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discontinue or in any respect affect the supervisory authority of 

Secretary of the Interior relative to any mineral lease or mineral 
ises heretofore executed by any allottee of said tribe. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to make a parliamentary 

juiry. I should like to know if an amendment to the pend- 

proposition would be in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not in order now, but the 
Chair will recognize the Senator to offer his amendment after 

' bill reaches the Senate. 

ir. CLAPP. I ask now that the bill be reported to the 
Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is as in Committee of the 
Whole and still open to amendment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have a couple of short amendments 
which relate to the removal of restrictions in individual cases, 

| I will offer them now, to come in at the proper time. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment sent to the desk 
by the Senator from North Dakota will be stated. 
“The Secretary. On page 91, after line 7, insert the follow- 


it the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
» a fee-simple patent to Demas Eastman, a Santee Sioux allottee, 
No. S37, and the issuance of said patent shall operate as a removal of 


‘ trictions as to the sale, incumbrance, or taxation of the land so 
cawiall 
1 ‘ 


e amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I offer another amendment of the same 
haracter. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The SecRETARY. On page 151, after line 15, insert: 
the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is hereby, authorized 
ected to cancel the certificate of patent No. 426, issued to Char- 
ss on December 11, 1891, for lot 11, section 6; lots 11, 13, and 
theast quarter of the southwest quarter of section 5, township 
. range 5 east, west meridian, Olympia land district, State of 


W zton, and issue in lieu thereof a patent in fee simple to his 
V and heirs. 


mendment was agreed to. 
LONG. I offer an amendment. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
SECRETARY. On page 91 insert after the amendment just 
1 to: 
> restrictions upon the alienation of Manda Proctor, deceased, 
Indian, for 26.39 acres, it being the west half of the southeast 
f the southeast quarter, and the southeast quarter of the 
quarter of the southeast quarter, section 12, township 7, 
range 8, 26.39 acres. 

M lriILLMAN. I think there should be an explanation of 
tee named. He is a full blood, I judge, and there must 
| well or something on that 26 acres or there would not 

necessity to have some special Indian allotment excepted 
{ the general rule. 

CLAPP. I raise the point of order on that amendment. 
] the amendment is subject to a point of order. 

LONG. This is adjoining the town of Holdenville, in the 
I rerritory. 
CLAPP (to Mr. TirrmMANn). Does the Senator want to 


TILLMAN. No; I am not going to debate it. 
s made a point of order against it. 


The Sen- 


CLAPP. I withdraw the point if it is not going to be 

cd i, and will let the amendment be voted on. 
Ir. TILLMAN. I simply want to know what explanation 
{ sas to why this particular allottee by name should be 
( d from the general provision, which we just now in- 


ted. 

LONG. If the general provision that we have incor- 
| becomes a law it will apply to this allottee. 

TILLMAN. Is he a white Indian? 


LONG. No; a mixed blood. 

TILLMAN. Then why put it in? 

LONG. The other provision may not be incorporated 
bill, 


TILLMAN. It is already incorporated in the bill—that 
have agreed to it. 


LONG. It may not become a law. 

TILLMAN. I want them all to fare alike. I do not 
| there ought to be any discrimination by name in that 
\ nd I object to it, just as I have objection to another dis- 
( tion here on account of color. 

CLAPP, I raise the point of order against the amend- 
‘ VICE-PRESIDENT. The point of order is sustained. 
. CLAPP. I ask to have the bill reported to the Senate. 

I LA FOLLETTE. I desire to offer the amendment which 


d to the desk, to be added after line 21, page 162. 
‘ue VICE-PRESIDENT, The amendment will be stated. 
XL——379 





The Secretary. It is proposed to insert, after line 21, page 
162, and after the amendment already adopted, inserted at the 
same place, the following: 


That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized and directed 
to pay, in his discretion, on the order of the business committee of the 


Menominee tribe of Indians, on the Menominee Indian Reservati 
the State of Wisconsin, the indebtedness of said committe: 


councils, incurred by said committee in the transaction of triba 
ness, to be taken from any of the funds in the Treasury of the ‘ 
States to the credit of said Indians as a tribe, and said committee shall 
file annual account with the Secretary of the Interior. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to inquire if that amendment has 
been reported by the committee. 

Mr. CLAPP, 
mittee. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not seem to me, Mr. President, that we 
ought to insert a provision for a payment of that kind which has 
never been investigated by a committee. I 
order on the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
order. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If I may be permitted, I should like to 
make a statement with respect to the amendment, and I think 
the Senator from Massachusetts will then not insist on the 
of order. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, certainly. 
to permit the Senator to do that. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE: Mr. President, this proposition fol- 
lows properly an amendment which has already been adopted 
to provide for the disposition of certain down dead tim- 
ber on the Menominee Indian Reservation. A committee known 
as the “business committee” of that tribe of Indians, in look- 
ing after the interests of the tribe with respect to their tim! 
lands, have incurred certain expenses and advanced some mo 
for the benefit of the Indians as a whole. 





No, sir; it has not been reported by the com- 


make the point of 


The Chair sustains the point of 


point 


I withdraw the point of order 


i 


and 





It will be noticed that 


the amendment leaves it entirely within the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Interior as to whether any claim which this 
business committee may present shall be paid. It seems to 
me very clear that the Secretary will have better opportunity 
to investigate the validity of such claim than any committee of 
the Senate. It ought to be perfectly safe to leave this matter 


iy 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Interior 
vested with full discretion with reference to it. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, if the clain 
I certainly should not interfere with it in any 


when he is in- 


hil 


to do so; but my objection is that it has never been inves 

gated by anybody; that there is no estimate sent here Poi 
from the Department; and that no investigation has been made 
by the committee. It seems to me that as to payment of money 
in that way, before the Senate passes it, it should have some 


knowledge in regard to the amount involved, 
entirely as a matter of discretion in any Department. I think 
therefore, that I shall have to insist on 








my point of o1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have here a rathet g 
letter, which I do not wish to read, from D. C. McCurtain, ¢ 
taw delegate, protesting against the amendment beginning at 
the top of page 36, which I will read in order that his protest 
may be understood : 

That all Choctaw and Chickasaw free se Imes Al 1 
the rolls of said tribes as approved | retary of 1 
shall each have the preference right ft \ t a va tion e 
ascertained by appraisement to be hereafter made und I 1 
regulations prescribed by said Secretary, 80 acres 1 
lands of said tribes. 

Mr. McCurtain objects to this discrimination as against all 
the other Indians, and this letter explains his objection; ' 
the chairman of the committee has agreed that, so far as he is 


concerned about the Senate amendment, he is willing that there 


t 


shall be a reconsideration of the vote by which the amendment 
was adopted in order that it may be stricken out. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
moves that the Senate reconsider the vote by which it adopted the 


committee provision at the top of page 36, which he has just read. 

Mr. HALE (to Mr. TittMan). Ask that Senate disagree 
to the amendment when the bill gets into the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from South Carolina. 

The motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on the amend- 
ment reported by the committee. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CLAPP. Now, Mr. President, I hope the bill will be re 
ported to the Senate. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended 


the 
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‘ E-PRESIDENT. The question is on concurring in 

ents made as in Committee of the Whole. The 

le Oo he motion of the Senator from Missouri 

, on which the Senator from Wisconsin desires 

I ite vote, will be reserved. Is it desired that any 

‘ iment be reserved? If not, all the other amend- 
e as in Committee of the Whole will be regarded as 


; 
in appropriate place after the amendment heretofore 


further, That such sales shall be made, with the ap- 
! f the Interior, by advertising the same and re 
r. WARNER. Let me make a suggestion. The Senate has 
the restrictions from the Indian allottees, except- 
I 





\ FOLLETTE. I offer the following amendment, to 





ten to one. I know, besides, that the future of that country 
depends upon the white people there more than upon the Indians 
I know, also, that as you render the land of that country inalien- 
able, you not only retard its progress, but you reduce the people, 
who must make it great, to the condition of tenants instead 
home owners. 

It is a happy circumstance that in the nature of things it wil] 
be forever impossible for the land of that Territory—soon, I hope 
to become a State—to be concentrated in large bodies in tho 
hands of any one man or in the hands of any one interest, or. 





eg 
OL 


as 


| the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TirimMan] says, in the 


ll! bloods and minors. By this amendment the re- | 
replaced. I think the Senator from Wisconsin | 
wo hardly want those words added to the amendment, as | 
{ l fy the action which the Senate has just taken. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do not so understand it, Mr. Presi- | 
( ] lieve it places a reasonable restriction upon the sale 
‘ n of these lands 


LODGE. I should like to hear the amendment read at | 


VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will state the amend- 














ore familiar with conditions in the Ind 


that I have greater interest in the 


Territory than I have in the Indians, b< 


le importance to what the Secretary of 


| acres, he will find only the purchaser who wants to make it a 


i 
Mr. LODGE. I should like to have it read as it will read if 
t ‘ ndment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fot- | 
I | i\dded 
Mr. NELSON. I should like to have the whole paragraph 
read » that we can see the connection. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
( ted by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Nreison]. 
ry read as follows: 
ns upon the alienation of lands of Indian allottees 
‘ Chickasaw, Ch c Creek, and Seminole tribes, ex- 
f full blood and Indians under 21 years of age, are, except 
l, July 1, 1906: Pro 
be held or construed 
pect pervisory authority of the 
Inte ) il lands or mineral leases 
j t And provided further 
i rm 1 of tl Secretary of the 
ame al receiving sealed bids therefor. 
I GI Mr. President, I am unable to see that the 
the Senator from Wisconsin destroys the general 
d by the Senate. It limits the provision to 
nd ¢ lu S ind it 
WAT g. Oh, no. 
Mr. | GI No: I do not mean the restriction; I mean the 
f the Senator from Wisconsin. The amendment 
ses to add there refers to mineral lands. 
WARNER. If the Senator will pardon me, I think he 
not refer to mineral lands. 
PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will again read the 
J s it will read if amended. 
l y again read the provision heretofore adopted, 
t { ’ ie amendment of Mr. La FOLLETTE. 
LODGE. Mr. President, that seems to me, I confess, 
‘ r it read, to relate to mineral lands. 
ARK of Wyoming. The first provision relates to min- 
‘ lt ] proviso relates to all lands. 
I BAILEY. The first provision relates to mineral lands 
Ol le ;, and the last provision relates to sales. It 
‘ the word such sales.” 
I I thought it referred to mineral land. The 
S - fro Wisconsin [Mr. LA FoLuettTe] can state. 
) LA FOLLETTE. My purpose was to have all sales—— 
{ } 4 les “ 
LLETTE. Yes; to have all sales take place under 
t) n of e Secretary of the Interior upon sealed bids. 
"4 y of the Interior recites in his report that wher- 
! e be I le in any other manner very much less 
of the land has been received, and it seems to 
re to be sold this is a wise provision to 
We e] ought to endeavor to realize the 
t] | r tl fit of the Indians whenever 
I hope the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La | 
not insist on this amendment. Probably wh 


itnumber the Indians something like | ment now pending. 


Lug 


hands of any corporation. 

I venture to say that under this amendment it will soon come 
to pass that more men in the Indian Territory will cultivate 
their own farms and fewer men cultivate the farms of landlords 
than in any other State of this Union. 

The tracts of land made marketable by this amendment sare 
not such as to tempt the avarice of those who are looking for 
great transactions with large profits, because what the Indian 
can sell under this liberalization of the law is only what 


q 
a moderate holding for a self-respecting American farmer. 

If I could have had my way, I would have provided that the 
lands should be sold not to anybody but to the tenants wh 
occupy them, and at a price which should be a fair appraisal of 
their value; but I recognize that the Indian owns the land, and 


is therefore entitled to obtain the highest market price for it. 
Our experience is that it has never been possible to « in 
anything like a fair value for any property in the Indian i- 
tory under any system of appraisement, and for that 1 n 
it has seemed to me that, in order for the Indian to rea] ( 
highest price obtainable for his land, he should be permitted to 


sell it in the open market under competitive conditio: At 
last, however, when the Indian comes to sell from 80 to 160 


homestead and devote it to the uses of agriculture. 
It signifies vastly more to the future welfare of that « , 
that they should now be permitted to make homes of that land 


than that they should be postponed for many years wntil the 
gradual, but constant, increase in value will put ev 

moderate acreage of 160 beyond the purchasing power of the 
average farmer there. I therefore believe that the American 
Congress can do no service so valuable to that new cout as 


to let the people who have gone there to make it with their 
brain, their muscle, and their industry a great Commonwealth, 
as to give them an opportunity to come into the possession of 
this land. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I fully agree with the Senator 


from Texas [Mr. Barry] as to the necessity for a p: ion 
removing the restrictions from the mixed bloods of the @ 


Civilized Tribes. Iam opposed to the amendment of the § 
from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fotzerre], for it nullifies the : 
ment which has been adopted. Providing that sales « 


be made on sealed bids, with the approval of the Secr: of 
the Interior, places greater restrictions on the disposal of 
lands in the Indian Territory than exist now. Under « ng 
law restrictions can be removed by the Secretary of th te- 
rior after an investigation on the merits of each part ir 
case. 


The objection to the present law is that it is impossible for 
the Secretary to investigate these cases and dispose « ; 
I call the attention of the Senate to the record made last year 
under existing law. During the last fiscal year the: 
2.245 applications made for the remoyal of restrictio: Of 
this number 388 were recommended for approyal by the ! 
agent in the Indian Territory and 982 for disapproval, ! 
the remainder unacted upon at the end of the fiscal ye 
amendment that has been adopted removes the restri 
cept as to minors and except as to full bloods. 

This is not a new question at this session of Congr In 
the bill providing for the final disposition of the affair , 
Five Civilized Tribes the following provision was pa 
the House of Representatives : 

Tl » restrictions upon the alienation and leasing o 
tees of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, : 
xcept Indians of full blood and except minors, ¢ 

to “ homesteads,” hereby removed. 

That provision passed the House of Representatives. 
reported to the Senate with but slight modification by t! 
mittee on Indian Affairs. It was stricken out in the Se! 1 
the Senate adopted this provision, very similar in its te! 








trip S, 





That all restrictions upon alienations and leasing of lands ; 


ttees of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and 


| tribes of less than full blood are, except as to homest 


removed. 


This was practically the same as that contained in the nd 





1906. 
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\ provision was agreed to in the conference practically identi- 
ith this, and it was reported to the Senate. 
to a certain part of that report. 
wn and a second report was made, leaving out this pro- 
1 So that this provision substantially has passed the 
ate and the House of Representatives at this sesion of Con- 
I believe that the amendment of the Senator from Wis- 
n should be rejected and that the provision which was 
ted by the Senate as in Committee of the Whole should be 
<i to in the Senate. 
HALE. The Senator understands that the point of order 
I » in the Senate now against the provision adopted as in 


Objection was 
The report was with- 


of the Whole; and if this discussion is to proceed and that 
iment is to be changed and modified I shall make the 
of order against the original amendment. 
LONG. I hope we may have a vote on the amendment of 
Senator from Wisconsin. 
CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to ask the Senator from 
s whether or not it is a fact that this same provision, as 


ired in the House bill and as it passed the House and | 


ntially as it passed the Senate, was not prepared by and 
! d the sanction of the Interior Department? 
LONG. I so understand. 


LA FOLLETTE. In justification of the amendment 
\ | have proposed, I wish to read from the report of the 
S ry of the Interior. Referring to the sale of lands by this 


|, the Secretary says: 


‘thod of selling Indian lands is most satisfactory from a de- 
| standpoint, having in view the best interests of the allottee. 
it so well meet the approval of the prospective purchaser. It 

1 to bid against any and all who desire to compete for the 

d also makes it necessary for him to bid above the amount 
»wn Government appraisement. The records show that 
method of sale of land by sealed bids lands have been sold 





higher price than by previous private sales, which were dis- | 


the Department. 
resident, I wish to say a word with reference to the date 
‘oposed sale of these lands. The amendment offered by 
itor from Missouri [Mr. WARNER] fixes July 1 as the 
such sale. At that time farmers are occupied with their 


i would not be free to look after the purchase of lands. | 


busy season for the cotton raiser and the grain grower. 


iad many letters from farmers in the Indian Territory | 


* the lands are to be sold that the date of such sale be 
late as September or October, giving them an equal 
i1ity with the land speculators to be present when the 
offered for sale. 
r discussion is disposed of I shall offer an amendment 

( the date when these sales are to take place. 
accord with what the Senator from Texas 
B has said about this Territory. It will be retarded in 
opment if these lands can not be sold, the country 
and the lands made productive. The amendment 
have offered does not propose to postpone the sale of 
th It simply provides that the owners of these lands 
ve the highest prices possible for them whenever they 


h Lh 


‘POONER. 
iendment proposed to it. There is such a diversity of 
the Senate as to the policy which ought to be pursued 

ibject that I am constrained to think that it would be 
he Senate did not undertake permanently to solve it 

[ think in all human probability next winter the Con- 
assemble again, and in the meantime, if another body 
ity, as I view it, Oklahoma will come into the Union 

We can then take the requisite time to discuss this 
m every possible standpoint and arrive at a conclu- 
will alike be honorable to the Government of the 


tes and in the interest of the Indians. I feel it to be | 
I all things considered, to renew the point of order 
v de but withheld. 

\ \RNER. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 

M MONER. Certainly. 

M \RNER. The same reasons given for delay now for 
i Congress to further investigate this matter were the 
easons that were given in 1893, when the Dawes Com- 
I s formed so as to enable the various tribes to become 
Cly nd that is thirteen years ago. 

) MONER. This is not thirteen years. 

.ILEY. I want to make this suggestion to the Sena- 
tor f Wisconsin before he insists upon that point of order: 
If cople could have been permitted to sell, and the people 
' cone into that country could have been permitted to 
ands ten years ago, there was no man of industry, 
i it capital, who could not have bought them and paid 


ind been the owner of an American farm to-day. The 


unittee of the Whole is just as good as it was in Committee | 


by | 


If in order, when the proposition | 


[Mr. | 


Mr. President, I have read this amendment | 
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| ehsieaen in value has been very great in that country, and if 
we wait until it becomes a State, 











with the stimulation of all 
enterprise and the enhancement of all values that will inevita 
bly follow statehood, it is true we will get the Indians more 
for their land, but we will make it more difficult for an Amer 
can citizen with a white skin to buy a home. I make no « 
| cealment; I repeat it for the second, and I would repeat 
for the thirty-second time, that I am vastly more interested in 
the white man than I am in the Indian, because, as I said 
the Senator from Wisconsin was not here a mome! go 
when I said it—there are so many more white men there whose 
| interests are to be consulted than there are Indians. 
| If the sale of these lands is to be postponed and this increas« 
| in value is to go on, it is as certain as that we live that the 
| lands will reach a purchase price where a man can not buy 
| them and hope to pay for them out of the profits of his farm, 
and they must pass into the hands of men who buy them 
because they have money to invest, and who will hold them for 


the purpose 
I want to 
as possible, 


of renting them. 
see aS many home owners and as few te! 
and I regret sincerely that those people were 
able to buy land five years ago when they could have bought 
for 20 per cent of its present value. I apprehend that 
course of another twelve months or two years the enhai 
| in value will be so great as enormously to diminish the 1 
of people who will be able to buy those lands for the pur] 


iants there 


Cillt t 


of making them their homes. I hope the Senator from W 
| consin will not insist upon postponing nearly a million of 
American citizens in the opportunity to get an excellent, and, 


|} at present prices, a reasonably cheap farm. 
Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the observations of 
| tor from Texas [Mr. Barrey] confirm me in wisdom of 
delay. The fact that the Indian is in so at a minority 
relatively to the white man and that the white man alone mak 
the laws which involve the rights of the Indian ought to lead 
the Senate of the United States for once to 
the Indian. 
I am very glad, from the standpoint of the interest of the I) 
| dian, that these lands were not sold five years ago, so 


the Se! 





rT e 


think mai 


t 
iy 


they could have been acquired from the Indian by the white 
| man at a much less price than they can be acquired to-day It 
| is no argument against the delay which my point of order 

| volves that a year from now the Indian will be able to obtain 


a better price for his land than he would be 
| it to-day. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from 
to remind him that except for the white men w! ne 
| there to build up that country the land would hardly be wort! 
| 50 cents an acre to-day? 

Mr. SPOONER. Very likely. 
Mr. BAILEY. And it does look a little hard 


able to obtain for 


Wisconsin 





| Mr. LODGE. They did not go there for philanthropic pur 
| poses. 
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Massachusetts sugges 
| that they did not go there for philanthropic reasons. t 
is true, but it is not more true than it is 1 do 
fish along the coast of New England for phila: e reas 
| Mr. LODGE. Certainly not. 
| Mr. BAILEY. Men go everywhere in this world to | 


| their condition or to entertain their time and to promote 


pleasure. I rejoice to say that the people in the Indian T\ 
| ritory have no waste time to entertain, and they are too In 
| trying to provide for their future generations to hav 
| time for promoting their pleasure. They went there, I ¢ 
| for the purpose of improving their condition, and I am pk 


| ing with the Senate not to make it harder for them to ac 
plish that laudable purpose. 
Mr. SPOONER. I wish to see the Indian 


get all 





he can g 

| for his land. He can not utilize it as the white man n 
| he must rely upon the proceeds of its sale and the income d 
rived from the proceeds of its sale. 

The Indian race is a vanishing race. It will not be long 
| until every acre of land in Oklahoma will be occupied by a 
| white man. I have a picture at my house which beautifu 
but pathetically, illustrates the decay of the Indian race. T 
| Indians appear in the picture, hardly discernible, riding the 
| ponies in the deep twilight to the West. As a Government we 
| have betrayed them into the hands of the white man. What is 
| left of their ancient patrimony I think this Government ought, 
| as far as it may, to conserve. 
| ‘The whole basis of this amendment is that the Indian, at 
| least the half-breed, is able to take care of his own business 
| interests. So be it. As to the majority that is true. As to 
the large minority confessedly it is not true. If we delay yet 


| a little while until another session of the Congress, the Senator 








T 
i 


Texas thinks the lands of the Indians will have appre- 
Is that, from the standpoint of the traditional 


e Indian—the Government of the United States— 


BAILEY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin permit me? 

SPOONER. Certainly. 

\ILEY. Itis not. But if you hold the land until it is 
0 an acre, as to many of these Indians it will be no 

I As to the others—— 

POONER. Did the Senator say as to most of them? 

AILEY. As to many-—— 
SI ER. Oh. 

SAILEY. It will be no profit to them. Whatever they 
f it and whenever they get it, it will go. As to those 
ld profit at any time, they are quite capable of taking 
hemselves now; and some of these very Indians in 

* the Senator from Wisconsin speaks so beautifully 


be buying out their brother Indians, because they are 
e h to take care of themselves in any trade. 
iew is this: In trying to perform the duty of fully 


- the Indians you are imposing a great hardship upon 


white man. Mr. President, it touches me deeply when Sen- 


talk about this vanishing race. That is a beautiful senti- 
, but I must be permitted to say it is not practical states- 
SPOONER. It is not politics. 
BAILEY. No; I would not accuse the Senator from 
in of being a politician. 
SPOONER. No. 
BAILEY. He is a statesman. It is not practical states- 
ip to try to preserve for those who can not keep and thus 
hold from those who would make great advantage of it if 
( ld obtain it now. 
SPOONER. The argument of the Senator is the justi- 
e white man of the policy of the white man to- 


d the Indian from the beginning. 


BAILEY. No, Mr. President—— 


r. SPOONER. From the beginning. 


BAILEY. Let the Senator better understand me. I do 
vw if 


. SPOONER. I said the argument justified it. 
BAILEY. No; I would even dissent from that state- 
I am recognizing, to borrow a famous phrase, “a con- 


” 


and not a theory. 

SPOONER. The Senator has at heart, apparently, in 

stion the interest of the white man and not the interest 

e Indian. Is there nobody in the United States whose duty 

to have at heart the interest of the Indian? If there be 

y in the United States whose duty it is to have at heart 

terest of the Indian, that is the Congress of the United 
uding this body. 

been importuned by many men from different States 

pendency of this bill not to object to the proposition 

e generally all restrictions upon al nentione of Indian 

he Indian Territory. I have not been importuned, Mr. 

, by any Indian, except one by telegraph, or by anyone 

1 to speak for the Indians, save one who, I thought, 

infil for the white man than he did for the 


Senator spoke of the land becoming so high in price that 
nan will not buy it, if I understood him correctly. 
BAILEY. The white man who would work it can not 

f it advances much beyond its present price. 
SPOONER. Ah, Mr. President, if it becomes so high in 
nly the rich can buy it, should not the Indian have 
that enhancement in price? There is no justifica- 
that we should so legislate as to bring about an 


which the Indian this year must sell his land 
! e than he would sell it next year, except the 
f the Senator, that no matter what the price is it 
I fit to the [1 dian, for he could not properly 
hat is only an \ded reason why we should take 
of the interest of the Indian. 
TELLER. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me to 
) R. Cer ly. 
rELLE The Indian does not “» ve to sell his lan 
es to do so. He can hold it if he wishes. 
ER. “The Indian does a oa to sell his land 
to do so.” But from the beginning the Indian 
1 in one way and another into selling his land, 
the inspiration of fire water, sometimes in 
1 again in another. Every man knows that 
has been the prey of the white man, and 
1] 1ue to be. No matter what the law is, as the Sen- 
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ator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] said a little while ago, whether 
the Indian is authorized by law to sell his land or not, it wil! 
be occupied by a white man. He will get it in one way or 
another. But the Indian is not remediless if his title does not 
pass. 

Mr. THULMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsiy 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Sympathizing with the Senator’s plea for 
justice to and humane treatment of the Indians, I wish to ask 
him whether or not the delay in the transfer does not bec! oud 
the title somewhat and give opportunity for any man w! 
seeking to purchase an Indian’s land to get from him his ‘ob! 
tion to sell? I was in that country four or five years ago, and 
I was told by a prominent lawyer that in all his dealings— 
and he had been in the Territory fifteen years—he had never 
known an Indian to break his word. Under the condition 
which the Senator is seeking to perpetuate, an Indian enters 
into an agreement with some tenant to sell his land as soon 
as he can, and the price is already fixed, and the Senator js 
only bearing down and destroying the value of the land and 
making the Indian get less than he otherwise would. 

I think the Senator from Texas is in error in regard to the y 
increase in value. The actual value will increase, but the con- 
tract already made by the Indian will, as a matter of fa 
result in the Indian getting less for the land than he would if 
he were free to sell. 

Mr. BAILEY. The mistake of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina is that it is not the tenant who as a rule makes the bar- 
gain. It is a speculator who makes the bargain, and then 
he— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Some of the merchants have roped in the 
Indian trade and have obtained the Indian’s confidence ir 
one way or another, like the instance the other day involving 
a man named Brown, of whom the Senator from Wisconsin has 
heard. I will say, by the way, that that man Brown, out of 

53,000 which he received, paid himself as participant or 
partner in a company and a lawyer $103,000 and the Indians 
got $50,000. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes; that is the old story. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is the way it will go in spite of all the 
Senator from Wisconsin can do. 

Mr. SPOONER. Then why not remove all restrictions? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am willing to do it right now. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not. 

If the Indian as a race in the Indian Territory is so much 
better than the white man as a race that he never breaks his 
word, I think we ought to take care of him. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator must remember that there are 
thousands of white men in the Indian Territory who would 
not break their word. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. BAILEY. But they are not the men who drive the hard 
bargains with the Indians. It is the conscienceless spe r 

Mr. SPOONER. They are not the men from whom t 
dian needs protection. But if there is an Indian tract « l 
anywhere between the oceans which is worth having tli will 
be hundreds of white men after it. 

Mr. BAILEY. And they will get it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Ready to swindle the Indian out of 

Now, Mr. President, I want the Indian to get the 
price he can for his land. Does the Senator from Texs 
him to? 

Mr. BAILEY. If I thought he would keep it and m 
use of it, yes. But since I know that the improyide 
will waste it, I prefer to see a thrifty, industrious, i 
American farmer get a farm when he can buy it at a re: 





iS 





price rather than to see him compelled to wait until he t 
buy it at all. ees 
Mr. SPOONER. But the Senator ignores the relation it i 


this Government stands to the Indian. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from W l 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. Has the Senator from Wisconsin visited 
dian Territory in recent years? 

Mr. SPOONER. I have never visited it. 

Mr. LONG. Then I suggest to the Senator that \ 
understands the Indian question in a general way, b 
visit the Indian Territory. If he does, he will come aw 
the same opinion which the Senator from South C aroli 
just stated to the Senate. Under existing conditions, 
Senator would perpetuate by not removing these restr ict 
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is the man who makes a contract with the Indian, in which he 

agrees to have the Indian’s restrictions removed, or acts for him 

securing the removal, who gets the land for less than its 

lue. The present system prevents the Indian from selling his 

nd for its real value, as he would be able to do if the restric- 
us were removed. 

I entirely agree with the Senator from South Carolina as to 


the conditions there. They would be very much improved by 
is amendment, and the existing conditions are injurious to the | 
iterests of the Indian. 
Mr. SPOONER. I have no doubt there is a very strong pub- | 
sentiment in the States which border on the Indian Territory 
in favor of removing all restrictions upon Indian alienation. 


Mr. 


LONG. Not only is there such a public sentiment there, 
also among the Indians of the Five Civilized Tribes. 
Mr. SPOONER. Represented by the Senator from Kansas? 
Mr. LONG. Represented before the Committee on Indian 
Affairs of the Senate. 
\ir. SPOONER. By whom? 
Mr. LONG. By Indians and by petitions and letters from 
e Indians. 
TILLMAN. If the Senator from Wisconsin will permit 
, just one other phase of this question occurs to me which I 
him to contemplate while he is going on, and that is this: 
Some ten or twelve years ago—I do not exactly recall the 
the Indian lands in what is now known as “ Oklahoma” 
purchased by the United States Government and were 
wh open to settlement at a fixed rate of $2 or $2.50 
ere, or something like that; perhaps $4; I do not re- 
the exact amount. But I know there was a terrific rush 
ite men from all parts of the country to get in and try to 
home at even that price, because arable land that gets 
‘from the clouds has grown very scarce in this country, so 
settlement is concerned. 


L 


» settlers rushed in, and they got eighty or a hundred and | 


acres, whatever apportionment they could get hold of. 
rhen, in a few years—three or four or five years—there came 
t st doleful, pitiful appeals to Congress that these people 
never would be able to pay for the land, and we, in our liber- 
{ and love for our own kind, gave them their homes. We 
’ said: “* Here, we will make you a present of your homes. 
| them and go. We will give you a title.” The Senator 
v s to have the whife men who have gone into the eastern 
of the Indian Territory pay ten, twenty, thirty, forty, and 


fi dollars an acre, whereas the Government gave the other | 
y » men their land. S 

e land is all equally valuable. I have been near the arid 
] s in Oklahoma, and those lands produce magnificent wheat 
( : and alfalfa, and also cotton, which is a dry plant and likes 
§ ne. No one knows exactly where the border of the great 
Ar an desert is. It is nearly on the western edge of Okla- 


4} 
Lue 


Senator ought to recollect, in his solicitude for the In- 
d n the eastern end of the Territory, that the white men in 
1 stern end have been given their lands by the Government 
of United States, and he ought not to make it so hard upon 
hers to buy from the Indians. 

\ SPOONER. My solicitude is for the Indian, not for the 
] in the east end or the west end, but for the Indian. 

\ TILLMAN. You ought to have some little solicitude for 


t] lite man in the eastern end, inasmuch as Congress has 
had such solicitude for the white man in the west. 
\ir. SPOONER. If the Government is to buy the land from 


dians and give it to the white men, let the Government 
| t and give it to the white man—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. That has not been proposed, however. 
SPOONER. But let the Government buy it for an hon- 
t e 
TILLMAN. Surely. 
SPOONER. Giving the Indian the appraised value of it, 
is really worth, and then this matter and all the points 
\ the Senator from Texas makes can be easily adjusted. 
B t is not this proposition. 
BAILEY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 
POONER. Certainly. 
BAILEY. I want no misunderstanding of my position. 


I t agree with the Senator from Kansas [ Mr. Lone] that it 
l he interest of the Indian to remove these restrictions. I 
§ » removal of them purely in the interest of the white 
I [ make no concealment of that. I do not mean to in- 
§ that the Senator from Kansas has any opinion which he 
( Of course he believes what he says, and I support 
t ndment for a precisely opposite motive, and I want to 
x 


frankly to the Senate. 
SPOONER. I so understood. 
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| believe the Senate on this question ought to express 


| who comes to the Supreme Court of the U 


| blood, who does 
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Mr. BAILEY. I want to add that I be ‘ sno h ) 
on the Indian to make him divide with tl l i - 
mous increase in the value of the land which h ( i 
advent of the white men 

Mr. SPOONER. In view of the f that 
always been dividing with the Indian, of « ! I 
ought to divide with the white man. That pre 
the Senator from Texas is in favor of r t ty, L suppose 

Mr. President, the Senator from Texas is frank and 1 
about it. He—and he knows quite as much about it as t 
Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lone] can know—concedes fr 
that he speaks not for the interest of the Indian, but he gs] 
for the interest of the white man. There is some one always 

| to speak for the interest of the white man. He can gene ly 
speak for his own interest. But it does not always happen 
that there is some one to speak for the interest of the Indian. 
When the Senator from Texas says—and he speaks in a manly 
way the truth about it—that this is not for the interest of the 
Indian, and he justifies his attitude upon the converse propo- 
sition that it is for the interest of the white man, what ought 
the Senate to do? Ought we to conserve the interest of the 


Indian in this Indian bill or ought we to be blind to the intere 
of the Indian, with wide-open eyes only to the interest of the 
white man? That brings it, like a common-law plea 
to the point, and upon that point the Senate could well divide. 
There ought to be few on one side of it, from my standpoint, 
and many on the other. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Kansas? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

Mr. LONG. I hope the Senator from Wisconsin will permit 
the Senate to divide on that proposition, and not insist upon h 
point of order. 

Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Wisconsin has become 
more and more convinced that the interest of the Indian is to 
delay this legislation until he can get a higher price next year 
for his land. 

Mr. LONG. 

Mr. 
order. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Will the Senator 
withhold the point of order for just a moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I want to say to the Senator from 
Wisconsin that I am of the opinion that the Indian for whom 
he is so solicitous is not the Indian concerned in this amend- 
ment. The Indian concerned in this amendment is the Indian 
who has been appealing to Congress time after time, year after 
year, to be allowed to become, as Congress by express legisla- 
tion said he should become, a citizen of the United St It 
is not the blanket Indian of the western plains; it is the Indian 
who lives in houses, who has his household implements, wl! 


Senator from Wis isin 


is 


And not permit the Senate to divide? 
SPOONER. No, sir; I propose to make the 


. . 
point ol 


from Wisconsin 


has his home, who has his property, who has his boys and girls 
away at college, who comes to the Supreme Court and argues 
eases, who is concerned in this amendment. The full-blood 


Indian is expressly reserved. 


Mr. LONG. And the Indian who is a citizen of the United 
States. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. And who is a citizen of the United 


States in all except being allowed to exercise the right of 


zenship. 
Mr. SPOONER. Let me inquire, is the mixed-blood Indian 


States 
gues cases any more a citizen of the United States than the { 
not? 


nited 
Lilt i 









Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not at all, but he is better able 
to manage his own concerns. So this bill provides that he shall 
have the right to alienate his land, but the full blood shall ll 
be kept from it. 

The Senator says he has had but one letter or has not | 

| from any of the Indians upon this matter. I have had 1 
interviews; I have had many letters; I have receiv 
petitions from the Indians and but one from the wl : 1e 
Indians themselves are concerned in this matter, 1 In- 
dians themselves say that those who really wish to i 
them, many of them not understanding the circumst re 


in effect tying their hands. 


Mr. President, in view of the situation and of the facts, I 


ion upon the record. I suggest that the point of order 

well be considered by the Chair under section 2 of Rule XX, 
which provides that “the Presiding Officer may submit 
question of order for the decision of the Senate 


Mr. HALE. That applies only to relevancy things. 
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Mr. SPOONER. 


rhat is a question of relevancy. 


Mr. CLARE of Wyoming. “ Any question of order.” 
Mr. LODGE. I beg the Senator’s pardon, only as to relevancy. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the Senator from Wisconsin to one fact that appeared | 
in the testimony. Yesterday, when we had a committee meet- 
ing, I ed Mr. Owen, who was representing the Indians, to 
give ine the average quantum of Indian blood in those known 
mixed bloods, and he stated that it was from an eighth to a 
c<teenth; that the great number of them were above that: 
that there were very few of what you might call “ half bloods ” 
that even the half or the quarter bloods are almost un- 
known. So I consider that we are treating practically with 
white men rather than Indians. 


\ir. SPOONER. Mr. President, there is a pressure for this 
ition outside of this Chamber which is not at all per- 
iisive upon me in its favor. Under existing law I understand 


Secretary of the Interior may remove restrictions upou 
alienation in all eases where it is made to appear to him that 
in justice to the applicant it should be done. If the Senator 


from Colorado is right, that Congress has no jurisdiction what- 
ever over this subject, it is very easy to raise that question. 


Mr. TELLER. Oh, I have never said that Congress did not 
have jurisdiction over the real property the Indians have taken 


subject to certain restrictions and limitations. Of course we 
control that, because the control remains in the United States. 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Now, Mr. President, every appeal which has been made to me 
has been based upon one of two grounds. <A gentleman came 
to me from the State of Wisconsin who represents capitalists 
in the State who were making investments and loaning money 
in the Indian Territory, and he was extremely anxious, repre- 
senting them, that all restrictions upon the power of alienation 

uld be removed. I said to him, “I can readily understand 
sition and tke motive which inspires it, but bring me 


your p 


something from the Indian with whom you want to deal.” 
Others have come claiming that if these restrictions were not 
removed there would be a large amount of property in the 
Indian Territory exempt from taxation. Well, what of it? 


want to retard the growth of Oklahoma. I hope with 
that before this session adjourns she will become a 
Union. Mr. President, if she does not it will be 
impossible of explanation upon any theory of justice. 
Mr. LONG. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
id to the Senator from Kansas? 


i ado not 


State in the 


Wisconsin 


Mr. SPOONER. = Yes. 

Mr. LONG. Does the Senator think it is to the interest of 
future State of Oklahoma, and fair to the present Territory 
of Oklahoma, that there should be a large amount of real estate | 
in the Indian Territory not subject to taxation? 


Mr. SPOONER. 
plane. 
| [t is only one of the points in this controversy. 
Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Wisconsin allow me? 
Mr. SPOONER. One at a time. 

Mr. BALLEY I want to ask the Senator from Kansas if he 
nks it i rht to keep Oklahoma out of the Union until New 


Mr. President, that is reducing this question 
low 


very 


\Ir. ONG 
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tion of statehood, we ought, as far as we may, to conserve their 
There are thousands, I think my friend from Colo- 


| , : 
rado said, even of half blood there are 20,000 or more—— 


Mr. TELLER. Twenty-five thousand. 

Mr. SPOONER. Who concededly are incapable of taking 
care of their own interest, who will fall an easy prey to the 
white man. Why, Mr. President, should we legislate here for- 
getful of them? They have the wife and the children, they 
have posterity to depend more or less upon either their thrift 
or our care. Why should we pay no heed to them and those 
who are dependent upon them and upon the wisdom or the 
power of their action? Is it possible that the Congress of the 
United States, that the Government of the United States, can 
devise no system which will enable us to ascertain by investi- 
gation from whom the full power of alienation should be with 
held and to whom it should be given? 

We are impotent if we can not, and, Mr. President, if we can. 
why should we not? No reason has been given; no reason wil! 
be given except that if we wait the Indian lands will be woril 
more; that is all. * 

Tor the life of me I can not see how any harm can come to 
Oklahoma, how any public interest can be sacrificed, if we wait 
until another session, in the meantime, by a later bill, provid- 
ing for a commission, if you please, so that the Indian will 
not be obliged to come in a posture distasteful to him to an 
executive officer to investigate this subject; and then let 
us, intelligently, deliberately, carefully discriminating where we 
ean, free those who ought to be free and keep in this mild 
pupilage those not capable of protecting their own interest and 
the interest of their families. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. TELLER. I will wait until the Senator is through. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. TELLER. I will wait. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to make my point of order, but | 
will withhold it. 

Mr. President, I am constrained to insist upon my point of 
order, although I can not urge it against the Senator from 
Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not care to discuss 
point of order. I do not propose that the Senator from Wis 
consin shall appear as the special champion of justice here to 
our detriment, who have been dealing with this subject for th 
last two months. We have believed that the interests of tl. 
Indians would be promoted by the sale of this land. We have 
believed that there was a fair price now ready to be paid for 
It is true that if you will withhold this land for a year or live 
years or ten years you may get more for it, but does our duty; 
to the Indian, whether he be a ward or whether he be a citiz 
There are people down there who are w! 





| and who are citizens and they are entitled morally and lezally 


to all the sympathy of this Government that the red mat is, 
especially since he has become a citizen of the United State- 
We have dealt with the red men down there as generously is 
any people in the history of mankind ever dealt with the natives. 
The people of the Indian Territory have not any right to « 


| plain. We gave them the best land there was in the United 
States for farming purposes. We gave them a home in 


Mexico and Arizona are brought in? 
Vir. LON I presume that question will be presented to the | 
Senate for consideration in the near future. 
BAILE\ Ilow will the Senator from Kansas yote on 
! Position ¢ 
LON I will then announce my position by my vote. 


SPOONER. Mr. President, I intend to occupy three min- 
the judicial power of the Vice-President. 
» Oklahoma come into the Union. She will make 
Her are boundiess in climate, 

nd variety. Her population already is very, very great 
compared with the population of Territories heretofore admitted 
Her population, I believe, is a popula- 


: 1 
InVOKe 


State, resources 


ion as States. 


road-minded, just, generous, patriotic American citizens. 

I do not believe that the people of Oklahoma want that great 
State to be builded in any sense upon injustice to a vanishing 
ople, who, for a time, are to live under her laws and in the 
inidst of her white population. I believe the people of Okla- 


i 
they are fit to come into the Union at all, would pay no 
ing the question of justice to the Indians who live 


hie 1 Soly 


hin her borders, to the question of the exemption from taxa- | 


tion of the Indian lands. It is a trifle, in a way, compared to 
1 her future and her wealth and her power. It 
justice to the Indian. That is what it is. 


IS fl OU oO! 


self 





| Mr. 


Mr. President, it seems to me, and I can not divorce my- | 
from it, that in this time of all times, with the tribal rela- | 
tion soon to be broken, with these people to pass into a condi- | That land is to be cultivated by white men. 


| have they than the white men have who settled and made 


climate that was equal to that of any other in the United 
States. We guaranteed to them the undisturbed occupation 
of it, and we never allowed that occupation to be invaded, 
except when they themselves consented to it. Every wiiite 
man in that Territory to-day who is there is there by tle 
approval and with the assent and consent of the Indians. 

Mr. President, there are a million and a half white men in 
Oklahoma and the Indian Territory. There are 700,000 or 
800,000 white men in the Indian Territory. There are not to 
exceed in the whole of Oklahoma and Indian Territory {0,000 
Indians, 

Now, the Senator from Wisconsin may get up his ei! 
siasm, and he may appeal to us here that we must look 
these Indians because they are Indians. What better ris 


hvy- 


country? Has it been the Indian who has built up this ¢ 
Government of ours and given it a place amongst the J» 
of the world that no people have ever held before? It is (i 
very men who are Jooking for homes. It is the very ! 
President, who want land, not to wander over, is 
Indian does, but land to cultivate, and who propose to brine 
families of citizens of the United States on that land. 
Indian will occupy but little of that land. An inconsic 


part of it will be cultivated by the Indian now or here 
That land is 


Sah 
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be the home of white men. And there is where the strength | Mr. LONG. Mr. President, I 




















\ il Bal n 
| glory of this people will come—from the men who cultivate | this question. I stated that I believed it w ) 
soil. |} of the Indian that these restrictions should be 1 ) I 
) Mr. President, if the Senator had thought some years ago of | state again. It is not only to the interest of the Ind 
vi protecting these Indians in land, if that was what they need, | it is to the interest of the Indian Territory and of l 
; uzht to have seen to it that the act of 1887 was not passed. | people living there that this should be done. So . I 
| ought to have stood with me when I was objecting to the | know, there is no division of senti nt al * the Indians or 
1 ug of this land to white settlement. But that policy was | the white people upon this proposition. It i be d 
ted twenty-odd years ago, and that has been the policy | cause it is to the interest of the indian i if 1c } 
ince. land, obtain more for it a year from no ‘4 l 
» white men who went down there went there with the un- | less. The fact is the land is being s 1d 0 
( tanding on the part of the Indian and the Government that | market to the highest bidder, “ty sold by Aan al rement with 
; Jand was to be theirs if they were willing to pay what it | a speculator, who agrees to get the restrict s removed and 
worth when the time came for opening it to settlement. | makes a side contract at the same time. 
interest in that country of Indian and white man alike | The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 1 ] 
s that that land should be opened to settlement and oc- | about this question than the Committee on Indi 
ion, not that it should be withheld until some time later | House of Representatives, that reported a prov 
there may be a demand by capitalists for it, but that it| to this, or the House of Representatives, that 
taken now by the men who want to work it and to oc-| vision in the Five Civilized Tribes bill. He may | 
t. about the question than the Committee on Indian Affairs 
President, there has been no suggestion of despoiling these Senate, that investigated it for many days, but he will 
I They will get for the land a price that will make it | me for saying that I doubt if he does. I regr . 
( ely difficult for a white man to go there and make a| tor has made the point of order upon this an 
] If the land is put up for sale on competition with an | substantially the same that passed the Senate in tl | 
‘ sement—as it was proposed in this bill, although I be- | to which I have referred, 
| that has been stricken out—if it shall be appraised, it will} I believe that there is a majo of the Senate in f 
| price that will make the man who buys it labor and toil | this amendment. I hope that the e Senator from Wi \ 
ny years before he will be able to pay for it unless he | permit the Senate to express its judgment upon the prop 
! necessary capital when he begins. | for if he does not do so now, I say to him that the ques 
yw something of what it costs to settle a new country. | must be settled at the next session, and that \v i ( 
I y the men who have made land in Oklahoma and the| then. It is better to settle it now and let this amendm 
| Territory worth $30 or $40 an acre are not the Indians, | adopted, for it is justice to the white people of the In 
but 1 white men who are down there; and if it is to be a State | ritory and also to the Indians who are in fav of its 
be a State governed and controlled by white men. If| Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, the sarcasm of the § 
ot believe that the white men would control it, there is | from Kansas [Mr. Lone] is very withering, but I still h 
1 here who would vote for its admission. | enough left to make a point of order 
President, it is not beneath the dignity of this nation| I think the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Tre ier] T 
thize with the men who want to own their homes. | quite generous when he twitted me, if not reprobated n 
] interest that is worthy of our attention requires that this | not espousing the cause of the Indian in this particular | 
l ould be put on the market. It should be put on the} in 1887. The Senator must remember that I is Only a 
yw unless there is to be an inadequate price paid for it. | old then as a Senator; and in those days I did not feel at |] 
\ Senator say that, that is the fact? Does a know for | in fact I was afraid of the Senate, and I did not dar 
hat it will bring more a year from now? Is it more! from any old Senator. I had fallen into the 1 1 tl 
that it will bring more ten years from now? Would he/| ever an old Senator said must be right, and it took me « 
that you should keep it for ten years? | while to discover that that is not always so [laug] 
r. President. Sympathy for the Indian is one thing and | though generally it may be. 
the white men down there is another. It is obligatory | Mr. TILLMAN. Accidentally, I suppose. 
and upon the Senator from Wisconsin to deal justly with | Mr. SPOONER. The Senator from Colorado to-morrow will 
as it is to deal justly with the Indian. We allowed | not think that it was exactly just to impute to me the o] 
i e men to go there. The Indian consented that they | that I am the sole eres of the Indians here. I y 8] 
§ there, and they went there with the understanding | what I think and what it seems to me I ought to say after t 
hould buy that surplus land when an allotment was | ing all I have been able to of the matter before the Senat 1 
Indian, and the Indian should get his land not a| do what I ought to do. 
later. They are the me! a who have made it worth| Mr. TELLER. That is right. 
‘ally nothing to $30 and $40 an acre and some of it Mr. SPOONER. There are two sides to this matt 
n acre. | difficult and intricate question. I admit, of « t 
dent, as far as I am ¢oncerned, I believe the best | Committee on Indian Affairs has given it careful 
we can do is to give those people an opportunity to | I should have thought once that the committ 
lowners. I am one of those who believe that the | but after an experience of sixteen years here, while I tl 
| the hope of this nation is with the men who till | are pretty nearly infallible, I have bi forced to the « 
1 who own the soil that they till. I have heard a} that no committee of the Senate is sheet if Lt 
| said about the man who follows the plow. Mr. | there is a borderland upon which a man ca 
I t, the man who follows the plow on some other man’s | mittee without impeaching either the good fa t : 
| If he follows it on his own he is a freeman, and | ism or the ability of the committee. 
i good citizen. That is what I want to see. If it Mr. President, I will cooperate to the ut 
‘I would like to see the Government buy this land | devise, for passage at this session, some law nd tl 
over to every man who would go there and make a | be no difficulty in passing it—which will enable us to 
I believe it would have added to our wealth and| nate between those who need the prot ion Ww 
8 i to our glory to have done that, But that is not the | around them and those who need it not 
Mr. President, I make the point of order on the ai f 
to go down there now and pay $30 or $40 an acre The VICE-PRESIDENT. Rule XYI provides 1 
l . hey will not buy very big tracts, because if they No amendment which proposes gen l legislation s] l I l 
it be able to pay for it. There are some sections | to any general appropriation | 
: where possibly they can pay $50 or $100 an acre, That the proposed amendment is gen 1 ] 
, re exceptions. Chair has no doubt. Therefore, the amendm« ( 
. President, I suppose the Senator can make his point | noxious to the rule, the Chair thinks it not in ler; and he 
id judging from the ruling of the Chair heretofore | sustains the point of order. 
f order will be well taken. Then the land will not Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I understand that eally 
| then the men who are down there waiting and | closes this bill. I do not intend to bring up any question tl 
. make homes, not to become tenants, but to become | will delay the Senate in disposing of the bill; but in ju , 
l landlords, will not be able to buy homes. Mr. | I think, to the committee, I want to call attention to the amend 
so far as I am concerned they shall not lay it at my | ment which was reported by the committee on page 36, 1 
i »§ ator is willing that they should lay it at his, | has since been stricken out on motion of the Sen: 
. all the glory he can get out of it. South Carolina [Mr. Tm~tMAN]. I am not going to ask i 
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place it, unless the Senator who objected to it is satisfied. It 
provides : 

at all Choctaw and Chickasaw freedmen whose names appear 
upon the rolls of said tribes as approved by the Secretary of the In- 
terior shall each have the preference right to purchase, at a valuation 
t be ascertained by appraisement to be hereafter made under rules 
and reg a een by said Secretary, 80 acres of the unallotted 
lands of sale ribes. 

\ir. President, those colored people, freedmen, had each about 
from 20 to 40 acres of land. They were supposed to have had 
in the first instance 40 acres, but an appraisement was put on 
the land, and when they took certain high-priced lands some 
got less, but none of them got more than 40 acres. Some of 
those men have orchards, gardens, and fields adjoining their 
10 acres, ‘They were anxious to buy those lands. The Indians 
opposed their purchasing, because the appraisement was made 
some years ago and was supposed to be very low. Thereupon 
the committee, in order that there should be no injustice done 
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| ring a few exceptions, 


to the Indians, provided that they should have a preference 
right to purchase at the valuation to be ascertained by appraise- 
ment, to be hereafter made under rules and regulations pre- 
scribed by the Interior Department. 

it was, as I understood it, the policy of the Department to 
have an appraisement made of all this land. Certainly that | 
rg ht to be done, and there should be a price below which none | 
of this !and should be sold. This amendment was simply put 
in the bill for the purpose of allowing the Indians to have the 
enhanced price—the present price. The Senator who moved to 
strike it out said they ought to buy at the market price, but the 
appraised price will be the lowest possible market price. If the 


Senator insists upon his objection to the amendment, I do not 


want to go into a discussion of it at this time, and therefore I 


|; enable an industrious and enterprising class of white people to « 
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The Choctaw freedman occupies an entirely different position to that 
of the Choctaw Indian with respect to his right of property; ke does 
not take property by virtue of any tribal status he ever had as thy 
slave of a Choctaw Indian citizen, for as such he never had any tribal 
status, but he takes his limited rights by operation of the treaty of 
1866 and subsequent laws, while the Indian takes his property by virtue 
of his Indian citizenship. As one of the penalties for the Choctaws 
having cast> their lot with those of the “lost cause,” they were re 
quired by the United States Government to take care of their freedmen. 
and this they did most magnanimously by giving to the former slave 
and each of his descendants 40 acres of land, something that was not 
done by or required of any other people of the South. This fact is not 
mentioned in a spirit of resentment, for I live in a second generation 
since that unpleasantness; but I call attention to this as showing how 
the Choctaw freedman came to have any rights at all to Choctaw land 
that they do not take it by virtue of any inherent right thereto, 
purely by operation of law, and limitedly at that. The Choctaws can 
see no right that the freedmen have to this special privilege proposed in 
the amendment complained of, and having no right, we hope that 
privilege will not be extended to them of buying our lands at a refu 
price. 

Aside from the fact that the freedmen have no right, as the Choc- 
taws can see, to this special privilege, we do not think it would be good 
policy to thus dispose of the Indian’s lands. The freedman, in his 
dinary circumstances, and there are as many freedmen of ordinary cir- 
cumstances in the Indian Territory as elsewhere, will not be able to 
buy this land even if given the privilege, unless it is sold to him on 
long credit, and very long credit at that. The Indian race will have 
disappeared before the freedmen can finish paying for as much land as 
they would be permitted to take under the proposed amendment, and 
from this standpoint alone the Indian has good ground for opposi: 
the amendment. Furthermore, the interests of the country will not be 
materially advanced, if at all, by putting this much land in the hands 
of the freedmen, for they are not by nature creative geniuses, and bar- 
remarkable for their fewness, the Choctaw freed- 
men will not work the forty acres they already have. 

The Choctaws would prefer, if the surplus or residue lands are to 
sold, that such lands be sold as now provided by law. ‘This plan \ 





into the Territory and buy lands upon which to build homes, and 


| figure that by getting some of the lands into the hands of a class of 


shall let the matter drop. 
fr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I must insist on it; but, in 
justice to myself, I wish to have inserted in the Recorp a letter 


written to me by Mr. D. C. McCurtain, Choctaw delegate, whose 
rea appear to be so eminently just and proper that I could 
not help moving to strike the provision out. I want that letter 


Sons 


to be printed in the Recorp as an explanation of why I offered | 


the amendment. 

The VICE PRESIDENT. 
‘inted in the Rrecorp, as requested. 
referred to is as follows: 


» Jetter 


WASHINGTON, D. C., April 18, 1906. 
TILLMAN, 

Senate, Washington, D. ¢ 

Choctaw tribe of Indians, through me, 
of their tribe, desires to object to 
Indian appropriation bill now 


NJAMIN R. 
United Stat 


feces 


The 


d a member 


Dear SI as their dele- 
the 
ent on the pending before the 


follox 


“That all Choctaw 


and Chickasaw 
rolls of said tribes as approved 
lt each have the preference right to purchase, at a valuation 
d by appraisement to be hereafter made under rules and 
‘t ib ved by said Secretary, 80 acres more of the unallotted 


freedmen whose names appear 
by the Secretary of the 





Ptalil 


that you present their objections on the floor of the 


In the first place, what 


Choctaw 


right has Congress got to say that the lands 
and Chickasaw Indians shall sell for not more 
price, to be ascertained, to a certain class of people? 
f disposing of the Indians’ property without their consent 
far from appropriating the Indians’ property for private pur- 
indeed, it may amount to the same 
ned, for it will be observed 
hat the freedmen shall have the “right to purchase at 
ascertained, ete.,”’ not at the actual or market value of 
Lid nds It can hardly be successfully contended that this proposed 
l the Indians’ nog s to the Choctaw and Chickasaw freedmen 
privileg is a disposition of the land to the public or 
hen it is considered that the Choctaw and Chickasaw 
>a very small part even of the Indian public. 
thi of tribal citizens to concessions or 
extended to other classes of tribal citizens? 
permitted to buy so much 
at a refusal price, why are not the Indian citizens and 
white citizens extended the same privilege? It can 
not ly t the freedmen have rights which the Indians and the inter- 
married white citizens have not, for the freedmen’s rights are limited 
10 acres of the average allottable land of the Choctaw 
nations, while the other citizens, the Indians and the 
itizens, in addition to their respective allotments, 
terest in the residue lands—that is, the lands that 
‘ r all the allotments have been made. These residue or 
illotted lands, under the present law, are to be sold, not allotted, 
ey divided among the citizens, exclusive of freedmen. So it 
seen that the right of the Indian and intermarried citizens is 
to that.of the freedmen, yet it is proposed here to give to the 
imen a privilege which is not accorded to other citizens of a supe- 
Indeed, the Supreme Court of the United States has held 
ppealed from the United States Court of Claims that the 
freedmen, to whom it now proposed to extend special 
e not entitled to allotments of land in the Choctaw and 
and that the allotments given them will have to be 
nited States Government according to the terms of the 
approved July 1, 1902. Under the law the Choctaw 
Imen ¢ entitled to 40 acres of the average allottable land of the 
ckasaw nations, and nothing more, not even to any 
“funds from whatever source they may arise, 





that the language of the 





ation t ve 


it a special 





iss 


land in excess of their 


nder the ‘ to 
a ¢ eka v 
ried wil ite ( 


> al ndivided int 






is 








thing so far as this pro- | 


Bn | and soul 


; _.. | Sideration 
Without objection, the letter will | 


committee | 


In- | 


people who will ftmprove them, besides those already improved, the 
value of the unimproved lands in the hands of the Indians will be 


thereby enhanced. Not only that, but the lands will bring more if put 
upon an open market than they would under a “ valuation to be asce: 
tained’ and sold to the freedmen. Sell the land, if at all, under 1 
present law. and the country will advance, and the Indians will receive 
full value for the lands. Sell it to the freedmen under the proposed 
plan, and no one, except a few freedmen, perhaps, will be materially 
benefited by such a sale. 

I regret, Senator, the necessity of having to worry you with the con- 
of our matters, but you will remember we are political 
orphans down there and must depend upon the indulgence of some 
up here to represent us on the floors of Congress. 

Trusting that you will have time to give consideration to this matter 
when the consideration of the report on the Indian bill is resumed in 
the Senate, I beg to remain, 

Yours, very respectfully, D. C. McCurTAIN, 
Choctaw Delegate, the Savoy. 


The amendments were ordered to be engrossed and the Dill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 

Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes 
p. m.) the Senate adjourned until Monday, April 30, 1906, at 12 
o’clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Saturpay, April 28, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by Rey. CHARLES ALVIN SMITH, 
Chapel, Washington, D. C., as follows: 

O our merciful God, Thou who art so good and so great and 
so supernal, we acknowledge our great indebtedness to T! 
for this beautiful day and for all it means to our hearts, giving 
us another day in which to work, to think, to love, to live; and 


of Peck Memorial 


Pavey 


| we pray Thee that we may use our energy of mind and body 


in the service of our country and our fellow-1 
Bless these our servants, we beseech Thee, O God, who are 
gathered here this morning and this day to do the nation’s }usi- 
ness amidst all the pressure of life and the many things they 
have to do. Give them clear minds and loving hearts that 
may devote these things to this great and loyal and magni! 
service, to the end that Thy name and righteousness may be 
ored and glorified. ; 
We thank Thee, O God, that Thou hast blessed us so much, nd 
we pray Thee that as we gather together from time to time to ¢o 
the work Thou hast assigned us in our several spheres 0! 
tivity that Thou wilt help us to remember that what we «: re 
is recorded yonder. Bless these dear men and their families 
wives and children and homes. Bless their States, the! 
tricts, and all whom they love and whom Thou lovest, that this 
nation may be one that shall be a beacon light that shall | 
abroad that which is good and true and worth living for. 


We would remember this morning that dear man of Coe, of 
Chaplain of this House, who is engaged upon that sad du - 


burying his dear boy. Will there ever come a time, O our Gv 
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will our boys ever be too old but that they shall always be our The question 
boys? We pray Thee that in this his hour of bereavement and | agreed to. 

sadness and tears that there may come to him Thy comfort, 
Thy consolation, and our sympathy. Amidst all life, O God, 


was taken; and the conference report was 


We 


HOUR OF MEETING SUNDAY. 


po a veep ; Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent tha 
amidst its prosperity and adversities, with its tears of laughter ir. SLAYDEN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
oe " — = re ; - when adjournment is taken to-day it be to meet at 11 o'clock 

or tears of joy, may we never lose our grip upon Thee, knowing jpoamevene tm. cole + at at that } : aailial elie edie 
that Thou art our Father and that Thou lovest us. We be- ee eee Oe SES ROUL MCROEIE! SSEVICES May 

" S ehae 2 be begun of Judge PINcKNey, of Texas 

ech Thee to hear the prayer we pray because of this fact: The SPEAKER. The gentleman fron Texas asks unanimous 
Our Father who art in heaven, hallowed be Thy name; Thy Seas — s nan from Texas asks unanimous 


‘ ras ; > 4 : consent that the House adjourn to-da o meet ¢ o'clock 
kingdom come, Thy will be done on earth as it is done in a a ae — d y to meet at 1 cea 

‘<. 2 ‘ < , .| to-morrow, instead of 12, as fixed by prior order of the House, 
heaven. Give us this day our daily bread, and forgive us our’ ¢. ; : . : oe 

; . cone : tae s 5 ae = (for reasons stated by him. Is there objection? After a 

respasses as we forgive those who trespass against us. And | ; ss a ‘ ' 
; : . : Pele = 4h Bie OMS » | pause.] The Chair hears none. 
lead us not into temptation, but deliver us from evil, for Thine is 


the kingdom and the power and the glory forever. Amen. AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
pproved. 


resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
| of the Union for the further consideration of the agricultural 
Mr. FOSS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, reported the | ®Ppropriation bill. 

il (H. R. 18750) making appropriation for the naval service | The motion was agreed to. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


r the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other pur- The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
ses, which was read a first and second time, and referred to | Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. Foster of Vermont 
. Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, | '! the chair. —— x ae 

d, with accompanying report, was ordered to be printed. fhe ¢ HAIRMAN, t he House is in Committee of the Whe 
Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve all points | House on the State ef the Union for the further consid 

order on the bill. | of the bill H. R. 18537—the agricultural appropriation bill 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, after the Republican party 
had been awakened from its insolent sense of false security and 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I call up the con- | had concluded that it had better take the field and carry the \ 


| 


ence report on the bill H. R. 8997, being a bill to regulate | into Africa, when it cast its eyes over this body it could find 


rHE PRACTICE OF PHARMACY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 





ractice of pharmacy in the District of Columbia. uebody better fitted to act the part of Scipio Africanus than 
(he conference report and statement are as follows: gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Heprrurn], the sledge-hammer « 
bater on that side. He does not indulge in Addisonian phrase, 
CONFERENCE REPORT. and he was never known, until yesterday, to take a back track 
= " . . . i ike » “r artridges aj e ITs » mrtridge 
. committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of the | He did not, like the other partridges, either pursue a partridg 


Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. _— oy run arene a ground, but he did wont I never heard 
) entitled “An act to regulate the practice of pharmacy and ( uit one partridge doing in my life—he took to the woods. 


sale of poisons in the District of Columbia, and for other rhat reminds me of a story that a friend of mine told me al 


ses,” having met, after full and free conference have agreed ye mgr He = went = —_ flushed a Covey 5 i. ne 
ommend and do recommend to their respective Houses as | Of te birds ran along the ground, here one ran along by h 
ee self, and here was a clump of three or four, and there the main 


t 


t the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- body. He took a shot at them, and then he noticed that 
of the Senate numbered 1. 2. 3. 4, 5. 6, & 9, 10, 11, 12, 13 old he-bird had done the thing contrary to all rules of part 
16. 37; 1h 3-2: Bi 99 93” o4 25, 26 oF "9 29, 30 life—he had taken to the woods, to a limb in a tree 


ay ety 


on the e 
oo "» »" " 


2, 33, 34, 35, 36, 37, 38, 39, 40, 41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47 of a deadening. The hunter said, “I have yowed never to | 


é ir itting { . "age all martridge nha 
nd 49, and agree to the same. i bird sitting, but you have outraged all partridge pract 








it the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- | #84 I am going to take a shot at you.” The gentleman from 
of the Senate numbered 7, and agree to the same with an | [OW on yesterday violated all the laws of his own being, as 
iment as follows: In lieu of the matter proposed by the hitherto illustrated by his acts at any rate, and took to a tree 
Senate Inaeee: m Soittingn IE fe vn may take a shot at him, even 
3 . ys es : ough s g. szughter. 
ovided, a ee eee yd ee tan tw uty-one He stood out at first like Ajax defying the lightning. “1 
of age, and shall have had at least four years’ experience | 51) tired of statements: I want proofs; 1 must have proofs 
practice of pharmacy or shall have served three years | tHe repeated that more than once. How majestic he | oat 
the instruction of a regular licensed pharmacist, and “nY | With what a bold front did he face this side of the H 
nt who has been graduated from a school or college of | Like Ajax he defied the lightning; but unlike Ajax, at the t! 
cy recognized by said board as in good standing shall be | flash of the lightning, which came from his “ stalwart 
to examination upon presentation of his diploma. league, as he called him, the young gentleman from Geo 
i the Senate agree to the same. se ik [Mr. Harpwick], he incontinently fled. This is the first time 
P. P. CAMPBELL, my life I have ever seen the gentleman from lowa fail to follo 
E. L. Taytor, Jr., up an attack. He called for the proof; proof was forthcoming 
ADOLPH MEYER, The Chair said: “To whom will the gentleman vield? | 
Managers on the part of the House. gentleman from Illinois, Mr. RAtney, and I, both being on our 
J. H, GALLINGER, feet. This colonel from lowa, my friend Mr. Heprurn, said: 
E. J. BURKETT, “To either of them, or both.” Then the gentleman from Il 


THOMAS S. MARTIN, 


nois [Mr. Rarney] gave him a part of the proof He referred 
Managers on the part of the Senate. 


him to the testimony of James J. Hill, president of the 
Northern Railway, which testimony I will come to in 1 

course of my remarks, saying that his company, the Great 
Northern Railroad Company, had bought rails, shipped 


\TEMENT OF MANAGERS ON THE PART OF THE HOUSE. 
House recedes from its disagreement to all of the amend- 


of the Senate except No. 7, and agrees to the same. the same line, sold by the same company, of American steel 
e amendments are all in the nature of correcting phrase- | rail makers, at $7 a ton less for that part of the rails to 

( or making minor changes in the text, and result in per- | laid on Canadian soil than for that part of the shipment to 

fi ¢ and strengthening the bill. be laid upon American soil. And when I gave him some more of 

House recedes from its disagreement to the amendment | the proof—and I repeat it over again—that the late Daniel 

ed 7, and agrees to the same with an amendment pro- | Lamont, who, whatever may have been his political fault is 

that the applicants for licenses as pharmacists in the | a man of splendid business integrity and of absolute truthful 

t of Columbia shall have had at least four years of expe- | ness, so far as I know or ever heard, told me in the Manhaitan 

n the practice of pharmacy. ‘The amendment of the Sen- | Club, in the city of New York, during the last Presidential 

juired but three years of experience. The conference | campaign, that I could make the same assertion Hill made 

ent on amendment numbered 7 will make this require-| with regard to the Great Northern Railway whenever | 

four years conform to the practice in the surrounding | chose upon the stump, and the first time it was questioned 

s refer questioners to him. He was a member of the board 

of directors and one of the officers of the Great Northern com 

CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move that the | pany, and he stated it to me as a matter of his own knowiedge 


concur in the conference report. In that campaign, at Brooklyn, N. Y., and elsewhere, I made the 


(ile 
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st ment of fact, challenged denial, and said that in case of 
‘ { I had the permission of one of the highest officers of 
he Great rthern to refer to him. It was never denied to 
iy wledge until yesterday, by the gentleman from Iowa. The 
trust had every reason to deny if it could. Then it was 
i 1e tleman from Georgia arose with a book in his 
] 1, and it was that the old he bird of the covey took 
i t [laughter], and called upon the Chair in a pathetic 
tone of voice to protect him from the “ stalwart Member” from 
Georgia. [Laughter.] 
) there came popping up from all quarters on this 
the Chamber Members having pamphlets, books—every- 
I gathered them and ran over there by the side of the | 
i from Iowa and said, “I am ready now to furnish the | 
£ man with the proof which he challenges.” He said, “ Fur- 
with the proof in your own time and not in mine.” I 
‘Oh, the gentleman has called for the proof now,” and then 
1 that I would have time. Yes; and I hazarded the re- 
] 1 that when I got time I would not challenge proof on 
Th ition from any Member on this floor and then refuse to 
t: he " when it was handed to me. Now, let us analyze 
the speech of the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn], the 
ledge hammer of debate—the ablest debater on either side 
upon this floor, by long odds—and it will be seen how weak the 
present position of the Republican party must be when it is 
noticed how feebly it was defended by this strongest debater 
in this House. What was his speech when he got through with 
all of when we bring it down to its rationale? It was this: 
‘Republican prosperity ”’”—and I have heard him make the | 
me speech several times, and several times better than he 
I e it yesterday, although he made it very well even then— 
“Republican prosperity accompanying Republican tariff;” | 
hard times under Democratic government;” a few words 
it “slavery id the war;” a trumpet tone to Republicans 
t ind by” the party; and that was all, as far as any connec- 
tion between that speech and present existing industrial condi- 
tions is concerned, except his attempted denial of a fact that 





dmitted by everybody else in the United States that I 


ept himself, to wit, that our protected manufac- 
turers ne of them; many of them—sell habitually abroad 
at prices cheaper than they charge at home. 
























| man from Mississippi that, in view of the fact that the 
|} man from Lowa emphasized yesterday the statement that thx 
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the case of the British high tariff upon tobacco and upon beer 
and whisky to countervail the internal-revenue duty. Then 
there may be a small duty for statistical purposes—5 per cent, 
or less than 5 per cent—on a few things, not for the purpose 
of doing anything.except to keep tab upon those things enter- 
ing the custom-house for statistical purposes. The British 
writers call these last “ statistical duties.” Now, that is the 
sritish tariff; that is tariff for free trade, levied purposely upon 
things not produced in the country, purposely upon noncompet- 
ing articles, so as not to disturb one way or the other the busi- 
ness of the people living in Great Britain, who produce things 
there. Now, what is a tariff for revenue only? The Walker 
tariff is an illustration. It is a low tariff spread over nearly 
all importations. If my memory serves me right, salt was the 
only thing of any importance imported and not taxed under the 
Walker tariff. Being levied for the purpose of revenue only, 
such a tariff is levied impartially upon competing and non- 
competing products and regardless of the fact that even the 
very lowest tariff levied upon a given article does carry with 
it, necessarily and unavoidably a certain measure of protection. 

A tariff of 5 per cent even gives the home producer 5 per cent 
advantage, at any rate, of the foreigner who would export the 
same goods into the American market. Under the British tariff 
they would not even levy that 5 per cent, because they would 
not want to give any advantage, incidental or otherwise, to the 
home producer. Their object is more to preserve free trade than 
it is to get revenue. Under our system, where we have not t! 
direct taxes of the British Empire to resort to as a main sour 
of revenue, we not only have always had a tariff for revenue 
only, as the thing for which the Democracy practically “stood” 
when it came to pass an act—sometimes it did not get down to it, 
but it never got below it—but we have been forced to rely on it 
because our Constitution requires that “ direct taxes shall be 
apportioned amongst the States,” and therefore makes it im- 
practical to levy direct taxes for the use of the Federal Goy- 
ernment at all, and now since the Supreme Court has set aside 
the uniform rulings of a hundred years and declared an income 
tax unconstitutional it is the more necessary that we should 
have a tariff as our chief reliance for revenue. Now, then, the 
Walker tariff and other tariffs of this revenue and not free- 
trade character were in force and effect when these very plat- 
forms which the gentleman read were adopted, some of the plat- 
forms being adopted before and some of them afterwards, two 
platforms being adopted while the Walker tariff was upon the 
statute books and one during the tariff of 1857, both being sam- 
ples of “tariff for revenue only.” America has never had f! 
trade, and from the very nature of our fundamental law it <« 
not have free trade and run the Governmentatall. [Applause 
Now I will yield to the gentleman from Kentucky. 

Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I want to suggest to the gent! 
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Democratic party was a party in favor of free trade, he remi 
the gentleman of the fact that the nearest approach that this 
country ever made to a free-trade policy was in the tariff « 
1857, which was a reduction below the Walker tariff of 1846, an 
that the tariff of 1857 was enacted when a stanch Republican 
Nathaniel P. Banks, was Speaker of this House, and when 
Lewis D. Campbell, a protectionist of Ohio, was chairman of t! 
Ways and Means Committee, and when there were only 
Democrats on the Ways and Means Committee, in the Thirty- 
fourth Congress. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘That is absolutely true, and not only t 
but it was enacted because the Walker tariff by its work 
had so completely justified itself in the popular mind 
there was no desire even upon the part of the Whigs to 
any of the duties, but a desire to lower them wherever 
could be done consonantly with keeping up the revenue of | 
Government, as they did lower them by the act of 1857. 

Mr. HAMILTON. I desire to ask the gentleman if there 
a panic in 1857? ‘ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There was a panic in 1857, and there 
a panic in 1867 with a Republican tariff; a panic in 1875 
a Republican tariff. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
a great panic, which began in 1890, with farmers in Ka 
burning their corn for fuel and farmers in Mississippi s 
their cotton below the actual cost of production, until it 
swept itself away from the farmer, who first suffered, to 
banker and caused an acute bursting in high financial circ S 
1893. [Applause on the Democratic side.] ‘The panic of 15: 
horrible in its aspects, with “ Molly McGuires” and all th 
was under a Republican tariff. And the hard times and |] 


had 


| from 1890 to 1893 saw its incipiency and its end under a Re} 


Let us now run further in detail into the speech of the gen- 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. HEerpBuRN]. I am going to give an im- | 
Dp il résumé of his talk as well as I can. The first position | 
1 1 by my friend from Iowa was that the position of the 
I ratie party “ had been at all times that of free traders,” 

qu the platform of 1848 and the platform of 1856 

her platforms in which were used the words | 
trade”’ in rather a loose sense, until he came down to | 

ited Democratic platform which rang with the 

trade and sailors’ rights.” In connection with 

platform, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HeEpsurn] 

think that it had something to do with the tariff. | 

trade referred to in that slogan was, if I remember | 

reedom of American commerce from foreign attack | 

n [applause], and had no more to do with this | 

I have to do with the opinions of St. Peter as to | 

‘ i en the kingdom of heaven. Yet the gentleman 
to a statement of mine that the Democratic party | 

] d for’ free trade before the war or since the | 
I f : vering that statement, he quotes party 

1 of citing party action, which would have | 
tl s in conventions said, but | 

self “* st ‘ 

1 that » do with present conditions anyhow? | 

z; what had it to do with the pressing 
t of present conditions? But I am not] 
tic party, while it has used the words “ free 
manner in several platforms, has never yet | 
1 to enact a free-trade tariff law. It could | 
nstitutional limitations, if it had wanted to. | 
I Ll] Kentucky. Mr. Chairman—— | 

\ I iS. Let me finish this. Unless it is pertinent 
x, I 1 like to finish this particular mat- 
ll explair the ntleman from Iowa the | 
en : trade and a tariff for | 
1 I ho r he will never confuse | 
it Br tariff for free trade. The | 
i the 1 were tariffs for revenue | 
y d itish tariff for free trade | 
ly on and they only non- | 
‘ that i that are not produced in |} 
1 he tariff—and if it levies any tariff upon | 
‘ ll it is only for the purpose of counter- 
vailing t enue duties upon those other articles; as in | 


lican tariff. By the way, it was a very small panic in 1857 : 
a bigger panic—the most serious we have ever had—in 15%. 
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Chairman, I have been trying for a long time to get to 
analysis of the speech of my friend from Iowa |[Mr. HeEp- 
vj, and I am a little afraid if I do not get to it sometime 
people will think that I have taken to a tree myself; 
with the good will of the House, I shall proceed. 
from lowa had as far as he did 


is 


gone into ancient 
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After the | 


ory, he finally admitted the truth about our position, which | 


that we are simply “ antiprotectionists,” but not free trad- 
that we are tariff-for-revenue people; that we do want 
naintain the Government of the United States; that we | 


iv we have got to have money to maintain it; that we know 


\ 


W 


must raise the major part of that money by a tariff. We 
regret the latter fact, but we face it and surrender to it, 
ve do to all facts. We would not inaugurate protectionism 
re it does not now exist. We would remove it wherever 


es exist as rapidly as it can be safely done. 
e would continue in this course until we could levy tariff 


es with an eye single to public needs, regardless of private | 


mes. We would not permit the taxing power to be used 
the paramount or sole end of protection; for the purpose 
avoritism, in a word. Our purpose revenue. If, as an 
oidable and necessary incident to getting needed revenue, 
e came somewhat of protection, that of course we could 
help. I have already stated that even a 5 per cent duty 
; at least 5 per cent of advantage for the home producer 
ist the foreign producer who would export from his country 
United States. That is unavoidable. But our purpose 
he to get revenue. Our method will be to tax consumers as 
as possible equally in proportion to their ability to bear 
<iful burden. Now, we do hold, as the gentleman from 
aid we did, that protectionism is robbery, and I am com- 
that in a minute and am going to show why it is robbery. 
not hold that a tariff isrobbery. Why, a tariff levied for 
‘pose of supporting the Government, no matter whether 
o with it (as an unavoidable incident but not as an end) a 
degree of protection or not, is no more robbery than any 
form of taxation for public purposes levied upon the citi- 
We do hold that taking money out of my pocket or the 
anyone else, not for the purpose of supporting the 
ment, not for public use or a public end, but for the pur- 
supporting some other producer—for private use and pri- 
is a totally unjustifiable prostitution of governmental 
s, and that as such it is robbery—a legislative confisca- 
my means pro tanto in order to benefit somebody else. 
oreover that we can not repeat nor emphasize that idea 

1 or too much. 
is robbery? Robbery is a taking in whole or in part of 
longs to one for the use of another. So much for that. 


is 


the gentleman said that there was a certain degree of 
* going on. Now dumping, Mr. Chairman, is a 
act. Dumping is not a habit; dumping is not a con- 
tice; dumping is not a part of ordinary business, and 
to the proof which the gentleman asked for I will 
these processes we have been going through of selling 
broad than at home have been too extensive as to 


too long enduring as to time to be dismissed with 
Yesterday the gentleman from 
careful not to come down to present existing indus- 


* dumping. 


Liol 


ugle bill pending before this House did the gentleman 
In connection with not a single question of tariff abuse 
ting our attention concerning any schedule of the 


he concern himself in speaking. 
round 


lh 
CCL 


He only made a gen- 
* whoop-it-up-you-Republicans-and-stand-to-the- 
He said that the “ measure of protection” for 
stood was this, “ The difference between cost of pro- 

and the cost of production abroad;” and yet I 
luced a bill into this House to reduce duties (ex- 
urse, upon alcohol and tobacco, where the duty must 


| the internal-revenue tax)—to reduce duties wher- 
are above 100 per cent down to t00 per cent. Can 
ile that the difference between the cost of production 


nd abroad is ever more than the entire cost of pro- 


Yet IT heard not the gentleman raise his voice to 
ith that bill before the Committee on Ways and 
want his constituents in Iowa to know that he has 


before the Committee on Ways and Means to ask 
sider that or a similar bill, or any other Dill, to cor- 
a single schedule of the Dingley bill, however 
h abuse. I ask him now to get upon this floor before 
on Closes and tell his constituents in Iowa whether he 
| not vote for such a bill. Will he stand by his own 
of protection?” Or will he again fly to a tree? 
man, upon yesterday I> was interrupted to such an 
t I did not reach the body of my argument. Indeed, 


Se 


Iowa | 


| 
ing,’ which has been carried on by the United States Steel Asso 
ciation, for example, for over ten years, has been in markets 
which they hold very much more nearly than the manufacturers 
of any other country. Ashley also refered to the dumping which 
is founded upon the idea of retaining an old market from the 
attacks of new competitors. But neither of these cases is | 
the American dumping system, if, indeed, the word “ dumping 
might apply to the latter at all. Our “dumping,” if it may be 
called dumping, is under agreement between American nm 
facturers not to sell in the American markets at | thar fixed 
price. Anything that can not be sold at this fixed price is by 
agreement shipped abroad, not at a loss, though at lk rice 
than the domestic price. It is not an emerge sale 1 nd 
then, but an habitual business. 

Then there comes the “surplus ” theory. Gentlemen say We 
send only our surplus abroad.” Now, Mr. Ch n, wh sa 
surplus? I understand how there could be a surplus at r 
tain price, but if the price is lowered it decreases the surplus 
There is always a price at which there is no surplu t all, and 
if there be a price at which there is no surplus a nd th 
be a profitable price, we think that American ff-pro ed 
manufacturers ought not to resort to this scheme of g 
cheaper abroad than at home, but ought to let us have ial 
advantage; and if it be that they accept an unprofitable ‘ 
now and then under the dire necessities of trade, when they 
must dispose of a certain quantity of goods at a loss, then, | 
reply, the American people ought to obtain the incidental be t 
of the misfortune of the American manufacturer rathe1 
the foreigner. 

Now, the truth is, Mr. Chairman, that our selling abroad 
cept in individual and exceptional instances, is neith 
plus nor a dumping process. It is surplus process 
sense, that at the price which the combinations fix for le 
of their goods in America there is a surplus—a surplus « il 
above an effective demand at the exploitation p chat 
American home consumer. The moment that surplus ai 
the exploitation price, instead of reducing thi price ) f 
home consumer down to a reasonable profit, they prefer to l 
tain the exploitation price unbroken at home and to ship abroad 
this exploitation-price surplus—this so-called surplus—to be sold 
to the foreigner at the lower price, and thus “save their | 
market,” as they express it. That is the situation in a nutshell 
And I now tell gentlemen upon the other side in connection with 
this well-to-be-remembered thing that they need not att to 
surround it, to avoid it; it is a fact, it is irrefutabl san 
| indisputable fact, and I am going to prove it before I get izh 
to-day to every man who has not sufficient information ‘ead 
to know it. It will do gentlemen no good to blink it. It will do 
gentlemen no good to try to evade it. 

Gentlemen can not walk over it nor around it; gentile 
have got to consider what the fact is, what it means, and 
justifiable, logical conclusion can be drawn from it, and w 
they wish the conditions to continue which make it 


| of 
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I was interrupted so rapidly and so furiously that som ig 
happened to me that never happened before in my life I 
to tell an anecdote and forgot to finish it. I have no idea of 
finishing the anecdote now. It is too late for the effect I 
mention that to show the character of interruptions. I shall 
ask gentlemen this morning, in the interest of t Llouse 
not to interrupt me unless with questions, and those questio 
must be pertinent to the very point upon which I am at th ( 
dwelling.” I do not say that in defense of myself. But I fe 
I may wear out the patience of the House beyond all measure 
may become persona non grata to the House. 

Now I shali go on with the analysis of the speech of the gen 
tleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn]. The next thing I noted, as 


I have partially said already, was the gentleman’s “ du 


theory. He undertook to account for the fact that a great in 

of our manufacturers were selling goods cheaper abroad than at 
home upon the theory that they were “dumping” goods there; 
and the gentleman seemed to think that we were complaining of 


the process of dumping. He misunderstood the gravamen of our 


complaint. Our complaint is that they do not dump on us. 
Whenever they have anything good and cheap we think they 
might dump it upon the American consumer. We think that if 


there were a natural course of business, a normal st: ' affair 


ai state of rs 


that they would just as soon sell goods cheap to y 


ou and me as 
sell them cheap to the Frenchman and the Englishman. 
The gentleman quoted from Mr. Ashley; but Ashley’s dumping 
theory was a totally different thing. It was where an asso« 


tion of manufacturers are purposely “ dumping” goods les 
than the cost, or at less than a reasonable profit, for the purpose 
of obtaining a start in a new market. This Am 


? 


rican “*<« 1- 








They must defend this system or they must destroy 
the two. I say they have either to luce t 


sot re ne 
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the American manufacturer is exploit- | 
umer at an unreasonable profit, a le 
reasonable profit, the foreign goods | 
the of exploitation, or else 

country and defend the system itself. | 
ny the fact nor can they get out of it as 
Illinois [Mr. Bourreri] attempted to do 
What was his plea there? After first 
» deny, that there was any system of this 
said, “ Yes; it is going on, but it is only 
call ‘ nickel watches’ or gilt watches.” 
the 
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man who was arrested in ‘l'exas and 
a mob to a tree for stealing a horse. 
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Iiere note that the labor cost in Great Britain is both ab 
lutely and relatively greater than in the United States. 

There are articles, of course, where the labor cost in G 
Britain forms a larger proportion of the total cost than it d 
here; but I venture to say that in no case can any gentle; 
find a case where the difference between the two labor costs y 
amount to over 15 or 20 per cent—mark me, the difference | 
tween the two items of labor cost entering into the yard, 
pound, or the bale of goods; not the total cost of labor in eit} 
country, nor the per diem wage. So I am willing to take 1 
President’s “ measure of protection,” if he will only stand 
it; because it will require only a revenue tariff, and one under 
the maximum revenue-yielding — at that. 





W bout to be hung by 
At t he denied that he had stolen the horse, and he made| But the gentleman from Iowa says that the Republican pl 
all sorts of proof, much even of an irrelevent character. He form said that the tariff was to cS vortnt “ without injury to 
d to prove an alibi, and did prove a good character, and did | any American industry.” I noticed that word “any.” I¢ js 
everything else, but they kept crowding him and crowding him ose pretty far. What does it mean when you bring it q ’ 
and crowding him, and after a while he had to meet the issue | to the final and practical analysis? It means that they wij] 
squarely. He said: “ Yes, boys; remember my mother, remem-j| not revise it when “anybody” complains. Now, w hat does 
ber my wife, remember how much they depend on me; I did} that mean? Why, it is the old fallacy, as old as the world: tho 
steal the horse, but it wasn’t any big horse, hardly a horse | claim of vested right in an existing wrong. It is the old, old 
at all; it was nothing but a little bit of a colt, and the colt of a | appeal—as old as the world—the appeal not to remedy an eyil. 
Mexican pony at that.” [Laughter.] | however palpable and great the evil may be, lest the men wh) 
Why, the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HeEpsurn], in the are being benefited at the time by the existence of the evi! sha\| 
course of his remarks, quoted from Mr. Schwab himself testi- | lose their benefit. 
mony against his own statement, but I leave that to the record | You can not stand upon that, gentlemen. Then the gent! 
as it stands. The gentleman gave you “his measure of pro- | man from Iowa [Mr. HEersurN] went on to boast of our great 
tection,’ I have quoted it to you. The President has given his | foreign commerce, “our intercourse with foreign nations.” 4s 
“ measure of protection.” It is slightly different from the “ meas- f he called it. I have had already the honor once before at { 
ure of protection” of the gentleman from Iowa. I was about to | session of demonstrating upon this floor that our intercou 
give it yesterday when I yielded the floor for adjournment. | with foreign nations—our volume of foreign trade—imports 
The President’s measure of protection advocacy is “ the difference | added to exports—is less in proportion to our population a \ is 
between the scale of wages here and thescale of wages abroad.” less in proportion to our wealth than that of Canada or that 
Now, I say that any fair-minded man will admit that the | of the Argentine Republic. So another of your Republican 
difference between the scale of wages abroad and the scale of | positions, founded on a false boast, goes by the board. Then 
wages here can never amount to the total labor cost entering | he went on to show our progress under the tariff for the last 
into the total cost of a given product. Now, then, the total | ten years. Upon yesterday, in reply to a question from Mr. 
labor cost entering into a product will not be on an average over | LANpts, of Indiana, I took up the figures of increase in the last 
25 or 30 per cent of the total cost of its production—labor, mate-| ten census years, and compared them with the increase of the 
rial, transportation to America, and all. There are some prod- | decade from 1850 to 1860 under the lowest tariff we have « 
ucts so near the state of raw material that it may be slightly | had, and I demonstrated yesterday that in production of ; 
more, but the more highly finished the product is the more is the in railroad mileage, in manufacturing increase, even, in both 
work of transformation done by machinery, and the less com-j| capital and product, the percentage of increase from 1850 to 
paratively is the proportion of man-labor cost entering into the | 1860 had exceeded the percentage from 1890 to 1900. 
total cost of the finished product. The gentleman then made one of the most wonderful argu- 
I say that in consequence of that fact few men will deny ments I ever heard of. He said people talk about “ the good old 
the statement that a reasonable revenue tariff will more than | times,” but he described how hard the times were as compared 
make up for any difference that exists between the scale of | with our good times. How did he prove his statement? He 
wages abroad and the scale of wages here, especially if the | proved it by an assertion which, if true, is the most astonishing 
lowest revenue duty is placed on tools and raw materials, “the | demonstration of unparalleled prosperity in those “hard old 
necessaries of industry.” For example, take cheviots manu- | times” that the world ever saw. What was it? It is his asser- 
f red here and manufactured in the English markets. I | tion; it is not mine. He says that in those early days in Iowa 
ha the amount of labor cost entering into the goods in each | men paid 40 per cent for money when they went out upon their 
‘ try, and I have the amount of the total cost entering into | homesteads and cleared the forests, and yet that they built 
the ods in each country, and I think it will astonish some of | themselves homes and saved those homes. Ah, what a st if 
you gentlemen to know that as regards this article, which I | prosperity that must have been when men could pay 40 per cent 
ai ng only as an illustration, the proportion that the labor | and still build for themselves homes in the wilderness and come 
cost bears to the total cost in Great Britain is 30 per cent plus, | out free of debt. [Applause on the Democratic side.] Why, a 
proportion which the labor cost bears to the total cost | man could not do it to-day on 10 per cent. High rates of inter- 
in America is only 24 per cent plus. In other words, the pro- | est are not indicia of hard times. On the contrary, whe! r 
portion is less in Great Britain. This is true also of steel prod- | times are flush productive enterprises are growing; men w ; 
1 . aS I shall incidentally show later on. Why? Because} add to existing plants or found new plants, and so anxious 
( people have in the business better machinery and more | are they that they borrow to do it; consequently the num! 
‘ ient labor and laborers that tend more machinery and | of borrowers increases—that is, the number of men w! 
\ < longer hours than in Great Britain—eight hours there | or think they can, make money by borrowing money—and 
u lly against ten here generally; labor which moreover | number of lenders decreases, both because they are already ! 
t ut 1 » product per hour while working. ing so much and because most men having money think they can 
I quote m the unpublished manuscript of a book entitled | get a better return by using it themselves on farm or in 
“yy form,” being prepared by Professor Conner, some} than by lending. As the rate of interest depends uj» 
1 L ructor in economics in the University of Iowa and | number of borrowers or would-be borrowers on the on¢ 
later holding the same position in the University of Penn-| which constitutes the demand for loans, and the number of 
sylvania. He quotes from the Report of the Bureau of Labor, | lenders or ecan-be lenders on the other side, which cons! 
Se e Document No. 20, Fifty-fifth Congress, third session, as | the supply in the loan market, the rate of interest neces 
‘ ustration, the figures concerning cost and labor cost of | goes up. The demand for loans is large; the supply 0! 
‘ { He ‘re are the tables: able funds is small. All flush times have been periods « 
’ s sack suits, United States, 1897, cheviot: parative high rates of interest and all dull times have 
( in transforming materials____...._____________._ $1.17 | periods of comparative low rates of interest. In flush 
( tems except labor_---~---~--------~---~---~------ . 58 | men are seeking to put their energies and money into prow : 
gee L sa sag! i enterprise and are willing to borrow rather than not es 
Brituin the cost of making the cheapest grades of sack suits, while in dull times they are seeking to put their mo 
v l, serge, or tweed (no cheviot given), was each as | bonds and stocks and fixed things, where the princ ipal i . 
1 lutely safe, but the interest low, because they are afr = 
; , t POPTARG MURSTI as in tet ein $1 i | losing it if put in active productive enterprises. There cl 
anes eusdtgansel ital catia din lin lent i Ri at res la o bat Te 








exist upon the American continent to-day a place whe 
Lys 
body could borrow money at 40 per cent, as in the olden days, 
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and come out whole—going into a wilderness at that and clear- | up with and passed in its demand tl g 
ing the forest and building homes. I remember when I bor- | increased crop of gold, or until some 
d money at 18 per cent and paid off old debts as well as | or overspeculation upsets all ré S e ti 
w and Inid up money. It was during Cleveland’s first Ad- | quantitative theory of money \y I 
1istration—not that his being President had anything to do} strated than now, and that ( 
th it, but I am fixing the date what some of you denied at ft t ‘ Wi t S 
rhe gentl n says that in the silver campaign we cried out | money is now, and perhaps fo é ( 
high prices, and that now we are ¢ rying out for low prices. | different shape, what we fou + uf 
gentleman oug! to know the difference between that sort it 1 lay seem, the fact tl t we got 
high price which is created by a toll, a toll levied upon pr d- | particular question permanent. J 
n commerce on their way from the producer to the con-| from an abundance of metallic 1 
*, and that sort of a high price which is created by an | abundance is; but the hich pri , 
lance of metallic price-fixing money, enabling people to do | from production a part o f 
business easily The former sort of high price is created | it on its way from tl t 
restriction of the supply, by shutting out goods which would | restriction of supply, 1 Ss 
te for sale. Every restriction of supply makes for scarc- | and in that way only. I] S 
d ikes against abundance, and makes, therefore, for pov- | decrease of the total vol e f 
and against wealth, because abundance of what men need } the process takes place. A decreas« f y ( ( 
ealth, and a scarcity of things needed is poverty for the | the fund out of which wages must be ] 1. l hence t t 
whatever it may mean for the few; but wiicn the price | decrease wages. Mr. Chairman, t i | ng 
rh, owing to the fact of an abundance of money (as it was | upon that subject. I am going to get one of fy i read 
the discovery of gold in California in the early days, and | it, I am so tired. . 
now to the greatest extent possible (caused by the in- | Mr. GILBERT of Kentucky. I will read it for 
d discoveries of gold and owing to cheapened processes of Mr. WILLIAMS. I wish you would. Thi f : 
ting gold ore), then that price is not really an increase in | Sophisms of Protection, and speaks of “ ds 
ice of corn as compared with cotton, or an increase in the} ness.” Neither high prices nor |! I g t 
» of cotton as compared with silk, but it is a decrease simply | blessing or a curse. It depends upon what duces t 
he price of money as compared with everything else—as | price, what produces the low price. If the high price | 
ired in terms of other things, and therefore an increase in | duced by scarcity of supply, that is not a blessing, but 
ice of everything else as measured in terms of money—and | no matter whether th: arcity of suppl sed | 
efore merely goes to show that money itself is not as high | of crops or by the artificial restriction of | lation. If 
as it used to be. This is simply because it is more | high price is brought about by increase in demand caused i 
nt. Abundance is a blessing; scarcity is a curse. That | creased purchasing power among the sons and daughters l 
sole difference. | that is a blessing to fl I d If tl W 
Chairman, in that connection I will say that, in my opin- | price exists because there is a decrease of demand, because of a 
s present ascending scale of prices which has led to this eutting off of the purchasing power of the people, that is a « ; 


t prosperity not only in the United States, but in Canada | but if the low price comes about | ! ened t of 








al } l j 
e Argentine and in Mexico and in Germany and all over | tion, by new inventions of things that enal men by 
rld—a degree of prosperity lasting longer than any the | expenditure of labor to get increased resu from t 
has seen in a long time and greater than any, except that | then the low price is ing 
immediately followed the discovery of gold in California— Mr. GILBERT of EK (reading)— 
. due to the gradually increasing annual crop of gold in | If we wish to judge between freedor f tr 1 pl 
1 rid. This year the gold product will be over $250,000,- | calculate the probable effect of at l 
In 1893 it was about $120,000,000. Higher prices have | notice how far its influence tends 
| very largely due not to the condition of things amongst | }, . ; 
j ts themselves, but to the fact that the price of money | P , 
ne down, and the price of money has gone down because | r having ¢ the fact t 
increase in the quantity of money, just as the price of | a Se ' 
would go down because of the increase in the quantity of | i every 
[Applause on the Democratic side. ] t 
the very thing that the Democracy contended for in the nik ~s , 
mpaign has been justified. Once more I congratulate sy t t f t 
nen upon this side of the Chamber. The acceptance =¢ . — 
utitative theory of money (never disputed except in | ,. NOW, What aues ths en ae ; 
| 1 and late nineties) is once more universal. The gentle- | same. 
the other side of the Chamber themselves constantly | * ‘ * * . : . 


f “the amount of gold circulating in the United States,” | Now, I can perfectly well understand that 


( from the mines of South Africa, from the Klondike, from | the supply of coal, aud consequently e it t I 














and even got out of silver ores that were formerly | £43" 3, “5 an This is the hewn Saat ee eo 
t n the dump as useless for gold purposes, but now | labor required depends upon the qi of ( 
mn 10 to 20 per cent of gold. We of the United States protecti n, wi ile it may < hange the d tion « 
eived more than our proportionate share, owing to our | *'0™ ne Dusiness fo an et re ame reed 
f , mainly of cotton and grain, neither of which benefits | p - a A la ati Sat ot sa ; 
f protective system. Ah, we asked that legislation | a =o oth | os oD we 
§ rease the volume of metallic money by adding silver | price but not as 1 ( 
it God, who is kinder to his children than his children’s the use that riche S, 
rs—aye, kinder to them than they are to themselyves—- eee pier am Figg rang Mae fe 
1 our prayer by increasing the volume of metallic | merica peaking 
the shape of gold. True, He answered it in a different * + * © . ; 
it was answered. We have received what we asked | I must « i repeat that 1 
I mensely increased volume of metallic money. With- | limiting tl i ( 
upon your legislators, prosperity came just as we | Stuation a en 
é rity would come if basic money could be increased in|* =, i - ‘ " . ; 


1 now, like the humbugs you are, you are cl iming | 











; : _— | Man does not live t 1 
perity that exists all over the world, and which is | and the more al cad 7 
lually ascending scale of prices that, in its turn is | May bear, the richer is he. "ie 

1 annually inereasing volume of metallic, price-fixing | nae "’ ‘tl be is ee a 
is the result of the passage of the Dingley tariff bill | aware you may 1 sed ; 

1 States of America. | Applause on the Democratic | but w! ett er subtile o1 r t the 
. t ascending seale of prices, encouraging predu "e ie came oo eee ee 
; ind the present comparatively high prices will con- | cere f the I 


' long? It will continue until one of three things hap- Whett 
r until the annual crop of gold ceases to be an in- | ee = 2 ; ‘ 7 . ¢ Q 
protectiontis e ( ~ 


op, or until productive enterprise shall have caught | make use of the expression “ d i nd “¢ 2. : 








mer take sides in behalf of cheapness, having in view the 

consumers. The latter pronounce themselves in favor of 

eoccupying themselves solely with the interests of the pro- 

hers intervene, saying producer and consumer are one and 

vhich leaves wholly undecided the question whether cheap- 
ne ught to be the object of legislation. 

iflict of opinion it seems to me that there is only one } 

» law to take—to allow prices to regulate themselves 

I t) principle of “let alone”? has obstinate enemies. | 

upon legislation without even knowing the desired objects 


n It would seem, however, to be the duty of those who 


te high or low prices artificially to state and to substan- 

s of their preference. The burden of proof is upon 
y is always considered beneficial until the contrary is 
to allow prices naturally to regulate themselves is liberty. 


* a * = - + 


is a misunderstanding, which must be 
will endeavor to do. | 
lated nations, each composed of a million inhabitants. 
er things being equal, one nation had exactly twice as 
erything as the other—twice as much wheat, wine, iron, 
furniture, ete. It will be conceded that one will | 
h wealth as the other. 
no re for the 
in the two nations. 
nation It may 
is minally dearer t 
» there are le 


an illusion, 











ason statement that the absolute 
They possibly may be higher | 
happen that in the United States 
in in Poland, and that, nevertheless, | 
supplied with everything; by which | 
products, and not the absolute 
utes wealth. In order, then, accurately to compare free 
protection the inquiry should not be which of the two 
prices or low prices, but which of the two produces abun- 
carcity 
I this: Products 





3s neraity 
A 


i i 
seen that the abundance of 
t ; | 


are exchanged, the one for the other, 
itive searcity and a relative abundance leave the absolute 
vy at the same point, but not so the condition of men. 

into the subject a little further. 
~ 7 7 oe & ~ 





for high prices, and not one merely. 





I : is true yrices. One of the best established prin- 
cil f political ¢ is that price is determined by the law of 
nd dema ] 

% i s then affected by two conditions—the demand and the 
These conditions are necessarily subject to variation. The | 
t ( of demand to supply may be exactly counterbalanced, or may 

‘ tly disproportionate, and the variations of price are almost 

1 

er on account of augmented demand or diminished | 


| Republican party. 
| an ill-founded confidence—ill-founded as it now turns out 


reason of an augmentation of the supply or a diminu- 











t f » demand | 
i Cor nt there are two kinds of dearness and two kinds of 
“ ess There is @ bad dearness, which results from a diminution 
. pply; for this implies scarcity and privation. There is a good 
hat which results from an increase of demand, for this 
‘ xsmentation of the general wealth. 
d cheapness, resulting from abundance. And 
ful ch such as results from the cessation of 
1 sumers to purchase. 
Prohibition [the author uses the word as synony- 
tion ’’—J. S. W.] causes at the same time both the 
eapness which are of a bad nature; a bad dear 
‘ 1 a diminution of the supply (this, indeed, is its 
; da bad cheapness, resulting from a diminution of 
‘ I iuse it gives a false direction to capital and labor and 
eat I S wi taxes and restrictions. 
the pric 1ese two tendencies may neutralize 
p ‘ t reas protective system, restricting the 
I it the time, does not always realize the 
il ect. 
t t condition of the pe ople these tio tendencies 
t each other; on the contrary, they unite in impover- 
| free trade is exactly the opposite. 
‘'s not cause [and in a lesser degree of tariff for reve- 
} W.] the heapness which it promises, for it also has 
idencies he one toward that desirable form of cheapness re 
fr crease supply, or from abundance; the other 
‘ | that dearness consequent upon the increased demand and the 
2 ad f the general wealth 
i wo t ies may neutralize themselves as regards the mere 
t 1cur in their tendency to ameliorate the condition 
a word, under the protective system men recede to 
dition of feebleness as regards both supply and demand. 


- * £ * * e * 


I 1 good criterion of wealth. It might continue the same | 
y had relapsed into the most abject misery or had advanced 


rit 





Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, in another part of this | 
. . : . ’ 

bo there is letter which Bastiat wrote to a protectionist | 

who was supposed to have written to him questioning this double 

operation of this natural law. Here it is: 

M PRO We say that the end and aim of your re- | 

sures 1 wrongful one—artificial dearness. But we do | 

! it they a iys realize the hopes of those who initiate them. | 

in that they inflict on the consumer all the evils of dearness. 

| certain that the producer gets the profit. Why? Because if | 

t nish the supply they also diminish the demand. | 

that in the economical arrangement of this world there | 

is au ce, a vis medicatrir, which in the long run causes in- | 

8 ord te al ion to become the prey of a delusion. 
You gentlemen see that if this supply be diminished by pro- 

hibition of imports, that pari passu with the degree and the | 

< . ° . . 

length of the prohibition the price goes up, and then that the 

effective demand necessarily is also diminished, because there | 
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are fewer people who can buy at the higher price. But to con- 
tinue the reading of the letter to My Dear Protectionist: 


Pray, notice, sir, that one of the elements of the prosperity of eae) 
special branch of industry is the general prosperity. The rent of 
house is not merely in proportion to what it has cost, but also to 
the number and means of the tenants. Do two houses which are pre 
cisely alike necessarily rent for the same sum? Certainly not, if one 
is in Paris and the other in Lower Brittany. Let us never speak of a 
price without regarding the conditions, and let us understand that there 
is nothing more futile then to try to build the prosperity of the parts 
on the ruin of the whole. This is the attempt of the restrictiy: 
system, 

Competition always has been, and always will be, Gisagreeable t 
those who are affected by it. Thus we see that in all times and in a}; 
places men try to get rid of it. We know, and you too, perhaps, 
municipal coancil where the resident merchants make a furious w: 
on the foreign ones. Their projectiles are import duties, fines, etc., 

Now, just think what would have become of Paris, for instance, ;; 
this war had been carried on there with success, 

Suppose that the first shoemaker who settled there had succeeded j 
keeping out all others, and that the first tailor, the first mason, ¢} 
the first watchmaker, the first hairdresser, the first phy 
sician, the first baker had been equally fortunate. Paris would stil! 
inhabitants. But it was not 

Each one, except those whom you still keep away, came 1 
money in this market, and that is precisely what has built it 
It has been a long series of collisions for the enemies of compet 
tion, and from one collision after another Paris has become a cit, 
of a million inhabitants. The general prosperity has gained by this, 
doubtless, but have the shoemakers and tailors, individually, lost an 
thing by it? For you, this is the question. As competitors came, \ 
said: “ The price of boots will fail.” Has it been so? No; for if 't 
supply has increased, the demand has increased also. 

Thus will it be with cloth; therefore let it come in. It is true t! 
you will have more competitors, but you will also have more custom 
and richer ones. Did you never think of this when seeing nine-tent 
of your countrymen deprived during the winter of that superior elot 
that you make? 

This is not a very long lesson to learn. 
your customers do the same. 

When this is once known, each one will seek his welfare in the cen 
eral welfare. Then jealousies between individuals, cities, provinces, 


et 


thus. 
make 
up. 


If you wish to prosper, let 


| and nations will no longer vex the world. 


Now, the next thing that is noteworthy which was said } 


| the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. HEeprsurRN] was that “the peo 


less than two years ago indorsed” the present position of the 
Now, Mr. Chairman, was it that? Or was it 
th 
the Republican party would observe that other plank of its pla 
form, to wit, the promise to revise the tariff “to meet changed 
conditions ” and to have that revisal “ by its friends?” Now, | 
say that that promise, together with the personality of your 
President, was what you won upon. Indeed, you were nears 
everywhere throughout the campaign apologizing for the pres: 
existing rates of the Dingley bill and were making promises 
the people all over this land that you yourselves would revise 
the tariff; that it was well that you should do it, because you 
were “the friends of the tariff,” and that if we did it we would 
“destroy the principle,” as you call it, of protectionism, w!] 
you would “retain the principle” and still change the bad 
schedules. 

Now, the gentleman from Iowa comes into this forum of 
American legislation and politics, after having won upon a 
pretext like that, and states that the very confidence of thie 
people in the fact that you would keep your promise is th 
reason why you should not keep your promise and why you are 
not keeping it. [Applause on the Democratic side.]. If you at 
tempt it next year it will be too late to do you much good, | 
cause by that time the American people, who are not fools, | 
have seen that it is we who have driven you to the work if you 
do it at all. If your President urges you by message to do 
you will plead “ No time at a short session,” and the people wil! 
know that your President’s message and your plea are li! 
humbug and pretense and a specious trick to win one 
Then they will say that you have not kept the p 
ise that you made to them after the last election and they co 
not believe you will keep the new one if you win the } 

In either event, I tell you, verily you are now between the d 
and the deep blue sea, and there are some of you who will 


| to the deep blue sea and some who will go [great laughter 
| to the other horn of the dilemma [renewed laughter], and : 


of you who will take to the woods so as to avoid both sid 
it. [Laughter and applause.] 
I have run over about all of the speech of the gentle 


| from Iowa that amounted to anything, except when he 


Ajax-like defying proof—proof that rails were sold abroa’ 
cheaper than the same manufacturers at the same time 
them at home. 

I do not want that proposition to be disputed any more; : 
I am going to proceed to prove it as to rails and many 0! 
things by putting in proof that can not be questioned. I 
going, first, to read from the Report of the Merchant Mar 
Commission, volume 3, page 77, at the bottom of that page, 
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imony of Mr. Nixon, a shipbuilder known to all the world | Mr. Wartacr. I do not. T pre ft 










































































a man of character, who answers the following question | P I dot kK 
ae } ss } . . ay : mis, 
1) Senator MALLORY, Who was examining him, in the follow- Representative G1 And ‘ 
ay | I l 
| itative ( Ar \ i 
i is another question. Some years ago we} at 
sl the Clyde. s I remember, we had some LLA At $24 
t before Congress Quite a large con ‘ ’ WAN What a * + 4 
V d that we were underselling the British to Ireland? 
I * own ground. Do yé remember whether | Mr. WALLACE. As near as I 
t ‘hat was about four ive years ago. } are $2 a ton. That would be $ a t 
29 Representative Gros What 
- PRICES OF MATER! tide w 9 : 
atement I have no doubt Mr. I think it is 
ced in th meé vy had tot abos the 
nted. I bad t with it aie yor JoH I t -" > i 
then these plates gone up so that at} Pittsburg price to you and t 
e ut one-third difference? Mr. WALLA Yes. I] 
Nixon. They are selling approximately at $38 a ton he is Ms : = - s 
$31 there. But that is the price here for American materia Represent itive M } 
ly American material can be bought in England very much ence bween ail matt 
eaply than here at present ; SUPpose ¢ : 
J v I a WALLA Ye 
ilics are mine. Repre tive Mi Bea i 
we P 4+} 1 ly Panr ntati } > be main ned between the i 
on page 79 of the same volume, Representative McDeEs- gg reap a on 
f New Jersey, questio ig his Dn S39 7 t 
r Mr. G LDI Is | 
McD " ¥ r pro; : this Ameri 1 ai ttn ; 
1 < .< j ’ } hus ' p 7 tae } ‘ 
e sold ' , Mr. WALLACE. Yes, sir. R 
than th ( ld here ae 
x Ve = . . 
: a Representative Mrnor. Do 
ve McDermorr. Plates of « aul ¢ ty, but of foreign | present tit . t tl I 
t can e i port d for ss t n y 1 ¢ 1 buy Ga t plate . WAL AC] Twenty fi * Aol ‘ i RB 
ae | secret of it. It was published in t I 
Yes. i = “ * * * s 
ITIAMILTON. Can the gentleman give the date of that | The CHAIRMAN. I presur t tl 
‘ to the sale of steel { 
aan ‘ : .| yond peradventure 
ILLIAMS. I have given you the page and volume of Mr. WALLA‘ It was ¢ 
ngs of the Merchant Marine Commission. It was in | Carnegie Steel Cor 
the hearing held in New York City, beginning on F 
friend from Texas [Mr. GILLESPIE] has been kind Mr. ‘ 
make up a statement of the various other portions of 
1 of the Merchant Marine Commission hearings where I 
estify to the same effect. He cites the pages, and I a ‘ 
1 ¢ one + +} ‘ : it ‘ t 
leave to read a part of it and insert the balance in the . 
I want now to thank my friend for having done that 
for I have so much work to do of various sorts it is Wall 
d to have such help. i as ar 
ring this testimony you will conclude with me that conor ¥ } 
else there seems to be, much, repeated, and long-con- 
; a : 
pines : hen Mr. Tom Johnson, of Ohio, \ 
anufacturers seem to have contracted the habit of | rail manufacturer, he ma le the stat 
eas a rule of business. : Is on boar t ‘ 
se . ‘2 . } t . ite i ‘4 
lied “surplus” is very nearly, if not quite, annual. Sinan ered 
t “surplus ” is only what can not be sold in America icted At that t 
d market exploitation prices. s the Uni 
. . 1 at oO + t 
4. Moss (p. 1722, vol. 3): I believe that the steel trust : . ’ 
to great in discriminating against the Am that, bu t S ' 
, prices, as plates and other material made by I l of t | 
are shipped to Engiand and sold at 25 to 323! that I have ever met personally than 7 Johns I 
1 be had in this country. oe : ot = ; 7 
s 1. 2): I picked up a newspaper in the | Certain who he is. 
I lary 1 read as a piece of news that one of the in The witness went on: 
’ eel companies, not in the trust, in Pennsylvania, had just : 
1 0 tons of steel rails to the Canadian P ic Railroad at i s 
ton. * * * You remember that wher ; rressman h any < 
in the House he made the state nt el manu : +) . 
e could make steel rails at a profit ton and reg 
1 the cars at Johnstown, on the Ci ‘orks, at 
state! t is on record in Congress, an i t body ty i ‘J 
* Oh, they did contradict , but t he 1 substance sa 
: is, Did they successfully contradi . . — : 
that time one of the largest manufact Yes, it is a bad v t 1 
ates. As a manufacturer of steel I ed; | ‘ 5 t I 
3 showed that he paid hig wages » be d t ¢ shar 
1 trust, and he was then a I ber of Of course I joined the t t a 
n record. | long as I am int bu 


e . : ww «6othat ectatemer | » inet anoted wae made 
statement was made before the Commission June Now, that statem nt L have LW: 





Com ssion June 27 1904 NI ] ( \ 
es C. Wallace, of the American Shipbuilding Com- | American shipbuilding concern, on Ju - 
. e i . i ; , YY hil nay vtoard 
June 28, 1904, gave this testimony before the Com- | testimony, which I have cited: 
Recently one of our largest 
: : . steel plate. They delivered it at B at $24 
ntly one of our largest steel mills sold abroad 100,000 | practically mean, with ocean ra 
They delivered it, I un tand, at Belfast at $24 | They are charging us to-da 
ld pr y mean, with ocean rates : ne a. 1: ¢¢ 6 oO f . ; 
at are charging us to-day at rhat is a difference of 910 in fav . Lue 
t four years ago our com] took a <« And here comes in the gentle! i 1 O 








gy here on 


vigation Company for buildi 
t i} . ° s We took the contr: 








t price for which they could be built of the pockets the po y 
: , her ‘ry much lower than it is to-day. Steel | wear the ods that re taxed | 
her e ed ; 
rmed. : : 7 5 pocke ( the ace » rs 
GROSVENOR. I want to know who bought the steel | ? E . 
} the tarm ] orel 





nd & Wolfe Company ing nobody. and f } erybod 
. From whom did the buy it? | : “eye : 
lhe United States Steel Corporation. a ; 
GROSVENOR. Do you know where it was shipped from? | tarii-enabdie 





e { OSVEN 
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side.] Why not deprive the steel trust of its 
of its power to rob? 
B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman yield for a 


on the Democratic 


stick ” 


Mr. CHARLES 


big 


qt on. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Is it pertinent to this? 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; I will yield. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 


when the American steel trust sold 40,000 tons of steel rails 


I should like to ask the gentle- 


man 
to the Canadian government for $21.50 a ton? What year was 
that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. You mean what I have quoted from 
McGregor’s statement? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Yes; or when did any independ- 


ent steel company do that? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. This testimony was given on June 28, 1904, 
and the witness says that “ recently” it was done. That is as 
near as I can come to it. 

Now, Mr. 
Recorp a statement made upon this floor by Mr. Lind of Min- 
nesota, a Member of the last Congress and a man of the highest 
personal integrity and veracity. It is the statement of a matter 


of his own knowledge. 

I was out on the Pacific coast for a couple of weeks just before I | 
same down here, and I learned of an occurrence that impressed the | 
situation with reference to our iron and steel schedule on my mind | 
in a greater degree than anything that has yet come to my notice. 

As you all know, there is an immense packing industry on the | 
Pacific coast. A great deal of tin plate is used in that industry. 
rhere is also a large demand for sheet steel and sheet iron for Alaska. 
On the trip referred to I learned what I am now about to state. I 


going to give names, but what I shall say is capable of verifi- 
ion by anyone who is curious. The Northern Pacific Railroad Com- 
I y, to which I shall refer, will give you the data and the facts. 
' A firm in Portland, Oreg., dealing 
quantities of tin plate and sheet steel found that they needed some 
‘ix or seven carloads of such material. This was about a year ago last 
ier, They 
could 
id received quotations. 


steel trust, an 
made by the Pittsburg 


be bought, to one of the subsidiary companies of the 
These people at Portland found 
company was exorbitant, that it 


modities 


that the price 


left no profit to them on the basis of the contracts that they had en- | 


tered into, so they sent up to Vancouver, a thriving town just over the 
Ca 1 1ink within 15 miles of the United States boundary, 





da firm of Canadian brokers to write to the same con- 
lar to that which they had sent, to ascertain at what 
ou buy these seven carloads of tin plate and sheet steel. 
ans were given quotations ranging from eight to eleven 
I less than 
» instance of the 
ed the tin plate and tke sheet steel. In due course of time the 
were filled and the bills of lading, with drafts annexed, were 
he bank at Vancouver. Those of you who are at all familiar 

ings in that kind of commodities know that the manufacturer 
advances the freight, directs the route of shipment, and sends 
draft with bill of lading. These cars had been routed from Pittsburg 
, from Chicago to St. Paul via the Burlington road, and from 
St. 1 1 to the Pacific via the Northern Pacific Railroad. 

as I say, the bills of lading, with drafts attached, ar- 
| 1 couver, and the Vancouver brokers promptly paid the 
drafts, indorsed the bills of lading, and sent them to their Portland 








North- 


tely put themselves in communication with the 
f some- 


found that the cars were in transit 
They demanded that the cars should be 
be sent—three to Portland, two to Seattle, one to 
another point, I think, instead of being carried 
They had the title papers—the bills of lad- 
he drafts duly receipted. The railroad company could 
! thing else than compl with the demand, and the cars were 


1, and this cleyer ‘Portland firm saved about $3,000 by the 








uver. 


Mr. HAMILTON. 
that that statement of Mr. Wallace which he quoted was con- 
tradicted by Judge Gary before the Merchant Marine Commit- 

n April 11? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; I did, and I have an article here 
» Washington Post, that I will ask to have read now, in 
gentleman’s question. 
ted by this Gary. 


subsidy, and they 


to the 
trad The shipbuilders were seeking a ship 
and one of them was that the American steel 
producers were charging them more than they were charging 
the f and then the “ system,” as Lawson calls it, began 
to find out that this thing might cut both ways—that is, that 
it might hurt the steel trust or revive tariff agitation—and lo 
and behold, they sent for “ witnesses.” 
the force of Wallace’s testimony. 
Mr. HAMILTON. Sefore that is read, inasmuch as the gen- 
has asked that the editorial from the Post be read, may 


ought to have it, 


1 


reigner ; 


tleman 


I quote the language of Judge Gary? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; you may not, because all he did was 
to contradict it. I have already declined to yield for that | 
purpose. I decline again to yield. 


Read that article, Mr. Clerk. 





Chairman, I want to read from the CONGRESSIONAL | 


in hardware and handling large | 


wrote to Pittsburg, the only place where those com- | 


the quotations to the American applicants. | 
Portland firm the Canadian brokers immediately | 


I wanted to ask the gentleman if he knew | 


Yes; I knew it was con- | 


came here giving various reasons why they | 


Gary came in to break | 





| 
| Mr. HAMILTON. 





I want to ask you 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I have declined to yield to the gentleman 
any further. 

Mr. HAMILTON. His testimony is better than the statement 
of the Washington Post. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have said that a part of what he said is 
quoted from him in the Washington Post. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Oh, very well. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Let the Clerk read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


CONFLICTING CONGRESSIONAL “ HEARINGS.” 


Before the House Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries 
was fairly through with the “hearings” on the ship subsidy, it pro- 
ceeded to allow “hearings” in vindication of the steel trust. In the 
hearings granted to the shipmasters it was deposed and reiterated that 
the steel trust sold material for building ships to foreigners for con- 
siderably less than the same was sold to Americans. That fact was 
emphasized in the testimony of numerous witnesses, and it is one of 
the “conclusive arguments” with which Congress is deluged. 

Sut those “arguments” .are for subsidy only. The steel trust was 
much concerned, for it is manifest that the American people will put 
the enemies of protection to reforming the tariff if its office be for the 
benefit of foreigners, affording them lower prices for American goods 
than is exacted of the American customer; and so the steel trust came 
to town and demanded a “ hearing.” 

s * * * ~ * * 


One of the head men of the steel trust—a Mr. Gary—appeared before 
the committee and said it was all a mistake—that there was no econ- 
siderable difference in the domestic prices of steel products and the ex- 
| port prices. That was news to the committee, and it is news to the 
| country. If it be true, there has been some tall lying done in this 
vicinity the past half a dozen years, and we hope the Committee on the 
| 





| Merchant Marine and Fisheries will persist in holding most exhaustive 
| “ hearings’’ on the subject, and not be satisfied with anything short of 
the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth. 

Mr. Gary volunteered this information: The home price of steel rails 
in Canada is $33 a ton, in Germany it is $30, in France it is $31, in 
Austria it is $31, in Belgium it is $30, in Great Britain it is $31.50, 
while in the United States the price is $28 a ton. 

Now, the question naturally and inevitably obtrudes, What is the 
use of exorbitant duties to protect the cheapest steel rails in the world 
from the dearer rails of other countries? 

No doubt that can be satisfactorily explained at a Congressiona! 
* hearing.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, you will note that 
| Mr. Gary is one of the magnates of the steel trust, and there- 
fore his testimony is, at the best, “ suspect.” 

Mr. HAMILTON. Will the gentleman put in the Recorp, as 
a part of his speech, the fact that he does not want Mr. Gary’s 
answer to Mr. Wallace’s statement? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Oh, Mr. Chairman, that sort of a thing is 
unworthy of the gentleman from Michigan. I surely need not 
repeat for the third time my declination. Now, I will go ahead. 
| In the next place I will read a letter which was written by Mr. 

Schwab on May 15, 1899, and you all know that Mr. Schwab 

was then and is now, I suppose, connected with the Carnegic 

Frick steel trust. This was published first in the Indianapolis 

News and was reproduced by Senator Bacon, from whom | 

read it as quoted. It, was written by Mr. Schwab to Mr. Frick, 

and bears date of May 15, 1899. It is a “ heart-to-heart talk” 
between two steel magnates, with no intention of fooling the 


public and no idea that the letter would become public. He 
says: 
As to the future, even on low prices, I am most sanguine. I know 


positively that England can not produce pig iron at the actual cost 
for less than $11.50 a ton, even allowing no profit on raw materia! 
and can not put pig iron into a rail with their most efficient work 
| for less than $7.50 a ton. This would make rails at net cost to them 
at $19. We can sell at this price and ship abroad so as to net 
$16 at works for foreign business, nearly as good as home business 
| has been. What is true of rails is equally true of other steel produ 
As a result of this we are going to control the steel business of the 
world. You know we can make steel rails for less than $12 a 
leaving a nice margin on foreign business. Besides this, foreign « 
are going to increase year by year because they have not the r 
material, while ours is going to decrease. The result of all this 
that we will be able to sell our surplus abroad, run our works full all 
the time, and get the best practice and costs in this way. 


Senator Bacon well adds: 


There is a concrete instance from which, by the testimony of Mr. 
Schwab himself, it appears that while rails are selling at $28 a ton in 
the United States he alleges that he can deliver them in England at 
a cost that will compete with the English rails at $16 a ton, and that 
| that is $4 a ton above what it will cost him to do it—even at that 
| rate he would have $4 a ton profit. 


| If Mr. Schwab knows his own business—and he has never 
been accused of not knowing it—our steel makers have tlie 
capacity to “dump” steel on Europe forever at a profit Low 
and at an increasing profit from year to year. 

“While our surplus abroad sells at a profit of $4 a tn. 
| What sort of a surplus? Surplus produced by the high pr‘ 
| fixed in the American market. If he had reduced the pric 
| which he sold the goods in the American market to the sain 
| price as that at which he sold them in the English marke 
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: to a price nearly the same, but higher even, there would have 


ca 





“ 


en no “ surplus.” 

Now, here is a letter written by J. T. Wright, a native of the 
ite of Indiana, a Republican, dated February 1904, and 
idressed to Senator Bacon, parts of which I am going to read: 


oo 


mary 


MACON, GA., ebruary 23, 1904. 
n. A. O. Bacon, Washington, D. C. 
My Dear Srr: I beg to own receipt of yours of the 20th, and have 
‘fully noted same. 
recall very distinctly my conversation with you on the subject of 
rails purchased by my company from the company, and I 
» pleasure in giving you the details of the transaction, asking you, 
wever, to refrain from mentioning the names of the parties. 
(he extension of our road, some 40 miles, was decided upon and cash 
»vided for it early in the spring of 1901. Owing to the demand at 
it time for steel in all forms and the probability of the advance in 
e, it seemed wise to take up the matter of the purchase of the nec 
rails at once. Inquiries therefore were addressed and mailed 
ill the leading steel-rail manufacturers in the country asking for 
rs on the 60 miles of 70-pound steel rail delivered at Savannah or 
the point of delivery to be optional with us. 
received prompt responses, but there was practically no differ 
in the bids, the eastern rail mills contiguous to tide water quoting 
ically the same price delivered at Savannah and a correspondingly 
r price for Macon delivery, the interior rail mills making a lower 
for Macon delivery and a higher price for Savannah delivery. 
very evident to me that the field had been divided by the manu 
‘+s and that no one of them would encroach upon the territory 
“il to the others. 
endeavoring in vain to obtain better prices than those quoted, 
illy accepted the bid of the Steel Company and placed 
der with them for 5,618 tons of rail at $29 per ton based upon 
y at tide water. ‘his would enable us to arrange our own 
“rate to Savannah and effect some saving in the cost of the rails. 
‘der was declined on these terms, the ~ Steel Company re 
to make any price f. o. b. mill, but insisting upon delivered price. 
* a * ~ + “ i 
de one more effort. Some friends of mine were interested in a 
i project in Central America, and I broached the subject to the 
ntative of the Steel Company, who had come here to 
e matter with me. I told him that my friends had made some 
ef me as to the cost of construction in that country, and I 
txe to know at what price he would sell me steel rails de 
it tide water for shipment to Honduras. He promptly quoted 
per ton. Further inquiry developed the fact, however, that they 
ly load vessels chartered to a foreign port, and that the char- 
d be an essential part of the contract. The wail was complete. 
sas nothing left for me to do but to place my order and to thank 
is no worse; so within two days thereafter steel rails ad- 
> per ton. 
\ a liberal amount for cost of delivery at tide water, which 
particular case wquid have been very small, we American citi 
to this American industry $33,000 in excess of what for- 
would have been compelled to pay. And $33,000 would have 
a very handsome library filled with standard books on pro- 


1 I 








this was a very small transaction—only 50 miles of railroad. 

3 were cash, and we neither needed nor asked any concessions 

itter of time. Because we were Americans, interested in the 

ent of a small section of our country, involving faith and sac- 

were compelled to pay out as a bonus in excess of $600 per 

hey “would only load vessels chartered to a foreign 
iad to be certain the $20 a ton steel was going abroad; 
suspicious of people “ buying for export ”’—afraid they 
for export and then lay the rails on American soil! | 
steel-rail makers quoting the same rails to the 

n at the same time at $29 at tide water if to be laid on 

and at $20 at the mill if to be laid in Central America! 

“ht to satisfy the gentleman from Iowa. 

Vright closes this letter, by the way, by saying that 
tatement is of any use to you, I shall be glad, an 
and as a Republican.” Now, this is not speculation; | 
m the man who was president of the railroad which 
| for the rails, and he himself did the negotiating and | 
ig. What was the name of the railroad? 

ARTLETT. The Macon, Dublin and Savannah Rail- 

want to say that I know Mr. Wright personally and 
ent is absolutely entitled to the credit of any gentle- 

pplause on the Democratic side.] 

ILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not like to bore 
too much, but I want to read from a letter written 

Raoul to Senator Bacon, of Georgia, and 4ated Feb- 
104. It necessary for me to tell you who Mr. 

He is president of the National Railroad Company of | 
was when he wrote this letter, and I suppose still 

National Railroad Company of Mexico is owned by 
1, in the main, and the president is a railroad man 

State of Georgia. He had formerly been president of 


me 


as 


os 
& <« 





is 


il Railroad of Georgia. This Mexican National is a | 
‘oad, extending from Laredo, Tex., to the City of 


‘0 miles. It runs through the soil of Mexico and of 
ountry. 


s is the statement of Mr. Raoul in that letter. He | 


I secured bids on steel rails for Mexico from the United 
for about $24, delivered at Tampico— 
AL 380 
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What the freight was from Pittsburg to Tampico I, of course, 
do not know, but it must have been $3 or $4 a ton. 
Il have read: 

1902 I secured bids on steel rails for Mexico from the United 
) mills for about $24, delivered at Tampico, while the 
paid at the same time for rails for our road in Texas was $28 





us 


He Says, 


In 
States price [| 


pri 
at the 





mill. 

[Applause on the Democratic side.] 

That ought to satisfy the gentleman from Iowa. That must 
have made the price about $30 or $31 when the rails were 


landed, after paying freight at the Texas points, ak 


; yng the line 
of railroad. He goes on: 


I have understood that the Canadian Pacific has just bough 


iarge 
lot of rails from the United States Steel Corporation at $21. It is 
asserted and denied that the $21 is for delivery at Montreal If it is, 
the price at the mill would be about $19, while the price for United 
States roads is still $28 at the mill. I do not know this of my wh 


knowledge, and it is mere current rumor. 


So these goods are sold certainly at $21 a ton mill price for 
those of the rails to be laid on Mexican soil, and possibly lower 
than that, and at the same time they were at $28 to the 
same railway for much of the rails were to be laid on 
American soil. In that connection, Mr. “hairman, I wish to 
that I have not heard of the companies in the steel tr 
any of their officials having been prosecuted, yet I saw 
day where they had met and solemnly “ fixed the price ” 
rails at $28 for the next year or two. Of 
“ combination in restraint of trade” among them 
else the President would enforce the law. 

On April 26, in the 


sold 
SO aus 
ust 

yester- 
of 
course, there is no 
God forbid! 


or, 





25 Senate, Senator Bacon, of Georgia, 
refers to the results of the investigations of a well-known 
American : 

In a recent pamphlet Mr. Henry Loomis Nelson, former edito f 
Harper’s Weekly, shows the utter fallacy of t assertion, so fre 
quently made, that the trusts have reduced prices. He shows, f 
instance, that the average yearly “ base” price of wire nails per keg 
has increased since 1894 from $1.11 to $2.60, the present price being 
$3.53, and the price of barbed wire from $1.80 in 1897 to $3.17 in 1899 
the present price being $4.13. The profits of the trust run f i 
$8,000,000 to $15,000,000 a year, the increase of price being nearly all 
profit. It has, however, by its increase of prices greatly reduced the 
consumption of wire fencing, and in 1896 the consumption of cut 1 
wire nails was reduced by a former trust about 1,000,000 kegs. While 
the trust raises the price of its goods to the American farmer and 
mechanic, it sells to the foreigner for much less In 1896, for ex . 
the price of nails to foreigners was $1.30 and to Ame ans $2.7 ) 
1898S the retail price to Americans was about $4.50 and to f : 
$2.14 “ base,” or about $3.10 retail, a keg It was possible to t 
export price, ship the goods to Europe, bring them back, and even t i 
undersell the trust’s domestic prices. In 1899 ! trust exported 
51,000,000 pounds of wire nails to its former foreign customers and 
215,000,000 pounds of wire. 

During the last campaign, Mr. Chairman, the Democratic 
party hoped that there was going to be a real issue made about 
this very matter. They therefore collected from trade journals 
in this country all the information on the subject that the 
could. The New York World published for the comn 
offer, which was made to people generally, to bring in these 
trade journals with their export prices. Those trade jour s 
were brought in and they are at Democratic headquarters I 
can be seen by anybody. I furnish you the first list f 1 the 
American Export Monthly of June 18, 1904, published by A 
& Douglas at 5 to 11 Broadway, New York City. The Douglas 


of this firm was the Hon. William Harris Douglas, a Republica 
Representative from the Fifteenth Congressional dist of 
New York. The second table, h is taken from tl 

paper, I insert following the first. 


wh 












First TABLE Showing differences in discounts y 
cign and home consumers and ti] r rt f ) r 
export and home prices; many varieties and ( 
under one discount. 

NOTE Where several discounts are quoted the first figure is ‘ 
count from list price, the second figure is e dis f n t 
mainder, the third figure is the discount from that i 
on. Thus, in the line for “Augers” below, the } 
as “50, 10, 5.” If the list price was $1 ft e dis 
50 per cent off from $1 (50 cents), less 10 per 
cents), less 5 per cent of that remainder (24 cents i be 4 
as net price to buyer. 

Export 
Firm or corporation and article count f1 , 
Russell & Erwin Manufacturing ( Pe ] 
Auger bits, Swan's Jennings 

Locks, door eT 

Bells, cow Dy inden 5 y 
Snell Manufacturing Co.: 

Augers sieiibideeadidnntheGenme j ) 1 

John 8S. Fray & Co.: | 

Braces ‘ a ee ee 70 f 
Enterprise Manufacturing Co 

Coffee and spice mills. .................- | 40, 10 to 30 


amen oe nn a 
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ng differences % in discounts, etc.—C ontinued. | SeconD TABLE FROM SAME JOURNAL.—Continued. 


Export dis- Home dis- Differ- | 


; Export Wome Diffe r- 
1 and article. | count from | count from 


Firm or corporation and article. 
— — : | price. | price. | ence. 


ence | 


list list. a ~ — 
ea, se Sa ee) See ae eae Henry Disston’s Sons: 
‘dsall & Ward Per cent. | Percent. Per ct. hardware, saws, back, No. 4, 12 in, _.per dozen..| $8.00 
| | . 





| Hardware, saws, butcher. No. 7, 18i aan Sea 7.00 
80, 10 72, 10 | : Hardware, saws, wood. No. 69 waaencbewiasae an 
80, 10 | 75 | ot lardware, trysquare, No. 1, 5in_._.- seael “ee 

| Hardware, trowels, No. 12 i .---| 10.00 | 

70, 10, 7} 10 Hardware, bunghole borers. No. { x aC 1.00 

Hardware, levels and plumbs, No. 8_._per dozen 4.60 

50, 10, 10 be Smith & Egge Manufacturing Co.: | 

| 40, 10 30 30 | Hardware, shears, Eureka, No. 2 10.00 
50 | 5 Ames Manufacturing Co.: 

Hardware, shovels, spades, D. H., sq. nt ..dozen..| 4.68 

5O 40 | | Hardware, shovels, spades, R. D., sq. pt --.-do-_.-- 4.95 

| Hardware, shovels, spa tes, long H., _o as...) 4 

50 83 | Columbian Hardware Co.: 

| Hardware, hinges, Acme, 2 I., No. 2, dozen pairs-. .%5 

40and 5 25 3 | Hardware, hinges, Acme, W. B., No. 2, doz. pairs- . 08 

60and 10 45 3 Hardware, hinges, do 2 springs, Gem coil, gross .80 

Boston & Lockport Block Co.: 

50, 10,10, 10 | 60to 60, 10 | é Hardware, tackle b locke 14 in., single, each 
| | Hardware, tackle bloc k. 14 in., double, each 
: ne ee ee Collins & Co.: 

Showing difference between export and home prices on | Hardware, wrenches, Coes, 10 in., per dozen 

sample specified articles. L. S. Starrett Co.: 
——__—___—. ~ a ———— Hardware, hack-saw blades, 9 in., per dozen 

|Export} Home Differ- | Enterprise Manufacturing Co.: 

| price. | price. | ence. Fruit presses, No. 3, each - 

siaseeiedneteiaiaiaitsiinlgiaeiiiaitahinnaaiasinnnialiiagiietiaiilan eit . seitahoneess Raisin seeder, No. 36. per dozen 
; | Covert Manufacturing Co. 
turing Co.: _ | Per ct. | Hardware, snaps, har. Derby, gross 
ning No. 3, dozen . 60 ) Hardware, snips, har. Jockey, 
=e | “3 = ss Hardware, snaps, har. Trojan, gross 
steel car No. 7, dozen ~ : 33 Hardware, snaps, har. Yankee, ross - 
| Hardware, jacks, carriage, per dozen 

10 Hardware, jacks, wagon, per dozen 

34 Hardware, jacks, automobile, per dozen 

x Hardware, jacks, automobile, screw, per dozen-. 

30 | Sampson Cordage Works: 

30 | Hardware, sash cord, No. 7, per pound 

30 Hardware, sash cord, Mass., per pound 

M.S. Benedict Manufacturing Co 

30 Hardware, teaspoons, gross................--.....-- 

30) Hardware, dessert spoons, gross 

dU Hardware, tablespoons, gross 

Hardware, forks, gross 
40 | Cleveland Twist Drill Co.: 
Hardware, twist drill, bit stock, 1 in., per dozen.. 
Hardware, twist drill, taper sh., 1 in., each 
Charles Parker Co.: 
Hardware, vises, No. 5, X, € 
Hardware, coffee mills, box, No. , per dozen - 
Hardware, coffee mills, side, No. 90, per dozen 
Columbian Hardware Co.: = 
lardware, vises, solid box, No. 90, eac 
orters’ Journal of June 18, 1904, pub- ae vises. ie, 5 in.. ae . eg 
; State street, New York City, N. Y.] Malin & Co.: oe ee 
ard war 6, wire ann. tin, 1-Ib. spools, per dozen-_-| 
+, Wire ann. tin, 1-Tb 
wire, barb pr. hd., 1 a 
count fre ateanniit ile iffer ardware, wire, black fencing, p. hd., 
as ee ake nce. Ge orn Re * Manufacturing Co.: 
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Export dis 
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Kio to this 


[List from the Export World and Herald of July 5, 1904, p 
by the American Trading Company, Broad Exchange Buildi 
York City, N. Y.] 

FIRST TABLE. 
(Export dis- Home dis 
Firm or corporation and article. count | count 
| from list. | from list 


E. C. Atkins & Co., Indianapolis, Ind.: 
Hardware, saw (circular) 
Hardware, saw (1 l 
Hardware, saw 
Hardware, saw ( 

Hardware, saw 





SECOND ‘TABL B. 
Export som 


Firm or corporation and article. | price. | pri 


| J. 8. Barron & Co.: 
Freezers, ice cream, Alaska, 4-quart, each.........| $1.82 
Washboards, single zinc, per dozen 50 
Washboards, single zinc, per dozen -. 25 | 
Washboards. solid zinc, per dozen .-.........-.--..-| .40 
Henry Chesney Hammer Co.: 
Hammers, farriers’, No. 54, per a0 ss sctecinabinns . 44 | 
Hammers, machinists’, No. 91, per dozen........--| 00 | 
Knowles Scale Works: 
ct. Scales, square platform, with wh., each ..........- 
li 


22 In February, 1904, the literary bureau of the Democrat 
24 | sional committee received a letter from Henry Rosseil & Co. | 
43 | Sheffield, England, large manufacturers and dealers in fi! 
48 | steel. This letter say: 

16 “As an illustration of the unfair manner tn which home 
43 | files are treated by the United States manufacturers, | inclose 
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th a comparison of the prices charged to the buyers in the United Of the two policies open to iron and steel makers, the far-sighted on¢ 
ites with those offered by the same manufacturers here.” of keeping the domestic and foreign markets as near as pos on a 
some of the prices on the list inclosed follow: par in the price of these materials of manufacture see f : 
. A . < , * « t i ‘ | Ati 1 ‘ Ol 
acer eeerenceneemecneeaen EI of manufacturers of finished goods with foreign manufacturer n 
Article | Eng- United) Differ- | neutral markets of the world. 
= : land. States. ence. The other policy of maintaining prices to manufacturers at 
a ‘ aia = bites highest level at home leaves little margin for experiment in see} , 
Pr.ct yd ——, = — a application of i on and steel to 
: } he ional uses a 1ome. 1e depressing effects of an agitation for tariff 
I bastard, 4 MCTIOD oo ciccan noncce ccecsoesscnedteasansna $0. 34 $0. 92 | 170 | revision to remedy this Snceendity are sure to cause a far greats = 
Flat bastard,6 inches -. | 50 07 114} ness loss, not only to the country as a whole, but to th producers « 
Flat bastard, 10 inches -...........--...--------------+-- 1.08 | 1.75 62 iron and steel themselves, than is to be gained by selling at low pri 
i bastard, 4 inches oer nee ewerne enneweaences corcne == - “3S 92 | 142 | abroad, which they can not help, and at high prices at home, which t 
nd bastard, 6 inches......-.- won ane eee n ee en ee ee neeee 08 | 1.07 | 73} can help. Nor can the home-market price be sustained beyond certain 
| 1 bastard, 0. MGR. -.... ..- 2 20cncncnecewsene senses 1.30 1.87 | 44 limits by export sales. Certain American manufacturers of 
Half-round bastard, 4 inches a nen tenn nen n ee eee e ene e eee ‘34 | 1.20 | 253 materials tried this policy up to April, 1900 It resulted vé 
‘ound bastard, 6 inches sielateieheteieteisieteiaicieteiseteieieteieectaiee 00 1.52 204 | positive shrinkage in domestic consumption at the then hich rates 
r eS eo ce cece eceres concne monnee nS | a. 00 = Farmers had ceased to purchase barbed wire for wire fences, retail 
R Preece in omecenonne cccces usecas sonnsensee “ep | ja 74 | Lardware dealers had complained for months of diminished business in 
: ate a Rasta POA Ras HARENESEAATR MARS “ae | ve , o nails and wire. Jobbers had gotten in the way of doing a hand-t 
bastard, EY “hesene Ssansmasasenanasanndnoss 1.0 -40 0 | mouth business on prices that had advanced from $1.35 to $3.20 in 
bastard, 4 inches -......--.-----.---------------- | 34 95 | 179 | the course of a year. Ilence the reduction of $1 in April, 1900, beca: 
Square bastard, 6 inches -.......--..-------------------- | 50] 1.15 | 130 | @ necessity in order to keep the mills in operation 
re » bastard, 10 inches -...............--------------- 1.08 | 1.85 1 If steel rails, for erample, sell at Pittsburg for $35 per ton for mont 
snnnsiiciataiclasillivals se ee Lesa in succession for home consumption, while the foreign consumer 


1 these figures we see that the American File Association, which 
t reyised its price list to American buyers since November 1, : 

is charging us for most kinds of its small files more than twice as Note the words which I have italicized, forming the last s« 

as it charges Englishmen for these same files, and for half-round ea The ‘ ‘ pants : strati > Dp Sg aa ee 
must pay them three times the price charged Englishmen. tence. What an apt precen al illustration - Bastiat Ss natural 
‘ ’ : law, of the sort of high prices which kill by choking demand! 

us see what a great trade journal in sympathy with the | 4 Republican “ Daniel come to judgment” is this 

§ makers, when not talking politics but giving the news of I shall now ask my friend Mr. Towne, who has a better voice 
1 rade to the trade, says: than I, to read what is said by Secretary Shaw on page 19 of 
vember 12, 1903, the Iron Age quoted American bars in Eng- the Republican Campaign Text-Book of 1904, and which con 

32 shillings, or less than $20 per ton, and in America at $1.42, | tains an admission by Senator GALLINGER of the “ True, but it 


per ton. Thus the independent manufacturer of tin plate : ; ; cs 
1. who has to buy his bare of the steel trust, must pay more nothing-but-a-colt-and-the-colt-of-a-yellow-Mexican-pony ” class. 


per cent more for his chief raw material than is paid by his Mr. ‘TOWNE read as follows: 
mpetitor. This is “‘ protection to home industries” with a 2 
Our opponents lay much stress upon the fact that some American n 


chasing them for $22 to $24 per ton, the domestic market is sure to order 
no more than it is obliged to have for the time being 





ime number of the Iron Age tells us that American steel beams, | Ufactures are sold abroad cheaper than Vur friends & 

ngles, channels, and rivet steel are being sold in Canada at | times deny this, and they sometimes apolog » and a few in t 

to $11 per ton less than the prices charged here. | past have downed our opponents in reco a remova ta 
from all such articles. It is useless to de in I idem ae 





n Age of December 17 enumerated a great number of articles 
can make which sold largely in South Africa. Nearly all are 
» at prices far below those charged here. Thus it appears that 
vhich our eaavel rest. sells here at 90 comes each, = — Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I stop the reading at t! 
64 cents. This Iron Age also contains information showing i es ment x mag ¢ ‘onder if the nresent oetetilinas 
ted. States Steel Corporation was, early in January, offering | point fol a mome nt to express a wonde . if the pre ent Secretary 
ts in Lanarkshire, England, at 75 shillings per ton. Deduct- | Of the Treasury, being from lowa, would have used that unpar- 
- freight and other transportation costs, the trust gets about | liamentary term “foolish” if he had known it was going to 
n for billets for export, while its price to American consumers apply on day before yesterday to the dean of the Iowa Rep 
‘ i : : lican delegation. [Applause on the Democratic side.] I will 
Now the testimony of a newspaper which is the authority for | now ask Mr. TowNe to continue the reading. 
| ind business men; on July 30, 1904, the New York Mr. TOWNE continued, as follows: 
j of Commerce and Commercial Bulletin contained the 


to apologize, and a little short of foolishness to attempt to remedy 
assumed evil in the manner proposed by the opposition. 





Senator GALLINGER, of New Hampshire, in a speech made 


>° United States Senate on April 25 last, placed the value of « sold 
: : : P a le rer price abroac he ‘ home ¢ $4,000 000 iT 1 
the most interesting features of the steel situation is an im- | ®& lower price abr pad than at a at $4,000,000. [ can 1 
the substantial correctness of this estimate was ever quest i 


of several thousand tons of steel plates for export, the 


delivered at Newceastle-on-the-Tyne netting the mills about | OPPOS!ton. 


- net ton, f. o. b. Pittsburg. It should be remembered that Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, “ the substantial accu . 
i. » Eineolial arke y > rross - 2 ing $25 ; on . : 
de in the English market by the gross ton; allowing $3.50 of that statement was “ questioned, of course, and has be 


: and a slight allowance for insurance, this price would net ; ; . ; 7 
20 gross, or $1.80 per net ton, or 90 cents per hundred, | questioned with conclusive success. Why, I doubt not, 


60 per hundred for domestic business. have been individual transactions that have amounted to 


owing is from the August, 1900, report of the Bureau | 2 Million dollars, for that matter. I should judge that tl 
( es on commerce and finance. There is much good | #mount thus bought by the Mexican National, the Canad 


It proves, first, that this “dumping” was then, as | Pacific, and the Great Northern railroads of rails alone w 
no dumping at all, but a fixed and profitable export | Be@rly to $4,000,000. But rails are not all. From a 
and, second, that even Republican Government em- | 2 Sewing machine to a locomotive or steel for a bridge this abu 
| ee and are forced to take note of the fact and its | extends. 
he italies are mine. It likewise shows what chiefly Everybody except the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. H 
erchant marine, and points a cheaper way to its re- | Knows and acknowledges the existence of this gre 
\ taxing the poor on what they consume in order to Even the man most trusted by Republican cai man ’ 





out of the people’s Treasury : Representative Barcock, of Wisconsin, in an 
; ete ane a . | and revolt, cried out in its presence. 

ess of work on shipbuilding in the United States has like The following euaae R I sentative BAancock f Wi : 
tarded, because makers of steel materials required a higher it 10 OW ing ron vf pre senta ive 5 \BCO! K, 0 iscons 
the American consumers than they did from the foreign con- | the chairman of the Republican national Congressional co! 
substantially similar products. Of course, American ex- | tee, appeared in the Washington Post September 21, 1901: 

to get foreign contracts in competition with forelgn plate s a “ . oak i - 
re excluded from our domestic market. In addition to One of the points which impresesd me of the desirability of 
in export plate makers are interested in preventing the the steel schedule was information I obtained in Scotland of 
of plate manufacturing in their customer nations abroad, | Of 42 order for 20,000 tons of American steel. Whe 
end bid low enough to discourage foreign nations from | that 20,000 tons of steel mee ee pt: ae neve Sane 
field for producing their own plate at home. The progress | to say that such an order placed abroad by our m: 
m inufactures of iron and steel goods may likewise be their surplus product. 

y the sale of iron and steel in their manufactured state This, too, as far back as 1901. It is old history! What a 
lower a price to foreigners than to domestic consumers as ’ r exte! q * 9 

: : 5 7 g extender ( y! 

American competitor out of foreign markets generally. The long, long ext ded lump ll ‘ —_— } 
it to such a policy of maintaining a higher level of prices Now I want to quote from the Industrial Commission. The 
aterials at home than abroad is found in the restriction of | Industrial Commission summed up its conclusions as to export 
g motto ; 7a PAG ieti . . . . > > o> . 

imption and the import duty. If restriction of consump- prices in volume 19, on pages 626 and 627 of that volume, 


) 








does not operate to prevent the short-sighted policy of | 4 * : 
! n against domestic development of manufacturing indus- follows. I quote: 
. cr a ney is more or less sure to rise, namely, the de- In about 20 per cent of the cases 
reduction of the tariff on unfinished iron and steel, in ie alae ‘ aa : iti ee 
' lize the opportunity of makers of finished products in Says the Industrial Commission, a bipartisan commission, 
? Kets fo this policy the domestic consumer is usually | & majority of Republicans upon it— 


t i himself, thus making a powerful combination of interests 
to the rise of domestic prices of iron and steel materials. 
. * . * * * 


In about 20 per cent of the cases covered by the Commission's 
+ } 


turns the export prices have ruled lower than those charged to 
consumers. The practice is quite common in all countries, etc 
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N let meg flere is what the Commission recommends : 

tent and protection of our manufactures, of 

and the irp competition being encountered 

actice by some exporters of making lower 

it home, and the desirability of protecting the con- 

the producer, without awaiting other legislation, 

vide for.a commission to investigate and study the 

i to report as as possible what concessions in duties 

de without endangering wages 
be obt 


\ 
the en 


sh 


soon 
ad may 
l to gain 

italics are mine. 

“whether concessions” in duties shall be made, but 
t concessions.” That some must be made goes without 
their opinion. Ah, that recommendation from this 
1 body, with a majority of Republicans upon it, has 
before you now for several years, and you have paid 
it, and you will not pay any heed to it, I predict, 
ckoning comes. [Applause on the Dem- 


in 


rtisal 
r 


“1 to it, 
ve day of your rt 
side. ] 

BATES. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
WILLIAMS. Allow me to finish this first. One of the 

f that Commission, Thomas W. Phillips, did not sign 
report, and in his supplemental statement he said 
my friend [Mr. Towne] to read. 

(reading) : 

number of industries in which it is in evidence that 
igher than the export price. I do not agree 
s addressed by the Commission to exporters 
are not chargeable with this practice to any 

2.000 schedules of inquiries sent out, there were 

16 replies, and only a very few of these replies came 
ns known popularly as trusts. (Vol. XIII, p. 726.) 
answers indicated lower prices abroad than at 

en it is noted that more than four-fifths of those 

, and that naturally those who are chargeable 

would be 
> the Commission on behalf of the trusts ad 

prices were lower than their domestic prices, 

t this was necessary in order te work off their 


{ will ask 


Mr. TOWNE 


Out of 
| 


abo 
icant 


iled to ¢ we 


heir establishments running full time, and that the | 
s products could also be worked off by lower prices | 


tariff which encourages them to 


nsumption through 


is the 


tricting 


cause a 


domestic ct 


MS. The four-fifths who failed to answer failed 


TA 
r the most part, it is fair to assume, because it was 


" tiv 
in 
volt against the present protectionist trust system 
» the mo t for tariff reduction. 
hairman, I give you certain testimony given be- 
tariff commission of Great Britain from 
testifying before that commission in 
goods were sold at in Great 
with certain prices prevailing in 
“The report of this commission 
these,” and were from firms 


oO 


vemen 


rices 


an offer this week of Siemens-Martin billets, 
( f. British port, of 75 shilli r ton. 
r steel-making purp« ; 

er ton at Pittsburg. : best- 

present raw material, wages and 
iemens-Martin open-hearth b 

$19.50 per ton at Pittsburg. ‘The 

y for open-hearth billets is $24. 

billet which were offered to 


» costing American consumers | 


ton—23.36 shillings more 


n from 


United States of America is imported 
low cost price here; our consumers are 
than we can produce it, and the 
» selling for export to England at a price 


less 


yn lower than the price at which they | 


try 
IN THE 


ada we 
tons of 


COLONIES. 
suffer from 
rails 


American compe- 
r for steel there 
in Austral 
not give you the reason for the loss of the order 
The order was intended for Cape Breton, and 
row merchants, who assured us we would get 
{ n spite of the 33 per cent preference.” 
it’? American industry (the steel makers) are 
‘ling Great Britain in Canada against a Canadian tariff 
in favor of Great Britain! What need has it of 
‘otective ” duty? Why not pass my bill to cut duties on 
iron from 50 to 60 per cent? How can they undersell 
in and why? Read this testimony before the Cham- 
mission and you will learn. 
1045, 1046): 


*infar 


e Oo} 
OL oo 


1026, “The cost of converting 


» United States must, in the majority of cases, be | 


» corresponding cost in this country, despite the 
are materially higher. But the cost is not in 
The cost of labor was phenomenally low. In 

ill brought to my notice, it was less than 4s. per 
case of billets it has been under 4s. per ton. In 


or employment at home, what | 


the ones who would decline to reply. | 


high j 


terest to answer and acknowedge the fact and } 


Britain, | 


illets | 


last week. | 
a and at the Cape, but not so keenly | 


on an average, not more than 65 per 

cent what it is in this country. In the more finished farms of mate: 

it is more than in the lower forms, but whatever it may be, it is alw: 

controlled by the fact that the output of a given plant is usually t 

or three times that of kindred plants in Europe, with only half to t 

thirds the number of hands here employed to run it. The industri 

commission stated the average cost of the conversion of pig iron int 

steel billets at 6s. 6d., and the average incidental expenses at 3s., but t 

is much too high for the best plants. 
“The combination of up-to-date 


| the case of rails, it is probably, 
} 
| 


plants, economies, and 
ments has enabled our American rivals, paying the highest wagcs know 
in the trade, to produce plates at a cost of only about 8s. 6d. per ton fo; 
labor, averaging some 225 tons of plates per shift. One mill at Hon 
stead works has produced 1,049 tons of sheared plates in twenty-f: 
hours, which is at the rate of 315,000 tons in three hundred working 
days. <A 40-inch cogging mill at the Illinois works at Chicago pri 
duces 200,000 to 250,000 tons per year. These results are not equaled 
in our own mills. And yet there is no reason to suppose that our plat 

} mill practice is generally much behind that of other countries. It was 

| until lately, if it is not now, in advance of that of any other country. 

| If it has now fallen somewhat behind the best American practice, p: 
ably not much ground has been lost. 

“In the matter of nominal wages, Great Britain occupies an int 
mediate place between Germany and the United States, being, ! 
ae mee so much higher than the Germans as we are below the Ame) 
can level. 

| “Phe higher American nominal wage rates do not, generally, a 
j 
} 
j 
| 
| 


Improy 


to operate to the detriment of American mnufacturers. On the | 
trary, tt és universally admitted that the real wage rate—the 

cost per unit of production—is less in the United States than in 
other country. The best comparison of American and Britishers’ wa; 
that I know of, and one of the most recent, is that contained in @ 
report of my colleague on the American Commission of the British I, 


APO! 


Trade Association in 1901, Mr. Axel Sahlin, who obtained from 
managers of a considerable number of representative works actual , 
rates, which showed that at blast furnaces, hour for hour, there 
then but little difference in the rates paid as between Great Britain 
America, while some of the American furnaces produced 3,500 t 
tons per week, compared with 850 to 620 tons in England, with 
the same number of hands. For unskilled labor, the British ra 
materially lower than the American. 
‘I do not hesitate to say that if the Canadian had been chareed + 

| same prices as were nominally charged on the other side of ti 
| hardly any American iron and steel would have found its way 
Canada during the last five years in competition with the cheaper | 
| quoted for British material. 

“Nominal wages ”’—‘ real wages.” ‘“ There’s the rub! 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman was reading 
| moment ago from the report of the Industrial Commission, was 
| he not? I eall his attention to the line in which he read ih 
|“ the practice they found as generally indulged in, etc.” a: 
| he ceased reading. Does not the report of the Industrial ( 
mission then go on to state that the practice was indulg: 
of selling abroad cheaper than at home by other countries t! 
America, and notably England, which is a tariff for re, 
country? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It does not note England, as I reme: 
nor say “notably England,” but it says it is “ common 
| countries ’"—a loose phrase. Now, in that connection I 
| to say to the gentleman that it is a common thing in all 

protective-tarif€f countries. There is not a country anyw! 

with a high protective tariff where the system does not lead 
people sooner or later to this result of having its home 
ducers sell to foreigners cheaper than they sell to their own 
people. It is a necessary result of the system. It is both 
| necessary and rendered possible by protectionism—rendered 
possible because successful combination is possible in most 
things only in a single country, from whose market the goods 
concerning which combination as to prices is sought to be made 
ean have no competition from other lands, this competition 
being prohibited absolutely wherever the tariff is high en 

Even England has a tobacco trust, because tobacco has 
a high duty levied on it. Steel makers could not success! 
combine and establish and for any time maintain exp! 
| prices in the home market there unless they could includue i 
combination German, French, Spanish, Swedish, and Ame: 
| iron masters, all of whom, having free access to the bh 
market, could (and would, unless in the combination) 
whelm it with competition. A combination of that n 
tude, world wide, among antagonistic nationalities, strus 
for markets, is unthinkable. 

We are selling in Great Britain cheaper than at hom 
Germans are selling in London cheaper than at hom 
Frenchmen are selling some few things in London cheape! 
in France, and in all cases it has grown out of this pern 
| system of passing laws for the express purpose, or at leas! 
| the effect, of allowing men to exploit the home market. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Will the gentleman permit me just 
question? Is it not true that in England, a free-trade co 
the domestic price of steel rails is $31.50 a ton, and fo 
portation from Great Britain the price is $25 a ton? 7 
| Mr. WILLIAMS. I should be very much astonished, in‘ced, 
| if that were true. 
| Mr. HINSHAW. The gentleman will find it to be abs: 
| true. 


| Mr. WILLIAMS. son 


I do not believe it is true, and the | 
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why I do not believe it is true I will give. I do not mean to 
say that I do not believe it is true that there never was an in- 
dividual sale of that sort made, or here and there a short season 
of exceptional sales. But I lay this down as a fundamental 
conclusion from which no sound-minded man can escape; that 
where trade is free and untrammeled there can exist for no con- 
siderable length of time a system under which a man sends his 
roods away to sell them at a smaller profit in another country 
an the profit he can get in his own. The only inducement for 
that system is the possibility of controlling prices by combina- 
tion at home, and that can be only when the competition of the 
rid is shut out by law or nature. That there may have been 
individual instances in Great Britain or in any free-trade coun- 
ry of a man having unloaded a part of his goods either upon the 
ne market or a foreign market at less than cost I can under- 
nd. But it is not consonant with any sort of human rea- 
unless the man had a sheltered market at home, where he 
combination could fix his prices, which it was a matter of 
eat profit to maintain—that he would of his own accord pay 
ht to sell goods somewhere else at a given price when he 
uld sell them at the same price at home, and when he could 
ade to sell them at the same price at home by the in-rush 
+ competition of the whole world. He would have no chance 
of recoupment in his home price because it itself—the home 
would be a world price. It is impossible for a combina- 
n to be formed which extends over free and untramimeled 
trade throughout the world. It is only in a sheltered market, in 
restricted market, in a circumscribed market, that you find 
iucers few enough and homogenous enough to enable them 
er into a successful combination and maintain it for any 
worth the trouble. 

HILL of Connecticut. Is not the gentleman aware that 

I ne is districted up on the steel-rail business? 
_ WILLIAMS. Continental Europe, which is protectionist, 
ips. Does the gentleman desire to ask me a question per- 
t to just what I have been discussing? 

IIILL of Connecticut. In view of the courtesy extended 
iay to me, I do not think I will ask the question. 

WILLIAMS. If the gentleman means by that that I 
icking in courtesy to him yesterday, I am surprised to 

and hurt to know it. 

HILL of Connecticut. I desired simply to ask a ques- 
now; that was all. I desire to ask if the gentleman was 
ware that Europe was divided up, and its portion of steel 
was not assigned to Great Britain, its portion assigned 

to Germany, and its portion assigned to France, and preciseiy 
{ ling which the gentleman now complains of is carried 

Great Britain as the result of combination in the free- 

ountry? [Applause on the Republican side.] 

WILLIAMS. I do not know it, and I defy the gentle- 

» furnish any authoritative and authentic and reliable 

any such thing. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
market—and Great Britain is for steel a free market— 

t be apportioned out or “divided up.” Continental 

in protectionist countries can be and doubtless are. 

BATES. 

WILLIAMS. 

BATES. 


Yes. 
May I read the answer of Mr. Gary, on page 


WILLIAMS. I 

ist magnate’s 

the belly of my speech. I decline. He is an officer 

minal corporation which fattens on constant violations 

inenforced law of his country. 

de.] 

BATES. Does not the gentleman know—— 

WILLIAMS. I decline. 

DATES. May I ask one question? 

VILLIAMS. Oh, yes. 

ATES. Is not the testimony of Mr. Gary before the 
Marine and Fisheries Committee that they sold their 


have already declined to have 





T 
iLO 


VILLIAMS. 


direct 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon. He can not 
that which I refused him the right to do by 
{ decline to yield to the gentleman for that pur- 


1 


le gentleman may ask me any question he chooses, 
inust not, under the guise of asking me a question, do 


decline to let him do, to wit, 


eech, 


ATES. 


put Mr. Gary’s utterances 


Does the gentleman mean to say that he does 
eve that Mr. Gary told the truth to this Commission? 
WILLIAMS. I would hate to answer that question. 


May I ask the gentleman one more question? | 
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this | 
Mr. Garys’—steel-trust stump speech in- | 


[Applause on the Demo- 





angen ere El 
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Mr. Gary is not here. I do 


not think I ought to answer. It 
would be unfair to him. I hate to do it. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. But the gentleman had already 
said that Mr. Gary used a falsehood. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I also just stated that I had said it in the 
heat of debate, and that I ought not to have said it, and that I 
was going to strike it out of the Recorp. 

Mr. BATES. I did not think the gentleman meant it 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is a different thing. rhe g i 
from Pennsylvania can not put words in my mouth. If ! 
gentleman from Mississippi” did say it he ought not to ha 
saidit. I said that I ought not to say it. But you can not 
me appear as not having meant it. That is a different proy 
tion. {Applause on the Democratic side.] 

Mr. BATES. I merely said I did not think the gent! in 
meant it. I do not want to annoy the gentleman. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And yet you seem to be seeking to do 
putting words in my mouth that I never uttered nor me 
utter. You are seeking persistently to insert what I d 
desire to have inserted in my remarks. 

Mr. BATES. I know the gentleman recoils from t 


of prices of steel of England sold abroad and at home be 
it is a so-called free-trade country. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon, I have not 
recoiled from that proposition. Give me reliable 
a reliable and unsuspected source. I recoil from Gary, 1 
criminal trust magnate, as a witness in his own behalf: that 
all. 

Mr. BATES. I merely asked the price 
for steel rails for home consumption. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have read that. 

Mr. BATES. And those sold abroad? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the price of English rails. That \ 
read. If the gentleman had listened to the reading of the art . 
from the Post, that part of Mr. Gary’s testimony which stated 
the prices he gave as the prices of rails in the markets here and 
there was read in that article. 

I know my friends are actuated by the highest m 
courtesy to me, although to a small boy on the side 
look a little as if they were trying to make their sp 
what I like less, Gary’s steel speech in his own defen 


figures fi 


that Mr. Gary fixed 


ielense 
time. I do not know whether Gary swore to his speech « 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to have read from » 3 
the Senate hearings before the Committee on Interstate and 
Foreign Commeree, page 1983, the testimony of Mr. R 


and before it is read I want to tell you that Mr. Ramsey is the 
president of the Wabash and Ann Arbor Railroad, and, 


says, “some few other smaller roads.” How many I do not 
know. But he is president of the Wabash and Ann Ar! 
or was when he testified, and that railroad runs through ¢ 


dian and through American territory both, and he } 
bought rails to be laid in both countries, and 


here is his 














mony. I will ask the gentleman from New York [Mr. ‘4 
to read it, and I especially wish those gentlemen who 
with the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hersurn] in his 
listen to this testimony. Senator Curttom had asked 
| question, and I will ask order while the House hears t! 
of his answer: 
Mr. TOWNE read as follows: 
Senator, if you will permit me, I will illu 
tion: Railroads in this country pay $28 at the n 
same make? lL sell those rails to the 7 ( 
$20 to $21, provided they are used in Canada Vi ( 
in the United States. Now, we say to the mak 
can buy English rails, delivered on tl I it $20 
Uncle Sam steps in and s Yes; you can do t f 
those rails you will have to pay to Uncle Sam $8 
them. On lumber there is a $2 tariff rate, and tft t, Se 
VER, would add S75 to your house in Kansas « I 
much as the railroad rate will. The tar duties 
these things force the railro: to t mal 
high rates. Why does Un t W 
originally? To promote ind: ‘ And 
they should permit the rail: > 
abroad and low rates betwt 
to do the very same thing. T t 
In the other case they do no 
Senator CULLOM. I am not arguing t 
Mr. Ramsey. Neither am I l am in 
all railroad men, because while they | $10 a 
they probably get 10 tons m >» traffi y pay yr tl 
up other industries We do not t to 
that kind if we can get the traffi 
[Applause on the Republican side. ] 
Mr. WILLIAMS. The important part of this t 
the fact testified to, which I have | zed, and th 
from one evidently friendly to pi tionism and tl he 
lican party. 
Now, I note that some of the Repub! S ap] 


there at the statement 


of Mr. Ramsey that he did 1 
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paying these prices and the reason he gave why he did not mind 
Now, do you want me to tell you the two real reasons why 









he did not mind it? The first is that the railroads do not, in 
the long run, pay for the rails. They get the price of them back 
in freight and dividends. The people—the shippers—do the 
ultimate paying. I will tell you the second real reason why few 
of the existing railroads mind it. It is because they have 

lready bought their rails, and have already put them down, and 






new railroads to be built, which would be competitors of theirs, 
would buy their rails at one-third less if fair prices prevailed, 
as would be the case with a revenue duty, and that would hurt 
existing roads in their business—their dividends—very much. 








it would enable new roads to earn a larger percentage as a divi- 
dend, white undercarrying them on both freight and passengers. 







Therefore they are not anxious that the tariff should be reduced. | 
| Applause on the Democratic side. ] 
Now, Mr. Chairman, I shall proceed with the speech of the | 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hepspurn]. The gentleman from 
lowa concluded his speech by saying that the Grand Old Party | 
| 









“was a party of progress,’ but that “it never progressed be- | 
yond the limitation of its principles. Why, Mr. Chairman, 
protectionism is not a question of principles; protectionism is 
a question of interests. Protectionism is a question of sched- 
ules, and schedules generally allied with one another and hang- 
ing together, lest “if they do not hang together, each will hang 
separately.” Why, you can not make things go forward or 
, progress by a system like protectionism. They may go forward 
under and in spite of your system, but they can not go forward 





”” 















because of it. It is a system of Sisyphism, and as Bastiat 
ould always express himself more clearly than any other 


human being when he talked about these things, I shall ask you 


to follow what he has written in his Sophisms of Protection, | 
beginning on page 18. He explains the system of Sisyphism, | 
which is a system amounting to about as much profitably as | 
rolling stones from one place to another and back. You Repub- | 
licans are all disciples of Sisyphus. 

Here is what Bastiat says: 

OBSTACLE—CAUSB—SISYPHISM. 

The obstacle mistaken for cause—scarcity mistaken for abundance. 
Ti ophism is the same. It is well to study it under every aspect. 

Man naturally is in a state of entire destitution. 


this state and the satisfying of his wants there exists a 
» of obstacles which it is the object of labor to surmount. It 
ting to seek how and why he could have been led to look even 
se obstacles to his happiness as the cause of it. 

* > + - a o 7 


‘tween 





the journey of life, in the long series of days from the 
cr to the tomb, man has many difficulties to oppose his progress. 
Ilunger, thirst, sickness, heat, cold are so many obstacles scattered 
a s road In a state of isolation he would be obliged to combat 
the all by hunting, fishing, agriculture, spinning, weaving, archi- 
1 re, ete., and it is very evident that it would be better for him if 
t ficulties should exist to a less degree, or even not at all. Ina 
stat f ciety he is not obliged personally to struggle with each of 
»bstacles, but others do it for him, and he in return must remove 

the for the benefit of his fellow-men. 
Avain. it is evident that, considering mankind as a whole, it would 





etter for society if these obstacles should be as weak and as few as 
y and in detail the phenomena of society 
men as modified by exchange of produce, 
ty how it has happened that wants have 
’s and the obstacles with the cause. 
‘ which results from the habits of ex- 
‘ ' causes each man, instead of struggling against all surrounding 
only the effort being made not for himself 
benefit of his fellows, who in their turn render a 
to him 
J results that this man looks upon the obstacle which he 
it his prof to combat for the benefit of others as the 
ise of his riches The greater, the more serious, the more 
his » the more he is remunerated for the con- 
lieved by his labors. 
stal not busy himself in baking his bread 
x his clothing and his instruments; others do it for 
the maladies with which his patients 
1 fhe more da ous and frequent these maladies are the 
ing, the more even are they forced, to work in his 
which is an obstacle to the happiness of man 
him the source of his comforts. The reasoning of all 
n what concerns themselves, the same. As the doctor 
fits from disease, so does the shipowner from the obstacle 
the agriculturist from that named hunger; the cloth 
from cold; the schoolmaster lives upon ignorance, the 
anity, the lawyer upon quarrels, the notary upon breach 
Each prof he then, an immediate interest in the con- 
\ j ie extension, of the particular obstacle to which 


examine 
interes 
W Der ve without 

onfounded with 


I f wa 
but il Ve 


and the private 





ipations, 


one, 


easion 





“ea Te 





eS 


combats 





then, 


? 


essic n 


tion has een ted 

ro ¢ o Tound a system upon these individual inter 

t al i the obstacle to well 
is to give food to industry. 
the developing and propagating 
g and propagating of riches, what more | 
bend his efforts to that point? He says, 
for tance, if we prevent a large importation of iron, we create a 
This obstacle severely felt, obliges individ- | 
in order to relieve themselves from it. A certain number of | 
el ving themselves up to the combating of this obstacle, | 
fortunes. In proportion, too, as the obstacle is | 
great and the mineral scarce, inaccessible, and of difficult and distant 






riches: 
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transportation, in the same proportion will be the number of laborers 
maintained by the various branches of this industry. 

The same reasoning will lead to the suppression of machinery. : 

Here are men who are at a loss how to dispose of their wine harvest. 
This is an obstacle which other men set about removing for them by 
the manufacture of casks. It is fortunate, say our statesmen, that 
this obstacle exists, since it occupies a portion of the labor of the na- 
tion and enriches a certain number of our citizens. But here is pre 
sented to us an ingenious machine, which cuts down the oak, squares 
it, makes it into staves, and, gathering these together, forms them into 


casks. The obstacle is thus diminished, and with it the profits of the 
coopers. We must prevent this. Let us proscribe the machine! 


To sift thoroughly this sophism it is sufficient to remember that human 
labor is not an end, but a mcans. It 1s never without employment 
If one obstacle is removed it is free to seize another, and mankind is 
delivered from two obstacles by the same effort which was at first 
necessary for one. If the labor of coopers becomes useless, it must 
take another direction. But with what, it may be asked, will they be 
remunerated? Precisely with what they are at present remunerated. 
For if a certain quantity of labor becomes free from its original occu 
pation, to be otherwise disposed of, a corresponding quantity of capital 
to pay wages must thus also become free. To maintain that human 
abor can end by wanting employment it would be necessary to prove 
that mankind will cease to encounter obstacles. In such a case labo: 
would be not only impossible; it would be superfluous. We should 
have nothing to do, because we should be all powerful, and our fiat 


| alone would satisfy at once our wants and our desires. 


EFFORT—-RESULT—SISYPHISM. 


We have seen that between our wants and their gratification many 
obstacles are interposed. We conquer or weaken these by the employ 
ment of our faculties. It may be said, in general terms, that industry 
is an effort followed by a result. 

But by what do we measure our well-being? By the result of our 
effort, or by the effort itself? ‘There exists always a proportion between 
the effort employed and the result obtained. Does progress consis! 
in the relative increase of the second, or of the first term of this pro 
portion? 

Both propositions have been sustained, and in political economy 
opinions are divided between them. 

According to the first system riches are the result of labor. They 
increase in the same ratio as the result does to the effort. Absolute 
perfection, of which God is the type, consists in the infinite distance 
between these two terms in this relation, viz, effort none, 
infinite. 

This second system maintains that it is the effort itself which forms 
the measure of and constitutes our riches. Progression is the increase 
of the proportion of the effort to the result. Its ideal extreme may be 
represented by the eternal efforts of Sisyphus. 

The first system tends naturally to the encouragement of everything 
which diminishes difficulties and augments production; for example, 
powerful machinery, which adds to the strength of man; the cheap 
exchange of produce, which allows us to profit by the various natural 
agents distributed in different degrees over the surface of our globe: 
the intellect which discovers, experience which proves, and emulation 
which excites. 

The second as logically inclines to everything which can su 
the difficulty and diminish the product, as privileges, monopolies, 
strictions, prohibitions, suppression of machinery, sterility, ete. 

It is well to remark here that the universal practice of men 
always guided by the principle of the first system. Every workman 
whether agriculturist, manufacturer, merchant, soldier, writer, or phi 
losopher, devotes the strength of his intellect to do better, to do more 
quickly, more economically—in a word, to do more with less. 

The opposite doctrine is in use with legislators, editors, “‘ statesmen,” 
men whose business is to make experiments upon society. And even of 
these we may observe that in what personally concerns themselves they 
act, like everybody else, upon the principle of obtaining from their 
labor the greatest possible quantity of useful results. 

It may be supposed that I exaggerate, and that there are no true 
Sisyphists. 

I grant that in practice the principle is not pushed to its extre 
consequences. And this must always be the case when one starts upon 
a wrong principle, because the absurd and injurious results to whi: t 
leads can not but check it in its progress. For this reason practical 
industry never can admit of Sisyphism. The error is too quickly 
lowed by its punishment to remain concealed. But in the speculative 
industry of theorists and statesmen a false principle may be for 
long time followed up before the complication of its consequences, oul) 
half understood, can prove its falsity; and even when all is revealed 
the opposite principle is acted upon, self is contradicted, and justit 
tion sought in the incomparably absurd modern axiom that in polit 
economy there is no principle universally true. 

Let us see, then, if the two opposite principles I have laid down do 
not predominate, each in its turn—the one in practical industry, the 
other in industrial legislation. 

I have already quoted some words of Mr. Bugeaud [Bugeaud 
a French legislator and landlord, contemporary of Bastiat.—J. §S 
but we must leok on Mr. Bugeaud in two separate characters, the < 
culturist and the legislator. F 

As agriculturist Mr. Bugeaud makes every effort to attain the double 
object of sparing labor and obtaining cheap bread. When he pref 
good plow to a bad one; when he improves the quality of his man 
when, to loosen his soil, he substitutes as much as possible the action 
of the atmosphere for that of the hoe or harrow; when he calls to Lis 
aid every improvement that science and experience have revealed 
has, and can have, but one object, viz, to diminish the proportion o/ 
effort to the result. We have, indeed, no other means of judging 0 
success of an agriculturist or of the merits of his system but b5 
serving how far he has succeeded in lessening the one while 
creases the other, and as all the farmers in the world act upon 
principle we may say that all mankind are seeking, no doubt for | 
own advantage, to obtain at the lowest price bread or whatever 
article of food they may need, always diminishing the effort nece 
for obtaining any given quantity thereof. 

This incontestable tendency of human nature, once proved, w' 
one might suppose, be sufficient to point out the true principle 
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legislator and to show him how he ought to assist industry—if. | ij 
it is any part of his business to assist it at all—for it would be 2 
to say that the laws of men should operate in an inverse ratio i 


those of Providence. ‘ 

Yet we have heard Mr. Bugeaud, in his charactor of_legislato: 
claim, ‘I do not understand this theory of cheapness; I would | 
see bread dear and work more abundant.” And consequentiy ‘© 
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to serve the private financial advancement of another. Even 
if you could prove, gentlemen of the Republican party, that pro- 
tectionism could create an industry for somebody else’s en- 
richment—and I admit that it can; I admit that it has done it, 
and [I admit that it may do it again—or that it could make a 
lagging industry prosperous, the truth of what I have already 
asserted would still stick. 

It is in this sense, Mr. Chairman, that we say that protec- 
tionism is robbery. We do not say that a tariff is robbery, as 
the gentleman from Iowa seems to think we say, but that a 
tariff levied for such a purpose is robbery. We do not mean by 
that that the men who get the advantage of it are robbers, but 
that the system itself is robbery. I may live under a system 
under which I must live; I do not make the law, the legal en- 


vironment is made for me. It is not wrong for me to work in | 


that environment, it is indeed needful that I should; it is not 
wrong for me to make the profits that the environment permits 
me lawfully to make. But I say the system, in so far as it 
lessens pro tanto the result of the exercise of the intellect or of 
the muscle of one man to the enrichment of another, or for the 
creation of an industry, or for the purpose of spurring into 
activity a lagging industry, is to that extent taking his property 
without due and proper process of law and without any just 
compensation. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, a tariff for revenue is for the public use. 
It is no more robbery, even if there shall be some little incidental 


and unavoidable but not purposed protection in connection with | 


it, than any other form of taxation. Why? Because, although 
the Government takes the money from the people, the money 
goes into the Treasury, and from the Treasury it goes back to 
the people. When it goes into the Treasury and is paid out, it 
is its own compensation, and in many cases it is a compensation 
of many fold greater yalue than the cost of the tax; as, for 
example, when it hurls back a foreign enemy; as, for example, 
when it deepens rivers and harbors and frees commerce from the 
tyranny of extortionate freight rates, thereby accomplishing 
the very opposite of the aim and effect of protectionism; it is 
compensation a thousandfold when it educates children to be 


competent citizens of a great Republic, or when it secures an 


equal administration of equal laws. 
But where a tariff is levied for the purpose of enriching some- 
body, making somebody prosperous, or keeping somebody pros- 


perous or for any private use; where the proceeds go not to the | 


Treasury, and hence back to the people, but to the upbuilding of 
the private business of individuals or corporations, it is taking 


from me to give to another, or from another to give to me, and is | 
2 confiscation pro tanto of the property of the former for the | 
benefit of the latter. The Government has no right to put its | 
hands into the pockets of a citizen save only to get money to | 


defend the national life or the national territory, to preserve 
the public health or morals, or to protect the individual in his life, 
limb, property, the pursuit of his happiness, or from injustice. 
It is not only immoral in itself, but it suggests other forms of 
like immorality; other ways of appropriating the property of 
others under the forms of law to one’s own private use and ad- 
vancement, or to the use or advancement of one’s friends or 


adherents; other ways of making the law—making the power of | 


the nation, State, or city—subservient to private interests and 
private enterprise. If I may, as a Congressman, use the taxing 
power for my own enrichment or for the enrichment of some 


of my constituents, regardless of whether they are capitalists | 
1ehow it makes no laborers rich, with | 





or laborers (though son 
ll its pretense of doing it), if this be an allowable legislative end, 
and pot at most the mere incident unsought—a necessary eyil 
of the accomplishment of a right end, why may not I indulge 
in other forms of national legislative favoritism for myself or 
for my friends? If I am not a national legislator, but a mem- 
ber of a town council, why may not I, on the same ground, warp 
the city ordinances so as to put money into the pockets of my 
friends or myself? Why may not I so act that through the 
grauting of an ordinance for some great trolley car line, or the 
laying out of some boulevard, or through the passage of some 


contract law so worded that only one contractor can get it, | 


or however else it might be, so act as to “put money in my 
ivse,” or in that of client, friend, or adherent? Why not, as a 
director or officer of a great insurance company, so direct the 


investment of the funds intrusted to my care as a trustee as 
to build up a syndicate in which my friends, perhaps I, have an 
interest? Where is the precise line of demarcation between 
these several forms of graft? You are more accustomed to one 
than to the others; that is all. Protectionism may or may not 
be the mother of trusts. It certainly makes the formation and 
maintenance of trusts more easy. It is in this far the mother 
of graft: /t accustoms men’s minds to the idea of legislating 
«for private benefit rather than public need. 
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Mr. Chairman, some Republican answers that a protective 
tariff “creates national wealth;” that it is, therefore, a na- 
tional benefit. That protectionism can create an industry, | 
grant you—an industry that never would have existed without 
the tariff, or one that would not have existed for many years 
but for a tariff. : 

it can also hasten certain processes of industrial develop- 
meet at the expense of the balance of your citizenry. It can cre 
ate an industry, I repeat, but it can not create wealth. These 
are by no means the same thing. All it can do is to induce the 
transfer of capital from some one industry to some other in- 
| dustry. From what sort of industry to what sort of industry? 
Generally from a naturally profitable industry to a naturally 
unprofitable industry, which, without artificial legislative boost- 
ing, would, for the present at any rate, remain unprofitable. 
There would be no necessity for legislative inducement to eo 
into an industry already profitable. What boots it a people to 
legislate so as to transfer the capital of the country from 
naturally profitable channels of industry to channels of in 
dustry never to be, or not yet become, naturally profitable? 

Ah, but you say it “ gives employment to iabor.” It does no 
such thing. Here again, it can only transfer labor from one 
form of employment to another form of employment. It can not 
increase the sum total of the work which labor ean do. It can 
not decrease the birth rate. It can not make fewer laborers, 
It can not increase the fund from which wages must be paid. 
It can of course take a man out of the field and induce him to 
go into the factory, and early in the history of this country that 
was what it did. It would not have to be done now even if there 
| were no tariff, for that matter. We have reached that density of 
population, that paucity of return from agriculture—in a word, 
that industrial stage—where factories would have come of 
| themselves. But you say this transfer of the man from the 
cotton or the wheat field to the cotton factory is a_ benetit 
to the cotton and wheat planter, because there are that many 
more people to wear cotton and to eat wheat? Not so. The 
tariff does not increase the birth rate, i. e., the number of men, 
and the individual man does not buy any more clothes or eat 
any more bread because he is working in the protected fac 
tory than he would have bought if he were working on the 
farm or in some other factory. The only difference is, he 
| would have had to buy such clothes made out of my cotton 
as he had to have anyway, and such bread as he had to have 
anyhow, and if he had stayed where he was at first I would 
not have had to pay him for buying them. That is all. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentlen 
a question here? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Certainly. 

Mr. HAMILTON. The gentleman believes that protection 
| wrong. Now, if protection is wrong, would it not be fai: 

from the gentleman’s standpoint to impose a pure tariff for 
revenue only—that is, a tariff upon things the like of wh 
we do not grow or produce in this country? 

| Mr. WILLIAMS. That would not be a tariff. “for rev: 

| only.” That would be a tariff “for free trade.” I answer 
| that yesterday. Therefore I shall not answer it to-day. 

I spent twenty minutes yesterday in which I made the dis- 
tinction between a tariff for free trade and a tariff for revenue 
only, and the gentleman in his question has precisely defined 
tariff for free trade. I told why I stood for tariff for revenue. 
I would be glad to do it now, but it is already in my remarks. 

It is said that protectionism “ gives employment to labor.” 
Now, my friends, it can only induce a transfer of labor from oue 
field of employment to another and this only to the loss or at 
the cost of all. A great deal of this fallacy grows out 
the confusion in the minds of people about what wealth 
People say that labor is wealth. Labor is not wealth. La 
never was wealth and labor never will be wealth. Wealtl 
the abundance which is created at a profit by labor, but t 
labor itself. Labor operating on material is the source of we 
or abundance, but it is not wealth. It is the result of labor | 
is wealth and the more result you can get with the less labor « 
pended the wealthier you are as a man or a nation, and there! 
if under your natural condition you can without legislative b 
ing employ labor so as to make that which is suited to your «!! 
mate and your soil and your industrial development, and w \) 
the price of that product can buy something that somebody « 
can make cheaper than you can make it for yourself, you gr 
wealthy by the process. Labor employed constantly one bund! 
years at a naturally unprofitable occupation, whether made | 
itable to those engaged in it by legislation or not, can cr‘ 
nothing but a loss of wealth. It does not make any differe 
who suffers the loss of wealth, whether the employer or 
laborer, or whether by some legislative legerdemain the employer 
can shift the loss off upon the consumers—the mass of the )¢ 
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comparatively. ‘They bear the same relation to each other that | a RIDAY. We will fish. We will adorn our houses. We will read t 
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e could determine what comforts it would procure with the| 7, momen aa er B ue ee ete ee a ce a 
ling at its disposal. One person would prefer te be better t] teat saad dd ff - of thi : rfidi nus st hi er. i 
P he interested offers « his perfidious stranger 
ther better fed, another better taught, and another more -, ae Ss ; 
Fripay. Volitical reasons’? 
a : R0BINSO Ss the first place, he makes these offer Yi 

n the workings and effect of protection. ant ont ane xe ee | ee ees he mak c s 
t an easy matter. Before taking hold of a complicated in- | Bs 'DAY a cade die eee since they are for ours als 
ust be studied in the simplest one.  Aaraheet. Stuaer-ter chess aenaiieatenstaei om * eckiminy te - , . 

e simplest you choose. hi os eo , etiisie ; ee ’ ™ _ 

an how Robinson Crusoe, having no saw, set to work to Fripay. And he on us. We need his game, he our vege les. a WwW 
a 4 : rill live in gooe -ndship. 

He cut down a tree, and then with his ax hewed the trunk on ae i hei ie want I should leave you w diol 

s until he got it down to the thickness of a board. ee aa ; . ‘ 3 d i : I leay t 
+t vava j ¢ « ance o aeons D ; ans g 4 A : 

é eave — an abundance of work? | Fripay. Let us see. I am still waiting a good re 
Tull Gays. > ns ‘ 33 hs “¢ learns ft iv 

: . ‘ s.%es ‘ Ropinson. Supposing that the strang learns to cultivate a n 
e live Tor o is 1e? 7 tie 7 : os 
‘ ae Ree ee ee and that his island is more fertile than our Do you s¢ 
5 ad ; 1 ax? quences ¢ : ; 
i no the ax? Fripay. Yes. O relations with the stranger will stop Hk 
unteda, , Posey i ’ } 
. . 4 ‘ take no more vegetables from us since he can get them at 
d; but there is one thing which, perhaps, you do not know. — coat He will rie us nO More game since vw 
it that Robinson gave the first blow with his ax, he saw! nothine to give in exchange, and we will be t! st where 
ich the waves had st up on the shore. ne to be now 
ky accident! He ran to pick it up? ROBINSON " Short sighted savage! do not see tha f } 
first impulse, but he checked himself, reasoning thus: a eee i aan : atthe We tnoneatt ith tr 7 
ht : * 1 * e “OV et yur I iz y nul atl W i i i \ i 
after this plank, it will cost me but the labor of carrying cestt — i cman Festi a ih 3 -_ 
‘ : s + « e r DY > 1eim su nm yes > 
time spent in. going to and returning from the shore. garacams Ws 1 do that onl : : 
f | make a plank with my ax, I shall, in the first place, ob 8 RIDAY. But he wil -~ that “= mg os we giv 
for fifteen days, then I-shall wear out my ax, which will | ¢4#¢— that is to Say, 80 tong as we Bnd someting etse to 
opportunity of repairing it, and I shall consume my pro wiht ae e SaOee : ry 
will be a third source of labor, since they must be re ROBINSON. Something etse ; oo eneng else | LO v 
labor is wealth. It is plain that I will ruin myself if | to that. ou are very vague, friend Fri’ ty taal 
his stranded board. It is important to protect my personal | '® your views. y 
ow that I think of it, I can create myself additional labor The contest lasted a k 1e, and, as often ] t te , 
ihis board back into the sea.” convinced that he right Howeve Robin Y 
reasoning was absurd! ence over Friday, his views prevailed, and y s er 
Nevertheless, it is that adopted by every nation which | an answer Robinson said to him: , 
by prohibition. It rejects the plank which is offered it ‘Stranger, in order that your proposition may be accepted 
r a little labor, in order to give itself more labor. It | be sure of two things: T first is that your island n 
n in the labor of the custom-house officer. This answers | game than ours, for we will strt but with eq arn I 
which Robinson took to give back to the waves the pres is that you will se by the bargain. For, as in every « 
shed to make him. Consider the nation a collective being, | is necessarily a gainer and a loser, we would be ¢ ed if " 
not find an atom of difference between its reasoning and | What have you to say? 
on. ‘Nothing, nothin re e who rst 
Robinson see that he could use the time saved in doing | and returned to his canoe 
‘ The story would not be was not so 
ething else?” He is no more so than 1 Hau s 
ne has wants and time, one has always something to do Oh, there is a great di pp ) 
1d specify the labor that he could undertake I can | what comes to the same Li vil g r 
sily t t which he would have avoided. I assert, that | our world; the diversity f d 
} ‘edible blindness, confounded labor with its result chants and money, change t] mit 
the means—and I will prove it to you. All this complicates transa« ns it d their t 
necessary, but this is the restrictive or prohibitory system What! Do you propose to compa! I I e >» mu 
t form. If it appears absurd to you, thus stated, it is | changes ; f 
two gualities of producer and consumer are here united in Commerce is but a multitude of « La S ‘eal l t 
- exchange is identical with the real nature of cor a 
then, pass to a more complicated instance. | is of the same nature with i as the gravitation w 
’ Some time after all this, Robinson having met Friday, |} an atom is of the same nature as which attracts a world 
| and began to work in common. They hunted for six hours| Thus, according to you, these arguments, © 1 in Robinson's 
ig and brought home four hampers of game. They worked | are so false, are no less so in th ir protectionists? — 
‘ep for six hours each afternoon and obtained four baskets Yes; only error is hidden bett > complication of ci D 
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Now, Mr. Chairman, I have written what follows for a few 
sentences, because I have wanted to measure my words righ! 
here when I say; I would rather live in a country that taxes nm) 
property directly—houses and lands and cattle and poll—and 
pays out the proceeds directly once a week from the subtreas- 
uries to all needy laborers working at less than a given wage— 
supposed to be a living wage—than to live under the present sys- 
tem. I would rather do it for two reasons: First, because | 
would know exactly how much I was paying, and now I do not: 
and, secondly, because I would know exactly who was getting 
what I paid in, and now I do not. [Applause on the Democratic 
side.] I know quite well who does not get overmuch of it—the 
laborer—the pretended beneficiary. 

I would rather, Mr. Chairman, be taxed directly 5 or 9 mills 


| a year, and know that the money was given once a week to po 


\ now ‘lect some instance from what has actually occurred. 
well In France, in view of custom and the exigencies of the 
c j th is a useful article. Is it the essential thing to make it or | 
ti j 
1! To have it, we must make it. 

I not necessary. It is certain that to have it some one must 
0 it; but it is not necessary that the person or country using it 
sf! ike it. You do not produce that which clothes you so well, 
n the coffee it uses for breakfast. 

B { purchased my cloth and France its coffee. 

I tiv, and with what? 

W ‘ 

I i ot make the specie, nor did France, 

\ 1 What? 

Wi ur products which went to Peru. 

| 1 it is in reality your labor that you exchange for cloth and 
Fre \ labor that is exchanged for coffee? 

a iinly. 

‘I 1 it is not absolutely necessary to make what one consumes? 

No; if one makes something else and gives it in exchange. 

In other words, France has two ways of procuring a given quantity 
of cloth. The first is to make it, and the second is to make something 


< bh 
else 1d exchange that something else abroad for cloth. Of these two 
ways, which is the best? 

I do not know. 


Is it not that which, for a fired amount of labor, gives the greatest 
quantity of cloth? 

It seems so. 

Which is best for a nation, to have the choice of these two ways or 
to have the law forbid its using one of them at the risk of rejecting the 


} 


to me that it would be best for the nation to have the 
choi since in these matters it always makes a good selection. 
i prohibits the introduction of foreign cloth decides, 


i! Law 








then, that rance wants cloth it must make it at home, and that it 
is f iden to make that something else with which it could purchase 
for n cloth? 

if | true 

And as it is obliged to make cloth and forbidden to make something 
els i because the other thing would require less labor (without 
which France would have no occasion to do anything with it), the law 


that for a certain amount of labor France should 


virtually decree 











s fo 
] ut 1 yard of cloth, making itself. when, for the same amount 
of . it could have had 2 yards by making something else. 
DP what other thing? - . : 
j itter what. Being free to choose, it will make something else 
o! » long as there is something else to make. 
| is possible; but I can not rid myself of the idea that foreigners 
I nd us cloth and not take something else, in which case we shall 
1 ttily caught. Under all circumstances this is the objection, even 
i r own point of view. : Ss ae 
dmit that France will make this something elsc, which is to be 
i for cloth, with less labor than if it had made the cloth 
i? e ° . . + : © 
rhen a certain quantity of its labor will become inert? 
hut people will be no worse clothed—a little circumstance which 
‘ , derstanding. Robinson lost sight of it, and our 
do not s it, or pretend not to. The stranded plank thus 
1 for fifteen days Robinson’s labor, so far as it was applied 
plank, it it did not deprive him of it. Distin- 
etween these two kinds of diminution of labor, one re- 
i the her in comfort. These two things are 
: assimilate them you reason like Robinson. 
; ' ed, in t most simple, instances the sophism 
the utility of labor by its duration and in 
ot its results, which leads to this economic f 7, @ 
f , ‘ bor, in or t rease its duration and 
1 , 
WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, protectionism is not 
‘ sere 1 of the prostitution of public functions to 
' e « me ; the mother of graft in very many ways, 
as ; the mother of State cialism and of a spirit of com- 
: _ Itis the mother of them, because it plants and waters 
velops to fruitage the idea that the citizen has a right 
ind 10] ; 
to k to the Government for support and enrichment; because 


dermines the old cardinal American principle that the citi- 
hould support the State and not the State the citizen. 

\I Chairman, if it be governmentally allowable to levy a 
i econsume—an indirect tax—in order to increase 
dividend, or to create a dividend for somebody—an 
ter, for example—or to increase the wage of somebody 

li: or to create for somebody who is laboring a 
wage (and the latter—pretense, as it is—is the strongest state- 


ease for protectionism that has ever been made), 

{ t is equally allowable to reach either of the same ends 
directly by taxing my land or horses and dividing the proceeds | 
‘capitalists or laborers in the “ protected” industry —pay- | 





lirectly over to them out of the Treasury. 
You say it “encourages industry!” 
0 the extent of requiring more work from me to pay the 

eep up the other fellow’s establishment! dead certain! 


Yes; it encourages my | 


‘ing once planted in the mind of the citizen that it is | 


sovernment, or that it is permissible for the Govy- 
»men in certain industries prosperous by use of 
then why not make prosperous other men in 





istries? All come clamoring. And then why not 

n | those who are needy prosperous? What dreams of 
ity by legislation! It would simply be Tittlebat Tit- 

yuse’s game of gammon over again, “ to give everybody every- 


thing without taking anything from anybody.” 


women in sweat shops, or to men and women in order that their 
children might be kept out of factories and mines, than to haye 
myself and my laborer in my cotton field, black as he is, taxed 
indirectly on what he and I wear and eat, as we are now, on 
the pretense that the money goes dribbling through the hands 
of Carnegies, and Schwabs, and Cramps, and various steel-trusi 
and glass-trust magnates, to these same laborers. If you w: 
to give it to workingmen, give it to them. But see to it that 
they get it. If you want to tax me that they may earn a hig! 
wage, tax me, but see that théy get it. Let there be no lie in 
the belly of the act. Do not let the wrong man get it; do 1 
dribble it through somebody who keeps it by the way. Do 
away with the pretended intermediary of your pretended 
charity. 

Mr. Chairman, others may deceive themselves, but as for 
I see no difference between these two forms of state socialis 
Nor do I see any difference between either one of them in kind 
(though, of course, I see some in degree) and the system tl! 
prevailed in the latter days of the Roman republic, the syst 
of furnishing panem et circenses, of giving bread and circuses 
to the Roman populace. I will go further; I would rather be 
taxed directly to give bread and circuses to the laboring » 
or even to the idle poor, if only they were poor an&@ not 
by criminality), than be taxed indirectly to give French opera 
and turtle soup to those richer than I, who reward my patie 
under burden-bearing by charging me more for what they 
able to make and sell me, by virtue of having taxed me, than 
they charge to the foreigner who buys from them. [Applau 
on the Democratic side. ] 

You say all this is rank socialism, rank agrarianism, r: 
communism? So it is; and I am not in favor of any of 
of course. But I am more nearly in favor of it than of ; 
tectionism. It is at least what it is. It is honestly it 
There is no humbug nor pretense of other thing about it. IP 
tectionism is equally rank socialism, rank agrarianism, r 
communism, even under the pretext you make for it as a | 
ciple—namely, that you are taxing one man in order that 
other man may earn a higher wage. It is worse when 
consider that its real aim, effect, and result is to tax one man 
that another may earn @ higher dividend. 

Now, it is not true that the purpose or effect of the system is 
to benefit labor. Abundant proof shows that it is not true and 
that it is not your intent—especially the fact that you ha ) 
protective tariff on labor itself. But if it were true, I would stil! 
come back to the gist of things and say that if it be an allowable 
governmental object, then let it be done so that I may know w! 

I pay and know who will get it and when he gets it and who will 
not get it. You have taught socialism. You have planted the 
seed. You have poisoned the chalice. Watch and see if it does 
not return to your own lips. Go to the steel factories; go to the 
coal mines; go where they blow glass; go to the iron wor 
this country ; go to the silk mills, and you will find that in n 
of greedy soil have grown the fruitage from the seed which | 
have planted—from the concept that men havea right to de: l 
legislative support, instead of supporting themselves. Thcy 
are to-day demanding the direct system rather than t! 
direct system. Where do you find all the communism 
cialism, aye, and anarchy, that you find in this country? 

bit of it is right around the crowded tenements, whic 
right under the shadows of your highly protected indu 
where you have induced men to gather in unhealthy h 

It encourages socialism in another way. It encourages ) 
leave the country and move to town, instead of li 
mentally, morally, and physically healthy life upon the land; 
be gathered and cooped up in great hordes in the tene! 

In this hothoused atmosphere they have learned your } 
They are beginning to preach it. 

Mr. FASSETT. I should like to ask the gentieman 4 — 
tion. I have been unable to gather how much better incic ul 
protection is than if it is intentional protection? 


? 
" 

i 

) 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. If I travel from here to the Treasury and | changes in order to restore confidence and avert a pani A : 
dentally step upon an ant by the way, it would be just the ig gy a ae ie oes yponh 3 een a 
. ce * a ah « j i as S ik Indertaken or ftnishe¢ ere Is he l 
e thing to the ant as if I had stepped upon it on purpose; | change in the volume of revenue to be demanded ae 
not the same thing so far as I am concerned. In the one | Moreover, the national budget bears so ge a pl tion to tl 
ce . ‘urreney P the untr } ‘ : “ot , 
I would have purposely crushed out the life of a poor, pi vou Sag aan mae te ee u gy Ph a ng 
. = 7 owe z ad BeCuCcy. SuUMMIOngs up wha as een sak is Vv ic 
ensive creature I had met in going to the Treasury, not] the chief difference between Federal and local ¢ im. te 
iuse I did not see it or could not avoid it, but because I | former must constantly be able to emerge It 1 
ited to: in the other case while I was going to the Treas- | = tage eer pir peer hg - eae divisi am" i { ; 
e pes argei ment of uncertainty and fluct tion ft vided 
and had the right to go to the Treasury, I had stepped | ~ fhis important conclusion certainly f ! he f it i 
it because I could not help it. I need not tell a gentle- | the Federal revenue system should be « : ‘ i 
of your astute intellect that a man hunting ants to kill fgets - Sangeeey a foreseen “ nforeseen, and co 
amine . " x . Piha = I ad whet hat exigency is pasi low t iff ha ‘ 
| kill many more than he who is merely going to the freasury. now meeting this requirement we are to consider in the next ' 
ut tariff taxes merely to go to the Treasury. The act of a It was stated above that the aim in fiscal le ation on 
who stepped on an ant accidentally would not furnish an —— —_ year a exe t balance of receipt xpenditure: ther 
te : s113 . : » farme | SUrplus nor deficit. Manifestly ina bu \ indred n 1S, 
ment to lead a life of ant killing, nor suggest other forms | involving the handling of twice that sun: hed e would 
ling. I do not think your question or my answer adds | be a miracle of luck as well as of good nt. As i 
to the discussion | . ficit of only a million or two in our nati al manag ‘ ld 
ot ae a . at e much below the average deviation xact b e, 
_ Mr. Chairman, one or two more words, and I am through. | th. refore, we are reduced to the | -actical ne essity f cl 
\ would say to me, “ Would you revolutionize the whole | a prospective deficit or a prospective surplus, we must in inet 
1 in a single act?” No; I would not; nor would I, had che someneorations affecting such a choice 
as cca ieee is" oN eo is ea ee iia é Manifestly a surplus means on the face of it t t re revenue | 
| | living in Rome in bread and-« ircus”” days, have put 80 | been collected than was needed—more, perhaps, than was Vv i 
( ‘bread and circuses overnight, or by one act. roo | desired. Regarding it as a tax exacted from the citizens, it is y 
en and women, who were not responsible for the system | 20 unjustifiable exaction, though perhaps unavoidable. The best justi 
> . a : ication of a surplus in any year is its unpreventa 
‘hich they merely existed, would have been hurt; but I | "¢@* . eka” ahaa cel eee ’ 
™ . e o * 
rone the less, have sought to inaugurate—to make a be- Sa : ‘ ° . . ° 
. D ¥ , and he fiscal machinery for such a great emergency as a war t be 
¢ toward—a system whereby a could gradually and | like guns, ammunition, and battle ships, in readiness for ins t 
« but completely and forever, rid the body politic and | The financier must know where additional revenue m be obt ed 
> . . he 1! co ; « ir ¥ ne ¥ * har +? , 
of more importance, the soul politic—of the “ bread-and- | that should go without saying. Much more than this, he 1 " 
: .- oe sas “a ing and e the machinery for collecting it in full operation in time of peac I 
heory of Government and all its corrupting and com- importance of this observation can not be overemphasized. ‘I 
id independence-undermining tendencies, tion and installation of revenue-collecting machinery is not th 
odern America I would work toward the Democratic = posta sere ; it — not - done by act of ¢ ‘ongress : it is an a ir iistra 
. . : : ee pee ; tive evolution and may ake years for its comple ) tere if is 
ard the ultimate goal, which is a tariff for revenue | gay, is a great need arising for double or even ten times t! linar 
[ would gradually take down and not violently knock | budget. ‘The people are able and anxious to contribute, but ving to 
unnecessary artificial scaffolding. I have said pro- | the lack of revenue machinery the burden is unequally distributed, th 
ae x ; ; ae ae Ta orall | cost of collection is high, incompetent and dis! t officials have to 
is immoral and that it suggests further immorali- | je weeded out, the tax is unproductive, the disapy om : 
t it is socialistic and suggests other forms of socialism. pair the public credit, and finally drastic attempts made to 
» show that it is inelastic as a fiscal system. obtain revenue by debasing the currency. All this ppened 
- ae, . a - » . during our civil war. 
take the liberty of using the language of another, both | It may seem superfluous to dwell upon so patent a proposit t 
ime and strength and because he amplifies the point | the excuse for doing so shall be the portance thereof and rt 
{ can ness of our financial experience as ill tion 
ae ‘ a . It is w known now that at the close of the Revolution th« 
e from the manuscript of Professor Conner, to whom I a superabundance of coin in this intr’ The peop were pr 
] eady referred and the perusal of whose book on Tariff | and resourceful. joth the English and the French armies were 
. ‘ ° ash - ft) * eunplie ¢ 1 the coin couk i leave the cour 
I highly recommend when it shall be published, al- | ee ee ag ra ae ote eee oe 7s . eave “= - 
{ e is a tariff-reform Republican and I am a tariff-reform | exports was sufficient to ‘m Am statesmen, w! ie l 
| and in many respects we see things from widely loudly against the squandering of money upon foreign fir Bat ! 
: “VW ‘ abou he Governme ‘ lis time—that is a more far ‘ 
i standpoints. What of that? He talks much sense, - oo — re ent 7 tl ain ; : , : ' 7 . a familis : 
. ’ . * . eocUus ( reuecal ne. i t As if nationa revenue & te t } 
in is to cure abuses. Whosoever is not against us in | time—not a penny could be raised, all had to depend upon the \ 
ele is with us. In Chapter II of his forthcoming work | contributions of the constituent parts. The wonder is that und 
circumstances anything could be raised 
THE NATURE OF FEDERAL FINANCE. So far Professor Conner. What he says is well said. 
din this chapter to present two contrasts and the conse I may add that formerly an income tax could have been r 
¢ from them; the first briefly, the second at greater | sorted to in cases of emergency, leaving the balance of the 
first of these is the contrast between public and private | geal system intact and undisturbed, or comparatively so, thus 
cond is the contrast between Federal, or national, finance | .", Ti . : fe a ae 
State and municipal finance. The point of contrast in | introducing, outside of the tariff system of taxation 1 e 
bring out the difference in their nature. |} ment of flexibility. Since the decision of the Supreme Court 
ral at first thought to infer the nature of public finance | of the United States declaring the income tax to be d t tax 
nalogy to private finance, but a moment’s reflection will . . E 8 nice iad : te 
fallacious. Many nations, indeed, have proceeded upon | 2tion, and therefore rendering the levying and colle of it 
sumption, heaping up wealth in their treasuries and sup- | impracticable, it is all the more important that any 1 s 
0 Ne eee en Se eres _= |} tem which we may have should contain within ze] he ele 
. same ‘as » “aaas 1 STS .. es 1 e | a i . . 
physical man to become decrepit as old age advances, and | Ment of elasticity. It is self-evident almost that a vi 
d he must prepare. Not so, however, with the meta- | tariff can not answer this condition. Its schedules ar ranged 
for though it, too, may reach a period of decrepitude, it | gg as to be prohibitive of importation in many regards 1 so 
d upon the assumption of perpetual life, each year’s reve . - eet 7 : : 
for each year’s needs, neither a surplus nor a deficit in | 48, to be, more or less nearly, an approximate prohil i 
lzet {I am of the opinion that there ought always to be | regard to all schedules. It follows that additional re ves CAN 
a working margin ’’—to meet not unreasonable con- | 7 » nif¥einea rt “ieine 1 rates , r0Q ina 4 . 
I. S. W.] An overflowing treasury isa menace to a state: | n t be obtained by rais ng the ra . of a genuine | "¢ 
| it is not so, except he be a spendthrift. Hence a state taruf. Phat would result only in lessening reve 1es ! 
rded as a money-making institution, for it accumulates | import duties might be levied upon numerous ar 
yuublie service. It does for its citizens collectively alras , _ -o1 a nid y 6 tce] ¢ 
¢ which they can not do for themselves equally well already taxed, but even that would pri — * if ee th 
its fiscal aim should be, assuming that it has a resource- of orthodox protectionists as an attack upon the : 
d perfect revenue machinery, to have an empty treasury | and would cause all the interested beneficiaries of it 1 ) 
of each fiscal year in all ordinary times of public tran its rescue. If. in order to increase the revenues accruing under 
nt of contrast mentioned, namely, as between Federal | a protective tariff, the rates were lowered, it would add $ 
nee, is now to be noticed. | excitement to war excitement and antagon powert 
e domain of any division of government is affected by the | ests, whose aid, good will, and capital would be need As 
f tions and the relationship thereof to its needs. Thus ite a aie i “ t] ; * ’ oe 2 
f State and local governments are regular and constant, | Professor Conner says, — the supreme danger of prot 
ttle from year to year. Those needs should be met by a | that it is so hard to be shaken off or even diminished wl the 
ased upon property or income and not upon a fluctu- need of it has been outgrown.” Witness our steel 1d n, 
“ ‘i a é - ‘ |} our leather and boot and shoe, and our window-glass sched 
ls, on the other hand, change more frequently and more | Wes. It would be hard to diminish the rates, ey nm when public 
rtue of the exercise of its constitutional sovereignty | stress and strain demanded more money for public defense and 
ean , sere —_ og ae he — een | therefore a diminution of protective rates in order to get it. 
MOT Cars 1 ) is > é “it reSponsidtti } . 2 . 
1arged with the duty, exercised through Congress, of | Look at the other side of the picture. <A revenue tariff, so 
age got controlling the currency. Thus the credit of | adjusted as to obtain only the money actually needed in es of 
in its keeping as well as the enormous responsibility : or . . " : 
a ‘ ‘ . “ace. is , ghest degree elastic as well as economy-e! ur- 
safe monetary system. It is incumbent upon it, there- ow 7 = the ha . - “ ' i : “t] 
able promptly ‘to meet sudden financial and industrial | aging. Why? Because the rates would not in peace times be 



















i 6076 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


APRIL 28, 





! 
placed at the maximum revenue point, but at a point lower | she in this act gives power and authority to the executive dc- 
than that When an increase of revenue was required for war | partment of the government to meet the evil at once, and sum- 
or other emerge! purposes the duties could be raised up to, | marily, without waiting to convene the Canadian Parliament, 
i but not beyond, the maximum revenue point. I say not beyond, | and without waiting after that for the slow processes of cx 
; because the moment that point was passed revenues would | ful legislation. It seems to me that she has set us an exam 
( This could be done without disturbing existing con- | well worth imitating. 
vithout ereating industrial dislocation. I have tried to answer the gentleman from Iowa. I ha 
the war or other emergency was passed the reduction | tried to show what I believe—to wit, that protectionism js 
vuld, in turn, be made without a revolution of the | hurtful to the body politic and to the soul politic; that it is 4 
f eal sy To illustrate, say that the maximum rey- | breeder of immorality and state socialism, and that it is, as a 
( nt on a given article (A) were 10 per cent, on another | fiscal system, from its nature inelastic and inflexible. 
(B) 20 per cent, on another article (C) 50, and on ar- I thank the House for its courtesy and patience. [Loud . 
i) SO per cent—that is, that these rates would indicate the | plause on the Democratic side. ]. 
] beyond ich increased rate of duty levied and collected | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks 
‘ { ! p for loss of revenues caused by diminution in | unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the ReEcorp. [s 
i ne of ris. If this were the case, then in times of | there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. The 
me vhen Q moderate revenue was needed, the duty on | gentleman from Washington is recognized for an hour. 
\ | be probably 5 per cent, on B 10, on C 25, and on D 40. Mr. LAMB. I would like to make this statement. Between 
Ni ‘ t that you could increase the duty on A to} now and half past 3 the time was agreed to be divided 
! 10 p nt, that on B to anything short of | equally between the two sides, and if the gentleman from W;: 
r. on © to anything short of 50 per cent, and | ington has one hour he will take from the Democratic side | 
1 D to hing short of 80 per cent, procuring at each | belongs to them. I believe gentlemen on this side want 
s rease an increased revenue, while providing at | just and fair in this matter. 
t] i » a little stimulation, but not enough to be harmful, Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest that the committee do 
t S It is evident that there is a wide margin of rev- | now rise and make a new arrangement as to the time we go into 
‘ possibilit or increase and decrease alike between the | the five-minute debate. The gentleman from Mississippi has 
‘ of 1inimu revenue rates and maximum revenue | made a very interesting speech of four hours and some minutes 
rat and that, too, without revolutionary effect on commerce | long. 
( ‘ dustrialism. Not so with a protective tariff. Its rates Mr. DALZELL. Four hours and fifteen minutes. 
to some extent—sometimes altogether—the guaranty of the; Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I suggest that course. I do not 
‘ ty of a “system;” false system, it is true, because arti- | intend to take the management of it out of the hands of the ¢ 
ficial, but ll a system. If the so-called “principle” of pro- | tlemen on the committee. 
ti 1 be adhered to, no reduction large enough to result in| Mr. LAMB. I do not see the chairman on the other side. 


is importation, and therefore in any considerable increase Mr. DALZELL. I think we ought to have a chance for a 
of reyenue, can be looked for. Controlling interests, allied to- | hearing. 
or r and all wrapped up in “the system,” would prevent. Mr. LAMB. I would say you have had more than your 


























hey would force war even to be carried on almost entirely by | chance already. You have had thirty-five minutes more on 
ir ‘nse bond issues, mortgaging posterity, and by issues of | your side already. 
legal-tender currency, resulting probably in a cessation of specie Mr. WADSWORTH. That is a fact, according to the time 
} nts, and therefore entailing future “resumption,” with | kept by the clerk at the desk. There is an hour and ten minutes 
all its necessary stringency and hardships. Rely upon it, the | left, and that time ought to be equally divided between the two 
pr ‘ted interests will be no less selfish and no less powerful | Sides. That is about forty minutes. The House has agreed to 
in legislative halls in times of war than in those of peace. | adjourn at half past 3 o’clock. 
Under revenue tariff, however, there are too few people I think the general debate on the bill has been liberal l 
vitally interested in any rate, or all rates, to enable them to | long, and there are other appropriation bills to come, when t 
orm a controlling influence. Such interests as exist under a | matter can be thrashed out. 
tariff are natural, not artificial, and not dependent upon Mr. LAMB. I ask unanimous consent that the remaining 
li tion, therefore not obstructive of legislation which is | time be equally divided between the two sides. 
‘ which is needed for fiscal purposes. So much The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks u 
question of elasticity. mous consent that the remaining time be equally divid 
( thought in conclusion. We can, I think, learn a | tween the two sides. Is there objection? 
le f 1 our neighbor to the north of us—Canada. In the There was no objection. 
l l s, when a great combination of capitalists, control- The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. 
duct, violates all ethics by shocking exploitations, | CUSHMAN] is recognized for half the balance of the time. 
l *“ the system,” we have to wait, as in the Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me say that the naval app! 
u cumbersome machinery of Fed- | tion bill follows immediately after this, and gentle! 
eral rislation can be brought into play and a special act of | wish to speak will have plenty of opportunity then. 
( S] i to repeal duty, so that the exploitation may Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I conceive that it 
ped The anthracite coal case was a peculiar one. | unfortunate for me that it should come my turn to make 
. ] * mm e Sl ing and the acute revolt | remarks immediately upon the close of that brilliant sp: of 
pub 1 have forced a Republican Congress to | the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wirirams]. And 
1 ‘emed the repeal of the duty. They do things | was indeed a brilliant speech of his. I think I may just! 
! © Section 18, clauses 1, 2, and 3, of the Cana- | gratulate the gentleman upon that speech, because in 
follows: seven years that I have been a Member of this House ea 
in council has reason to believe that every time the gentleman has delivered that speech t 
there exists any trust, combinat have been able to note a decided improvement in ad 
kind among manufacturers of phasis, an increased elegance of inflection, and far n 
a7 — ss the quent gesture. And, sir, the perfection which that s| 
c ers, the gover in | his will have attained by the time it is heard by the 1 
d 4 the supreme co eration is a subject the pleasant contemplation of which $0- 
“in a * resort & a ee lutely overcomes me. [Laughter.] 
SE a HEBREWS, XIII, & 
2 $ pe ‘s of the commissioners. Once there was a man of God, and, lo, it came to |] t 
it such trust, combinatior he was temporarily domiciled in one certain boardi 
1 if it appears to the governor in ; where the distinguishing characteristic of the daily m¢ 
S ( rs is facilitated by the int es hash. ae 
ac bee ae ee ee They had hash on workdays and hash on holidays, 
p nefit of reasonable comp tition week days and hash on Sundays, hash for breakfast, 
dinner, and hash for supper. 
( la virtually says to all men that, when pro- After ye man of God had endured this changeless | 
1 | effect of breeding a trust, she will either | in silence for some time, one day, when the Tanda 
or less of it; that if the protection on an article has | him his usual plate of hash, as he received it he | 
to lecreased, or even to go entirely, in order to kill a trust, | head reverently and murmured aloud: “ Hebrews, | ’ 
it shall e decreased or shall go entirely, and for this purpose | eight.” 
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‘ 
The lady of the house was much tified thereby, and as 
she could excuse herself she h to her room l 
down the good book and tenderly | v the dust off of it, 
then she turned over the pages to the thirteenth chapter of 
ews and to the eighth verse thereof and read as follows: 
Christ, the same yesterday, to-day, and forever.” 
Laughter. ] 
I have been in this House long enough, and heard that 
speech often enough from the gentleman from Missis 
Mr. WituiAMs], that whenever he rises to his feet in this 
to speak I always bow my head reverently and say to 
bre ;, thirleen, « 


olonged laughter. ] 
ever, I do not wish to be understood as criticising the 
eech., I consider that there were at least two 


sterful points about that speech, name 


man’s § 
g and m: 
titude. [Laughter on the Republican side.] 
| cheerfully admit that when any gentleman ari 
iis or any other assembly and attempts to justify 
the past record of the Democratic party he nec 


under unusual burdens, and no one ought intentionally 


1 
i 








t- } en ry ment 
o His emparrassinent. 


the gentleman’s strongest points seemed to be in tall 


the future, and in prophesying to the American peo- 
what is going to happen hereafter. But, sir, the gen- 
d his party are singularly weak when it comes to the 
plaining to the American people some things that 
‘ed in this country in the not remote past. 


few remarks that I have to make to-day upon the tariff 
will not be addressed to the imagination of the Ameri 
but will be dedicated to their recollection and their 
There is only one thing which may operate to bring 
‘ratic party into power in the future, and that is that 
can memory may become a little frayed around the 
But happily, sir, the minute the Democratic party gets 
er then the seat of the American trousers becomes 
and then American memory revives in a corresponding 
Laughter. | 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WrILi1amMs] proclaimed 
his party was sure to win in the near future. I do 
ve that is true; but if they do, it will not be altogether 
“l evil. It may be hard on the country at large and 
n general, but it will vastly benefit the Republican 
he last victory which the Democratic party won in this 
did more for the Republican party than an eternity of 
ing would have done. [Applause.] Gentlemen, it may 
hard on the country to have you win, but the Repub- 
can stand it, because any temporary victory you 
on your present principles would bring to this coun- 
* unmeasured industrial calamity akin to the last one 
And then the Democratic party would again go out of 
have to wait for another twenty-one years for a new 


. , 


nerican “suckers” to mature. [Laughter and ap 


ENTLEMAN FROM NEW YORK, M rOoOwNE 
course of his lengthy speech the gentleman from 
; i became very tired, and some of the extracts from 
k which he desired incorporated in his speech he had 
F | by another in order to save his own strength. 
ql rticularly interested to note that the distinguished 
Z formerly from Minnesota and now a Member from 
Mr. TowNe], was called upon to read these extract 
ded performance seemed all the more remark: 
I recalled the fact that only a few years ago 
in [Mr. Towne] occupied a seat on this, the Re- 
of this House and was one of the ardent champions 
ve tariff. And when he bade farewell to the Repub- 
; announced that he only did so on the single issue 
Ee And yet, after affiliating with that party and indors- 
: tical heresy, the gentleman seems to have let all 
ubraced all their heresies, including free trade. 
that was the conclusion I came to when I heard 
h such beautiful and polished diction the choice 
which his Democratic colleague from Missis 
ILLIAMS] handed to him. 
[ meditated upon the singular downfall of my friend 
NE], I thought of the lines of that old poem: 
Vice is a monster of so frightful mien, 
As to be hated needs but to be seen: 
i seen too oft, familiar with her face 
We first endure, then pity, then embrace. 








it as it may, I can frankly say that I greatly admire 
. inguished ability of the gentleman from New York 














[Mr. Towne]. He I l 
Ie 1 ik ( "Ss. AD j l 
He is a magnificent orator. <A 
superb and particular gift of his t ! 
despair with envy. ‘That rich, 1 l 
voice of hi = deed t é { 
dered, sir, how tl | 1 ¥ 1 
point of adm ble J i ! 
only conclusion I could « e t 
1 speaking for al ] t 
questions has tended t l 
point of pei ion tl l 
attain. [G t | l | 
‘ , 
Af, ( hair } » one of tI ; } 
‘ rn ¢ ns to att 
ing else to do. Just where th 


I am not able to say. Its origin is | 
American antiquity. It even 
| Laughter. ] 


There never was as much wh ing ¢ 
the day that George Washington am} 
his hatchet as was done by idle Ar 
years of 1892 and 1896. ‘[Laugl 





{ 
' 
‘ 
tT { 
ance of the free-trade policy that had 
disaster, and likewise campaigned ag 
crazy complement of free tr 1 
financial ruin to our other woes. [Appl 


In the little city of Centralia, in the 


distinctly remember that a large telep! 
corner at the junction of tl ns 
of that pole there daily gathered vast 
I l Isg ed men wl | ( 
‘Coin’s Financial School” and « Ss 
From the top of that old pole float \ 
just exactly 262 feet long—one fo 
000,000 worth of gold bonds that tl 
issued to keep itself afloat! Lau ( 
I stood there on the outskirts of tt 
me. And on every side as far as 1 
in the midst of a land of n 
wrecks, financial ruin, and industrial 
brooded the gaunt and somber specter 
a single buman being within sight 
pay roll rhey were all hitt 
feet t] | had a rele ¢ 3 
through a every ¢ h epres ed I 
ter. | 
Sil It was my tortune tf ‘ 
tralia in the month of August in the 
old pole was still there nd it 
looked natural. Everythings else 
reason the town had cha Ls 
habitants had more “ ch ! 
old town had been touched by the 
industrial life, even as the sleeping 


1 


were wakened when the wand of th 
the sleeping princess. 

Out of sheer reverence f 
look at the old Bry: 


was posted on the base of that old pole 


sawmill company asking for fifty 
Ye gods and little fishes! If al hi 
pole in 1896 advertising for one m 


victim who had starved to de: mu 
have torn that pole down trying 
|} and applause on the Republican 
Mr. MACON. Will the I 
CUSHMAN] state what was the wor 
is, between the years of 1892 and 
Mr. CUSHMAN. Well, Mr. ¢ 
choly subject for reflection at best. If 
| taken as a criterion it was all very bad, 


n land *k; and as si 


aan 


—s 


- 
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Mr. MACON. Does not the gentleman from Washington America; but, in the name of 90,000,000 of industrious, prosper- 


know that the worst year was the year of 1893? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. No, Mr. Chairman. I will say to the gen- 
tleman from Arkansas [Mr. Macon] that I not only do not 
know that to be a fact, but on the contrary I do know it to be a 
fact that it was in the year of 1894 that the panic reached its 
height—after your party, sir, was in power. 

Mr. MACON. Doesn’t the gentleman from Washington know 
that there was the greatest financial depression in the year of 
ISOS ? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. No, sir; I do not know anything of that 
kind. That was what you and your party tried to demonstrate 
to the American people in the political campaign of 1896, and 

that issue you and your party were kicked out of power by 
the people, and you haven’t got back since. [Laughter and ap- 
plause on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. MACON. It was not on that issue alone; that had a very 
small part to do with it. It was on the silver question. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Well, Mr. Chairman, the American people 
also settled the silver question just exactly opposite the man- 


tion of that question, too. [Applause.] 

The gentleman from. Mississippi [Mr. Wuitirams] has just 
closed a speech of more than four hours’ length, in which he has 
discoursed ably and eloquently and theoretically upon the ab- 
solute fairness and complete success of that system which is 
called “a tariff for revenue only.” 

I do not mean to speak in any contemptuous sense when I 
say that a complete and overwhelming answer to him, in my 
‘ut, could be made by asking him one question, as follows: 
‘You and your party tried this system in 1894, when you en- 


judgn 


work then?” It didn’t work at all. That is the truth about it. 
Mr. Chairman, my observation and personal experience in re- 


under a practical trial of it we never get the revenue. No; we 








ous, and patriotic people, we protest that we shall not be dragged 
down to their level. [Applause.] 
THE UNITED STATES, 


A small and narrow country, with few resources and limited 
productions, may be forced by the very logic of environment to 


| purchase many of the necessities of her people abroad. 


But pause for a moment, if you please, and sketch in your 
mind a geographical map and an industrial picture of the United 
States—reaching practically into the three zones of the North 
ern Hemisphere and stretching wide between earth’s two 
mightiest oceans; possessing almost every resource and produ 
cing almost every product that the breast of nature and tl 
genius of man, working in harmony, have ever produced; and 
peopled with a race of 90,000,000, whom statisticians and scien 
tists tell us—measured by their energy, their genius, and their 
productive capacity—are equal to almost twice that number of 
people on any other portion of the habitable globe. 

Sir, why should a nation of this description and a people of 


ner in which the Democratic party insisted that it ought to be | this character sit idly down in the midst of plenty and become 
settled. and the country, sir, is entirely content with the solu- | @¢Pe@dent upon the productive capacity of any other race be- 
ot 0 ee - oa | neath the stars? [Applause.] 


“ CAPTURING THE MARKETS OF THE WORLD.” 

Every now and then you will hear some patriotic but mis. 
guided American citizen saying that he wishes to see the tariff 
reduced so that our nation can capture the markets of the 
world. 

In answer to that hysterical clamor a few years ago the 
Democracy of this nation lowered the tariff, and we tried the 
experiment. And did we capture the markets of the world 


1 en- | then? Oh, no. As my friend from Michigan [Mr. Hamirion} 
acted the Wilson ‘tariff for revenue only’ law. How did it | 


| to that thing called “a tariff for revenue only” is that | 


never get the revenue. What do we get? Why, we get the | 


“only;” that’s what we get. [Applause and laughter on the 
Republican side. ] 

Vi ire continually told from the Democratic side of this 
House how beautifully this free-trade theory is going to work 
out in the future if we will only let them try it. What I want 
to ask is, Why did it not work successfully when you did try it 


{ 
? ~ 


Isd4 and 1895? 


| and prosperous industry. 


We have the same country nov that we had then. We have | 


the same people now we had then. 
neath us and the same atmosphere all about us. 
success then, what makes any man think it is going to be a 
success if you try it again? 


There seems to be a disposition at present in the ranks of the 
IT “atic party to crowd to the front the free-trade idea, or 
at | t the idea of tariff revision. 

We are continually told how much cheaper things are sold in 
other countries, and how much cheaper all articles can be bought 


d than at h And this is quoted as a reason why we 
should adopt a domestie policy which would, in effect, turn the 
American market over to the foreigner. 


Upon this general subject I desire to submit a few observa- 


WHY GIVE THE FOREIGNER OUR MARKET? 
Why should the foreigner be given the American market place? 


We have the same soii be- | 
If it was not a | 


er builds no home here; he tills no soil here; he | 


ays no taxes here. Why should he be permitted to sell the 
luct of his labor in a country that he does not help support 


to which he owes no allegiance, and in competition with the 


labor of the American citizen, whose little all is wrapped up in 
this nation? It is the American citizen who pays the taxes of 
this country in time of peace and fights its battles in time of 
wa 


In the plain and homely philosophy of Abraham Lincoln I find 
this utterance, the words of which ought to be emblazoned above 


the gateways of this nation. Lincoln said: “J'his country, with | 


its institutions, belongs to the people who inhabit it.” [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

That is a sentiment that ought to awaken at least a faint echo 
even in the hearts of the men who persistently advocate a sys- 
tem the legitimate effect of which is to trade off the employment 
and the prosperity of American citizenship to the aliens and pau- 
pers of other lands, 

Let no man say that I have no sympathy for the poor of other 
lands, because I have. 

The philosophy of American manhood and the genfus of Amer- 
ican statesmanship raises no objection to the outside world 
climbing up to the exalted industrial and economic level of 


says, “the reason we did not was because we were too hungry 
to get that far from home.” [Applause and laughter on 
Republican side.] And I might add as a corollary to that propo- 
sition—that we didn’t have anything to take with us. 

Instead of America penetrating the markets of the world, the 
markets of the world penetrated the vitals of American in- 
dustry. 

Those were the years when our foreign trade was the least 
and our industrial situation at home the most deplorable. And 
now, in the height of a protective-tariff era, we are capturing tlie 
markets of the world from behind the fortifications of protected 
[ Applause. ] 

Now, what are the best methods and means by which to ex. 
tend the foreign trade and commerce of this nation? The 
first essential is to become the master of our own home market 

You never heard of an army marching very far into an 
enemy’s country, did you, unless they had a base of supplies 
behind them? Well, that is a rule that works in peaceful com 
mercial conquest as well as in military warfare. 

If we throw our home market open and let other nations in 
vade and capture it, then the business of the home mant- 
facturer is destroyed, and the employment of the home work: 
ingman is gone. And when you put the American manufacturer 
and the American laborer out of business, you likewise de 
stroy the prosperity of the agricultural producer who leans 
upon them. And when you have destroyed the prosperity of 
those three classes then you have bankrupted your nation at 
home. Do you think that the nation is then in a good condi- 
tion to go out and battle for the markets of the world? 

No. A large and flourishing home market, diversified re- 


sources, and a high state of prosperity among all our peo)! 
here at home—these are the engines and the weapons that 


enable a nation and its people to wage a peaceful and su s- 
ful battle for the conquest of foreign markets. 

There are some so-called “ economists ” and self-styled si 
men who seem to think that the proper way to fit a nation ! 


| industrial conquest abroad is to first bankrupt and impoverish 
| it at home. But my philosophy and the history of the \ d 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


teach me that industrial paupers and manufacturing meudi- 
eants make mighty poor commercial travelers with whic! to 
“apture the markets of the world. [Applause.] ) 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman from Wu«sll- 
ington [Mr. CusHMAN] yield for a question? 
Mr. CUSHMAN. Well, I have but little time; but—— 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. All right; go ahead. 
Mr, BYRD. Will the gentleman from Washington yield to 


me for one question? You stated a few moments ago, :s | 
understood it, that during the reiga of the Wilson bill we «> 4 
nation had nothing to export, did you not? 
Mr. CUSHMAN. Oh, no; not at all. There has never )cen 
a time since this Government was founded that we did not ve 
something to export. I spoke in a comparative sense \ 
spoke of our foreign trade being less then than it is nc 
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ated that our foreign trade was at that time in a more de 
rable condition by far than it is now. 
Mr. BYRD. Did you not state, further, that it was like an 
‘ y leaving its base of supplies; that we would not venture 
on the high seas, meaning that we had but little to export; did 
; not say that? 
r. CUSHMAN. I fear the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
Byep] did not understand me correctly. What I said in 
e was that when we as a nation adopted a free-trade 
y, or tariff-for-revenue policy, aS was the case under the 
on bill, that the effect upon the general prosperity of our 
le at home was ruinous, and they were in effect reduced to 
rty. And being in a condition ef poverty they were not 
in a condition to go out and battle for the markets of the 
|. What I have stated is more especially true of the manu- 
than it is of the farmer. We produce in this country 
rplus of agricultural products; what we do not consume 


ow 


sub- 


facturer 


‘ ue is bound to go abroad to market. But when we have 
| rous conditions here at home we consume a greater pro- 


n of our agricultural products than when we are having 


_ BYRD. You did not say that, then, as I understood you. 
CUSHMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I was— 
BYRD. What did you say on that point? If we had 

I ¢ to export, then what did we do when we had been for 

t years under high protection? 

CUSHMAN. I'll tell you what we have been doing for 

{ years under high protection. We have been prospering 

ther nation on the face of God’s footstool has prospered. 


use, 
BYR 


D. Did you not say just now; did I not understand 
y say that we did not have anything to live on? 
: USHMAN. We have always had an abundance of agricul- 
t roducts in this country to live on. But there have been 
1 when the people of the nation did not have money to buy 
\ they needed. And when that occurred the farmer who 
] se products to sell likewise became poor. Poverty is like 
her disease, it is both infectious and contagious. I 
\ leayoring in my feeble way to show that during periods 
‘ y in this nation all the people of the nation suffered 
f poverty, and that people who were poverty stricken at 


uld not expect to go out and make as successful battle 
f gn markets as if they were prospering at home. 


THE DECLINE OF ENGLAND. 
' I was a child it was ultrafashionable in free-trade 
( 1 this country to continually picture the prosperity of 
d assert to the unthinking that a protective tariff 





untry was bankrupting the United States and enrich- 
i. Some way or other that argument does not seem 
h of a stage favorite now as it was in former days. 

( cal fairies are before the footlights now. 
st decade the wealth 
1 beyond the fondest dreams of those other days, and 
1 ‘holy tale of England’s lost prosperity and prestige 





tragic and pathetic story of the commercial world. 
e Democratic party was last in power in this nation, 
{ was the hum of industry in the factories of England 
rity among the workingmen of Manchester and Shef- 
Cardiff. 
e same time in America a vast horde of our own un- 
f d destitute formed into the ranks of “ Coxie’s army ” 
i *Commonwealers,” and in ragged, pathetic procession 
{ hed down upon this the Capitol of their country, and 
\ ‘ir protests within the shadow of tts mighty Dome 
while we are under the rule of the Republican party, 
press tells us of the mighty army of the unemployed 
|, in hunger and in rags marching through the streets 
( 1 of England, and giving voice to their lamentations 
of Hyde Park. 
, here at home, the mighty army of American labor 
I ‘th to fairer fields and richer rewards than ever 
re. [Applause.] 
; last few years have brought forth a great outcry from 
and to-day Hon. Joseph Chamberlain, her foremost 
is pleading with his people to adopt a protective 
their sole salvation. And at the same time a few | 
i Statesmen on this side of the ocean want us to adopt 
T that has bankrupted England and discard the policy | 
I enriched us. [Loud applause.] 
tion has been prosperous since the year of 1897. No 
t n can deny that. From the very hour of the election 
nt McKinley there was a gradual uplift in all the 
conditions of this nation. Why was there an uplift? 
. sir, the manufacturer knew that the dynamite of 


was net going to blow up his factory; because the 


and the production of America | 
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capitalist knew that the hand of repudiation could 


mn 


his contribution to the realm of industry [applause 


cause the laborers of this nation once more saw the 
through the clouds, and their multiplied m ons 
formed into the ranks and batt: ns of labor’s 
and moved out again to occupy the vas l 
American industry. [Applause.] 

CLAMS A DIET, 


My memory harks back to the days when the 





| [Great applause. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. f 


A 


The time o 


I 


COU 


t dest 


| ‘eful 
fruitful pl 


party was in full control of this Governn What 
times did we have then? There is only one iy that | 
describe the conditions that then exis ed: I Ss got j 
bad as they could passibly be, and ren ‘ it way 
long time, and then they got awors: | Laughter 

it was a most fortunate circumstance for that in t 
days of panic and starvation that I lived in ty of I 
on the shore of the ocean, because along the seashore t 
is always an abundance of raw clams. [Laughter.] W 
ever the tide is out the table is set. [Laughter.] Amn 
Almighty God had not made that wise and beneficent ] 
sion I would never have been able to live through that 
Democratic Administration. [Laughter.] 

And, sir, I pledge you my word that during the last A 
istration of Grover Cleveland I ate clams d ‘ 
ate clams till my stomach rose and fell in har ny W 
tides. [Great laughter and applause. } 

And, Mr. Chairman, when I look abroad over my n 
to-day and behold its boundless prosperity I have th 
in the American people that assures n heart that t 
not turn their backs in ingratitude uj the Sti 
prosperity that is as general and as genuin t] 
vading air, and follow off after the polished langu 
fruitful promises of a political acrobat from Mississip] 

A TOTAL ECLIPSE. 

Mr. Chairman, when I was a boy at school, years an 
ago, I studied the rudiments of astronon the scienc 
planets and the stars. I distinctly remember that I w g 
interested in that peculiar phenomena, the « se. A 
ticularly so after my teacher info l 
be figured out in advance to a mathematical certainty 
a total eclipse was going to occu 

Well, sir, l lived to see one to l eclipse cou 
wasn’t down on the books I | 1 to s te 
which the astrologers and astr« s of earth never 
or foretold. I lived to see the ds O} le bn 
of Grover Cleveland and the allied I r n 
across the face of the sun of Ame 1 prospel ind it 
every legitimate industry under 1 : S es V 
a condition of total eclipse 6D 1 sas ] 9 40) 1 
| black as any celestial phenomenon ever dre f or 
by any mundane star gazer. [Great laughter dq 

And I may say, Mr. Chairman, when 1 l ¢ 
curred I quit studying astronomy and | 
| economy and the science of Am i 
plause. | 

When I say that the welfare of this natior t I 
of its people are best served and promoted e | 
tariff policy, I don’t ask any man t Ly I 
to the history of this nation and the varying 
people. IL point out to the last se } 
of this nation—like unto the sev fat y¢ 
prophesied and foretold w 

Then I point ba to th s that 1 
years—the four years tha lis n i 
Administration of Grover Cleveland l 
those four years we were under the th free t 
during the last two we were actually under free trad 
Those were the four lean years, if you pleas A 
| Neither Joseph in his wisdom nor P! h in } 
| ever dreamed of anything like that } I 
| And yet those were four years W h 1 ful 
blessed the nation. There w no | t 
was no blight upon the rvest. l 
;} and the rain didn’t cease to f Amel l 
| wither nor American genius fade. The 1 f t 
| nature's God were not suspended 
| There existed every reason why f § 
| been as prosperous as the years bet he ye 
| them, except that labor had been 1 d, the 
| facturing business destroyed, a1 he produ e cap 
| this nation crippled by an academic and ine fre 
| law, under the operation of which men were unable to p 


the gentleman has expire 
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Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know if it is 
in order to ask that the gentleman’s time be extended? 

The CHAIRMAN. Under the arrangement only thirty-five 
minutes remain, and those thirty-five minutes are given to the 
other side. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. RANSDELL. } 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Mr. Chairman, I ask the in- 
dulgence of the House for a few moments while I discuss some 
features of the present bill. There has been a great deal said 
in the course of this discussion about protection. I wish to 
appeal to you, sir, and to the Members of this House, for pro- 
tection to one of the greatest industries of the section of the 
country that I represent—the cattle industry of the South, 
which is now menaced most seriously by the Texas cattle fever. 

As a result of that disease the South—and by the South I 
inean not only what we generally have in mind when we speak 
of the South, but the entire southern portion of this Union, 
from the Atlantie to the Pacific—is caused an annual loss of 
$63,250,000, according to the report of Doctor Mohler, Chief of 
the Pathological Bureau of the Agricultural Department. This 
terrible disease affects practically all the cattle of the southern 
country, and because of its ravages and the danger of the im- 
portation of cattle from that section to other parts of the coun- 
try our Government in 1889 established a strict quarantine, and 
no cattle can come from a point south of that quarantine to a 
point north without being subjected to the strictest quarantine 
regulations. This line is over 5,000 miles long. It extends 
from a little north of Norfolk, Va., across the State of Virginia, 
through northern North Carolina, part of Georgia, the southern 
part of Tennessee, northward into a small part of Kentucky, 
then south again, west between Arkansas and Missouri, then 
in 2 southwesterly direction through Oklahoma, Indian Terri- 
tory. and Texas; thence along the southern boundary of Ari- 
monn and New Mexico; thence along the eastern boundary of 
California and west to the Pacific, taking in about a third of 
Culifornia—upward of 5,000 miles in length. 

As I remarked, no cattle can come from a point south of that 
line without being subjected to the most stringent quarantine 
reguiations. As a result of that Texas fever, it is estimated 
by the most careful and expert scientists that every full-grown 
bovine in that country fails by fully 200 pounds to reach its nor- 
mal development. Now, as I stated before, Doctor Mohler, one 
of the eminent scientists of the Agricultural Department, says, 
in a bulletin issued recently, to which I call the attention of 
every Member of this House, that the South loses annually 
$68,250,000 from the ravages of the cattle tick. Some of our 
southern scientists claim that the damage is much greater 
annually. Mr. August Mayer, a yery prominent agriculturist 
and cattle raiser in Louisiana, says that the annual loss from 
the cattle tick is $150,000,000. 

Now, gentlemen, this is a terrible handicap on a very great 
industry of our nation. Doctor Mohler says that the loss 
amounts to 16 per cent annually. There are over 15,000,000 
cattle in the portions of our Union that are affected by this 
cattle tick, and 16 per cent loss on that number of cattle, as 
you see, is a very large amount. 


Several years ago because of this Texas cattle fever Germany 
p! 1 an embargo on the importation of live cattle from this 
intry. Because of this tick fever every animal raised in the 
South and brought north for sale suffers a diminution in value 
of from one-quarter to one-half a cent per pound, and as the 
northern market is the best market for our cattle that means 





that every animal of the South suffers a loss in value of from 
ne-fourth to one-half of a cent per pound because of this cattle 


w, sir, does this interest the people of the South only? 
No \nything that causes a diminution of national wealth of 


$63,250,000 a year interests the people of the entire Union. 
Mind you, sir, that is the lowest estimate—$63,250,000 a year— 
while the highest is $150,000,000, and a fair average is perhaps 


$100.000,000. Does it interest the northern grower of pure-bred 
cattle? U.adoubtedly; because the southern people are trying 
| the time to introduce these pure-bred cattle from the North. 


They are introducing them in large numbers, and would gladly 
i luce more; but when these pure-bred cattle are carried 
South they invariably take this fever and a very large per- 


of them die from it. Consequently it does not pay us 

» introduce these pure-bred cattle, and northern growers lose 
this magnificent field for the sale of their cattle. 

Now, what do we propose to do about this? The National 

Agricultural Department and the State departments of agri- 

ave been inyestigating it for some years, and have de- 

cided that the cattle tick can be eradicated and destroyed; that 

this quarantine line can be pushed south to the Gulf of Mexico; 
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that this can be done at a reasonable cost, and the southern 
people and the people of southern California are asking Con- 
gress to assist in doing it. In the bill now under discussio) 
is a provision appropriating $65,000 to enable the Secretary 0; 
Agriculture to undertake experimental work in cooperation wit} 
State authorities in eradicating the tick transmiting souther) 
cattle fever. 

We ask, Mr. Chairman, that that amount be raised to at 
least $100,000. We think that $65,000 is too small a sum, con- 
sidering the magnitude of the interests involved, and consider. 
ing the immense scope of country which this quarantine lino 
now covers. And I wish to say, sir, in passing, that it now costs 
our Government between fifty and sixty thousand dollars 4 
year to maintain this quarantine line. If we could eradieate 
the tick, if we could drive it into the Gulf of Mexico, we would 
not only save to the people of the southern portion of our 
Union between $63,000,000 and $150,000,000 a year, but we 
would save this annual sum now being appropriated to maintain 
the quarantine line of between $50,000 and $60,000. So, as a 
business proposition, it will certainly pay us to undertake this. 
The States below the quarantine line are doing their best to 
eradicate this tick. They are investigating in every way; th 
are moving with unity and accord. But, sir, this question js 
beyond the power of the States. This quarantine line, as | 
have explained to you, extends from the Atlantic to the Pacific 
Ocean. It is truly a national question, because it is beyond 
State lines, and because the quarantine line was established, 
not by the States, but by the National Government. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Has there been any substantia] 
progress made by the experiments you have had down there 
stopping the progress of this disease among your cattle? 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Why, yes, I think there has 
been substantial progress, but unfortunately we did not under- 
stand this subject until very recently. Our scientists have 
only recently come to a thorough understanding of it, and it is 
impossible for the States to handle this, as I said, because 
when they eradicate the ticks in any given area it is not in 
the power of the States to move the quarantine line below 
that area, but it is in the power of the National Government, 
and therefore we want the cooperation of the Government. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I fully appreciate that and 
quite agree with the gentleman, for many of the southern cattle 
come just across the quarantine line into my own State. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. And endanger your cattle. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Endanger our cattle, many thou- 
sands of them, every year. 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Right on that line, a Member 
of this House from the State of Kentucky told me a few mo- 
ments ago that one of his constituents had bought some tick- 
infested cattle in the city of Cincinnati about three years ago 
and taken them home to Kentucky; that they died, and not only 
they, but the balance of the herd, causing him a loss of thou- 
sands of dollars, and all due to this cattle tick. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. Certainly. 

Mr. TIRRELL. Is it not a fact that very little is known 
about the tick; that the Government experts themselves can 
not tell how long it takes to germinate them? 

Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. No; they have determined 
exactly how long it takes to germinate them. They u 
stand that thoroughly, my dear sir; a great deal better than 
they understood the foot-and-mouth disease; and you r \- 
ber a few years ago we appropriated $500,000—not a paltry 
$65,000—to eradicate the foot-and-mouth disease in New 1° 
land, and our magnificent Secretary of Agriculture went to 
work vigorously, and at an expense of $300,000 very promptly 
stamped out the foot-and-mouth disease from New Engle 

Now, we do know about this cattle tick. The Agricultural 
Department has determined to eradicate it. Our own scien- 
tists have determined to eradicate it, but our farmers do not 


y 


know how. We must educate them. It is a long process to 
educate the people who live along 5,000 miles of boundary, and 
in a territory covering several hundred thousand square iuiles. 

Mr. TIRRELL. I agree with the gentleman in all he has 
said, but I wish to say that I have had occasion to investigate 
this matter, and I have found that the Government experts 
yary from thirteen or fourteen days to twenty-one days n the 
germination of the tick, as communicated from one animal to 
another. 


Mr. RANSDELL of Lovisiana. I will not have time to dis 
cuss the scientific feature of it, but if you will read this bulle 


2 ; : 1 the 
tin by Doctor Mohler, gotten out recently, and will ! _ the 
hearings had before the Agricultural Committee on the 6c 0! 


February last, where Doctor Butler, of North Carolina ; seiner 
Morgan, of Tennessee; Doctor Soule, of Virginia, and Voctot 




















1906. 





Dalrymple, of Louisiana, and many other eminent scientists 


discussed this question, you will find that they practically agree | 


on this question.* There is a little difference in the number of 
days, just as fever affects one man for a certain length of time 
and another man for another length of time, but the disease is 
well understood; and if we can get the active cooperation of the 
National Government we can in a few years entirely eradicate 
it. Our southern scientists are a unit on this proposition, and 
our Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Wilson, says that if he is 
given the money “ he will drive the tick out of the South” just 
as be drove the foot-and-mouth disease out of New England, 
and as he is now driving out the scab in sheep and the mange 
among cattle in the Western States. 
¢100,000 to begin this great work, and when we consider the 
imagnitude of the interests involved and the vast area of coun- 


He earnestly asks for | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





iry infested by the tick, together with the great length of the 


suarantine line, that seems like a very small sum. 

Che large conference of Congressmen and southern agricul- 
turists held here on the 14th day of February last passed unani- 
mous resolutions asking $200,000 for this purpose; the commis- 
sioners of agriculture of the South at their meeting in Rich- 
mond Va., November, 1905, asked $500,000; the American Vet- 


erinary Medical Association at its meeting in Cleveland, Ohio, | 


August, 1905, asked “substantial Federal assistance to the 
Southern States in their effort to exterminate the greatest 
present menace to the cattle interest of a large part of our 
country ;” the Interstate Association of Live Stock Sanitary 
Boards, at Guthrie, Okla., September, 1905, passed the follow- 
ing strong resolutions : 


Whereas the Federal Government, in the exercise of its duties in pro 
ig and fostering the live-stock industry of the nation, has ex 
i large sums of public money in the successful control and eradi- 
of such diseases as contagious pleuro-pneumonia, foot-and-mouth 
; e, scabies, etc. ; and 
\Whereas the southern cattle tick, tick fever, and the Federal quaran- 
{ restrictions cause much greater loss to southern cattlemen than 
t liseases above named ever caused the Northern States; and 
ereas the cattle tick and the resulting Federal quarantine re 
‘ tions are the greatest obstacles to the development of the cattle 
i stry of the South; and 
ereas the work of tick extermination already done demonstrates 
t t is entirely feasible to eradicate the cattle tick: Therefore, be it 
ved, That it is the sense of this meeting that the time has 
d for active and substantial assistance and cooperation from the 
al Government with the Southern States in their effort to exter 
! te the southern cattle fever tick; and the Oklahoma Cattlemen’s 
(ssociation, at Oklahotha City in March last (1906), asked for $500,- 
Moreover, Doctor Melvin, Chief of the Bureau of Animal Indus- 
, Agricultural Department, concurs with Secretary Wilson in think- 
: $100,000 a proper sum to begin this fight. 


Therefore, Mr. Chairman, I earnestly hope that the bill will 
be amended before it reaches the President, and $100,000 be ap- 
»priated for this most laudable purpose. 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


lhe committee informally rose; and Mr. Hieeins having taken | 


the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
had passed without amendment bills of the following titles: 
It. R. 11848. An act granting an increase of pension to Cynthia 
Cc al, now Vernon ; 


14227. 
Bassford ; 
t. 12407. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Anna C. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


h. 12888. 


R. 12415. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Bodkin ; 


‘12019. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry | 


J ox: 

119 7. An act granting an increase of pension to August 

) dson ; 

‘ 15139. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
: i. 11824. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
rkins ; 

15683. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
i R. 15835. An act granting an increase of pension to George | 


MUpson 5 
15670. 

4 Fin; 

‘. 15451. An act granting a pension to Theresa Creiss ; 

‘. 15484. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


P 1-900 
Rn. 10596. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John T. 





5OS1 
H. R. 14553. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
Lienallen. 

H. R. 14552. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Davey ; 

H. R. 14853. An act granting an increase of pension to Helen 
C. Sanderson ; 

H. R. 14782. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Manahan; 

H. R. 18928. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 
Foster ; 

H. R. 15840. An act 
B. Hughson; 

H. R. 15548. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Ferber : 

H. R. 15256. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min I’. Greer ; 

H. R. 14117. An 
H. H. Fellows; 

H. R. 13840. An act 
lom Shell; 

H. R. 138788. An ac 
Hahn ; 

H. R. 

I. R. 
Rains; 

H. R. 13741. 
R. Seott: 

H. R. 138504. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Thompson ; 

H. R. 18345. An ac 
Clendenin ; 

H. R. 14498. An 
Davidson : 

H. R. 14688. An act granting an increase of pensio1 
Timmons; 

H. R. 12996. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 
B. McDonald; 

H. R. 18961. An act granting 
Buxbaum : 

H. R. 15321. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Skaden : 

H. R. 15621. An act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
M. Tarter: 

H. R. 15487. An act granting an increase of pension to Truman 
Aldrich: 

H. R. 14990. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
D. Whaley : 

H. R. 15569. An act 
riett A. Duvall; 

H. R. 15701. An act 
liam Brown; 

H. R. 15616. An act 
ant Calor: 

H. R. 15277. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
W. Pierce: 

H. R. 15050. An act 


granting an increase of pension to Edgar 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


granting an increase of pension to Absa- 


la 


granting an increase of pension to Henry 


13726. An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Manson: 
14116. An act granting an increase of pension to John P 


An a¢ 


oat 


granting an increase of pension to Geor 


> 


granting an increase of pension to Fr 


rank 


act granting an increase 


of pension to Eliza 


1 to Robert 


an increase of pension to Julius 


granting an increase of pension to Har- 
granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
granting an increase of pension to Pleas- 
increase of Wil- 


granting an pension to 


liam H. Near; 

H. R. 18862. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 
S. Holly; 

H. R. 12526. An act granting an inc! se ¢ pension to Solo 
mon Johnson; 

H. R. 14780. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


A. Royer; 


H. R. 10408. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
BE. Middleton ; 

H. R. 13437. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
R. Lowry ; 

H. R. 11692. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


P. Wishart; 

H. R. 14993. An 
M. Smiley; 

H. R. 15061. An act granting an 
Allen; 


act granting an increase of pension to Riley 


increase of pension to Ethan 


H. R. 15780. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
| Cole; 

H. R. 10424. An act granting a pension to Emanuel S. Thomp 
son; 


H. R. 14915. An 
drew W. Tracy ; 

H. R. 14566. An act granting an increase of pei 
E. Kiernan; 

H. R. 15380. An act granting an increase of pension to Valen- 
tine Gunselman; 

H. R. 11654. An act granting a pension to Emma A. Smith; 


act granting an increase of pension to An- 


ision to Robert 


—— 


6082 


H. R. 8687. An act granting a pension to William I. Lusch; 
H.R. 10591. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
A. Scott; 
H. R. 12534. 
ard Reynolds; 
H. R. 14989. An act granting an increase of pension to Arcatie 
BE. Thompson ; 
IH. R. 15240. An act 
W. Fowler; 
H.R. $475. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
Tathem ; 
Hi. R. 12059. An act 
dred W. Mitchell; 
H. R. 12099. An 
Cormick ; 
H.R. 12755. An act 
thaniel W. Plymate; 
H. R. 14698. An act 
liam F. Drake; 
Hi. R. 14442. An 
M. Lowe; 
H. R. 15007. 
Hares S 
Mf. R. 18171. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
an K. Porter ; 
H. R. 11143. An act granting an increase of pension to Levi 
Noulton ; 
H. It. 18217. An act granting a pension to Joshua Barnes; 
Hl. R. 188238. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
iam Van Keuren; 
H. R. 7844. An act granting a pension to Phoebe Keith; 
H. R. 9287. An act granting a pension to Eliza Byron; 
HI. R. 9288. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
ne E. Bragg; 
H. R. 12715. An act granting a pension to George B. Kirk; 
H. R. 517. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke 
Waldron ; 
H. R. 7232. An act granting a pension to Alba B. Bean; 
H. R. 6949. An act granting a pension to Alice W. Powers; 
H. R. 115388. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Duvall; 
H. R. 11606. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
mund W. Bixby; 
H. R. 117038. An act granting a pension to Laura MeNulta; 
If. R. 15717. An act granting an increase of pension to Eben- 
A. Rice; 
H. R. 15794. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Rich- 


granting an increase of pension to James 


granting an increase of pension to Mil- 


act granting a pension to Charlotte A. Mc- 


granting 
granting 
act 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


ezer 


An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


. 1565. An act for the relief of Theodore H. Bishop; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Freder- 


2556. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


5. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
*, Blanchard; 
H. R. 12017. 
B. Simkins: 
IH. R. 12389. 
B. McDonald; 
H. R. 13871. 
Delany ; 


H.R. 12390. An 


An granting an increase of pension to James 


An: granting an increase of pension to Isaiah 


An granting an increase of pension to William 


granting an increase of pension to John 


- granting an increase of pension to Jasper 

‘relson ; 
14657. 2 granting an increase of pension to David 
act granting a pension to Reuben H. Bal- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ann R. 
R. 15119. An 
Westman; 

R. 15216. An 
ian C. Stevens. 
I. R. 14001. An 


tuddock ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Corne- 


.R. 16504. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 
| L. Wells; 
It. R. 2778. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick | 


»arhnum ; 
Mahoney ; 
fi. R. 15011. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Eldridge, jr.; 


H.R. 10775. An act granting a pension to Bllen S. Cushman; 
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granting an increase of pension to Esther 
| H. Nichols; 


act granting an increase of pension to Tru- | 
| Mosher ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Nathan | 
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H. R. 9441. An act granting a pension to Clara N. Scranton; 

H. R. 4242. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Foster ; 

H. R. 15956. An act granting an increase of pension to Walter 
F. Bean; 

H. R. 16296. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Coffin ; 

H. R. 16433. An act granting an increase of pension to Marius 
S. Cooley ; 

H. R. 3456. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
B. Ott; 

H.R. 13881. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 
Dyke ; 

H. R. 1953. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 


| S. Theall; 
an increase of pension to Na- | 
rison ; 
an increase of pension to Wil- | 


H. R. 16972. An act granting a pension to Harriet L. Mor- 


H. R. 531. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
Rickett ; 
H. R. 1910. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


H. R. 2102. An 
genie Tilburn ; 

H. R. 4669. An 

H. R. 3689. An 
W. Lyons; 

H. R. 2794. 
E. Davis; 

H. R. 4264. 

H. R. 3430. 
M. Culins; 

H. R. 2801. An 
ander M. Lowry; 

H. R. 14299. An act granting an increase of pension to Rose 
V. Mullin; 

H. R. 17589. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney 
A. Lawrence ; 

H. R. 9442. An act granting a pension to Dora C. Walker: 

H. R. 3979. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Stang; 

H. R. 1567. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Duffy ; 

H. R. 5853. An act granting an increase of pension to Quincy 
Corwin; 

H. R. 15024. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Keyser ; 

Hi. R. 2852. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Dayton ; 

H. R. 16190. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
T. Caskey ; 

H. R. 16210. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham G. Long; 

H. R. 16250. An act granting an increase of pension to Auzus- 
tus J. Morey; 

H. R. 16334. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos 
Day ; 

H. R. 16428. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
Hicks ; 

H. R. 16520. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


act granting an increase of pension to Eu- 


act granting a pension to Joseph E. Green; 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Frances E. Maloon: 
act granting an increase of pension to Peter 


act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 


| Farrell; 


H. R. 1138. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
S. Rice; 
H. R. 667. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


| H. Gaskill; 


H. R. 2173. An act granting an increase of pension to Thoms 


| H. Padzett; 


H. R. 16582. An act granting an increase of pension to Pllen 


| T. Sivels; 


H. R. 16650. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


|B. Williby ; 


H. R. 17274. An act granting an increase of pension to An- 


| drew J. Mosier; 


H. R. 172738. An act granting a pension to Mary B. Watson: 
H. R. 1875. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 


H. R. 5822. An act granting an increase of pension to Miner 
L. Braden ; 
H. R. 15894. An act granting an increase of pension to Alma 


H. R. 15928. An act granting an increase of pension to Her- 


; | bert D. Ingersoll ; 
H. R. 2796. An act granting a pension to Benjamin T. Odiorne;; | 


H. R. 16182. An 
uel F. Williams; 

H. R. 1893. An act granting an increase of pension to Licury 
C. Maxwell; 


act granting an increase of pension to Sau- 








1906. 





H. R. 10881. An act granting 
Edwards ; 
i. R. 1018. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
yUrNoy ; 
H.R. 5274. An act granting 


an increase of pension to Jerry 





rl 
an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam T. Branam ; 
HU. R. 17235. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- 


Howard ; 


iH. R.17151. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 





liam T. Morgan ; 
1]. R. 16454. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
E. Carlton ; 
: H.R. 17194. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie | 
g White ; 
. R. 16455. An act granting an increase of pension to John | 
b Long ; 
H.R. 14374. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- | 


Ib. Cahoon ; 












2. 16376. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 
aA a 
M 1eF 5 
rR. 16442. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
V ell$ 
rn. 16523. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
] »pkins ; 
il. lt. 1734. An act granting an increase of pension to William | 
er H. Lee; 
be Ht. . 1858. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 
Be J ; 
fi » 1340. An act granting a pension to Robert Kennish ; 
i 2. 3738. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
,B y Man; 
ii. 8. 17608. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney | 
SB erton ; 
it. 15863. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
] 2 
My |. lt. 4763. An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
oy Matheny ; 
eh, 3730. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
i < er: 
mu A , 
. 15982. An act granting an increase of pension to Henri- 
‘ \. Wilson ; 
i,k. 3419. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Biddle ; 


An act granting a pension to Emma C. Waldron; 


r. 12803. 
5 An act granting an increase of pension to Orrestes 


An act granting an increase of pension to James 


An act granting an increase of pension to Annie R. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


5. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting a pension to Harry D. McFar- 
Ar 


1 act granting an increase of pension to Katie 
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An act granting an increase of pension to James 


2 
de. 


H. R.9 


C. Miller ; 


H. R. 9829. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
> > I 


J. Thompson ; 


H. R. 11918. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Weigand; 


H. R. 9606, An act granting a pension to Martha Jewell; 

H. R. 9627. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Craig; 

H. R. 9601. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Page; 

H. R. 10494. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 


| H. Frazier ; 


C. Reese; 

H. R. 9415. An 
Murphy; 

H. R. 9417. An 
A. Havel; 

H. R. 10250. An act granting an increase of pension to Eph 


act granting an increase of pension to John E. 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


| raim Marble; 


H. R. 7720. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen 
| M. Sexton ; 


H. R. 8518. An act granting an increase of pen 
Meadows; 

H. R. 7902. An act granting an increase of pension to FE 
Orr, alias Charles Southard ; 

H. R. 7837. An act granting an increase of pensi« 
McKim; 

H. R. 12521. An act granting an increase of pension to Alic 
Eddy Potter; 

H. R. 6238. An 
Woods ; 

H. R. 6256. An 
Liddell ; 

H. R. 601. An act granting an increase of pension to Is 
Munger ; 


sion to Samuel 


nto M 


Ly 


act granting an increase of pension to J 


ision to Solo) 


act granting an increase of pet 


' 
I 


H. R. 16929 An act granting a pension to Virginia A. H 
burn; 
H. R. 16985. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilso 
Lawrence; 
H. R. 16583. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
R. Walden ; 
H. R. 16023. An act granting an increase of pension to Sheld 
g - I 
3. Fargo; 
H. R. 16437. An act granting an increase of pension to Samu 
- I 


H. R. 11898. 
Wadsten ; 

H. R. 9578. 
B. Menard; 


» fi 


An act granting an increase of pension to L 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alfr 


H. R. 9556. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
C. Jackson ; 

H. R. 9261. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
C. Herridge; 

H. R. 9046. An act granting a pension to William Berry; 

H. R. 7745. An act granting an increase of pension to Wheel 


Lindenbower ; 

H. R. 8046. An act granting an increase of pension to Ja) 
Thompson Brown; 

H. R. 7821. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias 
Brady ; 





6 . An 


, 


act granting an increase of pension to Marga- 





An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 





H. R. 10456. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil 
liam T. Edgemon ; 

H. R. 7687. An act granting an increase of pension to Charl 
Hammond, alias Hiram W. Kirkpatrick ; 


H. R. 8948. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Hammond ; 
H. R. 9257. An act granting an increase of pension to Na- 


thaniel M. Stukes ; 

H. R. 8277. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
S. Garst; 

H. R. 10924. 
J. Sizer; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 









































i5. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Brinker ; 
li. kt. 7968. An act granting an increase of pension to Pal- 
m Dodson ; 
H.R 7731. An act granting a pension to William H. Winters; 
| od An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
xirT, 

t _ STG, An act granting an increase of pension to George 
3K An act granting an increase of pension to John C, 
aie 10727. An act granting an increase of pension to Aquilla 
’ 10 86. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
‘ v. 1 358, An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
‘ . 6504. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 








H. R. 10580. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Fish; 

H. R. 104738. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
B. Gerard; 

H. R. 10161. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben 
jamin R. South; 

H. R. 10173. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Lockhart; 

H. R. 100380. An act granting an increase of pension to Arby 


Frier ; 

H. R. 7540. An act granting 
¥. Griffith ; 
H. R. 6985. An act granting 


an increase of 


pension to William 


a pension to Susan C. Smith; 
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H. R. 64 
H. Doherty ; 

H. R. 6218. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
Linn; 


~« 
52, 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 





H. R. 11593. An act granting an increase of pension to Evans 
Blake ; 

IT. R. 11591. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 
Hall; 

H. R. 11552. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew | 
J. Speed ; 

H.R. 11374. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny 
L. Conine; 

H. R. 9791. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia 
E. Grimsley ; 

H.R. 6919. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
A. C. Curtis; 

H. R. 6450. An act granting an increase of pension to Nannie 
L. Schmidt . 

H.R. 8820. An act granting a pension to Inez Talkington ; 

H.R. 8157. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton 
H. Wayne; 

H.R. 4151. An act granting an increase of pension to Valen- 
tine Bartley ; 

H.R. 1245. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Rankin; 

Ii. R. 4679. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
lin D. Clark; 

H. R. 38333. An act granting a pension to William Simmons; 

H. R. 5956. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
HW. Wagoner; 

H.R. 5044. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 


H. H. Robinson; 


G. Hoke; 

H. Kh. 2721. An act granting an increase of pension to Ashford 
R. Matheny ; 

H. R. 4350. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Ww. Vance: 

H.R. 2731. An act granting an increase of pension to James | 


M. Eddy; 

H. R. 17028. An 

Hartwell ; 

H. R. 16179. An 

liam N, J. Burns; 
H, R. 11367. An 

ning Abbott; 
H. R. 11361. 

Hughes ; 

H. R. 8290. An act granting an increase of pension to Lloyd 

Bennett; and 

H.R An act granting ¢ 


act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 
D. 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


D. 
pension to George W. Warren. 


rhe message also announced that the Senate had passed bills | 


the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
Representatives was requested : 

S. 5668. An act granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Sealey : 


oO 


f 
ot 


act granting an increase of pension to Man- 
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S. 5780. 
Johnson; 
. 5562. 
5754. 
. 5532 


De rmie 

Snyder; 
S. 5735. 

Danley ; 
3. 4488. 


. 5736. 


RR RN 


An 


sure ; 


An 


. An 
Marah; 
S. 3483. 
Sheaff : 
S. 4858. An 
McCormick ; 
S. 4005. An 
Quill; 
S. 5082. 
Winsell; 
S. 4361. 
Daley ; 
S$. 5523. 
Pickett; 
S. 5349. 


An 


° 


An 
An 
An 
An 


S. 4460. An 
Thompson ; 


S$. 5247. An 
Wigel: 

S. 4457. An 
Tyson ; 

S. 3299. An 
Stilwell; 

S. 4692. An 


S. 394. 
Lucas; 
S. 4796. An 


| White; 


S. 522. 


An 


| Worrall; 


8S. 3033. An 
Patten ; 
S. 4401. An 
Tomlinson ; 
S-5671. An 
Delong; 
S. 5579. 
Sisson; 
S. 5704. 
Pierce: 
S. 4177. 
Cobb: 
S. 3040. 
Wilsey ; 
S. 5379, 
Risum ; 
S. 5516. 
Hamlen ; 
S. 5670. 
Duggar ; 
S. 4665. 


An 
An 
An 
An 
. An 


An 


Bois: 


S.5378. An act removing the charge of desertion from the 
name of William R. Garner ; 

S. 3164. An act to correct the military record of Patrick F. 
McDermott ; 

8.5702. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna C. 
Bingham; 

S$. 5522. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Sischo; 

S. 1508. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Murch; 

S. 4718. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Gilson: 

S$. 1513. An act granting an increase of. pension to Harriet A. 
Rawles ; 

S$. 4569. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus | 
A. Nevins ; 

S.1211. An act to correct the military record of John Als- 
paugh; 


S. 2624. An act granting an honorable discharge to Henry G. 
Thomas, deceased, Company C, Second Kentucky Cavalry; 

S. 1166. An act to correct the military record of Peleg T. 
Griffith ; 

S. 4197. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of the 
Treasury to enter on the roll of Capt. Orlando Humason’s Com- 
pan 

PAY is 
S. 3271. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
E. Brown; 

S. 5680. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 

Bowser ; 


S. 1705. 


| George; 


--o 


S. 4752. 


| J. Tidswell; 


vy B, First Oregon Mounted Volunteers, the name of Hezekiah | 


S. 4525. 
Oglevie; 

S. 5054. An 
Woodward; 

S. 3219. An 
Allison ; 

S. 4239. An 
Rice ; 

S$. 5659. An 
I. Brewer ; 


An 


An act granting an increase of pension to J. F. Amis: 


An act granting an increase of pension to Amand 


act 






APRIL 28, 





An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo PR. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John Hull; 
An act granting a pension to Hannah McCarty ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Simon A. 


act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 


, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Clark ; 
S. 557. An act granting an increase of pension to Mariot Lo- 


act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to William I.. 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
act granting an increase of pension to David N. 
act granting an increase of pension to John W,. 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
act granting an increase of pension to Williau 
act granting an increase of pension to Ann 
act granting an increase of pension to Jac 
act granting an increase of pension to L. 


act granting an increase of pension to Spencer ( 


act granting a pension to Adaline M. Thornton; 

a 
act granting an increase of pension to Lorinda J. 
granting an increase of pension to Emma 
act granting an increase of pension to Aaron F. 
act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 


act granting an increase of pension to Ruth P. 


act granting an increase of pension to Harlan P. 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary ©. 
act granting an increase of pension to Otto A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. 
act granting an increase of pension to Isaac L. 
act granting an increase of. pension to Louis Du 
act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 5. 
act granting an increase of pension to T! iS 
act granting an increase of pension to D vid 
act granting an increase of pension to George HI. 
act granting an increase of pension to Jose)! M. 
act granting an increase of pension to Job 

liam 


act granting an increase of pension to W! 
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§. 5343. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest H. | it seeks to foster. A daily New York paper yesterday criticised 





Wardwell ; this bill as being extravagant. 
S.5658. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy The agricultural industry is the backbone and sinew, the 
Pruit; mainstay and support, of all other industries. Without it the 
Ss. 2139. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the | railroads would be idle, the banks would be useless, the fac 
military record of Anton Ernst; tories stopped, the merchant, the lawyer, the physician, and all 
S. 3862. An act to correct the military record of Lora E. } other occupations would be devoid of resources. 
Reed; The corn crop during last year aggregated in value $1.216,- 
S. 3738. An act granting an increase of pension to Lisania | 000,000; hay, $605,000,000; cotton, $575,000,000; wheat, $525 
Judd ; 000,000 ; oats, $282,000,000 ; potatoes, $158,000,000; barley, $58,- 
s. 993. An act granting a pension to Samuel J. Langdon; 000,000; tobacco, $52.000,000; sugar cane and sugar beets. 
s 4048. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. | $50,000,000; rice, approximately $14,000,000; butter and milk, 
Knecht; $665,000,000 ; poultry products, $500,000,000. Horses and mules 
Ss. 5492. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. | in the United States last year were yalued at $1,452,000,000; 
TVebbetts ; milch cows, $482,000,000; other cattle, $662,000,000; sheep and 
S. 5359. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. | swine, $283,255,000. These values alone aggregate $7,559, 
Ward: 255,000, not including goats and other animals on the farm, 
S.4175. An act granting an increase of pension to John | peanuts, sorghum, peas, melons, fruits, berries, vegetables, and 
Caverly: a multitude of other commodities produced upon the farin. 
s. 5603. An act granting a pension to Kate S. Hutchings; It can not, then, be deemed extravagant when an appropria- 
S.5691. An act granting a pension to Kate Sloan; tion of only $7,200,300 is asked to maintain the Agricultural 
S. 5631. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. | Department for this fiscal year, when we consider that for the 
Moward: last fiscal year there was expended for the legislative depart- 
s.5539. An act granting an increase of pension to Hermann | ment of the Government, $11,748,459.59; for the executive de- 
Muehlberg ; | partment, $3,853,914.79; State Department, $1,517,492.91; 
Ss. 3485. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias | Treasury Department, $70,725,751.97; War Department, $123, 
Hammes; | 670,023.90 ; Navy Department, $115,908,324.27; Interior Depart 
Ss. 2043. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew H. | ment, $161,413,100.12; Post-Office Department, $17.284.522.68: 





Wolf; | Department of Commerce and Labor, $9,522,385.94; Department 
s 5504, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | of Justice, $684,580.49. There was spent for pensions alone 

Dickson ¢ | last year $141,773,964.57. 

 § 9978, An act granting an increase of pension to Eli W.| Mr. Chairman, in the ten minutes which are allowed me, the 

Knowles; | parts of this bill to which I desire to call particular attention are 


S442. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis | the appropriations asked for in the interest of the destruction 
Colton: of the Mexican cotton-boll weevil in the Southern States and 
S.3797. An act granting an increase of pension to A. BE. | the cattle tick and in support of the upbuilding of the roads of 
Wood ; the country. In the emergency appropriation $105,000 are 
S. 3798. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles asked to be appropriated for the extermination of the Mexican 
Farrell: cotton-boll weevil, and $65,000 for the extermination of the 
S.2851. An act granting an increase of pension to George eattle ticks, and as a basis for experimental good roads $60,000, 
Chambers 3 These appropriations asked are so reasonable, and, in fact, 
S.5536. An act granting an increase of pension to William O. | meager compared with the vast results to be accomplished 





Clark: | that there could certainly be no hesitancy on the part of any 

Ss. 5640. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton B. | Member of this House in voting for these appropriations, 
Wintersteen ; | THE MEXICAN COTTON-BOLL WEE 

8.5673. An act granting an increase of pension to Hilton | The estimated loss in cotton alone last year from the ray- 
§ gesteed ; | ages of the boll weevil in Texas and Louisiana amounted to 

8.5641. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. | 450,000 bales, representing a value, including the seed, of $22,- 
Fletcher: | 000.000. 

S. 5571. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. The weevil has spread over an area of 100,000 square miles 
Whitmore; and | in Texas and Louisiana, and has now reached a point in Loui- 

S.5789. An act to regulate the publication of notices issued | siana within 40 miles of the Mississippi River, and is going 
under the publie-land laws. eastward and northeast at the rate of 50 miles each year. It 


message also announced that the Senate had passed with | is carrying terror and destruction in its wake, and ere long its 
ndments bills of the following titles; in which the concur- | ravages will aggregate in dollars and cents the recent terrible 





rel of the House of Representatives was requested : catastrophe on the western shores of this continent. 
If. R. 15397. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward About one-third of the cotton acreage of the United States is 
‘ ie; | now infested with the boll weevil. The Government officials in 
1. R. 15687. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | the Bureau of Entomology are not only teaching the farmers 
I’. M. Rice; how to make more cotton by cultural methods in spite of the 
R. 10251. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah | boll weevil, but are encouraging them to diversify their crops 
M. f. Hinman; | and to cultivate on the intensive plan, resulting in enormous 
I]. R. 11635. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere- | yields compared with former methods. The money will be 
Lunsford ; | profitably invested for which this appropriation calls. 
1. R. 8226. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura| The devastation caused by the Mexican cotton-boll weevil 
e: j 


makes it necessary for those engaged in agriculture in the 
cotton-growing States to look to some other source of reyenue 
than cotton. 


Rn. 16215. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
field; and 

R. 15907. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
ittre. 


THE CATTLE TICK. 

Heretofore the raising of cattle in the South has received 
very little attention outside of the State of Texas; but if it were 
not for the destruction of cattle by the Texas fever, caused by 
the cattle tick, and the fact that the tick itself seriously dam- 


1 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


committee resumed its session. 

LAMB. I yield ten minutes to the gentleman from Loui- 
[Mr. WatKIns]. ages cattle where fever is not produced by it, the cattle industry 

WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, let us come back to our | in the South would be a source of tremendous profit. 

ngs. There is no part of this great country where cattle can be 
we are considering in the Committee of the Whole House | raised more cheaply and with greater profit, if the tick is 
e state of the Union the bill making appropriations for | eliminated. 
Department of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June The cattle tick causes a loss to the agriculturists of the South 
407, which carries with it an appropriation of $6,880,300, | of at least $100,000,000 annually, and the estimate of $150,000,- 
‘es $320,000 for the cotton-boll weevil, gypsy and brown-tail | 000 is not unreasonable. 

and the Texas cattle-tick emergencies, which appropria- The first estimate of $100,000,000 is made by the officials of 
asked is an increase of $187,610 over the appropriation of | the United States Government, and the estimate of $150,000,000 
last fiscal year, it is well to consider whether this appro- | by Mr. August Mayer, of Shreveport, La., who personally has 
tion is commensurate with the important industries which | lost $10,000 within four years from the cattle tick. He has 
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made vast research into the question, and I wish to give you the 
benefit of his investigations : 


THE POSSIBLE PROGENY OF ONE FEMALE TICK. 
the Gulf States four generations will be often hatched in one 
Say we have two eggs carried over the winter that hatch by 
5 a male and female. This female will have become engorged 
Lid 3,000 eggs by May 15, which will have hatched by June 15. 
housand five hundred of these seed ticks will be females, and will 
become engorged and laid 1,500 3,000—4,500,000 by July 15. 
15 these eggs will have hatched; one-half females equals 
000 by September 15 will have engorged and laid 2,500,000 x 
3, 6,750,000,000, which will hatch by October 15. One-half of 
the being females—that is, 3,375,000,000—will engorge and drop ir- 
regularly and 
pass 


uguUust 


through the winter. 

y their hosts, and the species would thus destroy itself. Nature 
ot work that way. 
of all broods, and thus preserves the host and tick. Sut the 
show that if the host is furnished the ticks will multiply so 
ously as to endanger the existence of the host; i. 

ble for the ticks to kill the cattle outright. 

THE DANGERS OF SMALL PASTURES ON THE FARM. 

Stocking these pastures to their full capacity always means ticks in 
ruinous numbers. Where cattle are confined to a certain tract, 
cially where wooded or spotted with shade trees, they habitually gather 
in certain places, here in the forenoon and there in the afternoon; they 
nay be found at certain favorable resting places every day. In summer 
ime, when the flies are bad, the whole herd may be found together in 
he deepest shade in the woods. These favored and regularly fre- 
quented spots become extremely infested and remain so the whole year 
round, and it is very evident that the cattle when lying down here must 
become literally covered with the seed ticks. 

THE DRAIN ON THE ANIMAL BY TICK INFESTATION. 

An engorged female tick weighs about 5 grains; 1,500 average size 
ticks will weigh 1 pound; nearly all these consist of blood drawn 
from the host during two or three days, the period of inflation of the 
tic) Three hundred thousand ticks, which number may be perma- 
nenily earried by a good-sized animal during the height of the tick 

, will draw during a couple of weeks 200 pounds of blood from 

ody; and since four broods may mature upon one animal, it will 

een that the ticks may deprive the beast in one season of 800 
ounds of its substance! 
* fesh on pasture during one season, it can be readily perceived why 

hat cattle 
day, or even starve to death. Then 
actual loss of blood, the never-ceasing irri- 
rest for the animal. Its existence 


poorer from day to 
in addition to the 
f the ticks and hence no 
by torture. 

ION OF PASTURES. 
merit for 


continuous 


A remedy possessing real 


age done by the tick has been found in the rotation of pastures. Ow- 
ing to the fact that this tick can only live a certain length of time 
without od, it is possible to rid a pasture of the parasite by keeping 
all stock out it for this length of time. This will, of course, necessi- 

double set of pastures, so arranged that tick communication 
another—or from the outside—is impossible. Water 
through these pastures, and coming from tick-infected 
bring eggs and seed-ticks from a distance 


one to 
running 
‘ttory, may 


ERADICATION OF THE TICK. 
riments in the rotation of pastures and feed 
brought to light the most vital fact in 
ck problem, viz, that the tick can be surely and easily 
nner entirely practical throughout the infested terri- 
e hods will probably not be exactly the same everywhere, 
climatic and probably other differences. ‘These conditions 
» to be studied and thereafter methods adopted for each local- 
instance, that one summer’s starvation here, or 


these expe! 
They have 


lave 


*rmined? 


e know, for 
lete exclusion of cattle from a pasture there during the winter 

M‘ will suffice to kill the ticks. If we are now so located that 
nfection can not take place, then we have the tick problem solved, 
uply starving the ticks out and be done with them forever, and 
now on have “above quarantine” conditions. Should this free- 

f the pastures from the ticks happen along the present quarantine 
as has been done in a number of counties in North Carolina, then 
newly cleaned area will be admitted to the favored cattle-growing 
rion ‘above the quarantine line.” Should it occur deep within the 
irantined territory, then the newly made tick-free land could be 


ranted favor in its cattle industry by the Government not enjoyed by | 


ky territory surrounding it. Of course this isolated piece of tick- 


d would be protected by a strict quarantine against all neigh- | 


which would more complicate trade relations. However, 
ever methods of tick eradication may be found best suited to the 


once 


‘nt localities, the tick can be made to go, and will only remain a | 
to southern cattle and a great handicap to southern agriculture | 


THE COST. 

Below the quarantine line we have something over 15,000,000 cattle, 
he total farm value of which is given by the last census as nearly 
;,000,000. The dairy cattle are credited with a value 
28,650,000, and the other cattle with over $124,000,000. From ob- 
ervation and experience I estimate that a shrinkage in value of 20 
* cent in cattle other than dairy cattle is due to the effects of the 
ttle tick, which, in round figures, would mean a direct annual loss of 
25,000,000 for beef cattle. The dairy cattle, being better cared for and 
fined to a large extent in lots where the ticks can not flourish or 
exist, suffer less damage. Nevertheless considerable damage is 
rienced in a great many instances, especially in the country, for 
feed required and in the shrinkage in the flow of milk in tick in- 
tation It is believed that an estimate of 5 per cent of the total 
of the dairy cattle is not overcharging the cattle tick, which 

an annual loss of nearly $3,000,000. 
loss, then, of southern cattle on account of the tick, under 

, would be $28,000,000. 

there is also chargeable to the tick a great number of deaths, 
from acute Texas fever or acute depletion, or induced tubercu- 
r kidney diseases, which deaths are often attributed to some 
her cause or are not understood at all. In the writer’s opinion there 
1 further loss to be recorded against the infection of the tick in the 


_ But 
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through the winter as adults, or will lay eggs that will | 
ourse this can not happen, as such a number of parasites would | 


To preserve the species she destroys a goodly | 


e., it is quite | 
S quire | the dead capital of some $125,000,000. 


espe- | 





| per head. 
| valued at $19.42, almost three times as much. 


| of the 


| cattle 


Since a growing animal can put on 400 pounds | 


on the richest pasture, when the same is tick infested, | 


and reinfest | 


| fever tick and the attendant Federal quarantine restrictions. 


of about | 


APRIL 28, 


reduction of fecundity in the female cattle, and also in the greater 
proness of tick-infested cattle to diseases on abnormal conditions of 
the reproductive organs, bringing about abortion. This loss is often 
severely felt, especially in herds of full-blood animals. 

Then there is also chargeable to the tick the greater expense of pro- 
viding pasturage for the cattle or extra feed during heavy infestation, 
for dips and other preventive measures, extra care and supervision. 
It is deemed a conservative estimate to place the annual loss under 
these three heads at 10 per cent of the actual value of all our cattle, 
or nearly $18,500,000. ‘Then there is another very material charge to 
be entered against the tick. With tick infestation at babyhood, the 
only time when the animal may with a degree pass the ordeal, there js 
very little chance to ever bring cattle to early maturity. The stuntine 
they usually receive obliges us to carry them until they are 3 or : 
years old. A baby-beef industry, with the cattle tick infesting ou, 
cattle, is not possible. Therefore instead of being able, like the farm 
ers above the quarantine line, to market cattle when they are 24 to 20 
months old, we have to carry ours two years longer. That means two 
years of extra feed and care and capital tied up unnecessarily by ad 
verse conditions. It costs easily $5 per year to provide and care for a 
cow; and to keep our 12,000,000 beef cattle over one year would mean 
an extra outlay of $60,000,000 yearly, not mentioning the interest o; 


Then there is the loss caused by the special transportation and yard 
facilities that have to be provided, which will all finally come out of 
the pockets of the Southern cattle owners. There is the loss caused 
by interference with free and unmolested traffic and the lower price 
obtained at the markets on account of the necessary regulations. 
Then there is also the cost of the inspection service and the main- 
tenance of the quarantine. It is very easily seen that the annual loss 


| sustained by the Southern States to-day amounts yearly to the eno: 


mous sum of $150,000,000. 

Let us look at this subject in still another light. The average valne 
of southern cattle is $7 below the average value of northern cattle 
In the State of Arkansas the beef cattle are given a value of $7.50 
Those of Iowa, also situated in the Mississippi Valley, are 
It can be quite wel! 
imagined that if the southern cattle were not infected with this tick 
they would very soon produce cattle of average value equaling those 
Northern States. In other words, over 12,000,000 beef cattle 
would be worth $84,000,000 more than they are now. It is also easy 
to believe that the Southern States, with everything favorable to 
growing, would soon double and even treble their number 
cattle, if the tick were gone. The benefits that would accrue from thi 
additional asset are denied us because of the tick 

Then who can estimate the benefit that would result from the ir 
creased fertility of the soil which would naturally result from a great 
cattle industry. Instead of exporting now to foreign countries over 
820,000,000 pounds of cotton-seed meal, we could feed it to our cattle 
and thus keep the enormous amount of fertilizer, of which we now ro) 


| our farms, at home; and thereby secure the future of our agricultural! 
| greatness. 
| of our soil, to see our cotton seed fed to cattle on the farms where this 
evading or mitigating the dam- | 


If for no other object but to prevent exporting the fertility 


seed is produced, any amount of money spent in the complete eradica 
tion of the cattle tick would be a bagatelle compared to the benetits 
derived. To speak of an annual loss of $100,000,000, chargeable in 
the aggregate to the cattle tick, does not nearly approach the true loss 
sustained by our country because of its presence. To eradicate the 
cattle tick from the Southern States means to preserve the Egypt of 
our hemisphere. It means the preservation of the supremacy of Am: 
ican agriculture. 


In his circular, Dr. Tait Butler, State veterinarian of North 


| Carolina, states: 


Special attention is hereby called to the changes in the cattle quara: 
tine lines in North Carolina to prevent the spread of tick fever. Those 
interested in the cattle industry and the removal of the most serious 
obstacle to its development, the fever tick, will note with satisfacti 
the increase in the free or unquarantined area of the State. 

Fig. 1,* page 2, shows the Federal quarantine line as it was in 1902, 
while Fig. 2,4 page 2, shows the line in force during 1906. 

It will be noted that ten entire counties—Wilkes, Caldwell, Burke, 
Alexander, Iredell, Davie, Surry, Catawba, Lincoln, Gaston, and parts 
of two others, Rowan and McDowell—have been exempted from l 
Federal quarantine restrictions during the past four years. This is th 
result of a campaign of tick extermination which has been carried on 
by the North Carolina department of agriculture, and is certainly a 
gratifying success. It not only demonstrates the feasibility of exte: 
minating the fever ticks in all “‘ stock-law’”’ sections, but the small c 
at which the work has been done also proves that it is easy, practic: 
ble, and profitable. Those who have given such matters consideratio1 
know that an embargo on a free exchange of the products of any ind: 
try is the most serious obstacle to its development, and it is safe to 
state that the present undeveloped condition of the southern cattle 
industry is, to a very great extent, the result of the paras of the 

o rea 
the best markets our cattle must go north of the quarantine line, 
must be slaughtered at once or go back home. The buyers know 
and pay from one-fourth cent to one-half cent per pound less for then 
than for cattle of the same quality from north of the quarantine lin 

The ten counties which have been released from all Federal quar: 
tine restrictions, because we have exterminated the fever ticks wit)! 
their borders, sell about $288,000 worth of cattle annually. If ' 
price of these cattle was reduced only one-fourth of a cent _ pound it 
meant an annual loss of one-twelfth of $288,000, or $24,000, whic’ 
double the entire amount expended in exterminating the ticks in t 
counties. In other words, any “ stock-law”’ county in North Caro!!! 
now under quarantine can be freed from ticks, and as a result exe; 
from Federal quarantine restrictions, for less money than is now 
each year solely because of the presence of the ticks. ; 

Briefly stated, the method of extermination found most applic 
to our conditions is as follows: Inspectors are employed, who mak 
farm-to-farm canvass of the territory with a view to locating | 
infested farms, which are at once quarantined and the owners 
fully instructed as to the importance and object of the work, : 
especially as to the easiest and best means of exterminating the 
on their places. The means of killing the ticks found most pra 
ble in this State is what is known as the “starvation method.” — 
cattle, horses, and mules are taken out of the tick-infested past) 
lanes, and lots for one season—that is, a new pasture is provided ; 
all cattle, horses, and mules are taken out of the pastures, lanes a 
lots to be cleared of ticks not later than September 1 and kept out vob 
the following May. 


t 


wT 





1906. 


—_—___ 


Attention is also directed to Fig. 3, page 4. The heavy dark line 
shows the State amd Federal quarantine line across North Carolina 
which will be enforced during 1906. The dotted line shows a pro- 
visional quarantine line adopted by the State and Federal authorities 
for the purpose of preventing the reinfection of those counties lying 
between the two lines. It is in these counties that we are prosecuting 
the work of tick extermination, and it is evident this work can not be 
successful unless we prevent the introduction into them of ticks from 
farther south and east; hence the necessity of rigidly enforcing this 

ovisional or second quarantine line. It should be further under- 
stood that this second quarantine line offers a deuble protection to 
those counties entirely free of ticks and above the Federal quarantine 
line; for to enter that territory tick-infested cattle must cross both 
lines and the whole of the intervening territory in which State in- 
sectors are constantly at work. 

GOOD ROADS. 
The bill seeks to have appropriated for experiments locking 
to the betterment of our public highways $60,000. 
for 860,000,000 for building good reads throughout the length 
and breadth of these United States, it would meet with my most 
] 
a 


db] 


earty approval and earnest support. Nothing is more con- 
ucive to the material upbuilding of a country than good roads, 
and nothing more destructive to the financial welfare of the 
ultural imterests of the country than the miserable high- 
over which the agricu!tural products have to be trans- 
vorted. 
i es not permit of an elaborate and exhaustive discussion of 
this most important subject. 

\t some more opportune time I shall present this question for 


aay 


wavs 


consideration, and trust to be able to demonstrate that the ad- | 


yantages to be derived by all classes from the construction of 
good roads will more than compensate for all the expense inci- 
dent thereto. 

\t this time suffice it to say that the building of good roads 
will deo more to bring the people together in fraternal relations, 
to promote their educational facilities and their religious zeal, 
to extend the trade and commerce of the country, and add more 
to their happiness than anything else. 

e enormous amount of agricultural products of our country 
have 1 
open markets ef the world. 


(ood roads save money, time, labor, and annoyance. They 


are conducive to the social development of the people; enhance 
property values and increase the profits from agricultural prod- 
ucts, as of all other commodities transported over them, beget- 
ting a spirit of conténtment among the people, cementing them 
in a more compact union, and imbuing them with a spirit of 
patriotism, making them better citizens in time of peace and | 
producing out of them heroes in the time of war. [Applause.] 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I now yield eight minutes to the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sirus]. 

Mir. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, in the time allotted to me the other 

: what I had to say about the rural free-delivery boxes, I 

lid not have time to put in the Recorp the letter from the Fourth 


ant Postmaster-General referring to a proposed route men- | 


tioned by me at that time. I have asked for this time to read 
the letter and comment on it. 
The Jetter is as follows: 
Post-OFFICE DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE FOURTH ASSISTANT POSTMASTER-GENERAL, 
Washington, April 26, 1906. 
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If it were | 


I regret that the ten minutes time limit allowed me | 


) be transported over the public highways to get to the | 





6087 





What is the use of a box at all? What is the use of a private 
box? The idea has been held out to us that on account of the 
importance of protection to the mail put in those boxes, 
that they had been required to procure and put up such boxes 
as the Department approves, to the end that the protection of 
| the mail of the private citizen in his private receptacle should 
be secured. But here he says that five families may use one 
box. On the route referred to in that letter, which being 
| held up, it is inconvenient for five families to use the box, as 
they live widely scattered along the route. But suppose they 
can and suppose they do so, what protection is afforded to their 
mail if five families use the same box with the possibility of 
| endless confusion, with the possibility of the mail getting mixed 
and going astray, and with the prospect of these five families 
falling out and having neighborhood difficulties, mutually 
ing each other of getting the wrong mail? 

All that is possible; neighborhood troubles may easily grow 
out of this arbitrary, despotic, unreasonable, and foolish re 
quirement. One would think that no officer of the Government 
would ever be guilty of such conduct unless he was requir 
by statute to do so. All the scandals, or nearly all, that have 
existed in the Post-Office Department in the last few years have 
| grown out of this question of furnishing supplies—mail boxes 
painting mail boxes, fasteners, satchels, and straps—and yet 
here we find arbitrarily and without just excuse that a Depart 

| ment official prescribes that a private citizen shall buy and 
use from some other private interest a particular kind of prop 
erty. Is it any wonder that people naturally suspect such con- 
duct when there can be no reason for its enforcement except 
that the Post-Office Department may create a monopoly in 
favor of the men who make and sell these boxes at an unre 
sonable and unjust profit? 

Ever since I have been in this House, in conversation with the 
proper officials of the Post-Office Department, and in discussing 
this matter with the members of the Committee on Post-Offices 
and Post-Roads, I have contended that patrons on rural routes 
| should be permitted to put up and use such boxes as they saw 
fit, and that the requirement to use approved boxes was unjust 
and served no good purpose. While the Department continued 
to require the use of the approved boxes, it did not require it 
as a condition precedent to putting in the service. But now, 
not being satisfied with simply approving boxes and demanding 
that mail for patrons shall not be deposited in any 
goes a step further and requires that the pledge to put up boxes 
| to at least the number of 75 per cent of the families on the 
route to be served must be certified before the service will 
be established. The Department thus shows its hand, and 
boldly comes out on the side of its pets, the fortunate makers of 
boxes whose handiwork has thus been approved. The 
of the country, who pay the taxes to support the Governinent 
and fight its battles, must be coerced to pay tribute to Mammon 
| before a Department of the Government will permit them to be 
| beneficiaries of a law of the land. 

Requiring the use of approved boxes 
among the manufacturers thus favored easy and practical. 
Such approval is a highly valuable asset. The temptation to se- 
cure such approval by the use of corrupt means is great. It 1 


is 


act 


us 


other, it 


farmers 





makes combination 


Vv 


. cian at teeaiaaiaies be that the officials now in charge are so honest as to be above 
Ss Referring to your personal call at the Department on the 5th | and beyond the power and influence of the grafter. I hope this 
i to present a letter from H. B. Wade, of Enville, Tenn., concern- | is true. jut why continue a practice that subjects them to 
ins route No. 2 from that office, you are advised that establishment of | suspicion? The patrons of rural routes do not want it. It is 
te in question has been postponed on account of the failure of | a : ce eee iene and expensive to the 
ons to provide for approved rural mail boxes. The postmaster | Utterly useless, unjustly burd msome and expensive ou 
lvised some time ago that of the 114 families reported by the | patrons. Then why continue it? There must be a controlling 
! ent as convenient for service on the route, three-fourths, or reason somewhere. There must be an interest to be served, and 
50, would be required to pledge themselves “to provide for approved it is evident that it is not that of the patrons. Why this re- 
! iil boxes.” It appears that the patrons have construed this re- | 't IS eviden ‘ Sw , p - eee 
c nent to mean that eighty approved boxes must be erected. This | quirement should be continued by the Department until other 
‘understanding on the part of the postmaster. Families to the | seandals develop, until another Machen and another Beavers, 
I ' of five are —— to use a single box, but rural carriers are : a f such envi nts » discovered and 
hot permitted to deliver mail outside of approved rural boxes. the natural products of such environments, are dis¢ ed an 
ye been this day addressed . me postuaater at Enville, ex- | exposed is to my mind incomprehensible. 
ning the Department's requirement in this particular, and upon re To-day x-United States Senator, one who was a very 
( f the necessary certificate the question of establishment will be To-day an ex-United States sens on te ees . 
further consideration, . noted member of that body, told me in the presence of several 
Very respectfully, P. V. De Graw, Members of this House that a gentleman had brought to him 
letter : mca Assistant # aon qe one of the best and cheapest rural mail boxes that he had ever 
: »y* *, -, > « . > ° . . ; 
Fourth A sulatenat, Sadiaenamaadin y> aes said - aaa ~ oo seen, perfect in all its parts and cheap, and told him that tl 
Department eo ne te eee ceneray 1s Dow administering “\'S | Department had refused to approve it, and wanted him to take 
; - nt so as to make it mandatory that the patrons must | ino matter up for him. Now, why was this box not approved? 
t a a the box which he requires and approves eatore Perhaps for what may have been to these officials, according to 
WI mnt 1 eutabiished. Waet could be more tyrannical? | tyeir standards, a good reason. Perhaps it did not weigh within 
} ribed what ‘in eee ie a op of Russia ae 1 ounce of the expert conception of those who passed on it. 
at his subjects shall buy for their private use? Perhaps its parts were not so artistically proportioned as re- 





‘\vor of these who manufacture the property he approves? 


he ever prescribed that they shall buy government-ap- 


; , : i by the wsthetic tastes of the red-tape brigade. Perhaps 
‘ property for private use, thereby creating a monopoly quired ©: oe oo 'P 


it was of durable material and would last too long. Perhaps 
it was offered too cheap and bore some evidence of having been 
made by “pauper labor.” Perhaps it was made by “ union 
labor.” Of course it is all “ perhaps,” and we will never know 


ic above letter he says five families may use the same box. 
*Not printed. 
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just why this box spoken of by the former illustrious Senator 
was not approved. 

Mr. Chairman, I say, Away with such tyranny! Down with 
such petty despotism! Let the best and most patriotic of our 
citizens, the landowners and soil tillers of this great country, 
say for themselves what character of boxes they desire for their 
private use, and let no red-tape official say nay. 

Mr. Chairman, I have just commenced this fight, and I never 
intend to surrender until these rural-route patrons have a right 
to provide themselves in their own way with just such a recep- 
tacle as they want to use, and no subordinate Department 
official will ever prevent me from doing so. He may hold up 
every route in my district, he may discontinue every route in 
it, and I will continue to fight this miserable, arbitrary, unjust, 
upreasonable, and foolish ruling of the Post-Office Department 
as long as I am honored with a seat in this House. [Ap- 
plause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time for general debate haying ex- 
pired, the Clerk will read the bill. 

The Clerk read the first paragraph of the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 
mittee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Foster of Vermont, Chairman of the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
i; the agricultural appropriation bill—and had directed 


13537 
him to report that it had come to no resolution thereon. 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the following 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 4197. An act authorizing and directing the Secretary of 
the Treasury to enter on the roll of Capt. Orlando Humason’s 
Company B, First Oregon Mounted Volunteers, the name of 
Hezekiah Davis—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 2624. An act granting an honorable discharge to Henry G. 
Thomas, deceased, Company C, Second Kentucky Cavalry—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1166. An act to correct the military record of Peleg T. 
Griflith—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 1211. An act to correct the military record of John Als- 
paugh—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 4718. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Gilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4569. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 

Nevins—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5668. An act granting an increase of pension to George P. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5378. An act removing the charge of desertion from the 
ne of William R. Garner—to the Committee on Military Af- 

S. 3164. An act to correct the military record of Patrick F. 
Dermott—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
iuin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

5922. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

O8. An act granting an increase of pension to James 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

562. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hull— 

ie Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

3271. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
Rrown—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act granting a pension to Hannah McCarty—to the 
inmittee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act granting an increase of pension to Simon A. 
to the Cerm.mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

An act granting an increase of pension to J. F. 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Ss. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.557. An act granting an increase of pension to Mariot Lo- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 678. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert But- 
ler—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2467. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Clark—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
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8.5163. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Marah—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3488. An act granting an increase of pension to William L. 
Sheaff—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.4858. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8S. 4005. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Quill. 

S. 5082. An act granting an increase of pension to David N., 
Winsell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.4361. An act granting an increase of pension to John W, 
Daley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 55238. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Pickett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5349. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
H. Robinson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4460. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann J. 
Thompson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.5247. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Wigel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8S. 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to L. A. Ty- 
son—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3299. An act granting an increase of pension to Spencer C. 
Stilwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4692. An act granting a pension to Adaline M. Thornton—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.5789. An act to regulate the publication of notices issued 
under the public land laws-—-to the Committee on the Public 
Lands. 

S. 993. An act granting a pension to Samuel J. Langdon—to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 394. An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
Lucas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8S. 4796. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorinda J, 
White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§$. 522. An act granting an increase of pension to Emma Wor- 
rall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3033. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron F, 
-atten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4401. An act granting an increase of pension to George W, 
Tomlinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. E671. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 
Deiong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§S. 5579. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
Sisson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.5704. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth P. 
Pierce—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3040. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Wilsey—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2189. An act to remove the charge of desertion from the 
military record of Anton Ernst—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

S$. 5862. An act to correct the military record of Lora E. 
Reed—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

S. 4239. An act granting an increase of pension to Job Rice— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

S. 5659. An act granting an increase of pension to William I. 
Brewer—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5658. An act granting an increase of pension to N 
Pruit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.5343. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest H. 
Wardwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

8.4752. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Tidswell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.4525. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Oglevie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5054. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg: 
Woodward—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3219. An act granting an increase of pension to Josep! M. 
Allison—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. ; 

S. 1705. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 5. 
George—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

§. 5670. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaic L. 
Duggar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

S. 4665. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis Du 
Bois—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5879. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto A. 
Risum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$.5516. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. 
Hamlen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5691. An act granting a pension to Kate Sloan—to the Com- 
mittee on Pensions. 

S. 5631. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaic M. 
Howard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
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8.5539. An act granting an increase of pension to Hermann 
Muehlbe rg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3485. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias 
IHlammes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2043. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew H. 
Wolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.5504. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Dickson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
2978. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli W. 
Know les—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.442. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis 
Colton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3797. An act granting an increase of pension to A. E. 
\Vood—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3798. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Farrell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 2851. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Chambers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5536. An act granting an increase of pension to William O. 
Clark—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 5492. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 
lebbe ees the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5359. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Ward os the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4175. An act granting an increase of pension to John Cay- 
erly—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5608. An act granting a pension to Kate S. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 3738. An act granting an increase of pension to Lisania 
Judd—to the Committee on Pensions. 

S. 4048. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
Knecht—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.5641. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Fletcher—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S.5p71. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 





Hutchings—to 





\\ hitmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S.5673. An act granting an increase of pension to Hilton 


Springsteed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
5640. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton B. 
Wintersteen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
S. 5658. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Vruit—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

li. R. 17757. An act extending to the subport of Spokane, in 
the State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section 
of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate 
transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement ; 

If. R. 11946. An act to amend section 6 of an act approved 

uary 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment 
( ds in severalty to Indians on various reservations, and to 
extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the 
; torkes over the Indians, and for other purposes; ” 
. 11037. An act relating to the transportation of dutiable 
ndise without appraisement; and 

It. R. 15911. An act to amend the laws of the United States 

g to the registration of trade-marks. 

SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 

llowing titles: 

46. An act to incorporate the Edes Home; 

045. An act to incorporate the American Cross of Honor 
V n the District of Columbia ; 
o6. An act providing for the election of Delegate to the 
» of Representatives from the Territory of Alaska; and 
'7. An act to create a board for the condemnation of in- 


f ry buildings in the District of Columbia, and for other 
WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
I ljourn. 


motion was agreed to. 
ordingly the House (at 3.38 o’clock p. m.) under its 
us order, adjourned until to-morrow, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


ler clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 

ations were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 

LOWS: 

letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 

ig a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
esumate of appropriation for payment of claim of Ponciano 
ison, executor of estate of Justa Santiago—to the Committee 
on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 
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A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Treasurer of the United 
States submitting an estimate of appropriation for increase of 
the clerical force in his office—to the Committee on Appropria- 
tions, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for replacing military stores de- 
stroyed at San Fraucisco—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, 
survey of Elk River, 
and Harbors, 
illustrations. 

A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a 
letter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
survey of the Penobscot River at Bangor, Me.—to the Com- 





transmitting, with a 
report of examination and 
Maryland—to the Committee on Rivers 
and ordered to be printed, with accompanyiag 


mittee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with 
accompanying illustrations. 
A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 


mitting a copy of a communication from the Surgeon-General of 
the Public Health and Marine-Hospital Service, submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for the leprosy hospital, Hawaii—to 
the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, trans- 
mitting a copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War 
submitting an estimate of appropriation for the power-house 
plant at the Rock Island Arsenal—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. CALDER, from the Committee on the Census, to which 
was referred the House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 139) to pro- 
vide for the publication of the names of the heads of families 
returned at the First Census of the United States, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5640) ; 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to the 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2845) to reor- 
ganize the corps of dental surgeons attached to the Medic: al 
Department of the Army, reported the same with amendn 
accompanied by a report (No. 3642) ; which said bill and rep ort 
were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 


AND 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. DAWES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12105) for the 
relief of Thomas Ross, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3641); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


BILLS AND 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memeo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. FOSS, from Committee on Naval Affairs: A bill 
(H. R. 18750) making appropriations for the naval service for 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other purposes—te 
the Union Calendar. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 18751) to provide for the 
temporary government of the Canal Zone, Isthmus of Panama; 
the protection of the canal works; confer jurisdiction upon the 
supreme court of the Canal Zone to hear and determine cases 
involving the title of the United States to real estate and other 
property in the Canal Zone, and to confer jurisdiction upon the 
Supreme Court of the United States to hear and determine 
appeals from the final judgment of the supreme court of the 
Canal Zone in certain cases—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. PEARRE (by request) : 


——$— $e 


A bill (H. R. 18752) to regu- 
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late the issuance of restraining orders and injunctions and 
procedure thereon, and to limit the meaning of “ conspiracy ” in 
certain to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


eases 


By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 18753) to amend section 4132 | 


of the Revised Statutes of the United States and to repeal all 
laws in conflict therewith- 
Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. DUNWELL: 
pen 
York 


Tae 
i>y 


A bill (H. R. 18754) fixing the com- 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18755) permitting the 
construction of a ship canal between Lakes Michigan and Su- 
perior via Whitefish River, Mud Lake, and Au Train River 
and Lake, in the State of Michigan—to the Committee on Rivers 
and Harbors. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
of tli 
as follows: 


By Mir. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 18756) granting an increase 


of pension to Hiram Woods—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


SLONS, 
By 
an increase of pension to Barbara Minch—to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18758) granting 
increase of pension to Mary A. Daniel—to the Committee 
By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 18759) granting an 


on 


an 
on 


in- 
cret 
alid Pensi 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18760) for the relief of 

t. William N. Hughes—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 18761) granting an increase of pension to 
Benjamin Bolinger—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: A bill (H. R. 18762) for the relief of 
Robert G. Rutherford, jr.—to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18763) granting 
- an inerease of pension to Emerson F. Zedaker—to the Commit- 
tee on Invalid Pensions. 


ns. 


1. 
> 


By Mr. DALZELL: A bill (H. R. 18764) granting an increase | 
Committee on Invalid Pen- 


of pension to Mary Stone—to the 
sions. 


Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18765) grant- 


; a2 pension to George Bingaman—to the Committee on Pen- | 


Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 18766) granting a 


to Hannah A. Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Iso, a bill (H. R. 18767) granting an inerease of pension to 
ida M. Powell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. a bill (H. R. 18768) granting an increase of pension to 
num Dunlap—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
18769) granting an increase of pension to 


1e Committee on Pensions. 
. 18770) granting an increase of pension to 


> 
» 

) 
.. 
I 

> 
t 


ell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
: A bill (H. R. 18771) granting an in- 
ion to William G. Bailey—to the Committee on 


t. 1ST72) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
: A bill (H. R. 18778) granting a pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
A bill (H. R. 18774) granting a pension to 
B. Hall the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (1. R. 
e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


, a bill (H. R. 187 


to 


110) 
sey 
Also, 
Han 
Also, 
Henry 
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a bill (H. R. 18777) granting a pension to Thomas J. 
to the Committee on Invalid. Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 18778) granting a pension to Hiram N. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (H. R. 18779) granting a pension to Samuel Min- 
nick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 18780) granting a pension to Joseph M. 
Yarnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18781) granting a pension to William C. 
Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18782) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward C, Lane—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


ltnr 
iton- 
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to the Committee on the Merchant | 


sation of the night inspectors of customs at the port of New | 


following titles were introduced and severally referred | 


Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 18757) granting | 


se of pension to Wilbert B. Teters—to the Committee on In- | 


18775) granting a pension to D. Holman— | 


granting a pension to Alfred Hul- | 


APRIL 28, 


James Fanning—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

3y Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 18784) granting an increase 

| of pension to Patrick Fitzgerald—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 18785) granting an increase of 

| pension to Samuel T. Hilton—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

sions, 

By Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 18786) granting a pension to 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18765) grant- 
Isadore Wright Terry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 18787) granting an increase 
of pension to William E. Chambers—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. LAMAR: A bill (H. R. 18788) granting an increase of 
pension to Josephine Glover—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18789) granting an increase of pension to 
Robert Alsobrook—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: A bill (H. R. 18790) granting an increase 
| of pension to James Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. LOUD: A bill (H. R. 18791) granting a pension to 
Michael Bocoskey—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. McCARTHY: A bill (H. R. 18792) granting an in- 
erease of pension to William Gregg—to the Committee on In 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 18793) granting a pension to 
Eli Craig—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. MOORE: A bill (H. R. 18794) granting an increase 
of pension to William C. McRoy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18795) granting an increase of pension to 
James E. Raney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. PADGETT: A bill (H. R. 18796) for the relief of the 
Jrand Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of the State 
of Tennessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18797) granting an increase of pension to 
John M. Defoe—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHACKLEFORD: A bill (H. R. 18798) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew Estes—to the Committee on In- 
| valid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 18799) granting an increase of pension to 
Sarah E. Fancher—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (H. R. 18800) to refund legacy 
taxes illegally collected—to the Committee on Claims. 


| 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18783) to correct the military record of 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were dischare™| 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; whic! 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 6393) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam J. Smith—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 8142) granting a pension to Edward G. Han- 
sen—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 17907) granting an increase of pension to Caro- 
line Pettengill—Committee om Invalid Pensions discharged, and 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18628) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam E. Chambers—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 18655) granting an increase of pension to Lean- 
der Gilbert—Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
| pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of the Western Branch of Penn- 
sylvania of the Consumers’ League, for the regulation of child 
labor in the District of Columbia (S. 50 and H. R. 4462)—to tlie 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the board of directors of the Sab! 
Association of Philadelphia, Pa., against Sunday opening of t 
| Jamestown Exposition—to the Select Committee on Industr 
' Arts and Expositions. 
| Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Hiram Woods 

the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, petition of the Woman’s Club of New Brighton, |’... 
| for an appropriation to investigate the industrial conditions of 
| women in the United States—to the Committee cm Approprs 
tions. 
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sy Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Paper to accompany bill for | McDonald, heir of James McDonald—to the Committee on 
lief of Edward G. Hansen (previously referred to the Com- | War Claims. 
n ittee on Invalid Pensions)—to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. PADGETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of the 
Also, petition of W. W. Warner, of Madison, Wis., for con- | Grand Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Ten- 
solidation of third and fourth class mail matter, under title | nessee—to the Committee on War Claims. 


of “merchandise,” at the rate of 2 cents per each 2 ounces— By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Buffalo Employers’ Associa- 

to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. tion, for a parcels-post law—to the Committee on the Post 
By Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief Office and Post-Roads. 

of Mrs. Mary A. Daniel—to the Committee on Pensions. By Mr. TIRRELL: Petition of Local Union No. 563, Painters, 
By Mr. BONYNGE: Petition of citizens of Mooreland, Den- | Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, for repeal of reve 


vor, and Hygiene, Colo., against religious legislation in the Dis- | nue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and 
trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. | Means. 








By Mr. BOWERSOCK: Petition of the World, Lawrence, 3y Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of Clinton Council, No. 18, 
Kans., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee | Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Jersey City, N. J., 
on Ways and Means. for the Howell naturalization bill and favoring restriction of 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali 
Martin A. on Invalid Pensions. zation. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Letter from George E. Fellows, presi- ee 
dent of the University of Maine, relative to sending an educa- HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 

ual commission to China—to the Committee on Education. ae oe . . 

By Mr. CAPRON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Sunpay, April 29, 1906. 

Llorace B. Tanner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. The House met at 11 o'clock a. m., and was called to order by 

By Mr. CLARK of Missouri: Petition of citizens of Margaret, | its Chief Clerk, Mr. Wittiam J. Brownine, who stated that the 
Mo., against religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to | Speaker had designated Hon. James L. SLAYDEN, a Representa- 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. tive from the State of Texas, to act as Speaker pro tempore for 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of Montcalm Grange, Enfield Cen- | this day. ; ; 
ter, N. H., for enactment of law to enable the Postmaster-General Mr. SLAYDEN took the chair as Speaker pro tempore. ‘5 
to establish a parcels post—to the Committee on the Post-Office The Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. Coupen, D. D., offered the fol 
and Post-Roads. lowing prayer : ae d 

\lso, petition of Montcalm Grange, Enfield Center, N. H., for | _ Eternal and ever-living God, our heavenly Father, out of tlie 
repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee | deeps we cry unto Thee, “ Our refuge and our strength, a \ 
on Ways and Means. present help in trouble.” We thank Thee for the spirit which 

hy Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Delaware Society of New | rings us together here to-day, a spirit of profound regard and 
York, for a battle ship to be named the Delaware—to the Com- | 2ffection for one who, for a short time, became a Member of 
mittee on Naval Affairs. the Congressional family and left behind him a sweet and tender 

elie petition of the Frankfort Business Men’s Club, against | ™emory in the minds and hearts of those who knew him. are 
endments to the pure-food bill calculated to impair its use- |, His was a life of struggle, a noble effort to high ideals. Seiz- 
ful ess as a law—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | (9S every opportunity he sought to bring out the highest and 

Commerce. | best in his nature, sacrificing in childhood and youth to obtain 

tv Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- an education. A soldier, fighting for what he conceived to be 
liam It. Flood—to the Committee on Military Affairs. right, meeting defeat with that splendid courage which was 

paper to accompany bill for relief of John M. Harris— | 2 Patt of his being, he laid down his arms and strove to fit hin 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. ra . self for the new conditions that he might be of use as a pu 
\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of George Kidwell— | servant, and reaching a position of which any man may just); 
to tl e Commntttes on Invalid Pensions. be proud. He died beloved and honored by a host of friends. 
\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of W. C. Mahaffey— | We mourn his loss and mingle our tears with his dear ones. 
to 2 e Commitiee on Penstons. , Comfort them, we beseech Thee, oO heavenly Father, with the 
\lso, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elias Yarbrough— blessed hope of the Christian religion, and may his life be an 





incentive to all who knew him to strive after the best. And 


tha (* ; > roli > j > 
t : Onan en ee aa: a | honor and praise be Thine through Jesus Christ our Lord. 
hy Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of citizens of | amen. 






\ mance aa r | . . < : 
W ae ett, Mass., » for an investigation of affairs in the Kongo | The Journal of the proceedings of Saturday, April 28, was 
Free State—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. | read and approved 

By Mr. GRANGER: Petition of citizens of the Business Men’s | ; a - aaeenneitn 
Association of Newport, R. I., for bill H. R. 13381, relative to | ee ee en 
an increase of the United States Coast Artillery forces—to the Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I offer the resolu- 
Committee on Military Affairs. tions which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

by Mr. GROSVENOR: Petition of the National Council, ; The resolutions were read, as follows: 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of New Jersey, faver- | Pet a That the business ot. the House be 1 d, t 
; ractrinti : Sammthne $ toyq. | Opportunity may be given for tributes to the men t 
{ " a Natu — o> ap Comore om Entegra M. PINCKNEY, late a ‘Member of this House from t r 

1. Ng irs + on. 


Resolved, That as a special mark of respect an 
by Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Paper to accompany the | memory of the Gocunand and in due recognition of 
bi r relie Pp > Fon as : vali career as a citizen of his State and as a Member o 3 | Le 
p ; relief of John P. Veach—to the Committee on Invalid the House, at the conclusion of the exercises of this day, shall stand 
ba we adjourned. 

, petition of Washington Camp, No. 14, Patriotic Order Resolved, That the Clerk communicate these resolutions to t 





s America, of Trenton, N. J., favoring restriction of im- | hes That the Clerk send a copy of these resolutions to the 
m n—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturaliza- | tamily of the deceased. vaso . 
u , ai j The resolutions were agreed to. 
a ir, LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Eliza} Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
qt Sims— to the Committee on Pensions. consent that Members of the House have leave for thirty days 
i Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Caddo Commercial Club, | to print memorial addresses upon the life, character, and dis- 
to edy the Five Civilized Tribes (Indian) bill by attach- | tinguished services of the late Representative PincKNey. 
‘roper provision to the Indian appropriation bill—to the The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Texas 
ttee on Indian Affairs. asks unanimous consent that Members desiring to do so have 
; » paper to accompany bill for relief of Christian Schlos- | leave for thirty days to print remarks on the life, character, 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. and distinguished services of the late Representative PincK- 
petition of Alexander Jackson, of the International | wey. Is there objection? 
J tion of Sunday Rest Associations of America, for Sunday There was no objection. 
Closing A. the Jamestown exposition—to the Select Committee on 
th al Arts and Expositions. Mr. MOORE. Mr. Speaker, it is with profound sorrow that I 
‘ _ petition of the Sitka Chamber of Commerce, against | offer this poor tribute to the memory of a departed friend, my im- 
_ of the capital of Alaska from Sitka to Juneau-—to the | mediate predecessor in this honorable body, Joun M. Pinckney, 
ittee on the Territories. whose tragic death occurred at his home town, Hempstead, Tex.. 


ir. MAHON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of J. 4 on the night of April 24, 1905. The Congressional Directory of 
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the Fifty-eighth Congress contains the following brief sketch of 
our deceased friend’s life: 

JOUN MCPHERSON PINCKNEY, Democrat, of Hempstead, was born in 
Grimes County, Tex., May 4, 1845, and was reared near the place of his 
birth; the only education he received was in the public schcols near the 
place of his birth and what he has secured by his own study; was a 
Confederate soldier, serving four years in the Fourth Texas Regiment, 
Iiood’s brigade; entered upon the practice of law in 1875; served ten 
district attorney of the twenty-third judicial district of Texas 
as county judge of W aller County; was elected to the 
ghth Congress November 17, 1903, to fill the vacancy caused by 
ienation of Hon. Thomas H. Ball. 


ua it his iatined. were satisfactory and his efforts were ap- 
iated by the people of his district is evidenced by the fact 
iat he was reelected to the Fifty-ninth Congress. 
Living in an adjoining county to his home, and in one of the 
sunties composing the twenty-third judicial district of Texas 
time he was attorney for such district, it was my privi- 
Judge PrncKNey intimately for fifteen years. A 
trong advocate of law and order, he was a terror to the law- 
‘eaker, always doing his whole duty, prosecuting the influential 
zen with the same earnestness and vigor with which he pros- 
ted the friendless criminal. He was a stranger to fear, and 
I have often heard many of his old comrades praise his services 
as a soldier. One incident that I remember having heard re- 
lated by one of his comrades, now a prominent citizen of my 
home county, which fairly illustrated the determined character 
of the man, was that during a certain battle he reeeived a se- 
vere wound in the head, was carried to the rear, his wound 
dressed, and in less than an hour he was again in the front 
ranks in the thickest of the battle. 
The short time that he was a Member of this body probably 
did not give his colleagues the opportunity to know him as it 
ny privilege and pleasure. He was faithful to every trust, 
“lest and unassuming, but courageous and determined. He 
is a true and loyal friend, devoted to his brothers and to his 
maiden sister, who shared his home. That sister and one 
brother survive him. Their loss is irreparable; and in 
death his country has sustained the loss of a faithful and honest 
ervant, and Texas, his native State, a noble, loyal, and devoted 


s0n. 


and are years 


Prt 
tilt 
ge to know 


Mr. FIELD. Mr. 
tiful month, when 
green and the ge 
mvyriag 

Member 

his own 


the earth was covered with its mantle of 


of this House, at 
loved town, 

nd misguided men. 
behind, “‘and died so 
the service of his country to the service of his God,” 
‘rom the rounds of fame’s ladder he stepped to the sky.” 
e about him tell me that in the last moments of his life 
is advocating a cause which he believed to be 
onfending for the supremacy and enforcement of the law 
hich he always stood; and though unarmed and under 
fire, he exhibited that superb courage which had distin- 
him on so many fields of battle. His tragic death was 
to the people of Texas, and especially did the women 
for he boldly championed the cause of temperance, so 

‘to them. 

ime of his service in this House was short, and, being 
liliar with the rules of procedure that govern here, 
k no part in debate upon the floor, 
place voting intelligently and honestly on all questions thus 
rmined. 


such that, in this brilliant, 


a public assembly of his own people, 


He was pierced by many bullets 
instantly that he passed without pain 


ambitious, pushing throng 
was scarcely observed, and outside of his own State 
known by only a few Members of this House: 
record of his life been known to you, 
» looked through the window of his soul and seen the 
! behind the garb, all who love the brave, the true, and the 
unselfish ones in life would have drawn close to him and hailed 
brother. He moved in that quiet, unobtrusive rank 
‘re each day’s duty is well performed, and where in the 
great emergencies of life heroes and leaders are found. I knew 
him well; he was my friend and comrade. And “ it is not fit that 
‘h a man should pass unheralded to the tomb; it is not fit 
that such a life should steal unnoticed to its close;” but if my 
old friend was living now, or if, from beyond the stars, he still 
has knowledge of the affairs of men, he would not have me add 
one thing to the record he has made, use one flattering word, 
or magnify his virtues by too partial praise. 
Joun PINCKNEY belonged to the distinguished family of that 
name of South Carolina, from which State his father moved 
with his family to Texas before the civil war. His mother died 


men, he 
legation was 
l yet had the 
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‘nial sunshine had coaxed from their hiding the | 
ls of flowers on the prairies of Texas, JOHN M. PINCKNEY, | 


fell under the deadly fire of passionate | 
from | 


and | 
| horse back to the rear from the line of certain death, and he 


right and | 


| 
he | 
but each day found him in | 


. . ' 
Hiis manner was so quiet and reserved, his modesty | 


and could | 
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when he was about 16 years of age, his father was a cripple 
and an invalid, and JoHNn was the main support of his father, 
two sisters, and a little brother. Extreme poverty deprived him 
of early educational advantages, and it seemed would forever 
shut the door of opportunity in his face. 

Unaided he bore his loving burden cheerfully and well, 
and by his own efforts, supported by his sister’s, raised and edu- 
cated orphan children. He secured a fair education, studied 
law, and took good rank at the bar. He was elected district 
attorney for ten consecutive years in his district without oppo- 
sition, and was recognized as one of the ablest, most fearless, 
and successful prosecuting attorneys in Texas, and perhaps no 
one in that State had ever prosecuted to conviction in so many 
cases of homicide. He was elected without opposition as county 
judge of his county, then elected to Congress, though op- 
posed for the nomination by some of the ablest lawyers in south 
Texas. His success in public life was largely due to his splendid 
character, devotion to duty, and honesty and integrity, and close 
sympathy with the masses of the people. 

Mr. PINCKNEY was never neutral; every question of public in- 
terest was to him either right or wrong. If right, he conceived it 
to be his duty to uphold it; if wrong, to publicly condemn, and 
whatever position he assumed he made no concessions, was in- 
fluenced by no policy, and deterred by no danger. He pre- 
served to the end of his life a character which never knew a 
stain and a courage which never surrendered a principle. 

He was never married; he supported his sister and orphan 
children; he lived for others and never thought of self. He 
had but little of this world’s goods. He earned no money by 
sharp practice or by overreaching his fellow-men, and whatever 
he earned by honest toil he had no coffers wherein to place it. 
For those dependent upon him he provided weli according to 
his means, and all the rest, with generous heart and open hands, 
he gave in charity to the needy and the poor. 

At the outbreak of the civil war PINncKNEy, then a boy 16 
years of age, enlisted as a private soldier in the Fourth Texas 
Regiment of Hood’s immortal brigade, and in that four years of 
upequal contest, where might at last prevailed, this boy in gray 
became a hero—not such an one as a partial press makes for 


| acts of little valor, but in that great struggle where gray and 
Speaker, about one year ago, in this beau- | 


blue alike did noble deeds. He received his baptism of fire at 
Elthams Landing, and at Gaines Mill he and the boys of his 
command, by their valor, placed the general’s wreath around 
the colonel’s stars of John B. Hood. He was at Second Mai nas- 
He was at Sharpsburg, or Antietam, in the cornfield, 
where the rank growth was mown by the sickles of battle, and 
where more than half of his comrades were left dead and 
wounded on the field. He was at the Wilderness, and saw Cap- 
tain Harding, of his command, lead the great commander's 


sas. 


fell wounded on the field just as the shout of victory was raised. 
He came with Longstreet and Hood to Chickamauga, where the 
veterans of the Army of Northern Virginia touched elbows on 
the firing line with the veterans of the Tennessee, and, united, 
contended on that bloody field with men of equal valor who 
wore the blue. He was at the storming of Round Top Moun- 
tain at Gettysburg, where human valor reached its highest flood 
tide, and where, could the crest of the mountain have been held 


| for a few brief moments, the Confederacy would have lived and 


the history of the world been changed. He was in every great 
battle of the Army of Northern Virginia, except the first Manassas 
and Fredericksburg, and was one of the 8,000 immortils in 
gray who laid down their muskets at Appomattox. He was a 
private infantry soldier from the beginning to the end of the 
var, but the heroes of war are not always on horseback, nor do 
they always bear the insignia of rank, but more often are the 
man who bears the battle flag and the color guard who around 
him stand to raise it when he falls, and there is where JoHN 
Pinckney often stood. When the cause for which he contended 
was lost and his country’s flag was forever furled in gloom and 
in glory, Prncknery in good faith accepted his parole from & 
brave and generous foe, which from that time he honestly 
observed. He turned his face to the South, and, thouglh wort 
by war and enfeebled by wounds, he tramped 2,000 miles to his 
loved Texas home. 

He stood with other returned Confederates through | 
dark days of reconstruction, days more trying than wil 
humiliating than defeat, but never losing hope, and he ani those 
like him redeemed the Southland from radical misrule and 
placed it in the way of progress, and to them is due its ) resent 
wonderful prosperity. In war and in peace he bore nself 
so well that the people loved and trusted and greatly !nored 
him; and the uneducated country boy in gray who for! years 
before with rifle in hand stood picket on the banks of (ic Po- 
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more 
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tomae, with secant clothing to shield him from the winter’s blast, 
returned a Representative in the Congress of this great, happy, 
and reunited country. 

Mr. Speaker, I witnessed once, in this splendid Capitol, the 
honors paid to one who died high in place and power. Grand 
and imposing were the obsequies. The great ones of the nation 
and those who represent the nations of the earth were here, 
and many thousands came to pay deserved honor to the dis- 
tinguished dead. In the Senate Chamber the coffin rested on a 
hed of roses and the pomp and ceremony was befitting the grand 
and solemn occasion, and it was well, for a great man was 
dead and the nation mourned. But all this did not so impress 
me as did the simple services on the occasion of PINCKNEY’sS 
death. When I reached there the old soldier lay at rest in his 
little humble, vineclad home; a brother, who gave his life in 
his defense, lay dead beside him, and his dear old sister—sister 
und mother both to him—could not be comforted, for death had 
sent too many darts of late into her devoted heart. The excite- 

ent of the day was over, the passions of men had subsided, 
the day was as beautiful and quiet as was the first Sabbath at 
creation’s dawn, the funeral bell tolled slowly as if each stroke 


would be the last, and as though reluctant to bear the sad, sad | 


tidings. 
it was the warm springtime and the air was laden with the 
perfume of the jasmine and the rose. The people came by 
thousands from miles around—the rich and poor—in buggies, 
sons, on horseback, and on foot. A few old soldiers, the 
remnant of his gallant command, who had placed many of his 


fallen comrades in shallow trenches on the battlefield, stood by | 
An earnest, simple prayer | 


bear him to his final resting place. 
was said, tears were falling, and many heart sobs could be 
rd. The hearse moved out and all the people followed in 


w and long procession far across the prairie to the little | 


intry churchyard. Loving hands placed the clods above him, 
humble prayer was said while the people knelt, a brief 
tribute was spoken, and then the women banked high the roses 
| prairie flowers on his lonely grave. I thought this is 
indeed the tribute my plain old friend would like, and such as 
his brave, useful, and unselfish life so well deserved, and looking 
at his quiet, peaceful resting place and thinking of the strug- 
s he had had in life, the battles fought, the dangers past, 
the victories won, the many wounds upon his weary body, his 
comrades gone before, that could he have spoken he would have 
r }- 
Mai 
Dear friends, what the women lave 
For the last sleep of the grave, 
Is a hut which I am quitting, 
Is a garment no more fitting, 
Is a cage from which, at last, 
Like a bird, my soul has passed. 
Love the inmate, not the room, 
The wearer, not the garb, 
The plume of the eagle, not the bars 
That hold me from those splendid stars. 
I cast a clod upon his lonely grave, have paid a last poor, but 
g tribute to his memory, and now, my old friend and com- 
for a time, farewell and good cheer to you and all the 
I I'll meet you on the river at the crossing in the morning 
the reveille shall sound. 


Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Speaker, I avail myself of this oppor- 
tunity to endeavor to pay a merited tribute of respect to the 
ry of a departed associate. I wish, sir, that I were able 

a tribute commensurate with his deserts, but poverty of 
ige denies to me that privilege. 
| not know Mr. Pinckney before our association here. I 
( irn here to know him well. He was a retiring, modest, un- 
ng gentleman. Ofttimes during the sessions of the House 
uld meet me and talk in that quiet, friendly, comforting 
\ that drew us close together. He was not the dazzling sun- 
f ‘nor the gorgeous rose; he was not one who startled or 

inded men; but he was more like the violet, modest and 
l ing, that we have to search for, but that when found we 
r to ourselves to be admired and loved. 

i boy Mr. Prnckney had not the advantages of wealth or 
( fluential station, but as the son of an invalid father, was 


upon his own efforts and resources and had to bear much | 


> burden of the support of his family. He met the duties 
responsibilities of a noble son in a way befitting the nobility 
Ss character and his purpose. Growing into manhood, en- 


* into the estate of citizenship, he ever met and discharged 
‘uties and responsibilities that came to him in a way that 
for him the esteem, the confidence, and the respect of his 
Zarly in his life came that trying epoch in our 


v-citizens. 


n’s history when, as he saw his duty, it became incumbent 


0 him to enter upon the field of battle and assume the 
Col gations of a soldier. 


) 





Those who knew him during those 





times have testified to-day and others will testify to the splendid 
life and character and to the unsullied bravery which he dis- 
played on the field of battle. 

He came out of the war in the very prime of young manhood 
and began to enter upon the duties of citizenship. He had so 
won the respect and confidence of his people that they honored 
him, as has been told you, by election to the judgeship for a 
series of years to preserve the order and maintain the Govern- 
ment among his people. He was also elected, for a longer 
number of years, as prosecuting attorney, to conduct the active 
administration of the duty of prosecuting offenders against 
the law and dignity of his State. In both of these positions, 
with unflinching courage, with unwavering devotion, with an 
impartiality which commended him for more exalted station, 
he honored himself and he honored his people, and they com- 
missioned him to represent them in this august body. When 
he came here he brought with him the same devotion to duty, 
the same purity of purpose, which had characterized his life 
and his publie service at home. 

Mr. Speaker, JoHN M. PINCKNEY was an honorable man. 
When I say that I do not limit him to that narrow view of 
honesty which renders to Cesar the things that are Cywsar’s. 
I do not place him upon the low level of the motto attributed 
to Benjamin Franklin, that “ honesty is the best policy.” It is 
true, sir, that honesty is the best policy; but may we not stop 
for a moment to think upon what a low plane that places this 
virtue—to be honest because it is politic, to be honest because 
it may be profitable, to be honest because it may serve a pur- 
pose or promote a selfish interest? Nay, verily, Mr. Speaker, 
JOHN M. PINCKNEY was an honorable man who rose into t! 
higher clime of integrity of character and nobility of purpose. 
He was honest because_he loved the truth. He was honorable 
because falsehood was hateful to his soul. He was honorable 
because the truth’was congenial to his very being. Joun M. 
PINCKNEY, Mr. Speaker, was a good man. As I intimated a 
moment ago, I would not say that he was a great man. He 
was not one of those whose brilliance and genius shone out as 
an overpowering light. We often impress upon others and upon 
our children the truth that it is a good thing to be a great man. 
I commend it, and it is true. But let us turn that proposition 
around, and it is equally true that it is a great thing to be a 
good man. 

JOHN M. PINCKNEY was a good man, and in the superlative 
character of his goodness he was great. Mr. PINCKNEY was a 
man of convictions. He believed something. What he de- 
clared he believed, and he declared what he believed. He was 
not afraid for the world to know his purpose; he did not desire 
to withhold from his fellows his belief and his convictions. 
One thing he believed that I may properly refer to here, Mr. 
Speaker, and that is, he believed in temperance. He believed 
in private and public sobriety. He believed that it was to the 
uplifting cé his fellow-men and to the betterment of his Com- 
monwealth to have sober citizens, and to that conviction he 
gave his life; and no grander tribute can be paid to his memory, 
no better testimony can be borne to his character, than the sol- 
emn fact that he gave his life for the betterment of his people 
in upholding that principle of individual and public sobriety 
which he believed was a foundation principle in human society. 
It was a holy moment, a noble cause in which to die. Mr. 
Speaker, we can not understand the mystery of death—why it 
is that he should have been cut down just at that moment, or 
why others go in such mysterious and, as it seems to us, inop- 
portune times. It is not my purpose here to philosophize about 
death, but one thought does occur to me. The seed must be 
planted to grow. As long as it remains unplanted it is cireum- 
scribed and limited by its own circumference; but plant the 
seed in the soil, in the sunshine and rain, and the body breaks 
| and there comes forth the plant with its foliage, its fruitage, 
and its flowers; and so it has been said of us: Except we be 
planted we shall not live; earth to earth, dust to dust: the 
| manacles of the flesh broken loose, the limitation of the senses 
removed, and the soul in communion with the universe, in fel- 
lowship with eternity. In that life, Mr. Speaker, where the 
good and the true and the brave are gathered, there we shall 
expect to find JoHN M. PINCKNEY, and to be with the true, the 
good, and the brave of the earth forever will be satisfaction. 








Mr. HENRY of Texas. Mr. Speaker, one year and five days 
have elapsed since Hon. JoHN M. PINCKNEY, in a deplorable 
tragedy, at the town of Hempstead, Tex., in an unexpected mo- 
ment, was hurled into eternity. His death came without warn- 
ing while he was attending a citizens’ meeting of his home 
town. It grew out of one of those unfortunate differences so 
frequently engendered by a discussion of the liquor problem. 
JOHN M. PINCKNEY sprang from a talented and chivalrous race 
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of men who have made the history of more than one Southern 
State rich in deeds of valor and patriotism. His name is 
linked with those of the Prestons, Sims, Bees, and others of 
the South who have contributed to the glory and achievement 
of this Republic. 

In the early days of this Government, while Washington and 
Adams were President, there were complications of our com- 
merce on the high seas with France, and citizens of that coun- 
try were committing depredations against us. Adams sent an 


embassy to France to adjust the differences between the two | samen 
; honors. 


nations. The French Directory insulted our embassy by refus- 
ing to give audience until a liberal sum was paid the French 
Government and a quarter of a million dollars was given to 
Talleyrand, who was on the Directory. In reply to this dis- 
graceful demand, one of our embassy made the immortal an- 
swer: “Millions for defense, but not one 
Carolina. 
sprang JOHN M. PINCKNEY. 
son of the noble race of men preceding him. Their 
the 
Pinck 

in the life of our deceased brother may be gleaned many les- 
sons worthy to be emulated by the youth of the land. Through 
his whole career, public and private, the noblest and best 
impulses of humanity were ever present and predominant. The 


hnevs. 


good ran through his whole existence. 
ment in his make-up. The history of this man is worthy to be 
held up before all mankind. It is deserving the best study and 
the deepest serutiny of everyone. 

Let me briefly portray his career. 
born in Grimes County in May, 1845. When the war between 
the States came on in 1861, a beardless youth, he enlisted under 
the flag of the Confederacy. He joined Company G, Fourth 
Texas Regiment Volunteer Infantry, organized at Camp Texas, 
near Richmond, Va., in September, 1861, under Col. John B. 
Hood. He participated in all the battles of his regiment (ex- 
eept Fredericksburg) from the first, in the woods at Eltham 
Landing on the Virginia peninsula, through the campaigns in 
Virginia, Maryland, Pennsylvania, Georgia, Tennessee, and Vir- 
ginia again, until the immortal Robert E. Lee surrendered at 
Appomattox. Among the notable battles of his career were the 
great struggles at Gaines Mill, Second Manassas, Sharpsburg, 
Gettysburg, Chickamauga, and the Wilderness. 


he remained a prisoner only fifteen days. Thrice wounded, 


once seriously, he languished on the battlefield of the Wilder- | 


ness for two days. His wounded Texas comrades stricken down 
by hi 
bearing through that terrible ordeal. 
stained and cruel battle ground a veteran of many conflicts, 
though not yet 20 years of age, he emerged from that terrific 
struggle and returned to his home and native State. As soon 
as he could gather means and get himself in readiness, he took 
up the study of law, and in 1875 was admitted to the bar. Lo- 
eating at Hempstead, the place where rest his mortal remains, 


he was elected district attorney, and for ten years, without oppo- | 


sition, held this responsible office, achieving most signal dis- 


tinction as a prosecutor, so fair, honorable, vigilant, efficient, | 


and courageous was his administration in office. In 1900, 
without opposition, he was chosen county judge of his county 
and filled that place with great credit until 1903, when he 
was elected to the United States Congress to fill out the unex- 
pired term of the Hon. Thomas H. Ball, of Houston, Tex. 

[t is but fair and appropriate in giving a brief history of this 
splendid man, without reference to who was right or wrong, to 
‘t down a short allusion to the causes leading to his untimely 
death. It is truly lamentable that the question of local option 
in his county had wrought good men up to fever heat and 
arrayed friends and neighbors in warring and opposing fac- 
tions. In his races for Congress his friends importuned him 
and said: “John, give up prohibition or you will not win the 
Congressional race.” So zealously imbued with the righteous- 
ness of his cause he promptly replied: “I will never go back 
on women and children for Congressman or any other office! ” 
Passions of men rose to the highest pitch, the citizens’ meeting 
at Hempstead came, and in its midst, in the twinkling of an eye, 
the unsullied and knightly spirit of JoHN M. PINCKNEY was 
hushed forever. Without warning, without a murmur, his 
dauntless soul left his body while he calmly remarked: “ They 
have killed me.” A martyr to the cause he advocated and loved 
with all the intensity of his brave heart. 

Men slay the prophets; fagot, rack, and cross 
Make up the groaning record of the past; 
But evil’s triumphs are her endless loss, 
And sovereign beauty wins the soul at last. 
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cent for tribute.” | 
Thus answered Charles Cotesworth Pinckney, a citizen of South | 
From this patriotic name and distinguished ancestry | 
He ever proved himself a worthy | 
ardent | 
patriotism and conscientious regard for right never abated in | 
slightest degree in the brain and heart of the latter-day | 


Evil never found lodg- | 


He was a native Texan | from brother to sister! 


Once captured, | . = . 
art in Heaven” reverently, confidingly, and sincerely. 


s side on that fateful day have testified to his soldierly | 
Rising from the blood- | 


' Eighth Congressional district. 





| discharge of public or private obligation. 
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- No Ca ean die that ever wrought for truth; 
Thereby a law of nature it became, 
And lives unwithered in its sinewy youth, 
When he who called it forth is but a name. 


To-day we pay tribute to a man noble in every sense of the word. 
A brave soldier in Hood’s superb and immortal Texas brigade: 
a prosecuting officer of the highest and most efficient order for 
ten years: an upright judge of the county where he now lies 
buried among those who knew and loved him best. With a 
stainless record he put aside the judicial ermine for highér 
The youth of Texas could not well find a better pro 
totype revealing all the elements of true manhood in a greater 
degree than the late Joun M. PIncKNEry. He was never mar- 
ried, but lived with his brothers and the devoted sister, Sue M. 
Pinckney. The story of his life would not be complete withou 
a reference to the love between this sister and brother. Their 
heartstrings were entwined with one another in the most tende, 
devotion ever witnessed by men and women. 

In all my experience and reading of history, fiction, romance. 
and poetry I have never met such complete love between sister 
and brother. This good man, who, in his youth, as a mere boy, 
had cared for a crippled father and his brothers with an affe 
tion that can not be portrayed by language, had made this sister 
the very heart of his desires, his hopes, his love. This guardi 
angel of his existence was the cynosure of every aspiration 
and every effort. 

From her own language I know that for all the years of his 
life, after he became a man, he was never away from her 
single day without sending to her through the mails some mes 
sage of tenderness and cheer. Each day he wrote her a leticr 
filled with affection and brotherly solicitude. What devotion 
To know the life and love of this famil) 
thrills the heart and moves to tears, but when the tears are 
gone it makes us better for the exalted lessons that have been 
indelibly written in our innermost souls. Let me recite, su! 
stantially as another has given it, a brief incident illustrating 
the attachment between our deceased brother and this devoted 
sister. He worshiped at the shrine of his sister. The affection 


| between Miss Sue Pinckney and JoHN M. PINCKNEY was most 


extraordinary. Miss Pinckney is a writer of no mean ability, 
having been a contributor, on more than one occasion, to the 
local press. She is the author of Douglas, Tender and True, a 
story of life before and during the civil war, which has been 
published in book form, and another book just printed, A Tale 
of the South. She is a Christian who says “ Our Father which 
She has 
no more doubt of her faith than of the sun. 

The night that JoHN M. PINCKNEY was nominated for Con- 
gress in Houston he boarded the first train for home. The news 
had already been telegraphed ahead, and the town was lurid 
with bonfires. A band was at the depot to meet him, and 
when the familiar form of the nominee descended the steps the 
air was rent with shouts. He did not heed them, however, for 


| he saw advancing toward him the familiar form of one who had 


been for years his comforter and companion. It was the form 
of his sister. Though her figure was bent with the weight of 
years, and her face was not, in the common acceptance of the 
word, beautiful, it was lighted with the love of one whom she 
knew was happy on achieving the ambition of a lifetime. She 
was not attired in the latest Parisian garb, but on her head 
rested a plain white sunbonnet. To JoHN PINCKNEY, however, 
the face was radiantly beautiful, and when they met he grasped 
her in his arms and showered kisses upon her brow. It was tlie 
happiest moment of his lifetime, and the onlookers stood back 
and deeply impressive silence reigned over the crowd that a few 
moments before had been tumultuously applauding. More than 
one eye was wet with tears of sympathetic joy. He once said 

I owe more to my sister than can ever be expressed, and the ambition 
of my life is to so live that I will be worthy of her affection. 

In 1903 he came to Congress as the Representative of (lic 
His service here was brief, ! 
was characterized by the strictest fidelity to official duty. 
was at all times a Democrat of the purest and best type. 


| honored his constituency, Texas, and his party on all occas! 


It can be truly said that Joun Pinckney never faltered 
He knew not 
physical or moral. I pronounce no empty declaration wie! 
saying he hated wrong and loved all righteous things. Wit!) ©" 
honorable and distinguished life’s work ended, he has gone 
that— 

Mysterious world, untraveled by the sun, 

Where Time's far-wandering tide has never run. 

In far-off Texas, ‘neath a billowy blue sea of April flowers, be 

sleeps in the congenial soil of his native State. Texans kno, 
honored, and loved him. His memory will not soon be forgotted 
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hy her generous people. In one sphere alone did I know him He was, with his stout-hearted brothers in arms, in the 
best. He was my friend and here he proved himself— second Manassas, at Sharpsburg, and Suffolk. 
Constant as the northern star, When Longstreet’s corps reached the fatal field of Gettys 
Of whose true-fixed and resting quality burg, in the early odie’ will 9 av of . ee gS er 
There is no fellow in the firmament. _ arly morning of the 2d day of July, 1863, Jonn 


M. PINCKNEY and five others of his regiment were sent out on 


e life of Joun PINCKNEY was filled with those things that] , geout to ascertain the enemies line, position, and design 
: as ‘ s line, position, : lesigns 


live after men to bless them. He will not be lost in the oblivion | georetiy, cautiously. and successfully they passed around the 
of forgetfulness. Neighbors, friends, Texans will cling tena-| gank of the Federal Army, ascended the oa ea 7 tha 
ly to his memory. Those grizzled veterans yet living who] and Big Round Top ‘aa Unie: Cements econ ih bape « aon 
faced death on a hundred fields of carnage will glory in his | tpajing of the Union Atay its nition and thot Sr so 
which shed luster on their joint deeds of valor and troops huddled together, “not suspecting that the made was 


nat ism. so near The brav JNCKNEY i lis , : : 
: f ear. ave PINCKN mmediately spatched t of 
: Valiant soul, farewell! sage gerber lately dispatched two of 


And though the warrict’s sun has cet, his scouts to General Hood with the information that th y were 

Its light shall linger round us yet, on the flank of General Meade’s army, and that that army, and 

Bright, radiant, blest. all its trains and artillery, by bold and resolute attack, could ! 
made the easy prize of Generali Lee, and urged that these pos 


. . . . : 

tions be at once occupied by all the forces possible. When 
the messenger, with this information, reached General Hood 
he was just forming his division for an assault on Peach 


\Ir,. GREGG. Mr. Speaker, it is but fitting that we, Members 
of ; body, which deals so much with the statistics of material | 
! ity and the worth and value of material products, should 


pau ecasionally and devote some of our time, thought, and en-| Oreharg He begged General ] rstreet f rn i 
: ; ; P : . ° ’ « OAISS1 CU or eTmission 1 
; a consideration of the material of which men are made; ake the : me ; a ee se | 
i tl s] ld t f lorifvi ti make the movement suggested by VPiINcKNeEY, but Longstreet 
t » NOW ¢é > Ss r g c ; g ArtlsSé , : ‘ = ’ 7 ‘ - . 
e now and then should turn from gioriiying paruisan pol | could not grant it, as General Lee had given him imperat 
1 political deeds to the exaltation of the deeds of men; sail aaa ace - ete ae ks : : 
: $ ll l ld f tl f life to it orders to charge with his corps up the Emmitsburg Pike. 
41 ‘ . PENS ‘ r @ ~ > La . 3 * ° 
occasionally should turn trom the prose o ife to 1tS | Gould this movement have been made, the result of the fearful 


f the 
struggle might have been different. 

When General Lee’s broken legions retreated from th: 
murderous and hopeless assault om Cemetery Hill b 


; why to-day, in pursuance of a custom handed down to 
the beginning, has been set aside to pay tribute to the 


and virtues of our friend who has passed over the river | Virginia, JouN M. PINCKNEY Ww h ] . ooh 
“ests T » sh: » > eS | = tly ~ sd. CRNE was ever with his command, at 
rests undet the shade of the trees. | the point of danger, and when his division was hurried off t 
Fifty-eighth Congress there came to us one whom, Chickamauga he went salon nd : thei eae oe : 
A amaugi > nt aiong, an nder heir veteral com 
he stayed with us but a short time, all of us who knew snails Tadmibeas ead Hy a ‘aad eo ae ae ee 
a . \ ‘ s, Longstreet an ood, this division ith Pine S 
rned to love. This one, Mr. Speaker, was JoHNn M. | in the front aa stormed ‘St , Ail? " . ° 
| aOoK, StOrmet SPhHhodZgrass Pilll, abe drove the 


P EY of Texas. 
history of this man’s active participation in the affairs of 
ntry may be divided into two clearly separate and dis- | 

periods or epochs, in each of which he builded for himself 

ent more lasting than brass, the period of boyhood, 

is as a boy he fought the battles of his country and in- 

his name upon the imperishable records of valor as the 

f the brave; the period of manhood, for in this he 
battled with the adversities of destroyed fortune and an op- | 
nd desolated land and inseribed his name upon the rec- 

ords of those trying times as the truest of the true. 


enemy in confusion from the bloody field. 

At Knoxville, Bull’s Gap, the Wilderness, Spottsvlvania 
Court House, Cold Harbor, and at 100 battles and skirm 
around Richmond and Petersburg JouHnN M. PINCKNEY was al 
ways in the van, and bore a hero’s part. But amid all thes 
scenes of carnage and death the Supreme Arbiter of life and 
death suffered him not to be seriously harmed, but spared him 
that he might become a factor in the material and social w 
building of his beloved Southland, to whose cause he had 4d 
voted his boyhood and the flower of his young manhood. 





Joun M. Pinckney sprang from a long line of illustrious| Forty-one years ago from the Sth day of this month 

He was a scion of the Pinckney stock who, in Co- stood in the last line of battle of the Army of Northern Vir 
lor times and for the first third of the nineteenth century, | inia, at Appomattox. On the following day he stacked his 
do! d the political activities and governmental agencies | 4T™s, and with streaming eyes and heavy heart took up his 
of States of Maryland and South Carolina. | melancholy march to his far-distant home in Texas. 

After serious financial reverses in 1837 his father settled in| While in war his character was grand, yet in the arts of 
Texas. Here in Grimes County JoHN M. PINCKNEY was born | peace, in his efforts for the enforcement of law and order. 


his devotion to duty, in his fidelity to his friends, and in his 
ardent affection for his loved ones his character was sublin 


WI a boy in his teens the toesin of war sounded. His 
Though brave in war, he was heroic in peace. Though he 


summoned, he answered her summons and gave to her 
devoted, in war, four years of his life in an effort to uphold 


Sth day of May, 1845. 


yhood and young manhood. He enlisted on the 20th Dp 
|, 1861, in Company G, Fourth Texas Infantry, then | the sovereignty of his State, he spent the remainder of 


co led by Col. John B. Hood. Immediately he left his | life in an effort to uphold the dignity and sanctity of her laws 
I nd saw it no more until the cause for which he fought | In war he was a terror to honorable foes, in peace he was a 
was lost, his government overthrown, and his president a/ terror to evildoers, and a shield to righteousness and yirtu 
s] prisoner in the chilly, gloomy casement at Fortress | and a protector of the innocent. 








Mon He was a famous member of the famous Hood’s} ‘The same courage and the same fortitude, heightened in d 
Te Brigade. This brigade, it is the sober truth to say, was | gree by his added years, he carried into civil life. He studied 
1 body of infantry that ever mustered on this globe. | law by torchlight, and was admitted to the bar in 1875. 1 
x n has told of the advance and retreat of the 10,000 | 1890 he was appointed district attorney of his district by Goy 
Greeks; no poet has sung, no historian has chronicled, the | ernor Ross, and for ten years faithfully and efficiently pros« 
nts of Hood’s Texas Brigade. | cuted all violators of the law. None were high enough or ric! 
\ JoHN M. Pinckney and his brave companions in arms | enough to secure immunity from just prosecution and pun 
st: n the long and toilsome journey from Houston, Tex.,| ment, and none low enough or poor enough to be subjected to 
to d, Va., they compassed in their march twice the dis- | unjust prosecution or punishment. 
tal f Xenophon and his 10,000 Greeks. To their infinite | If | were asked what were the strongest traits of his char 
See hey reached Richmond the day after the first battle of | acter, I would say the honesty with which he formed his co 
a was fought. They were then incorporated into the | clusions and the courage displayed in maintaining his convi 
rthern Virginia and were the star brigade of that | tions. He won the sobriquet of “ Honest John.” Time will not 
army. permit me to mention more than one illustration of this courage 
: e Macedonian phalanx was to Alexander, the Tenth | of conviction. Prior to his becoming a candidate for Congress 


Cesar, the Ironsides to Cromwell, the Old Guard to | he had been a Prohibitionist—that is, he favored the adoption 
N Hlood’s Texas Brigade was to General Lee. by his community of the local laws provided by the State of 
: desperate charge of the civil war—of any war— | Texas to prohibit the open saloon. These laws were very un 
t Gaines Mill, in July, 1862, this brigade, under the im-| popular in certain parts of his district, and certain friends 

( mand of Gen. John B. Hood, and under the eyes} wrote him: “ John, let prohibition alone, or you a1 for 
eat commander, Lee, stormed three lines of bristling | Congress.” This manly reply was sent: “I will not go back on 
its, captured twenty-two pieces of artillery, and 


s ; my convictions for Congress or any other office.” Like the 
‘s division of regulars and Porter’s whole corps in| great Clay, he had rather be right, as he saw it, than be Presi 


b from the field of battle. The gallant Hood, at the | dent. This won the respect and admiration of the most bitter 
t} Ss vivctorious troops, was the first who leaped over | opponents of his views on this subject, for all of us admire a 

ichments 5 he turned, and there by his side stood the | man who fearlessly stands for his convictions, regardless of 
J , brave, heroic Joun M. PINCKNEY. 


whether we agree with or differ from these convictions. 
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If I were asked what was the crowning trait of his character 
I would say his heaven-born devotion for those botnd to him by 
ties of blood and family—his loved ones. While his love for 
his brothers was such that he would have given his life for 
them, the chords of his tenderest and sweetest affection natu- 
raliy twined about his only sister. 

rhese two, the brother and sister, were all love and devotion ; 
they grew up together, and shared each other’s every joy and 
sorrow. To her he was an idol; to him she was a solace 
inspiration and incentive to lofty ideals and deeds. 

He has been taken and now she is left. 
her in her desolation. Alone, with no companion save the men- 
ory of his glorious life—alone to nurse that agony of grief 
which only a devoted heart like hers can feel, until she receives 
the summons to join again her loved ones upon the shore of 
that great beyond. 


Mr. BURGESS. 
is dead, and his colleagues and friends meet here to-day to pay 
our last tribute of respect to his memory. 
and a tragic death, the circumstances and manner of which fur- 
nish but another of which history is full of those striking, bit- 
ter commentaries upon the frailty of mankind. That human 
beings should become aroused by reason of religious or political 
differences to the height of passion and prejudice and to engage 
in the destruction of each other seems in our peaceful moments 
in a Christian age incomprehensible, and that is exactly what 
did occur—a sad picture which furnishes for us food for the 
profoundest reflection. The victim 
notable characteristics. Other colleagues have spoken already 
of his 
duty. Certain it is that 
soldier in Hood’s Texas brigade stirs human hearts, 

inatter in which not oniy every Texan, not only every son 


a review of this man’s career as a 


ean rejoice. 

For many years Mr. PINCKNEY represented a judicial district, 
many counties of which were a part of the Congressional dis- 
trict in which I was first elected. We had very many warm 


mutual personal friends, and while I had known him for many | 
years more or less intimately it was but natural that when he | 
came to Congress we became at once intimate, warm personal | 


friends. I wish to speak, out of my friendship for him and knowl- 


edge of his personal characteristics, of some of the elements of | 
his character, all of which will be abundantly confirmed by what | 


has been said of both his public and his private career. He 
came of an illustrious family, and while his environment as a 
voung man was not equal to many more favored men in this life, 
it developed the fact that to be a fine character, to be a genuine 
gentleman, blood—family—cuts some figure and is a potent factor 
to that result. His early educational advantages were meager. 
His environment was not of the highest kind, which we term 
‘“nolite society,” but he came of good, honest stock. He was 
born and reared among good, honest people, and he lived and 
died a genuine gentleman that invokes those beautiful lines by 
Eliza Cook: 

Nature, with a lavish hand, sends forth her nobly born, 

And laughs the paltry attributes of wealth and rank to scorn. 

She molds with care a spirit rare, half human, half divine, 

And cries, exulting, “ Who can make a gentleman like mine?” 

The profoundest characteristic of this worthy man may be 
summed up in the simple and trite expression, “ He was an 
honest man.” 
sense of obligation of which we sometimes speak as commercial 
honor. I mean more than a mere sense of duty to obey law and 
to discharge legal obligations. I mean a far deeper thing than 
that. That is superficial honesty; that is an honesty that may 
spring of policy and may be forced by intellectual recognition 
of its advantages. 

The Great Teacher, in the profoundest of his parables, in 
which He likens men to soil and the Word to seed sown, de- 
picts the fact that only that seed prospered which fell in “ good 
and honest soil.” Real honesty is a gift of God worked out in 
those infinite processes which compose the law of heredity, 
and under all circumstances, under any environment, they will 
work out true results. 

Such an honest man was JOHN M. PINCKNEY, a man inher- 
ently honest, a man built to be honest, a man who desired to be 
nothing else but honest, a man whose fiber of soul was as true 
to truth as the magnet to the current that animates it. 

He also was a brave man, and I mean here, as in the other 
more than that bravery partaken of by the brute, more 
than that physical nerve to engage in a personal encounter. I 
mean that bravery which springs up in the human soul as a re- 
sult of the sense of right, and which is the sister of honesty in 
the human heart; that bravery which knows no fear when once 


case 
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and | 


My heart goes out to | 


Mr. Speaker, JoHN McPHERSON PINCKNEY | 


He died a sudden | 


in this case was a man of | 
matchless career as a soldier, of his devotion to civic | 


and is | 





And by honesty I mean more than that mere | 
| words of eulogy of our dead to-day, for if he could speak to us 
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it conceives its duty. This man’s career, as strikingly as any 
of the great of earth, revealed the fact that he was brave in the 
highest and best sense. Whether you differed with him as to 
his convictions upon which he went into the great civil con- 
flict, whether you differed with him in his views in this or that 
case when he prosecuted in the courts of the country, whether 
you differed from him in his views that led in part, unfor- 
tunately, to his tragic death, whatever your view may have 
been, as opposed to his upon any issue, if you knew him you ree- 
ognized that they were sincere, honest, manly, brave, and that 
he would not be swerved and would not be turned by any con- 
sideration of the result of his advocacy of the conviction. 

It follows from these two things, that were deep in the man’s 
soul, as day follows night, that he was a loyal patriot; that he 
was a sincere, unwavering friend; that he was devoted to every 
object of his affection. I have never heard, and I believe no other 
living man ever heard, in all the bitter contests of JoHn \. 
PINCKNEY’S life, his worst enemy proclaim that he had ever 
been false to a friend. He was as intense in this respect ag 
any man I ever knew. I never came in personal contact with 
any man in all my experience who I thought had a higher sense 
of loyalty to his friendship, as well as his devotion to his prin- 
ciples and his duties. The man had a great heart. Not only 
his career as a soldier and as a citizen, not only his devotion as 
a friend, but his matchless affection, long-continued, for his sis- 
ter, is one of the most wonderful things in the career of any 
man I know in history, in any age—anywhere. 

His maiden sister managed his home. She was mother, 
sister, daughter, sweetheart, all rolled into one. And no fond 
father, no devoted brother, no lover ever worshiped the ol)jec 
of his affection more deeply and continuously than Jon» MM. 
PINCKNEY worshiped his sister, Miss Sue, as she was commonly 
and generally called. You have heard it described here by 


: | other colleagues how for years, when separated from her in the 
of the South, not only every American, but every brave man | 


discharge of his duties as district attorney and in other posi- 
tions in life, it was his daily custom to write this sister a letter, 
Ah, it is the little things in life that touch our hearts; it is the 


little things in life that go to make up the great sum of human 


character that at last, in the day of final account, glorify the 
human soul. 

This devotion was really pathetic. No mention of the man’s 
life would be complete without a mention of this remarkable af- 
fection borne between this maiden sister and this old bachelor, 
No language can soften the grief of that heart. I would that 
I had power, I would that language had not so great limitation, 
so that it were possible that some of us could utter something here 
that would fall with softening effect upon that sorrowing heart. 

Nothing can be said, humanly speaking, that can soften her 
sorrow. If, as we hope and fondly believe, she be one of those 
whose faith is anchored within the vale, who can look with Chris- 
tian eyes beyond the dark river and contemplate the glories of 
a future state beyond this, she may soften her grief and her 
sorrow by the hope that is left her, and all who grieve as she 
does, in the great beyond. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I can add nothing to 
what has already been said in beautiful tribute to the memory 
of JoHN M. Pinckney. It is-fit that on this beautiful Sabbath 


| day, this day that is dedicated to rest and worship, when tree 


and flower are feeling the touch of a new resurrection, we 
should meet to honor the memory of as brave and lofty a spirit 
as ever walked among men. We speak no cold and formal 


from that mysterious and echoless shore JOHN M. PINCKNEY 
would spurn such words if spoken. 

We come to voice a grief that is sincere, and to honor our- 
selves and our State by paying tribute to our colleague who 
has solved the mysteries of death. 

The birth of our friend was under humble conditions, but 1 
his veins flowed the blood of a heroic race and an illustrious 
family, he being a descendant of the old Pinckney stock 80 
distinguished in the early days of this Republic. He was 2 
native of the district which he so faithfully represente| here. 
His whole life was spent among these people, and they, better 
than all others, were acquainted with his virtues and his frail- 
ties, and the love his own people had for him is the surest test- 
monial to his worth. 

I know of no surer test to apply to determine the worth of # 
man than to judge him in this way. A man here is viewed 
through a light that diminishes and reduces him below what 
he really is. If he is viewed through the partial g!:\sses . 
relatives or intimate friends, he is unduly enlarged ; but when ” 
is measured by the regard of his own people as a whole, where 
neither intense friendship nor intense hostility refract the light, 
a fair estimate of his character can be reached. 


















At the time of his birth Texas was just laying aside the scep- 
ter as an independent republic and was taking her place as a 
state of this Union. It was then far out upon the border line 

civilization. Her vast prairies were then unsettled and 
; r great forests were unpeopled. His early years were spent 

idst the dangers and hardships of this frontier life. His 

portunities for an education were limited. While he was but 

ender, beardless boy, he donned the uniform of the Confed- 

y and went out with the other brave spirits who formed 

d’s immortal brigade of Texans. At second Manassas, 

Gaines Mill, at Sharpsburg, Gettysburg, Chickamauga, the 

lerness, and upon a hundred other battlefields he looked 

th in the face without faltering. He fell, seriously wounded, 

the Wilderness, but finally recovered. He suffered the hor- 

rors of captivity, but escaped. He was with the ragged and 

9 shing battalions that Lee, the knightliest soldier of all 
_ surrendered to Grant, the generous one. 

E me there is something inexpressibly sad in the thought 

that this House is now honored by the presence of so few of 

; who participated in that great struggle upon either side. 

years go by their ranks are growing thinner and thinner 

n earth, and fewer and fewer are those who answer to 

| in either branch of Congress. They were the choicest 
s; that the world ever saw, and their record here has been 
-s honorable than their conduct upon the field of battle. 

n he returned from the war he became the support of his 

i father and of his brothers and sisters. He had neither 

x wife to lavish his affection upon and so he gave it in 

‘ous measure to prothers and sister and orphan children. 
m has already been made of the sweet and tender love 

n him and his sister. To him she represented all that 

. tender and beautiful and good in woman; to her he was 
was noble, brave, and heroic in man. When separated, 

rarely were, neither the labor of his profession nor the 

flicial position ever prevented him from sending his 

message of love to his “ Sukey,” as he fondly called her. 

ee i the convention met that first nominated him, the contest 

-and the result uncertain. When finally he was nomi- 
he was sent for to address the convention, and amidst 





lause of friends he was escorted to the platform. In | 


B r he forgot all about personal triumphs, but with tear- 

3 s said, “Boys you have made my sister the happiest 
in all the world to-day.” 

s told of him that when in the heat of the campaign it 

rged that he really belonged to the Prohibition party 

2 e of his bitter opposition to the liquor traffic, he said: “I 

# Democrat. If you don’t believe that I am, go ask my 

Sue.” In the mind of this brave and simple old man 

no right of appeal from the judgment of that sister. 
God to pity her and care for her in this night of loneli- 





5 | sorrow to her. Within a few short months she was 
bit three brave brothers by the hand of violence. In a 
Bo ne of my colleagues she says: “ Had any woman such 


ible as ison me? Day and night I think of them. If 

Bs hines, my soul is sick; there are no dear boys here 

it. If it rains, the raindrops that fall on their graves 
Be upon my heart.” 

we conduct these exercises here today, in far-off Texas, 


l 
. e cottage she sits with streaming eyes and breaking 
. iressing the blood-stained garments of her loved one, 
, ¢ to herself his name and living over in sorrowful 
| he years of the past with him. 
5 that it was my privilege to serve with JoHN 
4 in this House, and to know him. I admired and 
because he had lived such a life of sacrifice for 
because he had been such a knightly soldier; because 
0 as gentle as a women and as simple as a child. 
not a politician, as the word is commonly used. He 
0 all the arts of the demagogue and all the practices of 
s and hypocrisy. He did not pretend to be what he was 
0 was a plain, old-fashioned Texan, faithful to truth 
a it and to duty as he understood it. 





e, a < God that we live in a land that produces such men 





















































iT honors such men and that is blessed with the memory 
l- en. He was not a great man, as the world usually 
i- greatness. Limited in opportunity and education he 

d but ordinary ability and ordinary attainments. Yet 
a great man as measured by the truer standards of 
“dl He was a man who dared to look his duty in the 
at d to follow, though by doing so he walked alone and in 
of it. He was a man who loved truth above all things 
he He was & man who forgot himself and by the light of 
re rifice dedicated himself to the service of his fellow-man. 
it, death was a cruel and needless sacrifice. His heart was 
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pierced by the bullet of a cowardly assassin. 


lived, pleading for the supremacy of the law and the protec- 


tion of the helpless. 
1 hands of our colleague : 


The tire 


weary eyes are closed forever. 


of his beloved Texas bend, but he see 


ous 


town, 
around 


Mr. GAR 


He mare 
mond, Va. 


finest brig: 
finest 


muskets, 1 
eloquently 


If the n 


bell Static 
vania Cou 


15th day 


unrolling for battle. 


arrayed a 


of the W 
victorious 
the front. 


Brigade. 
In the 


ber, was 
tion as a 


are blooming about him, bu 
the southern breezes whisper above his resting 
feels them 
above his dust, but he hears 
spirit abides ’neath e’en fairer skies, 
som and gentler breezes blow and w 
enly music thrill his soul. 


not; the mockil 


NER. Mr. Speaker, Joun M. Pro 
uine son of the old South. 

istics of a long line of slave 
their vices. 





gainst them and 





lig 


He 
holding 
He was brave, honest, p: 
ruling principle of his nature was the performance of ever 
intrusted to him. 

While he was yet a raw boy in his te« 
tation, the great civil war burst upon the country. 
ful ardor he threw aside his school b 


ire folded now and l 
Above his grave the blue sl 
s them not: tl flower 
t he catches not their fragrance 
place, but 
bird sings wondrous melodies 
them not. Let us hope that 
where sweeter flowers bl 
here the strains f he 
\CK NEY i 
had the virtues and cha 
ancestors, with but few 
itriotice, unselfish, and 
ry d 








When Hood’s heroes saw 
looked ar 


und 


6)97 


He died as he ha 


ns, on his fat 


OKS ind ( iliste l 
pany G, Fourth Texas Infantry, then commanded 
shal Ney of the Confederacy, John B. Hood. He Ss 
Confederacy from its beginning to its end. He sat! 
he followed its hearse. 

hed with his co1 and from Hou 1, Tex. 
There his re lent was incorporated, w 
Texas regiments, into Heod’s fa is brigade, wh 
de of the finest division of t! finest <« 
army that ever marched to battle, that body 
parable infantry, that array of tattered uniforms 
he Army of Northern Virginia, which, : 
and truly said, “carried for four years tl 
the South on its bayonets and died only with its an 
any battles, marches, and vi s of H 
brigade could be written, truly r l rival 
in adventure, romance, and t They 
victories in Virginia, Mary] lyvani N 
lina, Georgia, and Tennesse¢ e than a h d 
were the theater of their brilliant exploits in 
Williamsburg, Seven Pines, and the seven 
Richmond, second Manassas, South Mount 
burg, Fredericksburg, Suffolk, Gettysburg, Chick 
nm, Knoxville, Bulls Gap, the Wilder 
rt-House, Cold Harbor, in a hundred | 
Petersburg and Richmond, its plume floated bravely 
antly on the red crest of battle and where the storm w: 
there was JOHN M. PINCKNEY. 
Often have I heard him tell how, in the late aftern 
of September, 1862, Hood’s brigade, wit! 
wasted ranks, stood on the fatal field of Sharpsbu 
across the Antietam River they beheld MeClellan 


l é 
line they shuddered, but just then they turned ar ! 
on the hill behind them they saw outlined 1ins 
heroic figure of their great commander, that god of 
eral Lee, seated on his charger and caln suri et 
the coming contest. When Hood’s bra ( 
great commander they raised a shout of ex 
cheered their comrades all down the |! nd 
to the brave foes in front of them. Int ( f 

ilderness, when General Le it | l 
Hlood’s Texas brigade to lead a des te charg 
enemy, it was a comrade of HN M. 1 
seized hold of his horse’s bridle, and J nN M. P 
in the shout, “ General Lee to the rear, and then we 
* Where the strife was dires here w 
very forefront of all of its desperate b 
JOHN M. PINCKNEY. 

In the winter of 1864 and 1865, when this g 
been reduced to hardly a respectable company ra 
was proposed to consolidate them with a North ‘ 
gade. A delegation, of which JoHN M. PINCKNEY 

sent to General Lee to protest ag z 1 
brigade. General Lee joined in their pr 
them a letter to President Davis. When old H: 
made the head of the delegation, fou 


who was 


Davis and eloquently protested against the 
autonomy as a brigade, the stout heart of the 


resolute 


Davis relented. 


Ile 


burst 


into 


destru 


tears 


a 

) 

l 
an 


he 








6098 


d veterans in front of him to go back to their command; 





as ¢ as the Confederacy lived and he was its chief executive 
never would that great, grand old brigade cease to preserve its 
original organization. The gray and grizzled veterans carried 
back this message to their comrades, and in all subsequent 
battles they made good the confidence reposed in them by Gen- 


and Jefferson Davis. 

foun M. PrnckNEY marched with his brigade into Richmond 
( Sunday preceding evacuation. He there boarded 
the cars for Petersburg, and on the way looked back and saw 
the whole sky aflame with the conflagration of the capital of 
1 

‘ 


eral Lee 


m the its 


‘ ¢ 
he Co iif 


deracy. When he reached Petersburg he there saw 


renerals Lee and Longstreet seated on their horses gazing 
woefully on the remnant of the brave old Army of Northern 
Virginia marehing in the gloomy night away from the scene of 


trials and victories. 
Joun M. Pinckney fought all the way to Appomattox. 


its many 


There 


he stacked his arms with the few survivors of his brave old 
brigade, marched back to Texas with a broken heart, ruined 
fortune, and to a destroyed home. He girded himself anew 
for the battle of life, and in peaceful civil pursuits lived out 
hi pointed days. 





By the voluntary suffrage of his friends and countrymen 


he \ elected to many honorable and responsible offices, the 
difficult duties of which he always performed successfully, 
faithfully, and well. In every conflict of opinion he always 


stood for righteousness and for right. 


an untarnished na 





No monument marks 


me and spotless record. 
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Dying, he left behind him | 


| mortalized Lee and glorified Jackson and will live in song and 


In the death of our colleague and friend another private 
soldier of the immortal band that followed the fortunes of the 
Army of Northern Virginia through victory and defeat for four 
long years has answered the long roll call. He has joined the 
great majority. For all we know he may be now listening to 
debates such as this House can never hear, and could not com- 
prehend if heard. In the council chamber of the spirit land 
he may have learned ere this why so often on our little eart] 

Truth was on the scaffold and error on the throne. 

He doubtless knows what he and others have strived of; 
times to learn—why freedom and independence was denied 4 
brave people who deserved, yet failed, to win success. For 4]! 
we know, his emancipated spirit tries in vain to tell us, both in 
our waking and sleeping hours, the manifold truths of which 
we can not even dream. 

Even the “laws of the spirit,” of which we know so litile. 
because fettered by a casket of clay, must have their metes and 
bounds. Some day we will know even as now he knows. 

A soldier of the Army of Northern Virginia can well imagine 
a reunion of the choice spirits of that noble band that « 
posed the rank and file of Hood’s Texas Brigade. 

Believing, as most of us do, that life has no end, and is one 
continuous progress and evolution, we can fancy no condition 
when the deeds and actions of a former state of being will no 
be food for thought and subject of comment. 

If this be so—and there is no good reason for doubting i! 
then our colleague is enjoying spiritual communion with his old 
comrades in arms in a city not built with hands, where sorrows 
and disappointments are not known and death never enters. 

Our deceased friend and colleague was a private soldier of 
that “incomparable body of men, the glorious infantry of the 
Army of Northern Virginia” that so often hurled back in con- 
fusion the splendidly equipped legions of the North. They 


L 





story while the history of Marathon and Thermopyl@ fires the 
heart of patriotism and the charge of Balaklava brightens the 
lamp of chivalry. 

Survivors of the war between the States on either side have 
observed and commented often on the unselfish devotion of 


| the private soldier. 


The general, the colonel, the major, the captain, charged wit) 


| responsibility and nerved with ambition, too often soldiers 





his final resting place, but there where he sleeps are sepulchered 
the ashes of one of the best, the bravest, and noblest of men. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Speaker, we turn once more on this Sab- 
bath day. to the contemplation of death. “All that live must 
di passi through nature to eternity.” The rieh and the 
} e mble and the great alike, must fall before tLis | 
‘ vy of mankind. 

I e is a spirit which heunts us night and day, in sunshine | 
al orrow, evermore repeating this warning: 

pu its forbear ; 
is h 
st, can’t be far— 
i, think before thou die 

‘All we know, or dream, or fear of agony” is embraced in 
death. Nature, experience, conscience all sound in our ears the 
melancholy trutl 

To die, to sleep ; 

To sleep: perchance to dream: ay, there's the rub: 

For in ths leep of death what dreams may come, 

Wher huffied off this mortal coil, 

Must gi St 

sad and tragic death of Joun M. Pinckney the State 
( x lost a useful and loyal citizen; this House a patient, 
‘ ’ and valuable Member, and each one of us who knew 
| yell a faithful and warm-hearted friend. Outside of his | 
own delegation perhaps he had no better friend in this body 
{ n myself. We often walked up Pennsylvania avenue to- 

her after the adjournment of the House. 

[ was always i ‘ested in the accounts he gave of the various | 
e] ts in ch Hood’s celebrated brigade participated. | 
M these o “l in the territory that now forms a part of | 
th et I repr it. The topography is familiar to me, and 
I ted in sever if these engagements. The modesty 
\ N h he referred to his own part in these battles im- 
I ime greatly. Gentleness was among the many virtues of 

ml ¢ CAgl 1 reeall many conversations with him 
ut of this Chamber that impressed this fact on my mind. 
t notices of his sad taking off, published in the Texas 
] loaned me by my friend and colleague Hon. Morris 
- rp, I could easily see that this trait of character had 
\ 1 lasting friends in his district. 
peet had in his mind’s eye just such a character when 
} , 
H wa tle, and the elements 
= ed i that nature 
Mis stand up and say to all the world, 
i Vv a man. 
liis love for his kindred, and devotion to his friends, as well 
s loyal to his ate and party are beautifully portrayed in 
extracts from the papers published in Texas at the time of 
l death. 
vy well leave these to be elaborated on by the members of 
gation, while in a few simple words I put on record my 
t friend, colleague, and old comrade in arms. 

H 1 in this House, in every conversation, his deeds on 
th ttlefield, and even in the very last moments of his tragic 
de t 

The bravest are the tenderest, 
rhe loving are the daring. 


fortune, had a stimulus and hope of reward that did not oft 
stir the private soldier. His breast was fired and his arm neryed 
by devotion to duty. 

He was in many cases better born and more intelligent 1! 
his officers, yet he was obedient to orders and marched into 
jaws of death with a heroism and courage that has challenged 
the admiration of the world. He knew in the story of the 
tiles the officers’ names would be mentioned, and, if among the 


slain, they would be borne to well-marked tombs, over w! 


loving hands and grateful hearts would spread flowers and 
shed tears, while over his own grave, unmarked—unnamed 
most likely—the winds would sing a sad requiem, and no 


loving hand would plant a single flower. 

A soldier of the Second Virginia Cavalry, in pathetic verse, 
has epitomized this subject, and a lady in Loudoun County, Va., 
has put the words to music. 

Often around the camp fires I have heard soldiers sing: 


“All quiet along the Potomac,” they say, 
Except here and there a stray picket 

Is shot, as he walks on his beat to and fro, 
By a rifleman hid in the thicket. 

"Tis nothing—a private or two now and then 
Will not count in the news of the battle; 

Not an officer lost—only one of the men— 
Moaning out, all alone, the death rattle. 


All quiet along the Potemac to-night 
Where the soldiers lie peacefully dreaming ; 
Their tents, in the rays of the clear autumn moon 
Or in the light of their camp fires, gleaming. 


A tremulous sigh as a gentle night wind 
Through the forest leaves softly is creeping, 

While the stars up above with their glittering eyes 
Keep guard o'er the army while sleeping. 

There is only the sound of the lone sentry’s tread, 
As he tramps from the rock to the fountain, 

And thinks of the two on the low trundle bed 
Far away in the cot on the mountain. 

His musket falls back, and his face dark and grim. 
Grows gentle with memories tender, 

As he mutters a prayer for the children asleep, 
For their mother—may heaven defend her! 


The moon seems to shine as brightly as then, 
That night when the love yet unspoken . 
Leaped up to his lips and when low murmured yows 
Were pledged to be ever unbroken. . 
Then, drawing roughly his sleeve o'er his eyes, 
He dashes off tears that are welling, 
And gathers his gun close up to its — 
As if to keep down the heart swelling. 
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He passes the fountain, the blasted pine tree, 
His footsteps are lagging and weary ; 

Yet onward he goes through the broad belt of light 
Toward the shades of the forest so dreary. 








Hark! was it the night wind rustled the leaves? 
Was it moonlight so wond’rously flashing? 

It looked like a rifle. ‘“*‘Ha! Mary, good-by!” 
And the lifeblood is ebbing and plashing. 





All quiet along the Potomac to-night, 
No sound save the rush of the river; 

While soft falls the dew on the face of the dead— 
That picket’s off duty forever. 





\vain we may draw some useful lessons from 
n of our colleague as ¢ 


the contem- | 
1 type of the Confederate soldier 


survived that struggle and entered at once upon another 
challenged to the utmost his courage, patience, and en- | 


e. 
» obstacles overcome and the victories won by our friend 
field of endeavor will be told by others better equipped 
» task than I can possibly be. 
iy in which the southern the 


soldiers 








wal gathered up 
s and rebuilt their waste places after the war was 
marvelous. The cold facts, gathered from statistics, 


show them as active in peace as they had been in war. 
too, the individual apparently counted for little, but he 
| to swell the sum total of the striving masses who have 
ving surely, if slowly, the foundations of new structures 
| to surpass in wealth and power those that went down 
fierce conflict of battle. 
rehabilitation JoHn M. 
share in the State of Texas, 
te have shown this day. 
ll cherish his memory and pray that peace and con- 
may follow those who directly bind that memory to 


contributed 
from 


PINCKNEY 


as his colleagues 


not be long before some of us shall join him on the 
re. Death is no more mysterious than life. 








; So live, that, when thy summons comes to join | 
4 ‘1 innumerable caravan that moves 
‘ To that mysterious realm where each shall take 

His chamber in the silent halls of death, 
Thou go not like the quarry slave at night | 
Scourged to his dungeon; but, sustained and soothed | 
By an unfaltering trust, approach thy grave | 

ke one that wraps the drapery of his couch 
\ it him, and lies down to pleasant dreams. 


, HEPPARD. Mr. Speaker, emotions weird and number- 


~whelm us as we turn from the grave whose gates are 
E on the form of some beloved companion and wander 


F the castles of the dust. As meditation deepens we see 
outlines rise until the melancholy habitations of 
surround us in unending vistas. It a universe of 

empire of the night. On every wall and tower sits 
; dark. In every chamber solitude is unques- 
Pe march. We but only an inandible whisper 


vy 


is 


er of the 


speak, 











’ » lips. We tread the pallid passages, but no sound 
a ir steps. We see the phantom multitudes—the flesh- 
Ks ‘rs, the ghastly brows, the pulseless frames—myriads 
E ds pouring from a vast and dim horizon, a noiseless 
of the dead. They swell the twilight avenues and 
rile palaces, a dismal pageantry that ceases not 

iplies. We see the forms of those we love. With 

kable we observe the features stark, the bloodless 

lifeless eyes in which shine neither recognition nor 

but only the feeble glimmer of decay. In the desper- 

1 agony which a strange paralysis chains unuttered 

ul we reel against that tide of death to find the vision 

its place a cemetery with a city near at hand. 

ion of the grave a thousand fantasies arise. 

theme of all themes most prolific in the literature of 

c 1 1. In the oldest writings known to man—the Vedas, 
and Avestas—it was the source of the profoundest 


3 n. Its origin was conjectured in the strains of Hesiod. 
{ and satirized in the philosophy of Epicurus and 
it was exalted in the meditations of Aurelius. It 
mber emphasis to the barbaric melodies of Beowulf 
war chants of the Saxon time. It touched with 
sorrow the flaunting cynicism of the Rubaiyat. It 
the life of Petrarch, who emptied his heart in crim- 
on the tomb of Laura. It was apotheosized in 
grief for Lycidas, wherein the bard immortal 


ie¢ 





a * amaranthus all his beauty shed 
nd daffadillies fill their cups with tears, 
strew the laureate hearse where Lycid Lies. 
“l the pathetic imagery of Robert Blair, the elegy 
s Gri It suggested to the observant genius of John- 





mous dirge upon the vanity of human wishes. It 
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his distress for the death of Annabel Lee, and th« ur 
to the tomb of Ulalume. 
Down by the dank tarn of Aul 
In the ghoul-haunted wo und Weir 
Such are the reflections with which we approach tl 
memoration of the death of Jonn McP1 IN PYINC! 
flections saddened beyond all measure by the recolle of $ 
infinite nobility. He combined the qualities of a 1 and 
spotless manhood. Honor radi: i from 1 ul, while truth 
| sat on his brow as on a throne. He w nme rentie and 
in action firm. His faith is Pp t z l 
Friendship was his altar and justice } hit | = ty 
purpose and courage in execut were 
of his nature, and in his lofty philo hy du 
other word for God. 
Although a native of Texas, he was a de ndant of the Pir 
neys of South Carolina, who were ¢« 10 
ers of the Republic and who adorned the history of their St 
and the nation with examples of patriotism and abilit i 
early existence was one of uneventful toil. From the r 
eatth he was compelled by stern conditions to aid 
the necessities of life for a crippled father and 
brothers and sisters. Thus was impressed up ! 
years the principle of unselfish love which e bled | 
career. When he was 16 years of age the Am 
began, and he became a Confederate soldier. i 
a private in Hood’s brigade in nearly all the { 
and campaigns of that mighty struggle, surrendering v 
at Appomattox. His bearing on the fiel ! 
fawless. He was faithful to comrad nd lo ) 
He was cheerful in the bivouac, tireless on ft I 
ble in the charge. His daring on one o sion led to ] 
but he was soon released. He \ t ] 
seriously. The close of the contest found him a veter ( 
of the greatest wars in history at the age of 20. 
He returned to his home to face t | f 
enemies to be more dreaded than the fr of j 
he had been overpowered. In co! th his 
he began the task of rebuilding a shat 1 land H 
at various employments for t« years, be r still 
support of the family. Whatever l 
utilized in the study of law and ¢ ‘al Jit ur S75 
he was admitted to the bar. When it ed 1 , 
the most impressionable period of |! ! 
jected to the demoralizing infiue 
clusion of hostilities society w 
condition and that the demands ux 
strained his energies to the utmost, 
hend the moral strength and resolution v 
charged every obligation to his fami l his 
found time to cultivate the gentler g es of 
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added horror to the wild imaginings of Poe. It 


nu vathes deep and exquisite his lamentations f 























prepare successfully for the bar. 


He was an able and progressive la He 











and convincing advocate, a frank and e 

professional conduct was above qu i HH ‘ 

his relation to court, to client, and t I 

highest ethical basis. He would neve 

gain nor truth for tainted victor 

lawyer, however, that he achieved 

community. The people knew th 

mal ‘I hey came to | ] for 

tion to justice, and f t 

The people as a whole, M St} 

power of analysis, an unerring ji ~ 

men. They seem to know by s 

public servants are prompted by |] 

It may be that for this reason the \y ( 

to be divine. At any rate it is c t 1 

M. PINCKNEY’s section camé tively 1 card 
embodiment of law, the personification of its 

elected to the office of prosecuting att 
| moned him to combat te elements wh f 
| throw of society, and his response \ 
| For ten years he championed the peace d 

State. As a prosecutor he was utterly fe 

effective. 

At the close of his service as di ! 

in 1900, county judge of his home « ' 5 

| nated for Congress at Houston in 1903 tl | pl 8 
stead, the place of his reside e, prepared a ywful 1 

As he stepped from the train that had bo him } 
shouts of multitudes, the peals of mu the clang ‘ ! 
| united in a tumultuous but happy w« First to ¢ t 
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him was his sister, Miss Sue Pinckney, whom he loved and 
worshipped with a constancy as rare as it was beautiful. 
Between them had existed a devotion for which the language 
the canvas of artists, the marble of sculptors have no 
adequate expression. For more than half a century they had 
walked hand in hand through shadow and through light. 
Hardly a day had ever passed that they did not communicate 
in some way. As he embraced her on this supreme occasion 
the clamor immediately ceased and the great throngs in rey- 
erent observed this expression of as pure a love, a 

as sublime, as ever flowered in the human heart. Of 
his sister he once said: 


of poets 


silence 


loyalty 


I owe more 
life is s 


to her than can ever be expressed, and the ambition of 
y o to live that I will be worthy of her affection. 
It was when he assumed his seat in Congress that I made his 
We were drawn together by the fact that we 
respectively, the youngest and oldest Members of the 
gation. acquaintance to friendship, from friend- 
to affection, were but short and eager steps. Our associa- 
here was most intimate. 
him in every phase and mood of life, and admiration 
love. He gave the closest and most conscientious 
ition to the proceedings of the House. He would remain 
seat through the tedious deliberations on long appropria- 
ls, evincing the liveliest interest in every motion and in 


acquaintance. 
were, 
Texas dek 


ship 


ite. When death retired him he was rapidly taking | 


» among the most conservative and useful Members 

y. Of the civil war he frequently spoke. Of his 

a Confederate soldier he was justly proud. He ac- 

however, the logic of Appomattox. He gloried in a 

country and a common flag. He believed with Jeffer- 

vis that on the arch of the Union should be 

erpetua ’’—be thou perpetual. 

life in the fact that he 

soldier. Earth has no higher title. As I 

aconie lips the story of that giant strife I saw 

1 battle line. the thinning rank through four 

years yield slowly to superior force. I heard the 

lude of Manassas. I saw the fires of Carthage 
and Ball’s Bluff. I saw the surge 
the clash of the legions at Murfreesboro. 

f Malvern Hill, of Antietam, and of Fred- 

’ the carnage of Chickamauga and Missionary 

» crash of Jackson’s columns against the op- 

Chancellorsville. the charge at 

t gleam of a million bayonets encircle the 

f gray. In the gloom of the Wilderness I saw 

h the superbest martyrdom since Calvary’s agonies 

and sorrow holy. 

the ashes of S« ul 


figure of a 


lificance of his lies 


I saw 


bus, 


skies of 


I saw 


that bore the Confederate soldier. 


ste of nineteen hundred years J saw that other | 
knew that through my | 
| street between I and L streets NW., in that city; which 


1 died; 
iblimest sacrifices of God for 
ept . the truth. 
sleep. Your unimprisoned soul now mingles 
the tents of light, where blue and gray t 
comrade to the rank immortal, armies 


endless morning by reveilles from 


and I 


man, and 


0- 
cvory 
hea peace of 

(,0d enemie 

ldren brothers 


here, forever and forever. 


RANDELL of Texas addressed the House. See Appen- 


rsuance of the resolution heretofore adopted, 
2 o'clock and 47 minutes p. m.) adjourned. 


SENATE, 


Monpay, April 30, 1906. 


haplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HAte. 
ded to read the Journal of the proceed- 
ay st, when, on request of Mr. Hare, and by 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 
FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communic; 
I ie assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, 
fied copy of the findings of fact filed by the court in 
f Phoebe N. Ver Neulen, widow of Edmund C. Ver 
} sed, v. The United States; which, with the accom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 
ordered to be printed. 


transmit- 
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I had thorough opportunity to | 


written, | 





Was a} 
| places in the District of Columbia; which was referred to 
| Committee on Appropriations. 


Get- | 


| temporary 
| and sailors of the late wars; which was referred to the Co 
And when the tumult of the | 


hern hopes and | 


no more, but brothers there and their | . oe 
| turing Company, of Syracuse; of the Warsaw-Wilkinson 





APRIL 30, 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BrowNnina, its Chief Clerk, transmitted to the Senate resolutions 
of the House commemorative of the life and public services of 

lon. JOHN M. PINCKNEY, late a Representative from the State 
of Texas. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were there- 
upon signed by the Vice-President : 

8.47. An act to create a board for the condemnation of in- 
sanitary buildings in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes ; 

8S. 956. An act providing for the election of a Delegate to the 
House of Representatives from the Territory of Alaska; 

8.5045. An act to incorporate the American Cross of Honor 
within the District of Columbia; 

S. 4046. An act to incorporate the Edes Home; 

H. R. 11087. An act relating to the transportation of dutiable 
merchandise without appraisement ; 

H. R.11946. An act to amend section 6 of an act approve 
February 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the allotm 
of lands in severalty to Indians on various reservations, and 1 
extend the protection of the laws of the United States and the 
Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes; ” and 

H.R. 15911. An act to amend the laws of the United States 
relating to the registration of trade-marks. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS, 


Mr. GALLINGER presented the petition of Thomas S. Wat- 
kins, post commander, Department of the Potomac, Gr 
Army of the Republic, of Washington, D. C., praying that 
appropriation of $5,000 be made for the marking of histor 


He also presented petitions of members of the Metrop 


| police department of Washington, D. C., the police depart 


of New York City, N. Y., and of the police department of B 
more, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to in 


| the wages of patrol drivers of the Metropolitan police fo: 


| the District of Columbia; which were referred to the Con 
| on Appropriations. 


He also presented a petition of the Department of the Pot 
Grand Army of the Republic, of Washington, D. C., praying { 
the enactment of legislation providing for the purchas 
home in the District of Columbia for ex s 


tee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of Washi) 
D. C., and the petition of George W. Evans, of Washi: 
D. C., praying that an appropriation of $8,400 be made 
placing granite block pavement with asphalt on Nin 


referred to the Committee on Appropriations. 
Mr. PLATT presented a petition of Local Council N 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Buffalo, 


| praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra 
' which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


He also presented petitions of the Kemp & Burpee M: 


pany, of Warsaw; of Local Union No. 415, Brother! 
Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, of 


| and of Local Union No. 34, Brotherhood of Painters, D« 
| and Paper Hangers of America, of Buffalo, all in the Si 


New York, praying for the removal of the internal-reve1 


! on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the C 


Finance. 
Mr. HALE presented petitions of the Maine State ‘ 
Patrons of Husbandry; of Coopers Mills Grange, Pat 
Husbandry ; of the New Century Grange, Patrons of Hus 
of Dedham, and of sundry citizens of Waldo County, al! 
State of Maine, praying for the removal of the internal 


on 


| tax on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the ‘ 
| tee on Finance. 


Mr. BURNHAM presented the memorial of E. W. | 
Manchester, N. H., remonstrating against the enactment ‘ 


| lation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; w! 


referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented the petition of Dr. F. M. Boyle, of \ 
Territory of Alaska, praying for the enactment of legi 
regulate the practice of medicine in that Territory; w! 
ordered to lie on the table. ; 

He also presented the petition of Herman G. Mor 
Laconia, N. H., praying for the enactment of legislati 
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move the duty on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to | cago, Ill., remonstrating against the ratification of the Isle of 
the Committee on Finance. Pines treaty; which were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. ANKENY (for Mr. GAMBLE) presented the petition of He also presented the petition of E. J. Goodall, of Chicago, 
Marvid Carlson and sundry other citizens of Centerville, S. Dak., | Ill., praying for the adoption of amendments to the postal laws; 
praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the duty on | which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on | Roads. 

Finance. He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Aurora and 

Mr. PILES presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. | Enfield, Ill.; of Detroit and Saginaw, Mich.; of Dayton, Ky., 
Helen, Wash., and the pétition of Ernest Aschau and sundry | and of Pittsburg, Kans., praying for the enactment of legislation 
other citizens of St. Heien, Wash., praying for the enactment of | granting pensions to the children of deceased soldiers and 
legislation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which | sailors; which were referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Batavia, Chi- 

Mr. KITTREDGE presented a petition of the Western South | cago, North Aurora, Decatur, Elburn, Sheffield, Hardinville, 
Dakota Stock Growers’ Association, praying for the enactment | Gossett, Pekin, Moline, and Peoria, all in the State of Illinois, 
of legislation to extend the time in the interstate transportation | and of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the removal of the internal- 


of live stock; which was ordered to lie on the table. revenue tax on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the 
He also presented a petition of the Western South Dakota | Committee on Finance. 
Stock Growers’ Association, praying for the enactment of legis- NAVAL AND POSTAL EMERGENCIES IN CALIFORNIA. 


lation providing for the segregation of agricultural from grazing 
land, and to provide a system of leasing said lands; which was 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. KEAN presented a memorial of sundry citizens of Eliza- 
beth, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
- placing the schools of Alaska under the supervision of the 
/ covernor of that Territory ; which was referred to the Commit- 

tee on Territories. 
He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of Newark, 
N. J., praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
tution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 
Mr. BURKETT presented a memorial of the Credit Men’s 
Association of Lincoln, Nebr., remonstrating against the repeal 
f the present national bankruptcy law; which was referred to 
BY the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. FULTON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
Weston, Oreg., praying for the enactment of legislation provid- 
ing for the closing on Sunday of the Jamestown Exposition; 
which was referred to the Select Committee on Industrial Ex- 


Mr. HALE. From the Committee on Appropriations I report 
back without amendment the bill (H. R. 18709) making addi- 
tional appropriations for the public serviee on account of earth- 
quake and attending conflagration on the Pacific coast, and I 
ask for its present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid- 
eration. It proposes to appropriate $100,000 to enable the 
Secretary of the Navy to employ such additional laborers and 
mechanics as may, in his judgment, be necessary for immediate 
service under the Bureau of Steam Engineering in the navy- 
yard at Mare Island, Cal., to remain available until June 30, 
1906, and to appropriate $70,000 to enable the Postmaster-Gen- 
eral, in his discretion, to meet emergencies in the postal service 
in the State of California occasioned by earthquake and fire, 
to be paid out of the revenues of the postal service and to remain 
available until June 30, 1906. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


F positions. 

s ~ Mr. OVERMAN presented a statement and affidavits in sup- Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 

a port of the bill (S. 4602) for the relief of the Methodist Episco- | referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
pal Church South,-at Beaufort, Carteret County, N. C.; which | ment, and submitted reports thereon : 

b \ referred to the Committee on Claims. A bill (S. 5803) granting an increase of pension to William 

b He also presented sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. | H. Meadows; 

BS 5037) for the relief of Leonidos H. Hall; which were referred A bill (S. 5806) granting an increase of pension to Joseph D. 

a the Committee on Claims. Armstrong ; 

Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of Local Division No. 155, A bill (S. 5758) granting an increase of pension to Joshua J. 

4 Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers, of Decatur, LIll., praying | Clark; and 

io: i the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;” A bill (S. 3750) granting an increase of pension to Wilbur F. 





Flint. 

Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5085) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellen Donovan, reported it with amendments, and submitted a 
report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 


hich was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of Local Union No. 1, 
] herhood of Painters, Decorators, an@ Paper Hangers, of 
altimore, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation to re- 
the duty on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to 
Comm i!tee on Finance. 
PE’ROSE presented a petition of the Presbyterian 





ee 





b M teriai Association of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the | and submitted reports thereon: 
e tment of legislation to prohibit the sale of intoxicating A bill (H. R. 14142) granting an increase of pension to James 
BS, ] rs in all Government buildings and grounds; which was | A. Scrutchfield; 
. red to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. A bill (H. R. 14980) granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
also presented a memorial of the Universal Peace Union of | thew H. Bellomy ; 
J lelphia, Pa., remonstrating against the enactment of legis-| A bill (H. R. 15201) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
oe appropriating money for the purpose of increasing the | ward O'Shea; 
ig and Navy, the enrollment of a general militia, and for A bill (H. R. 15588) granting a pension to Hester Hyatt: 
* ng additional coast fortifications; which was referred to A bill (H. R. 15632) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
i Committee on Naval Affairs. B. Sanders ; 
Ete e also presented a petition of Heilman Council, No. 140, A bill (H. R. 15675) granting an increase of pension to Harley 
is ] liters of Liberty, of Falls of Schuylkill, Pa., and a petition | Mowrey; 
: ringtown Council, No. 929, Daughters of Liberty, of Spring- A bill (H. R. 15682) granting an increase of pension to Han- 
Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict | nah M. Hayes; 
cration; which were referred to the Committee on Immi- A bill (H. R. 15807) granting a pension to Catharine Arnold: 
ni. A bill (H. R. 16872) granting an increase of pension to An 
also presented memorials of Local Division No. 169, | drew Dorn; 
ramated Association of Street and Electric Railway Em- A bill (H. R. 16724) granting an increase of pension to James 
es of America, of Easton, Pa., and of Local Division No. | S. Burgess; and 
Amalgamated Association of Street and Electric Railway A bill (H. R. 16902) granting an increase of pension to Dennis 
loyees of America, of Hazleton, Pa., remonstrating against | Winn. 
repeal of the present Chinese-exclusion law; which were Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
red to the Committee on Immigration. referred the bill (S. 5046) granting a pension to George Amer- 


ir. FRYE presented a petition of 66 citizens of Portland, Me., | ine, reported it without amendment, and submitted a report 
ng for the removal of the internal-revenue tax on dena- | thereon. 

ed alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
nee, the following bills, reported them severally with amendments, 
\ir. HOPKINS presented memorials of sundry citizens of Chi- | and submitted reports thereon; 
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A bill (S. 1855) granting an increase of pension to J. J. | 
Brown; and 
A bill (8. 5731) granting an increase of pension to James Mc- | 
Twigzin. 
Mr 





\LGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | 


referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- | 


t, and submitted reports thereen : 
ill (S. 

dick; and 

bill (S. 1224) granting an increase of pension to William A. | 


McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 


Vie 
ir, 


re referred the following bills, reported them severally with | 


ndments, and submitted reports thereon : 

\ bill (S. 4458) granting an increase of pension to Andrea P. 
Couist * 

\ bill (S. 5557) granting a pension to Henry C. Sloan; and 

A bill (8S. 764) 
Carney 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

\ bill (S. 5143) granting an increase of pension to Eugene V. | 
McKnight; 

A bill (S. 4784) granting an increase of pension to Lemuel 

(S. 2791) granting an increase ef pension to John 


(S. 4770) granting an increase of pension to Edward 


668) granting an increase of pension to John C. 
cCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
rred the following bills, reported them severally with- 

nel 11 submitted reports thereon : 

bill (S. 5809) granting an increase of pension to Hannah C. 
1; and 


(S. 1849) granting an increase of pension to David T. 


iment, a 


\ bill 


Mir. McCUMBER (for Mr. PatTTerson), from the Committee 


nsions, to whom were referred the following bills, reported | 


severally without amendment, and submitted 
cs 
bill (H. 15149) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
W. Fx and 

\ bill (H. R. 15855) granting a pension to Will E. Kayser. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an 

| submitted reports thereon : 


nt and 
2) granting a pension to Bridget Manahan; 


reports 


R. 


reuson ; 


28 
s. 4983) granting an increase of pension to John M. 


‘. 911) granting an increase of pension to Julius A. 


1264) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, te whom 
ll (S. 5834) granting an increase of pension 
reported it without amendment, and sub- 


iin the } 
referred thi 
= 


I’. Sheldon, 
tted a report thereon. 
Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
d the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 

1nd submitted reports thereon : 
s. 5583.) granting an increase of pension to Foster L. 

44) granting a pension to Michael Reynolds; 

$904) granting an increase of pension to George J. 


s = 


piot) 
1; and 
11 (S. 5785) granting an increase of pension to Joseph W. 


(S. granting an increase of pension to Mahala F. 


or 
lny « 


ucHoty. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | 
erred the following bills, reported them severally without 
and submitted reports thereon: 

5501) granting an increase of pension to Jacob L. 


iment, 


A bill (S. 


a . as 
ll (S. 4497 
and 


R. 9812) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


) granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
1 (a 
FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 


re referred the following bills, reported them severally 
lendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
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5158) granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. | 


granting an increase of pension to Robert | 


‘ reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report thereo.. 


APRIL 30, 


A bill (H. R. 11466) granting an increase of pension to Benja- 


| min F. Heald; 


A bill (HL R. 12331) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


| J. Miller ; 


A bill (H. R. 15064) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Wagenknecht ; 

A bill (H. R. 15272) granting an increase of pension to Pat- 
rick Mooney ; 

A bill (H. R. 15783) granting an increase of pension te George 
W. Sutton ; 

A bill (H. R. 16098) granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
erick Fenz ; 

A bill (H. R. 16220) granting an increase of pension to George 
C. Powell ; 

A bill (H. R. 16522) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Meyer ; 

A bill CH. R. 16632) granting an increase of pension to Louis 
Lepine ; 

A bill (H. R. 16884) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam D. Woodcock ; 

‘i A bill (H. R, 3227) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 
uttie ; 

A bill (H. R. 4222) granting a pension to Otto Boesewetter ; 

A bill (H. R. 4743) granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
N. Goodell ; 

A bill (H. R. 4745) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
D. Stiehl ; 

A bill (H. R. 6490) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Gilbert; 

A bill (H. R, 6912) granting an increase of pension te Charles 
H. Weaver ; 

A bill (H. R. 
Scott; 

A bill (HA. R. 

A bill (H. R. 
Hanson ; 

A bill (H. R. 
McCandless ; 

A bill (H. R. 7876) granting an increase of pension to Julius 
Beier ; 

A bill (H. R. 8138) granting an increase of pension to Similde 
E. Forbes ; 

A bill (H. R. 8144) granting a pension to Ada J. Lasswell; 

A bill (H. R. 8662) granting an increase of pension to Edward 
P. Paramore; 

A bill (H. R. 12194) granting a pension to Minnie Irwin; 

A bill (H. R. 13861) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
helm Dickhoff; and 

A bill (H. R. 15002) granting an increase of pension to George 
EK. Wood. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE, from the Committee on Pensions, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 13787) granting an increase 
of pension to Malcolm Ray, reported it with an amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 3684) granting an increase of pension to George VW. 
Hyde; 

A bill (S. 5871) granting an increase of pension to William 
B. Ashton; and 

A bill (S. 2429) granting an increase of pension to James 
Devor. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 2619) granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Willie ; 

A bill (A. R. 14994) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
C. Joslyn ; 

A bill (H. R. 15499) granting an increase of pension to Elias 


7419) granting an increase of pension to James 


7495) granting a pension to Susie M. Gerth; 
7498) granting an increase of pension to Mary 


7500) granting an increase of pension to John 


| Andrew ; 


A bill (A. R. 15500) granting an increase of pension to John 


| W. Thomas; 


A bill (H. R. 16319) granting an increase of pension to Orrin 
D. Nichols; and 

A bill (8. 5842) granting a pension to Marie G. Lauer. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions, 
whom was referred the bill (S. 5791) granting an increase 0 
pension to Margaret Simpson, reported it with amendments, «1d 
submitted a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 5786) granting an increase of pension to Mary J. Ivey; 
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He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 
the following bills, reported them severally without amendment, 
and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16717) granting an increase of pension to Ster- 
ling Hughes; 

A bill (H. R. 16941) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas H. Hogan ; 

A bill. (A. R. 11308) granting a pension to Joseph Matthews ; 

A bill CH. R. 16992) granting an increase of pension to John 
R. Baldwin ; 

A bill (H. R. 16993) granting an increase of pension to Melroe 
Tartar ; 

A bill (HL. R. 15243) granting a pension to Artemesia T. Hus- 
br ok . 

A bill (H. R. 15501) granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
eth Parks ; 

\ bill (H. R. 16576) granting an increase of pension to Silas 
>» Conway ; 

\ bill (H. R. 16577) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
M. Pound ; 

A bill (H. R. 16602) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 
topher C. Reeves; 

\ bill (H. R. 16603) granting an increase of pension to Pleas- | 
ant W. Cook ; 

A bill (H. R. 16881) granting an increase of pension to Joel 
R. Youngkin ; 

\ bill CH. R. 16931) granting a pension to Cornelia Mitchell; 

| 


—~ 


ee 


\ bill (H. R. 16936) granting an increase of pension to Sher- 
wood F. Culberson ; 

bill (H. R. 16486) granting an increase of pension to | 

unas Bosworth; and 

{ pill | 


(H. R. 16466) granting an increase of pension to | 
Aseniti: Woodall. i 
(ir. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
v referred the following bills, reported them severally with- } 
C mendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


\ bill (S. 5775) granting an increase of pension to Harvey M. 


ill (H. R. 16828) granting an increase of pension to 
G 1. A. Hughs; 

ll (H. R. 16541) granting an increase of pension to Am- 
] Y. Teague; 
M. Evans; 


\ bill (A. R. 15058) granting an increase of pension to Enoch 


R ; 
ll (H. R. 16530) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
li H. Gautier ; 
\ bill (H. R. 16529) granting an increase of pension to James 
aT . es . 


\ bill (H. R. 16527) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Martin ; 


\ bill CH. R. 16526) granting an acrease of pension to James 
R ard; and 
bill (H. R. 16224) granting an increase of pension to 
] is M. Crawford. 
OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
v referred the bill (S. 5326) granting an increase of pension 
to Annie A. West, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 


a} rt thereon. 
He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
ng bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
tted reports thereon : 
\ bill (S$. 5801) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
J n Parris; 
ll (S$. 5800) granting an increase of pension to James N. 
D> ; and 
il (S. 5742) granting an increase of pension to James A. 


| the following bills, reported them severally without 


ment, and submitted reports thereon : 
] 


‘ ll (S. 1174) granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
: | (H. R. 8650) granting an increase of pension to Sewell 
P| ves: 


; ll (H. R. 9034) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
i ‘auley ; 


; ll (H. R. 12792) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
A \W iley a 
‘ \| (H. R. 13047) granting an increase of pension to Walter | 
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ili (H. R. 16540) granting an increase of pension to Sarah | 


| (S$. 4887) granting an increase of pension to Calvin C. | 
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A bill (H. R. 13877) granting an increase of pension to Juan 
Canasco; 

A bill (H. R. 15977) granting an increase of pension to Mary 
E. Ramsey ; 

A bill (H. R. 16186) granting an increase of pen 
liam T. A. H. Boles: and 

A bill (H. R. 16271) granting an increase of penis 
Elliott. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 215) granting a pension to Elias Phelps, 
reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 

He aiso, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4183) granting an increase of pension to George Brew- 





sion to Wil- 


m to Edwin 








ster, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
thereon. 
REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I desire to give notice that 


to-morrow morning, after the morning business, I should like 
to address the Senate on the rate bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The notice will be duly entered. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 5951) to repeal section 3480 


| of the Revised Statutes of the United States; which was read 
twice by its title, and r ‘ed to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 5952) granting an increase of 
pension to Hyacinth Dotey; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. RAYNER introduced a bill (S. 5953) to appropriat 


| money for the payment of certain advances made to the United 


States by the State of Maryland; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 5954) for the relief 
of the Union National Bank of New Orleans, as the successor of 
the Union Bank of Louisiana; which was read twice by its title, 


| and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


Mr. BLACKBURN introduced a bill (S. 5955) grant 
pension to Mary Elizabeth McCann; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. McCREARY, introduced a bill (S. 5956) to correct the 
military record of Milton Newcomb; which was read tw 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affair 

He also introduced a bill (S. 5957) grant 
pension to Laban Rupard; which was read twice 
and, with an accompanying paper, referred to the Committ 
on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 
to Bernard Charles; which was read twice | 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HOPKINS introduced the following bills; which 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompat l 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensio1 

A bill (S. 5959) granting a pension to Catherine A. Wri 
and 

A bill (S. 
Eastman. 

Mr. CARTER introduced the following bills; which were s 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committe 
on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5961) granting an increase of pension to Eugene B 
MeSwyny;: and 

A bill (S. 5962) granting an increase of pension to John A. 


noe ny inere f 
ing an increase ol 


5958) granting : 
yy it 


Ss title, and re- 


5960) granting an increase of pension to George H. 


Richards. 
Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 5963) granting an increase ¢ 
pension to James Reed; which was read twice by its title, and, 


with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committee o1 
Pensions. 
Mr. BACON introduced a bill (S. 


0964) for the relief of the 
heirs of William Bullard, deceased: , 


which was read twice |] 


dal ‘ | its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 
GHARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were | — —— . 


Committee on Claims. 
ISTHMIAN CANAL. 
Mr. MORGAN. I introduce a 
at length on its second reading. 


bill, which I ask may be read 


The bill (S. 5965) to establish the plan of a ship canal t 
constructed in the Panama Canal Zone, ceded to the 1 
States by the Republic of Panama, under the pro, 
treaty promulgated on the 26th day of February, 1904. w 
read the first time by its title and the second time at length, a 
follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the President of the United States 4 
thorized to construct a ship canal in pursuance of th nera 
hereinafter described, between the 40-foot contour in the R of 7 


Caribbean Sea, and the 40-foot contour in the Bay of Pana 
| connect the waters of the Atlantic and [Tacific Oceans thro 
Panama Canal Zone. 
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The central section of said canal shall be constructed as a canal 
with locks, through the highlands of Culebra and Emperador, for the 
distanee of about 8% miles, to be connected with the sea-level sections 
at each end by means of locks to be located in the vicinity of Obispo 
and Miraflotes. It shall be not less than 40 feet in depth between 
such locks, and shall be, at the surface thereof, not more than 85 
feet, and not less than 65 feet above sea-level, as shall be determined 
by the President of the United States. 

Sec. 2. For obtaining and securing a necessary supply of water to 
said central section, and for purposes of regulating the flow of the 
waters of the Chagres River, a sufficient and perntanent dam shall be 
erected across said river in the vicinity of Gamboa on a suitable foun- 
dation of rock and in accordance with the general plan that is recom- 
mended in the report of the majority of the Board of Consulting Engi- 
neers submitted to Congress by the President in his message of Feb- 
ruary 19, 1906; and a channel shall be made between the lake created 
by such dam and the central section of the canal above mentioned, 
which shall be of sufficient dimensions, elevation, and capacity to sup- 
ply water from such lake for all the purposes of floatation and lockage, 
the generation of power to aid in the construction and in the working 
said central section to its highest capacity and to serve its continued 
use for all commercial purposes, and also for service in the regulation 
of the waters impounded in such lake, which shall be known as “ Lake 
Gamboa.”’ 

Sec. 3. That the northern sea-level section of the canal shall be con- 
structed along the valleys of the Obispo and Chagres rivers, so as to 
connect with the northernmost lock of the central section in the 
vicinity of Obispo and shall extend to the 40-foot contour of the Bay of 
Limon. 

Said northern section of the canal shall have a depth of 40 feet below 
mean sea level and shall correspond, practically, with the route, the 
location, the dimensions, and as to the protection of the same against 
inflowing waters, as the same are described in the report of the majority 
of the Board of Consulting Engineers above referred to, but the same 
shall be subject to such alterations thereof, in all respects except as to 
the sea-level plan, as the President of the United States shall direct 
or approve. 

Sec. 4. That the southern section shall be a sea-level canal, to be con- 
structed from the southernmost lock of the central section, and so as 
to connect with it in the vicinity of Miraflores, to the 40-foot contour 
in the Bay of Panama by the most practical route. It shall not be 
less. than 40 feet deep below the mean sea level and not less than 200 
feet wide at any place. It shall be provided with a sea gate or left 
without such protection according to the direction or approval of the 
President of the United States. 

Sec. 5. That the locks of the canal shall be double cr twin locks, 
with usual capacity of not less than 800 feet in length and not less 
than 80 feet in width or less than 40 feet in depth over the miter sills. 
The locks shall not be placed in flights, but shall be located as nearly 
in connection with each other as may be safe and convenient, having 
regard to the permanent stability of the foundations thereof, and the 
location of the respective sets of twin or double locks and the plan 
and method of construction of such locks shall conform to the best 
and most economical use of water supply from Lake Gamboa for the 
most advantageous operation of the central section of the canal, all 
under the direction or approval of the President of the United States. 


Mr. MORGAN. I move the reference of the bill to the Com- 
mittee on Interoceanic Canals. 
The motion was agreed to. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. PILES submitted an amendment providing that leave of 
absence authorized by law to clerks in post-offices shall be con- 
strued exclusively of Sundays and holidays, intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the post-office appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment relative to the 
pay and allowances of civil engineers and professors of mathe- 
matics in the Navy, intended to be proposed by him to the naval 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—FRANCES A. BLISS. 

On motion of Mr. BURNHAM, it was 


That the papers in the case of 8S. 3631, first session Fifty- 
“For relief of Frances A. Bliss,” be withdrawn from 
of the Senate, there having been no adverse report thereon. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—FOREMAN S8. WELLS. 


Ordered, 
ninth Congress, 


the fil 
the lies 


On motion of Mr. Foraker, it was 
ed, That the papers relating to the bill (S. 3679), Fifty-seventh 
s, for the relief of Foreman 8S. Wells, may be withdrawn from 
of the Senate, there having been no adverse report thereon. 
IRRIGATION FROM SACRAMENTO RIVER. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that the unfinished business be laid 
before the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the unfinished 
business, being House bill 12987, will be proceeded with. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. My friend the Senator from Cali- 
| Mr. PERKINS] has a little matter of routine business 
that he desires to have transacted, and I yield to him for that 
purpost 


Mr. 


fornia 


PERKINS. I thank the Senator from Arkansas kindly 
for the courtesy he has extended to me. 

{ ask unanimous consent for the present consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 11796) for the diversion of water from the Sacra- 
mento River, in the State of California, for irrigation purposes. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
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Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The bill had been reported from the Committee on Commerce 
with amendments, 

The first amendment was, in section 1, on page 1, lines 8 and 9, 
to strike out “900 cubic feet per second of water” and insert 
“an amount of water which, at a stage of said river of 2 feet 
above low water, as determined by the United States engineer 
in charge of the improvement of said river, or at any lower 
stage, shall not exceed 900 cubic feet per second ;” so as to read: 


That the Central Canal and Irrigation Company, a corporation cr- 
ganized and existing under the laws of the State of California, and its 
successors, are hereby granted the right to divert, at all seasons of 
the year, from the Sacramento River, in the State of California, while 
and so long as such diversion shall not seriously injure the navigation 
of said river, an amount of water which, at a stage of said river of 2 
feet above 1 water, as determined by the United States engineer in 
charge of thé improvement of said river, or at any lower stage, shall 
not exceed 900 cubic feet per second, to be used for irrigating the 
lands of the Sacramento Valley, on the west side of the Sacramento 
River, in said State of California. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 1, on page 3, line 23, after 
the word “ hereunder,” to insert “ instituted by the Government 
or any of its officers or agents;” so as to make the additional 
proviso read: 

And provided further, That all costs accruing in an 
ceeding hereunder instituted by the Government or an 
agents shall be borne by the said Central Canal an 
pany, its successors or agsigns. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, in section 4, on page 4, line 23, after 
the word “ within,” to strike out “one year” and insert “ two 
years ;” and in line 24 to strike out “ three” and insert “ five; ” 
so as to make the section read: 

Sec. 4. That this act shall be null and void if the actual construction 
of the structures for diversion and measurement of water herein au- 


thorized be not commenced within two years and completed within five 
years from the date hereof. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
amendments were concurred in. 

The amendments were ordered to be engrossed, and the Dill 
to be read a third time. 

The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, the pending bill is 
supposed to be a legislative response to the public demand that 
something shall be done to put limitations on the power of the 
common carriers of this country to unfairly tax and control its 
commerce. The question has received fragmentary attention in 
Congress and in the legislatures of many of the States. But the 
remedies that have been worked out and applied from time to 
time haye been so inadequate and inefficient that the public has 
become almost hopeless of getting relief from any scheme of 
mere regulation. The magnitude of the evils of extortion and 
discrimination by the public carriers has grown until it has 
forced itself upon the attention of the country to such an extent 
that Congress now finds itself appealed to to remedy the wrong 
by striking at the very source of it. I feel compelled to say that 
if the pending bill, without being amended liberally and substan- 
tially, is to be the response made by this Congress to that 
appeal, we shall stand before the country inviting one of two 
criticisms—either that we have a meager and erroneous conce})- 
tion of the overpowering and widespread evil that calls for 
correction, or a very limited capacity, and a much more limited 
disposition, to devise adequate remedies to suppress evils of 
magnitude after their existence become manifest. 

The bill as it now stands, in my humble opinion, is based 
upon an erroneous theory of regulation from its very first ))r0- 
vision to its last. It betrays a rare ignorance of the evils 
to be overcome and of the methods available to Congress 12 
their suppression. 


suit or pro. 
of its officers or 
Irrigation Com- 


In the first place, the bill provides for (he 
correction of a single rate, or the rate upon a single classifica- 
tion of freight, rather than for a comprehensive regulation of 
the entire schedule of rates charged by any given carrier. — Even 
the partial remedy provided in the correction of the evil pre 
sented by a single excessive rate is only to be made upon coll 
plaint involving the challenged rate. This should not be ‘°. 
The business of compelling common earriers to discharge t!eit 
duties to the public is governmental in its character, and sh uld 
be approached with that independence and fairness that should 
characterize the discharge of public duties and the exercise of 
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public power. No shipper or patron of the railroad should be 
compelled to involve himself in an adversary contention over the 
rates to be charged with the carrier. The contest is an une- 
qual one. The means available to the offended carrier to punish 
and destroy the complaining shipper are too numerous and 
subtle to warrant the belief that the right of complaint will be 
independently and courageously exercised. When a course of 
conduct has become so notorious as to constitute a part of the 
everyday knowledge of life, it is the duty of those who hold 
the governmental power of correction to assume the burden of 
applying the remedy without exposing the interests of any citi- 
ven to the aroused resentment of the powerful class whose abuse 
of permitted opportunities and powers has made necessary a 
resort to the remedial powers of the Government. That the 
transportation of the country has been and is afflicted by a 
systematic and all-pervading burden of extortion and discrim- 
ination practiced by the carriers is a matter that is not seri- 
ously disputed. 

The transportation facilities of the country have been com- 
bined to such a wide extent and in such close alliance that the 
matters of fixing the tax on transportation and of practicing 
discrimination between shippers and places are subject to no 
limitation except the arbitrary edict of those who control the 
business. Unless it be true that the transportation tax im- 
] 
I 





josed by the limited number of persons who control the trans- 

rtation facilities of the country is extortionate and confisca- 
ory, thea the agitation for the passage by Congress of a com- 
prehensive and effective system for prescribing rates must be 
viewed in the light of a gigantic conspiracy against the com- 
mercial tranquillity of this country. The universality of the 
demand that Congress shall interpose the strong hand of the 
National Government to prevent imposition being practiced is 
evidence that those who are interested in our commercial pros- 
perity and opportunities do not so regard this movement. That 
this sentiment pervades all classes of our people, and is per- 
sistently and earnestly pressed upon our attention, ought to 
convince us that it represents the conservative sentiment of 


the country, and is not due to any spirit of temporary unrest 
artificially produced by the irresponsible and sensational ele- 
ments of our population. The agitation is the outgrowth of the 
nullification of the law of competition by the abnormal develop- 


nt of the evil of combination. I do not cry out against the 
I who have brought about this situation, for in doing so 
they have only pursued methods allowed by law, and have 
simply followed the bent of human instincts and inclinations. 
What they have done others would do, similarly situated. They 
merely doing the things that education, environment, and 
rest qualify them to do, only too well for the general wel- 
of society. But legislative power is created to restrain, 

ime measure, the unfair assertion of selfish instincts. 
a strictly private employment, as long as a man avoids 
( ¢ those things for which he might be put in jail, no one can 
ly complain; but when he seeks to unfairly advance his 
st, at the expense of those who have equal rights, through 
gency of a publie privilege or franchise, he must submit 
l regulations as will protect the rights of others and 
rd to him all to which he is legally entitled. The power 
Congress to delegate to a commission the authority to pre- 
s ‘rates to be charged by common carriers engaged in inter- 
f ‘ commerce has been much disputed. I do not share the 
that there is any doubt about the authority of Congress 
nfer plenary power for this purpose. I think the right to 
this authority is a logical and inevitable extension of 
‘trines and practices that have been declared and estab- 
1 
‘or their ultimate purpose the widening and broadening of 
nal authority. Unless the Supreme Court of the United 
‘has been uneandid with the public in what has been said 
re than a seore of decisions, the existence of this power 
he admitted. That that great Court has not perpetrated 
eption in this behalf I am convinced beyond all doubt. 
wer of the States to interfere with or regulate to any 
interstate commerce has been so uniformly denied that 
now are bold enough to complain that it is so, to say noth- 
- insisting that it is otherwise. The Constitution says 
il powers not delegated to the United States by the Con- 
ition nor prohibited by it to the States are reserved to the 
respectively, or to the people. It is certain, therefore, 
this power to regulate interstate commerce has not been 
crved to the States, as their powers in this behalf have been 
d by the Supreme Court of the United States, which is 

‘ final arbiter in such matters. 

, LEGALITY, DELEGATION OF RATE-MAKING POWER DOUBTFUL. 
Notwithstanding I admit without reservation the power of 
igress to delegate to a commission the power of fixing the 
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by the court decisions and the course of legislation that 








tax to be imposed upon the transportation of the country by the 
carriers, I am not so sure that the delegation attempted by this 
bill is a valid exercise of the poaver. The power delegated is to 
prescribe just and reasonable rates, without fixing any standard 
by which this fact of justice and reasonableness is to be deter- 
mined. The rule by which the validity or invalidity of a given 
delegation of legislative power is made to appear is laid down 
in the recent case of Buttfield ». Stranahan. (192 U. S., 496.) 
It is there said that the delegation will be valid if it appears that 
Congress has kegislated on the subject as far as was reasonably 
practicable and then, from the necessity of the case, is com- 
pelled to leave to executive officials the duty of bringing about 
the results pointed out by the statutes. It is obvious to anyone 
who gives a moment’s consideration to the question that a 
mere general direction to prescribe railroad rates that will be 
just and reasonable leaves to the Commission a vast field for 
the exercise of discretion as to the policy and wisdom of adopt- 
ing one course or another, which, when it eventuates in com- 
pleted form, may be said to prescribe just and reasonable rates. 
As there are many ways in which this business of fixing just 
and reasonable rates can be accomplished, according to the judg- 
ment of the person rendering the service, the choice as between 
these means is a legislative one. I think that Congress should 
formulate as definitely as practicable the basis upon which, or 
the standard by which, the justice and reasonableness of rates 
should be ascertained. I think that it is competent for Con- 
gress—in fact, I deem it to be the duty of Congress—to provide 
for the ascertainment of the value of the property of the sey- 
eral railroad corporations engaged in interstate commerce, and 
by an established method that will afford to each transportation 
company an opportunity to be represented and heard in the in- 
quiry which is to result in fixing the value of its property. 

As human intelligence must enumerate the elements that 
enter into this aggregate valuation, Congress should indicate 
which of these e‘ements and how many are to be considered in 
fixing the value. If the franchise value is to be deemed a part 
of the value of the investment for the purpose of ascertaining 
a basis upon which a reasonable return to the carrier is to be 
computed, it should say so in terms, that the rule may be 
observed in all cases. If the bond and stock flotations are to 
be considered for any other purpose than as a mere particle 
of evidence, throwing light upon the ultimate question of value, 
definite directions as to this should be given. Then I be- 
lieve that after the basis of actual value has been ascertained 
in a way that will challenge respect and be recognized and 
enforced in all tribunals where it may become a material in- 
quiry, that Congress should indicate what is to be deemed the 
extent of income that will satisfy the carrier’s right to just 
and reasonable rates. It may be that in a country where con- 
ditions differ as widely in the several sections as is the case in 
ours that an arbitrarily fixed percentage would not in all cases 
do justice. But this can be provided for by arranging a mini- 
mum and maximum, within the limits of which the Commis- 
sion can be guided in any given case. 

It is not my intention to discuss at length the many obvious 
defects in this bill, because it is my purpose to devote the 
greater part of the time I shall impose myself upon the pa- 
tience of the Senate to the discussion of a defect which per- 
tains to a matter of procedure, by which the orders of the 
Commission, when made, may be relieved of interference by 
the inferior Federal courts of the country in the exercise of the 
unlimited right to grant preliminary injunctions. It is a mat- 
ter of common knowledge among the lawyers of the country 
that the right to issue injunctions of this character has been 
abused very greatly in recent years. But whilst it is my pur- 
pose to confine myself largely to the discussion of this par- 
ticular defect, I have not thought it to be proper to entirely 
omit reference to others. 

RIGHTS OF RAILROAD CONSTITUTIONALLY PROTECTED. 

The property rights of the carrier, in so far as the same may 
be affected adversely by Congressional legislation, are abso- 
lutely secured against wrongful invasion by the Constitution of 
the United States and the decisions of the Supreme Court of 
the United States practically applying and adapting the guaran- 
ties of that instrument. There is no possible way by which 
the common carriers of the country can be compelled to serve 
the public without receiving for the service just compensation 
for the use of their property so employed. These companies 
enjoy absolute immunity from any wrongful invasion of their 
rights by legislation. This has been decided so often that it 
has come to be understood as part of the elementary knowledge 
of the subject. I therefore maintain that it is the duty of Con- 


gress to occupy, with a system of comprehensive, intelligent, and 
effective regulation, every square inch of the territory which 
lies outside of the barriers of the Constitution, behind which 
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the rights of the carriers are securely intrenched. Within this 
zone lie the rights of the public, and by the wrongful invasion 
of this domain by the carriers are the interests of the public 
injured and destroyed. The fact that the common carriers 
have not respected the rights of the public is our justification 
for seeking to devise and apply a remedy, aS we are now doing. 
That some remedy should be applied all agree. The difference 
is as to the extent and effectiveness of the relief to be afforded. 
I believe that as our power is equal to our responsibility, the 
remedy we tender to the public should be as wide as the mis- 
chief, and that its execution should be along lines that will ad- 
vance the remedy and suppress the mischief. In making these 
laws we should approach the duty in a frame of mind that will 
enable us to say that we have no conscientious scruples against 
doing what is right where the law and the evidence justify it. 
The ingenuity of this particular class of lawbreakers has 
been strengthened and made familiar by an unobstructed exer- 
cise for many years, and any attempt upon the part of the 
lawmaker now to match his ingenuity against that of his ad- 
versary must be based upon a knowledge of the fact that he 
is dealing with one who has enjoyed his immunities so long 
that by toleration and acquiescence he has come to believe that 
his wrongdoing has become consecrated into a vested right. 
We shall not quit the subject with the consciousness of duty 
well performed if we put upon the statute book a law of mean- 
ingless generalities, that for practical purposes signifies noth- 
ing, and this, in my opinion, is what this bill unamended will 
do. We will find ourselves in the situation that the late John 
J. Ingalls said Kansas found herself in as the result of the 
adoption of a prohibition amendment to the State constitution. 
He said that the Prohibitionists of Kansas had all the law 
they wanted, and the whisky drinkers had all the whisky 
they wanted. I trust, therefore, that we shall not find that 
the railroad commission has all the law it wants, and the 
railroads are in the enjoyment of the right to collect all the 
rates they want. Although I say I trust that this will not be 
the result, if I were called upon to give a definite statement 
of my real opinion, I should find myself under the necessity 
of recording here and now the prediction that the passage of 
this bill, unmamended in many substantial particulars, 


direction of a reduction, a single extortionate rate demanded 
by the railroads. It will amount simply to the introduction 
for a second time of the colorless regulation that was prac- 
ticed by the Commission from 1887 to 1897, when it deemed 
itself to be possessed of the rate-making power. The power 
then supposed to exist was exercised so mildly that the rail- 
ways of the country were unable to draw a distinction between 
the power of supervision exercised by the Commission and that 
exercised by their own traffic managers. 
STATE AND INTERSTATE COMMERCE NOT DEFINED. 

Another obvious defect in existing laws that is not remedied 
by the provisions of the pending bill is one made manifest in 
the decision of the Supreme Court in Smyth v. Ames, 169 United 
States. In that case the court says: “In our judgment, it must 
be held that the reasonableness or unreasonableness of rates 
prescribed by States for the transportation of, persons or prop- 
erty wholly within its limits must be done without reference 
to the interstate business done by the carrier or the profits 
derived from it.” Now, if a similar rule is to be applied, and 
there is no reason why it shall not be, in the ascertainment of 
the reasonableness or unreasonableness of rates fixed by the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, the result is that when the 
Stat ‘ommissions attempt to fix rates for that part of the 
tra which is wholly within the State no notice whatever can 
the business interstate in character, and when the 

nal Commission proceeds to ascertain what is a reason- 
' rate for interstate business no notice can be taken of that 
of the carrier’s business which originates and ends in a 
particular State. This is a practical difficulty growing out of 
the dual character of the government under which the railroads 
operate, and ought to be definitely and decisively provided for 
in this bill. Unless the court shall recede from its position as 
established in that the omission from the present bill 
: proper provision on this subject will constitute a de- 

the existence of which is not in the slightest degree com- 
mentary to the information of its framers, assuming always 
were inspired by an honest purpose to correct the 

cts that are within the limits of their knowledge. 
TO PREVENT ISSUE 
IN ANY CASE. 

But, as I said a moment ago, my main purpose in taking the 
floor to-day is to say something in support of the proposition 
that Congress has power to prohibit the courts from issuing a 
preliminary injunction suspending the orders of the Commission 
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pending a final disposition in the United States circuit court. 
I shall not only claim that Congress has this power, but I shall 
insist that the considerations which support the demand for its 
exercise in this instance are stronger than those that can be 
advanced in support of any one of the three distinct instances 
where Congress has exercised that power heretofore and to the 
satisfaction and approval of the Supreme Court of the United 
States. 

I shall also have something to say upon the scope and ef- 
fect of the court review of the orders of the Commission. [I 
think Congress has nothing to do with the character of the re- 
view. I believe that the extent of judicial review is fixed by 
the Constitution itself, as expounded by the decisions of the 
Supreme Court. It has been exercised up to the present time 
to the utmost limit that it ever will be extended. The widest 
delegation of authority to the courts would confer no greater 
power in this behalf than the most specific limitation which we 
could incorporate into the statute. 

Under ordinary circumstances it would be necessary for 
Congress to consider only the wisdom and policy of denying a 
resort to that feature of the judicial remedy afforded by the 
process of a preliminary injunction, in the light of the facts and 
circumstances brought forward in support of the particular 
application for such prohibition. The power to do so would } 
conceded. But the respect due to any contention seriously ma‘ 
by the distinguished Senators from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
and Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] respecting a matter of law or 
procedure, presents a situation in which it well becomes those 
who would antagonize what they assert to be careful. Their 
deliberate support of any proposition will rescue it from any 
assault or criticism lightly made, and entitles it to be dealt with 
as one of the disputed questions of the law that can at least he 
attractively and plausibly exploited, if not successfully de- 
fended and maintained. 

These Senators introduce for the first time, so far as any dili- 
gence I am capable of exercising has enabled me to locate any 
instance of its being done, a distinction between judicial power 
and the jurisdiction of a court to u.dminister it. That courts can 
do many things incidental to the exercise of jurisdiction that are 
not specifically mentioned in the act creating the court and de- 
fining its jurisdiction is not denied. For instance, it inheres 
in the very function of the court that the judge or judges thereof 
shall have the right to choose as between conflicting or ap 
parently conflicting principles those that will be recognized and 
applied as having the force of law in the decision of any given 
controversy. Nor can any legislative tribunal, in creating the 
court, direct the particular decision to be given, where the facts 
are conflicting or where the principles of law that would other- 
wise govern are established and recognized. The right to decide 
involves the right to choose the particular course of decision. 
But we have no such question here. We are dealing with the 
power of Congress to prescribe to one of the courts which owes 
its existence to legislative act a course of procedure in the 
merely incidental matter of issuing a process. The granting of 
a temporary injunction and the hearing incidental thereto 
rarely ever involve any consideration or decision as to the ulti- 
mate merits of the controversy. The effect is simply to preserve 
the subject-matter of the controversy in as nearly the same con- 
dition in which it is found as is practicable. 

IF COURT HAS DISCRETION IN ONE CASB, CONGRESS HAS IN 
CLASS. 

The grant or refusal of a preliminary injunction, therefore, 
only incidentally involves the ultimate rights of the successful 
litigant. In the very nature of things, the granting of such a 
process will disturb existing conditions, and it frequently calls 
for a nice balancing of consequences to determine whether 
greater harm will not result from the issue of the injunction 
than from its denial. The issue of the writ is therefore 2 
matter of mere discretion with the judge or court to which 
application is made. This discretion is absolute, since lo 
appeal will lie from a refusal to issue such a writ. It is not 
in any sense a suit or action, but is a mere process incident«! 
to a suit or action. There is no such thing as a suit having for 
its independent and distinct purpose the mere issue of a })l' 
liminary injunction. It is the equivalent, in a court of equity, 
of the writ of attachment in a court of law. No reason is per- 
ceived why, if a writ_of attachment may be denied in a court 
of law to seize and hold the property or its proceeds until 
the right thereto has been determined in an action, a sill 
ilar right of abolition does not attach to the equivalent writ 
in a court of equity designed to accomplish the same )ur- 
pose. There is nothing in the origin or history of the pre 
liminary writ of injunction to controvert this suggestion ' 
the extent of rendering it subject to the criticism of beius 
unfairly applied here. This writ is the very counterpart 
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of the interdict of the pretor under the Roman law. When 
the English chancery jurisdiction began to develop as a branch 
of the royal prerogative, the peculiar character of relief neces- 
sary to do justice effectively made it inevitable that in many 
eases injunetive relief should be granted in advance of the 
hearing, if justice was to be fully done in the end. We accord- 
ing find in the very earliest recorded history of the chancery 
jurisdiction, when its powers were exerted and its remedies 
administered by the king in person, that preliminary injunc- 
tions were employed as a part of the system. It is said that 
the first recorded instance of a preliminary injunction being 
issued occurred in the time of Henry II. As the chancery juris- 
diction was extended to the numerous cases where the harsh 
and technical rules of the courts of the common law would not 
enable them to do full justice, the writ of preliminary injunc- 
tion was accordingly made use of more frequently. 

The courts of equity are said to have been invented for the 
correction of that wherein the law, by reason of its uni- 
yersality, was deficient. The wholesome and effective char- 
acter of relief to be gained in many cases through employment 
of the preliminary injunction where there would otherwise be 
a miscarriage of justice made the writ exceedingly popular, and 
this very popularity caused it to be abused to such an extent 
as to make it manifest to those who are charged with the duty 
of making laws to put limitations upon the right that would 
operate to prevent its abuse without impairing its real usefulness, 
Accordingly, we find that by legislation notice to the adversary 
party is required wherever it is practicable to give the same 
before making application for the writ. Certain judges are 
empowered to grant the writ, while others are denied the right 
by not having the same conferred upon them. Bonds are re- 
quired to indemnify, as nearly as such a provision can, the per- 
sons whose rights are interfered with by the writ in the event 


it should be subsequently determined that it was wrongfully 
a] | for and issued, and in some cases, in the exercise of 
the sovereign power to make laws, the legislature has denied to 


the courts the right to issue the writ at all. Our statute books 
contain three well-known instances where Congress has denied 
to the courts power to issue this writ, and its action in doing 
so has been expressly recognized and loyally respected by the 
Supreme Court of the United States, as I shall undertake to 





show as I proceed. I am not willing to be numbered among 
those who declaim yociferously against the employment of the 
writ of injunction; neither am I to be numbered among those 
who treat it as a specific for all the ills of life that are subject 
ti idicial inquiry and determination. Our. complex govern- 
n al and commercial conditions imperatively require that in 
a determination of the numerous controversies that come 
ihout between individuals this writ shall at all times be 
ay ble for rational and equitable service. But while I ad- 
I , | also insist that it is a process whose employment is 
to be regulated by law, and that the law-making power not 
only has power, but it rests under an imperative obligation to 
deny its use whenever, in the exercise of its best judgment, it is 
apparent that the exercise of the power rightfully belonging to 
other governmental agencies will be unfairly obstructed in the 
due administration of the powers permitted to them. Whilst 
the process is important, and is therefore to be interfered with 
( isly, and only after the propriety of doing so has been 
t zhly considered and determined, yet the power to do so 


he necessity for tts exercise is made manifest is what we 
upon now. 


PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION A MERE PROCESS. 


As indicating that the writ of injunction is invariably 
tr | as a mere process to be employed for incidental pur- 
poses in the administration of justice, and as such is subject 
slative control, it is permissible to call attention to the 
it in many of the States a reformed system of pleading 
tice, known as the “ code system,” has been adopted, 
nearly all of these the writ of injunction has been in 
ibolished by statute, and provision made by statute for 
uing of restraining orders by the judges and under the 
is therein named. Wisconsin is among the States that 
‘sued this course, as will be seen from the following 
from its revised statutes: 


i735. The writ of injunction is abolished. The injunction pro 
l is 2 command to refrain from a particular act. It may be 
Judgment in the action or may be allowed as a provisional 
ind when so allowed it shall be by order in the form pre 
B i this chapter. The order may be made by the court in which 
t n is brought or by a judge in the cases provided in this 
and when made may be enforced as the order of the court. 





our inquiry on this occasion is as te the authority of 
Co ess to provide that the orders of the Interstate Railway 


ssion fixing rates shall not be suspended or interfered 
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with by any preliminary injunction in advance of a decision 
by the circuit court. 

That this is true ought to be considered as established, when 
we consider the nature of the National Government and the 
powers that it can rightfully exercise. In the first place, the 
National Government is one of delegated powers. There is no 
such thing as a national common law. There are therefore 
no common-law courts nor common-law powers of courts, nor 
does there exist any common-law source upon which courts may 
draw to supply themselves with desirable powers, which are in 
advertently or otherwise withheld by statute. That this is 
true was recognized by the Supreme Court of the United States 
at a very early date, as will appear in the following 
from the opinion of Chief Justice Marshall, 
Ex parte Bollman (8 Cranch, 93): 


extract 
in the case of 








As preliminary to any investigation of the m s of this motion, 
this court deems it proper to deciare that it disc ns all jurisdiction 
not given by the Constitution or by the laws of the United States 
Courts which originate in the common law possess a jurisdiction whi 


must be regulated by the common law until some statute shall char 
their established principles; but courts which are created by written law 
and whose jurisdiction is defined by written law can not transcend 
that jurisdiction. It is unnecessary to state the reasoning on whi 
this opinion is founded, because it has been repeatedly ven by t! 
court, and with the decisions heretofore rendered on this point no me 
ber of the bench has, even for an instant, been dissatistied. The 
soning from the bar in relation to it may be answered by the sing 
observation that for the meaning of the term “ habeas corpus” resort 
may unquestionably be had to the common law, but the power to aw 
the writ by any of the courts of the United States must be given 
written law. 

It has not been denied in this debate nor anywhere else by 
those who are entitled to be heard in the discussion of such 
questions that all the courts of the United States inferior to the 
Supreme Court are of statutory origin and that only such part 
of the judicial power of the United States as Congress has as 
signed to these can be exercised by them, respectively. This is 
not only true as to the subject-matter of litigation, but it is 
true in reference to the pleadings, writs, and other matters o 
procedure through and by which the system of courts is create 
and in accordance with which they administer justice. None of 
these courts have ever attempted to issue any writ or to take 
cognizance of any proceeding without being able to predicate its 
action in doing so upon some statute either prescribing the rule 
or adopting the scheme of procedure prevalent in the States or 
in the high court of chancery of England. Attentive examina 
tion of the decisions of our Supreme Court will show that 
every instance save one, that of Florida v. Georgia, in 17 
Howard, that court has insisted upon statutory authority for 
every step taken by it or permitted to the inferior courts when 
challenged. 

In the case of Florida v. Georgia the court did proceed to 
hear the controversy under a system of pleading and pro 
cedure established by itself, but in doing so it took 
to say that it did this in the absence of legislation by Congress, 
in order that there might not be a failure of justice. But it 
broadly and unmistakably stated that if Congress had pre 
scribed rules governing its procedure that it would be 
pelled to conform thereto. From the very earliest day, as ear) 
as 1789, Congress has assumed to provide the means by whi: 
the Federal courts could supply themselves with the necess 
means and machinery for discharging the duties imposed u] 
them. I call attention to the following sections of the Revised 
Statutes, which were originally passed prior to 1842. 

ALL PROCESS SUCH AS CONGRESS 

Section 716 of the Revised Statutes, 
of the act of 1879, provides: 

The Supreme Court and the circuit and 
power to issue writs of scirs facias. ‘They 
issue all writs not specifically provided for | 
necessary for the exercise of their respective 
able to the usages and principles of law. 

Section 917 proves that— 

The Supreme Court shall have power to prescribe, from time 
time, and in any manner not inconsistent with any law of the 
States, the forms of writs and other process, the modes of framing and 
filing proceedings and pleadings, of taking and obtaining l 
of obtaining discovery, of proceeding to obtain relief, of drawin 
entering, and enrolling decrees, and of proceeding before trust 
appointed by the court, and generally to regulate the w! 
to be used in courts of equity or admiralty by the circuit and dist 
courts. 

Sec. 913. The forms of mesne process and the forms and modes of 
proceeding in suits of equity and of admiralty and 1 
tion in 








ra 
a 


occnsion 


AUTHORIZES. 
indicated 


as section 14 


districts courts shall have 


shal also have power 








evidenct 


laritime 


jurisdic 
the circuit and district courts shall be accordi 


1g to the pri 





ciples, rules, and usages which belong to courts of equity and of 
admiralty, respectively, except when it is otherwise provided by statute 
or by rules of court made in pursuance thereof; but the same shail 


be subject to alteration and addition by the said courts, respectively, 
and to regulation by the Supreme Court, by rules prescribed, from tim: 
to time, to any circuit or district court, not inconsistent with the laws 
of the United States. 

The pleadings, practice, and writs employed in the trial of cases 
on the law docket of the Federal courts isthe same as that in the 
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State courts of the State wherein the Federal court is sitting, 
except where expressly changed by Federal statute. This is 
so because of an express provision of an act of Congress that it 
shall be so. The practice fn equity cases in the Federal court 
is the same in all the States, because Congress has so provided 
in the direction given to the Supreme Court to prescribe the 
rules which shall govern in such cases. At an early day, the 
Supreme Court, in execution of this statutory authority, formu- 
lated a number of rules which provided a system of procedure 
substantially similar to that which prevailed in the high court 
of chancery in England at the time of the adoption of the Con- 
stitution of the United States. In addition to the several rules 
covering particular features of the practice and procedure, the 
court adopted rule 90, indicating the source from which addi- 
tional rules of procedure might be adopted and applied in the 
event a case should arise which was not covered by the provi- 
sions of any existing rule. Rule 90 of the Rules of Practice for 
the Equity Courts of the United States is as follows: 

In all cases where the rules prescribed by this court or by the circuit 
court do net apply, the practice of the circuit court shall be regulated 
by the present practice of the high court of chancery in England, so far 
as the same may reasonably be applied consistently with the local 
circumstances and local conveniences of the district where the court is 
rey Bet ae positive rules, but as furnishing just analogies to regulate 

ie rac ce. 

The whole matter, therefore, of providing a system of plead- 
ing, practice, and procedure for the Federal courts is regu- 
lated by statute, directly or indirectly. That this is so has 
been recognized by the Supreme Court of the United States, 
and made the basis of its action when its judgment has been 
invoked in cases that involved the matter. There is no inti- 
mation anywhere in any of the cases to be found in the books 
that in the matter of processes to be employed the -court itself 
acts, or permits the inferior courts subject to its supervision to 
act, in the exercise of any pretended inherent power to frame 
remedies independent of the action of Congress, simply because 
by so doing they might thereby more effectively protect the 
rights of persons who come into the courts for their vindication. 
Instances are to be found where the most meritorious writs 
and proceedings in the entire field of jurisprudence have been 
refused in cases that obviously called for a remedy, for the sole 
reason that Congress had not authorized the courts to employ 
them. It was true in the case of a writ of habeas corpus and 
in the most useful proceeding of mandamus. The court has 
not only insisted that there shall be statutory authority for 
every step that it takes, but it has not treated the legislation of 

‘Congress under that latitudinous rule of construction which 
would permit it to seize upon general phrases in the statute to 
include thereunder matters resting on the same reason as those 
mentioned. 
wise, and under this rule the court has limited the right of 
Federal courts to issue the writs of mandamus and other 
writs to such instances as they may be so employed in aid of a 
jurisdiction expressly conferred, and not to an unlimited extent 
as independent remedies. As indicating somewhat the extent 
to which the courts have gone in this direction, I will read here 
extracts taken from a number of the opinions of the Supreme 
Court. 


SUPREME COURT RECOGNIZES CONTROL OF CONGRESS. 


In Livingston v. Story (9 Pet., 656), it is said: 


That Congress has the power to establish circuit and district courts 
any and all of the States, and confer on them equitable jurisdiction 
coming within the Constitution can not admit of doubt. It 
ils within the express words of the Constitution. “The judicial 
* of the United States shall be vested in one Supreme Court and 
1 such inferior courts as the Congress may from time to time ordain 
nd estal (Art. 3.) And that the power to ordain and estab- 
lish carries with it the power to prescribe and regulate the modes of 
proceedings in such courts admits of as little doubt. 


In speaking of the obligation assumed by sureties on injunc- 
tion bond, the Supreme Court in Bein v. Heath (12 How., 178) 


Says 


n cases 


-e 8 99 
ish 


Now, there is manifest error in subjecting parties to an injunction 
bond, given in a proceeding in equity in a court of the United States, 
to the laws of the State. The proceeding in a circuit court of the 
United States in equity is regulated by the laws of Congress and the 
rules of this court made under the authority of an act of Congress. 

In United States v. Howland (4 Wheat., 113) the court says: 

And as the courts of the Union have a chancery jurisdiction in every 
State and the judiciary act confers the the same chancery powers on 

ll, and gives the same rule of decision, its jurisdiction in Massa- 
chusetts must be the same as in other States. 

In Ames v. Kansas (111 U. S., 472) the court says: 

The judicial power of the United States exists under the Constitu- 
tion, and Congress alone is authorized to distribute that power among 
courts, 

In Boyla v. Zacharie (6 Pet., ) the court says: 

And the settled doctrine of this court is that the remedies in equity 
are be administered, not according to the State practice, but accord- 


—— 


60% 


to be 


ing to the practice of equity in the parent country as contradistin- 


The construction has been rather strict than other- | 
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guished from that of courts of law, subject, of course, to the provisions of 
the acts of Congress and to such alterations and rules as, in the exercise of 
the powers delegated by those acts, the coyrts of the United States may 
from time to time prescribe. (Robinson v. Campbell, 3 Wheat., 21”: 
U. 8S. v. Howland, ibid., 108.) So that, in this view of the matte; 
the effect of the injunction granted by the circuit court was to be de. 
cided by the general a. of courts of e — and not by any pe- 
culiar statute enactments of the State of Maryland. 

In Bath County v. Amy (13 Wall., 244) the court says: 

Were there agile more in the judiciary act than the grant of gen. 
eral authopvity to take cognizance of all suits at common law and in 
equity it might well be doubted whether it was intended to confer the 
extraordinary power residing in the British court of King’s bench to 
issue prerogative writs. All doubts upon this subject, however, are set 
at rest by the fourteenth section of the same act, which enacted that 
circuit courts shall have power to issue writs of scire facias and habeus 
corpus and all other writs not specifically provided for by statute which 
may be necessary for the exercise of their respective jurisdictions ang 
agreeable to the usages and principles of law. Among those other 
writs no doubt mandamus is included; and this special provision indi- 
eates that the power to grant such writs generally was not understood 
to be granted by the eleventh section, which conferred only to a lim- 
ited extent upon the circuit courts the judicial power existing in the 
Government under the Constitution. Power to issue such writs is 
granted by the fourteenth section, but with the restriction that they 
shall be necessary to the exercise of the jurisdiction given. Why this 
grant if it had been previously made in the eleventh section? The 
limitation only was needed. 


The Senator from Wisconsin, when he last addressed the Sen- 
ate, sought to draw a distinction between the writs of habeas 
corpus and mandamus and the writ of preliminary injunction, 
by saying that the former, in Great Britain, were treated as 
high prerogative writs, whereas the writ of injunction was a 
judicial writ, entirely subject to control by the courts of equity, 
and not in any wise subject to be dealt with by the legislature 
in a way that any judge authorized to issue the same would 
deem to be an abridgment of his right. The judge who wrote 
the opinion in Bath County v. Amy said that at one time there 
was some doubt as to whether or not a general grant of juris- 
diction to the Federal courts would carry with it the power to 
take jurisdiction of such proceedings as mandamus, but he also 
added that all doubt on that subject had been put at rest by the 
passage of the judiciary act of 1789, by the section as quoted 
above. He said that after the passage of that act ali writs 
enumerated in the section or included in its provision should he 
dealt with in the same way. If these writs are to be dealt 
with in the same way and Congress has authority to abolish 
the use of the writ of mandamus in any case it may see proper, 
no reason is perceived why a similar right should not be exer- 
cised with reference to the writ of injunction. There is no dis- 
tinction made in the Constitution of the United States between 
the rights, power, and authority of courts of equity and courts 
of law. It invests the courts with jurisdiction to hear and dis- 
pose of all cases of law or equity arising under the laws of the 
United States or belonging to certain other enumerated Classes. 
But it will serve no really useful purpose to consume more time 
in attempting to show that Congress can rightfully deny the 
right to resort to the writ of preliminary injunction in any in- 
stance that, in its judgment, such a course should be adopted. 
The power of Congress to do so has not heretofore been denied, 
but, on the contrary, it has been exercised in three conspicuous 
instances, and the statutes by which the same has been done liave 
been recognized and enforced by the Supreme Court of the United 
States without question or discussion as to policy or validity. 
In every instance where parties have relied upon the statute «s 
a means of preventing an adversary from resorting to the 
remedy by injunction, the court has gone no further into the 
question than to determine whether or not the case made is one 
of those condemned by the statute denying the injunction. 
When this condition has been ascertained to exist, the court 
has invariably said in plain terms that the statute controls, 
and it was accordingly followed and made the rule of action in 
that particular case. There was no pretense made in any ot 
the opinions in which it came under review that in the passage 
of the statute Congress had simply reenacted rules that were 
otherwise the law. It was treated simply as a case whicre tle 
rule ita lex scripta est applies. 

In order that the Senate may understand the scope and char- 
acter of my contention in this behalf, I will now direct at 
tention, in consecutive order, to the three instances to be foun 
in our statutes where Congress has prohibited the courts trom 
issuing the writ of injunction: 

I call attention first to section 720 of the Revised Statutes, 


being a provision contained in the judiciary act of 175». The 
section is as follows: 
PROCEEDINGS IN STATE COURTS SHALL NOT BE ENJOINED. 
Sec. 720. The writ of injunction shall not be granted by any court of 


ept 


the United States to stay proceedings in any court of a State, © ae 
in cases where such injunetion may be authorized by any law reauns 
to proceedings in bankruptcy. ' 

The statute has served a very useful purpose in pr’ 


harmony of administration in the peculiar system of svvert 


ting 

















ment under which we live. The anomalous situation of having 
courts equal in authority and deriving their powers from dif- 
ferent sovereignties, administering justice in the same locality 
and among the same people, afforded a fruitful source of strife, 
or at least the opportunity for it, by the inspired ingenuity 
which at times characterizes the legal profession in designing 
ways and means by which the law’s delays are made no less. 
The Senator from Wisconsin, when he addressed the Senate 
nm Mareh 23, 1906, in referring to this statute and the reasons 
whieh prompted Congress to enact it, said: 

here were good reasons and strong reasons, peculiar to our form of 

vernment, which led Congress of that day to prohibit injunctions to 

train proceedings in State courts, for we have States. 

It is 
ticular thing to say that good reasons and strong reasons should 
exist before the power is exercised. Good reasons and strong 

sons ought to exist in support of any exercise of legislative 
authority by Congress at this late day, and especially should 

s be true when we come to curtail the power of a chancery 

urt to issue a writ of preliminary injunction—a right of very 

jent origin and usually of salutary effect. 





no argument against the power of Congress to do a par- | 
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| think the right to prohibit issuing preliminary injunctions | 
ld be still further exercised in this case is because I be- | 


‘that the reasons which support our contention are not only 
* reasons and good reasons, but they are stronger reasons 
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that the courts are expressly prohibited by statute from issuing 
an injunction in a case of that kind. 
In Chapman v. Brewer (114 U. S., 172) it is said: 


It must be held that Congress, in authorizing a suit in equity in 
a case like the present, has, in order to make the other relief granted 





completely effective, authorized an injunction, as necessarily inci 
dental and consequent, to prevent further proceedings under the 
levies already made and new levies under the judgment. But for the 


supposed inhibitory force of section 720, a court of equity in grant 
ing, on the merits, the other relief here granted, would ssarily 
have power to award the injunction. We think the circuit court was 
authorized to award it here within the exception in section 720. 

That was a case where the court had to find warrant for the 
issuance of a writ of injunction, and it is said that the excep- 
tion contained in section 720 affirmatively gave it power to 
interfere there. 

In the case of In re Sawyer (124 U. S., 219), the judge who 
wrote the opinion says: 


nece 


The restraining order of the circuit court was void, because in direct 





contravention of the peremptory enactment of Congress, that the writ 
| of injunction shall not be granted by any court of the United States to 
stay proceedings in any court of a State, except when authoriz a 

bankrupt act. 
In the case of the United States v. Parkhurst-Davis Company 


better reasons than exist in support of the enactment of | 


section 720, 
taken out of the domain of debatable propositions by the 

n of the Supreme Court of the United States in the man- 

n which it has dealt with the several acts of Congress 

ig the powers of the Federal judiciary in issuing injunc- 

by the numerous decisions rendered in controversies 
such statutes were involved, and the explicit and de- 
acceptance of the provisions thereof as the basis of de- 


But I think the consideration of this question has | 


(176 U. §., 320), Judge Brewer disposes of the question pre- 
sented by saying: 

Upon these admissions and facts 
provision of section 
writ of 


the case comes cle 
720 of the Revised Statutes, to the effe } r 
injunction shall be granted by a court of the United States 





to stay proceedings in any court of a State except in matters of bank 
ruptcy. 
After quoting from the decision of Judge Bradley in the cas« 


| of Haines v. Carpenter (91 U. S., 254), he concluded: 


Among lawyers, where a practice or a principle is | 


nized and applied without question, in controversies, and 


tigants, where objection to its validity should be urged 
se interested, with a view of having these objections 
zed or repudiated by the court, and this is not done, it 
umed that it was omitted because the formative stage of 
ussion had been passed. I shall call to the attention of 
ate, without commenting on each case, the decisions of 
ipreme Court in which this question of the right of Con- 
to deny the right of the chancery courts to issue the writ 
inction has been under consideration. 
ry meritorious case was made in Haines v. Carpenter. 
t involve any actual conflict of jurisdiction. 


Oce 


It 
The matter 
ding in a way that both courts might have gone on 
the least inconvenience. Judge Bradley, in writing the 
reported in 91 U. S., p. 254, says: 





first place, the great object of the suit is to enjoin and stop 
in the State courts, and to bring all the litigated questions 





‘ircuit court. 


This is one of the things which the Federal 
» expressly 


prohibited from doing. By the act of March 2, 
was declared that a writ of injunction shall not be granted to 
edings in a State court. This prohibition is repeated in 
720 of the Revised. Statutes, and extends to all cases except 
erwise provided by the bankrupt law. This objection alone is 
ground for sustaining the demurrer to the Dill. 
» case of Sargent v. Helton (vol. 115, U. S. Ct. Rep., p. 
lige Wood, in writing the opinion, says: 
iit court of the United States was therefore— 
having quoted section 720 he continues— 
iit court of the United States was therefore deprived of the 
jurisdiction, but was deprived of the power- 
it court of the United States was therefore deprived of the 
» section just quoted, to protect the rights of the plaintiff, 
rit of injunction was authorized by the law relating to pro- 
bankruptcy. 
any virtue in the contention that the right to 
inctions is a part of the judicial power, and is not a 
tter of jurisdiction to be given or withheld by statute, 
ce of this decision must be deemed an authority 
the position assumed by the Senators from. Wisconsin 
isylvania. The thing of which the court was deprived 
atute was the power to issze the injunction. 
Reynolds, in 96 United States, page 340, the same 
ime before the court. The judge said: 
e two objections to these bills: (1) The gravamen of what 
is to Reynolds is an injunction to prevent his proceeding 
the State court. Without this, all else is of no account. 
‘ remedy would be unavailing. Such an injunction, except 
bankrupt act, no court of the United States can grant. 


the simple reason that the statute said they could not 


is 


: is exception, it is expressly forbidden by law. 
“ecision is placed squarely and explicitly upon the ground 


diction was possible. 


| 


Without stopping to consider any other questions presented by 
sel, this is sufficient to sustain the ruling of the circuit 
decree is aflirmed. 

There not a single intimation in any of the opinions de- 
livered in the cases mentioned that the validity of the restric- 
tion laid upon the chancery courts is to be sustained inde- 
pendently of the positive command of the statute, on the ground 
that the courts would refrain from issuing injunctions in such 
cases even in the absence of a statute, in pursuance of the well 
known rule of comity which prevents courts of concurrent 
equal authority from interfering each with the jurisdiction « 
the other. The provision is comprehensive, and its inhibitory 
effect is operative against any injunction issued by the Federal 
courts against instituting or maintaining litigation in the 
courts. An anxious desire to avoid friction between the courts 
is, therefore, not the only consideration which prompted the 
enactment of the law. It is a fact within the knowledge of all 
lawyers that where actual friction by reason of the 
Federal court having first taken cognizance of the controvers 
which brings about the litigation, it will protect the prior pend- 
ency by enjoining the parties from instituting conflicting pro 
ceedings in the State court. An instance where this was done 
is furnished in the well-known case of the Railway Company 


court, and t 


is 


nd 


9 


state 


exists 


Julian, reported in 193 United States, and heretofore given 
a prominent place in the discussion conducted by the Senator 
from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] and the Senator from North 
Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN]. The statute applies to many cases, 


and has been enforced in many cases where no conflict 





In its last analysis it is a mere ex 
of the legislative power to limit the remedies administered in 
courts of equity, and the processes by which those remed 


made effective. 
As a second instance where Congress has exercised the right 
to deny to the chancery court the power to issue a writ of in 


junction I eall attention to section 322 


4 of the Revised Statutes, 
which is as follows: 


Sec. 3224. No suit for the purpose of resiraining ‘ Ss t 
collection of any tax shall be maintained in any court. 
FEDERAL TAXES SHALL NOT BB ED 





This statute was enacted May 27, 
For eighty years of our history the Government was able to 
lay and collect taxes without finding it necessary 


1872. 


to mpose 
this restraint upon the courts, but in 1872 a condition be 
manifest which convinced Congress that it would be a wis« 
exercise of its prerogative to take away from the courts of 


chancery the power to issue injunctions of this kind. 
tor from Wisconsin says that the right to 

or institute any other form of suit against the is 
a matter of grace, and that in extending permission to sue, it 
is competent for the sovereign to grant a qualified right or 
to deny entirely the right to sue; that it is of the highest im- 
portance to the sovereign that the taxes laid shall be collected, 
and that interference by the courts with such collection is not 
to be tolerated. He therefore argues that Congress 
by omitting to grant affirmative authority to bring a 


The Sena- 


issue an injunction 


ib 










Government is 


could, 
suit on 


any terms, and could thereby deprive the taxpayer of all judicial 
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the validity of a tax; that what was done | sion to positive restraints imposed by the sovereign autliority 
nassa section 5224 was really to enlarge the tax- | of Congress. In the income-tax case the court entertained 
remedy by permitting him to apply in the first instance | complaint in equity brought by a stockholder against the officer 
Coramissioner of Internal Revenue for the return of the | of the trust company, alleging that it was the purpose of tho 
: | illegally from him, and in default of prompt | officers to make returns under the income-tax provision of t! 
tion by the Commissioner be permitted to bring a suit at law. | Wilson bill, and that after making these returns it was th: 
mtention is plausable, and it doubtless represents the | purpose to pay the tax to the officers of the United Stat 
m of the Senator from Wisconsin as to the reason why | Government. It further alleged that this tax was void } 
legislation was enacted. Admit all this, and it does | cause the statute which sought to impose it was unconstit 
inilitate against the contention we are now making, that Con- | tional. Now, here was a case that involved a vast volume « 
bas the power to judge for itself when and to what ex- | taxation, levied on the wealth of the country, and it wo 
the right to issue a writ of injunction shall be denied. | have been a most admirable opportunity for the court to h 
inducements to the enactment of this section may be like | said that this suit, although nominally between persons w! 
that prevailed in the enactment of section 720 in that | stood in nowise in adversary relations, was really brought 
constitute good reasons and strong reasons why it should | the purpose of interfering with the collection of the pu 
but that Congress had power to pass the statute and | revenue, and, looking through the mere form in which 1 
validity has long been recognized and enforced by the | action was brought, the court could see that its main purp 
is the pivotal fact with which I am now interested. was such as brought it within the prohibitory effect of seci 
Supreme Court of the United States, in the case of Shel- | 3224. Instead of doing that, the court proceeded to entert 
Platt (189 U. §., 592), indicates the reason.why, in its | the suit on the ground that it did not fall within the letter 
t, legislation such as section 3224 was enacted, and it | the statute and that the restraint upon the court was no greater 
ewhat different in nature from the opinion entertained | than the terms of the statute specifically imposed. It proceed 
Senator from Wisconsin. It is as follows: |} to hear the case, and decided that the tax was invalid. 
{ racter has been called for by the embarrass-| Mr. Justice White, in his dissenting opinion, urges 
Caprovenent a ar gg’ in- | strongly the contention that the action of the majority of 
1 of "the car. ae chateney wath aet.ke be court was a plain evasion of the statute, because the litigati 
xcept where resort ‘to that court is | although nominally between private persons, was really 
ples which govern its jurisdiction. rected against the authority of the Government to lay 
lanation by the court, made at the time it was, repre- | collect the tax. But the majority of the court stood upoi 
ide opportunities afforded by a survey by that great | letter of the statute. 
whole judicial field of the United States, and a| Mr. SPOONER. Mr. Justice Harlan also dissented up 
with the recklessness and want of care with which | same ground. 
iry injunctions are usually issued. Whilst the Govern-| Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. Justice Harlan also 4 
iS willing to still permit this practice to continue so far | sented, and for the same reason, among others. But the « 
nterests of private individuals are concerned, it mani- | disregarded the restraint of the statute for the reason that 
purpose to provide a better remedy for itself. | case before the court did not fall within the letter of it. It was 
statute came under consideration by the Supreme Court | not technically a suit against any officer who was attempting 
ease of Snyder v. Marks (109 U. 8., 189). A citizen | to collect the tax. Of course, in this collateral way, the trust 
‘operty was about to be seized for a tax levied under | company elicited the judgment of the court on the validity of 
authority, applied to the court for an injunction to re- | the tax. 
officer from seizing his property, and sought to escape | Mr. SPOONER. That case was decided on the ground th 
of section 3224 by alleging that the seizure was wholly | the law was unconstitutional. 
rized, because the tax was illegal, and in this connectien | Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes. 


ied that the courts were deprived of the right to issue an Mr. SPOONER. In the early part of the opinion the 


' nl 
1 oni! 


yn only in cases where the tax itself was conceded to be | lays down the rule and cites several cases which show th 
The Supreme Court denied the validity of that con- | court has the power in certain cases—— 
id: Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That is exactly what I 
24 applied to all assessments of taxes sisting on; that you can not deprive the citizen of the rig 
ces by internal-revenue officers charged | resist the tax collector or anybody else in an effort to take 
» Subject of assessing taxes against to- | him his property wrongfully. While the court, in the I: 


iedy of a suit to recover for the tax | 


and a suit to restrain its co!- | Tax case, admitted that an injunction can not be brou 
given as exclusive, and no other | against an officer attempting to collect a tax, it allowe 
Se same thing to be done in an indirect way. A suit to re 
he court does not decide that the right | the collection of illegal taxes has over and again been held 1 
tax after the citizen's property has | to pe a suit against the sovereignty, but against the offic 
to satisfy the illegal tax is an adequate | ¢he theory that he is doing something that he is not auth 
that the remedy is exclusive. There | py Jaw to do, and that he can only represent the sovere 
‘tween an exclusive remedy and an} when acting lawfully in her behalf. 

This distinction was made by the court In re Tyler (149 U. S., 190), a case that came up from § 
for the reason that in the light of its own | Carolina, the court, in speaking of the distinction between 
have made the statement that the remedy | the State directly and suing an officer thereof who is secki 
taxes illegally exacted was adequate. In perform an illegal act, says: 

rmstrong (168 U. 8.) the court says, in dealing 


. os ies The subject was but recently considered in Pennoyer 
ir question: : 


naughy (140 U. §8., 1), in which Mr. Justice Lamar, deliver 
, however, that the case is such that the person | opinion of the court, cites and reviews a large number of ca 
d suffer irremedial damage, or be subjected to | result was correctly stated to be that where a suit is brought 
were compelled to resort to his legal remedy | defendants who claim to act as officers of a State and, und 
e legal remedy consisted only of an action | of an unconstitutional statute, commit acts of wrong and 
r it had been collected by distress and | the property of the plaintiff to recover money or_ property 
the loss of his freehold by means of a} hands unlawfully taken by them in behalf of the State; or 
hard to be remedicd. F2\ven the cloud | pensation for damages; or, in a proper case, for an injunc! 
under which a sale could be made would | prevent such wrong and injury; or for 2 mandamus in a lik 
‘ntitle him to go into a court of equity | enforce the performance of a plain legal duty, purely minist 
suit is not, within the meaning of the amendment, an actio! 
» Supreme Court in the celebrated income- | the State. 
lock v. Farmers’ Loan and Trust Co. So I maintain that the restraint of this section is 
; onstrated more forcibly than any argu- | and represents the power of Congress to do what it | 
make that the Federal courts regard section|to do. The decision in the Income Tax case sho 
thing more than a positive assertion of power by the | readily courts take advantage of the cases that lie 
in restraint of the power of a court to issue an in- | the letter of the statute, but are within its spirit, to | 
that there does not lie at the foundation of the | things that they could not do in a case standing upon *!! 
a pl iple which, considered independent of it, is broad | principles, but falling within the letter of the statute. / 
to do without the statute the things that it requires to | restraint of the statute, and not that of equitable pr 
In other words, a tender consideration for the reve- | that prevents the courts from enjoining the officers 
‘the country and a desire to remit persons to the reme- | National Government whenever a disputed tax is de! e 
ected by statute which deny a resort to the ordinary | The court, in Shelton v. Platt, has indicated that it deemed - 
powers of the courts is not an inherent principle or | substituted remedy to be the exclusive remedy to w!i!ch 
‘ of courts of equity, but is conformed to as a submis- | taxpayer is entitled, but it does not state that it was an a 
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quate remedy. 
ide any 
stands that where a citizen’s property is levied 


1 


irged with the duty of protecting his liberty 


| 
Nor could the court, as a matter of fact, have | 
declaration. Anybody, lawyer or layman, un- 
upon, taken 
a sacrifice at a public sale to 
the Government, which is 
and his prop 
that it is no adequate redress to send him to an official to 
ve back the amount of the tax illegally exacted from him, 
ing him the loser by the loss and inconvenience of the de- 
on of his property. 
ir. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a word? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
fr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 
SPOONER. In the Nichols case, which the Senator will 
ed, opposite the section 3224 itself, and from which I read 
ther day, the court puts it entirely on the ground that the 
nment will permit the collection of its revenues to be in- 
ed in any way by judicial proceedings; but it prescribes 
mditions upon which such suit may be brought. 
CLARKE of Arkansas. I am aware that the Supreme 
held in that case that the duty of a taxpayer, whose prop- 
ad been seized to satisfy an illegal tax, was to pay the 
nd then apply to the officer of the Government for its re- 
That was his exclusive remedy, but I insist that it was 
adequate remedy, and if the court intended to lay down 
loctrine there that motives of high public policy, based upon 
mmpt collection of the public revenue, were the considera- 
hich induced the court to refrain from interfering where 
lministrative collection of public revenues were involved, 
most admirable opportunity to have applied the doc- 
its perfection when it omitted to do so in the income- 
as I should like to say. matter what the court 
ve said in the Nichols case, or in any other case, it is an 
of the grossest character for the Government to auth 
licers to seize a citizen’s property to pay a tax that it 
vuthority to levy, and then to advise him that he may 
. himself for the loss by applying to certain officials for 
of the amount wrongfully exacted from him, denying to 
remedy to protect his possession and to raise the ques- 
the validity of the seizure in advance of its being taken 
m. And, then, after doing all this, an outcry is raised 
n attempt is made to restrain courts from interfering 
st as important an exercise of public authority in the 
of fixing the taxes upon the transportation interests of 
ntry by a board specially selected and peculiarly well 
| to discharge the service. 
not quite understand the arbitrary invasion in the one 
d the tender solicitude for the interests involved in the 
If Congress can deny to a citizen all remedy to protect 
ssion when a seizure is made to satisfy an alleged tax, 
| seem that such a remedy might be denied in any case 


such 


1 his possession, and sold at 
fy an illegal demand made by 


Arkansas 





No 


offending against the constitutional provision which 
that his property shall not be taken without due 
f law. Under section 3224 the citizen’s right in the 


to defend his possession exists, but all remedy to 
right effective is taken away from him by the enact 
ection, as construed and sustained by the Supreme 
\ less effective remedy is provided, and in a case 

taking may be conceded to be wrongful. The fact 
pretext for the wrongful taking is to make certain the 
of the revenue does not alter the force of the prin 


lS § 


Congress has simply asserted its supreme power to say | 
gainst an invasion of his property rights by an officer | 


to collect a tax, no preventive remedy shall be avail- 
. citizen. This refusal is a mere exercise of power. 
vhat we contend for here. 
lerations of wisdom and policy 
. such an appeal. 
POONER. 


iit brought by a stockholder of a corporation to restrain 
ration from voluntarily making returns under the 
xX act. 
LARKE of Arkansas. I am perfectly familiar with the 
character of relief sought, and the character of relief 
that The allegation was made that the trust 
was about to pay the tax. 
revent the payment of the tax, and it did prevent it. 


case. 


tute says that no suit shall be brought against an officer | r 
| senior Senator from North Carolina, the S« 


irpose of arresting the payment of a tax. They worked 
ume result by indirect methods, but they worked it out 
same. I assert again that when Congress denied to the 
whose property was seized to satisfy an illegal tax, 
¢ proper remedy for the protection of his possession, that 
far beyond anything we are now asking to be done. 
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Before the enactment of section 3224 the 
out infringing the sovereign’s ji ' 
injunction against the officer who was threateni to seize 
freehold. 
to briefly 
case of In re Tyler 
lidity 
so far as State taxes are 
ume of the decisions of the Supreme Court of ¢ I 


We justify its exercise here | 
rarely to be found | 


In the Income Tax case the situation was | 
That was not a suit against the tax collector; that | 


The object of the litigation | 


taxpayer ct 


r} mii fy ‘ 
Immunity LTou 1 ob 


The principle upon which this was done 
in the extract that I gave a inu 

(149 U. S.). Che right to cha 
of taxes in this way is a v-d 


concerned, and th ! 





county, or municipal court. 
The validity of this statute was established in the « 


Pacific National Bank v. Mixer (124 U. S., 721). 

of an attachment issued by a State court aga 

bank was the particular question submitted for 

but as the statute which prohibited both attachme 

inary injunction is the same, what was said by the ce 
disposing of the matter directly before it applicable to tl 
validity of the entire statute. The court held that e 

tion, in so far as the attachment was concerned, n lv « 
abled the State court from issuing an attachment, but tha 


reason of the fact that attachments in the Federal e 


authorized only in cases provided for in State statutes 
reason that the practice and procedure in the trial of | 
in Federal courts is the same as that which pr 


State where the Federal court is sitting, it was held 


Federal statute in effect so amended the State 


disable the State courts from issuing an attachme 
the national banks, it took away from the Federal co 
right to issue such an attachment. The court said that s¢ 


3224 likewise deprived the State 
injunctions. This the court expressly declared when it 


courts of 


It was further said that if the power of iss g 
taken away from the State courts, so also is the powe 
junctions. This is true. 

Now, if the right to issue a preliminary injunct | 
the judicial power and is not a mere process, it 
wit of a wiser man than I am to know how it can be ta 
from the State court by an act of Congress 1 t) 
Congress can not take it away from a court created 
will not be maintained, and the contention sustained 
principle or decisive authority, that ¢ eres { ‘ 


from the State courts anything that it could not take aw 
the Federal courts. 








I am aware that it is said that Congress cou ds 
State courts entirely of the right to try suit ag 
ration created by national authority by simply prov 
easy method of removal to the Federal courts The ¢ 
of the United States can enlarge the jurisdiction of t } 
courts so as to bring within it any class of cases «e 
| the constitutional provision indicating ext to wl i 


tion can be conferred Federal courts, but it h: : 
proper to do so. On the contrary, Congress has confer 
clusive jurisdiction on the State courts in all « 
against national banks where the sum or matter 
of less value than $2,000, and in all i 
associations upon the same footing wi rporati 
by the State in which the bank is located and doi: 
But it has denied to the courts the right to 
generally, and without exception or qualifica i, 
have the benefit of the wholesome remedy of preliminary 
junction. Some days since, in answi 


on 


{ 1 Suggestion « 
nator ] 
sin instanced a case of excessive hardship, when he said that 
would be a perversion of justice to deny to a citizen, 
tiable promissory note had been obtained through fraud 





right to seize that note in the hand of a wrongdoer bef 
had indorsed the same to an innocent holder and had th 


re 


i i 
for the past twenty years that do ( 
such a suit was maintained as not being a suit : t 
State. A similar objection was pr ted hen t ‘oad 
commission cases began to make their appearance in t 
tion of the country. It was urged in 
154 United States. The court made the s e disp 
that had been done in the tax cases, justif 
doing upon the broad proposition that a citizen had 
protect not only the title to his property, but 
The distinction between an officer doing an illegal 
officer doing a legal act was pointed out and ma ‘ 
STATE COURT SHALL NOT ENJOIN NAT AT 
I now desire to call to the attention of the Senate the t 
instance in which Congress has denied to court 1 r t 
issue a preliminary injunction, and in doing so I read part of 
section 5242 of the Revised Statutes. It s follow 
Sec. 5242. * * * And no attachme 
shall be issued against suc! iati nat i 
before final judgment in any suit, action, or pr p 


whose neg 





from Wiscor 
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rendered absolute the liability of the maker. Now, this very 


thing can occur at the present day, if the holder of the note 
happens to be a national bank. The whole thing illustrates as 
strongly as any circumstances can that the right to deny the 
use of the process of preliminary injunction is a legislative 
matter and can be applied or withheld, according to the legis- 
lative judgment or whim. This statute came before the Su- 
preme Court of the United States in a very recent case, that of 
Van Reed v. People’s National Bank (198 U. S., 554). Its 
validity was affirmed, and the purpose of the court to enforce 


it was emphasized. 

Judge Day, who delivered the opinion in the case, says that 
it not only not affected by repeal or otherwise by any subse- 
quent statute, but that it has been generally accepted and fol- 
lowed as the authoritative law by the courts of last resort of 
many of the States and by the inferior Federal courts. He 
cites cases wherein the validity of the statute has been affirmed 

iid recognized from Massachusetts, Georgia, Minnesota, and 
Tennessee. The effect of this decision is to show that Con- 
gress has the power to take away from the court which is in- 
vested with exclusive jurisdiction of a large class of lawsuits 
the right to issue preliminary process either in the form of an 

ttachment or preliminary injunction. It is a sheer exercise 
of power by Congress, which no judge or lawyer concerned in 
these ¢ ever questioned or denied. 

It is : gether probable that the delicacy of the situation 
presented when the Supreme Court was called upon to consider 
the validity of a Congressional statute, taking away from a 
State court a part of its power, would have prompted the court 
on own motion to have first determined the power of Con- 


s to do such a thing. 


AN IMPORTANT PROCESS, BUT IS SUBJECT TO CONTROL BY 
CONGRESS. 
ature of the case raised the inquiry, and the character 


of the decision made shows that it was disposed of in favor 


of the power of Congress. I am greatly encouraged to assume 
\ some coi ee that in view of the fact that Congress 
has denied the ght to resort to injunction proceedings in 

se three eiiiiie instances, and that its action in doing so 


» uniformly and emphatically sustained by = United 


Supreme Court, that there is no longer any reason for 

§ that the authority in Congress does not ae Its ex- 
ercise in any given case is of course to be controlled by con- 
of wisdom and policy. It is not to be arbitrarily 

‘ , hor done for the asking. The remedy by injunction is the 


owth of the paramount obligation that rests upon courts to 
and the wholesome character of its aid in this direc- 
its right to exist. I am not to be included in 
the 1 iber who would sacrifice it as a concession to the idle 


t i ndicates 


r that some judge, into whose hands shall be committed the 
t to grant it, may abuse the power thus conferred upon 
iths ding I do not underestimate its importance as an 

in lvancing the cause of jus tice, I believe there are 

es where Congress should exercise its discretion to deny 

Che whole business of administering justice is confessedly 
fect There are many instances where perfect justice is 

i eut, but there are many more where something short of 
lete re emedy is exten ded. This grows out of the falli- 

y 1d imperfection of human judgment and of the sagacity 
istry of the wrongdoer. In this matter of making rates 


unusual care to provide for the employment of the very 
class of men that can be found. A salary of $10,00C a 
provided, and a term of seven year duration is fixed. 
to secure the service of persons as well qualified to 
tand the problems that are submitted for their considera- 
a will secure for service in the judicial 

Gove! nt. The membership of the Commission 
‘ven, and they are supplied with all of the acces- 
t lete mastery of the problems involved 


cessary to compiet 
controversies submitted to them before they are called 





Ll at se 


ne 


upon to decide. Any resort to the court to correct their work 
does not partake of the nature of an application to redress a 
wrong tortiously inflicted by a wrongdoer, but is rather in the 
nature of a plea for a second hearing of the questions which we 
must assume have been carefully and conscientiously decided 
by the Commission. My support of the proposition to deny the 
writ of preliminary injunction is therefore predicated upon the 
belief that the judicial investigation will be no more than a 
second hearing of a matter that has already been carefully and 


honestly considered. I believe that it would best effectuate the 
policy that lies behind this movement to invest the Interstate 
Commerce Commission with rate making power, to impose upon 
them such responsibilities as will sober their judgment and make 
them aware of the care and diligence with which they should 
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discharge their duties. If the unlimited right of injunction js 
permitted, the Commission will inevitably assume that what 
they do is of a merely tentative character, and will becorne 
operative only when it meets the approval of the court. The 
railroad companies themselves will not fully develop before the 
Commission all of the testimony and arguments which make in 
favor of their own case, knowing that in the light of former ex- 
perience they can make a very plausible appeal to the court, 
based upon the fact that what the court is asked to do is not to 
reverse the Commission, but to consider new developments 
which have been brought into the lawsuit, and which were not 
before the Commission. 

I now repeat what I said a short time since. I do pre- 
tend that because Congress can constitutionally exercise 
certain power therefore it should do so. The writ of injunc- 
tion, both in its preliminary and permanent form, is a remedy 
of great and demonstrated efliciency, and it should not be dis 
pensed with, in any case, except for reasons of the most con- 
vincing character. That these exist in this case I am per- 
suaded beyond the necessity for further argument. I limit 
my insistence on this occasion, as I would do on every 
application that is made to curtail the scope and effect of ¢) 
writ of injunction, to the facts and circumstances that bear 
directly on this particular effort to circumscribe its use. [ 
shall therefore proceed to enumerate briefly, without attempt- 
ing to elaborate, the reasons which occur to me as justifying 
the adoption of the proposed amendment denying to the courts 
the right to issue a preliminary injunction to suspend the 
eration of the order of the Commission pending the final decr 
in the circuit court. These reasons are not of my own inyen- 
tion, but are based exclusively upon the peculiar nature of the 
official action to be assailed and on the principles and practices 
of the law, as these have been developed in the decision of 
kindred questions by the court of last resort. 

Assuming power to deny right to issue preliminary injunc- 
tion, six reasons why it should be done in this case: 

FIRST. WRIT IS WHOLLY DISCRETIONARY. 

In the first place, the issue of a preliminary injunction is a 
matter that rests solely in the discretion of the judge to whom 
the application is made. Now, the principal argument made 
in opposition to the pending amendment is that when a 
stitutional right is threatened with invasion that the privilege 
of invoking a preliminary injunction for its protection is i 


ot! 


eA 


ISSUE OF 


essary to constitute due process of law, and that the denial of 
the writ in any case destroys the right indirectly by denying 
the proper remedy for its enforcement. I may say, in passing, 
that I do not concede that any more sacredness attaches to a 


right created by the Constitution than to one created by statute 
or in any other lawful way. The constitutional right has the 
one advantage that it is secured by a law that is not subject 
to legislative change. It is a lawful right, no more and no less. 
The scope and effect of it is the same as if it were created by a 
valid statute, and the remedies for its enforcement should be no 
greater or less. Judge Miller, in his dissenting opinion in Gel- 
poke v. Dubuque (1 Wall., 214), said on this subject: 

Where the construction of a constitution is brought to bear upon 
the question of property or no property, contract or no contract, I 
no sound reason for any difference in the rules for determining the 
question. 

But be that as it may, it is perfectly obvious that a remedy 
which may be given or withheld at the mere option of 
judge to whom application is made is not the kind of a 
remedy that may be spoken of as part of a vested right. 
Rights are protected by positive remedies that the litigant is 
permitted to invoke as a matter of right, and that the court 
must grant as a matter of duty when proper proof is presented. 
Even if it were true that every right implies a remedy for its 
enforcement, and that the Congress has no discretion to | 
scribe the character of this remedy, the argument would 
apply where the so-called remedy can be afforded or wit 
held at the whim or caprice of the judge, and his action in do- 
ing so will not partake of the judicial character to the extent 
that will warrant the appellate court in reviewing and re- 
versing his actions if it appear that the discretion has been 
abused. This has in terms been decided by the Supreme Co 
as will appear from the citations which I append. 

In the case of Buffington v. Harvey (95 U. S., 100) it is said: 


The granting of a rehearing is always within the sound discre- 
tion of the court, and therefore granting or refusing it furnishes no 
ground for a peal. (Steines v. Franklin County, 14 Wall., 15.) ‘The 
granting or dissolution of a temporary injunction stands on the same 
footing. 3 


nea 


} 


Uly 





The granting of a permanent injunction is part of the same 
decree and abides the fate of the decree itself. 


In our practice there is, in point of fact, no such thing as 4 
permanent injunction. It is included in the decree and bec -omes 
a part of the decree. It is called a permanent injunction be- 


cause it gives injunctive relief. 
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In Russell v. Farley (105 U. 8., 488) it is said: | tribunal, Judge Brewer, in delivering the opini 














I 
is a settled rule of the court of chancery, in acting on applica- | etc., Company v. Backus (154 U. S., 434), says: 
for injunctions, to regard the comparative injury which would be | Whenever a question of fact is th 
ined by the defendant, if an injunction were granted, and by the | of a special tribunal, its decision « ' 
jiainant, if it were refused. (Kerr on Injunctions, 209, 210.) And | presumption of fact, and if 7 : 
: legal right is doubtful, either in point of law or of fact, the court before the courts it can not be overthrown ‘ ] 
ays reluctant to take a course which may result in material | show that the fact was otherwise thar 3 » found 


to either party, for the damage arising from the act of the | Here the question determined by the St 
itself is damnum absque injuria, for which there is no redress | tain property. 
a decree for the costs of the suit, or, in a proper case, an action | : . ‘ 

ilicious prosecution. To remedy this difficulty, the court, in the Just as here they determine the value of « 
e of its discretion, frequently resorts to the expedient of im- 
terms and conditions upon thé party at whose instance it pro- 
to act. The power to impose such conditions is founded upon, 

arises from, the discretion which the court has in such cases, to 
t or not to grant the injunction applied for. It is a power inherent | ca ee nn: Ter retention 

| 

| 

| 


That determination can not rthr« 
or three witnesses that the valuation was 
board. 


» court, as a court of equity, and has been exercised from time | $99 900.000. 





ne . It is true such testimony may be competent, and w: received 
SECOND. IT ASSAILS JUDGMENT OF SPECIAL TRIBUNAL. case because, taken in conjunction with other testimony. 
he second reason which should impel Congress to deny the | eng pelle mentee So ee eee ( 
to suspend the orders of the Commission in advance of | was any actual fraud on the part of that board 
nstrated invalidity is that the application is in its nature! The same doctrine was declared in the United St 
lateral attack on the judgment of a special tribunal, | California Land Company (148 U. &., p. 43). 
created by law to determine a given state of facts. The rule} Also in the case of French v. Fvan (93 U. S.. 170) 
h cases is that the determination of the tribunal is to be| So it is plain that we are not dealing with a situation 
ted as the decision and judgment of a special court, and | the right of an individual has been tortiously invad 
findings are to set aside only when it is made apparent ! deemed to be tortiously invaded, by another, but we ar Dp 
the erroneous character of its action is so pronounced as | ing from inconsiderate assault the completed wo of ; 
to raise a presumption that it acted fraudulently. This rule | eagrefully organized Commission, ¢ mposed < ble and « 
been declared in cases where a single person constituted | entious ‘men, and it should have the pres imption of vel 
tribunal, and in a notable case where three persons con- | corded to it. It ought not to be sent out by the Conger 
tuted that tribunal, and in many cases where the tribunal | authorizes its existence with a statutory badge of s 
mposed of persons who were vested with authority to | wrongdoing and an invitation to attack. 
largely upon their own judgment, informed by such | ; 
ion as to matters of fact as they might see proper to | a ne a aoe we DO 
te on their own motion. The plan upon which the Inter-| The third reason why I think Congress is warranted 
state Commerce Commission is to be organized will invest it | Mying the right to apply for a preliminary injunction 
dignity and confer upon it authority that should exclude | on the fact that the nature of the litigation deprives th 
nossibility of mere wrongdoing and minimize the probabili- | of the correlative power to so mold its order as to do jus 
gross error. The round salary and long term will | all parties interested in the litigation. It can not 


men of the first order of ability and character, and | favorite maxim of requiring those who enter its port 
eral provisions made for supplying the accessories of | with clean hands, and, while asking for equi 
equity. The Supreme Court of the United State 


and masters at least puts into its hands the means of 
ng full and reliable information. That the President | limit of the judicial power to interfere \ 
ake judicious selections of its membership and that the railway commission in the matter of fixing rate 























S te will act with fairness and independence in confirming | determining whether or not the entire body of 
appointment is a presumption that ought to be indulged. | Sufficient fund to satisfy the carrier’s constit 
If, however, there is no ground for assuming that a commis- | just compensation for the use of its property in ul 
) selected can be trusted to deal with the subject-matter | ice of transportation. The court will look to the r 
committed to it in a way that will entitle its completed work | Commission for this single purpose, and if it finds that 
respected until it is shown, on issue joined, to be wrong wanting in ever so small a degre € in satisfying the const 
xtent that honest men will not differ about its being so— | right to just compensation, it will nullify the entire pro 
at is the rule of invalidity laid down by the Supreme | of the Commission. The court will not assume to mod 
( in dealing with similar questions—then this furnishes | rate by increasing it to a point that will satisfy the ¢ 
reason why the Commission should not be created at all. | constitutional right. On the other hand, it may aflir 
\ mission constituted as this one should be ought to be | appear that the rate fixed by the carrier is in excess of 
to discharge its duties in such a way as to command | should be, and yet the court is without power to req 
until error is affirmatively shown. | abatement of any part of it pending a final disposition 
BEVERIDGE. Mr. President | case. This feature is not involved in the litigation. The 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas | tion concerns the validity of the Commission's order. | T! 
to the Senator from Indiana? thing the court can do is to condemn the C Nmmission’s 1 
CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. tirely or permit it to stand as a whole. The court has n 
BEVERIDGE. Does not the Senator think that for these | °f @pportionment. The principal consideration whic! 
isons a court would be very slow indeed to issue a pre- | the right to issue a preliminary mnyanction tolerable an 
injunction against rates fixed by such a commission? | ble is the power of the chancellor to impose terms 
CLARKE of Arkansas. I have not any information de- | Come as near protecting the rights of all’ ~ 
from my experience and observation that justifies me in | telligence and conscience will permit, as is manifest fr 
that courts are under any circumstances very slow to | tract I read a short while ago from Russell v. Farley (150 
junctions where large interests are involved. I think | For the purpose of showing the extent and character 
very swift. oe seme the court in Gane railroad-o nmission 
OUR? Wy ° 1 iat - ie . } when the validity of a rate making order is called in que 
t] af aaa Berio + sae prion mags ry cease, | read from Junge weewer's qenton in Heagan saan 
r they are swift or not, they sometimes can not be, as | (158 U. 8.) : 
know, too swift. But the Senator gave some excellent | At eee A eg 8 an semen me that 
why a rate fixed after wide investigation and mature Seinen be Seenerty oe legislat ative 1 
‘ation by a commission would be very likely to be a cor- | judicial function. Yet it has i 
Does not the Senator think that as a practical mat- | —_ ee 7 See 8 ae co 
ourt would be very slow indeed to suspend that rate by | per Gar mescemt exacred frost hin in excess ’ 
iinary injunction? and also in a reverse case to render judg r 
CLARKE of Arkansas. I would not have any reason for = tbe amount found te ” s — = amy - <o 
so, based on my experience with the books and from | jecause the legislature. instead of the rier. { ribes 1 
observation. I think the first requisite of a railroad | The courts are not authorized to reverse inge the body « 
r is to be able to draw offhand a bill of complaint show- —— } a canis io ie pepe. Fil 
it any law or official action interfering with the plans | stances would be fair and reasonable as between the carri 
carrier invades its constitutional rights. If he can not | shippers; they do not engage in any mere administrative vy 
it, they would not have him around as an office boy. ae ee oe Ee ieee ta otto a oo 
ommenting on the respect due to the findings of a special | a najest oneal aareamonable, and such as to work & practical 
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tion to rights of preporty, and if found so to be, to restrain its 
operation 

' - * m * + * * 

The challenge in this case is of the tariff as a whole, and not of 
any particular rate upon any single class of goods. As we have 
seen, it is not the function of the courts to establish a schedule of 
rates [t is not, therefore, within our power to prepare a new sched- 
ule or rearrange this. Our inguiry is limited to the effect of the 
tariff as a whole, including therein the rates prescribed for all the 
several classes of goods, and the decree must either condemn or sus- 
tain this act of quasi legislation. If a law be adjudged invalid, the 
court may not in the decree attempt to enact a law upon the same 
subject which shall be obnoxious to no legal objection. It stops 
with simply passing its judgment on the validity of the act before 
it. The same rule obtains in a case like this. 


I also read from the opinion in Pittsburg Railway Company 
v. Board of Public Works (172 U. 8.): 

One the reasons why a court should not thus interfere as it 
would in any transaction between individuals is that it has no power 


of 


to apportion the tax or to make a new assessment, or to direct an- 
other to be made by the proper officers of the State. These officers, 
and the manner in which they shall exercise their functions, are 
wholly beyond the power of the court when so acting. The levy of 
taxes is not a judicial function. Its exercise, by the constitutions 
of all the States and by the theory of our English origin, is exclu- 
sively legislative. A court of equity is, therefore, hampered in the 


exercise of its jurisdiction by the necessity of enjoining the tax com- 
plained of, in whole or in part, without any power of doing complete 
justice by making, or causing to be made, a new assessment on any 
principle it may decide to be the right one. In this manner it may, 
by enjoining the levy, enable the complainant to escape wholly the 
tax for the period of time complained of, though it be obvious that 
he ought to pay a tax if imposed in the proper manner. 

It is an inflexible rule of equity jurisprudence that unless the 
court can see that it can render a decree that will afford to all 
parties in interest complete justice it will decline to interpose 
at all, leaving the parties to such remedies as may be afforded 
by other courts. Applying that principle here, the court ought 
not to grant a preliminary injunction in cases of this kind, be- 
cause by doing so the excessive rates charged by the carrier 
must be the measure of the shipper’s liability pending the liti- 
gation, notwithstanding it may on final hearing turn out that 
the Commission rate was lawfully made. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Arkansas allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Has the Senator any doubt of the power of 
a court granting a preliminary injunction in a case where it is 
apparent to the court that it should be granted to prevent 
irremediable loss to grant it upon terms to be fixed by the court? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I think the court could grant a 
preliminary injunction on any terms that will be consistent 
with the relief it could include in its final decree. 

Mr. SPOONER. Could not a court require every dollar of 
money collected by the railway company under the order repre- 
senting the difference between the rate fixed by the Commission 
and the rate collected to be deposited in the court to await the 
final result? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
to do that? 

Mr. SPOONER. To require the party to pay into the court 
every dollar collected in excess of the rate fixed by the Com- 
mission, to be held in the registry of the court, subject to the 
order of the court to abide the result of the litigation? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. As a mere abstract question of 
power the court might make such an order, but it would be at- 
tended by so many practical difficulties I am quite satisfied the 
court would never undertake to do the collecting and reporting. 

Mr. SPOONER. Could not the court require the carrier to 
present with each payment the name of the person from whom 
collected and the point from which it was collected? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I suppose it could appoint an 
auditor or collector to stand at every station door and collect 
the money, but the courts have not done that in the case of 
ordinary taxation. 

Mr. SPOONER. The court is not impotent in such respects. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It is fettered with so many diffi- 
culties that I will say, in a general way, the court will never 
make such an order, because the integrity of the return de- 
pends entirely upon the integrity of the litigant. It puts it in 
the hands of the litigant to say how much is collected and how 
much shall be turned over. The court would never know 
whether the order had been complied with or not. The people 
who collect the money, the station agents, would report if they 
saw proper. I do not think any court has ever made an order 
of that kind where the efficiency and integrity of its enforce- 
ment was so completely under the control of the party whose 
wrongfu! and oppressive conduct is primarily the cause of the 
litigation. But, then, such an order as that would not do jus- 
tice if the court should make it. That would only enrich the 
shipper at the expense of the consumer and the producer. The 
real owner of the money never would get it back. It would be 


You mean to appoint a collector 
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better to put it in the Treasury. ‘Then the taxpayers would ¢¢+ 
the benefit of it, as it would be used for public purposes. The» 
is no justice in returning it to the shipper. He has not, in fact, 
paid a dollar of it. The shipper has not been damnified in , 
single cent. The shipper deducts the freight rates he is to pay 
from the price paid for the product to be carried, or adds it to 

the price when sold to the consumer. 
FOURTH, COURT HAS NO OPPORTUNITY 
EXAMINATION, 

The fourth objection to the justice of allowing a preliminary 
injunction to issue in cases of this kind is found in the numer- 
ous and complicated facts and computations that are to be evn- 
sidered before an intelligent judgment can be arrived at. \ 
preliminary injunction issued without an intelligent and doe4- 
nite knowledge of the scope and effect of the litigation, is a mere 
matter of guesswork, and this ought never to be tolerated when 
the judgment of a respected tribunal concerning a public mat- 
ter is to be made the point of attack. The practical force of 
this objection will appear more plainly by reference to a case 
decided by the Supreme Court of the United States, where the 
decree of the United States circuit court was reversed prin- 
cipally upon the ground that the judge in the lower court had 
made the computations and findings by his own efforts and 
without the aid of a master. Judge Brewer, in writing the 
opinion of the court in the case of the Chicago Railway +, 
Tompkins (176 U. S., 169), comments on this practice, as fol- 
lows: 

It would doubtless be within the competency of this court on an 
appeal in equity to do this— 

That is, to examine alJl the testimony— 
but we are constrained to think that it would not (particularly in a 
case like the present) be the proper course to pursue. This is aa appel- 
late court, and parties have a right to a determination of the facts in 
the first instance by the trial court. Doubtless if such determination 
is challenged on appeal, it becomes our duty to examine the testimony 
and see if it sustains the findings, but if the facts found are not chai- 
lenged by either party, then this court need not go beyond its ordi- 
nary appellate duty of considering whether such facts justified the 
decree. We think this is one of those cases in which it is especially 
important that there should be a full and clear finding of the facts by 
the trial court. The questions are difficult, the interests are vast, 
and therefore the aid of the trial court should be had. The writer 
of this opinion appreciates the difficulties which attend a trial court in 
a case like this. 

In Smyth v. Ames, supra, a similar case, he, as circuit judge presid- 
ing in the circuit court of Nebraska, undertook the work of examining the 
testimony, making computations, and finding the facts. It was very 
laborious and took several weeks. It was a work which really ought 
to have been done by a master. Very likely the practice pursued by 
him induced the trial judge in this case to personally examine the 
testimony and make the findings. We are all of opinion that a better 
practice is to refer the testimony to some competent master to make 
ali needed computations and fin —, the facts. It is hardly neces- 
sary to observe that, in view of the difficulties and importance of such 
a case, it is imperative that the most competent and reliable master, 
general or special, should be selected, for it is not a light matter to 
interfere with the legislation of a State in respect to the prescribing 
of rates nor a light matter to permit such legislation to wreck large 
property interests. 

We are aware that the findings made by the master may be chal- 
lenged when presented to the trial judge for consideration, and it may 
become its duty to examine the testimony to see whether those find- 
ings are sustained, as likewise, if sustained by the trial court, it may 
become our duty to examine the testimony for the same purpose. But 
before we are calléd upon to make such examination we think we are 
entitled to have the benefit of the services of a competent master and 
an approval of his findings by the trial court. As we have said, those 
findings may not be challenged by either party, and if so, a large bur- 
den will be taken from the appellate court. 

For these reasons we not merely reverse the decree of the trial court, 
but also remand the case to that court with instructions to refer th: 
case to some competent master to report fully the facts, and to proceed 
upon such report as equity shall require. 

Now, if a judge, after considering all the evidence offered by 
both parties, hearing the arguments of counsel, and having 
taken weeks to work out a result deliberately, can not render 
an intelligent final decree, what hope is there that it can do 
justice upon the partisan allegations of the bill of complaint, 
supported by ex parte affidavits, and issue a preliminary in- 
junction? If the appellate court will not permit such work to 
be done in person by a judge in the lower court, who deyoles 
weeks to making the examination and computations necessary 
to enable him to intelligently render a final decree, on the ground 
that the service to be performed is such as to require more «re 
and labor than the judge is capable of bestowing, then what 
foundation is there for saying that he may temporarily grant, 
with the scant consideration usual in such cases, the same re 
lief that the Supreme Court declares him, unaided, ineapable of 
extending intelligently when he comes to announce his final 
decree? p 

The litigation in Railroad v. Tompkins related to a rate fixed 
by the State commission of South Dakota. The estimated di- 
vision of the commerce of the country is one-fifth State col- 
merce and four-fifths interstate commerce. If the court felt 
justified in making the observation it did in connection with a 
controversy that related to rate making in one of the smalct 
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States of the Union, how much more difficult will the task be 
hen the larger volume of interstate commerce is drawn in 
uestion? It is perfectly plain that any examination that a 
idge can give on the mere application for a preliminary in- 
metion will not carry with it authoritatively that extent and 
character of intelligent judicial condemnation that should be 
required to overturn even temporarily the work of the Com- 
ssion. The deliberate findings of that Commission ought 
to be overturned by the partial examination which the 
court or judge will make when granting a preliminary injunc- 


( 


t 


pil. 
The opinion of the court in the Tompkins case was written 
Judge Brewer, who served as United States circuit judge for | 
iny years on the largest circuit in the United States, located 
the northwestern section of the country, where controversies 
ting public carriers were more numerous and more intelli- 
cently supported and assailed than in nearly any other section 
f the Union. In the development and advancement of the law 
its present condition, Judge Brewer has not only been a 
meer, but a veteran. He has brought to bear upon that com- 
licnted question all the powers of his great intellect and his 
perb qualities of a farseeing statesman. If the pending bill 
il become a law, and shall eventually be the means of ap- 
plying a remedy to any of the abuses against which it is nomi- 
directed, it will owe much to the formative aid of that 
irageous and sagacious judge in enforcing the equity of its 


( 
I 
] 
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purpose and spirit, rather than its scant and defective phrase- 
ology. 
FIFTH. COURT CAN NOT PROTECT REAL PARTY IN INTEREST. 

Chere is a fifth reason why I deem it to be the duty of Con- 
gress to prohibit the issue of a preliminary injunction to sus- 
pend the order of a Commission, that is as strong in its equities 
as any that can be mentioned, and if none other existed would 
be sufficient to justify the denial asked for. It is obvious that 


he 


t Commission rate is enjoined pending the trial that the 
earrier will continue to charge the rate fixed by itself. The 
shipper of freight is usually a middleman, or mere dealer in 
umodities that he causes to be transported from one point to 
another. In some instances he deducts from the price to be paid 
for products bought by him the freight rate necessary to trans- 
port his purchases to the place at which he expects to market 
them. In instances where the shipper is a jobber or distributer 
of products, he adds the freight paid to the price of the com- 
modity, and thus fixes the price that the consumer must pay. 


T 
i 


il 


( 


fully enjoined, payment to the shipper would in nine cases out 
of ten enable him to reap where he had really never sown. 
The real loser is either the producer or the consumer. 
unrepresented classes should be protected if it is possible to do 


so, and if it seems utterly impracticable to do so, the court 
should not be allowed to pursue a course where their loss would 
be inevitable, without any hope of recoupment, directly or in- 
directly. If it shall turn out that the commission rate is too 


low, the earrier is not without remedy pending the litigation, 


since it may bring a practical demonstration of this fact to the | 


not 
To 


ce of the Commission, which body is invested with authority 
iodify the rates fixed by it; and if in the end it shall turn 

that the rate is too low and a deficiency in the income of 
the revenues of the carrier is thereby produced, it would not be 
rbitrary and unwarranted exercise of discretion on the part 
f the Commission to allow such increase in the rates as would 


Fi 


} 
by 


the action of the Commission itself. This matter of con- 
dering the rights of interested and unrepresented parties is a 
known principle in equity jurisprudence. The recent case 
Beasley v. The Texas and Pacific Railway Company, 191 
S., 498, is a ease that amply presents this feature. The 
lway commission of the State of Louisiana had directed the 
iy company to erect a depot at a certain place 34 miles 

ut from an existing station. Persons interested in the 
sting station sought an injunction against the railway com- 
to prohibit it from complying with the order of the com- 

on. It appeared in the progress of the trial that the rail- 
company was perfectly willing for the injunction to issue, 
that, in faet, the nominal parties to the litigation were in 
ement as to the outcome desired. In denying the injunc- 

. Judge Holmes said that it was one of the cases where pub- 
olicy demanded that the rights of the unrepresented should 
ignored, and that the relief should be denied because of 
nability of the court to protect their interest otherwise. 
ze Holmes said: 


is objected that the foregoing was not the ground of the demurrer. 
, a8 was observed by the court below, other grounds are open on 


e 


f it should turn out that the commission rate was wrong- | 


These | 


imburse the carrier for the loss that had been imposed upon | 
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That is, in case the railroad company may desire to be 
cessfully enjoined from building the depot 


S1ie- 


It is suggested that it does. sut the very meaning of public pol 
is the interest of others than the parties, and that interest is not t 

at the mercy of the defendant alone. 

SIXTH. MOTIVE FOR DELAY REMOVED FROM RAILROAD AND MOTIVE 1 


DILIGENCE FURNISHED. 

As promptness in decision is secondary only to correctness of 
decision, there is a sixth ground for denying to the courts the 
right to issue a preliminary injunction that must not be over- 
looked nor its importance minimized. The very fact that the 
Commission’s work is to become operative for a time without the 
scrutiny and support of the court will impress upon the Commis- 
sion a sense of fairness and conservatism that will be very 
wholesome. On the other hand, the railroad company, being 
made aware of the fact that no unfair advantage is to be gained 
by delaying the final hearing, will be invested with the very 
strongest motives for accelerating the trial in every 
way. In the first place, the railroad company, knowing ‘that 
the Commission’s rate must become operative for a time, at least, 
will make a full and frank showing before the Commission, 
and thereby in many cases obviate the necessity of a resort to 
court, and this must be so unless we are to assume that the 
attitude of the Commission is to be habitually antagonistic to 
the railroad interest and that everything it does is to be dictated 
by a partisan and oppressive spirit toward the carriers. 

The circumstance that the rate will, by very force of the stat- 
ute, expire and become inoperative in two years is a strong 
reason why Congress should remove from the carrier all motive 
for delay, since it is common knowledge among those whose 
business it is to be familiar with the course of procedure in 
courts that it is a rare case that can be originated in the circuit 
court and finally disposed of in the Supreme Court within a 
period of two years. It is a practical impossibility to do this if 


pe ssible 


| either party is anxious to avail himself of the law’s delays. 


I will now direct the attention of the Senate to what I con- 
ceive to be its duty and power in the matter of providing for a 
judicial review of the action of the Commission in fixing rates 
under the delegation of power to it for that purpose. I have 
heard so much in the course of this discussion about a broad re- 
view by the courts of the action of the Commission and about a 
harrow review of its action that I felt interested to ascertain 
which of these was preferable and what my-duty in this con- 
nection required me to do. I had a sort of surface impression, 
in the absence of an examination of the authorities, that as the 
work of the Commission was done by way of substitution for 
Congress itself that its action must partake of the immunity 
from judicial interference that inherently pertains to a legis- 
lative act or acts. As a result of such limited and imperfect 
examination, as all such work done by me must be, I have 
reached the conclusion, firmly and clearly, that Congress has no 
real power in connection with the matter. The only judicial 
feature of a rate-fixing order of the Commission is as to 
whether or not the constitutional right of the carrier to just 
compensation for the use of its property has been respected. 
If the rate fixed affords a revenue that will satisfy this demand, 
then the courts are without power to interfere. Speaking for 
myself alone, I would just as soon the senior Senator from 
Rhode Island [Mr. AtpricH] should write the review provision 
to be incorporated in this bill, if one is to be so incorporated, as 
to write it myself. I would not provide for any review, while 
he would require everything the Commission does, and every 
phase of its action, to be subjected to the consideration of the 
courts, and he may logically and consistently do this, since he 
maintains that this whole business is an infamous proposition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I know the Senator does not mean to mis- 
represent me. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Oh, no. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I said the proposition to make the decision 
| of the Commission final, without any possible chance to have 
the rights of the parties litigated or maintained by the courts, 
was an infamous proposition. I do not understand that the 
Senator from Arkansas or anybody else at this day is contend- 
ing for any such proposition. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am not contending that I 
do it, but I will say that I should like to do so. When you de- 
| nounce that contention an infamous proposition you de- 

nounce a position assumed and earnestly defended by Justices 
Bradley, Gray, and Lamar, in the dissenting opinion in the case 


| 


Arkansas 


ean 


as 





irrer ore tenus, and apart from that consideration, if it appears 
an injunction would be against public policy, the court properly 
refuse to be made an instrument for such a resui*. whatever the 
‘dings. The defendant may desire the relief to be gr:.nted— 


s 





of Railroad v. Minnesota (134 U. S., 460), for these judges in- 
sisted that, under the law, the Commission rate should be en- 
tirely free from judicial interference or control. 
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Mr 


ALDRICH. That is from the legal standpoint. 
ng it from the legal standpoint, but from the ethical 
r. CLARKE of 


t 


I think that if it be true that the 


Arkansas. 
1 


can Not Seie 
nt character and ability to properly discharge the 
cribing railway rates without the necessity for 

its action to the revision of the court for any pur- 
than to protect the constitutional rights of the 

t compensation, I should consider the circumstance 

a very strong 
ALDRICH. 


to make the 


Then, I understand the Senator would 
decision of a political body upon the question 
f rates throughout the United States final if he could? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 

t Commissi 
posed in this 
? 


tute the 


nn somewhat differently from the Commis- 
bill. I would confine their proceedings 

as largely as practicable to that of an organized 
irt and have an-_entirely distinct bureau to originate 
e the partisan aspect of the inquiry. I would in- 
the dignity, power, and responsibility of a court as 
| away from its members all the 


could, and keep 
nees that frequently infest legislative and ad- 


tive bodies. 

ALDRICH. The Senator is promptly running away 
he question I asked him. I asked him whether he would 
he decisions of this board, a political board, 
and removed by the President at will, final. 

' Arkansas. That is what lawyers call an ab- 
no possibility of it. As the law is 


ie 


io make t 


‘re is 


no power in Congress to make the orders | 


‘rvious to judicial assault when the car- 
al right to just compensation is invaded. 
The Senator was saying what he would like 


imp 


I should not hesitate to create a 
it with power to finally dispose of this 
But in doing so, I should select and 
in such a way as to give to its proceedings 
manifest fairness as to relieve these from 
affected their fairness, save such as might 
honestly made. No tribunal composed of 
‘ape the possibility of these, nor 
ade the into a mere figurehead to es- 
fear that something of this kind might happen. 
DRICH. 


pDose 7 


} of Arkansas. 
invest 
making. 


sion 


can es 


Commission 


| ; 
CLARKE of 


to doa so, 


Arkansas. Not necessarily so. But if it 
I think I could select a commission that 
according to my idea of justice. Any officer 
himself, and endowed with sufficient 
judges to review the work of the 
ion when completed, ought to be able to select a ¢ 
nn. I would not allow any commission to origi- 

and try them, and then make their action final. 

le a bureau or force of attorneys to originate and 
limiting the power of the Commission to 


iracter 
] 


en to select 


’ nilai 
mplaints, 


ent. I would not allow them to be personally | 
railroad men and subjected to all | 
administrative | 


nd solicited by 
ing influences, as legislative and 

I would invest them with the same di 
courts and judges, and protect them by a public 
will make it impreper to deal with them except in 


] 


yy 
28 oy 
i . 


mes are. L 


Then the 


make 


Senator is not entirely pleased 


a better bill than this, in my humble 
the Senator will offer some amend- 
liscussion is over. 

KH of Arkansas. I would offer a 

* one that would effectu lly put 
hauling freight and passengers through the 
the business of hauling fictitious bonds and 
thr Wall street. I would confine the ear- 
‘harge of their duties as publie carriers, in the 
and rights that they can not enjoy for a 
single uur without public permission. But I should give 
them : iir return for doing it; and not only that, but pay 
them liberally for doing it, and to an extent that would fur- 


nish encouragement to build new railroads through Arkansas 


ugh 


e7 powers 
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I was | 


‘t seven railroad commissioners who pos- | 


argument against creating a commission | 


be | 


I would, in order to do so, con- | 


| the 


The Senator would like to appoint the Com- | 
| good reason why $25,000 per mile would not build a railroad 


Ih- 


| fair presentation of matters to be eonsidered by | 
| any doubt that there are a few cases of that kind. 


this Commission prosecutors and |} 


I am not at all pleased with |} 


new bill, and I | 
the railroads in the | 
coun- | 
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and all the western country, where otbers are needed beyond 
what is now there. I would not grind them down to a 
petty and precarious return on the real value of the property 
employed in the service of the public. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How much does the Senator think tli 
ought to pay in Arkansas in the way of dividends? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I would fix the sum at about 6 
per cent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would the Senator make that rule apply to 
the country at large? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Based on investments? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. No; on the actual value of the 
property at the time it is being employed in the service of t! 
public. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
outstanding? 

Mr. CLARKE cf Arkansas. I do not think that the condition 
of the stock and bond floatation of any railroad has a controlling 
influence as to what is a just compensation to the carrier for t 
use of its property by the public. The Supreme Court says th 
the basis of computation is the value of the property, not 1¢! 
extent of its Cebts nor the number of its stockholders, at 
time the property is so employed, that is to control. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I presume the railroads of Arkansas 1 
issued securities improperly? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am not making any particular 
complaint against, nor warfare on, the railroads of Ark 
or the railroads of the country. They are all about alike. | 
do not attach personal blame to the railroad men of Arkans:s 
or the railroad men of the country for anything they are doing. 
They are simply doing the things the law permits them to do, 
and probably as I would do under the same circumstances. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am very glad to hear the liberal views of 
Senator from Arkansas as to the amount of dividends to 
be paid. The average dividend paid in the United States is in 
the neighborhood of 4 per cent. 


Without regard to the stocks and bonds 


BASIS OF ADJUSTING JUST AND REASONABLE RATE. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The railroads are capitalized at* 
an average valuation of $65,000 per mile. Official investiga- 
tions made in three of the leading States, and in which investi- 
gation the railways had a right to take part, showed that for 
$25,000 per mile the railways there could be replaced and put in 
operation. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Twenty-five thousand dollars a mile might 
build a railroad in Arkansas, but it would not in New York. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am sure the railroads in 
Arkansas are as well equipped as those anywhere. I see no 


anywhere, where the conditions were not exceptional. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You have good railroads; but it 
good deal more for the right of way to build a railroad in the 
Kast. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That may be true, but the terri- 
tory embraced in the calculation is so wide that in reaching an 
average valuation of $25,000 a mile so many inferior roads are 
included at that rate without being worth so much that a wide 
margin remains to make up the deficiency of the estimate when 
the good ones are considered. 

Mr. ALDRICH. A railroad might be built In sparsely settled 
regions of Arkansas if there were good grades for probably 
fifteen or twenty thousand dollars a mile, while in the mountain 
regions of Colorado and in some places in the East where the 
right of way is extremely expensive $150,000 a mile would be a 
very moderate sum. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 


Costs a 


I have not 
I presume, 
however, that such situations could be fairly adjusted. I would 
have a system so completely adjustable that justice could be 
done to every particular enterprise. I would have it understood 
where the cost of construction was $150,000 a mile that owners 
should have a fair return upon their expenditure, but I would 


That is very true. 


| want to be first advised as to the cost of the railroad and of tlie 


fact that the amount had been reaily invested in the railroad. 


I would not accept the bond and stock flotations which 1 
sent the concreted evidences of the whole system of abuses, of 
extortion and discrimination practiced upon the public who 
patronize the railroads, as conclusive evidence that this sum ad 
been so invested. I would deal fairly and liberally with tlie 
railroad companies. I do not believe in any parsimonious 
policy or in the inauguration of unjust warfare against the 
railroads of the country. We can not get along without thei, 
but we ought to understand how much liberality we are eX 
tending to them, and not make them the sole account keepers 
of the whole busines. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
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he VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to the Senator from Indiana? 
CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 
BEVERIDGE. I am very much interested in the Sena- 
rument, and I wish to ask him if he has thought of any 
| by which the railroads can be brought down to their | 
value? 
CLARKE of Arkansas. I should say that can be done 
satisfactorily as you can can estimate just compensa 
‘rights of way and other similar things. Just ¢ 
matter of market value; it is very largely a matter of 
The Constitution does not actually mean “just com- 
» 2? hy 
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Does the Senator from Arkansas 


ynpensa 


” because that is an unknown standard—that is to | 
is a variable standard—it depends upon the judgment of 
board, commission, or court that decides the particular 


fhe witnesses who are called upon to testify, the skill of 
er, and many other things enter into it. I have heard 
where equal undivided interests in the same tract of 
e been differently valued by different juries where 
e trials were necessary. I should say there was a way 
that out. If the investigation should be conducted 
ith, I would not undertake to say that every doubt 
ilved 1inst the railroads. In regard the 


1 fa 


mi v7; 


be res agi to 
of income or wherever it was doubtful as to what the 


d cost, I would give proper weight to the representations 
the railroad company itself and those who represent it 
ue 
RIDGE. How would the Senator— 
1-PRESIDENT. the Senator 
the Se} ator fr . 
WARKE of Arkansas. With pleasure. 
IVERIDGE. How would the Senator from Arkansas 
‘reapitalization? I think every student 
t concedes that this is perhaps the most critical 
he whole series of questions—this overcapitaliz 
and absorbed by the public more or less innocent 
“l the same question the other day to the Sena 


from Arkansas 


Does 


Indiana? 


' er ove 


isin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] as to how this impro} 
ition, which is absorbed by the innocent publi 
; iy them, can be reduced. That it ought to be re 
I suppose every man will concede: but how does the 
propose to do that? I think the man who solves that 
will have won for himself fame that will almost 


F to immortality. 
RKE of Arkansas. 
that. 
: EVERIDGE. But how would the 
Ke ] much interested in that question. 
MJ LARKE of Arkansas. I would adopt for. myself the 
f the Supreme Court, that the carrier shall be entitled 


a CI I can get along on a great deal 


Senator reduce it? 


3 compensation on the value of his property used in 
a e of the public, and at the time it is being so used, 
i [ should let the overeapitalization take care of itself. 


of 
the 


rty 


re patron 
ipensatio 


of the 


upon that part of the public who a $ 
a tax that would produce just col 


l b this upon the actual value 


nt 
proj 





Sse 


i: [ would not further tax the patrons to raise an addi- 
b, ind to enable the companies to declare dividends on 
f stock and to pay interest on fictitious bonds. That 
"3 i matter for the carrier, and the so-called “ innocent 
iil have to look out for themselves. The rule of 
ptor applies to these. 
;. HAT TO DO WITH WATERED STOCKS AND BONDS 


: . BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I do not wish the Sena- 
] nd that I am in any sense by these questions de 
lization. On the contrary, I am quite in sym- 
tand that there should not be any 


h the Senator’s s 


F tion; but I call the Senator’s attention to the 
hen I also asked the Senator from Wisconsin the 
in regard to it, he made the same answer, and | have 


bout it since. If you charge a rate which will pro 
oper dividend upon the actual investment, and, as the 
rom Wisconsin the other day let the overcapi 
take care of itself, thi to 

ng the stockholders alike and among all the stock 

th that whi is proper capitalization and that which 
pitalization. Where, then, would you make the dividing 
| pay to the holders of stock who held proper stock a 
| 1 and to those who hold watered stock no divi 
I should be very glad to hear the Senator's opinion 


ot 
«Lit 





ad 
a, 
I i i income will have be dis 


a} 
Al 





iden 






{ 





again that I am quite in sympathy with the idea that 






rit 
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ould not be any overcapitalization nor any dividends, if 
paid upon a single share of watered stock; but in the 
ution of the dividends how will we differentiate the stock | mission, or somebody 


which represents a just valuation of the railroad from the sto 
which represents water? 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. In the first place, there are 








few innocent holders of railroad stock. There may be u 
holders of railroad bonds. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But suppose there are a thous I 
holders and that one is an innocent holds e 999 
innocent holders, you would have to « ute the é g 
all of them. How would you deter hat wa W ed 
stock and what portion of the s represented the ict 
actual investment? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That \ lbeal ter { ch 
stockholder to determine for himself | he bought tl 
whether or 1 he was buying sto il ‘ prise tl d 
been overcapitalized. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am not talki tl ! ) 
bought watered stock, but I am talkin the 1 
bought stock representing actual value bet wate 


issued. 


was After the income derived fi t} oO} 
the roads is in its treasury and the ens e} i 
must be distributed in the form of dividend I 


holders, unless 
stock itself. 


Mr. CLARKE of Ark: 


tion that very rarely exists, a 


there 


is some provision 


insas, Senator describes 


The 
I think. There may be 














series of stocks, where increases and additions are s 

made after the so-called “ innocent hold ] 

shares of the issue whose amount is t oj to tl Ss 
of being excessive and fictitious, b thes tan ‘ 
eeptional that their correction « be ] ‘ f by tl 
dinary courts of justice where remed t fraud l- 
ministered. Certainly the remedy is not by tay r the 

make the scheme profitable. To do so would be 
premium upon the dishonest manipulation of the finance 
carrier and impose a handicap on the hor d 
poration. The larger income would go to tl! least desery 
Nearly all the corporation laws that I know anything al 

vide that the stockhol ll be « ilted and shall 

by a vote of three-f two-t Is, the proposed 

If any stockholder objects to tl l of fict S 

and the same be issued notwitl lin he w 1 

rel edy in court. if he let the op ] { ‘ 
have to take his chances alo! with the others ‘ 
would be no better than that of the holders of the ) ‘ 
issue. 

But I say without qual n that, so far as the } 
concerned, no matter how cent he may be in t < 
guilty participation in issuing the fictition t ! ‘ 
moral or legal right to call upon tl ublic to pav h 
dends on his stock simp i use he ] 3s to | 
with enterprises that have p ul ket 
watered sto That is ae tr ] 
and the corporation. The public ought » he 
and the carrier ought to be itl or 
return upon the Lun f the property that usin 
time being in the publi ervi If that sun 3] 
the carrier to pay interest on its l l idends « 
stock, it is not a matter that concerns pub Tl 
not eall on the shi] and produce f rv t 

oney to make proi ble every fraud i S 
they may be interested. They have I 
power of Congress be exerted to insist t ! ‘ 
of their business metl . t to « I t 
ly hail} wade good. What 1 led to 
use of the railroad nd what is al ‘ 
from the public is a fair and 1 nable rate for d 
service, That reas ble rate S itter of 
between shippers 1d the carriers as the law is ww, ¢ 
tween the Commission and the court and the carris 
now pro] : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

‘he VICE-PRESI N17 | s the S« rd A 
yield to the Senato1 tho Is ! 

Mr. CLARKI f Ar} is ( i] 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from Ar 
his contention, it would be a very sin 
proper basis as to the rates of charge 
United Stat 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes; I think so. 

Mr. ALDRICH If the railroads of t United States 
$25.000 a mile, and no more than tha 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. cen as 

Mr. ALDRICH And they would be entitled to 6 | 
which would be $1.500 a mile, it would be easy for the ‘ 

else charged with this matt to 
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tain what rate would be required to pay that amount. It is by others which represented the excess value, how would tlio 


true you would wipe out $8,000,000,000 of securities in the 


United States in the hands of innocent holders—although the | 


Senator from Arkansas will not agree with me that they are 
innocent holders 


be done in that case in Arkansas, if not anywhere else. I think 


from Wisconsin to ascertain the valuation of the railroads; 


but we can assume that $25,000 a mile is a proper valuation | 
for the railroads of the United States, and that 6 per cent is | 
“a reasonable sum to be paid on that $25,000 a mile, which | 
Then, if you should re- | 
| WHAT TO DO WITH WATERED STOCK NOT A MATTER THAT SHOULD coy. 


makes it a very simple proposition. 
duce your rate to a rate per ton per mile and take the gross 
tonnage of those railroads, you could find out what the Penn- 
sylvania road ought to charge, and what every other railroad 
ought to charge. It would be very easy and simple, according 
to the Senator’s mathematical basis, to fix this whole matter. 
ASSUME NOTHING, BUT FIX VALUE IN EACH CASE. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator from Arkansas is 
not going to assume anything. I am going to take each railroad 
company and find out accurately, not by statistics nor by broad 


generalization that includes the whole 200,000 miles of railroad, | 


but I am going to take each railroad and determine how much 
it is actually worth, how much its tonnage ought to be taxed 
to make a 6 per cent return on its actual value. I am not going 
to take $25,000 a mile as an arbitrary amount, for the reason 
that that is more than some are worth and it is vastly less than 
others are worth. I am satisfied in my own mind, from the 
little investigation I have made, that $25,000 a mile the country 
over would be an amount of money for which the whole rail- 
road mileage could be reproduced. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CLARKBE of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do not wish to pursue the Senator 
with this inquiry—— 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
ator. It is an important matter, and one that is involved in 
this inquiry, and it ought to be talked about. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
consin stated the other day, it is by far the greatest problem in 


Senator from Arkansas 


this whole great problem, and I want to see if I can not put my | 
| friend from Indiana, I will say that this is not a public ques- 


question in still more concrete form. The Senator says that he 


would give to certain investors, representing the actual value of | 
the road, 6 per cent upon their investment, and to other in- | 


vestors, representing watered stock, or representing overvalua- 
tion, nothing. How would he determine which 
were to get 6 per cent and which were to get nothing? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I would pay 6 per cent into the 


treasury of the railroad company and allow them to distribute | 
If they had bonds enough out to re- | 
| ganized; the railroad will not be torn up, and the country will 
| not be deprived of it, but somebody will take it who is willing 


it in any lawful “way. 
guire the whole income to pay interest on these, I would first 
pay to the bondholders the interest. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Would the Senator leave that to the Com- 
mission ? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Commission has nothing to 
do with the distribution. The Commission simply fixes the rate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
Commission, especially a political commission, that he would 
probably be willing to leave it to them. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 


and then I should make the railroads do the business 
contracted to do when they accepted the franchise they 
exercise. The income of the railroad company will presumably 
be disbursed to those lawfully entitled to receive it. If it is 
not voluntarily disbursed to them, the courts are open to enforce 
the rights of those unjustly deprived of their rights to the fund 
collected from the public. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Very cheerfully. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am very much obliged for the Senator’s 
patience. I think the Senator will agree with me that his last 
inswer was hardly an answer to the question. 
that in case there were bonds enough out which would absorb 


right, 


they 


Senator from Arkansas 


the entire 6 per cent or any other earnings of the railroad, they | 
| rates in Arkansas are about twice what they are in other parts 


would be paid first. That is not an answer to the question that 
if, after the bonds were paid and the fixed charges were paid, 


or if there were no bonds still there was stock held by holders | 


which represented the actual value of the road, and stock held 


| have nothing? 
but the Senator would see that justice would | 





| said by many Senators here, it does. 
| talization, to which too severe epithets can not be applied, that 


I am very glad to hear the Sen- | 


I think that, as the Senator from Wis- | 


stockholders | 





I thought, with the Senator’s idea of the | 
| words, it does not inhere in our duty to adjust controversies 
| of that sort between parties. We leave them to be settled by 
No; I would not be willing to | 
leave anything to them, except the adjustment of the rate and | 
having it reviewed to prevent the invasion of any constitutional 


His answer was | 





Senator determine which stockholders should have the excess 
after the bond interest was paid and which stockholders shou! 
Suppose there are no bonds of the road, as : 
illustration, and the whole income, after the payment of charg: 


| was to go in the form of dividends, the Senator says that cer- 
the plan of the Senator from Arkansas is a very simple one, | 
and we do not need to adopt the amendment of the Senator | 


tain stock should receive 6 per cent and certain other stock 
nothing. I am asking this question, as I asked it before and 
as I intend to ask it again of other Senators, How would that 
be determined? How would the Senator pick out certain stoci:- 
holders and certain stock to receive the 6 per cent which he says 
they ought to have, and exclude other stockholders and other 
stock? 


CERN PUBLIC. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That is not a public question, 
nor is it one that any law we can enact will answer; therefore 
I can not give an answer to it as a Senator, but I could answer 
it if I belonged to one or the other named classes of stock- 
holders. If I were a holder of stock that had represented the 
actual value, and fraudulent or watered stock had been put 
upon the enterprise in opposition to my consent, I would object 
to it, and in some proper form of action ask that the dividends 
should be declared and paid upon the valid stock certificates, 
If, upon the other hand, I was among those who held certificates 
representing the fictitious stock, I should, of course, be in fayor 
of an equality of division of what was left after the bonds and 
fixed charges had been taken care of. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. How would you determine which was fic- 


| titious and which was not? 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That is a matter that does not 
enter into the situation we are dealing with. It is not a public 
feature at all. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, Mr. President, I think, as has been 
It is upon this overcapi- 


these excess charges, which constitute in reality a tax upon the 
public, are based. That is what you are trying to cure by this 
and other legislation. What I am asking the Senator—as | 
asked the Senator from Wisconsin the other day and hope to 


| have it answered before this debate is closed—is, How are you 


to determine what portion of the stockholders are to be paid 
and what portion are to be excluded? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. With the utmost deference to my 
tion. It is not a question with which Congress has any possible 
concern. It is a question that arises between different classes 
of stockholders. What we are authorized to do is to authorize 
quasi publie corporations to levy a tax upon the public sufficient 
to pay a proper return upon the value of the property that 
they use for the public good; but as to how they are to dis- 
tribute that fund is a matter for them to determine. If it pro- 
duces insolvency, then the railroad company must be reor- 


to run it for a fair return upon its value. If they have got its 
ownership scattered among stockholders of different character, 
so that they can not tell the good from the bad, the public is 
not interested in that, nor is it to be taxed any more on that 
account than it would if it were honestly conducted. In other 


the common sense and the ingenuity of the lawbreaker, without 
calling at all on the ingenuity of the Congressiona: lawmaker 
to furnish any additional remedies. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkunsas 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Very cheerfully. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Can the Senator tell me what the average 
passenger rate is in the State of Arkansas on Arkansas roads? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. About 3 cents a mile. That is 
the minimum. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
mile? 

Mr. 

Mr. 
bear? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It is pretty high, but I have not 
the figures at hand. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


What is the average freight rate per ton per 


CLARKE of Arkansas. All the traffic will bear. ’ 
ALDRICH. Can the Senator tell me about what it will 


In other words, the truth is, I suppose, the 


of the United States. I do not know whether it is the fault of 
the State of Arkansas or the fault of the railroads of Ark:1sas, 
yet I should think it would be a desirable proposition i! the 
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Senator could spend a little time investigating that question, And it may have outstanding more bonds and stocks than it 
because his people are interested in it. ought to have— 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I want to put the railroads of | and its outstanding bonds for money borrowed and which went into 
Arkansas on the footing of “the most favored nation.” I have | the plant may be in excess of the real value of the property. So that 
no special complaint about the railroads of Arkansas that does | aeeiees ae be said that the amount of such bonds should in every case 

7 yl the question of rates, although it may be an element in the 
not extend to every other railroad all over our country. I do inquiry as to what is, all the circumstances considered, just both to the 
it know any better roads in point of physical equipment. | company and to the public. : 

hey are run, of course, by human beings. The test is the value of the property used on behalf of the 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I hope the Senator will | public and at the time so employed, not how many bonds or 

irdon me for another interjection, rather than a question, in| shares of stock have been issued by the corporation owner. 
esponse to the Senator’s statement that this is not a public Continuing, the court says: 
question. On the contrary, does not the Senator think the ex- It is sufficient to say, upon a careful scrutiny of the testimony, our 
cuse for making these great charges that they are made in order conclusion is that no case is made that will authorize a decree declar 
to pay proper dividends upon overcapitalization, is really the cere the rates fixed by defendant's ordinance, looking at them in 

_ a ; . . 4 1eir entirety—and we can not look at them in any other light—are 
createst public question and the root public question of the | such as to be a taking of property without just compensation. 
whole thing? That is the reason why these so-called “ excess Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
charges ” are made. question? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. We differ about the character of Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas 
the question, not its importance. I think it is a private ques- Mr. ALDRICH. ; 
tion instead of a public one. I think what we are called upon 





Certainly. 
I infer from the Senator’s remarks that he 


; oe | blie j : ; does not think that the courts can ascertain whether the con- 
to do here is to see that the public is not taxed for the use of | stitutional rights of the carrier have been invaded without an 


this public facility, this public utilty, any more than the service | investigation into the whole subject as to all the rates, 
is worth, and the worth of the service is a fair return upon the Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes, sir: that is my opinion. 
tual value of the property employed for the public purpose Mr. ALDRICH. And as to the stocks and bonds and capital, 
id at the time it is so employed. ; . : etc. In other words, there can be no such thing as a narrow 
I did not originate that idea. There is nothing peculiar about | poyjew. 
There is nothing about it that I claim. I got it out of Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 


: = No; there can not be a narrow 
recorded utterances of the Supreme Court of the United States. ; 


and there can not be a broad review. The courts can review for 
DIFFERENCE IN LAW BETWEEN BROAD AND NARROW COURT REVIEW. one purpose, that of determining whether the income of the 


WI intenvenesd: E was fant eatatan en Gat parti et we railroad allowed by the Commission is sufficient to satisfy the 
celal res aioe I ho oe “ne able aot ian ae yea shonin constitutional demand of just compensation. That is what it 
remarks iS  weees I . — : oe © singie | means; that is all it means; you can not limit it and you can 
purposes for which the courts will take cognizance of the not make it any broader : . 
tion of the Interstate Commerce Commission in the matter I repeat, so far as I am concerned, I would just as soon that 
- making rates ee ” determine whether ne aa the meena the Senator from Rhode Island would write the review amend- 
a stitutionas aa ~ e 7 Compensation hat oe — ted. | ment as to write it myself, because they would both mean the 
(he Supreme Court of the United States ‘s the final arbiter in| came thing in law. You can put it into the bill that the court 
disputes concerning the validity of Congressional legisla-| shai] not review it, but it will review it, as it did in the Min- 
oe that of the States. Ww hen that court decisively fixes nesota case, in 134 United States. The supreme court of Minne- 
, the boundaries of legislative oo and discretion it will C- | sota had construed the statute of that State to mean that the 
complish no good purpose to insist that something in conflict | action of the Commission was final; the United State Supreme 
therewith may be done, no matter how wholesome, as a matter 
( 


: : ran ; Court reversed this ruling, holding that the carrier could not be 
if theory, it might prove to be if done. The doctrine of that denied the right to show that tien onto was confiscatory. 


court, as I think I will be able to show as I proceed, is that it} Mr BACON. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
will not hesitate to nullify the action of a legislative commis- ask him a question? 
sion in fixing ake - seat ae ees ee The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
of the carrier to just compensation would be invaded if it is | yield to the Senator from Georgia? 
compelled to charge and receive the rates as fixed. But the ' Irn ne eee kee ae 
: : ; ; aS : Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 
: court has with equal emphasis decided that in determining this alah ciemeliilh nieiineaahatins teteimmediaaiadeinen ee 
. question it will not consider a single rate, but will take under 7 ~ . . - a regan . aaocape . _ oe ee z 
S review the entire body or schedule of rates which the railroad |, Mr. BACON. The Senator has been giving very careful study 
‘ any is charging and collecting from its patrons. It is to this particular branch, and I confess there are some features 
further established, as I think I may say without fear of suc- of the question which are troublesome to me. The question of 
cessful contradiction, that the character of the service per- | review as to the particular matter of compensation is one 
formed by the Commission in fixing rates is legislative and as | thing. I want to know what is the Senator's view? I am ask- 
such does not fall within the revisory powers of the court except | ing this, not for the purpose of antagonizing whatever view he 
paramount restraints and guaranties of the Constitution. 1 | ftom him. What is the Senator's view as to the power of Con- 
read now from the opinion of the court in the case of San Diego | STeSs to confer upon the courts the right to call in question and 
Land Company v. National City (134 U. S., 754) : review the orders of the Commission, not as to rates, but as to 
regulations and practices? 
; it should also be remembered that the judiciary ought not to Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I can answer that question by 
ere with the collection of rates established under legislative sanc- cas nat anethine of a legislative character done by as 
tion unless they are so plainly and palpably unreasonable as to make | Saying that anything of a legislative character done by the 


nforcement equivalent to the taking of property for public use 

v t such compensation as under all the circumstances is just both 

t owner and to the public—that is, judicial interference should 
cur unless the case presents, clearly and beyond all doubt, such 
int attack upon the rights of property under the guise of regu- 
s as to compel the court to say that the rates prescribed will 
rily have the effect to deny just compensation for private prop- 
ken for the public use. 


Commission can not be reviewed by a judicial tribunal. If 
you can frame a system of regulations by which a judicial 
question may be made to appear, the court will take charge of 
that and dispose of it in a proper case. 

Mr. BACON. Of course I recognize that as a general propo- 
sition. It covers the question of compensation and every other 
question as to what is done by the Commission under the dele- 
gation of authority from Congress; but it was for the purpose 
of finding out what was the Senator’s view as to whether or 
not this fell within the particular class of questions which the 
courts could be given authority by Congress to review. 


* * * = > « 7 


case must depend upon its special facts; and when a court, 
V t assuming itself to prescribe rates, is required to determine 
* the rates prescribed by the legislature for a corporation con- 


iat i rg | tt te ohn 
a public highway are, as an cnatirety— 


(a single rate, but as an entirety— The Senator will pardon me a moment. I want to draw, if 
I can, a distinction between the class of questions where the 
authority of the court would obtain, under the suggestion of 
the Senator from Arkansas, regardless of what Congress might 
do on the question of compensation. Recognizing that now as 
correct, when it comes to the question of compensation, the 
power conferred or withheld by Congress, according to the 
view of the Senator, will not amount to anything, the courts 
having a certain jurisdiction which they will certainly, in the 
absence of any distinct denial of it, and even in some cases 
with the denial of it, exercise. The point I want the Senator's 


ist as to destroy the value of its property for all the purposes for 

is was acquired, its duty is to take into consideration the inter- 
( ‘th of the public and of the owner of the property, together with 
er circumstances that are fairly to be considered in determining 
er the legislature has, under the guise of regulating rates, ex- 
! its constitutional authority, and practically deprived the owner 
perty without due process of law. 

* * * + * * 


t the company is entitled to demand, in order that it may have 
mpensation, is a fair return upon the reasonable value of the 
! ‘y at the time it is being used for the public. The property may 
“.\c cost More than it ought to have cost— 





em 
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and I repeat I do it for the purpose of getting 
is to have given very careful study to this 
well as other branches of the subject—is 
upon the 

; of the Commission 

ich relate to 

ie, is 


courts the 


regu- 

ns to the 
ipensation? 

The Senator 

ace, it invelves comp 

that out of the present question, be 

to draw the distinction clearly, if possible, between 

ziven to the court to revi » much of the orders 

itional question of compensation and other 

involye that, but which do involve ques- 


1 nractice 
Tt ( ( 
sj? alU Lit 


& oulL 


nsa- 


! from Rhode Island will 
I finish my statement. 


the Senator 


until 


with railroad matters to give it clearly, 
nlarge what I have said. The same ques- 
ted as to the orders of the Commission, 
‘med to be preferential, which should be 
and I use the word “ preferen- 


‘eference 7 


al s 
a 


vital question in the practical adminis- 

» whether or not the orders of the Com- 

natters of regulation and practice shall 
whether the courts shall be distinctly 

the power to pass them under review. 

important 

s upon the question whether or not the Commis 
n preference to one community over another. It 


me time of most vital importance to the business | 
it may involve its business life or death, and | 
irticularly anxious to hear the learned } 


I am p 
d Senator upon that particular phase from a 
, under the at 
to devolve upon a « 
do not rel: to matters of compensation, 
» TO the 

)} of Arkansas. It 


urt the, authority to review 
but 


is hard—— 


When I sought to interrupt the Senator—— | 
x the Senator’s pardon; I ought to have | 

| ject, I will call the attention of the Senator from Georgia to 
Arkansas | 


I be 
arlier 
ESIDENT. Does the Senator 
r from Rhode Island? 
hope the from Rhode 
m Arkansas respond to my inquiry, 
t a concrete answer, if possible. 
. I will wait until the Senator from Arkansas 
tion, and then I will call the attention of the 


from 


Senator 


Island will 


because 


to some provisions of the pending bill. 


I could not answer 
( can answer intelligently I must have 
ted to the particular practice called in ques- 


I will call the attention of the Senator to one, 


me. Suppose upon the same line of road— | 


I mean the connecting road—an order 
ed to give a preference to one com- 
king it has equal rights in the matter 
ffected by that particular order. Does 
» of the provisions of this bill—I 
I am speaking about constitutional 
the Senator is so earnestly and 


» constitutional power it is within | 


! ive to the courts the power to re- 
as unjust an order of the Commission which 
mmunity over another community? 

f Arkansas. Certain elements of 


to one c 


iniInia « 


t theories on which it may be done. There 
‘or instance; or, on the other hand, the Com- 

ke into consideration the question of the eco 
tion of products, so that one rate would be 
er than another. Those are matters of policy 

in to be weighed and concluded by the Commission. 
In the exercise of that power the Commission may abuse it, and 
ly so as to be guilty of fraud, when it can be attacked 
by any shipper or community, where the instance of discrimina- 


il 


so obviou 


from | 


| mission to make all the rates upon a mileage basis. 
| do it we will hear from somebody. 


nse there—which should be deemed | 
‘ community over another community | 
That is not a question of compensation, | 
| hear from a number of people on that subject. 


that the court should have the | 


ithorities, as to what is the power | 


vital matters of regulation and practice. 


| crimination. 


wholesale 


am | 


discretion 
enter into this whole business of rate making. There | 

t j is the | 
| but before he does so I want to say a word. 
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tion is so pronounced that honest men would not differ in saying 
that the Commission had not been actuated by preper motives 
in doing what it did. There is a measure of discretion in mat- 
ters of that kind. That would probably be referred to the Com- 
To what extent the courts would undertake to contro] 
them I am not prepared to say. I would have to know all the 
facts of the particular case. 

Much that is said in Interstate Commerce Commission ». 
Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company (145 U. S., 2638) would 
indicace that the courts will interfere to prevent undue pref 
erences as between individuals and localities. But in Interstate 
Commerce Commission v. Detroit (167 U. §S., 646) the court 
says much must be left to the discretion of the Commission, 
but how much the courts will tolerate before interfering to en- 
force some constitutional right said to be violated is the ques- 
tion. 

Mr. 


mission. 


BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, and I do not 


| unduly interrupt him, I am not limiting the question to what 


the courts would undertake to do as a matter of inherent juris- 


. | diction, if I may so term it, but I am speaking with practical 
illustration, but I do not know that I am | 


reference to what we do in the framing of this bill. 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I think we can direct the Co: 
When we 


Mr. BACON. I think so, too, and for one I would not—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Ohio will pardon me 
for a moment, and let me finish the question. That is true. 
I think the Senator from Arkansas is correct, that we would 
3ut IT wanted to 
know, with a view to guiding my own actions, whether, in tlic 
opinion of the Senator, we would be within constitutional bounds 
if we inserted in this bill what I think ought to be inserted in 
it—if we have the constitutional authority to do it—that if the 
Commission issues an order which gives a preference to one co 
munity over another community claiming the right to equal 
privileges- 

Mr. SPOONER. An undue preference. 

Mr. BACON. That is a question of degree; whether we can 
insert in this bill, and constitutionally insert in it, a provision 
giving to the courts the authority to review the order of ile 
Commission giving a preference to one community over another 
community in the rate which it established. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator from Arkansas does not ob- 


the fact that the Supreme Court of the United States has 
already decided that under existing law a discrimination against 
a community made by the railroads in the fixing of their rates 
may be enjoined at the suit of the Interstate Commerce C 
inission, predicated upon a complaint made to it of such dis- 
The case is reported in 189 United States, page 274, 
and is known as the case of the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion v. The Missouri Pacific Railroad, otherwise known as tlie 
Wichita case. It was a suit commenced before the passage 
of the Elkins law, and the jurisdiction of the court was con- 
tested, but when it went to the Supreme Court the Elkins |! 
had been in the meanwhile passed, and the Supreme Court said, 
without regard to what the law prior to that time provided, 
under the Elkins law such a suit can be maintained. 

If so, I do not see why we should be complicating the situa- 
tion by seeking a remedy of that kind through some other sort 
of legislation. It is just as clear as anything can be, and it 
upon that section of the Elkins laws—and that is the rea 
why I have broken in with this interruption, which I very mu 
dislike to do—it is upon that section of the Elkins law th 
think our attention ought to be turned. I have sought b) 
amendment I have offered to broaden and strengthen that 
vision, so as to have all suits of that character brought at 
expense of the Government instead of at the expense of tli 
dividual litigant. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is one of the things—— 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will let 
the Senator from Arkansas give me a response to my question; 
I recognize that 
he has clearly indicated the correct line of cleavage between 
acts which are legislative and which can not be reviewed 1 
acts which are not legislative; and I wanted to find out, 4s 
the result of the Senator's investigation, into which class le 
considers that this particular question falls; whether the c- 
tion of the Commission in fixing a rate which is alleged to ¢'\ 
a preference to one community over another communi() ig 


\W 


e 
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| 
h a legislative act, or, rather, such a performance of a dele- Mr. ALDRICH. I did not ma the statement as vad 
ted legislative intent on the part of the Legislature as would | that. The Senator’s question was not as broad 
lude it from the class of questions which can be considered Mr. BACON. Is that the Senator's view? 











the court, or whether it is, on the other hand, of the other | Mr. ALDRICH. That is hardly a m n which 
where the court might voluntarily take jurisdiction, or | ought to be required to an r. The f tor pu a 
here we could with propriety expressly and explicitly require | concrete case, and I was saying with r t to that ¢ tly 
to be done in this bill. what the Senator asked whether ¢ ” had the r to do 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The question as to whether any | Congress had « ind the cou 
munity or any shipper can complain of a discrimination of Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I will é qu 
tes that are fixed by the Commission is not here. I have no} erally, and pass on. Courts h j 
tancy in saying that the Commission has a certain lati- | judicial question, and it is a d ult 1 r 
Po ie of discretion and policy that is available to them in making | doing it in a proper case. They have no j 
their orders and fixing rates which may upon their face | and determine anything which } g 
iv to be discriminatory between communities. The extent | legislative discretion, and you can not confer uj 
iat would determine its legality. The court might say it | ity to do so. A question may pai of the f 
4 ; a fraudulent exercise of power, which presents an inquiry | I think a legislative duty may be performed in a way 1 
ys the subject of judicial inquiry. flict with some constitutional right, and when that is tl 
he ease cited by the Senator from Ohio hardly answers the | the courts will take possession of the controversy for the pw 
: stion of the Senator from Georgia, for the reason that there | pose of settling it, just as they have t 1 po 
. Interstate Commerce Commission brought the action, whereas | rate-making question for the purpose of deter! f 
s inquiring as to whether we can authorize the shipper or | the completed action of the commission leaves to the 
community to bring an action against the Commission to | just compensation for the service it renders I 
‘+t its work. discretion there. It must not be granted simply 
FORAKER. I apprehend that if we can authorize the | asked for. The court says the rule is that before it 
E ( nission to bring a suit on behalf of the shipper, we could | fere with rates fixed by legislative authority that the 
E ‘ ize the shipper himself to bring it. show such a palpable invasion of the right of the cari 
r. CLARKE of Arkansas. Against the Commission? honest men will not differ about the result. 
a Mr. FORAKER. Against the railroad. Now, I was insisting that the one fun n that 1 
; Mr. BACON. But that is not the question. | would discharge in connection with this r: 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Against the Commission. | and I was on the rate-making branch 
N FORAKER. Oh! To bring it against the Commission? to determine the only judicial question i ( 
BACON. I asked the question because I think it is per- | viewed from that standpoint, and that was wh r or not t 
proper for us in the enactment of this legislation to | body of rates afforded to carriers just compensation for t 
ate not simply the possibility, but the probability, that use of its property. 
r me may come when the Commission will fall under the COURTS DO NOT SIT AS APPELLATA BOARD 
ace of the railroads. I read now from the case of the San Diego Land ¢ 
CLARKE of Arkansas. And will Congress also fall under | Jasper (189 U. S.), the opinion being delivered | 
fluence of the railroads? holmes: * 
BACON. It is so charged by some, but I think unjustly. The ms ack is 1 \ f 
CLARKE of Arkansas. I deem it to be rather an ex- | longer is unde ( 
: e fear to assume the existence of a condition when im- | PX0) 5° & os ; 
; ‘influences will not only control the action of the Commis- | time it is | po F 
; but the corrective power of Congress as well. The courts Again: 
: t not preserve their independence in such surroundings. We will say a word about the opposite contention 


Mr. BACON. The Senator will recognize the fact that when that there should have been all: wance for dep! 
nes to an administrative officer, the ease with which | “2 2owance for repairs From & const 


















luence can be exerted is very much greater. It is wales et tar. the sup to wh: vas i 
from where Senators and Representatives are chosen | pairs, is confiscator) nd, if the « 
‘ ‘length and breadth of this land. oo ee ee a ee ee ea 
eS FORAKER. I had just come into the Chamber, and I | that the statute warrants no such clail . (Red is, I 
: I ‘ under a misapprehension as to what preceded. But ee ioe See ae - K se sempre eae 
e lifficulty is there about authorizing any person who may | 255; of revision for all rates and taxes int 
= rieved to bring a suit to test the validity of an order | with considering wheti it clearly app that 
bt has been made by the Commission? The law as it now | the United States has b cm tmyrnged, t ther 
ee ithorizes anyone who is aggrieved by an order that is | 2“¢S*0"8 48 may be incidental to our jurisdiction : 
pe to put it to the test in the court. P he court will | ok into it with a vie v of determi 
iis ALDRICH. Mr. President or not a constitutl mal right has | e n inv: led ( 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas | tion is above the statute. The obligation to bring 
the Senator from Rhode Island? formity between laws and alleged LiWws, Llriking ¢ 
4 CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes, sir. that are invalid and maintaining those that are 
a (r. ALDRICH. I have been trying to get the attention of | SUpreme function of the court. It is the only « ee : 
. nator from Georgia to a statement which I desire to make, nected with =e Se ee ate = roe — aa 
: is along the lines of that made by the Senator from Ohio. | ¢Vet been br — Pe See CE. Re Cee ie 
Senator from Georgia was asking this question, as I _ Minneapolis and st. an P Ra oad Vompal 
* od him—whether Congress could give to the courts = U. S.), the court, in ‘omg ‘ - e « - = ( 3 
to review the decisions of the Interstate Commerce Com- ‘ail a oon —— — . -% 7 i 7 pow =e 
affecting regulations and practices where no question | mission to reduce the fr it upon a parti 
be es is involved. companies are able to earn a fair profit 
BACON. Yes. ome ee d I = up n them to impeach the ; f ( 
ie ae he cited questions of discrimination. In that case the carr r was “ m] ell , to h 
—s = 1 to S aul and places south of there 1 
ALDRICH. Now, what I was about to say was that we werent : ra ay have f ' a a d a of 
ul precise thing in the Elkins law. We gave to the $1500 in. the income.of a railroad whos ' 
power to review questions of discrimination where it | c-pgogo. The court said the matter vw 
en once heard by the Commission, and the Supreme the amore) question of just compensatio1 it c 
of the United States, as the Senator from Ohio has said, iaSiame ten ateihaae a the basis of that single rate. WI! woked 
Wichita case upheld the validity of that act. I think at aan ‘ti emlied alist tenitele® ecm 0 th ae el 
deans the Senator from Georgia. It seems to me it an entirety, produce sutfici ti -~ re ie 
. onal guaranty of just compensation, ey wou aAliow ti 
BACON. Where does the Senator draw the line? Does eee he ai NO a of in some administrative way. 
senater mean to say that, according to his view, we could | Summing up in the case of the Interstate Commerce Commis 
to the Commission—I am not speaking of the propriety of sion v. Railway Company (167 U. S., p. 469), Judge Brewer, in 
ut of the power—certain powers, and, as to the exercise of | }j., opinion said: : 
and every one of those powers, we could give to the courts | fe decome iin os inquire whether the rates which have been charged 


right to review? + and collected are reasonable—that is a judicial act; but an entirely 
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» rates which shall be charged in the future— 
considerations presented : 

prescribe a tariff of rates for carriage by a 
I rrier is a slative and not an administrative or judicial 
funct nd having respect to the large amount of property invested 
in railroa the varior companies engaged therein, the thousands 
of miles of road, and the millions of tons of freight carried, the vary- 
ing an ‘ 


supren 


importance. 
page 511, as follows: 
neclusion, then, is that Congress has not conferred upon the 


Commission the legislative power of prescribing rates, either maximum 
or minimum or absolute. 


In the case of the Chicago Railroad v. Wellman (148 U. 8.} 
the judge who wrote the opinion said: 


ne ¢ icacy and 
And again, on 


Our ce 


The legislature has the power to fix rates, and the extent of judicial 
interference is protection against unreasonable rates. 


Judge Brewer, in the case of Reagan v. 
Trust Company (154 U. S.), said: 


It is doubtless true as a general proposition that the formation of a 
tariff of charges for the transportation by a common carrier of persons 
or property is a legislative or administrative rather than a judicial 
function. * * * ‘The courts are not authorized to revise or change 
a body of rates imposed by the legislature or a commission; they do not 
determine whether one rate is preferable to another, 


and the shippers; they do not engage in any mere administrative work ; 
but still there can be no doubt of their power and duty 
whether a body of rates prescribed by a legislature or a commission is 
unjust or unreasonable, and such as to work a practical destruction to 
rights of property, and, if found so to be, to restrain its opera- 
tion. + = * 


The challenge in this case is of the tariff as a whole, and not of any | 
As we have seen, it is | 


particular rate upon any single class of goods. 
not the function of the courts to establish a schedule of rates. It is 
not, therefore, within our power to prepare a new schedule or rear- 
range this. Our inquiry is limited to the effect of the tariff as a 
whole, including therein the rates prescribed for all the several classes 
and the decree must either condemn or sustain this act of 
quasi legislation. 

if a law be adjudged invalid, the court may not, in the decree, at- 
tempt to enact a law upon the same subject which shall be obnoxious 
to no legal objections. 
the validity of the act before it. 
this. 


ol roods, 


The same rule obtains in a case like 


If that is the only judicial feature in the business of making | ment 
that is the only judicial aspect in which it can be | 


not | 


rates; if 
considered; it is perfectly obvious that the court can 
undertake to substitute its judgment as to a matter of policy or 
discretion for that of the Commission. 
entire action of the Commission with one object in view, and 
that is, to determine whether or not the carrier has been pro- 
tected in his constitutional right to just compensation. That 
being the case, it is unnecessary in a body composed so largely 
as this is of lawyers to cite authorities in support of the propo- 


sition that courts will refuse, if called upon, to exercise a re- | 


visory power over legislation with a view of correction if they 


should differ in opinion as to a matter of policy with the legis- | jg ynreasonably high, and if found to be so, for the purpose of 


lature. 


In Gordon v. The United States (117 U. S.), the opinion hav- | 


ing been prepared by Chief Justice Taney, and which has been 
referred 
consin | Mr. Spooner], the court sustains the proposition. I am 
content that the court will decline, when called on by Congress, 
to pass on any question not of a strictly judicial character. 
I will read just enough of the opinion to show what that court 
thought of the principle at that time: 

This 


urts. 


power over legislative acts is 


not possessed by 
They can not declare an 


act of Parliament void, because, in 
opinion of the court, it is inconsistent with the principles of 
gna Charta or the Petition of Rights. They are bound to obey 
and carry it into execution. Yet, in that country, the independence 
of the judiciary is invariably respected and upheld by the King and 
the Parliament, as well as by the courts; and the courts are never 
required to pass judgment in a suit where they can not carry it into 
execution, and where it is inoperative and of no value, unless sanc- 
tioned by a future act of Parliament. The judicial power is care- 
fully and effectually separated from the executive and legislative de- 
partments. The language of Blackstone upon this subject is plain 


and unequivocal. 


the English 


Quoting Blackstone, who says: 
In this distinct 
peculiar 
by the 
can not 


and separate existence of the judicial power in a 
body of men, nominated indeed but not removable at pleasure 
Crown, consists one main preservative of public liberty, which 
subsist long in any state unless the administration of com- 
istice be in some degree separated from the legislative and 
power. Were it joined with the legislative, the life, lib- 
property of the subject would be in the hands of arbitrary 
decisions would be then regulated only by their own 


xecutive 
rty, and 
idges, whose 

i , and not by any fundamental principles of law, which, though 


mon 
exe 
« 


legislators may depart from, yet judges are bound to observe. Were 
it joined with the executive, the union might soon be an overbalance 
for the legislative. For which reason, by statute (Car. I, chap. 10), 
which : shed the court of star chamber, effectual care is taken to re- 
move all judicial power out of the hands of the King’s privy council, 
which it was then evident, from recent instances, might soon be 
inclined to pronounce that for a law which was most agreeable to the 
Prince or his officers, 


; carrier to have a just compensation. 


Farmers’ Loan & | : : 
& | the carrier from charging 


| Troe * sharei ) *h. 
aa vanes eadine” at | road from charging too much 


the circumstances would be fair and reasonable as between the carriers | 
| ment of the excess beyond what is reasonable. 
to inquire | 





It stops with simply passing its judgment on | 





They can review the | 


to with strong approval by the Senator from Wis- | 
| must determine? 
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Judge Taney proceeds: 


These cardinal principles of free government have not only been long 
established in England, but also in the United States from the time 
of their earliest colonization, and guided the American people in fram- 
ing and adopting the present Constitution. And it is the duty of this 
court to maintain it unimpaired as far as it may have the power. 
And while it executes firmly all the judicial powers intrusted to it, 


Be : ; | the court will carefully abstain from exercising any power that is 
conditions attaching to such carriage, is a power of | . ones y & J | : aes 


strictly judicial in its character and which is not ¢ 
it by the Constitution. (117 U. 8., 707.) 

Mr. FULTON. I understand the Senator’s position to be that 
the only question that can become judicial in this matter of 
rate making is whether or not a prescribed rate amounts to con- 
fiscation or is an invasion of the constitutional rights of the 
Now, I ask the Senator 
if the courts have not, when the question was whether a rate 
prescribed by the carrier is or is not a reasonable rate, taken 
jurisdiction of such cases, and whether they have not enjoined 
a rate which they held to be unrea- 
sonably high; and if they have done that, does not that amount 
to prescribing a maximum rate for the future? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. In the first place, I am _ not 
familiar with any case where the courts have enjoined a rail 
I am familiar with a line of 
cases where carriers have been sued to recover back after pay- 


early confided to 


Mr. FULTON. I eall the Senator’s attention to a case where 


| the Commission has condemned a rate established by the railroad 
| as being unreasonably high. 


Under the law as it stands at the 
present time the Commission is authorized to institute a suit 
against the railroad company to enjoin the exaction of such 
rates in the future. Now, such cases have been twice, if | 
remember correctly, before to the Supreme Court, and have 
gone off on another question. But the circuit courts have en- 
joined such rates as being unreasonably high—extortionate. 
I ask the Senator 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Enjoined the Commission’s rates? 

Mr. FULTON. No; enjoined the rates of the railroad at the 


| suit of the Commission—enjoined them as extortionate. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That is in line with my argu- 

Mr. FULTON. It is not in line with the Senator’s contention 
that the only time that the question as to a rate becomes judicial 
is when it is confiscatory. It is just exactly the opposite. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It is a question in the instance 
named by the Senator of complying with the order of the Com- 
mission. It is a question of complying with the legislation and 
not antagonizing it. 

Mr. FULTON. The court goes into the inquiry whether the 
rate is unreasonably high. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It goes into the inquiry for the 
purpose of determining whether, as the Commission has said, it 


enforcing the order of the Commission. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator this: Whenever it is taken 
before a court to determine whether a rate is reasonable or not, 
does it not then become a judicial question which the court 
When issue is joined on that, whether it be 
between the Commission and a railroad company or a private 
shipper and a railroad company—when issue is joined, whether 
a charge made by the railroad is reasonable, is not the question 
a judicial one? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. No; it is a legislative one in 
many of its aspects. Judge Brewer, in opinions, says whether 
a completed rate that has been charged is reasonable or not for 
the services rendered is a judicial question. The question is 
to what will be reasonable rates for the future is a legislative 
question. As the Commission makes its rates entirely for th 
future, its action is not judicial. Then, of course, the circum- 
stance as to whether the challenged rate was one made by tl) 
railroad company, as in the absence of action by the sovereignty 
it may do, or was one that was prescribed by the legislature, 
either directly or through the agency of a commission, wou! 
determine its character as being of judicial or legislative coz- 
nizance. A railroad-made rate may be challenged for ex 
cessiveness in court, and the court may determine that it is 
excessive and give judgment for the recovery of the excess 
wrongfully demanded. But it is quite another thing for a car 
rier to go into court asking for a review of rates fixed by lexis- 
lative authority. This character of rates are subject to assau! 
in their entirety only on the ground that the body of rates \ 
not yield revenue sufficient to afford the carrier just compei 
tion for the use of its property. This is the only inquiry s 
ject to court review, and even in this connection the cou! 
although it may decide that the rate is too low, will not modily 
the legislative rate to the extent only that it finds it to be |: 
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than the carrier is entitled to, but will nullify the entire rate 
fixed, leaving an excessive railroad-made rate in force. 

Mr. FULTON. If that be true, and if it is always a legis- 
lative question unless there is an invasion of the constitutional 
rights of the carrier, how can the Commission under the present 
law condemn a rate charged by the railroads and recommend a 
lower rate, and the railroad company refusing to obey the 
recommendation of the Commission, maintain a suit to have the 
rate charged by the company enjoined as being too high if it is 
always a legislative question? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The present law says that a 
suit of that character may be brought, but in the event it is, 
the finding of the Commission is only prima facie unreasonable. 

Mr. FULTON. Who determines whether or not the rate is 
unreasonably high? 
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Commission then brings suit to enjoin that rate, and the court 
must determine whether or not the rate is unreasonably high 
in order to sustain the order of the Commission and grant the 
relief prayed for, and in determining that question I submit it 
determines a judicial question. The question does becot 
cial when issue is joined on that proposition. 
COMMISSION HAS NOW NO POWER Tt Ix R 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The defect in the position as- 
sumed by the Senator’s question is that the Commission has 
fixed no rate. They have simply made a finding that in their 
opinion a given rate made by the railroad is too high, and that 
the proper rate ought to be so and so, provided no evidence is 
offered to the court in the controversy which shall overcome 
the prima facie force and effect of this finding. They do not 
fix any rate; they have no authority to do it; they are ex- 


ne judi- 


» FI \ 


] 


i 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Commission has only in-| pressly forbidden by not having the power to do so conferred in 
dicated an opinion. They have no power to fix a rate. They | express terms. In the absence of legislative action the rate 


do not make a decisive order. They do not assume to fix the 


fixed by the carrier is always subject to investigation from 


a 
rate. We are now attempting to give power to fix the rate. | judicial standpoint by those who have to pay it. But that is a 
Mr. FULTON. Before the court, finally, who determines | different question from attacking a rate fixed by legislation. 


whether or not the rate is unreasonably high? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Commission sends it to the 
court with the simple statement that that is, in its opinion, 
prima facie excessive. The nature of the reference shows that 
the Commission has not fixed a rate, and has no power to do so. 

Mr. FULTON. Suppose the court finally determines that the 
Commission was wron that the rate was not unreasonably 
high? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
purpose—— 

Mr. FULTON. Does not the court exercise—— 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. With the statement that it is 
prima facie excessive, and then the court determines whether 
or not there has been a showing made which overcomes the 
prima facie showing. 

Mr. FULTON. Does not the court exercise judicial power 
in determining that question 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
Court—— 

Mr. FULTON. Or does it exercise legislative power? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It is exercising judicial power 
alone in whatever it does in that connection. The rate under 
investigation is one made by the railroad company, and such 
rates are subject to judicial action. In a Commission-made rate 


or 
5? 


It is sent there for that specific 





In the first place, the Supreme 


the immunity from judicial revision arises from the fact that | 


the Commission’s action is in effect that of the legislature. 

Judicial supervision of legislative action goes no further than to 

determine its conformity to the Constitution. 

Mr. FULTON. It is a judicial question. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
it assails a rate made by the railroad company. The matter 
ies to the court for the purpose of showing the unreasonable- 

ness of the railroad-made rate. The Commission indicated an 

nion which is to be deemed evidence and not a finding, and 


rar 


It is a judicial question in so far | 


To make more clear my answer to the inquiry of the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. FULTON], as I understand him, I will em 
phasize by stating this: The action of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission in condemning the railroad-made rate is efficient 
| to the extent only of precipitating or creating an inquiry which 
involves that rate. The Commission does not assume to make a 
rate, and therefore no part of the legislative power of the Gov- 
ernment inheres in its action. It simply challenges a rate, 
| and when the court comes to pass upon the reasonableness of it 
it is not called upon to exercise its judgment as to whether or 
not a legislative body has erred, but it deals with a rate made 
by the corporation itself. Railroad-made rates have always 
been subject to judicial investigation with reference to their 
reasonableness in all proper cases. To assume that simply be- 
cause the Interstate Commerce Commission challenges a rate 
it thereby prescribes the rate it suggests would be, in effect, to 
| give by indirection to the Commission the rate-making power. 
This has never been done, but we trust that it will not be long 
before this statement can not be made. The force of my answer 
to the Senator from Oregon may be made plainer by cal..ng his 
attention to what the Supreme Court has said on the subject. 
The court, in Interstate Commerce Commission v. Railway Com- 
pany (167 U. S., 511), said: 

Our conclusion, then, is that Congress has not conferred upon the 
Commission the legislative power of prescribing rates, either maximum 
| or minimum or absolute. As it did not give the express power to the 
| Commission, it did not intend to secure the same result indirectly by 
| empowering that tribunal to determine what in reference to the past 
| was reasonable and just, whether as maximum, minimum, or absolute, 
| and then enable it to obtain from the courts a peremptory order that in 


the future the railroad companies should follow the rates thus deter- 
mined to have been in the past reasonable and just. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 





Senator from Arkansas 


| 

this is to receive a presumption of prima facie verity. The | Mr. FULTON. I wish to say, before asking the question, that 
Supreme Court in 167 United States decided that the Commis- I realize the Senator has been on the floor a good while and he 

| did not have power to fix a rate. The cases mentioned by | may be tired. So I will not annoy him. 
the Senator from Oregon do not appear to me as overruling all| Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am not in the least fatigued. 
of these other cases, wherein it is said so specifically and em- | [ will hear the Senator. 
phatically that the only question that is judicial in dealing with Mr. FULTON. I do not wish to detain him. 
« legislatively fixed rate is to determine whether or not the Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I will not be disturbed by the 
carrier was getting enough out of the rate allowed to satisfy | interruption of the Senator. 
the constitutional guaranty of just compensation. | Mr. FULTON. The Senator was saying a while ago that the 


\T 


Mr. FULTON. 
rule the case the Senator has read or that they are even 
nsistent, 


s before it. 


high. 


so in and enjoin a rate if it was too high. 


low. 


CLARKE of Arkansas. I ean not conceive of 


ve it enjoined on the ground that it is too high. 
FULTON. The Senator misunderstands me. 


on under the law as at present does not fix the rate, but it 
‘es on complaint whether or not a rate established by the 
It condemns a rate, we will say 
The | 


! 
i 


ad is unreasonably high. 
( hevertheless the railroad continues to charge the rate. 


I would not contend that the cases I suggest 


Sut in the Reagan case, and the other case read 
the Senator, the court was speaking simply of the case that 
It was not speaking of a case where issue might 
ined as to whether the rate was too high, because mani- 

issue may be joined in a case as to whether a rate is 
Otherwise at common law a shipper could not go 
nd enjoin a rate if it was too high nor could the Commis- 
If it was not 

tislative question and not a constitutional question, mani- | 
tly it must be a judicial question when issue is joined whether | 

contended that the rate is unreasonably high or unreason- 


a case 
ere the Commission will fix a rate and go into court and ask 


The Com- 





only question which could be determined on review would be 
| the question as to whether or not the constitutional right of 
the carrier had been invaded—the question as to whether or 
not the rate prescribed by the Commission afforded just com- 
pensation—and hence I understood the Senator to say it made 
no difference in what language the review should be framed. 
whether a broad or a narrow review, that but one review could 
be had. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
rates fixed by the Commission. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator if that not rather 
mistaken conception of the situation, in view of the fact that 
there are many orders and regulations which the Commission 
would be authorized to prescribe which do not involve the 
| question of just compensation at all. For instance, requiring 
| a earrier to furnish cars to a shipper, there being no question 
| as to what the charge should be, but simply that they should be 

required to furnish the cars. The question of just comp 


That is true as to of 


revision 


is 


‘y 


LSi 


of 


h 


tion would not come in there. It would be a mere matter 
>| reguiation or practice. Under a broad review might not su 
, | an order as that be taken up before the court? What I mea! 


by broad review is unlimited review. 
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Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I 


Se tor from Georgia and the Senator from Rhode Island by 
saying that I was, at the time when I was interrupted, address- | 
ing myself particularly to the business of making rates. I had 
not at that time reached the stage of my argument where I 
had « to refer to the other matter. But I will say now, 
if of these orders now mentioned by the Senator from 
O a ents judicial aspect or presents an issue that is 
| in character in the sense that the court can deal with 
vindicate a right growing out of it or to redress a wrong 

i d by it, it will do so. But if it is called upon to substi- 
tute its 1 s of policy and expediency for that of the Com- 
I it will not do so. But if it is one of these matters, the 
r of doing which lies in the wisdom and discretion of 
t! (‘ommission, the courts will not review or supervise the 
of its being done. My answer, generally, is, if it is a 

that does not involve the rate-making business, it mey 

f such a character that it will become a subject of judicial 

tigation. 
I 1 not get any nearer to a definite answer than to say that 
‘ of these orders would have to be determined on its 


‘ f s. But as to a rate-making provision, expressing the 








‘ n derived from the uniform decisions of the Supreme 
( t of United States, repeated so often, until now when 
cessairy to refer to the doctrine, it is disposed of in a 

§ sentence by the court, as it did in San Diego v. Jasper 

(189 U. S., 446), by saying: 
1 sit as a general appellate board of revision for all rates 
United States 

king power, I think, is the principal feature of the 

| g There are other abuses that ought to be corrected 
] y be some of these are of a judicial nat but I 
do not pretend to go into that now. If I could, I would give to 
t] t right to dispose of such things as naturally and 
I belong to it; but I do maintain, as earnestly as I can, 
that in the matter of rate making there is no room now for 
ig that any feature of that duty can be referred to the 

courts to be passed upon in the nature of a review of the action 
of Commission. In the first place, it would be folly to 
d rhe whole agitation connected with this question for 
1 court review implies that the Commission is to be 
curehead; that its orders are never to amount to 

g until permission to enforce the same is given by 

{ ourts. There popular belief, widespread in the com- 
y, that 1 ative action ought to take effect on 
terests until it has been subjected to the scrutiny and 

* the Supreme Court. The impression is general 

( rress can not enact laws that large interests are com- 
dyance of judicial approval. Judge Brewer 

to have de a concession to that heresy in the 

ered hi in 183 United States, in the Kansas 

{ in which he intimated that because pen- 
t 1 while litigation concerning the validity 

there for assuming that that feature 

KEVERYTHING, NO PLACE FOR A COMMISSION. 

were competent for Congress to send the whole 

iness to the court, there would be no sense in 

cr ission to make the rates in the first instance, 

lilty of the folly that it is said was once prac- 

ticed King of England. He had two eats, a large one and 
1 desiring to permit them to pass from one room 

t] he had two holes cut through the wall, one large 

( 1 one small one for the small cat. It 

! ry at all to have a Commission if the ultimate 


e court, as it will be if the whole mat- 
t : be 1 i 1 for revision to the judgment of the court. 
, 1 t of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] 


’ l il and sensible one to adopt, and he 
take it up to start with. Proceeding with 
fy the decisions of the Supreme Court of the 
I Siates showing that the courts will not entertain ju- 
ction to revi any matter or question not of a strictly 
| character, I call attention to what is said in the case 
United States Commerce Commission v. Brinson (154 

I 8 It is there said: 


vident * argument 

on the question whether or not the court will exer- 
ut judicial duty 

that such a tribunal 


vident for argument on the subject : , 
of Congress did not intend to 


dicial one and that the act 


he uthority « 


intended to answer both the | 


y conferred on the respective judges was nothing more 
t commissioner 


The quotation proceeds— 

The authority conferred on the respective judges was nothing more 
than that which constituted each then commissioner to adjust certain 
claims against the United States; and the office of judges and their 
respective jurisdictions are referred to in the law merely as a desig- 
nation of the persons to whom the authority is confided and the terri- 
torial limits to which it extends. The decision is not the judgment of 
a court of justice. It is the award of a commission. 

The court refused to entertain the appeal. 

Mr. BACON. What is that case? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. It is from Interstate Commerce 
Commission against Brimson, in 154 United States, page 482, the 
opinion being delivered by Mr. Justice Harlan, who quoted from 
the Ferreira case in 13 Howard, which I have just read. 

The court also reviews three or four more cases on the sub- 
ject where pension claims were referred to the court, but it de- 
cided that the questions involved were not judicial and declined 
to hear them. There is a very elaborate and learned opinion of 
Judge Gray on the same subject in the Supreme Court Reports 
of the State of Massachusetts. The legislature of Massachu 
setts imposed upon the supreme court the duty of appointing 
election commissioners. The court held that this was not 
judicial duty, and declined to perform it. The case is reported 
as Supervisors of Elections, 114 Mass., 247. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have been extremely unfortunate wit! 
respect to the Senator’s speech, having been compelled to be out 
of the Chamber a good part of the time, to my misfortune, very 
greatly, I know. But I have come in at a very interesting ti 
to me. I hope the Senator will allow me to interrupt him until 
I see whether I understand the point of the argument he is now 
making. 

We are all agreed, of course, that a court will not undertake 
to discharge any but judicial duties, but do I understand the 
Senator to say that a court will not entertain a bill complainin 
of a rate that it is in excess of what may be a lawful rate, a1 
grant relief, if it finds that the grounds of the bill are supporte 
by evidence, in the way of enjoining all in excess of what is 
lawful? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The Senator understands me to 
say that when a commission, in the exercise of legislative pow: 
fixes a rate, that the court can not do anything but strike the 
commission rate down entirely or let it all stand. 

Mr. FORAKER. There was a time when I had that impr 
sion myself, but when I investigated this subject further [ 
changed my mind about it. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 





from Arkansas 


— IS 


I would be glad if the Senator 


would give me the benefit of his conclusion and the reason for 
it, and the legal authorities that produced the change. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is all very clear in my mind that I 3 
originally mistaken. If the Senator will allow me to put an 
illustration: I heard him a moment ago, when I was in ’ 


Chamber, before I was again called out of it, talk about maki 
rates upon a mileage basis. Let us suppose that the coinmission 
be created, and that it be authorized to fix rates according 
mileage basis, and that according to the mileage basis 
scribed by Congress a rate from one city to another on first- 
goods should be a dollar. That would be mathematicali: 
culated. The rate prescribed by Congress, therefore, by the « 
mission, prescribed, I mean, by making the standard, would 
a dollar. Now, suppose instead of that the railroads fix a r 
at a dollar and a half, would not the shipper have a right 
would not the commission, if we authorized such a pro« 
have a right on behalf of all the shippers thus interested 
into a court of equity and complain that the lawful rate 

by Congress through the commission was a dollar, but that t! 
were charging, notwithstanding that fact, in violation of law, 
dollar and a half, and ask the court to enjoin all in excess of 
the lawful rate of $1. Would not the court have jurisdiction to 
grant that relief—not to make a rate, the Senator will 0! 

but to prohibit the road from collecting any but the lawful r 

to give effect by its order to the will of Congress? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I do not see that there 
question of making the rate involved in it. It is simply « 
pelling, by mandatory proceedings, the carrier to comply with 
the law already made by the law-making power. 

Mr. FORAKER. Would it not be competent, if we pr 
that relief might be by injunction, for the court to enjoin U! 
in excess of the lawful rate? That is precisely what I am 
posing to do in the amendment I have offered. 

I am glad the Senator has taken up this subject, as | 
a great number of authorities that I want to read to the Se! 
when I have an opportunity to do so, sustaining that prop 


} 


| tion. 
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Now, if it would be clear, as it seems to me every Senator | lation, if it should be perfected, we co 





rrett n in bod 

ust concede it would be, that a court would have jurisdiction ; and to start with, and we fix a place by consulting wh evel 
the kind of a case I put, to enjoin all in excess of the lawful | shipper can know his own rate. We do not undertake t 
te, surely it would have like power, if we conferred that kind | that each rate shall be attacked by a shipper to-day or t 
jurisdiction upon the court, to enjoin all in excess of what | morrow or any other day. We provide for a legislat 

uld be a just and reasonable rate, as to which the court | of rates which is in effect a tax imposed on the 1 ness oO 
iid hear the testimony and determine, for that is but a judi- | transportation. A standard being fixed, the carrier knows to 
| function as old as the administration of justice, what is just what it must conform. The individual rate payer and shi] 
id reasonable whenever in the administration of the law a is not compelled to antagonize the railroad by 


stion of that kind arises, as it most frequently does in con- | recovery of the few dollars they take from him wrongfully on 


tion with the exercise of the police power. each separate occasion. le is protected by public authority 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The case instanced by the Senator | when he comes to deal with an institution that exists by publ 
i Ohio does not present the question of fixing the rate at all. | authority. There is no room for saying that because a s! 
simply a question of complying with the order made by the | per, without any legislatively established rates, can go into 
slative commission. The court would not undertake to say | court and get relief against an excessive rate made by th r 
ther it was reasonable or unreasonable, being a single rate, | rier, that the remedy is adequate. We propose introducing an 
ould simply determine whether or not the Commission had | entirely new system. The courts have held that the earriet 
ribed that rate. That would be the judicial question. | can be sued to recover excessive charges paid by : 1ipper, 
ir. FORAKER. I suppose the Senator would agree with me | and in that controversy the question of the reasonableness of 
t that in the case put, the rate having been made by the | rates comes in. It is a judicial question. 
( ission and the road not conforming to what the Commis-| Now we introduce a different policy. We propose by publ 
required, or the Commission in the one case not having | authority to say in advance what the rate shall be. If ji 
ned to what Congress required, and I just wanted to ask | reasonableness is questioned, it can be attacked by the shipp 
hat difference there is in principle between resorting to | before the Commission before it takes effect. It in be 
urt for relief against a rate made by the railroad, having | tacked by the carrier afterwards by showing that it is confis 
mission whatever to make rates, and thus getting relief | catory. The pending legislation contemplates the introduction 
t unreasonable rates? |.of a system of rate making by public authority. We have tried 
- CLARKE of Arkansas. Nobody pretends that the railroad | the other one long enough. At the present time the ra 


are legislatively fixed. Railroad-made rates are always | understand the game better than the shipper. They are 
to attack in the courts by the shipper for unreasonableness. | ized into five or six great systems in the United States 
ly pretends that the railroads are in fact legislative bodies, | have more power than any one shipper ought to be 
ugh it is said they too frequently exert considerable infiu- | to antagonize. 

n legislation. Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President— 

FORAKER. They are not; but Congress passes a law| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
ng that all rates shall be reasonable and just, and that any- | yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

in excess of what is reasonable and just shall be unrea- Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 


required 


from Arkansas 


ble and unjust—— Mr. FORAKER. ‘The Senator, I imagine, thinks a valuation 
CLARKE of Arkansas. That is the law. of the property is necessary in order that there may be as id- 
FORAKER. And therefore illegal and unlawful. ard according to which rates may be intelligently made? 
CLARKE of Arkansas. That much would be the law| Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 
it Congress reenacting it. Mr. FORAKER. Then, would not the Senat » one step 


-" ‘ . 8a y . 2 a. | ‘ . " z 
FORAKER. So it would. It is only declaratory of the | further and have Congress prescribe what would be a just re- 
m law. As a matter of policy we had already adopted | turn on that property ? 


rule as applicable to the making of rates. But if Con-| wr CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes. sir: I would. 
says that there shall be only reasonable and just rates; Wr. FORAKER. I think that would necessarily follow. 
and enforced, any shipper has a right to complain that; Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I think that ought to be done, 


te he is required to pay is in excess of what the law | and it is a very serious objection to the pending bill that it 
rized the railroads to collect. Therefore, the shipper un-| goes not provide that this shall be done. The distinguished 
law as it now is, can, in his own name, apply to any | Senator from Ohio has come verv near to convincing manv S& 
( of equity that has jurisdiction for relief against an ex- | tors that we will not have made a lawful delegation of po 
t rate. Certainly under the Elkins law either the | to the Interstate Railroad Commission by simply directins 
‘or a community will have a right, applying to the Com- | Commission to prescribe rates that shall be just and reas 
, to have the Commission, if the Commission thinks there | The command of the Supreme Court i 
nable ground for the complaint, to bring such a suit as | delegation of legislative power to an administrative board will 
nd seek that relief and secure it. That has been held | pe sustained where it appears that Congress has legislated o1 
lly. 


such matters is that 


: ins : . every aspect of the matter so far as it is reasonably pract 
» seventh Federal Reporter, and again in the eighth Fed- | to go, and that the thing or service delegated is the mere 
ter, there are decisions to that effect, and in a number | plication to details of the rules and directions contained tl 


‘volumes there are cases to be found which sustain that | act. It is contended, and I think with much plausibilit 
n. I will not take the Senator's time now to cite those | force, that the delegation proposed in this instance is so 
‘ities, because it would be like making a speech in his | gs to amount to turning over to the Commission all the po 
it I want to call his attention to the proposition with | ana discretion that Congress itself has. That Congress has 1 
ement that I do desire to present that very point. only not legislated on the subject so far as it is reasonably 
1D TOO POWERFUL FOR RESISTANCE BY INDIVIDUAL SHIPPER. practicable to do so, but has created no standard nor declared 
LARKE of Arkansas. The courts have invariably taken | the policy, which as between several might be chosen, by which 
widest liberty with the rates fixed by railroads in | and upon which the so-called “just and reasonable rates” wer 
to determine whether or not they are reasonable, but | to be ascertained by the Commission. The argument along this 


ve only occasionally done so, because the average ship- | line of reasoning made by the distinguished Senator from Ohio 
» complains finds that he loses if he wins; that the con- | commends itself very forcibly to me. But as the bill is full of 


n unequal one. He soon finds that he is engaged in a | defects, the forecast that its real meaning will be finally fixed 
poor business when involved in a controversy of that | by the slow procedure of the courts, is a matter that goes 





th a railroad, which has very largely the power of com- | out saying. While settling other disputed questions, this will 
life or death over him. So it is, in fact, an abstract | doubtless not escape attention. But I think Congress yuld 
| one that is very rarely ever resorted to. | now deal with the matter courageously and comprehensively, 
rORAKER. On that I agree with the Senator precisely, | settling the basis of valuation and fixing itself the pei re 
ink we should provide in this legislation for such an | of income which will satisfy the demands of just compensation. 
ent of the Elkins law as will authorize all suits of that | Mr. FORAKER. I think the Senator is exactly right about 


be tried without expense to the shipper or without ex- | it, if that is the kind of standard that he proposes to establish ; 
the complainant, whether the complainant be a shipper | but I call his attention to the fact that in determining that he 
unity, broadening and strengthening that law in the | will have to go still a step further and determine what shall 
posed, to reach every kind of rebate and every kind | be allowed for earnings and the betterments of the property, for 
mination, no matter whether between individuals or | replacements, for expenses, and for the salaries or wages of em- 
localities. ployees. It seems to me that is inevitable. 
LARKE of Arkansas. The difficulty is that you thereby Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Would not the Commission have 
t each rate, one at a time, whereas in the proposed legis- ! to do that anyway without any law directing them to do so? 
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Mr. FORAKER. I presume they would. I am not suggesting 
this in any controversial sense, I am only glad to see the 
Senator has such a broad and intelligent—for it is a broad and | 
intelligent—view of the difficulties of this situation. It seems | 
to me when we once embark upon it there is no end to it, as I | 
have already had occasion to say heretofore. 

M CLARKE of Arkansas. The Supreme Court of the 
United States has fully determined that and decided that all of | 
these things must be taken into consideration. 'The Commission 


can not fix rates until they find out how much the property is 
worth and what would be a fair return upon its value at the 
time the same is devoted to the service of the public, and there 
ought to be a fair return upon it. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
him one other question. I hope he will not think I am doing it 
except only to get information. What return does the Senator 
think the railroad ought to be allowed to have? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I have said that in Arkansas I 
would make it 6 per cent, or something like that. 

Mr. FORAKER. I remember that Governor Cummins, when 
he was before our committee, testified that he thought, in view 
of the fact that as the business in some years was bettetr than 
in others, the railroads might be allowed to earn as much as 7 
per cent. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I should not object seriously to 
that. In a State like Arkansas, where we do not have all the 
railroads we want, I should like to have the returns sufficiently 
large to encourage the building of new lines. But I should want 
that G per cent calculated on the actual value of the property 
employed, and not on watered stock or fictitious bonds which 
the companies may issue from time to time. I should demand 
that this valuation be honestly and intelligently ascertained, 
after full opportunity to both sides to be heard in the inquiry. 
On the value of the property thus made I should fix the per- 
ceitage of income deemed reasonable. I do not think we can 
expect investors to engage in a business unless there is definite 
prospect of getting a fair profit out of it. But even on this basis 
of 6 per cent, which is nominally more than the railroads claim 


to be now making, as it is said that 4 per cent is the measure | 


of profits derived from the business of transportation, the public 
would be taxed less than two-thirds the sum paid under existing 
railroad-made rates. It must not be overlooked that the ap- 


parently moderate income of 4 per cent is computed on a valua- | 


tion of $65,000 per mile, whereas the average actual value of 
the railways, the entire country considered, does not greatly ex- 
ceed $25,000 per mile. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I call the attention of the 
Senator to what is the popular belief, at least, as I understand 
it, that there are some railroads that are worth a great deal 
more than the aggregate of their stocks and bonds. That, I 
believe, is true of the Pennsylvania Railroad. It is also true of 
the Illinois Central Railroad, of the New York and New Haven 
Railroad, and possibly of some other railroads. Has the Sena- 
tor thought of what he would allow them? ‘They are now pay- 
ing 6 per cent to their stockholders, and after paying whatever 
operating expenses and fixed charges they may have they are 
devoting the balance to the improvement and extension of their 
property. What would the Senator do in a case like that? I 
do not ask this to perplex the Senator, but it perplexes me, and 
I ask the question in good faith. 


RAILROAD VALUE GREATER THAN 


AND BONDS. 

Mr, CLARKE of Arkansas. It does not perplex me for one 
moment. I would give them that return upon the real value 
of the property employed in the public service. The amount of 
bonds and stock certificates outstanding is a circumstance of 
ondary importance and not at all of controlling influence in 
fixing the value of the property. 
compensation for the use of its property at the time the same is 
employed in the service of the public. This compensation is to 
be computed on the basis of the value of the property and at 
the time employed. 
and the public must submit to a tax on transportation adequate 


WHAT TO DO WHERE AMOUNT OF 


se 


to this purpose. This return can not be made less to a given 
earrier because its bond and stock issues are less in nomina? 


amount than the sum of the value of its property employed in 
the business of public transportation. Nor can the publie be 
taxed in a sum in excess of what is adequate to satisfy the de- 
mand for just compensation for the service rendered, computed 
on the basis of the value of the property of the carriers, and at 
the time employed in such business, by reason of the fact that 
a given carrier has outstanding a bond and stock issue for a 


nominal sum in excess of the value of its property so employed | 


on behalf of the public. 
The right and duty to regulate the extent of the tax to be im- 


The Senator, I trust, will allow me to ask | 


STOCKS | 


The carrier is entitled to just | 


The carriers have a right to demand this, | 





posed on the business of transportation by the carriers engaged 
| therein is a governmental function, to be exercised with due re- 
gard to the interests of both the carrier and the public. The 
right to regulate the amount of stock and bonds to be issued is 
almost necessarily, merely a matter of private contract and ar- 
| rangement between the railroad corporations and those who in- 
vest in the stocks and bonds so issued. The public as a whole 
have nothing to do with the matter. The carrier corporation 
has a right to demand just compensation for the use of it 

| property employed in the business of public transportation, 
computed on the valuation of its property so employed, and 1 
the time so employed, regardless of the amount of its debts. 
bonded or otherwise, or the number of its shareholders. On the 
other hand, the business of transportation can not be taxed 
beyond the limit of what is just compensation, computed in tho 
same way, to supply deficiencies in the income of a earrier 
whose stock and bond issues exceed in nominal amount ft! 

value of the carrier’s property so employed in the service of tho 
| public. This is the doctrine of the Supreme Court of the 

United States. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is fortunate for the stockholder who may 

get 10 per cent on his stock. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That is all right, provided the 
| publie is not taxed any more than it ought to be taxed for the 
use of the property of such companies. 
| Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, If the Senator will not think 

I am imposing on his good nature, I wish to ask him what |e 

would do with the railroads that are worth more than their 
| stock and earn more than, say, 6 per cent, and what we would 
| do in the case of railroads that do not earn 6 per cent, or 5 per 
cent, or perhaps do not earn anything? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The latter class should be turned 
over to somebody who can operate them and make something 
eut of them. That is my answer to that. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is not an idle question at all. There 
are railroads in the country that are not making anything be- 
yond their operating expenses, and yet they are railroads that 
| cost a great deal, but built in the hope that business will develop 
some time in the future, and that they will ultimately have a 
| profitable return. What would the Senator do in the mean- 

while if they raised the rate and drove people off to another 
| line to get them back again? 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Of course there are some phases 
| of every question which can not be forecasted definitely, and as 
| to which we can not upon the instant suggest a complete scheme 

of adjustment, and the case mentioned by the Senator may be 
| one of these. If a railroad was built where one was not needed, 
| where there was no business, and nobody to employ it, I do 
not know how it would ever get a profit. You will have to 
settle that to your own satisfaction. Everybody may have a 
| different opinion as to how that might be remedied. Congress 
| can not devise any ; and for that reason it does not now present 
a very serious practical difficulty. If a railroad company in- 
| tends to oceupy a particular field and keep competitors out, and 
| for that reason builds a railroad for such tactical purposes, and 
| from which it does not expect to get any profits except in an 
| indirect way in protecting its system zone assigned to it in a 
| general division of the territory, it might be that it would be 
able to arrange some scheme by which the stockholders could 
be taken care of. 

“Mr. FORAKER. There are a great many railroads, as the 
Senator is aware, that are built through a country which is not 
thickly settled, where there is but little business, where there 
| is but small population, which are not, when first opened for 
| business, profitable roads, but losing roads, and as it has bee! 
in the past it will doubtless be, though perhaps to a less ex- 
| tent, in the future. A railroad is sometimes improvidently laid 
out. If it is driven out of business by some other road, it does 
| not need any sympathy; but where people have undertaken to 
| develop a country and reach points that ought to have the bene- 
fit of railroads, it seems to me it is one of the troublesome ques- 
tions that we are now confronted with. The Senator will par- 
| don me, but his frank talk upon the subject and his frank ad- 
| missions started all these suggestions in my mind. I do not 
| mention them in order to in any way annoy the Senator— 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am not annoyed in the sliglitest. 

Mr. FORAKER. Though I have thought of them. I know 
I could not have annoyed the Senator even if I had wished to. 
I do it because they ,are legitimate, and in order that I may !2 
that practical way call the attention of the Senate to the fact 
that we are embarking in a business that will give us a good 
many anxious hours if we once get started in it. ; 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. In nearly every question calling 
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for legislative action situations can be imagined which, should 
they ever actually arise, would make the law inequitable. 
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Those exceptional imaginary cases are to be expected to appear 
in any argument, and the ingenuity of those who antagonize 
proposed legislation in presenting them is proverbial and is 
complimented; but they generally do not control. They are 
very exceptional and enter so slightly into the general affairs 
of life that they can not deprive others of what is obviously 
their due simply because they may in an isolated and rare 
stanee fall a victim to an otherwise wholesome law. The 
Commission has a discretion to take into consideration all of 
the circumstances that fairly enter into the solution of the 
nroblem submitted to its jurisdiction, and I take it for granted 
that 
remedy having reference to the rights of the carrier and the 
rights of the public. There may be a situation imagined, or it 
ay be that a railroad may be found, as to which no rate that 
e traffic could afford to pay would be compensatory. In that 
vent that enterprise would be declared a pecuniary failure 
nd the ordinary laws of trade would govern in its liquidation. 
The ease is exceptional; the remedy must likewise be. 
THE DUTY OF CONGRESS NOW. 
But I have abused the forbearance of the Senate long enough. 
I have attempted to show that the evil with which we are deal- 
is a large one; in fact, constitutes the fundamental per- 
version of economic laws, dominated by skilled operaters and 
inspired by the avarice-mad spirit of the times, and out of which 
»ws nearly all of the other parasites which so sorely afflict 
the commercial and industrial interests of the land. A sover- 
eiguty must so frame its laws as to attain its ultimate purpose 
to preserve and perfect itself. The law’s aid is the due of the 
weak and disorganized when their interests are being invaded 
d their rights are being destroyed by the multiplied power 
of the few and mighty, bound together by the cohesive incentive 
of power and profit, and rendered submissive and loyal to a 
common direction under the conviction that disturbance of their 
plans is a radical and dishonest assault upon their vested rights. 
rhe very magnitude of the evil, and the almost universal extent 
io which the commercial fabric of this country is now inter- 
blended with its ramifications renders legislators conservative, 
and even restrains them unduly with a sense of hesitation when 
they stand in the presence of the true proportions of the situation 
and are confronted with a realization of the consequences which 
are to follow the application of any real and effective remedy. 
Notwithstanding they are advised that the present organized 
and determined voice of public opinion is addressed to them 
a command to put a stop to existing abuses, they stand dis- 
d, and, yielding to a spirit of indecision, manifest a want 
of courage in adopting a policy that will effectuate the end de- 
sired. The value of caution and conservatism in matters of 
legislation is never to be underestimated, nor yet must it be 
overlooked that the beneficiaries of abuse have no more effective 
weapon in their entire armament when engaged in diverting 
defeating efforts to formulate and apply remedies for 
wrong widely practiced and strongly intrenched. The general 
prevalence of this spirit must account for the secant and im- 
perfect response that is to be made to the present demand for 
effective regulation of the transportation business of the coun- 
try. Nominally the public demand for action has been com- 
i 
\ 
f 
| 


lied with, but I believe time will show this has been done in a 
that will perpetuate the evils complained of, and go no 
ther than to make necessary slight changes in the methods 
which these things are done. 
am among those who believe that the better course is to 
| comprehensively and courageously with the whole sub- 
ject. That Congress should take upon itself the responsibility 
viding a Commission made up of men possessed of suffi- 
cient character and intelligence to invest their official action 
With the verity and respect due to a tribunal of the highest 
order; that it should be equipped with all the accessories neces- 
to enable it to investigate thoroughly and to judge intelli- 
ly and impartially; that the law should be so framed as 
ssume that the Commission would understand that it had 
wer to invade the constitutional right of the carrier by de- 
ng it of the right to just compensation for the use of 
roperty, to be based and estimated upon the value of that 
rty at the time it is employed on behalf of the public 
ould act within the limits of its powers; that no pre- 
ion should be induiged that the Commission, through ig- 
ice or evil design, would invade this right of the carrier, 
‘hat therefore its judgment ought to be permitted to stand 
it has been made affirmatively to appear in a judicial 
il of original jurisdiction that such has been the case. I 
that the right to issue a preliminary injunction has 
creatly abused in this country, even when employed as a 
: y to restrain the alleged wrongdoing of individuals in 
‘ dealings with one another, and I believe that the right to 


I 
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issue such an injunction has no rightful place in any scheme 
having for its purpose the accomplishment of the thing we have 
in hand at this time. 


It is utterly out of place, and an enlight 
ened and comprehensive understanding of the things that it 
| should be our purpose to accomplish will convince anyone that 


in each one of these cases it will design some feasible | 


its suspension here will inflict no injustice upon the interest in- 
volved. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have notice of one mors 


» pre- 
pared speech on the pending bill. The Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL] wishes to take the floor to-morrow. The Senator 

|; from Minnesota [Mr. Netson] has indicated to me that he 
wants to make a short speech; but I presume after to-morrow 
we will not be likely to have any more long speeches. I there 
fore think that it is now time fer us to get an agreement about 
a vote. So I wish to propose that on the 9th of May—a week 





from Wednesday—we make final disposition of the bill and all 
amendments then pending. In order that the Senate may un- 
derstand the line of disposition of the amendments, I send to 
the desk a tentative proposal for unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pro- 
posed agreement. 

The Secretary read the proposed agreement, as follows: 

It is agreed, by unanimous consent, that on Tuesday, 
general debate shall be concluded upon the bill H. R S87, “An act to 
amend,” etc.; that on May 2, and upon the next succeeding legislative 
days until Wednesday, May 9%, 1906, immediately upon the conclus 
of the routine morning business, the Senate will proceed, under the ten 
minute rule, to consider and vote upon amendments that may be offered 
to the bill; that on Wednesday, May 9, 1906, upon the conclusion of the 
routine morning business, the Senate will proceed, without further d« 
bate, to vote upon such amendments as may then be pending or as may 
be offered, and will vote upon the bill itself before adjournment on the 
said last-named day—May 9, 1906. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I see no occasion for agreeing that what is 
called “ general debate” shall cease to-morrow or at any time 
in the near future. In the first place, we have never in the 
Senate recognized “ general debate.” That is a House term. 
I would suggest that there will probably be no disagreement as 
to fixing a time for a final vote on the bill for Wednesday, 
May 9; but I see no reason for making the disposition of 
time proposed by the Senator from South Carolina, commencing 
to-morrow or the next day. I imagine that what is called the 
“ general discussion ” on this bill is practically closed, and that 
we may find ourselves in a position where no one will be ready 
to speak. Certainly the business of the Senate ought not to 
be delayed by reason of the fact that we have fixed a time for a 
vote. There is one important appropriation bill now before the 
Senate, or it will be within a day or two, and I think that we 
ought simply at this time to fix a time for a final vote, leaving 
the disposition of matters between now and then to whatever 
shall be the pleasure of the Senate or whatever is necessary to 
be done in connection with this bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is entirely agreeable to me, Mr. Presi- 
dent. My only solicitude has been that if we are going to dis- 
cuss the amendments, as we doubtless will, and there are some 
sixty or seventy of them—lI have not been able to keep tab on 
them, they have been coming in so rapidly—I was going to say, 
unless we can understand that as we have discussed 
them and any amendment any Senator desires to present and 
wants to speak on under the ten-minute rule, unless we can 
kill that amendment then and there or put it in the bill, we 
will lose time. That is the reason I want three or four or five 
days for that kind of procedure, because there are some very im- 
portant amendments pending, and they will take a considerable 
amount of discussion, and probably will consume all that length 
of time. 

I would say to the Senator from Rhode Island that if there 
shall appear to be a lapse or a lack of discussion the appro- 
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priation bills can always be brought forward. I would have 
no objection to that. If the Senate will agree to the 9th of 


May, the intervening time can be disposed of by the Senate to 


suit itself. I suggest the 9th of May, at 2 o'clock. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Any time that—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. The voting to begin at 2 o’clock. 


Mr. ALDRICH. That is right. I think it ought to be under- 
stood, however, that in the time between now and then, when- 
ever there is anyone who wants to speak or there is any dis- 
position to discuss the bill, it should have the right of way. 

Mr. TELLER. And all amendments. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The bill and all amendments should have the 
right of way. I would be perfectly willing to have an under- 
standing that on three days of next week—that is, Monday, Tues- 
day, and Wednesday—up to the time of voting, the discussion 
should proceed under the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. FORAKER. I suggest that it 
minute rule. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


be under the fifteen- 


Very well; under the fifteer-minute rule. 
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Mr. FORAKER. Some of the amendments are very impor- 
tant, and it would be very difficult to present them in fifteen 
mint It may be that during this week all the important 
Ane nts can be presented. I want to speak longer than 
té minutes on seme amendments. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Does the Senator from Rhode Island con- 
sider that Saturday, Monday, Tuesday, and Wednesday would 
be teo much time to devote exclusively to amendments? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think that three days of next week will be 
sufficient under a limited rule. They can also be discussed 
this week. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We might meet earlier. We could come | 
here at 10 o’clock, if need be, or at 11 o’clock. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Iowa? 


Certainly. 


Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me that the suggestion made by 
the Senator from South Carolina, that after to-morrow un- | 
limited debate shall cease, and between that time and the day 
of yoting there shall be an understanding that ten or fifteen | 

debates may be indulged in by Senators on amendments, | 
od one. I think very likely there will be some amend- 
nie that ought to be debated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am afraid that we will cut off some Sena- 
tors who desire to speak, like the Senator from Virginia [Mr. | 
DANIEL] 

Mr. ALILJSON. Very well, then, Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think we should keep the debate open 
this week as it is. 

Mir. TILLMAN. The Senator from Virginia has already 

en notice of a desire to speak to-morrow, and there is no 
intention or desire to cut him off or to limit him. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Ir. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 


lina yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand the Senator from Iowa 
{ Mr. ALLISON] has the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has the | 
floor by courtesy of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. | 
TILLMAN]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply desire to say, for the informa- 
t of Senators, that I am advised that probably there will yet 
be several general speeches delivered on this bill, and I think 
it would be inadvisable to press the request for unanimous 
conse that the general debate should close on to-morrow. 
Tor o1 I will speak plainly that I can not consent. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am perfectly willing to have a vote on 
Wednesd the 9th, and let the Senate take care of the inter- | 
vening time. 

Mr. GALLINGER (to Mr. Truman). That is what you 
ought to do. 

Mir. TILLMAN. All I am after is to get the thing wound | 
up and finished. 

Mr. ALLISON. If that is the general sentiment of Senators, 
I shall not object to it; but I do think there should be a 
limited time for brief debate upon the amendments. It has | 
be our experience in the past that we have been compelled | 
to vote upon important amendments without an opportunity of | 
having them explained. But I am content with whatever 
s ors think is the wise thing to do. I want, Mr. President, 
to have an end to this bill at the earliest possible time. 

} ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Iowa consent to fif- 
te inute debate for all of next week? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly; I will consent to almost anything. 
I would be willing to close up this matter without further de- 
bat llowevrer, if we do not make some arrangement respect- 
ing it, we shali occupy the whole of this week in general debate, | 
which I am perfectly willing to consent to; but I think that | 
t! bill should be out of the way before we engage in any 
other extended business. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me that it is very important in 
I ig this arrangement that we should avoid banking all 
these amendments to be voted on at the last moment. Then a 
great many amendments will be brought forward and presented 
to the Senate when not a word can be said either in opposition 
to or in favor of them. I think there ought to be a certain 
number of days allotted to the consideration of and voting on 
amendments. To bank them all up on the last day, as is now 


the practice whenever we make a general agreement, I think 





would be very unfortunate. I like the form of the request of 
the Senator from South Carolina as he sent it to the desk, 
| though I think if he fixes the date on Thursday and we devote 
every day of next week to the consideration of amendments it 
would be better. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think it is perfectly apparent that the 
remainder of this week under general debate will take care of 
itself in the good discretion of Senators; but in view of the 
large number of amendments, the very great importance of a 
large number of those amendments, the desire of Senators to 
discuss them and of other Senators to hear them discussed, and 
| in view of the fact that we have all spent so much time upon 
| this bill, I suggest that the remainder of this week be devoted, 
as it is, to general debate on the unfinished business, and that 
all of next week, beginning with Monday and ending with Sat 
urday, at which time we take the vote—— 

Mr. GALLINGER and others. Oh, no. 

Mr. KEAN. Make it the 9th. Do not put it off another da 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So far as I am concerned, I am maki 
the stggestion, and the Senator can object; but it seems to 1 
when we are coming to a final discussion of the amendments 
themselves, it is more important to add one day or two days 
than it is to subtract one day or two days. 

i think further, Mr. President, that debate under the ten- 
minute rule upon amendments such as are offered to this bill, 
is a far too limited debate. There is hardly a Senator here who 
can discuss one of the amendments as he wishes to discuss it, or 
as the Senate wishes to hear it discussed, under the ten-minute 
rule. It ought to be not less than twenty-five minutes. So [ 
suggest, as a basis of modifying what has already been sug- 
gested, that the remainder of this week be devoted to 
eral debate and that all of next week be devoted to amend- 
ments, to be taken up and discussed under the thirty-minute 
rule or the fifteen or twenty minute rule, but certainly not un- 
der the ten-minute rule, and that they be voted upon as soon as 
the discussion upon each of them is completed. What does the 
Senator say to that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I still stick to my original proposition, if I 
ean get the Senate to agree to it, but I am unwilling to go 
yond the 9th of May for the final vote. In the meantime tl 
Senate can control everything in its own way. We start in the 
morning. If there are any set speeches on hand let them be de- 
livered, and if there are no such speeches, some Senator can 
call up an amendment, and when we get through the discussion 
of that amendment we can vote on it then and there. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
| Olina yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. I was about to suggest that we first agree 
to vote on the 9th of May. Let that question be settled, and 
then it will be an easy matter, as soon as the general debate has 
been exhausted, to take up the amendments and discuss and 
dispose of them as they always are discussed and disposed of 
here. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator consent to vote on the 
10th and devote three days next week to the amendments’ 
| Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from South Carolina has that 
matter in charge. If that is not agreeable, then I suggest that, 
beginning on Saturday, we take up the amendments, discussing 
them and disposing of them as we proceed with them, under 
the fifteen-minute rule. Ten minutes is the usual limit: but, 
acceding to the suggestion of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. lora- 
KER], I make the suggestion that the vote be taken on Wednes- 
day, May 9, beginning at 2 o’clock in the afternoon; that 
beginning on next Saturday morning the amendments be taken 


ven- 


he. 
De- 
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up, considered under the fifteen-minute rule, and disposed of as 
they are considered. ; 
Mr. ALLISON. Does that mean that during all of next week 
the amendments shall be disposed of as they are reached? 
Mr. BAILEY. As they are reached. 
Mr. ALLISON. Under the fifteen-minute rule? 
Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 
Mr. ALLISON. Now, if the Senator will allow me to = 
> rule 


one other suggestion, there should be, it seems to me, som , 
as respects amendments. There are forty or fifty amendment 
pending to the bill. 


Mr. GALLINGER. Sixty-odd. 
Mr. ALLISON. Sixty-odd 





Mr. TELLER. Seventy. 
Mr. ALLISON. Seventy, we will say, and I do not know 




















universal usage in the parliamentary bodies of England and the 
up by sections for amendment, and each section passed upon, 


upon. Iam perfectly willing that that rule shall be observed so 
far as I am concerned. That, of course, terminates general de- 
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y many more that are to be projected later. I think the | Thursday, the 10th, be fixed as the day when we shall take a 
est way to dispose of these amendments will be to take up | final vote on it. 
bill by sections in their order, and dispose of the amend- Mr. MORGAN. I object, Mr. President. 
ts to each particular section. Otherwise we shall have a| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made to the request 
mble here about amendments and confusion that will occupy | of the Senator from South Carolina. 
e that ought to be occupied in intelligent debate. Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think it is perfectly obvious 
Ir. BAILEY. I think that is an excellent suggestion; but | that the agreement on the amendments must go with the agree- 
of course, must have it understood that if we reach 2 | ment on the final vote. Can we not agree that on Monday next 
ck without having disposed of the amendments, they will | we will take up the bill, to be read section by section for amend- 
be still subject to a vote. That will give every Senator a | ment, the debate to proceed under the fifteen-minute rule, and 
upon his amendment. that on Thursday, at 2 o'clock, the final vote be taken o 


n the 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— | bill and all amendments still remaining or to be offered? 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro-| Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am quite agreeable to the fix- 
eld to the Senator from Alabama? ing of any date Senators may desire. I am willing that it shall 
TILLMAN. Certainly be either the 9th or the 10th. I think, however, from what we 


. ‘ ‘ ave see retofore na definite » hae heen fixed for 
ir. MORGAN. Mr. President, the suggestion made by the have seen heretofore when a definite hour has been fixed 1 


C tor from Iowa [|Mr. ALLISON] a moment ago is, I under- | voting on an important measure, that it is better simply to fix 


the day instead of fixing the hour. I do not say this because 
of any disposition to delay the vote. I am willing to agree to 


|, exactly in conformity with the parliamentary law that 
iis bills before this body. The pending bill was reported , . 5 t 
vithout any amendments having been suggested to it by | that day or an earlier day. i think it would be better to fix 
nmittee. Therefore there is no preference to be given to simply the day, and say we will vote on that day. Senators W ll 
mendment over another in respect to the time of its con- | all recollect the fact that when we have had important legisla 
ation. | tion here, as suggested by the Senator from Iowa, in the last 
moment amendments are crowded in, and even after the voting 
has begun amendments are offered, and Senators are required 
to vote yea or nay without being able to state the reasons which 
actuate them in the giving of that vote. I do not know what 
amendments are going to be offered. There are some as to 
which. if they are offered, I desire to be able to state the reason 
why I shall vote one way or the other. 
bate, as we call it, whenever we agree to take up the bill for | ,, “"- LODGE. Under my proposition and under the proposi- 
\dment, read the sections from first to last consecutively, | #0" of the Senator from South Carolina there would be three 
1 for amendments to each section as it is reached. That | 4@ys for that purpose. The Senator from South Carolina pro- 
will terminate the general debate. Then, if Senators want a | — eg ~~ er eee 
limitation upon the time for the discussion of the amendments, po a an —_ Pt WORE SRS OM OS next week, wp te the 
a. + $ ile ae vy ATA rAca Dy, Lens » oF avrreea a, =- 
: Om papi ny they are presented, the Senate can agree upon Mr. LODGE. I propose three entire days to take up and dis- 
Lut I venture to suggest that when we have a motion to lay | Sees Se See, one a wae te yenee. A o'clock lila 
on the table, which cuts off debate, that it is quite easy to dis- | yg og oe — esgeom. asi “ex i 5 
pose of all amendments by that motion. If they are laid on the ee a N. 1e Senator also proposed, i understoor 


parliamentary law, as I understand it, Mr. President, the 


l ed States, is that a bill, after it has been read, shall be taken 


the amendments thereto discussed, considered, and voted 





table, they are ended, and if they are kept up for consideration him correctly, that at 2 o'clock — proceed to vote upon the 
by refusal to lay on the table then we understand that that is eee ae a be oo ; 

an important matter upon which a vote by yeas and nays is oe. eer "Dh ie an es “ chore. oh 

going to be taken. I think there is ample power in the Senate | “e BACON. when ie ¢ a ee oe ma 
in the use of that motion to control the time upon the discussion Mr. BACON. 1 at is the reason why we should have a day 
of 1dments, and it eught to be freely resorted to. No Sen- | rather than = hout fixed. p : j ae 

ator ought to feel at ali discommoded or sensitive because an-| | Mr. LOI GE. W ee to have three days not only to discuss, 
other Senator chooses to try to bring debate to a close by a | yut to dispose of amendments, and by that time we shall have 


mot to lay on the table. If we go at it in that way, the disposed of most of them. And, moreover, I think it would be 


only thing, it seems to me, that is necessary to be done is to rec- Se ee foe Sine fix an hour, because that may drag it 
: f ay or ¢ ’ recesses. 
ognize that rule and to agree on a day when we will take up ai “E ACON Not - all. o_o iii wo 
. e : " 3 d N. NC f all. > senator says 2 ‘i lve 
the bill to be considered, section by section, with the amendments ‘ Seo : . eo : : ; a lon cits 
th | three days in which to dispose of amendments. Those three 


ave rj ~rtal , > syote _¢ sideratio and dis- 
Mr. BACON. We are unable to hear the Senator from Ala- | 24¥S Will certainly not be devoted to the consideration and d 


; Ss ; ‘ussion of ame! nts offered after 2 o'clock T rsday, if 
bama, and we would like to very much, because he is proposing | © estate ig — oe te es oe 7 igh ¢ day 
hat i ; 2 o'clock is > hour fi ra vote. J or that reaso 
W e will have to agree to or disagree to. — ‘ G@ ror ut reason 


think it would be better not to fix an hour. I think by having 


M MORGAN ras ‘rely suggesting >} sav > ? : 
; [ORGAN. I was merely suggesting, I will say to the | several days devoted to the consideration of amendments, most 


I Pape ne —_ oo ——. ae = we 08 | of the subjects upon which amendments will be offered will 
1o not care when it = to-morrow, so far as I am personally have been very fully discussed, and possibly there may not be 
concerned—when the bill shall be taken up and be read by sec- many amendments thereafter offered - : 
t for amendment ; each section read and disposed of, with | Mr LODGE Tiel wn aoe to vote all through those three days 
al ‘amendments pending or that may be offered to ‘it; get Mr. BACON. Sint Se-tren: and for that oma Seenin ast tee 
thr ch with that, and go on to the next. That will bring the | very little left to offer amendments upon or to discuss after 2 
- on of this debate very much sooner than we can reach | o’clock on Thursday, but it may be very important that it shoul 
it iy agreement we may make here, because I would not | he done ° , : 
consent to naming to-day a day when the final vote on this bill | Mr TILLMAN obtained the floor. 
oe 6 ae | Mr. HALE. Mr. President— 
eve a final vote will be reached earlier if we pursue the | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
c suggested by the Senator from lowa than in any other | ojing yield to the Senator from Maine? 
W e may possibly deal with this matter. Therefore I may | Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 
be lered to be here as objecting to fixing a day for a final | Mr. HALE. May I ask the Senator how he proposes to take 
vote on this bill. The final vote will come when the amendments | up the time. on the last suggested proposition, for the rest of 
ae ot. seal | the week, between now and Saturday? How many reluctant 
\] DRI H. This discussion has shown the wisdom of | Senators has he on his list who desire to be heard? 
u estion made by the Senator from Texas [Mr. Bartey],| Mr. TILLMAN. I have heard of only two. It seems it is 
first agree upon a time for taking the final vote, and | almost impossible to get a unanimous-consent agreement, though 
: (us see if we can agree upon the details as to what shall | | am going to try once more, and then I will notify the Senate 
~ one Setween now and then. as to what my plan will be. 
ORGAN. IT shall object. I again ask unanimous consent that we take the final vote on 
Ml DRICH. I hope the Senator from South Carolina will | this bill and all amendments pending thereto of to be offered ea 
a ‘ls present request to asking that a day be fixed for a | Thursday, the 10th of May, beginning at 2 o'clock. 


‘“ Mr. MORGAN. I am willing to fix ‘any day anybody ma 
‘LLMAN. Very well. I ask unanimous consent that | name for taking up this bill and considering it by sections for 
XL—384 
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amendment, but I will not consent to fixing a day for a final | 


vote on the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama objects. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has a right to object, and there- 
fore I recognize my duty, and that is to notify the Senate that 
every hour, after the morning business is over, I am going to 
keep this bill before the Senate, if the Senate will back me in 
that, and I will keep it there until we get a vote on it. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is all right. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator can do that; and the only way is 
to ask that the Senate proceed to vote on whatever amendment 
is pending, if no Senator is ready to go on and speak. The 
Senator has found a solution of this whole business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will try to get unanimous consent. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator wait a moment? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. If the Senator, when this bill comes up, will 
see whether any Senator desires to go on and debate it in his 
own way, which we can not restrain—we never have—and if no- 
body is ready, the Senator will then invoke the assistance of the 
presiding officer and ask what amendment is pending, and push 
the matter to a vote, he will soon be out of the woods. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to ask now for unanimous con- 
sent that whenever this bill is before the Senate and any amend- 
ment is offered we shall vote on that amendment as soon as we 
have discussed it. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator does not need to ask that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. No; but I want to get an agreement on 
that, because some man may turn in and go to speaking by the 
hour in order to kill time. 

Mr. HALE. That you can never hinder. But if the Senator 
will insist, when the time comes and the bill is before the Sen- 
ate, that either some Senator shall go on and debate it in his 
own way or that the Senate shall vote upon the pending amend- 
ment, I say he will soon be out of the woods. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have already given notice that that is my 
purpose after to-morrow. 

Mr. NELSON. I want to suggest to the Senator from South 
Carolina that the next parliamentary stage of this bill is to 
read it for amendment. It has not been read for amendment, 
and the next step is to call it up and have it read for the pur- 
pose of amending it in Committee of the Whole. If the Senator 
follows that step, we can take up these amendments one by one 
and dispose of them. 

Mr. TILLMAN. As they are offered. 

Mr. NELSON. As they are offered. 

Mr. FRYE. Why can it not be agreed that whenever the 
amendments are reached for consideration the debate on the 
amendments shall be under the ten or the fifteen minute rule? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I would be glad to get an agreement to that 
effect. 

Mr. FRYE. Can you not get that? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will try. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator that possibly it might 
be well to modify the request so as to give the proponent of an 
amendment a little more time than other Senators who may 
wish to discuss the amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have never found that any man who had 
anything to say here could not get all the time he wanted. It 
is only when he Jong-winded and is full of words without 
ideas that people do not want to hear him. 

Mr. BACON. I presume the Senator is correct, but his sug- 
gestion can not be applicable to me. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not applying it to anyone. The Sena- 
tor is too thin skinned if he applies that to himself, because he 
gives us a great deal of pleasure when he speaks. 


is 


Mr. BACON, The Senator from South Carolina is indulging 
in euphemisms, as he usually does. Nevertheless, I want to say 
what I was about to say when the Senator interrupted me, that 


whatever may be the disposition of the Senate to give to an 
interestil all the time he desires, if there is a unani- 


ig speaker 


mous-consent agreement that debate shall be limited to fifteen 
minutes that desire on the part of the Senate could not be 
gratified. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. BACON. We do not ingraft one unanimous-consent 
agreement upon another unanimous-consent agreement. When 
we mnake a unanimous-consent agreement, it is considered in 
the Senate as the most binding of all proceedings and is most 


usly regarded by all Senators as something the binding 
which may not thereafter be called in question by any 
nt occurrence or occasion. While, of course, I will not 
at all, and I do not 
<elf of it, even if the proposed unanimous-consent agree- 


ment should be modified, it does look as if possibly there might 


ree f 
sudseque 
the suggestion 


us 


1 1) 
tvalll 1 








know that I should | 


| amendments. 


be some propriety in the suggestion that the proponent of 4) 
amendment might require a little more time to properly preset 
it to the Senate than those of us who might desire to foljovw 
him in the discussion, 

Mr. TILLMAN. If it is the desire of the Senate to give {hoe 
mover of an amendment longer time than anyone else, I am yer. 
fectly willing. 

Mr. BACON. Only for the original presentation of it. 
not mean in the subsequent discussion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not believe the Senate will agree to it. 

Mr. FRYE. Have we not had amendments pretty thoroug)h|y 
discussed already during this debate, and if we are ever going 
to be familiar with the rate bill is it not possible that we jay 
be reasonably familiar with it by this time? I hope the Senator 
will ask unanimous consent that a day be fixed on which to stapt 
with the amendments, because every Senator desires to be here 
when the amendments are under consideration. Suppose the 
Senator asks that next Friday or next Saturday or next Mon- 
day 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will make another effort to get unanimous 
consent. I ask unanimous consent that on Wednesday—— 

Mr. FRYE. What? 

Mr. TILLMAN. That on Wednesday, the coming Wednesday, 
iy after to-morrow 
Mr. FRYE. That is first rate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senate proceed to the consideration of 
amendments to this bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Under the ten-minute rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Under the fifteen-minute rule. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I stated a while ago to 
the Senator from South Carolina that I was advised that some 
Senators desire to speak longer on the general bill than fifteen 
or twenty minutes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will say Friday. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Wednesday is too early. 

Mr. FRYE. Make it Monday. 

Mr. LODGE. Make it Monday. 

Mr. FRYE. Make it next Monday. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will try Friday. I ask unanimous con- 
sent that on Friday next the Senate will proceed to the consid- 
eration of this bill, taking up the amendments as they are 
offered and disposing of them after discussion under the fifteen- 
minute rule. 

Mr. BACON. I suggest to the Senator that the suggestion 
of the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] is the proper one, 
that the bill be taken up in its regular parliamentary stage. 

Mr. ALLISON. By sections. 

Mr. BACON. By sections rather than that 
should be disposed of as offered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There are so many cooks that I can not 
keep up with the suggestions as to where to put the pepper and 
the salt, but I will agree to anything the Senate will agree to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Two or three suggestions have been made, 
one by the Senator from Georgia and another by the Senator 
from Iowa, that we take up the bill in proper order. The cus- 
tom of the Senate is that when a bill is reported it is read for 
The committee amendments are acted upon first. 
If there are no committee amendments, as there are none in 
this case, amendments are offered to the bill generally. Of 
course you can not preclude a Senator from offering an amend- 
ment to the first section after all the sections have been read. 
Amendments are not only in order after that time, but they are 
in order in the Senate. That has been the parliamentary rule. 

So I see no particular value in the suggestion that we agree 
to follow that course—that is, that after the bill has been read 
through, section by section, any amendment shall be in order 
to any section of the bill, and that when one is offered to the 
first section and is disposed of, we will, in like manner, £0 
through the whole twenty sections, or whatever number 0! - 
tions there are, and after the twentieth section has he 
posed of any Senator may offer an amendment to the first sec 
tion. I can see no particular good in getting an agreement o! 
that kind because that is the course which we would nece 
follow. ‘ 

Mr. ALLISON. The Senator will see that there being sixty 
or seventy amendments unless we proceed reasonably i! : 
it will take a long time. Of course a Senator can withl 
amendment until we get through with the reading of the bi 
for amendment, and amendments can be offered to the |)! 
the Senate. But my suggestion was for an orderly proc Ng, 
not that I sought in any way to cut off anyone. That | | 
could not be done, and there is no disposition to do it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to taking up 


I do 








d 


amendments 


by sections, and disposing of as many amendments as | 
from time to time, understanding all the time that any : 


na 
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ment is in order to the bill, as it always has been under the 
practice of the Senate and as it is under the rule of the Senate, 
until the bill is finally passed to a third reading, 

Mr. FRYE. An amendment is in order now. 
is in order any day and at any hour. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I understand that. So when we talk about 
parliamentary practice and the rules of the Senate, they are 
not very orderly and never have been in the consideration of 
sunendments. 

Mr. TELLER. If the Senator who has this bill in charge 
will call it up after to-morrow and pursue the very course he 

iggested, we will, in my judgment, get through with it within 


| 


An amendment 


t time which he has endeayored to have fixed for voting. 
Of course, there are unlimited opportunities here to offer 
agmendments. After we get through all these amendments, 
somebody may offer another one, if he wants to. I have noticed 
in the Senate, however, that whenever that is done in a spirit 


of delay the amendment is pretty apt to go to the table with- 
out any further discussion or interference with the business. 
The Senate has it in its power all the time to hasten this 
matter, if it desires to do so. Nobody wants to cut off debate. 
Those who want to debate will have to-morrow and the next 
day. It seems to me that is time enough. I understand there 
are only two set speeches to be made. One can be made to- 
rrow and the other the next day. Then we can take up the 
| under the ten or fifteen minute rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have not any agreement to any rule 
yet. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me it is important that all Senators 
should have due notice of two things—when the final vote is to 
be taken and when the voting on amendments is to begin. I 
think there ought to be notice of those two facts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have tried to get an opportunity to do 


] 


b 


th 
Mr. LODGE. I know the Senator has. 
th his original proposition. 

Mr. TELLER. So am I. 

Mr. TILLMAN. But the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Mor- 
GAN] has said that he will object to any request that a day 
be fixed for a final vote. Therefore that is settled. All I can 
do is to eall on the Senate to take this matter under considera- 
tion and have it considered, and if Senators are not ready to 
talk, we have got to vote. 

Mr. LODGE. I misunderstood the Senator from Alabama. I 
understood him only to object to fixing a time for a final vote 
without fixing a time for voting on the amendments. 

Mr. TELLER and others. No. 

LODGE. If he objects to a final vote, that ends it. 

MORGAN. I am willing to name a day for taking up the 
dments to this bill in the order of the sections, section by 

I am willing to go further and limit the time for de- 
e upon amendments, if you please, to fifteen minutes, but I 
it willing to fix a day for a final vote on this bill. 
(RYE. Then why ean not the Senator from South Caro- 
lina get an agreement that on Monday next the Senate will pro- 
» consider amendments to this bill in parliamentary order? 
rILLMAN. It is too far off. 


I am entirely agreed 
W 


Se ) 


\ir. HALE. Why wait so long? 
lr. FRYE. Try Friday; under the fifteen-minute rule. 
| two things can be settled, and we can leave the final vote 
ther determination. 
I1ALE. Let me make a suggestion to my colleague. 


V\ iit until Monday? 
IRYE. I have no disposition to wait until Monday. If | 
1 Ss any way to get through with this rate bill, I want to | 


ugh with it. 
l1ALE. Why not to-morrow or the next day? 

[LLMAN. I have tried for unanimous consent and have 

i able to obtain it. 


before the Senate, and Senators will have to speak or 


ItALE. That is right. 

MbAILEY. I believe the Senator from South Carolina can 
sreement that next Friday morning we shall take up 
to be read by sections; that as each section is read 
ents to that section shall be in order, and that each 
it shall be subject to consideration under the fifteen- 
rule, and when considered shall be disposed of. I be- 
Senator can get that. 

RYE. So do I. 

rl LLUMAN. I will ask unanimous consent for that. 

VICE-PRESIDENT, The Secretary will report the re- 

{ the Senator from South Carolina for unanimous consent. 
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I now renew my notice that I shall | 
ret this bill up after the routine morning business and | 
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The Secretary read as follows: 


It is agreed, by unanimous consent, that on Friday, May 4, 1906, 
immediately upon the conclusion of the routine morning business, the 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of the bill H. R. 12987, the 
bill to be read by sections for the purpose of amendment, the discus- 


sion upon amendments to proceed under the fifteen-minute rule 

Mr. TILLMAN. And amendments to be disposed of when the 
discussion closes. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The amendments to be disposed of when the discu 
concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not object, but I want to understand the 
import of this proposition. I understand it to be that beginning 
Friday morning the debate upon this bill shall be limited to 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TELLER. That is it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 

Mr. ALLISON. 
morning. 

Mr. MORGAN. 


ssion thereon is 


That is it. 
That general debate shall close on Friday 


That is the effect of it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘Thursday night. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Carolina? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MALLORY. There seems to be some difference of opin- 
ion as to when this shall begin. I should like to be advised on 
that point. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It starts Friday morning immediately after 
the routine morning business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Friday morning at the conclusion 
of the routine morning business. Is there objection? The 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

Mr. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
sideration of executive business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After one hour and twenty- 
three minutes spent in executive session the doors were re- 
opened, and (at 6 o’clock p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
to-morrow, Tuesday, May 1, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian, 

CONFIRMATION. 
Executive nomination confirmed by the Senate April 80, 1906. 
MARSHAL. 

Milo D. Campbell, of Michigan, to be United States marshal 

for the eastern district of Michigan. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, April 30, 1906. 
The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. HENRy N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 


LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
Mr. Moore, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
sence for ten days, on account of important business. 
Mr. MILLER, by unanimous consent, was granted leave of ab- 
| sence for ten days, on account of important business. 
APPOINTMENT OF MANAGERS FOR SOLDIERS’ HOME. 
Mr. HULL. Mr. Sweaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 


present consideration of House joint resolution 145, for the ap- 
pointment of members of Board of Managers of t National 
| Home for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers. 

The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: 


he 





Resolved, etc., That Charles M. Anderson, of Ohio; WILLIAM WAR 
| NER, of Missouri: Franklin Murphy, of New Jersey, and JAMEes W. 
| WapswortnH, of New York, be, and the same hereby are, appointed as 
members of the Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
| Volunteer Soldiers of the United States; Charles M. Anderso W 
LIAM WARNER, and Franklin Murphy to succeed themselves, the t Ss 
of service expiring April 21, 1906; JAMES W. WapswortTH s ed 
Gen. Martin T. McMahon, deceased, whose term of office s April 
| 21, 1910. 
| The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
| Chair hears none. 
The resolution was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 


time: and it was read the third time, and passed. 


| 
On motion of Mr. Hutt, a motion to reconsider the last yote 
| was laid on the table. 
GEN. HORACE PORTER. 
| Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for 
the present consideration of the joint resolution which 1 send to 
the Clerk’s desk, extending the thanks of Congress to Gen. Hor- 
| ace Porter, 
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The Clerk read the joint resolution, as follows: | 

I t resolved, ete., That the thanks of the people of the United States 
al tly due and are hereby tendered to Gen. Horace Porter, late 
au s r to France, for the disinterested and patriotic services in | 
con ing upon his own initiative and at his own expense a series of 
I ind excavations extending over a period of six years, and 
res 1 the recovery of the body of Admiral John Paul Jones from 


ve in a foreign land and its return to the country which | 
| and so heroically served. 


i} i »> we 
OLMSTED. Mr. Speaker, I desire to amend that by add- | 
ing a further resolution. 


rk read as follows: 








] iat Gen. H > Porter be requested to furnish Congress | 
a | remarks ¢ e exercises at Annapolis, April 24, 1906, and 
th wh received, lar rrinted in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER » objection? [After a pause.] The | 
ie ] 1’ tT 


‘ir. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not intend to object to 
. I think it is most appropriate. I had the honor and 
jeasure of listening to that most chaste and eloquent address 
f that distinguished gentleman who rendered such service to 
1e country in restoring to the United States the remains of this | 
distinguished naval officer, the founder of the American Navy. | 

I rise to give my approval to the resolution, to indorse it, and 
hope that this most chaste and eloquent address may be, when | 
a copy of it is furnished to the House, printed in the Conares- | 
SIONAL Recorp, and that the gentleman from Pennsylvania, or | 
some one, will see to it that it is printed in such a form that it can | 
be distributed to the country, so that every American can haye | 
an opportunity to read it. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania yield to me? 

Mr. OLMSTED. For a question. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Would it not be wise to pro- | 
vide that it be printed as a document? 

Mr. OLMSTED. That can be attended to later. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would suggest to the gentleman from 
New York that if that matter be left to the Committee on | 
Printing, probably they would provide for it being printed in a | 
more useful and ornamental way than it would be if it were | 
printed as a document. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understand that will be attended to by | 
that committee later. 

Mr. Speaker, General Porter is the son of a former governor 
of Pennsylvania. He spent his boyhood days and acquired his 
early education in Harrisburg and commenced his brilliant 
career by appointment to the United States Military Academy, 
at West Point, by one of my predecessors in Congress from that 
district. Owing to that fact and to my long personal acquaint- 

e with and friendship for him, it affords me unusual pleas- | 
ure to offer this resolution, and I desire to express my appre- | 
ciation of the courtesy of the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. | 
RAINEY], who, having prepared a similar resolution, kindly gave 
way in my favor. 


; ae 

Mr. Speaker, it is not my purpose to take up needlessly the | 
i 

} 


time of the House in the discussion of a resolution for which | 
I am sure every Member intends to vote. But I do desire to | 
add a few words. 

Mr. Speaker, whether in the field of arms or in the field of 
diplomacy General Porter has always deserved well of the 
American people. It is not too much to say that since the 
days of Benjamin Franklin we have not been more successfully, 
effectively, or brilliantly represented at Paris than by him. 
This resolution, however, deals with a patriotic, unselfish, and 
an unique service outside the line of official obligation or duty, | 
the history of which is too fresh in our minds to require elabora- 
tion. 

When on the 14th of June, 1777, Congress unanimously re- 
solved “that the flag of the thirteen United States be thirteen 
stripes alternate white and red; that the Union be thirteen stars, 
white in a blue field, representing a new constellation.” it de- 
clared in the same resolution that Capt. John Paul Jones be 
appointed to command the ship Ranger, whose guns were 
shortly to awaken those echoes of glory which shall continue to 
reverberate around the globe while deeds of valor find com- 
mendation in the hearts of men. He was the first to unfurl 
that flag over an American man-of-war. The first salute of 
honor eyer paid to it by a foreign nation was received by him 
and the first hostile colors struck to it at sea were surrendered 

ito his hands. The white stars in that field of blue have now 


increased to forty-five, but never have they shone upon a de- 
fender more gallant than John Paul Jones. In the war for 
\inerican independence he engaged in no less than twenty-three 


naval battles and never once permitted that flag to be lowered. 
He would not surrender and he would not be conquered. He 
made the first successful invasion of the British coast that 
had been accomplished in five hundred years. His services in 


behalf of American independence were so distinguished and so 
successful that he received signal honors from three govern- 
ments. He died in Paris in 1792. His body was preserved in 
alcohol in a leaden coffin, hermetically sealed, with the thought 
that it would be reclaimed by the land he had so wonderfully 
served and honored. Buried in a little cemetery, owned by the 
Government as the resting place of foreign Protestants, at a 
time when the violence of the French Revolution was at its 


| height, his grave was either not permanently marked or the 


marking was effaced in the disorders of that turbulent time. 
Eventually the little cemetery itself was filled in with earth 
and coyered with buildings and even its exact location difficult 
to find. Some of the burial records of the day were destroyed 
by the Commune, and in one important instance several im- 
portant leaves were missing which it took years to trace. 

Arriving in Paris as our ambassador, General Porter found 
everywhere marks of the esteem in which Paul Jones was held 
by the French nation, and was mortified to find that we were 
looked upon as ungrateful in that his remains had received no 
attention at our hands. For a period of six years, commencing 
in 1899, he devoted his time, energy, and money to a search, the 
story of which reads almost like a romance, resulting in the 
location of the cemetery, and, after extensive and costly excava- 
tions, the discovery of the body itself, whose identification was 
so absolute and complete as to receive the official indorsement 
of two nations. An American squadron, under Admiral Sigs- 
bee, was sent to bring it home, and only last week it was laid 
away at Annapolis with all the honors which a great and grate- 
ful nation could bestow. 

General Porter’s services in this direction have involved a 


| personal outlay of not less than $35,000, for which he has gen- 


erously and patriotically declined to be reimbursed, and asked 


| that the amount may be added to the proposed cost of the crypt 
| in the chapel at Annapolis in which the remains of John Paul 


Jones will finally rest. He has measurably relieved this na- 
tion from the charge of ingratitude toward one of its earliest 
and greatest naval defenders. 

This resolution involves no expenditure of money; it confers 


| neither rank nor title; it is the simplest possible method of say- 


ing to General Porter, on behalf of the American people: “ For 
enabling us to reclaim and do honor to the remains of one 
whose name and fame are so gracefully and enduringly en- 
wreathed in the folds of our flag, we thank you.” 

The amendment was considered, and agreed to. 

The joint resolution was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. OLMsTeED, a motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 

DAMS ACROSS COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for the 
present consideration of the bill (H. R. 15334) to authorize the 
construction of dams and power stations on the Coosa River, 
at Lock 2, Alabama, which I send to the desk and ask to have 
read. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Alabama asks unani- 
mous consent for the present consideration of the bill of which 
the Clerk will report the title. 

The Clerk reported the title of the bill. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 
object, I would like to ask a few questions. As I understand it, 
navigation in this portion of the river has been entirely aban- 
doned. 

Mr. BOWIE. That is my information; yes; and the War 
Department recommends the passage of the bill. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Is it in the gentleman’s district? 

Mr. BOWIE. Yes; it is in my district. It is a local bill. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. 
Bowe] does not intend to advocate any improvement to nayi- 
gation in that locality? 

Mr. BOWIE. Any improvement to navigation? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. BOWIE. At this locality? At Lock 2? I do not intend 
to advocate anything more at Lock 2 than is there already. I 
simply want this dam across the abandoned portion of the river 
for the purpose of creating a power. ; 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. There is no navigation there at this 
time and none is expected. 

Mr. BOWIB. There is navigation between Locks 2 and 3. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Yes. 

Mr. BOWIE. Navigation, as the gentleman will remem)er, 
extends down to Lock 38. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. But this is below Lock 3. 

Mr. BOWIE. No; it is below Lock 2. It is between Locks 
2 and 3, and navigation extends to Lock 3, but this dam wi!! be 
erected in the abandoned portion of the river. 
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Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The gentleman does not intend to ask, 
his constituents, as far as he knows, for any improvement at 
that point? 

Mr. BOWIE. That is right. 

Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Speaker, the original bill, as I recollect 
it. said something about constructing a dam across the river. 
Is it intended by that to construct it clear across the river or 

the abandoned portion? 

\ir. BOWIE. In the abandoned portion. That is what the 
| ys. 

\ir. BURNETT. Very well. As I understand it, there is 
land in the river, I will say to the gentleman from Ohio 
= RTON |. 

_B can Ik. It is in the abandoned portion of the river. 
BURTON of Ohio. I would like to understand that more 
This does not reach across the river? 
BOWIE. No. 

ir. BURTON of Ohio. But only to an island. 

Mr. BOW IE. It reaches only, according to the bill, across | 


the abandoned portion of the river. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
( hears none, and the Clerk will report the bill. 


Clerk read as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That any riparian owner, whether person, com- 
rporation, having authority therefor under the laws of the 
‘Alal ama may hereafter erect, maintain, and use a dam or 
or across the Coosa River, in the State of Alabama, at such 
t or near Lock 2 as they may elect and the Secretary of War 
ve, between a point on the eastern side of the river in the 
1 portion thereof at a point below the United States Gov- 
dam at Lock 2 and above the navigable portion of the river 
Locks 2 and 3, for the purpose of erecting, operating, and 
ing power stations and to maintain inlet and outlet races or 
1 to make such other improvements on the eastern bank of 
River between the two points above mentioned as may be nec- 
the di velopment of water power and the transmis 





n of the 

ct always to the provisions and requirements of this act 

; ‘ h conditions and stipulations as may be imposed by the Chief 

Es ‘rs and the Secretary of War for the protection of navigation 
roperty and other interests of the United States. 

: : ’. That detailed plans for the construction and operation of a 

( dams and other appurtenant and necessary works shall be sub 

by the person, company, or corporation desiring to construct the 

t] ‘hief of Engineers and the Secretary of War, with a map 

the location of such dam or other structures, with such topo 

f and hydrographic data as may be necessary for a satisfac- 

5 nderstanding of the same, which must be approved by the Chief 

ers and the Secretary of War before work can be com- 

1 said dam or dams or other structures; and after such ap- 

said plans no deviation whatsoever therefrom shall be made 





first obtaining the approval of the Chief of Engineers and the 
; of War: Provided, That the constructions hereby authorized 
do not interfere with the navigation of the Coosa River: And pro 


ther, That said dam or dams and works shall be limited only 
e of the surplus water of the river, not required for the navi- 
the Coosa River, and that no structures shall be built and no 
mducted by those availing themselves of the provisions of 
h shall injure or interfere with the navigation of said 
impair the usefulness of any improvement made by the Gov 
the interest of navigation. 
That the Government of the United States reserves the right, 
that the improvement of the navigation of the Coosa River 
it, to construct, maintain, nd operate, in connection with 
r other works built under the provisions of this act, suitable 
s or any other structures for navigation purposes, and at all 
ntrol such dam or dams or other structures, and the level 
ie | caused by such dam or dams, to such an extent as may be 
I rovide facilities for navigation; and whenever Congress 
the construction of such lock or other structures, the 
iny, Or corporation owning and controlling such dam or 
ther structures shall convey to the United States, under such 
Congress shall prescribe, titles to such land as may be re 

















i * the use of such lock and approaches, and in addition thereto 
, to the United States, free of cost, the free use of water 
3 building and operating such constructions: Provided also, 
person, company, or corporation building, maintaining, or 

any dam or dams or other structures under the provisions of 

shall be liable for any damage that may be inflicted thereby 

z ile property, either by overflow or otherwise, in a court of 


ng any such dam shall maintain, at their own expense, such 
i other signals thereon and such fishways as the Secretary of 
and Labor shall prescribe. 
‘That all the rights acquired under this act shall cease and be 
“4 c if the person, company, or corporation acquiring such rights 
time fail to comply with any of the provisions or require- 
S ort or with any of the stipulations that may be pre- 
‘hief of E ngineers and the Secretary of War, or in case 
ipany, or corporation authorized by the laws of the State 
to erect and maintain a dam and improvements as con- 
his act shall fail to begin the erection of said dam and 
its within two years after being so authorized ‘and shall fail 
‘ the same within five years after obtaining such authority 
rhat the provisions of this act shall in no manner interfere 
pair the rights of any person, company, or corporation here 
: { = aed by Congress to erect a dam or other structures for 
i pment of water power on the Coosa River. 
( rhs at the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is expressly 








I 

the following amendment: 
, | ge 4, in line 5, after the word “ jurisdiction,” add the fol- 
7 a further, That any injury or damage to the navigable ca- 
Re the ( oo River or to the works of improvement of the United 


id river which may result from the construction of the 
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dam and other works herein au or any alteration, 

or change in said works of imeveveun nt which may, in t 

of the Secretary of War, be made ne | the nst 

said dam and other works, shall be cde 1 and ! 

once by those availing themselves of the provisions of t 

executors, successors, and assigns, and failing this, s 

damage may be remedied, and such alteratic é t 

may be completed by the United States, and t f t 

required shall be paid by the grantees, their | ! 
3 dor { | 








secure the payment for any worl 
bond, with good and sufficient sect i L su i 
the Secretary of War for the payment o t 
be executed and filed with the Secretary of V f i 
shall be taken of the provisions of thi ct 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the a 

The question was taken: and the l ts 

The SPEAKER. The question n ‘ t ‘ 
and third reading of the bill as amended 

The bill was orders ! to be en FTOSS l | t! 
read the third time, and passed. 

On motion of Mr. Bow1rg, a motion to 1 yn r th 
was laid on the table. 

ORDER OF I 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, I a ul 
consent 

Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I dem tl ‘ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman fro ‘ s d 
regular order. 

AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION I 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that tl 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole Hou 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
cultural appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

ee the House resolved itself into the Committ 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the furt 


¢ t jurisdiction. The person, company, or corporation owning | 


sideration of the agricultural appropriation bill, 


FOSTER 


of Vermont in the chair. 








Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out tl l 
word of the paragraph last read. I am informed that 1 
tinguished chairman of the Committee on Agriculture is a 
extensive and successful farmer of the great Stat e- 

7 ‘ 


York, 


floor. 
his abi 


which he represents with so much distinction upon 


He is also, I am glad to state, devoting his en 


lity and financial mer yurces 


the great dairying interests in tl 


honor 
welcon 
resourt 
whole 
man, ij 


tion fr 


judge 
and th 


serted 


dailies, 


tion, a 
matte1 
tee on 
WORTH 
the set 
the Cx 


and a 
Washi 


to represent, and I not only 


to some extent in dé 


welcome him, but I vw 


} 


ie all others who have energy and ability and fin 
the opportunities which 


‘es to take advantage of 


State of Virginia offers for investors. But, Mr. ¢ I 
t seems to me that the gentleman from New Ye Mr 
WaApDSWoRTH ] and the gentleman from Connecticut [| Mr. 

have formed their opinions in regard to the free seed Pree 


om interested sources, taking their opinions, if \ 


from the Recorp, from the public statements of s¢ 
e city newspapers. In the Recorp of April 261 f 
the distinguished gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. H 
twenty-one extracts from newspapers, ! t of 


nd in the same Recorp there 
* inserted at the instance of 
Agriculture, the gentleman 


|. giving the views of seed men al 
“l provision. In the six pages il 


mmittee on Agriculture the 


and many of them decrying the p 


from Peter Henderson & Co., the g 


1 
are six pages of s 


the ehairi n of 


S many as six extracts from one city news| 


ngton Post. 


It seems therefore reasonable to assume that the o] ms 


the ge 


ntleman from New York and the gentleman f1 C 


necticut are formed from what they have heard from 


men 


source 


is tha 


too gla 


with ] 


and from the city newspapers, all, I hold, it ( 


s. We can not presume that the metropolitan pape 
any personal objection to the free-seed distribution, but 1 
t the seed men advertise with them and th 


d to do their advertisers a favor in this res 


wor grace from the metropolitan papers t 


the expenditure of $200,000 for seed. These 
| this d 


pe stal 
from 


| office 


again 
meast 


the 


seeds. 





istribution of seed accounts 


in part for the def 


service. Why, sir, it comes with poor grace, I 


those papers to make th 


bill was under consideration 
that the great city papers were responsible in a larg 


statement. When the p 
it was stated ver and 


ire for this deficit, and that if we could keep the 
papers within reasonable limits it would — some extent di 

ystal deficit. Now, Mr. Chairman, I differ with the « 
man of the Committee on Agriculture in regard to ee 


I do not claim that they 


are essential to the farmer. 
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do not claim that they are necessary to anybody; but I do say 


that they are useful to the farming communities in three ways. 
First, it enables the Department of Agriculture to know what 
garden 1d, flower seed, and other seed furnished should cost. | 
The Department buys the seed in large quantities, and is in j 
communication with the seed men throughout the country, and 
it has enabled the farmer to ascertain what is a fair price for 
the seed. In the second place, it enables the Department to do, | 
as is done in some cases, put its finger upon the fraudulent seed 
dealer and advertise him as such. It enables the Department to 
say to the country io are the honest dealers and who are the 
fraudulent dealers. In the third place, it enables the man who 


often go to the city or to the wholesaler—the small 
the 


n what he purchases from the local merchant—to com- 


does not 
Tiarmer, 


seeus up 


pare the seed he thus buys from the local merchant with the 
sced that is sent him from the Congressional distribution. The 
latter is only a sample, but it enables him to make a comparison | 
and see whether a fraud has been perpetrated upon him by the 
local seed dealer. For these three reasons I think the expendi- 


re is well worth what it costs. 


Mir. Chairman, instead of restricting this little concession to 
the farmer I would enlarge it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent to continue his remarks for five minutes. Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia yield? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I did not catch exactly what the 


ntleman said, but I understocd him to say that certain Mem- 
ers were influenced by clippings from city papers, and I would 


like in the gentleman’s time to insert a letter I have received 
this morning from the director of our State experimental 
station 

Mr. RIXEY. You can insert that later on, can you not? 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I would like to put it in at this 
time. 


ir. RIXEY. I would prefer you would do that later, because 
I have only five minutes. Mr. Chairman, instead of cutting off 
this small appropriation I would extend the powers of the De- 
partment along line. I can readily that this little 


this see 





conce n in regard to garden seed is of no use to the gentle- 
in from New York, and I will concede it is of no use to me; it 


+ 


burden upon us both, and I believe we get no special thanks 


principle extended to field seed for experimental purposes. 


| 


laboring man who has to depend for his supply of | 





any of our constituents for it; but, sir, I would like to see | 


| poses—for 





There is great opportunity for imposition in the purchase of 
grass and field seeds of all kinds. I doubt not that the clover 
seed purchased by the gentleman from New York costs him an- 
nually more than $500. What I buy, and I am to some extent a 
small farmer, costs me from two hundred to three hundred dol- 
lars a year, and I state here that in my opinion in two years 
out of three it is practically wasted, of no account, and brings 
no result And the reason is that, being no judge of the quality 
if the seed, having no way of telling how old the seed is, whether 
it will germinate or not, I am frequently deceived, and the 
expenditure is worse than useless, as the land has to remain idle 
for another year. 
Now, if this principle were extended, if the Department 
uld furnish small samples of clover seed and other field seed, 
t! could make his comparison and he would be en- | 
led to know whether the local seedsmen haye sold him } 
\ hles eed or not. When we buy seed now that do not 
come up, we are told that it is due to the season, that it has 
been too dry, never too wet, perhaps, and other reasons 
t Let us « ble the farmer to make these tests and 
‘ whether he had been imposed upon or not. 
Mr. SHEPPARD. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
fi RIXNEY Yes, sir 
r. SHEPPARD. Why do you not send suits of clothes in 
< that t vy may compare the price of clothing that they | 
from tl Government and the price of clothes they get 
RINEY. I have never yet known anyone to desire an 
» whether a suit of clothes would cover his naked- 
ut I have known people who have bought clove; 
d know whether it would come up until after it 
\ is a vast difference between the cases cited. 
\O Mr. Chairman, there is a good deal of talk as to what 
this s 1 costs. It costs a mere bagatelle compared with some 








wasteful extravagances of the Government. I have here on | 
desk publications which are sent out on various subjects prac 
eally every week. There is one called “ Results of Primary 
Triangulations and Primary Traverse;” another “The Dru 
lins of Southeastern Wisconsin,” and another “ Weir Ex) 
ments, Coefficients, and Formulas.” Are such publicaticns of 
use, and if so, to whom? If anybody wants these docuny 
which are allotted to me he can have them, but I have no seed 
to give away. If they will curtail the printing of such p 
phiets, they will save much more than they will in the seeq 
item. Why, we all know that within the past few years 
have been deluged by publications on irrigation subjects. | 
have not known to whom to send them. I have tried to get rid 
of them, but they come faster and faster every month, it seen 
me. I would say cut down the expenses in the printing line 
let this little concession to the farmer remain. |[Applause. | 

Mr. Chairman, we are told that the expenses for agriculture 
are mounting up. Why, sir, when we compare it with 
other appropriation bills it seems almost nothing. Seven 
lion dollars are appropriated for agriculture and industry 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire three minutes mor 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia | \yr. 
RIxEY] asks unanimous consent to continue his remarks for 
three minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. RIXEY. While this bill is under consideration, carry 
ing only seven millions for the great agricultural interests, 


there is reported to this House the naval bill, carrying one |un- 
dred millions. The Army bill has been passed, carrying sey- 
enty-five millions; the pension bill carried one hundred and 
forty millions, and the post-office bill carried one hundred and 
eighty millions. Why should we object to $7,000,000 for agri- 
culture, the foundation and the very support of this Govyern- 
ment, that industry which furnishes more of our exports than 
any other, that industry which pays more taxes than any ot! 





and the industry which gets less benefit from the Government? 
This bill carries an appropriation for the dairying interest, and 
some comment had been made upon it because the chairman of 
the committee, forsooth, is engaged in dairying. I say here 
that if the bill carried no appropriation it ought to be amended 


and that great industry ought to be fostered and encouraged, 
The bill also carried an appropriation of $60,000 for road pur- 
building experimental roads. I would that t 
amount were larger. I know of no subject in which the people 


ths 
Liat 


of this country take a deeper interest than in the subject of the 
improvement of the roads. I would that the Committee on 


Agriculture, not content with this appropriation of $60,000, had 
provided an appropriation whereby national aid could be given 
to the States whenever they wanted to upbuild and improve 
their publie highways. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, instead of cutting out this little appropria- 
tion, admit it is of doubtful value, which I do not believe; but 
admit that to be true, why is this House called upon to cut 
off this appropriation and not to cut down expenses in many 
other points where they are useless and extravagant? [Ap 
plause.] It is, sir, because there are interested people who are 
fighting this appropriation, and their influence has been brought 
to bear upon the Members of this House to strike it out and 
keep it out. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, in view 
statement which the gentleman from Virginia has just made— 
that the press of the country have been infiuenced by i per 
motives in opposing the free-seed distribution, and so 
ing to influence the House, and that farmers and the ¢ ‘al 
publie are not unfavorable to such a distribution—I send t] 
Clerk’s desk and ask to have read a letter received fr 
director of one of our State experiment stations, expres 
views on free-seed distribution. This gentleman 
touch with the farmers of Connecticut. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

STORRS AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT 
Storrs, Conn,, « 


is in close 


Hon. E. STEVENS Henry, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: Permit me to congratulate you upon the 
have taken with reference to free-seed distribution. Your 
entirely right on the matter. The farmers of the country 
these free seeds sent to them. The whole business is a 
and the quicker Congress does away with this free 
common seeds the better it will be. In my opinion the m 
far better spent in carrying on cooperative experiments with t 
experiment stations, rather than in purchasing seeds w! 
purchased at every 1 store and every grocery store in t 
I congratulate you most heartily. 

Yours, very truly, L. A. CLINTON, ! 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to strike out | st 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman from Co 
who the gentleman is whose letter he has just had read: 







13 


ais 





Ser, 
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obtains its supply from the seed houses, and it is therefore difficult 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. He has been a director of one , 
to understand how the output can be better. Briefly stated, the method 


| 








( our State agricultural experiment stations for Se OPN od tin. weed temeen bo cer Eellaeees Pheer cone’ thcie ecre “at en 
nd is in close touch with the farmers of Connecticut. | keep trial grounds for testing them, they have a client: that pays 
\ir. GAINES of Tennessee. Another inquiry, Mr. Chairman. | for the seed, and if it is not good they hear from it, so that, of nec 
1 should like to ask the gentleman if he has received any such ee eee oo that ony the best is sent to their customers. 
letters from the farmers of his country. ee Ana Cee te Sea ie Lee = te dak onary cade teak tome cmmciones 

HENRY of Connecticut. Yes, sir. and invested capital can suggest is adopted to safeguard their interests 


and the interests of their ¢ 


mers 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Where are they? What do they 


: : ; The Department of Agriculture sends out a circular letter to the seed 
y about this question? houses asking for an offer of sur] lus stock, and if it can t iin 
\Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Very many of them include | in this way what is wanted we believe a mad , 





utions from the local State Grange organization. oo Meg We can ae es ha - pth. what w co it eeds 
‘ kha > orn 2 s ‘ 4 a 1 Tho | vee ‘ suomi as i easonabie oposition tha he chan 3; are 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I mean the man who toils. The | infinitely greater that the stock sent out by seedsmen is t of 


that drives the horse and works the soil. Have you a | the two. 





- from him? We take the liberty of sending this statement to vou ! » of the 
a : ‘ s ‘ a | underhand, vicious attack which is made upon what i t corr 
Chairman, I ask the indulgence of the House and com- | stone of our business, i. e., our reputation, and it shows to \ ends 

e just a moment, for fear that I may do a possible injus- | some one is willing to go in an effort to continue the free dist tion 
tt only to myself but to Peter Henderson & Co. I have | en PI Hl & 

: A 3 ours, ry uly, TER ENDI N Co. 
ead very carefully my speech of a day or two ago on this os : : aes ; ; 

juestion, but in it I said I had not received any commu- | a CO ATEMAN. Fhe time of the gentleman has expired. 
m from my own people protesting against this appro- Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I ask the indulgence of the com- 


mittee a little further, because I do not want to do anybody pos- 
sibly an injustice, particularly a stranger. , 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
ft out this appropriation, in a private conversation, or imous consent that his time may be extended five minutes. Is 
a somewhat private conversation, I said in the presence there objection? _LAfter a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
( e of my home-paper correspondents, that I intended to | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The first paragraph of this letter 
x this free-seed distribution to keep down a seed trust, | 


on. I have not received a single protest from that mag- 
nt agricultural country, one of the finest in the world; | 
as soon as I learned that this Appropriation Comittee 


states that there “is an impression sought to be created in 
Congress that the seeds distributed by the Department of Agri- 


; I thought would form if we stopped this free-seed dis- 
n. That interview was in part published under a large- culture are better than those sent out by seed houses.” H e, 
i head in my home paper—the Nashville Banner, and Mr. Chairman, Mr. Henderson argues, free-seed distribution 

the Nashville American—yet I have not received a | Should not continue. 





protest from any man in my district on account of the On page 233 of these hearings, in speaking of adulterated 
n I took in the matter. I know that I am right, from seed, Mr. Galloway repudiates the idea that these seed men sell 
\dpoint at least, to thus fight off a seed trust. fresh seed, and contends that “ it is the general practice to blend 
te again that I have made a most careful examination | the seed.” He says: 
4 { -h the books on trusts, and particularly Moody on Truth It is not only the general practice to blend seed, but there are all 
; Trusts, and found there was no reported seed trust in | forts of apparatus and devices that have for their object the rejuvena- 
q luable work nor in any others I examined, and I then pro- | prignt. ‘There ate certain devices that will cub the duct of ete (ok 
B ( i to get, and did get, a most intelligent and faithful official On pages 196 to 200 is a list of see 1 aan Se eee ee 
iE “aged in investigating trusts, to ascertain if there was in fact | 4), ‘Department aati aids nite “< tae "Prien el edi a ee 
ting seed trust, as I found none reported in these books. | ;,, the ‘iaieetion “a a - al f shall ee ae Pe a 
After a number of days he said to me that there was no existing | @ajjoway and the ieee ms a aaa ined cid a a ripe 
: seed trust of which he could get any tangible proof. I then | .,, in. hone Sie eat aa an sae andani acttion ees 
a i him if he thought a seed trust would form if we stopped part of Siieiincili ice diakeihet a lea aaa a Se 
‘ this free distribution of seed. He replied that he thought a | ine pepartment and the law. but are imposing up a 
a “1 trust would be formed: He agreed with me that the free partment and the law, but are imposing upon the farmers 


oo . : : . 3 of this country. 
distribution ef seed has deterred the formation of this trust. ce 































; bend . aii elias : ; anata The CHAIRMAN (Mr. WapDsworTH). I will now, with the permission o 
Bs ited also that there was a strong and influential eastern | tne committee, direct that those ae a a iho caeaeee” Y tear ee ot 
a ‘ estern association engaged in raising and selling seed. | jection, and you will hand it to the stenographer and let it | put in 
be | repeat, I shall vote to continue this seed distribution to deter | the record. : , a 
. i ; j ; | 2 papers referre are as follows: 
. the formation of this seed trust, which would put up the price, a cones oe oe ees 
: oses, of both good and bad seed, and thus start again the | UNITED STATES an r OF nes =? RE, 
A distribution of bad seed, that the Department, by its operations, Weshinaten, D. C.. Jenuare %. 
“4 has y largely overcome. | In carrying out the clause in the bill making a i r the 
i ll continue to vote for this free seed until each and every | Department of Agriculture directing t Secretary of A t 
: shall do what they are not now doing, vigorously enforce | 0bt@in samples anaiee oe er aon on een See 
a - - a « | € sts sal ‘Ss ol e aduireraced, out =) § 
i t ‘ antitrust laws, and until the several States and the Fed- | were obtained from seedsmen in the open market avents of ¢ 
a vernment shall arrest the ravages and lawless actions of | partment. These have been examined for adult nts, w tl $ 
so sts that are now pillaging the rights of the people. So | tat the following number of sample — 
ral r this, st , 
: | 2 . yar > 
: e not read over the speech I delivered here a few days nee seve ee eT eae 2 saa i 
Ss igo on this subject, but fer fear that I may have stated that I | Orchara °° EE SPR CR S 1233 
7 ceived no protest from any person against this free dis- | Kentucky blue grass------~---~- A 
ui n of seed, and desiring to do no one, including myself, | Total 24 
os istice, I wish to state that after I delivered my speech > ae a ae : he ica se 7? 
4 day’s work was done I returned to my ofiice and asked | ,,.., coe ; . ol li 
’ i - ; woe a [United States Department of Agriculture, office of the Secret — 
faithful and most intelligent secretary if I had received | : Circul No. 12.] 
st against this free seed distribution, and I was in- | ADULT! 1 LFALFA § 
i at I had not. To make sure about it we went through | ,, t of Con maki ti he J 
, 4 e a ss " ‘ cs ne ac ol ongress DAKINE approprk ions tor the i 
t to ten boxes of letters which I have received since the | agriculture for the fiscal year ending June : 1902 : 
x of this Congress, and I found only one, and that was a | lowing item: 
copy of which you all received, I presume, from Peter - rhe Barapa # of Agriculture is hereby dire 
‘ : open market samples of seeds of gras I 
m & Co., dated March 22 last, and which I answered | gna if any such s are found to 
h 24, and I briefly replied thereto: seeds of Canada blue (Poa ¢ 
ve this whole matter careful consideration before and on oe Og ee ne i eee od 
of the subject before the House. t] = saan ho anne altered te wale eee ul 
nsert this letter in the Recorp, by permission of the | U1 date of May 25, 1904, a cireu > 
It reads as follows: collection and testing of seeds, as direct 
ulw ‘ was sent to ft ec I o 
New York, March 22, 1906. i 3 ly ay moeee ‘ the "I 1-4 i 
WESLEY Garnes, M. C., nai ae Direct in al West 1 ; ' i 
the ’ any § re ory ¢ OTS . al ’ . A 
5 NV ashington, D. C. States and Canada.” and to wl ’ f 
We understand from a reliable source that the impression | ineluded in that dire A 
e created in Congress that the seeds distributed by the | Exchange wa b 1 t J ! 
of Agriculture are better than those sent out by seed In carrying out tl s t t 
| thus a reason is given for the continuance of the practice relates to alfalfa, offerings f Ww S 1 t ag 3 
to say that the seed houses were in the business of growing Department from 742 seedsmen. Upon kam i the s 






juting seeds before the Department, that the Department ! of alfalfa 
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tiations 23 Ik 
ing table 
Results of t 


ts were found to be adulterated, as shown in the follow- 





ts of samples obtaincd in the open market as alfalfa seed 
and found to be adulterated. 


Seeds used as adul- 
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Results of tests of samples bought in the open market as alfalfa seed 
and found to be adulterated—Continued. 


Seeds sold as alfalfa by— 
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| Seeds used as sadulter ants. 














v ate n ‘ 
Seed offered for sale as alfalfa by— comamiin Sweet; Bur Yel T — 
— Name. Address. clo- | clo- | to0 ema 
- = = ee ver. | ver. | ¢oi). | an; 
| be | Total oil. | an 
Address. a [Yellow — | ; 
_ over.|tretoi oe Per ct.|Per ct. Per ct. Pex ¢ 
|; 4nts. | Dallwig, W.E -..... 34 Junean avenue, Milwau- |....... TOS 5. 
. ee neem mento kee, Wis. 
| per ct.| Per ct.|Per ct. | Everitt,J.A........ 227 W. Washington street, |.-..... | 4.27 | 98.43 | 42 
Da | I 13-17 Buffalo street, Lockport, |....-.-- 143.8 | 43.8 a “pete Ind. Seen 
N.Y . | | } Do oecces conc coceloccc ces 200060 260006 enccsecessee| oeoeses | 8.90 39.53 48 
dD Ae _| 41.64] 41.64 | Grew ey © Son, Marblehead, SMR on socccasclissckel ee |-nee0- 3 
*} ~ TH 917 rens tS se, 9 34. 28 ames J. i. 
E cee se ae a Ws I = ne = _— ae = an a Grossman, W ......} 15 Rollingbrook st strent, PO jou ..unafencsswd 1.3% l 
1 y 65_69 stad aubtonaa iff ry 3°98 | 444 | tersburg, Va. 
Hi ‘ny - reet, Buffalo, N.Y. ' y ‘6 Hamilton Bros -..-.--. Cedar Rapids, Iowa......-..-- Ae ee 5 
a en cer eee Ee j ; ‘ 24 eg | Huntington & Page} 130 E. Ms — street, Indian- |......- 8.37 | 38.54 | 41.99 
7 & Mullen rater strect, New York. i. ¥..\........... 8 24: apolis, In | 
Ry ee » New York, N. ¥..|...-----/ 7) | ti) | Kirchner,JacobF..| 156 North street, Pittsfield, | 9.52 |....... oe 52 
M yA 13 South Phelps street, Youngs- |-...-..- 35.62 | 85.62 | aes aed ; Mass. ol 
town. Ohio. wn Seed Co., = S: Broad street, Atlanta, |--....- INGE T0520. 10. 04 
l | $9.7 78 » 7a 
Gy ( W and 91 pper First street, Rvans.| @ 3 82 | 89.82 43.64 tis Bc3S. 22.5. | Main and Walnut streets, |-.....-|.- w--| 6.98 | ¢ 
tte” Tot | Salem,TIIl. | | 
: oy e-; oe | May & Co.,L.L -.-.| 381and 383 Minnesota strect, ame heroic 81.77 | 31.77 
Sek. en cake ae 213 |... : St. Paul, Minn. . | 
te eee Ce eee ee eee at 24 09 | National Seed Co 101 W. Main street, Louis- |......- TO ckncs 16 
D Ree 27 32 | mig | eves KY. ; lta 
d a 309 | Pl att Co., The | 3i4and 36 State street, New |-......- 5.88 | 39.85 | 45 
ie ck en ont ee ae 346 «| rank 8. Haven, Conn. } 
ry 113-119 Glybourn street. M 11.24 R Park Se¢ ed Co.| Independence, Iowa -....----|------- 12.69 |....... 12 
rac W . is _ sr Seed Co 518-5: ; Gravier street. New |..-....- | 2.57 63 
: } Fx f Grand street. Tro 5.06 7.02 | 22.08 | y tad.),J. rieans, La. } 
2 Pe ’ SERIES See rt ’ ' son - “4 931 | You ase Halstead .| Foot of Grand street, Troy, |--.-.--- | 6.23 | 31.26 | 387.49 
espe tastaptaaatcian marine a= a e~ et | 
ye ee 2 eos: 6.74 | 15.22 | 21.96 | |} WN. 
DO sin 4 ois kc eda 5.85 16. 625) 22.475 | —— ial a ! - 
: : ame Loar | In order to aid seedsmen in avoiding the purchase of adulterated 
; ae = : _. | seeds, this Department will examine and report promptly as to the 
t takes this occasion to i oo — to - | presence of adulterants in any samples of seed submitted for that 
‘ ul ll iclal ations, in circulars sen Oo seeds- yurpose. 
I nouncements tl I gricultural press, to test and _ JAMES WILSON, 
! i ‘s of seeds t for tha t cs rpose by any farmer or Secretary of Agricultur 
WASHINGTON, D. C., October 23, 1905. 
JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 
) ) her 29 of 
oe on me Kentuc ky blue gr ass—Analyses of adulterated seed. 
{l Stat Department of Agriculture, office of the Secretary. | Adulte rated witl 
Circular No. 14.] 
ADULTERATION OF ALFALFA AND RED CLOVER SEED. Cay | Size of sample. | Offered by— Address Can- | Cae tine 
Seeds of alfalfa and ret clover have been obtained and tested in ac- ; blue | top th: 
‘ e with the follo paragraph contained in the act of Congress grass. | 
I i pproy ions fi > Department of Agriculture: bas. Jae alaleaniliad scven 
i : é iculture is hereby directed to obtain in the | ; 
oO ds of grass, clover, or alfalfa, test the same, | | |\Per ct. Per ct.' P. ct. 
‘ i found to be adulterated or misbranded, or | 33118 | Mail sample .-.| Leonard Seed | 79-81 East Kin- | 89.91 |__...._|_ im 
‘ ‘ass (Poa compressa) are obtained under any Co. | ziestreet, Chi- | 
‘ da blue grass or Poa compressa, to publish the | | cago, Ill. 
I ther with the names of the persons by whom the } 33118A| Bulk purchased. nin inthe nmol ae NO Fa cachaanial i aeae |..-... 
le.” | 33125 | Mail sample -. A.C. Brown..--| 217 South Fifth | 28.35 |.------ a 
visions of this act 1,272 seedsmen were asked i | | street, Spring- | 
1is Department for samples of red clover and field, Il. | 
for sale by them From these seedsmen 658 | 33137 |----- do -...-.---- Schisler-Cor- | St. Louis, Mo...) 84 = |_.....- 
bte and examined. Ag ; a result the following lots | j neli Seed Co. | _ | 
i ed in the open market and found to be adulterated. In | 33137A| Bulk purchased) Schisler-Cor- | St. Louis, Mo --| 8.67 |_... 5 
with the mandatory nature of the act quoted above, publi | | neli Seed Co. 
‘ e made of t names and addresses of the seedsmen who | 33166 | Mailsample .--| Brewster,Crit-} 44 North St. | 23.77 |.-.. . - 
i found to be adulterated, together with the percentages of tenden & Co. Paul street, | 
{ n each lot Rochester, | 
i Ma laa , : : N.Y. 
imples bought in the open market as red clover | 33166A| Bulk TAIPOGOE..... ARG on nccusnsakceen eae 24.06 |......- ° 
seed and found to be adulterated. 33169 | Mailsample ..-| E.E. Wheeler..| 1131 Mainstreet, | a 
: — — EE — | Bridgeport, | | 
Saad acid as red clover bi Seeds used as Conn. | 
° , . adulterants. 33169A| Bulk purchased). -_-- OD seco ncesnacatl anil SRS See ee 
. ee sine Pdeleay . | 33281 | Mail sample --.}| Ross Bros .-.-.-- 90 Frontstreet, | 2.7 | 45.4 . 
y T Worcester, j 
Nam Address Yellow ad Mass | 
trefoil.) oear 33281A| Bulk purchased]._.-. AU arin cumin ere | 19.32 |..... : 
= ee ae fe ae a ~ | 33282 | Mailsample....| Joseph Harris | Coldwater, N. | 18.55 |.....- . 
Co. ; 
%r ct.| Per ct. | 33282A|} Bulk purchased|__--- D.. iccncetunien We paataanil 25.11 | epceinbanone 
Ra & ( W. | 12 and 13 Faneuil Hall square, Boston, 10.55 | 10.55 | 338287 Mailsample....| Harmon &Har-| Exchange and | 46.19 |.--. . 
\ s | ris Co. Federal streets, | 
R B 90 and 92 Front street, Worcester, Mass.| 26.85 | 26.85 Portland, Me. | 
s & W.H-.| 7and9 upper First street, Evansville, 14.08} 14.08 | 8 Bulk purchased)... -- a ee a 3 } =e cave 
Ind Mailsample....| Young & Hal- —_ street, | 59.9 | 2.9 | 41 
| stead. Troy, N.Y. | | 
, : ro ee ee eee nen 2 OE: Lass 90 cattinnies | Martin C. Rib- | BroadandF ront) 78.92 |...-. : 
i ts of tests of samples bought in the open market as alfalfa secd i sam. streets, Tren- | 
and found to be adulterated. | ton, N. J. i 
eR ’ 2 , - — Zack Davis Co.| Delaware, Ohio | 23.23 |_...-.- - 
s sold as alfalfa by Seeds used as adulterants. | ¢ M.F.Crissman | Manchester, | 30.65 |.---- - 
| | 
Yel- | Tota] | 33367A| Bulk purchased) ...-- Gh cached ieee re 21.49 | amiunn - 
a ee \Sweet) Bur | jow sae Denver Seed | Denver, Colo...| 20.3 | 17.56 . 
Ni Address. | clo- | clo- | tre. | ter- | and Floral Co. 
} ver. | ver. | foi]. | ants, | 33387A| Bulk purchased)..-.. Do nisrassneiaiae eh eesti ZO.1 j.---- - 
ee a SO ee ee =: eee _ | 33896 Mail sample---- —_ G. Lee | Fort Smith, Ark| 72.55 |.-..--- Ai 
| } | & Bro. 
se ia _ |Per ct.|\Per ct.| Per ct. Per ct. | 33396A| Bulk purchased] ----- OE chic tae enn 76. 85 I |-====8 
Barrett Co., The | 65-87 Canal street, Provi- |---..-- | 3.47 | 32.86 | 36.33 | 38424 | Mailsample....) Plant Seed Co-- Sid North Fourth 8 t......- lanes - 
W. I dence, R. I. street, St. 
Barteldes & Co 1521 Fifteenth street, Den- |_-.....-. 16:96 }.-..-;. 16. 86 on Mo. 
; _ ver, Colo. _ | 334244) Bulk purchased].....do _........-]-..--0 -....----. 
Crossman Bros.....| 503 Monroe avenue, Roches- |....... 5.02 | mei 44.50 | 33436 | Mail sample...) M. e Madson Manitowoc, 
| ter,N.Y Seed Co. Wis. i 
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*; Otherwise we could not secure the seed. 


Kentucky blue grass—Analyses of adulterated seed—Continued. 

















Adulterated with— 
, ae sae 
‘st | Size Irdere sa . Can- io 
~ | Size of sample. | Ordered by Address. ada | Red- |Tim- 
blue | top. jothy. 
|erase. 
Ft koe’, Theo ae Lae | | 
| |Per ct.|Per ct. | P. ct. 
(41 | Mail sample oa aoa 4. Salzer | La Crosse, Wis.| 16.16 |......-|...... 
| Seed Co. | 
A Bulk purchased! a ln ei okt 6 bi a 
| Mail sample ...| J. A. Everitt -.-| _— BRB: Bessie an 
| n¢ 
tA] | Br ilk purchase al es isos cae RE OE ae Ss |  incidihi 
| Mail sample ---! Frank H. Bat- | liochester, N. Y. OS B25. ica e 
tles | 
cot eDiets | Amzi-Godden Birmingham, | 32.5 AFORE Sane 
|” Co. | Ala. 
On cia mctite Zack Davis Co.| Delaware, Ohio | TED Ta ccacestatoass 
Bulk purchased -..-- ees eee DEE Deneicashnanean 
Mail sample A. Tilton & | 8 Woodlanday-| 23.8 |-...-.-|.-.... 
Sons. enue, Cleve- | 
land, Ohio. | 
Bulk purchased _....do- eo MG Wecontd mead fF S satabacietn 
Mail sample --- Curry- Arring- “Rome, Tt kewace Be Foienualencned 
ton Co. 
Bulk purchased - PS oa A aah ee Re Rik athe 
Mail sample -..| Griswold Seed | Lincoln, Nebr..| 47.55 |---.-.- sahil ~ 
: | 
Bulk purchased -...- Ps sindectaaeewes Raita hsccecned | 42 | on eat 
| 
Fietp. Doctor, in what variety of seed do you find the highest 
re of adulteration? 
\LLOWAY. Alfalfa seed, usually; and also in the Kentucky blue- 


d. About 700,000 pounds of Canadian blue-grass seed was 
t in this last year 
CHAIRMAN. Who is the guiltiest party in selling that blue-grass 
Have you a record there? 
GALLOWAY. The circular on the blue-grass seed is just being 


red now. The two I have here pertain to clovers and alfalfas 
Scorr. The Kentucky blue-grass seed is usually adulterated with 
rior blue-grass seed, is it? 


GALLOWAY. 
r planting in this country. 
. Scorr. How about alfalfa? 
GALLOWAY. Alfalfa is adulterated with yellow-trefoil seed, which 
) a worthless plant in this country. It is a little, yellow thing 
grows on the ground. 
\Ir. Chairman, it is perfectly plain that the Secretary of 
ulture is not only finding out those who are mixing and 
ng adulterated seed, but he actually causes to be raised, 
r his supervision, and tested some of the seed we send out 
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With the Canadian blue- grass seed, which is worth- | 


are the very best that he can have raised, but he also | 


S, through Doctor Galloway, 


es are 


that the seeds which he pur- 
‘tested” by his Repartment before they are pur- 
ed and sent out, and in this way the farmers are procuring 


ery best seed possible. You will find all this, gentlemen, 


red to in the hearings. At pages 232 to 235 this appears: 
ir. GALLOWAY. 


I can make a statement now; yes. 
ant to say that of the 477 members—and I come in contact with 
all of them in one way or another 
tement of that kind that has been made—that is, that there 
complaints about the worthlessness of the seed than there 
ut the goodness of it; because I do not see how anyone who 
ordinary precautions with the seed we send out could help 
getting results. 
1 the ordinary seed that the seedsmen can secure. 
. Scorr. Why? 
GALLOWAY. For the reason that we buy our seed in this way: 


» fir 





at some time—this is the | 


We send out seed that must necessarily be bet- | 


rst place, a considerable portion of the seed is grown for us | 


what we call our own stock. We know the full history of the | 
We get, for example, a pound of lettuce seed of a high quality, 


true to name. We can take that pound of lettuce seed and 
t over to a reliable man in California and get 100 pounds that is 
tely true to stock, and in order to make it true we send a man 
field where that lettuce seed is grown and have him rove the 
that is, we eliminate all of the lettuce before the seed have 
iway from the desirable characters. We have for that work a 
» has had more experience than any other man in the United 
Mr. W. W. Tracy, sr. His special business is to keep track 
stock. That is the stock we start with. That is done for the 
portion of our seed, and the other we buy 
1 market under these conditions: 
onion seed. That onion seed, we provide in the contract, 
only be true to name, but must have a certain standard of 
It is sent here, and more or less of it is tested in our labora- 
d * it does not come up to our standard it is rejected. 
it is 
ter our field tests are made the following summer—we 
1 a certain amount of pay to cover that ; 


aie 


We buy to-day, for example, 


not 


always 
but then during the 


found it is not true to name—and we can only determine | 


out of stock or in | 


; Summer we make field tests at the Arlington farm and six | 


en other places, in cooperation with the experiment stations, of 
} “seer d that enters into the Congressional distribution. We test 
itality in the laboratory, and we test it for trueness to name 





Scorr. Where is your seed grown? 
GALLoW AY. The seed is grown all over the United States. 
oe Do you make contracts in advance—that is, a year in 


GALLOWAY. We must do that. 


We are now making provision for 
seed for next year. 


We have to do that in order to be perfectly 
; We buy all the seed we 
n in the open market—that is, seed that is now available. We secure 
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but when it is 


it now and have it delivered next August or September 
delivered it must come up to these standards. 
Mr. CANDLER. All of them are tested? 


Mr. GALLOWAY. All of them are tested. 

Mr. CANDLER. Every one when they come in? 

Mr. GALLoway. When they come in. 

Mr. Scorr. Is it possible to require bids or in any introduce tl 


way 
element of competition ? 

















Mr. GALLOWAY. Yes; we do that as far as we possibly can. i 
stance, we want 40,000 pounds of lettuce se¢ . of a certain varie nd 
we know pretty well the men who can fur that seed at < nt 
places in the Pacific coast region. We s oma each of those men : ‘ 
form and ask him to submit a proposal for that seed. T cor n 
at a certain time, and unless there is some special reaso ll g 
it to the man whose figures are the lowest, conside ft t 
Very frequently a bid on lettuce seed from, say, Chicago, al gh i 
might be a lower bid, would cost us more than if the bid came from 
some other section on account of freight rates. We have to consider 
those things. 

Mr. FIELD. Doctor, the common impression is that d rs, 
Landreth and others, destroy all the old stock, so that each year tl 
offer to the public fresh seed. Is hat true? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. That is one of the fairy stories that go « 

Mr. CANDLER. Landreth does claim he d troy: l t 

Mr. GALLOWAY. I can not speak for any parti r 1 it 1 
general practice to blend s« ae It is not only zeneral | 
blend seed, but there are all sorts of apparatus ind devices that 
for their object the rej venatl ion of seed—that polishin r dey 
make the old seed look brig! There are certai in devices tha | 
the dust off. There are curtain cases where, if they do not want 1 
to grow very well (where we get imported seed), they 1 t! 
hot plates to destroy some of the vitality. It is an 
to have the seed, especially hig rade seed, low in vit t 
object being to keep up the price. 

The CHAIRMAN. That is why I asked the question about « I 
suppose if you kiln-dried it the heat would destroy some of it ty 

Mr. FIeEup. Are the seed that are not distributed one year 
Government used the next year for distribution? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How about that, Doctor? Hi w is 
dried corn? You say in regard to other seed it does destr 

Mr. GALLOWAY. It is the pushing of the drying up beyond a ) 
point. If you dry out corn beyond a certain moistur yond cer- 
tain percentage—you will destroy the vitality; but if you t: it 
some of the excessive moisture you really improve the corn I ll 
germinate quicker. 

The CHAIRMAN. This corn you have here has not been subjected to 


kiln drying? 
Mr. GALLOWAY. No. The only 
has received in my office, 
The CHAIRMAN. 
Mr. GALLOWAY. 


drying this corn 
where it has been for some tir 
Do you think it is a good corn to plant? 


has 


had is what it 





Yes, sir 

Mr. Henry. Is this a hybrid corn? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. No; that is the Boone County white. 

Mr. Henry. Do you know how long that takes to mature? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. This corn was grown in Ohio. It is not a quick- 
maturing corn. 

Mr. Henry. One hundred and twenty days? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Something like that We have quicker maturing 
corn. I think this corn would mature up in New York. 

Mr. CANDLER. You said, a few minutes ago, that the 


seed left over, 


if there was any left over, were not sent out the follow vit ng } 





Mr. GALLOwAY. There has never been any such m tir: 1lous happen- 
ing as any seed being left over. 
Mr. CANDLER. Then there is nothing sent out but fresh seed, and 


those have been thoroughly tested and found to be true 


to their type? 
Mr. GALLOWAY. Yes; and good in vitality. 


Mr. CANDLER. So that they ought to be the very best seed that 
sent out. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. Under the old practices, before the Department got 
its own seed, it was the custom to run in poor seed. We < ee 
avoid it. For instance, we made a contract with one man to I 
the seed and do all the work connected with the | : 


specified in the contract that he should furnish certain varieti s. W ! 























he got along in the busy season, such as it is now—putting up 
or four hundred thousand packages a day—he would « in wi 
| statement: “‘ We can’t furnish the red Valentine bean We 
been able to secure it anywhere. Would not some other vari 
just as well?” He would say, “I can’t get anything but tl 
variety,” and we would have to take it or let the bean drop 

Mr. CANDLER. What course do you pursue in order to prevent 

Mr. GALLowAY. By taking things forehanded we can make , 

| all along the line. We have right now er gh seed for n 
distribution. 

Mr. CANDLER. When the seed come in and you test the! nd find 
they do not come up to the standard and are not true to type, what 
course do you pursue in reference to those seed? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. The man who agreed to furnish that seed must t: 
them away. That is, we test in part on the sample and ther test 
when they come in. 

Mr. CANDLER. You do not use them at all? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. No. 

Mr. CANDLER. Is there any penalty in the contract so that you n 
require him to come up to it? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. The only penalty is we do not take the seed. Und 
the old practices, when the contractor furnish “d everyt t 
a sliding scale of so many dollars for sor ints « If 
germinated at 90 per cent instead of 98, we enn ed. off 1 
for each bushel of corn furnished; but we found that 

Mr. CANDLER. So that now you just absolutely reject t 

Mr. GALLOWAY. We are our own masters now. 

The CHAIRMAN. The pro forma amendment being consid- 
ered as withdrawn, the Clerk will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
Office of the 





Secretary: Secret Agriculture, $8,000 nt 
Secretary of Agriculture, $4, 500 ; Assistant Sec 'V 
authorized to perform such duties in the conduct of of 
the Department of Agriculture as may be assigned by ta of 
Agriculture; chief clerk, $2,500; one solicitor, $2,500; private secre- 


0 
tary to the Secretary of Agriculture, $2,500; stenographer and exécu- 
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| them? 


tive clerk to the Secretary of Agriculture, $2,000; stenographer to the 
Assistant Secretary of Agriculture, $1,400; private secretary to the 
Assis t Secre of Agriculture, $1,600; one appointment clerk, 
$2,000 I \ ly division, $2,000; one telegraph and tele- 
| I 100; one telegraph and telephone operator, $1,200; 
‘ s , $1,800; three clerks class 3, $4,800; two clerks class 
2 S00 x cle lass 1, $7,200; two clerks, at $1,000 each, $2,000; 
one I 00; one clerk, $840; six clerks, at $720 each, $4,320; one 
‘ r, who shall captain of the watch, $1,600; one fire 
W ll 1 steam fitt $900; three assistant firemen, at 
( $2,160 ne assistant fireman, $600; one carpenter, $1,000; one | 
electrician, $1,000; one painter, $900; one plumber, $900; one black- 
th, $840; thirteen night watchmen, at $720 each, $9,360; two day 
n, at S720 each, $1,440; one mechanic, $1,100; seven mes 
at $840 each, $5,880; one assistant messenger, $720; in all, 
Ss 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. 

In view of the doubt that the gentleman from Tennessee [ Mr. 
GAINES] expressed of my ability to furnish letters from farmers 


or granges, I wish to send to the Clerk’s desk and have read 
very brief resolutions showing the action taken by a local | 





inge in my district on this subject. These are typical of 
ous letters and resolutions recently received. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
ELLINGTON GRANGE, 
Ellington, Conn., April 24, 1906. 
IIon. FE. S. Henry, 
Washington, 


m. (2 
of Ellington Grange, No. 46, held March 28, your posi- 





At a meeting 
ti 1 the free-seed question was heartily indorsed by all present. 
Vel truly, yours, 
J. M. MArkKs, Secretary. 
Mr. BURNETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a few words 
in reference to this question of free seeds, and I do not wish to 
say them merely for home consumption or for buncombe, but 


because I believe the policy of sending out free seeds is a just 
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by the distinguished gentleman from Tennessee, and I desire 
to call further attention to it. There are only about $200,000 
expended in this appropriation, and there are only a few million 
packages of free seed sent out. Now, with these great seed 
nen expending their millions, can it be possible that this smal! 
number of free seed really comes in competition with the seed 
men? Is that the real reason of their opposition to this prop 
sition? Is it that the Government comes in competition wit 
Is not there behind it a sinister reason—that is, t! 
fear that the Government, by the very seed that they exami: 
and purchase from the seed men, will detect the wrongs th 
they are perpetrating on the people, and isn’t that the r 

reason that they are making this strenuous opposition? A 
has been stated by the gentleman who preceded me, let the 
show letters from the men who till the soil, the small farmers 
and the small gardeners of this country, objecting to it. A chai 


| man of the National Grange, who, perhaps, works a hundre| 


| of the seeds, 


men and knows nothing about the practical operation of 
may not want them, and a professor in some agricultural « 
lege, who sits in an easy chair and talks about the theory of 
farming, perhaps will not want them, but you go with me to 
the rural districts, to the one-horse farmer, a man who has 40 
acres and a mule, and see if you find any opposition there to 
this appropriation. Not only that, but it is an encouragement 
to these farmers to improve their own crops. As to the quality 
I have no doubt but that if the free seeds are 
continued the seed men themselves will furnish better 
than they have been in the habit of doing. 

Besides this, the little farmer in the rural district who re- 
ceives from the Government a package of seeds feels that he has 
some interest in the Government and that the Government has 
some interest in him. If you take this from them, and the Post- 


seed 


| Office Department, as it is threatening to do, curtails their little 


da wise one. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. May I suggest to the gentleman that 
! withhold his remarks until we reach the paragraph of 
plant industry, under which the free seeds will be considered? 

Mr. BURNETT. I should be very glad to accommodate the 
gentleman, but I fear I shall never be seen or recognized by | 
the ¢ ir when that paragraph is reached and prefer to go on 
now. [Laughter and applause. ] 


Mr. Chairman, as I have just stated, the remarks which I 
vish to mi: are not for home consumption only, or for bun- 
combr Gentlemen are mistaken when they state that no good 

from the distribution of these seed. The seed 
trying to impose upon us in every way they can, and 
evidently imposed upon the chairman of the Com- 


ix 


sults come 


ey have 


I 
men are 
] 


rural free delivery—cuts them off from that and refuses them 
the benefits of the second-class rates on papers that are issued 
in the interest of the farmer—then, indeed, may they feel that 
this Government has no interest in them. The Post-Office De- 
partment has lately refused this privilege to a paper published in 
Oklahoma in the interest of the farmer and which I hold in my 
hand. It is called “ The Indiahoma Union Signal.” Its motto 
is, “ Unity of purpose, and that purpose to be education, indus- 
try, reason, justice, kindness, love, and universal happiness.” 
Its subject-matter shows that it is trying to impress these eter- 
nal principles on the minds and hearts of its readers and to ele- 
vate and enlighten those who till the soil. 

This is not the only publication of the kind which the Post- 
Office Department is trying in this way to suppress, but all over 


| the South and West, where the farmers’ unions are trying to 


ttee on Agriculture. In the Recorp of last Thursday the 
chairman of that committee obtained unanimous consent to in- 
sert in the Recorp as a part of his remarks a list of the news- | 
papers and national granges protesting against the free dis- 
tribution of seeds. The matter asked to be inserted the Chair- | 
man no doubt in good faith thought to be of the character in- 
dicated by him, and yet we find among the very first articles | 
inserted three letters from one seed house, and quite a number 
from other seed houses, 

The gentleman possibly thought he was inserting extracts 
from newspapers and resolutions of granges only, but he has | 


build up their little publications, this same thing has ocecurré 
Mr. Chairman, when such papers as these are thus oppressed, 
when a paper of that character, literature of that kind, is thus 
discriminated against by the Post-Office Department, when 
ean not have the same facilities for circulation as the great 
metropolitan paper, then the people may well feel that they are 
not being treated right, but are being oppressed by the Gover 
ment, which ought to be their protector. When a little $200,000 
appropriation is being cut off because part of it goes to aid soi 
poor farmers on the mountain side actually engaged in 
cultivation of the soil, while millions are being spent-for batt 


| ships, these people feel that they are not being treated right 
| the Government. 


| objection? 


[Here the hammer fell. ] 

Mr. BURNETT. I ask unanimous consent for five minutes 
more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama asks un: 
mous consent that he may have five minutes more. Is tl 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURNETT. Take the extracts read by the chairman 
the committee, and what are they from? They are from 
city newspapers—papers whose columns are subsidized by 
rich seedsmen. I would like to have some one show me su! 
an extract from the country papers and the papers published 
the rural districts that really express the sentiments of the | 
ple, because they know and they are in touch with these 
who are working and earning their bread by the sweat of t 
brow. I have in my hand an extract from one of those pi 
published in my district, the Fort Payne Journal, which s 
that the Government, if it cuts off the little seed item, is 
posing to treat the farmer unjustly in the interest of the <r 
big appropriations for the Navy and other such extravagan 
Gentlemen talk about its being paternalism, yet the same + 
tlemen will speak on this floor for hours asking for a more 


| famous and vicious paternalism to aid in building up some s 


ts of this free-seed distribution to force | company that can not run with its own means. 


been imposed upon by the very people who are now seeking to 
impose upon this House, and he has inserted a lot of advertise- | 
ments of seed men. One of them I call attention to is a letter 
f Peter Henderson & Co., of March 31, 1906, in which they 
1 ittack upon the Secretary of Agriculture. They quote 
¢ from letter of a Congressman: “So soon as the 
ey tment has driven seed men to furnishing good 
is to say, seeds that will grow—there will be no 
r ion for a continuance of this gratuity.” ‘“ These,” 
1] letter says, “are the sentiments of the honorable 
(Agriculture repeatedly expressed recently; they 
al t the same language that he has used. 
Pris vy, to on n, he took the opposite side.” 
I 1 it le r Ilenderson & Co. say: “ The vegeta- 
l e in ¢ ] rket in the country, the flowers grown 
by floris vhich are raised from seeds, the crops grown by the 
( \ s, the gardens of the critical amateurs, all refute 
c% possible the insinuations of the Secretary 
\ rela to the quality of the seeds sent out by 
1 has inserted het in attack upon the S« 
tu nade by the seed men and given a quasi 
» it | erting it in the Recorp. 
there is more in this statement of the Con- 
1 ! nd the Secretary of Agriculture, perhaps, than ap- 
yy ( e tsid It shows that it is one of the purposes 
‘ ] i a] eft ’ 
the s & to furnish good seed 


A few day 5 , 


l. That has been adverted tol we gave two millions and a half to aid the distressed pe 
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upon the Pacific coast. No man in this House supported that 
more cheerfully than I did, because it was an urgent demand of | 
humanity; yet, when it comes down to the bare question of 
paternalism, I submit that that is much more paternalism than 
it is to aid the man in building up his little farm, knowing that 
the Government and the Secretary of Agriculture and the Chief 
of the Bureau of Plant Industry are behind him and encouraging | 
him in his efforts. 

Mr. Chairman, I had rather take the statements of one coun- 
try paper like the one referred to than every paid editorial the 
chairman of the committee has inserted in the Recorp. They 

ow their people. They hear every heart throb and feel every 

Ise beat of their country neighbors. Many of the poor farmers | 

* their counties pay the very subscription for their papers with 
and tomatoes grown from the little package of Gov- | 
Now, show me the editorials from the papers 

ch reach the homes and the hearts of the poorer farmers 
ouncing this “ graft,” as you term it, and I will believe your 
tness. But so long as you flaunt in our faces the editorials 
the large city dailies I shall dispute their right to speak for 
bread makers of my country. I know how my people feel 
about this matter. 
here is no greater pleasure that I enjoy in my official life | 
1 to meet these people and their families in their little homes 
the valleys and upon the mountain tops, where the latch- | 
ng always hangs on the outside and the front door is al- 
ys wide open, and share with them that hospitality which 
are ever glad to dispense. It is these people, Mr. Chair- 
, to whom the nation goes whenever it is in peril. You will 
o the kid-glove farmer perhaps when you want the high offi- 
; of your Army, but when you want to find the real fighting 
the private, the man behind the guns, the man on whom | 
nation may rely, you call for the man behind the plow. 
tlemen told about this being graft. This is a slander upon 
Member of Congress who sends out the seed, and not only 
it the man who utters it slanders the good name of the 
our land. Stand up, you man who says this is | 
let your slander go into the records of this body, and then 
me to meet the righteous condemnation of the men whom 
have thus traduced. I challenge one of you to state in 
presence that there is a single farmer in your district that 
can be bought with a package of garden seeds, or that there is 
a single Member of Congress who believes he can so buy them. 
: But you tell us the seeds are no better than those sold by the 
; seedsmen. I deny it. Doctor Galloway, the Chief of 
Bureau of Plant Industry, says it is not true. 
In his hearing before the committee he said: 


| 
| 


e beans 


ent 


seeds. 





ers of 


" 
il 


GALLOWAY. I can make a statement now. I do not see how any- 

took the ordinary precautions with the seed we send out could 

getting We send out seed that must necessarily 
‘than the ordinary seed that the seedsmen can secure. 

oTT. Why? 

GALLOWAY. For the reason that we buy our seed in this way: 

irst place, a considerable portion of the seed is grown for us 

what we call our own stock. We know the full history of the 

Ve get, for example, a pound of lettuce seed of a high quality, 

true to name. We can take that pound of lettuce seed and 

E t over to a reliable man in California and get 100 pounds that is 


from results. 


S 


is 





true to stock, and in order to make it true we send a man 
i field where that lettuce seed is grown and have him rove the 
Fi at is, we eliminate all of the lettuce before the seed have 
Be way from the desirable characters. We have for that work a 
Bs: » has had more experience than any other man in the United 
a Mr. W. W. Tracy, sr. His special business is to keep track 
; tock That is the stock we start with. That is done for the 
a portion of our seed, and the other we buy out of stock or in 


market under these conditions: We buy to-day, for example, 














f onion seed. That onion seed, we provide in the contract, 
only be true to name, but must have a certain standard of 
> It is sent here, and more or less of it is tested in our labora- 
1 if it does not come up to the standard it is rejected. 
Ff is found it is not true to name—and we can only determine 
Bs er our field tests are made the following summer—we always 
certain amount of pay to cover that; but then duri th 
mer we make field tests at the Arlington farm and si 
ther places, in cooperation with the experiment stations, of 
: i that enters into the Congress{onal distribution. We test 
: lity in the laboratory, and we test it for trueness to nam 
il 
X . r. Where is your seed grown? 
; WAY. The seed is grown all over the United States. 
4 bo you make contracts in advance—that is, a year in 
a LLOWAY. We must do that. We are now making provision for 
. * next year. We have to do that in order t be perfectly 
E vise we could not secure the seed. We buy all the seed we 
is J nh market—that is, seed that is now avail: ’ We secur 
es ave it delivered next August or September ; but v it i 
ust come up to these standards 
All of them are tested? 
AY. All of them are t ted. 
LeR. Every one when they come in? 
\Y. When they come in. 
Doctor, the common i ression is that dealers, such as 
| others, destroy all the old stock, so that each year they 
t public fresh seed. Is that true? 
‘rALLOWAY. That is one of the fairy stories thet co ont 





Landreth does claim he destroys all the seed left over. 
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Mr. GALLoway. I can not speak for any particular firm, but it is t 
general practice to blend seed. It is not only the general | ti 
end seed, but there are all sorts of apparatus and that h 
for their object the rejuvenation of seed—that is, pol ig devi t 
make the old seed look bright. There are certain devices that \ ) 
the dust off. here are certain cases wl e, if they do not war l 
to grow very well (where we get imported seed), they run t 
hot plates to destroy some of the vitali It is an ol 
to have the seed, especially high-grade seed, low in vitalit { 
object being to keep up the pri 
Mr. Fieip. Are the seed that are not distributed « J 
| Government used the next year for distribution? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. No, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. How about that, Doctor? HH i 
| dried corn? You say in regard to other seed it d d 


Doctor Galloway is a man of such high integrity that 1 
would have the temerity to question his staten 
} reason of his intelligence and experience his statements ( 
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Mr. 
point. 


GALLOWAY. It is the pushing of the dryir i \ 1 n 
If you dry out corn beyond a certair 





tain percentage you will destroy the vitality t i t 
some of the excessive moisture you really impr t] 
germinate quicker 
Mr. CANDLER. You said, a few minutes eel tl 1 
if there was any left over, were not sent out the fol 
Mr. GALLOWAY. There has never been any s I i 
ing as any seed being left over 
Mr. CANpDLeR. Then there is nothing sent it ut fre l 1 





those have been thoroughly tested and found to be tr to t 
Mr. GALLOWAY. Yes; and good in vitality 
Mr. CANDLER. So that they cught to be the very best seed that ar 
sent out. 
Mr. GALLOWAY. Under the old practices, before the De; 
its own seed, it was the custom to run in poor seed 
avoid it. For instance, we made a contract with one man to 
the seed and do all the work connected with th | 


specified in the contract that he should furnish certa 


he got along in the busy season, such as it is now—put 
or four hundred thousand packages a day—he \ ld cor in \ 
statement: ‘We can’t furnish the red Valentine aT WW 
been able to secure it anywhere Would not sor thet 
just as well?” He would say, “I can’t get 
variety,” and we would have to take it or let the bean di 

Mr. CANDLER. What course do you pursue in der to ] 

Mr. GALLOWAY. By taking things forehanded we nn 
all along the line. We have right now enough seed f I s 
distribution. 

Mr. CANDLER. When the seed come in 


and you test ther ind find 
they do not come up to the standard and are not true to t t 
course do you pursue in reference to those seed? 


Mr. GALLOWAY. The man who agreed to furnish that seed must t 
them away. That is, we test in part on the sample and then y t 
when they come in. 

Mr. CANDLER. You do not use them at all? 


Mr. GALLOWAY. No. 


is a disinterested 


He ! 
of his duty and the good of tl 
It would lighten his labors, and at 
“l 
at 


worthy of absolute credence. 
looking alone to the discharge 
farmer. 

reduce 


the same time not 


his salary, to rid him of the distribution. 4 


See 





being true, I would take his statement rather than that of a 
hundred seedsmen. Besides, from the reports that I have 
myself had from the farmers of my district, I know that what 
he says is true. I remember one particular instance where a 
Populist friend of mine told me his experience w ith some seed 
which I sent him. It was Rev. Mr. Blair, of near Center, Ala 
He told me that when he got the seed his wife that 
he guessed these were some old Democrat | Br 
had sent him, and were no good, but that he would give the 
trial anyhow. 

So he planted them right by the side of a lot of boug! 
and bestowed the same care on both, and wh ) 
struck them he said the bought seed withered and died, 
BURNETT seed went right on growing and bearing be 

A friend of mine on Sand Mountain told me last ye 
made about 400 pounds of seed cotton of the fine S e f 
the package of seed I sent him 

I might add many other letters and si ts of the 
kind had I time. But, Mr. Chair n, my time is { 
you will indulge me a few minutes longer I will say a word 
two in a general way about this agricultural bill 

It only carries about seven and a h 1] 
all the purposes of the Agricuitural D rim | 
has just been reported by the Committee om Naval A 
proposes to spend $10,000 000 on « » ittle ship S 
for other matters connected with the Nav 

Think of it, gentlemen! More 1 y § t 
ship than is spent in looking after t 
the entire Government. V 

nt which grudges to tl wl 
pittance for improved seed, a 
lions wrung from the t i 
afraid of us. Gentleme s ‘ 
you hear the mutterings of 
unless present method re ¢ nge t] e! ; Ww 
minate in the thunders 

Mr. Chairman, I am not 1 lin my vi 3 
of those who rejoice I t] ( of hei j | ( 
i ment.” There is no element of so » And 
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1 the disposition which has cropped out in the considera- | there is some Government land available, the policy will be to 
is bil apparent from the action of the | 


and which 


in its e 


is 
ment ffort to cut off rural free delivery 
the country, to keep his literature out of 
l many other such covert attacks upon him, be- 
ut, it is time for eve ry man in public life to rise 
fense. 


the far 


Ol 


mers are prospering as never before. In 
But, Mr. Chairman, it is because they 

and in their cotton ciation and 

led together in a financial policy that 

y. . i elaborate on this phase of the 
length, desist with the exclamation, 
attempted, not corruptly, I 
attempted to strike at the 
rs in the interest of millionaire seeds- 


asSSO 
is 
ight 
but must 
who have here 
‘thelk 3s have 
arme 
{ THE SENATE. 

Mr. 

pro tempore, a mess 

ts reading clerk, ant 


amendment bills 


OLMSTED having 
from the 
od that the 
following 


rose: and 


oF, 
age 


rule 
of the 
making additional appropriations for the 
of earthquake and attending conflagra- 
and 
king appropriation for the current and 
the Indian Department, for fulfilling 
vario Indian tribes, and for other 
year ending June 30, 1907. 
ounced that the Senate had passed bills 
in which ynucurrence of the H« 
vas requ 
authorize the construction of a bridge 
d to establish it as a post-road; 
a site and buildings for the Depart- 
d tice, and Commerce and Labor; and 
act authorizing the procuring of additional land 
gement of tl for the public building at Kala- 


the « use 


across 


provide 


ie site 


sage also announced that the Senate had passed with 
; the following bill; in which the concurrence of the 
presentatives was requested : 
An act concerning foreign-built dredges. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPR 


[ATION BILL. 


e resumed its session. 


sad as follows: 
reau -rofessors of meteorol< 
, section directo 
rators, repair men, station 

and other necessary e mployees, 
st Indies or on adjacent coasts, 
a, who, without additional ex 
‘r, in the discretion of the Secre- 
expense to ome Government, be 
ice t fifteen da in any one year, 

exceptional and meritorious cases where such 
led in — di iscretion of the Secretary of A 


not t en days additional in any one year, $541,550. 
WADSWORTH. Mr. tneaanbe: I wish to correct ¢ 
‘aphical error in lines 11 and 12, on page 7. There { 
lines of the words already appearing in lines 
additional expense to the Government,” and 
words in lines 11 and 12. 

Without objection, the Clerk 


inspectors, 
rs, research ol 


ZY, 


eXLEr 


exceed tift 


is 
in those 
without 
; ; ay 


will 


ection. 
L1lows: 


purchase of sites and the erec- 
use as Weather Bureau observa- 
r, materials, and expenses, plans and 
ipproved by the Secretary of Agric 
upervision of the Chief of the wi 
» of instrume nts, furniture, 
ers roperly equip the 


rs Sti ati 
fo th ese several buildings rer 


ng Lins 
appropriated, 
ended for the repair, improvement, 

grounds owned by the Govern 
Bureau outside of the District of 


for which it is 50 


CK. Mr. Chairman, 
the intention to have these Weather 
f the 200 stations in the United States evenually? 

I WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I can not say as to that. 
The intention is to gradually improve and better what you might 
the “plant.” W he re we are paying high rent and there is 
an opportunity to acquire a piece of ground at a fair price, or if | 


eall 
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erect thereon a building and save rent. 
Mr. MURDOCK. What is the average cost of one of these 
buildings? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. 
Mr. MURDOCK. 


About $12,000. 
And who determines where these buildings 


| shall go? 


1 oe 


Mr. WADSWORTH. The Secretary of Agriculture, 
pose, with the advice of the Chief of the Weather Bureau. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I want to ask one other question on this 
paragraph. Professor Moore makes a remarkable statement in 
the hearings, to wit, that employment in the Weather Bureau 
superinduces insanity. Did the committee take that seriously? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I am frank to say that I do not reca!! 
that remark. If he did make such a statement, I do not re- 
member it. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the chairman of th 
mmittee if that is not necessary as a preliminary in man; 
cases? |Laughter.] 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, if the chairman will permit, | 
vould like to reply in addition to what he has already said to 
my colleague as to the intention of the Bureau in the matter of 
building additional Weather Bureau buildings. The reply is 
this: That in the large cities it is impracticable for the Govern- 
nent to erect a building because it can not secure sufficient fre 
space about it. In a great many of the cities the Government 
of course, has buildings already, and wherever possible tl: 
Weather Bureau station is in connection with those buildings. 
In other cities it is located on other high buildings where the 
surroundings are favorable for taking the observations, but as 
a general proposition it is true that it is the policy of the 
Bureau to build and own its own stations wherever that is 
practical. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Now, 
ommittee any information 
stations are to go this year? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. These are not five additional stations: 
these are five new buildings. In the previous paragraph we pro- 
vide for four new stations. These are five new buildings at 
established stations. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The committee has no such information. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; we allow the Chief of the Bureau 
to decide that from a scientific view, where needed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 


I sup- 


just one more question. Has the 
as to where these five additional 


| ment will be withdrawn. 


an | 


There was no objection. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


PENALTY FOR COUNTERFEITING FORECASTS. 


Any person who shall knowingly issue or publish any counterfei 
weather forecasts or warnings of weather conditions, falsely representing 
such forecasts or warnings to have been issued by the W eather Bureau or 
other branch of the Government service, or shall molest or inté 
with any weather or storm flag or weather map or bulletin displa: 
or issued by the United States Weather Bureau, shall be deemed guilty 
of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof, for each offense, be fined 
in a sum not exceeding $500 or be imprisoned not to exceed ninety da 
or be both fined and imprisoned, in the discretion of the court. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out 
the paragraph just read. I see no objection to the paragraph 
except that it is already permanent law. It was enacted into 
law, I think, on an agricultural appropriation bill several years 
ago, and it has been continued and carried in the annual appro- 
priation bill from time to time, and it does not add anything to 
the force or the efficiency of the penal provision to keep re- 


pantea'l peating it in every agricultural appropriation bill. 
ant i 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman a 


| question? 


| side of an appropriation bill, 


| in its character. 


| sion in a general appropriation bill that is general in its char- 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Is this provision carried in any statute outside 
of an appropriation bill? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It was not made by any statute out- 
but the rule is that appropriat 
bills may contain permanent laws, continuing laws, the same 
as any other bills or acts. They may be subject to a point of 
order when first proposed, but now if a point of order were 
made against this paragraph it would be overruled doubtless by 
the Chair because it is already legislation, notwithstanding it 
may have been originally enacted in a general appropriation 


| bill. 
I move to strike out the last | 
Bureau build- | 


Mr. SCOTT. Would it be legislation next year if it was 
omitted from the appropriation bill this year? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, most certainly, because it is gen eral 
There is nothing better settled under the rules 


and the decisions of the Chair than that a ~ vi- 


y 


of the House 


acter and continuing or permanent in its nature is as much law 
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and as much permanent law as if enacted independently. I 

ade the motion not that I am especially interested in the 
matter, but to call the attention of the gentlemen who are on 
this important committee to the fact that it does not add any- 
thing to the law and requires the Government to pay a few 
dollars every year for the printing of this unnecessary and 
superfluous paragraph. We had about as well include all the 
nenal statutes in a general appropriation bill, so as to remind 
Congress and the country once a year at least that there are 
penalties for violating the law. That is the only good I can see 

c t can possibly serve. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to ask the gentleman if this is 
dentically the same language? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Identically the same. I have before 

. the agricultural appropriation bill of last year, and it has 

en carried in this identical language in the appropriation bill 

: five or six years. 

Mr. MANN. And it ought to be stricken out? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It ought to be stricken out of this bill, 
because it is already the law. 

Mr. MANN. It is the law? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me ask the gentleman from Indiana, 
suppose you apply that rule to page 6, for instance, fuel, lights, 
ind repairs, Weather Bureau 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It would not, because—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Then all you would have to say would 
be, fuel, lights, and repairs, Weather Bureau, $6,000, without 

coing into details? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is an appropriation for the next 
fiscal year, and in its very nature it is temporary. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. ‘The items have been named in past 
years. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. That is all true. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Why repeat them? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They are provisions for a year at a 
time, but in relation to this provision there is nothing in its 
nature or in its terms to show that it is to be simply for the 
fiscal year. It is permanent in its character. If the gentleman 
insists that it be in and will subserve any useful purpose, I 
have no objection, but I regard it as superfluous. 





i Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not see any harm it can do. 

Mr. MANN. There is harm; decided harm. 

fe Mr. WADSWORTH. What is it? 

x Mr. MANN. If you attempt to prosecute under this act and 


it should be in fact only a year, the law will expire before the 
prosecution could be had, and you would be without any law, 
nd when you put it in year after year it is an assumption on 
your part that it is only good for one year. You can not effect 
and carry through a prosecution under this provision within a 
year, if the defendant has a good attorney, for before you get 
in convicted the law would expire, if your contention is cor- 
If our contention is correct, it is a general statute; it is 
art of the permanent law of the land, and there is no sense 
n repeating the permanent law every year in an appropriation 
ll. Your putting it in only gives the construction to it on 
ur part that it is not the permanent law. I dare say you could 
it effect a prosecution and obtain a conviction unless the court 
eo should decide it is the permanent law. 
ie Mr. WADSWORTH. I can only say in answer to the gentle- 
i that a great deal of this bill could go out under that theory. 
Mr. MANN. Well, that is true. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. But the committee does not agree with 
he gentleman, 
Mr. MANN. I grant to the gentleman the bill might in many 
ts be well considered and perfected in that regard, but 
is the more glaring provision of the bill, because there is 
one cent of appropriation in connection with it. Now, in 
t cases you carry an appropriation—— 
(he CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Indiana 
{ xpired. 
Ir. MANN. 
There are a good many provisions in this bill that 
well be put in permanent statute and left out of the bill, 
isually they are carried with an appropriation; but I think 
gentleman ought to consider the fact that keeping this in 
- DUl only weakens the law and does not strengthen it. 
'. WADSWORTH. The committee is not strenuous on the 
t whether it remains or not. 
BOWIE. I want to ask the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
‘| a question, Mr. Chairman. I want to ask him now, 
iS 1S a permanent law, and would be the law if it were 


oe it could possibly be weakened? How could 
weaken a law? 





J 
I 
] 
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Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last two | 


construction to 


Mr. MANN. By putting it 
that it is not a permanent law. 


in we give the 


Mr. BOWIE. I understand. You can not construe It 
must be construed by the court. If we assume that the courts 
will construe that it is a permanent law, how can it be weakened 


by being repeated? 
Mr. MANN. If the courts shall construe it to be a permanent 
law, then it can not be weakened by being continued. 
Mr. BOWIE. That is my point. 
Mr. MANN. That is true. What is the 


object of our 1 


a construction of the law which does weaken it? That is my 
point. It amounts to nothing unless it is a permanent law, and 
there is no way to obtain a conviction under it unless it is a 


permanent law. There is no such thing as a 
of this kind. 

Mr. BOWIE. The gentleman will recognize this proposition, 
that Congress can not construe its own law: it must be 
strued by the court, and that is a judicial point. 

Mr. MANN. While that construction is not binding upon the 
court, the immediate construction of a law often does guide the 
court in its construction. 

Mr. BOWIE. It has been in this bill several times. Accord- 
ing to the gentleman's contention, it has been in here five or 
six times, and, if there is any danger about it, the harm has 
already been done. 

Mr. MANN. I called the attention of the committee to this 
subject before, with the understanding that the provision would 
be left out of future bills. 

Mr. NORRIS. Does the gentleman understand that this 
permanent law? 

Mr. BOWIE. 


temporary 


con- 


is 


I am inclined to think that that is correct. 

Mr. NORRIS. That it is a permanent law? 

Mr. BOWIE. But I can not see that you could better the 
thing by omitting it. We have already printed it. 

Mr. NORRIS. I will admit that, for argument’s sake; but if 
you concede it is a permanent law, which I think you must, then 
what is the use of reenacting it in an appropriation bill? What 
good does it do? 

Mr. BOWIE. None whatever, unless upon this theory: If I 
am mistaken and you are mistaken, and if it is not permanent 
law, then you save it by reenacting it. On the other hand, 
if you and I are correct, and it is a permanent law, we do not 
do any harm by leaving it in. 


Mr. NORRIS. As it stands there it would be a permanent 
law. It shows on its face to be one. There does not seem to 


be any more reason for reenacting this criminal statute here 
every year than there would be any other criminal statute. 

Mr. BOWIE. I can not see any possible good in striking it 
out, and it would be a proper thing to have it in in the event 
we are mistaken. 

Mr. NORRIS. I would strike it out on the theory that all 
other criminal statutes ought to be left out where they are 
already law. It does not help them any to reenact the entire 
criminal 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a yote on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CruMPACKER]. 
The committee is not particular as to whether this goes out or 
not. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 





Salaries, Bureau of Animal Industry: One Chief of Bureau, $4,500; 
one chief clerk, $2,000; two clerks of class 4, $3,600; one 
$2,000: five clerks of class 3, $8,000; thirteen clerks of 

$18,200; thirteen clerks of class 1, $15,600; eight clerks, at $1,000 each, 
$8,000; two clerks, at $900 each, $1,800; two clerks, at $840 each, 
$1,680; three clerks, at $720 each, $2,160; two clerks, at $600 
$1,200; one mechanic, $1,200; one messenger and custodian, 

one carpenter, $1,100; one messenger, $840; four messengers, at $72 
each, $2,880; one skilled laborer, $840; two skilled laborers, at S$72' 
each, $1,440; two skilled laborers, at $600 each, $1,200; one skilled 
laborer, $660; two skilled laborers, at $480 each, $960; one fireman, 


$720; one illustrator, $1,400; in all, $82,980. 


| Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word, and I desire to ask unanimous consent that I may pro- 
| ceed for ten minutes. It may not take me over seven or eight. 


editor, 
class 


‘ach, 
$1,000; 

iy 
) 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wyoming asks that 
he may proceed for ten minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a few re- 
marks at this particular point, although, as a matter of fact, 
what I shall have to say refers somewhat to an appropriation 
which we will reach later in the bill. But as they refer also to 


| 


the question of animal industry, I desire to present them at this 

| point. 

The question is, Shall we continue to endear ourselves to the 
hearts of our constituents by distributing among them a 


few 
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thousand packages annually of seeds of unknown vintage and 
uncertain heredity, of the fragrant onion, the luscious ruta- 
baga, and the humble but glorious “the kind that mother used 
to make” pie-promoting pumpkin; or shall we, with Spartan 
self-denial, forego this ancient and potent promoter of our 
claims to statesmanship? 

For me, I confess to conflicting emotions in this matter, al- 
though, as the Representative of a pastoral and agricultural 
people, I suffer none of the qualms of conscience relative to the 
this garden-seed statesmanship that seems to have 
touched the tender consciences of gentlemen from the city dis- 
tricts whose constituents do not hanker for garden seeds. 

No; I am not troubled in the matter on the ground of econ- 
omy. I would rather prefer to save a few dollars to the National 
Treasury, if need be, by reducing by a pound or two the pro- 
posed tonnage of that $10,000,000 battle ship that the Committee 
on Naval Affairs would have us build. It is, at any rate, alto- 
gether too big a boat to float in any creek up our way. 

No, Mr. Chairman, I am not in favor of economizing in the 
few crumbs of recognition accorded to the real bone and sinew 
of the country, the farmer and the ranchman; but having been 
rudely jarred in my complacency over my flower-seed distribu- 
tion by having had a lady constituent of mine, to whom I had 
sent several packages of seed bearing their botanical names, 
which were Greek to me, and labeled “rare and valuable” by 
the Agricultural Department, point out to me a glorious and 
vigorous array of seven kinds of sunflowers as the result of my 
seed distribution, and having had some little difficulty in select- 
ing a proper location in the bracing and glorious but by no 
means tropical climate of my State for the date palm and 
cotton seed which are furnished for distribution by a munificent 
Government, it has occurred to me that possibly the present 
expenditure for the seed of assorted “ garden sass” might be 
more advantageously utilized if used for the purchase and dis- 
semination of things that the enterprising agriculturist really 
desired, and which would diversify and improve his products, 
rather than for the tame and altogether commonplace assort- 
ment of squash, turnips, and mignonette with which we have 
been regaling them out of this appropriation. 

My views in this matter have been much strengthened in the 
past few days by the receipt of a unique and altogether meri- 
torious request from one of my constituents for a contribution 
from the Agricultural Department, which it would afford me 
great pleasure to furnish could I do so, and the distribution 
of which I feel confident would contribute even more to the 
present nation-wide popularity of the Agricultural Department 
than did the introduction of the “ critter” that stores nitrogen 
in the roots of alfalfa, or the “ varmint” that is said to play 
Jack the Giant Killer to the cotton boll weevil. 

This request, which I have the honor to present to the House 
in the hope that its presentation may lead to the widening of 
the scope of this appropriation, so that such meritorious re- 
quests may hereafter be granted, possesses the added virtue of 
being couched in verse. It is sent to me by one Joe Magill, 
poet lariat of the far-famed hot springs town of Thermopolis 
in my State, who, with the modesty characteristic of genius, 
subscri himself “A reformed Irish-American cow puncher 
and a mighty poor poet.” 

I present this petition with some reluctance to the House by 
reason of the fact that it contains a somewhat flattering allu- 
sion to myself, but far be it from me to deny my people the 
sacred constitutional right of petition, even though my humble 
self be involved therein. 

The petition is as follows: 


cost of 


bes 


A POETIC 


Frank W., my boy, you're our pride and our joy; 
May they send you to Congress again. 

If you'll do me a favor, by my soul T'll endeavor 
To aid you with voice and with pen. 


PETITION FOR TWO GOATS, 


I haven't a cow and I’m sure you'll allow 

stuff without cream; 

But what can you do when you haven't a sou 
And riches are merely a dream? 


That coffee’s poor 


The goat, ‘spi ‘apers, I learn from the papers, 
Ot a Jegant sot 
The fiuid is . ‘tis drink, aye, and food, 
And more healthful-than Grape Nuts or Force, 


irce : 


silly’s a butter, but the Nanny gives butter 
at will make the bacteria sick ; 
lli, are knocked dead or silly 


r Ag. has imported. 
oat, but just think of a coat 
if the Persian assorted. 
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But Persian or Swiss—sure none comes amiss 
When the dairy’s as dry as a crater. 

As the old Latins say,,so in this case I may, 
* Discrimine nullo agetur.” ¢ 


Now, please get me two; a Nanny will do 
To give milk for a short season only; 

As a milker she’s fine, but I fear she’d decline 
To carry on business when lonely. 


Just further my plan, and I know, Frank, you can$ 
So get me a Billy and Nanny, 

And I'll chant forth your praise tg the end of my days 
From Thermopolis clear up to Frannie. 


If you'll aid this my scheme—and I know ‘tis no dream— 
You can make it a brilliant success. 

I swear, if you do, I'll pray daily that you 
May be President, devil a less. 


POSTSCRIPT. 


Should you fear for a slip, or red tape need to rip— 
For red tape, sad to say’s not a myth— 

I'll name an old friend who his aid sure will lend: 
The Honorable WALTER I. SMITH. 


JOE MAGILL, Thermopolis, Wyo. 


I notice, Mr. Chairman, that this is the first petition from thie 
real people, the agriculturists, so far received, and I hope that 
we may be able to so widen the scope of this appropriation some 
time in the future that such reasonable requests may be granted. 
[ Applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the formal 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn, and the Clerk wil! 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


General expenses, Bureau of Animal Industry: For carrying out the 
provisions of the act approved May 29, 1884, establishing the Bureau 
of Animal Industry, and the act approved August 30, 1890, providing 
for an inspection of meats and animals, and the provisions of the act 
approved March 3, 1891, providing for the inspection of live cattle, 
hogs, and the carcasses and products thereof which are the subjects of 
interstate and foreign commerce, and for other purposes, and to pre- 
scribe rules and regulations for the safe transport and humane treat- 
ment of export cattle from the United States to foreign countries, and 
the amendatory act approved March 2, 1895, providing for the inspec- 
tion of live cattle, hogs, and the carcasses eae products thereof which 
are the subjects of interstate and foreign commerce, and for other pur- 
poses, and also the provisions of the act approved February 2, 1903, to 
enable the Secretary of Agriculture to more effectually suppress and 
prevent the spread of contagiows and infectious diseases of live stock, 
and for other purposes; and also the provisions of the act approve 
March 3, 1905, to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to establish and 
maintain quarantine districts, to permit and regulate the movement of 
cattle and other live stock therefrom, and for other purposes: Provided, 
That live horses be entitled to the same inspection as other animals 
herein named: Provided further, That the Secretary of Agriculture 
may, in his discretion, waive the requirement of a certificate with beef 
and other products which are exported to countries that do not require 
such inspection, $1,575,000; and the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby 
authorized to use any part of this sum he may deem necessary or ex- 
pedient, in such manner as he may think best, in the collection of in- 
formation and dissemination of knowledge concerning live stock, dairy, 
and other animal products, and to prevent the spread of pleuro-pneu- 
monia, blackleg, tuberculosis, sheep scab, glanders or farcy, hog cholera, 
and other diseases of animals, and for this purpose to employ as many 
persons in the city of Washington or elsewhere as he may deem neces- 
sary, and to expend any part of this sum in the purchase and destruc 
tion of diseased or exposed animals and the quarantine of the same 
whenever in his judgment it is essential to prevent the spread of 
pleuro-pneumonia, tuberculosis, or other diseases of animals from one 
State to another; for improving and maintaining the Bureau Experi- 
ment Station, at Bethesda, Md.; to establish, improve, and maintain 
quarantine stations, and to provide bg =e shelter and equipment for 
the care of neat cattle, domestic and other animals imported at such 
ports as may be deemed necessary; for printing and publishing such 
reports relating to animal industry as he may direct; and the Secretary 
of Agriculture may use so much of this sum as he deems necess:! nt 
promoting the extension and development of foreign markets for dairy 
and other farm products of the United States, and for suitable trans 
portation of the same; and such products may be bought in open 
market and disposed of at the discretion of the Secretary of Agricultu 
and he is authorized to apply the moneys received from the sa of 
such products toward the continuation and repetition of such experi- 
mental exports; and the Secretary is hereby authorized to rent su e 
buildings in the District of Columbia, at an annual rental of not ex 
ceeding $2,500, to be used for office, laboratory, and storage purpost 
for said Bureau of Animal Industry; and the employees of the I 
of Animal Industry outside of the city of Washington may he 
in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, without add 
expense to the Government, be granted leaves of absence not 
ceed fifteen days in any one year, which leave may, in exception: 
meritorious cases where such an employee is ill, be extended, in t 
cretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, not to exceed fifteen da 
ditional in any one year: Provided, That the Secretary of Agri: 
may construe the provisions of the act of March 3, 1891, as al 
March 2, 1895, for the inspection of live cattle and products | 
to include dairy products intended for exportation to any foreis! 
try, and may apply, under rules and regulations to be presci 
him, the provisions of said act for inspection and certification 
priate for ascertaining the purity and quality of such produ 
may cause the same to be so marked, stamped, or labeled as to 
their identity and make known in the markets of foreign count 
which they may be sent from the United States their purity, 
and grade; and all the provisions of said act relating to live cat 


«“Tros Tyrius ve mihi nullo discrimine agetur” is an old Lat 
ing corresponding with our modern slang phrase, “All coons look ‘ 
to me.” 








906. 











products thereof for export shall apply to dairy products so inspected 

nd certified: Provided, That not more than $100,000 of the sum 
herein appropriated shall be used for the microscopic inspection and 
ertification of pork for export: Provided further, That the Secretary 
of Agriculture be authorized to expend of the amount hereby appro- 
nriated, through the dairy division of the Bureau of Animal Industry 
f the Department of Agriculture, a sum not to exceed $20,000 in further 

veloping the dairy industry of the Southern States by conducting ex- 





periments, holding institutes, and giving object lessons in cooperation 
vith individual dairymen and State experiment stations: Provided, 


That the Secretary of Agriculture is authorized to expend $5,000 


the amount hereby appropriated, to especially investigate hem- 
igic septicemia, infectious cerebro-spinal meningitis, and ‘malignant 
tarrh, prevalent in the State of Minnesota and adjoining States, to 
work out, if possible, in cooperation with the Minnesota Experiment 
tion, the problem of prevention by developing antitoxin or _ pre- 
itive vaecines and to secure and diffuse information along these lines. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to make a 


noint of order against the part of the paragraph beginning with 
and including the word “and,” in line 7, page 13, and down 
to and ineluding the word “ exports,” in line 16, page 13. 

The point of order is based upon the idea that the provision 
changes existing law. This paragraph has been carried in a 
number of agricultural appropriation bills, but from its nature 
it is temporary—not permanent, not continuing. It applies to 
the immediate appropriation. The paragraph appropriates up- 
ward of a million and a half dollars to be used during the 
next fiscal year for the purposes enumerated, so that it 
necessarily and essentially a provision limiting and confining 
the appropriation, or authorizing the appropriation for this 
specific purpose. It applies of necessity to the appropriation 
contained in the paragraph. 

Now, I concede that where there is legislation of a per- 
anent and continuing character contained in an appropriation 
hill it is just as much law, when enacted and approved. as if 
it were contained in an independent bill, and subsequently it 
may become the basis for appropriations in general appropria- 
tion bills under the rules of the House. On the other hand, it 
is settled by a large number of precedents in this House that a 
provision of this kind, carried from year to year in an appro- 
priation bill, is only for the fiscal year. It only makes law 
or that one year, and does not furnish the basis, under the rules 


is 


ss T 


i 

of the House, to authorize an appropriation on the same subject 
: for the next year. 
4 Now, this provision does not relate to agriculture within the 
b sense of the law. There is no statute anywhere authorizing 


Secretary of Agriculture to take the public funds and go into 
: he open market and buy farm products, dairy products, and 
F. fruit products to shig abroad, and to use the receipts of those 
les abroad to repeat the. purchase. This paragraph carries 
it $1,500,000, and an absolute discretion is vested in the 
tary of Agriculture to use this entire sum if he sees fit, to 
the markets and buy oats, wheat, corn, hay, butter, 
or anything of that kind that he sees fit to buy, for 
the purpose of export and sale in foreign markets, and it au- 
t es him to repeat that operation without limit. I repeat 
that there is no legislation authorizing any such power. I have 
before me the original statute creating 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to ask the gentle- 
man from New York [Mr. WapswortH] whether he knows of 
ul iw aside from that contained in previous appropriation 
| authorizing this expenditure? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. No; I do not. I am inclined to think 
vision is subject to a point of order. It has been car- 
BS I i the bill one or two years. 
Bs »>CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. 
M WADSWORTH. 
t of order. 
MANN, 





ito 











This is a matter of considerable importance, 


does not seem to me that the point of order is well taken, | 
it and the | 


fh the gentleman from 
( ems ready to rule. The provision of law itself in the 

ition bill, so far as the object is concerned, does not 

mply to the current appropriation. The Secretary of 

ture may use so much of this sum—that is, the current 

aution—as he deems necessary, “and such 

bought in open market and disposed of at the discre- 

‘ the Secretary of Agriculture, and he is authorized to 
he moneys received from the sales of such products 

the continuation and repetition of such experimental 

That is not something confined to the appropriation 

is general legislation, giving to the Secretary of 
apithority to buy in the open market this class of 
and sell them and to reimburse him out of the pro- 

the sale. Now, if that be the policy of the Govern- 

s defined in this law and in permanent form, then it 
proper to make appropriation for it. It is not limited. 
a permanent policy provided in this act authorizing 

retary of Agriculture to purchase in the open market 


Indiana has invoked 


Chat 
ture 





is 






Is 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





6143 


and to sell. Now, to say that only applies for the year would 
prevent him from carrying out a transaction expressly author- 
ized by the statute as a matter of permanent policy. As to 
whether he is able to do this without the appropriation of 
money is another question. The appropriation is confined to 
the current year. The appropriation of a part of this sum is con- 
fined to the current year, and it authorizes the purchase in the 
open market, but to make the sale it is not confined to the current 
year. It is a part of the law and need not be repeated in this 
appropriation act and properly ought not to be repeated in it. 





Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman is correct, if this 
paragraph goes out on a point of order the Secretary would 


have the power to use the money for the purpose specified. 
Mr. MANN. Why, certainly he would not. Giving the Sec- 
retary of Agriculture authority to do a certain thing and pro- 


viding the sum of money with which he may do it are two es- 
sentially different propositions. The Secretary of Agriculture 
ean only expend money in accordance with the appropriation 


made, and when we make an appropriation and define the pur- 
pose for which the appropriation is made the Secretary can not 
expend the money for something else, although the law author- 
izes him to do something else. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman will permit me, these 
provisions are only permissive; but that does not preclude the 
expenditure of this money for any other legal purpose. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. We may 
ize the Secretary of Agriculture to do something to-day, 
we make the appropriation, give him the authority to do some- 
thing else to-morrow. He can not divert the fund for which 
we make the appropriation and spend it for something else that 
he may be authorized to do. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the 
to ask him a question? 

Mr. MANN. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understand the gentleman’s argument to be 
that assuming this same provision to be in the appropriation 
bill passed for the previous year, it authorizes this appropria- 
tion. Am I correct? 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman 
reached that conclusion. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The difficulty with me is that this act says 
that the Secretary may use so much of this money as he deems 
necessary. If that was the provision in the former bill, was 
not the operation of the former bill limited to the expenditure 
of the sum provided in that bill and would that serve as a basis 
of authority for further appropriations for the same purpose? 

Mr. MANN. It clearly would not. There is no possible ques- 
tion about that. So far as the appropriation was concerned, it 
would not be an object in process, but entirely separate from the 
appropriation. This current law authorizes the Secretary of 
Agriculture to do certain things. That is not limiting the appro- 


author- 
and, if 


gentleman from Illinois permit me 


reaches that conclusion; I 





I am inclined to think it is subject to ! 


products | 


priation at all; that is the current law. 


Mr. OLMSTED. It seems to me that that is to be construed 
| in connection with the preceding clause. He may use so much 


of this sum as he deems necessary for promoting the develo 
ment of foreign markets, and in so developing them he may pur- 
chase products out of this sum. 





Mr. MANN. That is the question involved, it seems to me I 

| Say to the gentleman from Pennsylvania that I appreciate tli 

| point, but it seems to me that this is authority to the Secretar 
of Agriculture to buy in the market and sell if he chooses to. 

| If we make no appropriation for it, then he can not expend any 

| more money than he receives from the sale, but the authority 
is given there, as I take it, by the law to do that. The question 
of making the appropriation is another proposition entirely 

Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to eall the 

| Chair’s attention to section 526 of the act where the Agricul 

| tural Department was created. It is section 526 of the Revised 
| Statutes, and reads as follows: 

Sec. 526. The Commissioner of Agriculture shall 

| serve all information concerning agriculture which |] 

| means of books and correspondence d by 
periments, accurate records of which exper 

| office, by the collection of statistics and by any oth 

|} within his power. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the last clause I read 
covers the point at issue. As I understand this clause in the 
bill it authorizes the Secretary of Agriculture, for instance 1 
the line of our corn exports to go into the market and s 
corn, if he so desires, or oats or fruit or any other product of tl 
farm and export that and take the revenues eaeknn “ld therefr 
and keep repeating that experiment. It is for the purpose of 
gathering information relating to the Agricultural Depart 

| and the agriculture in this country, and it seems to me that t] 
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f the 
! for cing 
CHAIRMAN. 


LINES of Tennessee, 


mit this experiment. 

The Chair is ready to rule. 
Mr. Chairman, referring to the re- 
man from Nebraska |Mr. PoLtiarp] it seems 
the portion of the statute which he read does not show 
hich applies to the language in question, as I under- 
This is f 
nt of foreign markets for dairy and farm products. 
* the purpose of developing the farm, not for the pur- 


if the gentk 


f taking care 
e of developing foreign markets for the products of farms. 
CHAIRMAN. In the judgment of the Chair the propo- 
contained in this paragraph is not a continuation of a 
ic work within the language and intent of the rule of the 


statute covers that ground and gives him the war- 


| 


| tion of meat. 


or the purpose, the promotion, extension, and | 


of our own farming institutions, but for the | 


| the amendment. 


and there being no law authorizing the provision, that | 
ied in previous annual appropriation bills being merely | 
rary, the Chair holds that this paragraph does involve a | 
ge in existing law, and is therefore subject to the point of | 


order, and the Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reserve the point 
of order to the provision on pages 14 and 15, beginning with 
line 22 on page 14 and ending with line 18 on page 15, and 
pen ling the « 
mous consent to offer an amendment which I think will remedy 
the 
if the 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa presents an 
amendment and asks unanimous consent that it may be con- 
sidered before he raises his point of order. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Well, Mr. Chairman, I would like to know what 

mendment is before we give consent. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, let us have the amend- 

t read. 

Mr. MANN. 
stated. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I will state that the provision 
just referred to is new legislation, and is clearly subject to a 
point of order, and in this appropriation for meat inspection two 

one $20,000 and one $5,000—have been deducted from 
the amount appropriated for the inspection of meat. The 
amount is already cut down $104,000. I can not believe that 
it was intended that the $25,000 should be also included, reduc- 
ing the amount $129,000. I am now offering an amendment to 
ise the amount $129,000, which will give the amount esti- 
mated for and asked by the Secretary of Agriculture. All the 
iterest I have in the matter is that I think we should have 
ate funds to provide for this inspection. 
MANN. Mr. Chairman, it seems impossible for me to 


order amendment be agreed to. I offer the following 


I think we cught to have the point of order 


items 


Mr. 
certain what the point of order covers. 


5 


ir. HAUGEN. The proviso on pages 14 and 15 is new leg- 
ion, and clearly subject to the point of order. 

CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In lines 11 and 12, on page 
hundred and seventy-five 

if the words “* 


12, strike out the words “one million 
thousand dollars,” and insert in lieu 
one million seven hundred and four thousand dol- 


Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, it does not seem necessary to 
discuss this amendment at any length. 
Mr. MANN. 


ment is pending? 


I think if the gentleman wishes to make a 


| packing concerns against the smalier. 
| for is $1,679,000; 
nsideration of that point of order, I ask unani- | 


ie whole matter, and then I shall not insist on the point of | 
added, making a total of $129,000. 


gentlemen who are interested in this amendment, but I object 
to its being taken from the amount appropriated for the inspec- 
All I ask is that the House consider this amend- 
ment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
order? 

Mr. HAUGEN. I will have to insist upon it. 

Mr. MANN. What became of the item, Mr. Chairman? 

The CHAIRMAN. Objection being made—— 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the point of 
order and offer the amendment. Mr. Chairman, I do not belieye 
it is necessary to discuss the amendment at length. I believe 
that every Member of this House appreciates the importance of 
If we fail to appropriate this money, we will 
deprive the cattle growers of our country of their market, as 
they will be unable to dispose of their stock. 

It not only concerns the cattle growers of this country, but 
every packing industry of this country as well; and if you fail 
to appropriate the amount you discriminate in favor of the large 
It concerns the good 
health of every meat consumer in the United States and sub- 
serves the health of every American citizen. The amount asked 
the amount appropriated is $1,575,000, or a 
difference of $104,000, but to this amount $20,000 for the exten- 
sion of the dairy interests and $5,000 for some experiments in 
connection with the experimental station of Minnesota should be 
I will now ask that the Clerk 


Does the gentleman insist on his point of 


| read a communication from Doctor Salmon, which explains the 


| Administrative and miscellaneous expenditures 


Mr. Chairman, do I understand that this amend- | 


point of order he should make it and we should dispose of that | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 
ent that this amendment may be considered as pending be- 
fore he raises his point of order. Is there objection? 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I am not willing to reverse the 
ss of the House in that respect, and I object. 

HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing that 
this appropriation should be made for this experiment, but I am 


Col 


ru 


\i 


| therefore, between the amount requested and the amount recom: 
| by the bill is in the amount for general expenses. 
quested, is $1,679,000, and the amount recommended is $1,575,000, 


| as indicated by the acts of 1891 and 1895. 


| prepared. 


|; partment 





| diseased 


situation. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
APRIL 24, 1905. 
The SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE. 


Sir: Referring to H. R. 18536, making appropriations for the De- 
partment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, the 
total appropriation for the Bureau of Animal Industry, as it appears in 
the bill, is $1,682,980. The total amount requested in the estimates, 
including statutory salaries, general expenses, tick eradication, and 
animal feeding and breeding, amounted to $1,811,980, subdivided as 
follows: 


Meat inspection 
Microscopie pork inspection 
Export cattle and vessel inspection 60, 000 
Southern cattle quarantine inspection 54, 000 
Sheep and cattle scab eradication 898, 000 
Maladie du coit eradication $000 
Inspection and quarantine of imported animals 82, 000 
SEO CREE DRC ic titer picnic emenialiniilinae 6, 000 
Laboratories and experiment station and scientific investiga- 

tions 
Animal husbandry 
Dairying 


$840, 000 
100, 000 


75, 000 
10, 000 
70, OOO 
30, 000 
25, OOO 
25. OOO 
$2, 980 


Tick eradication 
Animal feeding and breeding 
Statutory salaries 


Total “4, 811, 980 


The amount requested for tick eradication has been provided for in 
another section of the bill and increased to $65,000. The differ: i 
endet 
as re- 
or 
a difference of $104,000. The estimates were very conservative, and 
the increases were based upon the numerous urgent requests for meat 
inspection at establishments that are engaged in the shipment of inter 
state and export meat products, which products should be inspect 
From time to time 
necessity of increasing the efficiency of the meat-inspection service 
has become apparent, and, so far as possible, this has been don It 
is still necessary to exercise greater supervision over the inspection of 
animals at the time of slaughter, and it is also necessary to extend this 
supervision to all meat products until they leave the abattoir 
This additional supervision will require additional assist 
ants, and I consider it very necessary that this precaution be tal 

Several slaughtering establishments engaged quite extensively in i 
state trade are without inspection and have not requested that tl 
inaugurate inspection at their plants. The failure on 
part of some of these establishments to ask for inspection is evid 
due to their ability, under present conditions, to slaughter and 
animals which should be condemned and destroyed. 


This amount, 


| establishments should all be compelled to have inspection or be preve! 
| from entering into interstate traffic. 


not willing that it should be taken out of the money intended | 
| be provided in order that healthy animals may be shipped out of 


for the inspection of meat. 
Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that I 
be perfectly willing to agree with him, but I am not willing 
» have the committee put in the position where it is being held 
the threat of a point of order in reference to an amend- 
Let us consider it on its merits. 
Mr. HAUGEN. Does the gentleman wish me to speak to the 
nendment? 
Mr. MANN. Yes; but in doing 
lis 1 int of order. Of course, Mr. 
shove the gentleman off entirely. 
Mr. HAUGEN. I do not wish 


¢ 


Kl 
so the gentleman will waive 


| States to markets. 


| have been shipped under this provision which were diseased, noi 
. | causing great losses to the shippers, but making it necessary [0! 
Chairman, I do not wish to | 


| infect 
to take advantage of these | 


For several years the Department has been endeavoring t!! 
quarantine measures to prevent the spread of scabies among catt! 
sheep in certain Western States. As all of the sheep and cattle in | 
States are not affected with the disease, it is necessary that inspectors 


On account of the limited appropriation it has no 
been possible to provide a sufficient number of inspectors for the i 
tion of cattle, and it has been necessary to permit the ship: 

apparently healthy animals to market centers without inspectio 
cars containing them being placarded ‘“ Uninspected cattle. 

measure has not brought the relief that was anticipated, as s/i! 
desire to know before shipment whether their animals, after be! 
spected at destination, will be permitted further shipment in it 
is necessary, or whether they will be quarantined. Frequently ani I 
nh 

t} 
and 
a 


railroad companies to disinfect their cars, as well as the chutes 
stock yards at the shipping point, and the stock-yard companies to @!\ 
the pens at destination. This has caused these concerns ! ich 
additional expense and has had the effect of removing from use for 4 
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time quite a large number of cars which were badly needed during the 
sy shipping season. It is of the utmost importance that sufficient 
spectors be provided to facilitate these shipments. 
it has also been necessary to curtail very greatly the field inspec- 
n force that has been engaged, in cooperation with State officials, in 
. eradication of scab among sheep and cattle. It is most important 
it this work be continued in order that the States affected can be 
eased from quarantine and the inspectors stationed there removed 
tther sections where their services are needed in similar work. 
ess a sufficient force is provided so that the work of eradication 
be completely performed, it is obvious that the disease will con- 
» for many years. This cooperation has been commenced at the 
ent request of the officials of the States and is in exact harmony 
h the law of 1884 establishing the Bureau. 
| would respectfully suggest that Congress be again requested to pro- 
vide the amount originally recommended. 
A. D. MELVIN, 


Very respectfully, ; 
Chief of Bureau. 





Mr. WADSWORTH rose. 
\ir. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 
he CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman from New York rises to 
( se the motion of the gentleman from Iowa he is entitled to 
the floor. 


\ir. HEPBURN. I rose for the purpose of making a request. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. All right. 

\ir. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I make that motion simply 
for the purpose of making a request. I made some observa- 

the other day before the committee, and I now ask unani- 

; consent to extend my remarks in the REcorp. 

e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa asks unanimous 

nt to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 

[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Vir. WADSWORTH. 
| an increase to the Bureau of Animal Industry over the 
ypriation of 1905-6 of $142,980. In the opinion of the com- 
e, with one exception, that was an ample increase to meet 

Is 
MANN. Will the gentleman yield for a question on that 


WADSWORTH. The committee will remember when we 

l the emergency deficiency bill under consideration this ques- 

1 of additional aid to the Bureau of Animal Industry came 

i the Secretary then asked for $130,000 or $134,000 addi- 

| money to carry on the work of eradicating scab in cattle 

After investigation the committee finally, with the 

( rence of the Senate, allowed him $65,000. Now we have 

sed the appropriation over last year $142,000, which is, in 

numbers, $12,000 more than he asked in his deficiency 

rhere is no doubt, in my opinion, if I may continue, and 
1 I will answer any questions—— 

\ir. MANN. Will the gentleman state what the increase is? 


ep. 


I e increase you speak of over the agricultural bill? 
‘ir. WADSWORTH. No; over the annual appropriation for 
t! reau of Animal Industry for 1905-6, and the increase is 
Mr. MANN. You include the amount in the deficiency bill? 


WADSWORTH. No; we arrived at that increase some- 

y judging how much deficiency there was in 1905-6, and 

we ‘ what he claimed the deficiency was. Now, Mr. Chair- 

[ want to say one word on this question. I think the De- 

t of Agriculture—and I have some personal knowledge— 

ily alarmed over scabies in cattle, and I see by the al- 

of money they have allowed $398,000 for scabies in 

cat id scab in sheep. Now, I know something about the 

isiness. I have large interests in Texas and small in- 

n Colorado. I have handled cattle for forty years. I 

ight them in every State almost where cattle are raised, 

x Canada. I have bought them in Buffalo, Chicago, St. 

\ansas City, and I have never seen a case of scabies. 

that statement may seem extraordinary, but it is abso- 

I have never seen a case of it. I think the De- 

has listened to employees out there who have been 

cken and exaggerate the danger. That is the informa- 
t from the cattlemen of the West. 

MANN. Is the gentleman’s opinion formed from the fact 

never happened to see a case of scabies? 

‘,ADSWORTH. Somewhat, and from men interested in 
(1 Colorado, where I am part owner of lands and cattle. 
ver seen a case of it. 

[ANN. If the gentleman had been around stock yards, 
have seen thousands of cases. 

YADSWORTH. No man living has ever seen thousands 
round stock yards; neither the gentleman from Illinois 

body else has seen them. It does not exist, and Doctor 

himself, in the hearings before the committee, as you 
admitted the disease was not very contagious. It gen- 
itacks animals that are in low condition in the fall of 
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the year or winter, and nine-tenths of them get well in the 
spring of their own accord, when the grass is growing, and they 
regain their flesh and strength. 

Mr. MANN. I will say to the gentleman that in past years, 
before we commenced the investigation of the subject, it was 
a very common thing to see cattle with scabies at stock yards. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The Department of Agriculture has 
never taken any notice of it until a year or two past. It is a 
new thing with the Department of Agriculture. The gentle- 
man has got it mixed with some other disease. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I desire to remind the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. WapsworrnH] of the fact that in 
the hearings on the agricultural appropriation bill two years 
ago the attention of the Chief of the Bureau of Animal Indusiry 
was directed to this particular disease of cattle—the scabies 
and the request was then made of him that he submit a state- 
ment showing where this disease was to be found in the western 
section of our country and the extent and degree of its preva 
lence. He spoke of its presence in Texas, and I will state that 
I have been interested in the cattle business to a limited degree 
for some time myself and, like the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. WAapswortTH ], I have never seen a case of scabies in all my 
life. And last year, on the occasion mentioned by me, when the 
Chief of the Bureau of Animal Industry made his showing to 
the committee, we were all astonished at the very small number of 
eattle that he could find affected with scabies, and he collected 
data from all of the reports that had come into his Bureau from 


its employees who are looking after this disease and there were 


comparatively few cases. Absolutely the whole situation has 
been exaggerated, in my opinion, and I do not hesitate to state 
it that, in my deliberate judgment, a large part of this fund 
used to give a lot of peripatetic gentlemen standing jobs in the 
western section of our country and that they serve no substan- 
tial or good purpose. 

Mr. HAUGEN. Mr. Chairman, I do not question the judg- 
ment or the knowledge or the integrity of the distinguished 


is 


chairman of the committee. But I do hold that the Secretary 
of Agriculture and Doctor Melvin have some knowledge also of 
what money is necessary for inspection. I do know that in 


some of these States where a quarantine has been established it 


is impossible to pass a critter across the State line, and the 

people that have the cattle are absolutely unable to dispose of 

them. I know that cholera hogs are being sold, and I know 

that the meat consumers are complaining. And to deny this 
} 


\ 
appropriation is simply to say to the meat consumers of ft 
country that “ You are now to continue to eat the 1 
and the diseased meat.” It is for Congress now to decide. 

Are you going to say to the people of the various States that 
“You are not going to be permitted to sell the stock?” Are 
you going to say to the packers that are in business in competi 
tion with the trusts that are supplied with these inspectors, 
“We will see that you are not given a market for your prod 
ucts?” Packing concerns have these inspectors. They 
able to sell the meat. The smaller concerns that have in- 
spectors are unable to sell it, inasmuch as the retailer prefers 


7 ¥ 


are 


ho 


to buy the meat that has been inspected. And it is not only an 
injustice to the cattle growers of this country, but it is a dis 
crimination against the smaller packers, and it is an imposition 
on the meat consumers. ‘That is all I care to say about it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Let me emphasize one fact which the 
gentleman overlooked. In the allotment of the Committee on 


Appropriations for the Bureau of Animal Industry, they allot- 
ted $398,000 for scabies in cattle and in sheep. I claim that 
that is an excess allotment, and that you can the money 
for ante-mortem and post-mortem examinations of the meats. 

Mr. HAUGEN. The gentleman knows that these are esti- 
mates, and if that money is not needed for this purpose it can 
be used for other purposes. I challenge the statement made by 
the distinguished chairman, that this appropriation has been 
increased $142,000 over last year. In all fairness, I think he 
should have stated that we appropriated $65,000 only few 
days ago, which should be deducted from the $142,000, and that 
the Secretary’s statement is that the Department is in need of 
money at the present time to carry on this inspection. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Why? 

Mr. HAUGEN. And this must be 
able. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Why has he not got money 
If you will not state, I will. 

Mr. HAUGEN. I take the statement of the Secretary. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. He was directed by law to allot that 
appropriation by quarters. He allotted $400,000 to the first 
quarter—I am speaking in round numbers—$400,000 for the sec- 


use 


made immediately avail- 


enough? 


ond quarter, $400,000 for the third quarter, and that left him 





$200,600 for the fourth quarter. 
and share alike for each quarter. If it was absolutely needed, 
it is here for Congress to determine whether it was or not, but 
we appropriated $63,000 more. 

Mr. HAUGEN. And he asked for $134,000, and he ought to 
have had exactly what he asked for. Now, the fact that we ap- 
propriated $134,000 less than was needed last year is no reason 
why we should repeat the error. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Iowa. 

Mr. MANN. I move to strike out the last word. This amend- 
ment is an inerease of the total appropriation. Now, I notice a 
provision in the bill that not more than $100,000 of the sum 


hereby appropriated shall be used for the microscopic inspection | 
| Hon. Ina Woop, M. C., 


and certification of pork for export. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is the Secretary’s own amendment, 
I would say to the gentleman from Illinois. He proposed that 
amendment. That comes from the Department. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman is satisfied that that will be suf- 
lent? 


Mr. 


fir 


WADSWORTH. I take it that the Department knows 


what it needed or it would not have written the amendment in 
that way. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman himself has some opinion? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I think it is. 

Mr. MANN. That is satisfactory to me. I notice a further 


provision on page 15—a proviso limiting the investigation. Is 
that intended to investigate human beings also? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Davis] will correct. 
to correct it at the proper time. 

Mr. MANN. I simply asked for information. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I desire to make a correction on 
p ine 1D. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Well, Mr. Chairman, that is not in 
order now until we dispose of the amendment offered by the 
gentleman from Iowa. 


We were 


going 


Mr. HAUGEN. I ask that the amendment may be again 
read, so that the committee may understand what it is. 

rhe amendment was again read. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 


amendment. 
The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend, 
page 15, line 8, after the word “ prevalent,” by inserting the 
llowing words “among domestic animals,” in order to make 
the paragraph read as it was intended to read originally. 
rhe Clerk read as follows. 
Page 15, line 8, after 
among domestic animals.” 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
that 


nN 
Oll 


the word “prevalent,” insert the words 
Mr. Chairman, it will be apparent 
the words are necessary in order to make the paragraph 
at all sensible. Of course it is known the Bureau of Animal In- 
dustry only deals with domestic animals, or animals, but by 
an omission there, or by a misprint or otherwise, the words 
“among domestic animals” were left out. I think the House 
can readily see the importance of the amendment, if they feel 
like adopting the paragraph at all. 

The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not take the time of 


the committee to discuss a provision beginning on line 22: 


1] 


That the Secretary of Agriculture be authorized to expend of the 
amount hereby appropriated, through the dairy division of the Bureau 
f Animal Industry of the Department of Agriculture, a sum not to 
ed $20,000 in further developing the dairy industry of the Southern 
by conducting experiments, holdiag institutes, and giving object 
peration with individual dairymen and State experiment 


eX 
les ; in coc 


wish to say, Mr. Chairman, that that provision of the 

; the gist and meaning of a bill which I introduced on 
of January, which was referred to the Agricultural 
ec, and I shall to-day only ask the indulgence of the 
yuse to extend my remarks in the REcorp. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 

tleman from South Carolina to extend his remarks in the 
tecornp. [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to submit a few observa- 
tions upon the very familiar and much mooted subject of free 
seeds, and make the formal amendment to strike out the last 
word for that purpose. 

As I understand, the amendment that is proposed to be offered 
providing for free seeds for Congressional distribution will have 
to run the gantlet of a point of order. Therefore I desire to 


4% 
Say 


what little I propose to say upon this proposition at this 


time 


We find a very large and very varied assortment of communi- 


That is a typographical error, which the | 
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Now, he did not allot it share | cations in the line of antiseed propaganda collected by the 
| chairman of the Committee on Agriculture and inserted in the 


Recorp of April 26. 

It will be found, upon an inspection of this collection, tho 
nearly everything, aside from an occasional editorial in the 
Washington Post, comes from people who are interested in t! 
sale of seeds. 

There is just one little specimen which forms an apt illust: 
tion of this general class of communications, to which I wa; 
briefly to call the attention of the committee. It comes fro), 
a gentleman by the name of Ribsam—one Martin C. Ribsam 
and is addressed to the Hon. Ira Woop, M. C., one of the Me 
bers of this House. It is printed on page 5956 of the Concer 
SIONAL ReEcorD, and reads as follows: 


Washington, D. C. 

My Degapz Sir: I understand the bill to abolish the free distribui 
of seeds and plants is about to be presented before your honorable |x 

If you can see your way clear by casting your vote to abolish 
same, I will appreciate it very much. 

First. Free seeds are injurious to my business, by the Governm 
giving seeds to consumers. 

I do not think it is necessary to read any of the other reas: 
assigned in this production, Mr. Chairman. In my judgm: 
the one reason which I have just read is just about the » 
in the cocoanut of this antiseed crusade. Every communication 
in that list, with the exception, I repeat, of an occasional oe 
torial in the Washington Post, is from some seed salesman, or 
some one directly or indirectly interested in the business. 

Now, we all recognize the Washington Post as a great paper. 
The Post itself will make no denial of this. It has been of 
great service to me. I should call it my friend. It has ex- 
ereised a chastening influence, a refining and uplifting influence 
I know, over my not very lengthy and largely varied political 
life, by what I must assume to be an inwardly kind, but out- 
wardly caustic, criticism, and gentle excoriation of all my errors 
and shortcomings—all that I have, and some, I think, that | 
not have, every year or so. [Laughter.] I take it for granted 
its biennial prediction of my defeat for Congress will be due 
and come along in about sixty or ninety days from this date. 
[ Laughter. ] 

That also has been to me a source of considerable good and 
helpfulness in the past when I have been a candidate before. 


ao 


It aroused my people to action when there was an apathetic sort 
of feeling among the voters which otherwise might have lost 
me to Congress. 

But with all this I have never yet been able to concede, and 
can not bring myself to the point of conceding now, that the 
Washington Post—great organ and leader of thought as it is— 
would be considered an expert authority on soils and seeds and 
kindred subject-matters along the agricultural line; and | 


think I may pass by, without any serious consideration, the 
opinions of that and other great metropolitan journals upon 
this matter of soils and seeds and similar subjects which 
enter into the life and the occupation of the farmer, about which 
I think they know little or nothing of practical advantage. 

Mr. LAMB. Did you read that little communication in the 
Washington Post this morning? 

Mr. MUDD. No; I stand here in my place and plead guilty 
to the charge of not having yet read the Washington Post of this 
morning. I shall do so, however, just as soon as this little de- 
liverance of mine shall have been finished. 

Mr. MURDOCK. My experience has been that the garden 
seeds furnished by the Government create a demand for other 
seeds which are purchased from seed dealers. Probably of the 
two or three thousand people to whom I furnish seeds, ma: 
whom would not otherwise buy seeds, a considerable nu 
after they get a little start on a garden, go and buy more l. 
Does the gentleman think that the letter which he has quoted 
makes out a good case on that point? 

Mr. MUDD. I do not think that any man makes out « g00 
case who asks a Member of Congress to vote against a gener! 


, . 
ly OL 


distribution of seeds by the Government on the ground 
it hurts his particular private business. I consider a request 
of that character an impudent and arrogant assumption as t0 
the conception of public duty by a Congressman, which ught 
to be rebuked by adverse action upon the request. Wien 1 
is understood that such a feeling of private interest as tt 's 
about the underlying principle of almost all these pra erful 
appeals for opposition to free seed that we get here, i! ought 
to impress people from the rural districts, if they had any 
doubt before, that they ought to sustain the proposition !ook!ns 
to the continuance of the Congressional distribution of seeds. 
Mr. Chairman, the opposition to this provision, whic! — 


plates an appropriation of $200,000, comes in this House, ° : 
as I have been able to observe it, in the main, from Members 
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vho represent city constituencies. Of course I have great | crossroads stores throughout the country, then the wrong 

spect for the opinions of these gentlemen. It comes, from | must be laid at the door of the Agricultural Department, 

me to time, too, from Members who represent rich constitu- | and we shall want to look into and bolster up the work of that 
ies in the country, who do not need and do not want these | Department until it can provide and distribute valuable seeds 

seeds, who do not write for them, but frequently write to | to the farmers—better seeds than they can purchase in the ordi 
: Congressmen to send them something else of rarer and | nary channels of commerce. 


iter value. It is the wealth of these people, which my con- I find another little instance of opposition to the eeds, 
rents and the constituents of most country Members here } which further illustrates the trifling character of the opposition. 
do not possess, that makes the cost of seeds no serious object I notice a statement here in this rich collection of a onl 
of consideration to them. literature from a postmaster of a little town called Du , 
if the ground of the opposition to this contemplated provi- | the State of Virginia. He signs himself R. G. Tyler. I do 
that the constituencies of the various Members do not | know whether a Member of Congress or some one else su 
these seeds—and that has, in almost every case, been} the propriety of his writing such a letter and utterir 
: i or been known to be the reason—then, per contra, 2| wail of lamentation over the burdens of the free-seed d 
Member in my position ought to vote, and should feel in duty | tion. I take it for granted that to some ext 
| | to vote, sor the incorporation of such a provision in the | labors of that distinguished official were increased - 
| bit without a corresponding augmentation of his 
constituents do want the seeds. I stand with my con-| cause of the work of distribution of these seeds, whi t is his 
nts. I propose to get for them, as far as I can, just what | duty, under the law, to distribute, and distribute faitht 
yant, and just what they feel that they need. The people | promptly, to those to whom they are sent. 
‘ district—the rural sections of it, I mean—I am sorry to Mr. LAMB. He is the only postmaster in Virginia that t! 


re, in very large measure, farmers of moderate means, | as he does. 
gardeners, and laborers, whose only worldly possessions | Mr. MUDD. Then perhaps he is the only one that ou 
of a little house and an acre or two of ground. It is| be removed from office for writing a commu tion of 
ese people, particularly the last-named class of them, that, | kind. [Laughter.] 
msistency and earnestness of conviction, I shall vote to 
( ue this distribution, which it has been the policy of the 





Furthermore, Mr. Chairman, we have been told that the 
Office Department is against this seed distribution. 





( rnment to provide for for several decades, at least, in the This is not the only way in which many of us have observ 
past a tendency upon the part of certain officials to 1 D 
4 » r mn : : aia sae 2 arw. | ; . : : 
» ¢ ae The time of the gentleman from Mary- | to disparage what they seem to consider as an offensiy 
] has expired. | of prestige attaching t . Shes Bes ee: 
: - “ 7 oi eae sf pstige attaching to the position of a | cressn 
Mr. MU y* oo unanimous consent that my time be ex- | Chairman, I know that there has been a growing feeling 
te | for five minutes. | some auarters in the last vear or 1 Chiananaeeinne 
re being no objection, it was so ordered. oe ae eee ee got on ye athens 
y ‘ . sat: acl, « q ase ihss, it \ Oo i} e 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, we vote millions of dollars at | jctence. because it can not be cured, must. forsooth. be « 
the request of our city friends upon this floor—and I always | gyreq. but curtailed as far as practicable Wor one 1 
( o vote in favor of these appropriations—for magnificent | the Departments and bureaus of the Government to 


buildings that are erected in the great cities, and only | 
cities. If we were to vote only for such buildings, for | 
iings requiring only such expenditures, as were absolutely 
irgently necessary, I apprehend the structures that now 


and if I had no other reason for voting for this appropr 
I would vote for it to serve notice upon them that t 

lative branch of this Government is not made for and 
subject to the Executive Departments, but that the |! 


rye dollars might be erected for less than a hundred | ments are created to carry out the mandates of the legi 
; sand do a 1 f to tl a iat 1 branch of the Government. 
Some one has made ‘rence > appropri: ‘ . : . 
Gne has made reference to the appropriation for battle | “Yor myself I want to say that I shall vote for this 2 
é appropri: Cc sums for battle ships. priation, even if you call it a bounty. There is no bounty 


it for granted we will continue to make such appropria- | 

We spend more than the amount which we would appro- 
‘ to supply this item, more than the sum of $200,000, for 
tions of the interior of battle ships. I have voted for 


could be voted that would give greater encouragement 

ordinary objects of that form of Government donation. I wou 
vote for it if you call it a subsidy. There could be no 

that we could vote that would be productive of greater good to 


these items before and I expect to vote for them again, because to a greater number. I would vote for it—yes, I would 
I e in a broad and liberal policy on the part of the Gov- | ¢.. 3) nou, Ge w aay 5 oad cero 
t to tent the muaetnene of the: Tietied Mtnten tenets | for it even if you put it upon the plain, bald ground 

» i ypuy e greatness oi l€ Uni eda & ates in suc 1 expenditure of $200,000 as a contribution to the conte 
( e forms as are illustrated by magnificent public buildings | 


of the poor man of this land who receives the seeds, who vy 
them, who needs them, and who receives substantial | 
from them, and whe gives in return an added f 
interest in his Government, an added feeling of affection 
his Government, in that, from his point of view, the Gov 
ment has seen fit, in even so slight a way, to re! iber 
and to contribute, in even so slight a way, to lighten the 


( {i and by magnificent battle ships to ride the seas. 

p . then, Mr. Chairman, when we come to this little pittance 
of $200,000 these gentlemen grow indignant and arouse them- 
to a highly ecstatic state of public virtue in their at- 
) save the public money. They want to protect the Gov- 
f t from an expenditure of $200,000 for the people of the 
ry who feel the least, and who are the last to feel, the help- 


{ 











7 vo : ns is life’s labors and expenditures. [| Applauss 

d of Government expenditures, and then ask for these | — ae M are ; = = i 
; : oan sane s f x i . alriman, move to strike out the last 
iations of one million or two million of dollars for ee aie ae sree ne ae ae 
words. The object I have in endeavoring to keep out of 


lid structures in their city homes. 


is been said in the newspapers and said in this debate | #PPropriation bill the item for the free d 


tl there is a species of “graft” involved in this little ex- | 0! that none of the gentlemen seem to have touched upon 
‘ we » s » a” . . . . . : > } } 
ure | These items in this bill are in the interest of the agri 
8 : - ° aonle P is @ 7 T« , re le . are alwaAvs lling ‘ 
Chairman, if the $200,000 which we propose to expend | People of this country. Now ¢ Seeeeaen ate a ——s 
distributing free agricultural seeds to the small farmers | PTOof, and I would like to have them a = 0 SeeSeues & S 
orers and gardeners of this country shall be found to be | 8T2™S¢ or organization of farmers that are in favor ol 


evidence and extent of “graft” in and around this | Proposition. There may be some, but I wan ear from t 








I opine that the people of the United States wiJl not | Mr. CURRIER. If the gentieman will allow me, I wat 
usly called upon with grave concern to fear the loss of | S8y that I have received sixty-six letters from granges. O 
crity of their Representatives here in the Congress of grange opposes the distribution ; sixty granges returne ! thar 
1 States. I do not think it is in this quarter of ex- | for the seeds, and in many cases they : t formal re 
that we will make successful finds in our graft-hunting | tious of thanks. [Applause] I have 1 ed ‘e than ¢ 
tions. | letters from farmers, and 99 out of 100 say t eeds ; 
id that the Department of Agriculture has at last come | Valuable to them, and that they get good results - new 
nclusion that these seeds are worthless. Many Mem- | Tieties. : : 
the floor are opposed to the distribution of seeds because, Mr. COCKS. Mr, Chairman, I am glad to heat the f 
say, they are worthless. ers in some States appreciate that, but in \ vn State 
‘hairman, if it has come to this, that the great Depart- Mr. CURRIER. Mr. Chairman, t gentleman challenged 
Asriculture, with the Treasury of the United States | proof. 
; : can not provide improved seeds, can not provide Mr. COCKS. Certainly. I would like to have the resolution 
and valuable seeds, as improved and as useful and | presented, but not a speech. I am perfectly willing to hear it 
ie as are the seeds that are found in the ordinary | if my time is not curtailed. 
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Mr. 
needs. 

Mr. COCKS. Very well; if the gentleman wants to read it, 
I have no objection. 

Mr. CURRIER. 
few lines. 


CURRIER. Oh, the gentleman can get what time he 


I want to read a very short letter—only a 
It is as follows: 

Thank you, ever so much, for the seeds. I will put them where they 
will be most appreciated. I think the girls will most appreciate the 
flower seeds. We often wondered why the flower seeds were never sent 
out. There are many wives who would be so pleased with some, and 
too otras She Savinate think it too much to get any for them. 

+ Mrs. KEEZER. 

Mr. COCKS. Well, that is not an official communication from 
any organization of farmers. 

Mr. CURRIER. I have sixty-five of those that I have just 
spoken of. 

Mr. COCKS. I did not know there were so many granges 
in the gentleman’s State. That is all right. I know that the 
State Grange of the great State of New York is opposed to it, 
and I have here the letter of the master of the grange, and I 
for myself, speaking as a farmer, am and have been always 
opposed to this free distribution of seeds. Now, so far as the 
attitude of the farmers of this country is concerned, I am 
satisfied that the intelligent farmers of the country, the men 
who really go to make up the great mass of the farming com- 
munity, are entirely opposed to the free distribution of these 
common garden seeds, 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Well, that is where the gentleman is 
badly mistaken; just as badly as he ever was in anything in 
his life. 

Mr. COCKS. 
limited time. 
time. 

Mr. SULLOWAY rose. 

Mr. COCKS. Is it a question or a speech? 
glad to answer any question that I could. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I would ask why the farmers of this 
country are opposed to the distribution of seeds. 

Mr. COCKS. Because they do not think it necessary or 
proper business for the Government to distribute these free 
seeds. That is why. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied my colleague will 
yield to one question. 

Mr. COCKS. Yes. 

Mr. LAMB. Of the 7,000,000 farmers in this country what 
proportion belong to the granges? 

Mr. COCKS. I could not tell you that. 

Mr. LAMB. Well, that is the question. 

Mr. COCKS. I am only speaking for those I am acquainted 
with in a good many States, and I am speaking for my part of 
the country particularly, and I hope that the other gentlemen 
will speak, and some of them have, for their parts of the 
country. And I want to say I am very sorry the farmers have 
not been here to see the solicitude of their friends for them. 
It might be that they could gather from the Recorp some of 
the “mystery of their meaning,” but not the “awfulness of 
their mien” in discussing this subject. 

Mr. MANN. Does the gentleman think there will be any 
failure on the part of the farmers to learn about the solicitude 
of the Members for them here? [Laughter.] 

Mr. COCKS. I think not. I think every man will have his 
speech duly sent out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. COCKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex- 
tend my remarks for five minutes more. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman may proceed for ten minutes. 

Mr. POWERS. Oh, no, no. The gentleman only wants five. 

Mr. COCKS. Yes; I want ten. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from New York 
may be extended for ten minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. JAMES. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky objects. 

Mr. JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I will withdraw the objection. 
I desire to have the time extended to fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws his objection. 
Is there further objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears 
hone 

Mr. COCKS. Mr. Chairman, in the first place those people 
here who are advocating the various propositions are always 
quoting the Secretary of Agriculture upon this question. I 
have here a letter from the Secretary which I desire to read. 
His letter is as follows: 


Oh, I decline to yield any further. I have a 
The gentleman may make a speech in his own 


I would be very 
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I have your letter of the 6th, asking my views on the free distriby- 
tion of seeds. I had something on this subject in my last annua! 
report to the Congress for 1903, and as I do not think I can state i; 
any better than I did then I send you a copy of the paragraph herein. 
I am of the same opinion still. 

JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 

I will not read that particular paragraph from the report, 
because gentlemen are familiar with it. In any event he is 
opposed to the free distribution of common garden seeds. [ 
have here also a letter from the Bureau of Farmers’ Institutes 
in my State, from the director, and he says that he does not 
know of any farmers’ organization in my State that is in favor 
of this free disposition of seeds. I have here a letter from the 
master of the State grange, which I will read: 

I take this opportunity of addressing you in regard to the free-seed 
distribution. It seems to me that this is the proper time to cut of 
this needless and wasteful use of public money. For myself, and 
for the Order of Patrons of Husbandry, numbering 70,000 members in 
the State of New York, I wish to enter a protest against any further 
distribution of common seeds by the Federal Government. So far as 
the distribution of new and rare varieties of seeds is concerned, I think 
there is no objection to that, but the practice of sending common seeds 
should be stopped. 

GrorGE A. FULLER, Master. 


I have several other communications here from various asso- 
ciations. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCKS. No; I do not like to yield now, because I would 
like to yield all at once. These communications are from the 
Horticultural Society of New York, from the Sheep Breeders’ 
Association, from the Poultry Breeders’ Association, and others. 

Now, then, I have here in my hand a letter from almost every 
agricultural paper of any prominence in the United States. 
Now, the other side seeks to detract from the value of this 
source of evidence, because there are seed advertisements in 
them. Certainly there are seed advertisements in them, but do 
you not think they have as much consideration for their sub- 
seribers as for their advertisers? Their advertisers would not 
stay with them if their subscribers did not. You know that per- 
fectly well. I have one from the Southern Cultivator, of At- 
lanta, Ga. I do not think it is necessary to read them, but I 
will read this as a sample, as it is short: 

THe SOUTHERN CULTIVATOR AND DIXIE FARMER, 
Atlanta, Ga., March 27, 1906. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. Cocks, , 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: Your inquiry received in regard to the distribution of 
seed. We beg to say that the Southern Cultivator has very few views 
on the subject. We all know that seeds distributed are worthless and 
only given as soft soap by Members of the House who desire tc be 
reelected. 

Yours, very truly, 
THe CULTIVATOR PUBLISHING Co 
T. P. HuNNiIcUTT, Manager. 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New York yield 


to the gentleman 

Mr. COCKS. No; I do not yield. I will in a minute, to 
answer all kinds of questions. I also have one from the Farm 
and Ranch, of Dallas, Tex., also in the same line. 


FARM AND RANCH, 
Dallas, Tex., March 19, 1906. 
Hon. WILLIAM W. Cocks, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: Will say in reply to your letter of the 13th instant 
for many years we have fought the policy of the Agricultural lc) 
ment in the free distribution of common garden seeds, believing | 
was never the intention of the Government to send out seeds i! 
way. It is right and eminently proper that the Department 
experiment with new and valuable seeds and plants, but it seems | 
that there would be just as much sense in giving a man an ove! 
there is in giving him common garden seed. However, if the & 
ment should ever undertake to supply the people with overco:ts, 
trust that the quality will be much better than the quality of the 
they have been distributing. 

Yours, very truly, 


that 
rt 
t it 


this 


FARM AND RANCH, 
F. P. HOLLanp, General Manaver. 


I have one from the Southern Ruralist, of Atlanta, Ga., which 
is of the same tenor, signed by the editor. 


SOUTHERN RURALIS! 
Atlanta, Ga., March 15 
Mr. WIbLIAM Cocks, 
Committee on Agriculture, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Str: I have your favor of recent date referring to the free 
distribution of garden seeds by the Department. In reply would say 
that I am not only the editor of an agricultural paper, but 4 rmer 
and gardener as well. I have been the recipient of these fr ‘ 
for years, and they have never been of any benefit to me. 
they are usually given to the kids on the place to experimen' 
do not know of a single instance where any ‘farmer has rece!s 
practical good from this free-seed distribution, and it involves 
mous expense by the Government and a great burden on the po 
which is certainly not warranted. 

If the original intention of the law governing this free-sec: 
bution was carried out and the Department confined themse 


fhic e, 


1 distri- 
lyes to 








1906. 




















nding out new and rare varieties in sufficient quantities to be of | tribution of the common garden seeds. The Southern Farm Gazette 
me really practical benefit to the farmers, we would be heartily in | would have before this given the matter more attention if an unusual 
ivor of it; but the sending out of old varieties of seeds in little dabs demand from our subscribers for information about crops, fe rtiliz Ss, 
of no benefit to the recipient, and does, in some instances, work a | and improved methods of cultivation had not prevented it 
rdship on the seed merchants in the different parts of the country. | I am firmly convinced that the abolition of this free distribution of 
certainly trust that Congress at the present session will abolish this | seeds will make for better and more profitable gardening throughot it the 
. distribution. There are thousands of people opposed to it through- | whole country. sSesides reducing the yield of really desirable crops of 
the country, and we know of no single instance where anyone has | what ought to be produced, this distribution of seed causes an unwar 
id a word in favor of it. | ranted expense. The loss that the postal department suffers from this 
Very truly, yours, cause should be avoided and the saving used to extend rural free de 
SOUTHERN RURALIST COMPANY. livery if there is no other use for it 
K. J. Munna, Editor. | Our next issue will not appear before April 1, and I fear t! l be 
have one from the Breeder’s Gazette, of Chicago, also along | con ee be Sr eaanie SS a! Ene. 2e ae WS SO Be. med 
he same line, signed by the vice-president of the association. | have some facts plaved before them.” a Si aoe 
THE BREEDER’sS GAZETTE, Very truly, yours, Cras. M. Scn 
* Chicago, March 16, 1906. Editor Southern Farm Gazett 
lon. WILLIAM W. Cocks, ave » fr » Twentie ‘eo ‘vy Farmer. of naha: 
House af Baprasentetties, Wattage: 2. 0 | I have one from the rwentieth Century Farmer, of Omaha : 
\n Str: Answering yours of the 13th, I aoa my editorial para- | fHe TWENTIETH CENTURY FARMER, 
in our issue of March 7 on the free-seed proposition. We have Omaha, Nebr., March 1906 
ed for years over columns of space in favor of the abolition of the | Hon, WILLIAM W. Cocks, Washington, D. ¢ 
seed distribution, and I did not think it necessary to go into the My Dear Srr: Several days ago we received a letter from you asking 
C= length. I will say another word on the subject next week. | our views on the subject of the abolishment of the distribution of com 
ours, " . = , mon garden seeds by the Department of Agriculture. I inclose here 
W. R. GoopMAN, Jr., Vice-President. with the editorial page of the Twentieth Century Farmer, with a 
| also have a letter from the manager of immigration of Vir- | — editorial on free-seed distribution, which expresses our views on 
: oo 2 ; anna tt this subject. 
, Who is ay anny d to that proposition. In former issues of the Twentieth Century Farmer we have gone into 
\ir. LAMB. What is his name? this matter more in detail, but this editorial expresses in a f¢ word 
\ir. COCKS. His name is Weiss. | what we think of the present method of Government free-seed di 
\ir. LAMB. You sent him down there. a T. ¥. Sruncess. Eait 
Mr. COCKS. All right; I did not know where he came from, | Als le fr F: : Life. of Chicago: 
| | would like to say to the gentleman you are asking us to| ~* a So oro _——— — 
send other people, too. Chicago, Iil., Mare h 2¢ , 
Mr. LAMB. But we want those people to work. Hon. WILLIAM W. Cocks, 
Mr. COCKS. I hope he is working. Now, if the gentleman | Washington, D. C. 
es, we will be pleased to recall him and send one who will | _,,P=4® Sim: Replying to your letter of recent date in regard to « 2 
: BS ssi 0 ee sition on the free distribution of common garden seeds, we w Ly 
\ I have no sympathy for loafers. | that we do not favor the proposition. It seems to us like an unwar- 
I Mr. LAMB. He is a first-rate fellow, but, like you, he is mis- | ranted subsidy, which can not fail to injure the seedsmen of : 
‘ ] | United States, and in too many cases we are inclined to that 
ro , ° ‘ | ig ‘rs do not consider e seeds valuable 
Mr. COCKS. Well, I have a whole lot of company right in sag oe Soe that hie will oe ear position lees tan: - 
this House. [Laughter and applause.] committee, we are, 
Emporia, VA., March 15, 1906. | Very truly, yours, _ arm Liv 
WILLIAM W. Cocks, By C. Ham, Edit 
Committee on Agriculture, House of Representatives, Also one from The Farmers’ Voice, of Chicago 
Washington, D. C. | Tre FARMERS’ 1 
Str: In reply to yours of the 13th, will say that I go in with | Chicago, Ili.. } canal 
trying to abolish the free distribution of common garden seeds. Hon. WILLIAM W. Cocks ‘ : Bias : 
at the committee of Representatives will command such action. : "House of Repr en ’ tnaton ’ 
. . ouse of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Respectfully, yours, , - : 
H. W. WEIss. Dear Sir: Replying to yours of the 13th, I beg to say that I l 
Manager of Immigration. have something to say on the subject of the free distribution of L 
1 a letter here fr the Kansas F: # : es seeds in the April issue of The Farmers’ Voice and will send a 
I a letter here from the Kansas Farmer, to show you | marked copy for your criticism. Without going into the tor 1 n. 
yme from all over the country. | I will add that we are in favor of the abolishment of t! ret id 
KANSAS FARMER, any movement tot ; end will have our si ort, 
Topeka, Kans., March 9, 1906. Very truly, yours 
ILLIAM W. Cocks, H. A. BEREMAN, Agricultural itor. 
’ ; Washington, D. C. One from the Wisconsin Agriculturist : 
; Str: I have your letter of March 7, referring to the matter of es : 
. osed abolishment of the free-seed distribution as relating to rHE WISCONSIN A 
eeds. The Kansas Farmer is heartily in favor of such abolish , ot Racine, Wb March 24 
Chis distribution is a graft on the Government, an imposition | Hon. WILLIAM W. COCKS, E 
ealers, and a fraud on the recipient of such seed in a great Vashington, D. C. 
3 It is greatly to be hoped that Congress will revise the DEAR SIR ying to your favor of the 13th instant » Say 
; d abolish the distribution of such seed as can be obtained | that I am ent vy in sympathy with the tion of the ¢ n 
E the regular channels. Agriculture in regard to e-seed distribution, and haves st 
urs, very truly, E. B. CowGiLu, Editor. an editorial on the subject, a will send copies to the M 
. te ‘ > , } P ner * +} mn \ 
e a letter here from the Ranch and Range, of Denver, | [12i"\tombers at this time, I believe that it would have a spler 
is also along the same line. it is a waste of public money and has been for irs. No 
DENVER, COLO., March 16, 1906. these free seeds, as they are usually wort nd t 
LIAM W. Cocks, has no more right to give them away than wire or 
ittee on Agriculture, More than this, it has a tendency to educat e peop l 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. With best wishes for the success of th e, I 
Replying to your esteemed favor of the 13th instant, Very truly, yours, a ; 
i solicit our views on the question of free distribution of rue W1 AG 
arden seeds, permit us to say that we are just on the point C. H. Evi 
an editorial on this question, a synopsis of which is, that One from the Rural Californian, Los Angeles, ¢ 
lless expenditure of $100,000 of the people’s money, much of 2 ; : 
eing sent to town and city people, who consign them to the , Bo. S-AEeEI . 
ket, while that sent direct to the farmers is often illy ioe ai iain “Sg ' Los Ange : ea 
) his needs, climatic conditions, etc., not being taken into con- | Hon. WILLIAM W. Cox — 
and on the whole it is regarded by the people in general as Vashington, D. C. 
perquisite or, as our western people would term it, graft, by DEAR $ We thank you for your kind letter of M: i h 
legislators scheme to make themselves solid with their con- | to say that we have expressed ourselves editorially 1 ! 
We assure you that if this needless expenditure of the peo- | ishment of free distribution of the common garden set 
ey were discontinued and the money so wasted devoted to | to be a chestnut, as we have published articles regardin f l 
se of the development of our agricultural and live-stock re- | years almost monthly. We are with u in this matte gO é l 
would meet with the general approval of the people through- | do something 
ountry. Most truly, yours, THe RURAL CAl 
ng you = coerteny, of asking our views on this subject C. M. HEINTz. 
s that such laws may be enacted that much of the needless » fy > i varmer, Cleveland. Ohio: 
re may be discontinued and the Government placed on a One from the Ohio Farmer, Cleveland, Ohio: 
usiness basis, we are, | fun Onto I 5 
rs, very truly, RANCH AND RANGE, Cleveland, Ohio, Mar 06 
By H. 8S. GRovEs, Hon. WILLIAM W. Cocks, 
Editor and Manager. House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
from the Southern Farm Gazette, of Starkville, Miss.,| Dear Sir: We heartily indorse the action of the Committee on Agrt- 
s the editor: culture of the House in regard to abolishing the free-seed distribution, 
i ‘ and we have strenuously advocated it for years past in the Ohio larmer. 
THE SouTHERN FARM GAZETTE, | We regard it as an unnecessary waste of public money and a great in- 
. ‘ Starkville, Miss., March 16, 1906. } jury to seedsmen. When first adopted it was justified by xisting con- 
) lee W. Cocks, Washington, D. C. | ditions; now there is no excuse for it. Congress has the tame right to 
; Str: This replies to your favor of March 13. I am certainly | distribute farm implements and machinery and live stock as it has to 
‘ Committee on Agriculture favors the abolition of the free dis- distribute seeds. It is an unjust discrimination against an important 
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industry. All the common seeds, such as are distributed through Con- 
gress, can be obtained at every store or grocery and are cheap. Let the 
Department of Agriculture introduce, test, and distribute new and use- 
ful varieties from abroad. This is all that is needed. 


Yours, respectfully, 
THE Epirors. 
One from the Gleaner, Detroit, Mich. : 
THE GLEANER, 
Detroit, Mich., March 15, 1906. 
Mr Cocks, 
Washington, D. C. 
Str: We have before us your valued favor of March 13 and 
refuly noted contents. 
very much opposed to the giving away of seeds, as has been 
om in the past. We believe it is wrong and an imposition and 


LAR 


We Ve 


5 


that the practice should be stopped, 
Yours, sincerely, JAMES SrocuM. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did you write to these men? 
Mr. COCKS. I wrote and asked their position. 
Mr. LAMB. That explains it. 
Mr. COCKS. Is not that a pretty good way of getting in- 


formation? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee 
laboring man who gees out with a grubbing hoe and works in 
the soil instead of working the air? 

Mr. COCKS. Now, Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. 
the soil. 

Mr. GAINES of 
who cockleburs 
the soil himself. 

Mr. COCKS. I could not satisfy you on this question if I 
gave you everything, anyhow. I also have a letter here from 
the editor of the Topeka Mail and Breeze, a well-known paper 


Tennessee. Give me some from a fellow 
in his hair and knows what it is to till 


has 
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Have you any letters from the | 


I have fifty here right from 
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Mr. MANN. The gentleman consumed some of mine. 

Mr. COCKS. I had forgotten that courtesy. 

I also have a letter from a farmer in my district by the naine 
of S. F. McDonald, along this same line. I also have here clip- 
pings from various other agricultural papers, where I did not 
receive communications directly from the editor. I will ask 
unanimous consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp and 
include those. 

Mr. BARTLETT. 

Mr. COCKS. 
questions. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move that the gentle- 
man’s time be extended. I ask unanimous consent that the 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
In one minute, and I will answer all kinds of 


| gentleman may have as much time as he desires. 


Mr. COCKS. I do not want but little more. 
The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Barr- 


| LETT] asks unanimous consent that the gentleman may continue 


his remarks for five minutes longer. 
There was no objection. 
Mr. BARTLETT. May I ask a question? 
Mr. COCKS. Yes, sir; certainly. 
Mr. BARTLETT. ‘Those letters and matters you have read 
were sent to you by these gentlemen because they recognized 


Is there objection? 


| you as the chief advocate of the abolishment of the seed distri- 


bution in this bill? 

Mr. COCKS. I do not know. 
quiries as to their views. 
my letter. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Did you not make a motion in the commit- 
tee room by which the seed business was ruled out? 

Mr. COCKS. I simply wrote them a courteous letter, asking 
for their views. I have a copy of the letter somewhere whic) 
I will show the gentleman if I can find it. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Doubtless the gentleman is the champion 
of the proposition to prevent any further distribution of seed? 

Mr. COCKS. Common garden seed? Oh, certainly; yes. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It is for that reason, I apprehend, that 
these letters and articles were sent to you? 

Mr. COCKS. They were sent to me. I asked their views, 
and they were sent to me on that account. 

Mr. RUCKER. I understood the gentleman to read a letter 


They were in response to in- 
I can show the gentleman a copy of 


|a few moments ago from one of his constituents advising him 


in the State of Kansas: 
COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, 
House OF REPRESENTATIVES, 
Washington, D. O., March 13, 1906. 
Editor of Mail and Breeze, Topeka, Kans. 

ESTEEMED FRIEND: You have perhaps noticed by the papers that an 
effor ing made to abolish the free distribution of the common 
‘ nm seeds. The Committee on Agriculture of the House of Repre- | 
sentatives will recommend such action. Would be glad to have your | 
views on the subject, and, if you are in favor of the proposition, to | 
haye you do what you can toward helping it along. 

Yours, truly, 
WILLIAM W. COCKS. 

I am decidedly opposed to the free-seed graft. It is wrong in prin- 
ciple It costs the Government lots of money, and there is no benefit 
to anyone. 

ARTHUR CAPPER. 
I have also one from the secretary of the New York State | 


Grange confirming the statement from the master: 
New YorkK Strate GRAance, P. or H., 
Skaneateles, N. Y., February 15, 1906. 


Hion. WILLIAM W. Cocks, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Dean Srre: Your esteemed favor of the 13th received and noted. 
T} Ss Grange did take action relative to the free-seed distribution. 
They e unanimously opposed to it and have been for a long time. 
They look upon it as a very useless and extravagant thing to do. Our 
egislative committee would be pleased to call on any committee at 
Washington and express these views at any time. 

Yours, respectfully, W. N. GILes. 


T also have one here from the Fruit Growers’ Association ; 


then one from the Farm and Fireside, of Springfield, Ohio; 
one from Minneapolis; one from the Michigan Farmer; one 
from Detroit; one from the Farmer, of St. Paul, Minn.; one 
from the Tribune, Sioux City, Iowa; and one from the New 
Haven Farmer, New Haven, Conn.; also a communication from 
Mr. Jordan, of the Agricultural Experiment Station, Geneva, 
N. i ilso one from the editor of the Rural New Yorker, of 
New York: the Rural Home, of New York;.also one from the 
edi of the Farm Journal, of Philadelphia; also one from 
the Orange Judd Company. I also have a letter from one of 
the most successful florists in my country, a man who is an 
nuthority on carnations and peonies, who is a member of the 
board of control at Geneva Experiment Station, New York, 


which is along the same line. I also have one letter from a con- 


that the package of seed received had been returned to the 
Department of Agriculture? 

Mr. COCKS. Yes. 

Mr. RUCKER. Then I infer the gentleman used his quota of 


| yegetable seed? 


Mr. COCKS. I did. 

Mr. RUCKER. And only one package was regretted and 
returned? 

Mr. COCKS. That is the only one, I think. A good many 
of my constituents would a great deal rather have jackknives, 
a set of colors, or a compass, or an anchor, or something of that 
kind. 


Mr. RUCKER. Does the gentleman try to get those things 


| on? 


Mr. COCKS. No; but that is an attitude of human nature. 

Mr. WILSON. Mr. Chairman—— . 

Mr. RUCKER. Let me ask the gentleman another question. 
Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. COCKS. I will yield to the gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 
WiIson]. 

Mr. WILSON. How many letters had you? 

Mr. COCKS. I think about thirty or forty; I had answer 
from nearly every one of them. 

Mr. WILSON. Were they all opposed? 

Mr. COCKS. All that answered were opposed, and ail tle 
editorials in the papers were opposed. 

Mr. WILSON. Did you get any letters that were not ©) 
posed? 

Mr. COCKS. No; I have not got one. 
received was opposed to the free distribution. 


Ss 


Every answer that I 
Now. I will an- 


| swer the gentleman from Georgia. 


stituent of mine, and I can say that I have one consistent man 
in my district, at least. He says: 

1m strictly opposed to the free distribution of seed by the United | 
S s Government, and have returned to the Department of Agri- | 


cl t ire the package received through your courtesy. 

CHARLES H. ALLEN. 
MANN. Is he a publisher, too? 
COCKS. He is a florist. He is not a seedman. 
rier under glass,” as we call him. 
Mr. MANN 
joving the second-class mail graft? 
that, I suppose? 


Mr, COCKS. 


He has not returned any of 


If the geutleman will only not consume my 


tin 


He is | 
| and I assume that the editors of those papers are as carelu 
He is not an editor of any paper which is en- | 


Mr. BARTLETT. Has the gentleman examined publications 
of the editors whose letters here were read to see whether or 


not they are filled up with advertisements of seed men? 


Mr. COCKS. I assume that they all have seed adver! 
ments. I assume that the seed business is a legitimate busit 


their subscribers as they are of their advertisers. That !s the 


| position I take in the matter. 





Mr. FORDNEY. a 


question? 
Mr. COCKS. Certainly. 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask |i 






1906. 
Mr. FORDNEY. Is it not true that all the letters you have 

ire replies to a letter that you have written to the parties? 

Mr. COCKS. Most of them are. 

Mr. FORDNEY. Did you get any letters that you did not 

rite for? 

Mr. COCKS. Yes; I got six or seven or eight. I think I had | 

seven, or eight private letters sent me from parties who 

{| not know I was interested in the matter, calling my atten- 


' 
‘ 


tion to the fact that the proposition was to be made and asking 
my support. 

\ir. FORDNEY. Were you not aware that in writing to those | 
parties you were sure what their replies would be? 


Mr. COCKS. I had not; I had only taken the proposition up 
in this way, and I have no personal interest in the matter. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield to me 

sk a question of the gentleman from Michigan? 

Mr. COCKS. Certainly. 

\ir. ADAMS of Wisconsin. I would like to inquire of the 
eman from Michigan if he regards it as pertinent in the 
deration of a question, if a man reads a letter, that the 
has responded simply because another party has asked 
reply? 

FORDNEY. Any man can find trouble by looking for it. 
ADAMS of Wisconsin. Let me ask the gentleman another 
on. Does he not know that nearly every great agricultural 
1 in the United States is opposed to the Congressional 
ution of seeds? 

FORDNEY. I do not. 

ADAMS of Wisconsin. And opposed to it largely because | 
itiment of their subscribers is in accordance with that of | 

sartment? [Cries of “ No.”] 

FORDNEY. I know of no opposition to the proposition | 
except that which comes from the seed dealers. [Loud 
use. ] 
ir. COCKS. 
Mr 








Mr. Chairman, so far as that is concerned 
\DAMS of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman yield just for 
ment? 

COCKS. Certainly. 
\DAMS of Wisconsin. 


ce that he always accepts information, I want to say to 
iat the Roundtop Farmers’ Institute organization, at its 
eeting, in Mareh, composed of 700 to 1,000 farmers, repre- 
» the best farming sentiment of the State of Wisconsin, the 


rming, and respect the dignity of the farmers’ profession, 
ously voted against this Congressional seed distribution. 
iuse. ] 
MANN. And yet they are in favor of the oleomargarine 
| Laughter. ] 
COCKS. 





surprised at what gentlemen said - 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 

has again expired. 

DRISCOLL. I ask unanimous consent that my colleague 
illowed to proceed for five minutes more. 

GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman 
COCKS. I will never finish my remarks if I yield any 





GAINES of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield? 
COCKS. No; I ean not yield now. When I 
irks the gentleman can ask me any question he de- 
his own time. I have already imposed upon the good 
f the House. 


y to ask for any more. I just want to say that when gen- 


| have read are from agricultural papers. Now, the 
is about the things that the farmer wants to have 
tead of distributing free garden seed. That which is 
interest to him, and which is the real question, is what 
doing in regard to new and rare seeds; what they are 
Searching along these lines in different countries for 
new varieties. Now, that is the kind of work that the 
f the United States are anxious that the Department 
ulture shall do, and not peddle out common garden 


So far as the seedmen’s proposition is concerned, the 
Seedman in my district has many times been very 
sell to the Government large quantities of seed. He 


opposed to this proposition on that ground, for he has 
large amounts of seed to the Government at differ- 


finish | 


one way. 
Not half the seed dealers grow all the seeds that they send out. 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
Mr. COCKS. 


What is his name? 
So that that proposition is not necessarily all 
These seeds nearly all come from the seed growers. 


Mr. SIMS. I should like to ask the gentleman whether the 


Government tests the seeds that it buys? 


Mr. COCKS. I decline to yield any further. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York declines to 


yield. 


to some of the things that have been done by the 
Department, and to call attention to the fact that 


Mr. COCKS. I propose to eall the attention of the House 


Agricultural 


great 


a 


valuable plants are now awaiting discovery by the Agricultural 


Department, especially in eastern Asia, whose climate 


is more 


nearly like ours than any other part of the world. 


I ask leave to insert this as a part of my remarks. Now, I 
will yield to the question of the gentleman from Tennessee 


[Mr. Sims]. 


Mr. SIMS. I understood the gentleman to read a letter. 

Mr. COCKS. Yes. 

Mr. SIMS. Which said that these seeds were worthless. 

Mr. COCKS. Some of them are worthless, I believe. 

Mr. SIMS. Did you say it? 

Mr. COCKS. I can not quote from memory just exactly what 
every man said who wrote a letter. 

Mr. SIMS. Don’t you know that that statement is not true? 

Mr. COCKS. I know that some of them ure worthiess. 

Mr. SIMS. That letter said these seeds are worthless, did it 
not? 

Mr. COCKS. Some of them are. 

Mr. SIMS. And you have just admitted that these seed men 
sell a great many seeds to the Government. 

Mr. COCKS. Of course they do. Anybody who has ever 
had any experience knows that there are a great many poor 
seeds in the very best that you can raise. Every time you 


try to raise a lot of seeds you get a lot of poor stuff. You know 


that just as well as I do. 


For the information of the gentle 
! from Michigan, which I have no doubt he will accept with | 


ho toil in the soil and work with their hands, who believe | 


I want to say to you, and to the House, that I | 
that that is true of the farmers’ organizations anywhere, | 


Mr. SIMS. Does the Government test the seeds it buys? 


Mr. COCKS. The Government tests for sermination and 
sometimes for type, but not always. It can not test for type 
every year—as to whether the seeds are true to type or 
not. There is not time in a single year to test for the pur; 


of determining whether a radish seed is going to turn out 
radish or a beet. 

Mr. SIMS. Are not the seeds improved by the Government 
experts? 

Mr. COCKS. Under this bill, the Government will continue 
to improve seeds as fast as it can, so far as concerns new and 
useful varieties. We want to increase that part of the Govern- 
ment work. That is what we want to do. 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman yield to me? 

Mr. COCKS. Yes. 

Mr. CANDLER. Did not Mr. Galloway say in the hearing 


| before the committee that all the seeds were tested not onl) 
| determine germination, but also to determine trueness to type? 


I have had too many favors granted me | 


speak of the agricultural papers of the country, those | 








Mr. COCKS. If they do, then they are old seeds; that is all 

Mr. CANDLER. He testified to that. 

Mr. COCKS. I don’t remember that, but if he did they 
old seeds; that is all. 

Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say th 
strongly in favor of that part of the appropriation for ob 
and testing new and rare seeds. 

Mr. COCKS. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. Why, then, did the gentleman’s committee s 
out most of the appropriation which has been used for 
purpose? 

Mr. COCKS. We do not strike it out. It is our proposition 
to insert an addition if this garden-seed proposition is stric! 
out. 

Mr. MANN. Do I understand that the committee now pr 
pose to change their report and to offer an amendment? 

Mr. COCKS. The committee has always been in favor of the 
new and rare varieties. 

Mr. MANN. Is it the proposition now to offer an amendn 
to the bill, admitting that the committee was wrong? 

Mr. COCKS. No; not admitting that the committee 
wrong, but substituting rare seeds for the common garden seeds. 

Mr. MANN. I will repeat. I say the gentleman’s committee, 
in the appropriation that is reported to the House, struck out 
a large sum of money which has heretofore been used for the 
very purpose which the gentleman now says is proper. 

Mr. COCKS. If the gentleman will have patience I think the 
bill will be perfected. 

Mr. MANN. I think the committee will perfect the bil. 
[Laughter. ] 
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Mr. COCKS. I hope they will. 
Following are some of the letters and statements to which I 
have referred: 
DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D. C., March 7, 1906. 
Hion. WILLIAM W. Cacks, 
House of Representatives. 


My Dear Sir: I have your letter of the 6th, asking my views on the 
free distribution of seeds. I had something on this subject in my an 
nual report to Congress for 1903, and as I do not think I can state it 
any better than I did then, I send you a copy of the paragraph herein. 


I am of the same opinion still. 


Very truly, yours, JAMES WILSON, Secretary. 





THE DISTRIBUTION OF SEEDS AND PLANTS. 

With regard to the securing and distributing of miscellaneous gar- 
den and flower seed, the fact remains that this work does not accom- 
lish the ends for which the law was originally framed. There are 
collected, put up, and distributed now, on Congressional orders, hearly 
40,000,000 packets of miscellaneous yegetable and flower seeds each 
These seeds are the best that can be obtained in the market, 
from the fact that large numbers of packets are wanted the seed 
ained can be of standard sorts only, such as are to be found every- 
for sale in the open market. As there is no practical object to 


ear 
yut 

If 
met 


e rine 


} 

l 

oO 
where 
1 

< 


would seem wise to limit 






some hange be made. To this end it our 
work enti to the securing and distributing of seeds, plants, etc., of 
new and sorts. There is still much to be done in the way of 








secur seeds, plants, etc., of this kind from abroad, but still more to 
be act plished in careful investigations of our own possibilities in 
this direction. There are many valuable plants scattered all over this 


country which are still litthe known outside of their respective localities. 
These should be collected, tested, and distributed. There are also 


great possibilities of improving agricultural industries by distributing 
specially bred seeds and plants. 

As the plant-breeding work of the Department increases opportuni- 
ties for securing seed of this nature will accumulate. To do this 
work in the most effective manner, arrangements could be made in all 
‘ s to secure the advice and assistance of Senators and Representa- 
tir who have agricultural constituents. The Department has a well- 


anized force of scientists who are thoroughly familiar with the gen- 
| conditions of soil and climate in nearly all parts of the country. 
Special crops could be selected for special purposes, and with the advice 

cooperation of Members of Congress such crops could be placed 


a i 


where they would do the most good. ‘This is a line of work that would 
result in very much more value to individual districts throughout the 
country than the distribution of a large quantity of common varieties 


of garden seed which have no particular merits so far as newness or 
are concerned. I shall inaugurate the coming year work 
along the li here mentioned, and hope to receive the cooperation 
and aid of Congress in this matter. (Ixtract from Report of Secre- 


promise 
i 
‘ nes 


tary of Agriculture for 1903, issued December 1, 1903.) 
[[f'rogressive Farmer and Cotton Planter, Raleigh, N. C., March 15, 
1906. J 
THE FREE-SEED HUMBUG. 
By a vote of 8 to 7, the Committee on Agriculture has cut out 
tl appropriation of $240,000 for seed for free distribution. Now is 





* Congress to stop the free-seed graft that has been going on for 
any years. How many people have been benefited this 
ution of seed? The intention of the Government sending 


— 
DY 








the farmers over the country was good, but the plan has been 
i that next to nothing of benefit has been derived from it. rhe 
cost has been not only $240,000 per year for seed alone, but look at 
tl ext expense incurred in handling them. The beneficiaries so far 


the seed houses, the extra number of clerks and officials neces 
‘y on the work, and the railroads for hauling them.—Smith 





[The Farmers’ Voice and Rural Outlook, Evanston—Chicago, April, 
1906. ] 





rhe time seems close at hand when the ancient and honorable custom 

of lir a constituent a package of garden seeds, to put him in 
pro voting frame of mind, will be put aside and filed in the archives 
of yvritten history as an experiment which was well meant in its 
but pestiferous and obnoxious in its ending. It is no sacrifice 















in principle of the contention that a beneficent government should act 
n a ntis to all its citizens. There are some things which can 
lye by the people through Government channels than can be 
done for them by private control of corporations. All insurance shoule 
] f shed b the Government. The cost to pe licy holders would be 
it the mere clerical expenses of the bureau and the credit 

i be A 1 The distribution of garden seeds as it has been fol 

is not a success, and the appropriation will very likely be 

1 at this session of Congress. 
[Washington Post, April 10, 1906.] 

oP D FREE SEEDS SECRETARY WILSON SAYS NO GOOD RESULTS 

FROM DISTRIBUTION—-NATIONAL GRANGE CONDEMNS PRACTICE, AS DO 

J {ES IN THE SEVERAL STATES. 

As the impression prevails in some quarters that Secretary Wilson 
and the officials of the Agricultural Department favor a continuance of 
the free distribution of seeds, an inquiry was addressed to Dr. B. T. 
Galloway, chief of the Bureau of Plant Industry, to which Doctor 
Galloway replied: 

The views of this Department, with reference to the distribution 

of miscellaneous vegetable and flower seeds, have been clearly set 

rth in our various reports. The attitude of the Department was 

stated by the Secretary in his report for 1903, extract from which 
I send inclosed.”’ 

The extract says: “ With regard to securing and distributing mis- | 
cellaneous garden and flower seeds, the fact remains that this work does 
not accomplish the ends for which the law was originally framed. 
There are collected, put up, and distributed now, on Congressional 
orders, nearly 40,000,000 packets of such seeds each year. These 
seeds are the best that can be obtained in the market, but from the fact 
that large numbers of packets are wanted, the seed obtained can be 


of standard sorts only, such as are to be found everywhere for sale 
in the open market. 
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| culture. 


1 in distributing this kind of seed, it seems very desirable that | 


As there is no practical object to be gained in ' 









Aprin 30, 





distributing this kind of seed, it seems desirable that some change be 
made. To this end, it would seem wise to limit our work entirely to 
securing and distributing seeds, plants, ete., of new and rare sorts, 


* * * This is a line of work that would result in much more 
value to individual districts throughout the country than the dis- 
tribution of a large quantity of common varieties of garden seed 


which have no particular merits, so far as newness or promise are 
concerned.” 

Those Members of Congress who still hang on to “free seeds” are 
defending their position by asserting that “the farmers want them.” 
This position appears untenable, from the fact that the National 
Grange, at its last annual convention, at Portland, Oreg., vigorously 
condemned the free-seed appropriation, as have the State granges of 
Illinois, New York, and other States. 





[The Breeder's Gazette, Chicago, March 21, 1906.] 
HELP KILL FREE SBEDS. 


It is intimated that a fight will be made in the House to reincorpo- 
rate the appropriation for free seed distribution, which was eliminated 
by the committee in preparing its budget for the Department of Acgri- 
It is not to be supposed that this hoary-headed petty graft 
would die easy, but it should die hard—good and hard and dead. 
Farmers can kill it. If only half of this journal’s readers would write 
letters to their representatives requesting that they vote against an 
attempt to appropriate the people’s money for such private ends, any 
amendment that shows itself in the House would be quickly killed, 
What kind of a letter should be sent? Here is one which the wri 
of this editorial has forwarded to his Congressman : 

“IT acknowledge receipt of several packets of garden seeds, sent me 
with your compliments under your frank. 

“If the Department of Agriculture would like me to devote any part 
of my farm or garden to testing any new variety of plants I would 
be pleased to comply, but there is no more reason why the Government 
should supply me with common garden seeds than with bread and meat. 

“ Kindly accept this as a request that you do all in your power to 
secure the abolition of the free distribution of common seeds. I am 
sure that such an act would meet with the approval of the farmers of 
your district, who do not desire to be considered pensioners on the 
Government, even to so slight an extent.” 

Try a letter something like that. Let your Congressman know that 
he can not get your vote or hold it by sending you a dime’s worth of 
garden seeds. Help Congress to lop off this scandalous misappropri 
tion of money. Let the distribution of seeds be confined to rare varie- 
ties which the Secretary of Agriculture desires tested under different 
conditions in this country. That was the object of the original a; 
priation for this purpose, but it has been sadly perverted into a per- 
quisite by the use of which a Member is supposed to curry favor with 
his constituents. Let us have an end to it. Members of the House 
Committee on Agriculture who have recommended the abolition of this 
appropriation would be pleased to have the farmers of the country 
support them in the move. 


[The Breeder’s Gazette, Chicago, March 7, 1906.] 
The free-seed joke got a jolt in the House Committee on Agriculture 
the other day. Several Secretaries of Agriculture have recommende 
the abolition of the free-seed distribution by Congressmen, but in spite 





| of this it has long been maintained as one of the most precious perqui- 


sites of the national legislators. The privilege of sending a half dozen 


or 


packets of flower or garden seeds, worth about 25 cents at the siore, 
to a number of their leading constituents has been thought of such 


inestimable value to the political “‘fences”’ of Congressmen that they 





declined to give it up, even though it cost the Government yut 
$250,000 a year to carry on this petty free-gift affair. How precious 
| this privilege seems in the sight of legislators is revealed in the fact 
that the abolition of this appropriation for free seeds was carried in 
the committee by the close vote of 8 to 7. No more singular phase of 


public life has been forced on the view of the public than this long 
retained grasp on public money for the attempted furtherance of per- 
The distribution of seeds by Congressmen has long since 


sonal ends. 
become one of the jokes of political life, and is now as stale as a jest 
of the Adamic age. Conceived in a spirit of utility, designed to 0- 


duce rare seeds that might be profitably included in the economy I 
field and garden production, this free-seed distribution long ago degen- 


erated into one of the most petty of all known devices to curry political 
favor. It is greatly to be hoped that the Senate committee wil! concur 
with the House committee in eliminating this worse than waste of 
public money, and it is further hoped that no member of either House 


will have the hardihood to endeavor to reincorporate the appropriation 
by an amendment when the bill is up for action. Under the as 
drafted the only seeds which the Department can purchase are rare 
seeds for experimentation at the different State stations. 





[Evening Wisconsin, Milwaukee, Wis., March 23, 1906.] 
CUT OFF THE FREE-SEED WASTE. 

The House of Representatives should not reverse the action 
Committee on Agriculture, which struck from the appropriation the 
traditional provision for the free distribution of seeds. The last 
priation bill carried an allowance of $290,000 for that purp: 
amount of money that is enormous in comparison with any benefits that 
can possibly be conferred upon the people by the distribution of + ol 
the character of those which constitute the free output thr 1e 
mails. 


If the flower and vegetable seeds received by the nonagricult tax- 
payer are a fair sample of the seeds which are sent to agricultu it 
is difficult to find any value whatever in the distribution, as | are 
all flowers of the commonest varieties, and vegetables and grain ich 


are generally grown. There is excuse for a distribution of so 
absolutely new, aS macaroni wheat, for instance, was several y« 
but there is absolutely no reason why the Government should 
provide free seeds for farmers and gardeners, who can with a |i a 
gather their supplies from their own premises or purchase new v.''¢ 
in the village stores. 





The free distribution of seeds imposes a burden upon the | nited 
States mails, as the packages are all franked by the Congress! wad 
send them out, and consequently carried without postage. lt _ 
mated that if the Department of Agriculture were required to | ee 
age at the usual rate on the seeds which are now sent free, | aa 
nues of the Post-Office Department would be increased over > "that 


This would be a considerable item of income for a Departn 
calls for a large deficiency appropriation from every Congress. 








1906. 











If penny letter postage is desired, it can be achieved only by the es- 


tablishment of economies through a reduction of the cost of carrying 


the mails. All illegal mail matter must be weeded out, and all bur- 

ns, such as that imposed by the free distribution of seeds, must be 

moved. There should be a strong popular protest against any at- 

upt on the floor of the House to replace in the appropriation bill the 

visions for the free distribution of seeds which has been wisely 

ken out by the Committee on Agriculture. Dwellers in the city 

not expect seeds from the Government, and the farmers are not 

1¢ for them. On the contrary, the National Grange, representing 

1.000 farmers, adopted resolutions at its convention in Portland, 

eg., last year, strongly denouncing the appropriation for free seeds 

. reckless waste of money, as the policy ef free distribution is of no 
tical value. 

On the ist of April the Postmaster-General proposes to refuse to 

admit a large amount of matter that is now received as second-class 

d carried at 1 cent a pound, which costs the Government 5 cents a 

d to carry. With this economic course as to all matter now 


ally deadheaded the business and industrial interests may look 
nny postage in the near future. 


[The Post Express, Rochester, N. Y., April 9, 1906.] 
FREE SEEDS. 

free distribution of seeds by the Government of the United 
< es ought to be abandoned. It is not only a nuisance to the Sen- | 
and Representatives, unsatisfactory to the farmers, and expensive 
people, but it is an unjust competition on the part of the Goy- 

it against the seedsmen and nurserymen of the country. 
total distribution during the year ending June 30, 1905, was as 
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distributed were: 


Total packets and packages- 
imbers of vines, plants, and bulbs 


24, 675 





rry [I 97, 000 
Ss ee ee ee 134, 000 
] a a ‘ici ebadetacatiadiiaian 98, 400 


indicate the extent of the 
in seeds. The total 


Government competition 
appropriation for this 


figures will 
ular dealers 
$290,000, and the expensive character of the work appears 
e fact that no less than $71,000 of the whole appropriation was 
d on salaries, nearly $42,000 in assembling and mailing the 
nd less than $91,000 in the purchase of seeds themselves. This 
a waste of public funds, especially as the bulk of the seeds 
ire old varieties of little value to the recipients. Congress- 
ks, of New York, is to offer an amendment to the agricultural 
ation bill eliminating the appropriation for free seeds, and says 
y that many Congressmen have assured him of their support, 
t he has received many letters from farmers advocating the 












Farm and Fireside, Springfield, Ohio, April 1, 1906.] 
CONGRESSIONAL SEED DISTRIBUTION. 
v d truly moves. Progress may be slow, but it is also sure. 
action of the Committee on Agriculture of the House of 
tives, when it decided by a close vote to strike out the $250,- 
riation for seeds, came to some of us as a most agreeable 
It is, however, only the first step toward the eradication 
nt old humbug, and the real fight about it in the two Houses 
In these days of immense graft and waste, the question, 
is of comparatively little importance. But it has always 
to see this petty and absurd distribution of Government pap 
the name of agriculture, and for the alleged benefit of the 
\ farmer. The end of it is bound to come. 





ntieth Century Farmer, Omaha, Nebr., March 28, 1906.] 
THE FREE-SEED DISTRIBUTION. 
ial farce of Government seed distribution is now due. This 
ional custom, which has long since outlived its usefulness 
ltural adjunct, should be discontinued as a useless expense 
s, a silly recognition of political friendships, an abuse of 
h the people in encouraging them to plant seeds that have 
- tee of quality or trueness to name, a system of distribution 
rnizes no fixed conditions in soil or climatic adaptation for 
plant growth. A system which at the present time has no 
juality or excuse for its existence, except as a graft to 
out $300,000 annually of the funds of the United States 
urage a seed graft in the supply of this stock, and work 
1 upon the legitimate seed industry of the country. 
a large field open for Congressional experimental aids to 
in the introduction and tests of grains, grasses, and plants 
ntries that would meet the indorsement of our progressive 
ff ultimate advantage to our country. Why not discon- 
less expense of Government seed distribution and aid in a 
ise that all our people can indorse and appreciate as com- 
nd profitable? 





wit] 






Michigan Farmer, Detroit, Mich., March 17, 1906.] 
THE QUESTION OF FREE-SEED DISTRIBUTION. 
mittee having under consideration the appropriation bill for 


4 rl Department of Agriculture have stricken from it the free- 
bution clause. This does not necessarily mean that there 

: appropriation made for the purpose of free-seed distribution, 
se may be reinstated on the floor of the House when the 

up for passage, as was the case last year, after having 

nated by the committee. It is said that prominent seed 
the country have been in conference in Washington for the 

t using their influence to prevent a similar action this year. 
. nal outcome of the matter is pending, let us analyze the 


arefully from the standpoint of the farmer who would get the 
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seeds in case the distribution 


is continued. First let us look into the 
matter of the cost to the Government. Figures in the rey 2 
B. T. Galloway, Chief of the Bureau of Plant Indust! for 1905 

































that the Government paid ,000 for the handling of $90,000 worth 

of seeds. The items of salaries, traveling expenses, smbling and 

mailing, and miscellaneous amount to $2.70 for every $1 in actual y 1e 
of seeds distributed. Thus it will be seen that the expense incurred by 

the Government in collecting a few cents’ worth of seeds to each pr n 

receiving them is nearly three times the first cost of the seeds What 

recipient of the bounty (7?) of the Government w desire a continua 
tion of seed distribution as at present conducted in the light of this 
fact? 

Any fair-minded man should concur in the opinion that t 
good business. It is not what was intended when the f f 
the present system of free-seed distribution was laid, for 3 t 
a new question. It is older than the Department of iculture 
Free-seed distribution by the Government had its origin as far back 
as when the agricultural interests of the country were looked afte1 v 
a bureau of the Patent Office instead of by a great Department of the 
Government as at present. At that time a small appropriation was 
made to enable the Commissioner of Patents to buy and distrib to 
the farmers of the country “rare and valuable foreign seeds rhere 
can be no doubt about the wisdom of this move or of the benefits which 
have accrued to the country along this line It was under the provi 
sions of this law that tea culture was first introduced into this ntry 
as a beginning, and it is to just this line of work th: yur 
most valuable seeds and plants have been introduced : ed, 
thus not only broadening the field of American agricult ; 
ing and building up many dependent industries as w t! 
any question but that this kind of work should be nae 
nitely. The money appropriated for research along W 
expended, as past results plainly indicate, but can the same be said 
that appropriated for the distribution of garden seeds? We think n 
We believe with the chairman of the committee that cut the I 
tion that “ when it comes to peas and beans and corn and turn 
country is sufficiently well informed to go it alone without pel 
a quarter of a million dollars for this purpose Not but that tl 
legitimate field of work for the Department along this line in expe 
menting with new and improved varieties of all farm staples and 
distributing a reasonable amount of seeds which experiments s! de 
termine to be of exceptional value. Indeed too much money, if wis 
expended, could hardly be appropriated for this purpose, si1 
can be no proper comparison between the good which would re f 
work of this kind and the wholesale distribution of common s 
indifferent quality as conducted at present. Nor do we believe t 
Department or the Congressmen would care to perpetuate the 
system if they were only assured that their constituents would ap) 
if it were abolished Why not give them that assuran while 
matter is under consideration? 

[Cincinnati Packer, April 21, 1906.] 

THE FREE-SEED FRAUD—CONGRESS ANNUALLY WASTES $250,000 IN 
MANNER—SEEDS ARE OF NO VALUE TO FARMERS, BUT CONGRESSMED 
UTILIZE THEM AS A REMEMBRANCE—STARTED HARMLFESSLY. 

CINCINNATI, April 21, 1 

The American Grange Bulletin recently published the following re 
garding the free-seed distribution agitation which is now attracting at 
tention all over the country: 

“The annual distribution of seeds through the Department of Ag 












































culture is graft, pure and simple—not less such because it is fe 
litical object than if it were prosecuted for private and d t 1 
gain. Last year Congress appropriated $290,000 for this pur 
number of packages scattered broadcast among the peor 
36,293,820. It is not imagined or pretended that the seeds are « 
real use or value to anybody except the Congressmen themselves 
are enabled in this way to advantage themselves by ‘ rem 
their favorite constituents. 

“ ORIGIN OF THE GRAFT. 

“In the year 1869 Congress gave $1,000 to the Patent Office for 
purpose of collecting and giving away ‘rare and improved “iet 
seeds.” This was the germ out of which the monster gr: 
tion has grown. Year after year the appropriation for tl 
and distribution of seeds has been increased, and beyond 
will reach $400,000 per annum within half a dozen years fr 
This nonsense has already cost the people not far from $5,0 
Nine years ago the then Secretary of Agricult Mr. Morton, 
that it was contrary to law, inasmuch as the seeds sent 
neither rare nor improved, but of the commonest kinds, s 
beans, nasturtium, and pansies—Congress! having refused 
anything but ordinary field and garden seer 

‘A RIDICULOUS COLLECTION. 

“Attention was called to the fact that the average parcel of s 
sisted of five little papers, amounting in all to out two-thirds 
ounce, and consisting of two-tenths of an oun of cabbag 1 
tenths of an ounce of cucumber seed, three-tenths of an ounce of s 
seed, three-tenths of an ounce of turnip seed, and less than 
of an ounce of tomato seed. It is easy to ir ine how utterly 
such a consignment would be to the average farmer. But w i 
suggested that the seeds should be put up in larger packages ¢ 
men declined to consider the proposition, inasmuch as to do t 
diminish the number of constituents *‘ remembered.’ 

“PROTESTED AGAINST SWINDLE. 

“ Congress was so angry at Secretary Morton on account of his | 

against the swindle that he was threatened with impeachmer I 


jection to the violation of law, which could not be denied, was 
come by amending the act in such a way as to include seeds of 

How little good was accomplished by the rebellion of the Depart: 
shown by the fact that the appropriation was $80,000 for that 
| 1896, and since has been increased to $290,000 per annum, and t 


number of packages distributed has grown during t same | 
10,125,000 to 36,293,820. Verily, we are a long-suffering people. 
‘OF REAL VALUE. 
“By a great effort the present Secretary of Agriculture, Mr. Wilson, 

| has succeeded in having about $50,000 out of the huge annual appropr 
tion set aside for the procurement of seeds and plants that are res 
valuable, and to this extent the original intention of the law is carrie 
out. Also, he has in many instances persuaded Representatives f 
urban districts to accept flower seeds instead of garden and field se« 

in order that their constituents may utilize them ig window boxes and 


| yards. 
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OTHER PEOPLE’S MONEY. 

“Tlitherto such urban Members, having no use for field and garden 
seeds, have felt compelled to exchange them with rural Congressmen 
* doc ‘nts that they wanted, or else, as often happened, to resort to 






















the i expedient of selling their quotas in bulk to agricultural Mem- 
bers %kers, by the way, have made quite a profitable business of 
buying p quotas of seeds for a fraction of their original cost to the 
Government, and not very long ago one of these dealers, who had a 
cellar stored full of them, offered for sale 30,000 packages of the pre- 
vious year’s output which had been somewhat damaged by mice. 

“Tt case of other people’s money. ‘The Government is rich, so 
what is the use of economizing? 

‘“PARMERS AWAKENING TO FRAUD. 

“The farmers of the country seem to be awakening at last to the fact 
that the Government seed distribution is a delusion and a snare. Year 
after year Congress appropriates about a quarter of a million dollars 
for the ‘purchase and distribution of valuable seeds,’ and each Sena- 
tor and Member has assigned to him 12,500 packages, each containing 
five packets of seeds of the commonest possible varieties. There are 
usually packets of radishes, lettuce, cucumber, watermelons, and carrots, 
or some similar vegetable. The intrinsic value of the collection is from 
2 to 3 cents in each case, and 16 pessible good is served. 

“LACK MORAY: COURAGE. 

“Yet every attempt to cut off the distribution is fought vigorously on 
the floor of the House. Not one Member in ten really believes that the 
distribution should continue, but not one in twenty seems to have the 
courage to vote against the item. 


‘STATE GRANGE OPPOSED. 
Now, however, the State granges are beginning to take part in the 
fight, and already New York and Illinois have declared against the con- 


i 


tinuance of the practice. : ‘ 
“The Illinois State Grange, at its annual session in December, adopted 
the following resolution: 


« «PResolved, As practical and independent farmers, that we call upon 
Congress to abolish its petty, annoying, and needless practice of broad- 





casti free and common garden seeds all over the rural districts, and 
we ask that the control of seed distribution be placed under the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture and limited to experimental work.’ 

“?TWO AGAINST FRAUD. 

“Thus far two members of the House Committee on Agriculture, 
Mes WapswortTH and Cocks, of New York, are the only ones who 
have declared against the continuance of the annual squandering of 
money for seeds which do no good. As a rule, Members use their 
packages for electioneering purposes, and of course a majority will vote 
ag st the proposition to cut off the supply. If, however, the State 
g renerally follow the lead of Illinois and New York, it will not 
be any years before the seed division of the Department of Agricul 
ture is restored to its original purpose—the discovery and distributior 
of pn and valuable seeds—instead of continuing the purchase of the 
cheapest varieties in order to secure for Members of Congress as many 
packets as possible, without reference to utility or value.” 


J. M. Lupron, WHOLESALE SEED GROWER, 
Mattituck, Long Island, N. Y., March 16, 1906. 









Hon. W. W. Cocks, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

Dean Sir: I have at hand your favor of the 7th. The Committee 
on Agriculture in your House in reporting against any appropriation for 
the free distribution of garden seeds has acted most wisely and sensibly 
upon a proposition which is wrong both in theory and practice. It 
has done an immense amount of harm to one of the most scientific 
bran ; of agriculture, that of seed growing. But very little benefit 
has ever been accomplished by the free distribution of ordinary seeds 
on t part of the Government among farmers. It is more than prob 
able that but a very small part of the seeds so distributed has ever 
been planted, because of the feeling which I know prevails almost uni 
versally among farmers and growers that the character of the seed 
sent out by the Government has not been up to the standard of those 


which they could buy of the seed trade, and in very many instances 
the varieties we not what they wanted, so that they have generally 


preferred to purchase what they did want in place of planting that 




























merely what he most desires to get rid of. 
distributed can not be regarded as the best in the market. The product 
upon which he has given the most effort is reserved for what he con 











Yours, truly, J. M. Lupron, 
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SOUTHAMPTON, LONG ISLAND, N. Y., Mareh 27, 1906. 
WILLIAM W. Cocks, Westbury. 


Dear Sir: Might I ask you to use your influence against the free 
distribution of common garden seeds? Last year I believe there was 
appropriated $290,000. I fully concur in the appropriation of the 
$40,000 for the purchase and distribution of new or rare seeds and 
plants, but the common seeds which I have had nearly every year sent 
to me, in my opinion, is just a farce. At first I planted the seeds ver 
carefully, to find that they rarely came up. Corn and beans are the 
only seeds that gave satisfaction, and there was not enough of them to 
do any good. It seems to me a waste of the public money, as more than 
one-half of the seeds distributed are never sown. 

Then, again, the mail service is overburdened with these free seeds. 
Instead of deriving a revenue from them they cost the Governmen: 
$300,000 per annum for franking. I have yet to hear a farmer or 
gardener express themselves in favor of the free seeds. All think it is a 
fearful waste of money, 

8S. F. MAcDona.p. 

















Yours, truly, 













107 WALL Street, New York, March 26, 1906. 





Hon. W. W. Cocks, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DeAR Srr: I am in favor of the legislation which is coming before you 
tending to restrict the distribution of seeds by the United States Je 
partment of Agriculture, limiting the same to new or rare seeds or 
plants not on sale generally in the United States. It seems to me that 
the present system is wasteful and produces only a small percentage o/ 
good, besides being a considerable burden upon the Post-Office Depart 
ment. 

Hoping that your views will accord with mine, and that you will sup 
port the reform, F 

Yours, very truly, Gro. C. Ranp. 





























CHARLES H. ALLEN, CARNATIONS AND MIGNONETTE, 
Floral Park, N. Y., March 20, 1906. 






Hon. WILLIAM W. Cocks, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 

Drak Srtr: I am strictly opposed to the free distribution of seeds by 
the United States Government, and have returned to the Departmen 
of Agriculture the package received through your courtesy. 

Yours, truly, 











t 
U 






CHARLES H. ALLEN. 





CoTTAGE GARDENS COMPANY, 
Queens, N. Y., March 28, 1906. 






Hon. WILLIAM W. Cocks, 
Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Senator Cocks: Upon my return home from a trip into 
Mexico I found your esteemed favor of the 7th of March awaiting nu 
attention. I am very glad that you called my attention to the effort 
that is being made to abolish the free distribution of common garden 
seeds. While I am not a seedsman and have no interest whatever in 
the sale of seeds, I have decided views upon that perversion of the 
original scheme of distributing rare plants and seeds throughout t 
United States for the purpose of testing new material that might prove 
of economic value to our country. In years past I have been at various 
times the recipient of Congressional liberality in the way of variov 
packages of free seeds, and being in the horticultural business and 
ing thoroughly versed with the best material that was offered in 
way of seeds and plants by our leading nurserymen and seedsmen, | 
have considered myself to some extent competent to judge of the value 
of the material sent out. In no instance have I ever received through . 
Congressional liberality a single variety of seed or plants that was in 
any way an improvement or even as good as 90 per cent of the ordi 
nary material offered for sale through the regular channels. In f 
in almost every instance the varieties sent were of the most comm 
ordinary kinds, and generally the material received was some seeds 
men’s stock left over from years past, and so lacking in vitality th 
the largest percentage of it failed to grow, and had I purchased seed 
at the highest market price of the better varieties and planted them 
upon the same space occupied by the free seeds I would have gained 
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the Government sent them free, In some instances, perhaps, farmers | largely in a financial way had I been compelled to sell the crop and 
have felt a little complimented that their Member should think | pay the expense of cultivation. 

enough of them to send them a little package of seeds, but more times Now, I understand that the object sought in distributing free seeds 
I have heard the receipt of one of these packages sneeringly alluded | and plants is to place in the hands of the general horticulturalist and 
to as candalous misappropriation of the Government's money. ‘To } farmer in various parts of the country new and !mproved varieties for 
m ‘ems that there was no particular reason why you should send | trial, and from my knowledge of what has been sent out in this way | 
fre i. lot of seeds to farmers any more than any other kind of mer am satisfied that the above object has been very seldom attained. As | 
chandise, and certainly the distribution carried out in such great pro view the distribution of free seeds at the present time, it is simply a 
portions as it has now assumed has had a depressing effect upon the | form of Congressional graft and has absolutely no merit whatever to 
seed ade, which has been felt throughout the country. The produc commend it, nor, in fact, any excuse whatever except that it en Ss 
t seeds is perhaps the most scientific part or branch of agricul rural Congressmen to curry the good favor of certain of their constitu- 
t1 and can only be successfully carried on where managed with a } ents by sending them a little present paid for by Uncle Sam. Just a 
great desl of intelligence and a thorough understanding of the condi- } little bid for a vote, you might call it, and a mighty cheap one at (that. 
ti verning their suecessful production. It is scientific because it | As I view it, the money invested in this free-seed distribution is large!) 
must successful attempt in all cases to improve varieties in order | thrown away, and very little intrinsic benefit accrues to the recip 

to ke ip to the times, and to whatever extent it exceeds in improv- ] of this species of Congressional alms. At the present time, when ther 
ing ‘ties it is in a great degree beneficial to the farmer and agri- | is being unearthed so much connected with the conduct of business 1 
cult The Depavtment of Agriculture, which obtains its supplies | this country that is shady, questionable, unlawful, and in many 10 
and turns over the order to those who bid lowest upon it, can not | stances criminal, it seems to me as if Congress ought to set the ex 
assume to secure in this way the best effort of the seed grower. For | ample and cut out this form of extravagance, and that the money spe! 
your seed distribution you have secured that which the seed grower has | in this free distribution should be put to some more profitable as we! 
as surplus stock and is willing to dispose of at the lowest prices. It | as more worthy purpose. I do not know of any reasoa why Cong! 

not represent his best effort in the way of seed improvement, | should not make an appropriation and distribute free cheeses 


poor of our large cities. It seems to me as if there is just a: 
excuse for distributing any commodity free as there is for distr 


the free seeds that have been sent out under this act for the p sa 

































siders s best class of customers, those who are willing to pay for | to fifteen or twenty years, . 
t tra effort made to improve the variety. For my part I believe I am glad to know that the Committee on Agriculture has reporte’ 
it fa etter for a cultivator to pay double price for that article upon | in favor of abolishing the free distribution of common garden sees 

wl the grower has expended his best thought and labor than to plant | believe that it is a step in the right direction, and I sincerely ho! that 
the poorer article given him when we consider the small cost of the | Senatorial courtesy will be suspended when this matter comes before 
seed spared to the real value of the product. And I think that | Congress, to the end that the subject may be thoroughly thrashed out 
the Government of the country has been decidedly wrong in doing that | and end up in abolishing the practice. oe 
whict is had a depressing effect upon an industry which, if allowed to Hoping that my views will meet with your ap robation, and asa 
grow and flourish, will do much toward the improvement of every culti- | ing you that you are at liberty to use them, prov ded you consider them 
vated variety of seeds, of value, I remain, 


Very truly, yours, Cyas, W. W4nd- 


















1906. 





ORANGE JuDD COMPANY, 
PUBLISHERS OF AGRICULTURAL WEEKLIES, 
New York City, March 10, 1906. 
Mr. WiLt1aM W. Cocks, 
Committee on Agriculture, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Str: Allow me to congratulate your committee on its effort to 
the free distribution of common garden seeds. That has long 
he worst old fake perpetrated upon the American farmer. Indi- 
| and organized farmers have for years been a unit against it. 
agricultural press unanimously supports your committee in its 
mmendations to as a stop to this hoary fraud. 
m writing this letter to each member of your committee, and trust 
brought to the personal attention of each Member of the House. 


IPA 
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[From the Rural New-Yorker.] 
PARCELS POST Vv. FREE 
In talking with diferent people on this topic, market gardeners 


SEEDS, 


particular, T have yet to hear the first sensible man indorse the fre 
seeds and plants as generally sent out from the Agricultural Depart 
ment. In conversation with two of the ablest men of the Departm« 
some time back, they both admitted the free-seed shop as a discredit to 
the Government, it being both a big expense to the Agricultural as well 
as the Post-Office Department for what little good is ever derived f i 
it. But both these men stated that Congress would never do away with 
the free seeds as long as many of the Members counted largely on hay 
ing these very seeds, worthless as many of them might be, assist tl 


in their elections. If only new and rare seeds and varieties were 
tributed for the trial (the original purpose of th« 1 


business) 


























I ve it safe to say that if this question were submitted to a vote | phe well and good. But for stuff to be sent out still that was disc: 
il of every American farmer the result would be ten to one in| as worthless by practical men years ago is just simply a serious retle 
of abolishing the free distribution of common garden seeds. And | tion on the wisdom of the officials of the Agricultural Department I 
dgment is based on a most intimate knowledge of the farmers’ | frequently receive seeds, not that I request them, but they come an 
nd needs in every nook and corner of the United States. Con- | way. If they are of a nature to make good chicken feed, it’s not so 
n not do a more popular act, so far as agriculture is concerned, very bad, but if otherwise, they are just thrown or given away. A f 
abolish this scandal of “ free seeds, | days ago, in a veritable snowstorm, with a cold north wind, our 
Yours, very truly, HERBERT MYRICK, |; carrier seemed to be extra heavily loaded. Asking the cause, was told 
President and Manager. | “An overdose of free seeds and plants.” When opening a pai t 
(Mr. Myrick was called away and was unable to sign this letter per- | was directed to myself, behold what I found: Two Lenoir and two 
s but his signature is guaranteed.) Herbemont grapevines all the way from Washington by mail, delivered 
yao’ |} in a regular snowstorm, worth, at the most, if they were needed, 10 
. P ‘ : | cents. Jerusalem, what a gracious Government! No wonder we farn 
ae COMMITTEE ON AGRICULTURE, | ers are prospering when we get such gifts, Now, the Herbemont gra 
House or REPRESENTATIVES, UNITED STATES, f | is one of the oldest we have. Nurseries sell them at 5 cents apiec: 
ss as Washington, D. C., March 13, 1906. | the 100. The Lenoir is not worth standing room in our section of t 
E nr OF FARM JOU RNAL, country. I have discarded them as worthless twenty years or more a 
Philadelphia, Pa. Now, if the Post-Office Department could carry parcels of, say, up 
MED FrienD: You have perhaps noticed by the papers that an | 10 pounds weight of such goods as the people generally require at 
being made to abolish the free distribution of the common gar- | fair rate of postage, there would be revenue for the services, and t! 
is. The Committee on Agriculture of the House of Representa- | people would be benefited. There would be an advantage all a 1d 
recommend such action. Would be glad to have your views | And would it not be best for the country’s good to have the Co 
subject, and, if you are in favor of the proposition, to have you | men who have not ability or brains enough to reelect them to 1 
d you ean toward helping it along. positions to stay at home next time and let abler man tal 
irs, truly, WILLIAM W. Cocks. | place, than to ave them get themselves reelec yt mean f 
_e | seeds, etc.? Now, Mr. Congressman, act sensible a do aw 
I means pass the bill. | the free-seed humbug and give the country in place a parcels post 
WILMER ATKINSON, You will stand much better chances of reelection. 
Editor Farm Journal, Philadelphia. J. W. STUBENRAUCH, 
OFFICE OF THE METROPOLITAN AND RURAL HOME, New YORK AGRICULTURAL EXPERIMENT STATION, 
New York, N. Y., March 15, 1906. ee Geneva, N. Y., March 7, 1506 
7 ue W. Cocks, Esq Hon. W. W. Cocks, F ; 4 
, ; Washington, D.C House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
; es ae . DeaR Mr. Cocks: I want to congratulate you on the position 
) Sir: I am in receipt of your kind favor of the 13th instant, and | nave taken in regard to Congressional appropriations for cs oo 
{1 I beg to state that I am most positively in favor of the abolish- | jon Money so spent is mostly : aste of fund Mone + 
the free distribution of common garden seeds by the Depart- : 7 oS pe re ees 6 aw OF Ceeee. | ney oy 
Asvicnbiiaes : = ’ prevent the serious adulterations which are now occurring with ma 
=—_ r Den » wisely = > The adi rration of <« alfa se« 
very investigation I have made the consensus of opinion is wile tooled Gon Geen 1 een aaa os Gs bene. if New York 
t » distribution of these free seeds is of no practical value what- ing the past tore years. P — ae as 
ve never as yet in our columns taken a stand on either side | I crue vee a prospering and enjoying your work. 
of ‘nee, but since receiving your letter asking for our cooperation, ours, uly, W. H. Jomman, Di ' 
I blish something on this subject in our April issue. a - Et. SORDAN, Lerects 
ng you of our cooperation, I beg to remain, ae) , : 
Yours, very truly, THE ConNECTICUT FARM] a 
THR METROPOLITAN AND RURAL HOMB, } us . New Haven, Conn., March 22, 1906. 
B. B. Hopxins, LFditor. | Hon. Wau. W. Cocks, 
Washington, D. C. 
THE Rural NEwW-YORKER, Dear Sir: In reply to your letter of the 13th, we are glad our views 
New York, March 8, 1906. | coincide with yours, and we believe we fully expressed the views of our 
H ILLIAM W. Cocks, | patrons in the matter of free distribution of seeds by the Government 
Washington, D. C. | It nen snaege seemed to us - be an uncalled-for waste of money, as th 
1 Sy ‘ rlz ’ £ »po ity > oO ¥C lette seeds in most cases were of very common varieties that were obsolet: 
G ent seeds as one of the greatest humbugs of the age. Posi- | 1S and in our issue of March 24 we have devoted considerable spa 
sound argument can be advanced why this distribution should | "ecommending that the usual appropriation for this purpose be cut ¢ 
ibolished, while on the other hand an excellent reason can Very truly, yours, Pos ee 
for killing off the humbug. In the first place it interferes THE FARMER PUBLISHING AND PRINTING COMPAN 
honest and legitimate trade. The seedsmen of the country —_—— 
ands if not millions of dollars invested in their business. FARMERS’ TRIBUNE PUBLISHING COMPAN 
I e seeds sent out by Congressmen as they are, directly inter Sioux City, Io uf 1 17, 1 
f this business of the seedsmen, because naturally the man who | Hon. Wm. W. Cocks, 
ig — as S pitt from = Senqemnes ean see no noneee House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
\ uuld buy legitimate products. There is no reason on earth etd eds x. Wile sili wdliaies in Wie anes of 4 er 
industry should be singled out by the Government for direct oe en; > sppredess wets an "¢ see — lates. oe si sonar . at 
rious competition, nor is there any reason why the Govern- 7 oO for the free distribution of ecds ] nd we since rast 
ld not send a man a harrow, a plow, or send his wife an eae lied en t ~ ' ecews, & ' ; 
sewing machine if it is to send these garden seeds to at ee for 50,000 aan ; in the corn belt who represent a p 

f As to the quality of the seeds, it is notorious that ridiculous Speensng ror Ww ecunere s a ae ig a tp cee niger OM 

D have been made. For example, I send you herewith a letter | ‘#tion of one-fourth of a million, I beg to state that we are s 

f of our readers in Texas, showing what absurd mistakes are | 0PPosed to the ee aan ae dee on ae ae: ook] 

have been told that samples of new cotton have been sent to | Tied on in pe ten —~> - one past ee ee ee 
New England, while seeds thoroughly adapted to the northern | Promiscuous distribution, we belleve that he is acutally beisg ha 
ive been sent to farmers in the Gulf States. The seeds sent out are often of poor quality; they are not up to 
received numberless letters from our readers who say the only | Standard of the seed sent out by our best seed houses. Furthert 
ave for these seeds is to feed them to their chickens, and I see | Whenever a man gets something for nothing Se does not val te 
why Uncle Sam should furnish, at a great expense, this stuff So far as freeseed distribution is concerned, Congress should |} 
| as chicken feed. ‘The greatest fraud and humbug of all, how- | ®0thing to do with it. nt eo per of Agriculture, In its 
way in which the average Congressman approaches people | imvestigations, both home and abroad, find varieties that in its opin 
petty form of graft. I once lived in the house with another | Should receive general introduction in this country, it might for a 
had a back yard garden between us. He approached me | “istribute a certain amount of such seed until their value has 
and proposed a form of cooperation. His proposition was | demonstrated, but Congress should have — 50 £0 Se fem © 
ld spade the garden, do all the raking, plant the seed, and do | bution. The free-seed distribution as practiced now is nothing 

ing, while he, in his turn, was to furnish the seed at Govern- | Staft and every one regards it as such. 

I He said he had a “ pull” with our Congressman which few Wishing your committee success, I remain, aaa Bdit 

‘ had and that the Congressman would let him have these Yours, very truly, >) Se aa 

W seeds guaranteed by the Government to be better than any a. —_— 

[ merely mention this to show you how ridiculous, how gt. Paul stems oak ae 1006 

absurd, this little graft or pull becomes in the hands of a oe ‘ CN, BING., DCS 255 Se 

in. There is, as { have stated, positively no good argument to | Hon. WILLIaM W. Cocks, | got , 

in favor of r. House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

; ; a continuance of this practice. It is a wise and : : 

; thing from time to time to distribute new seeds or rare cut- EstesMep Frsnp: Your letter concerning the effort that is being 
nts for experiment purposes, but this petty graft should be | made to abolish free distribution of seeds at hand. In reply we wish 
at once and I sincerely hope that you will do all in your | to say that we are in hearty accord with such a movement, for we 

I ive this nuisance abolished. sider it a waste of funds, as it seems impossible for the Government 

irs, very truly, H. W. CoLLINewoop, Editor. to distribute seeds suitable to all localities. In fact, I find in my ex- 
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tensive acquaintance over the Northwest that the farmers consider the 
Government distribution of seeds no more than a farce. It is seldom 
that these seeds are planted, and a large per cent of them go into the 
farmer's swill barrel. 
Thanking you 
Go, ent graft, we are, 
Very truly, yours, 


ernn 
THE FARMER, 
Per A. W. TrRow. 
THE LAWRENCE PUBLISHING COMPANY, 
Detroit, Mich., March 16, 1906. 
WILLIAM W. Cocks, 
Washington, D. C. 

DeAR Str: In reply to yours of the 13th instant, we mail you, under 
separate wrapper, marked copy of Michigan Farmer, last issue. 

You wil! notice from same the position we have taken regarding free 
distribution of seeds. 

Trusting you will find this along the lines desired, and assuring 
that we will be glad to cooperate in any way possible to secure 
desired results, we remain, 

Yours, respectfully, 


you 
the 


Tub LAWRENCE PUBLISHING Co. 
G. J. MUNSBLL, 
Advertising Department. 
FarM, STOCK, AND HOME COMPANY, 
Minneapolis, Minn., March 16, 1906. 
lion. WILLIAM W. Cocks, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C 
Dear Str: Replying to yours of the 13th, would say that Farm, 
Stock, and Home has always been some to the distribution of the 
garden seeds by the Government, and we are glad to know there is a 
good prospect of the practice being discontinued. There is an absolute 
waste of people’s money without giving them any benefit whatever. 
Very truly, yours, 
FARM, STOCK, 
H. N. 


AND HOME COMPANY, 
Owen, Secretary. 


EDITORIAL ROOMS FARM AND FIRESIDE, 
Springfield, Ohio, March 16, 1906. 
Hon, WILLIAM W. Cocks, 


Washington, D. C. 


Answering your favor of the 13th instant, I take pleasure 
ying that Farm and Fireside for many years past has steadfastly 
sed the free distribution of common garden and flower seeds. 
all that time the contributors and readers, as far as known, have 
approved of the stand taken by the paper. Expressions of their opinion 
have been in favor of it; in fact, not one expressed a desire to have 
free-seed distribution continued. 

Farm and Fireside wow heartily indorses the action of the Committee 
yn Agriculture in recommending its abolition, and respectfully urges 
he Members to “‘stand pat’’ on the proposition when it comes up in 
the House 


Very truly, yours, 


an SIR: 


JOHN C. BARNETT. 
NEW YORK STATE FRUIT GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Penn Yan, N. Y., March 31, 1906. 
W. Cocks, 
Washington, D. C. 

Sir: I learn that you are interested in a plan to abolish the 
seed distribution, so far as it applies to common garden seeds. 
y tl my acquaintance with the farmers of this section 
ith the fruit growers of the whole State, leads me 
» sentiment is strongly in favor of the movement 


ht be desirable to send the seeds of certain new 
s where the probable conditions would be favorable 
he present I believe that the whole plan had best be 


thing you do along this line, I believe, will be appreciated 
and fruit growers of New York State. 
Very truly, yours, 


by the 


’ 


E. C. GILuetTtT, Secretary. 


THE NEW STATE PouttTry Socrery, 


Watervliet, N. Y., April 9, 1906. 


Yorke 


Myself, as well as the majority of the members of 
which I represent, are opposed to the distribu 
n seeds, but do favor the distribution of seeds of 
Trusting this will meet with your approval. 


JOHN D. JAQUINS, President. 


THE NEW YORK STATE SHEEP BREEDERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Batavia, N. Y., April 2, 1906. 
Ww. W. Cox 
Washingt ° 
1k Sir: I want to express my approval of the determined stand 
taking in opposition to any further distribution of ordinary 
seeds which are sent out from Washington. I have never been 
one good reason for such distribution as it has been car- 
past years. The seeds which I haye received in quite large 
are as a rule not as desirable varieties, neither are they 
fresh as can ordinarily be purchased from reliable seed houses, 
and whatever seeds have been sent have been used only as food for 
oultry I trust you will keep up this fight until the distribution is 
liscontinued, and I am confident that such course on your behalf will 
rit the approval of the best farmers of the country. At the same 
I am of course in favor of a reasonable distribution and experi- 
nenting with strictly new varieties of seeds, and in this way in- 
rease the number of valuable plants that may be adapted to various 


} are 
arden 

le to see 
ried on in 


quantities 


With congratulations for your good work in this direction, I remain, 
Very truly, yours, 


FRANK D. WARD, President. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


for the interest you are taking in eliminating this | 


} ance of the free distribution of garden seeds by the United States (oy- 


| best efforts to have this practice stopped. 


Dur- | 





| Government seed distribution. 


APRIL 30, 


New Yor«k STATE ASSOCIATION OF Ber Keepers’ SOCIETtEs, 
Clifton Springs, N. Y., April 8, 1906. 
Hon. W. W. Cocks, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DeAR Sir: I am not interested in the sale of seeds; but as an Ameri. 
can citizen I wish to protest against a continuance of the Congression.)! 
distribution of common and abundant varieties of garden seeds and to 
urge a discontinuance of the practice, believing as I do that said seeds 
are of doubtful utility, to say the least. 

I am, however, in favor of the Government distribution of seeds of 
new varieties of plants, and believe that more attention should je 


| given to the testing and distribution of such seeds. 


Believing that I voice the sentiment of a large majority of those 
whom it is my privilege to represent, I would urge you to use your 
best efforts toward bringing about the desired change in this matter. 

Yours, truly, 
W. F. Marks. 


HORTICULTURAL SOCIETY OF NEW York, 
New York City, March 26, 1906 
Hon. WILLIAM W. Cocks, 
Washington, D. C. 


_My_ Dear Sir: At the regular meeting of the Horticultural Society of 
New York, held on March 14, the subjoined resolution was presented 
in council and unanimously adopted. Acting under instructions from 
the council, I beg leave to transmit copy of said resolution to you: 
“ Resolved, That we view with satisfaction the probable discontinu- 
ernment. We respectfully urge upon our Representatives in Congress, 
and the United States Senators from New York, that they use their 
We denounce it as a useless 
waste of public money and a flagrant perversion of the aims and intent 
of the law creating the Department of Agriculture.” 
Yours, faithfully, 
LEONARD BARRON, Secretary, 


New YorK STATE FRUIT GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Halls Corners, N. Y., March 31, 19 
Hon. W. W. Cocks, 


Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Sir: I notice by the papers that you are the originator of q 
bill before Congress to abolish the free distribution of common garden 
seeds. Personally I believe you are right. And from what I can learn 
in meeting the members of the State Fruit Growers’ Association I be- 
lieve it meets with the hearty approval of a large majority of our 
members. Still I think the careful distribution of the seeds of new 


| varieties of plants and vegetables will continue to be of benetit to 
} agriculture. 


U 


Trusting you may succeed in the passage of your bill, I am, 
Truly, yours, 
T. B. WItson, 


New YorK STATE FRUIT GROWERS’ ASSOCIATION, 
Penn Yan, N. Y., March 31, 1906. 
Hon. W. W. Cocks, 


Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sire: I learn that you are interested in a plan to abolish the 
present seed distribution, so far as it applies to common garden seeds, 
I wish to say that my acquaintance with the farmers of this section 
of the State, and with the fruit growers of the whole State, leads to 
the belief that the sentiment is strongly in favor of the movement for 
which you stand. Personally, for many years, I have been op 1 to 
It might be desirable to send the seeds 
of certain new plants into localities where the probable conditions 
would be favorable for them, but for the present I believe that the 
whole plan had best be discontinued. Anything you do along this line 
I believe will be appreciated by the farmers and fruit growers New 
York State. 

Very truly, yours, , Secretary. 
Srate oF NEw YORK DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF FARMERS’ INSTITUTES 
Fayetteville, N. Y., March 22 
Hon. GrorGce L. FLANDERS, 
Assistant Commissioner of Agriculture, Albany, N. Y. 

Dear Srr: Your favor of March 19 asking about the matter « 
seed distribution by the National Government is received. I |! 
tended practically all of the annual meetings of the various 8! 
ricultural organizations during the winter and have conversed 
great many of our leading farmers in relation to seed distri 
believe I can say that, without exception, the leading members 
organizations are opposed to the distribution of the sort of seed 
being sent out—that is, common, ordinary seeds that could 
cured of any seedsman. Quite a number of them, however, 
themselves as being in favor of having samples of new and 
seed for testing sent into the different sections in order that 
find out whether or not any new crops are suitable for growing 
State. 

Trusting that this gives you the information you are seeking 

Yours, very truly, 
F. B. Da 


STATE OF New YORK, DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF FARMERS’ INSTITU! 
Fayetteville, N. Y., March 
Hon. W. W. Cocks, 
Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Mr. Cocks: I have just received a letter from Mr. ‘ 
Flanders at Albany in relation to Government seed distributi: 
close herewith copy of my reply. 

I believe, if you wish it, I could get you a letter from the pr: 
each of the various agricultural and horticultural organizatio: 
York State supporting your position in this matter. I hav 
more than fifty of the counties of the State during the past w'' 
from the fact that as statistical agent for the United States 
ment I have sent out some seed I believe I know very well th: 
of the people. ‘ as 

Yours, very truly, F. BE. Ds vLey. 


rge L. 
nd in- 


lent of 
n New 
een in 
* and 
(Govern: 
ittitude 
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New York STATE GRANGE, 
Philadelphia, N. Y., April 3, 1906. 
W. W. Cocks, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: I take this opportunity of addressing you in regard to the 
It seems to me that 
t off this needless and wasteful use of the public money. 
Husbandry, 


eed distribution. 
For myself, 
numbering 
a protest 
nst any further distribution of common seeds by the Federal Gov 
So far as the distribution 
meerned, I think that there is no objection to that, but the practice 
ending common seed should be stopped at once. 
Yours, very truly, 


members 


varieties 


the country’s wealth as a direct 
work of the 


of the plant 
Department of Agriculture. 


GOVERN MENT. 
cost of nine years’ work of the Office of Plant Intro- 


introduction 


$210, 000 


(Which is considerably less than the appropriation of 
single year for Congressional seed distribution.) 


(No salary being over $2,500.) 
nder expended for the purchase of new plants, for ex- 
countries 
propagation, 
cording of newly introduced plants 





expenses 


industries dissemination, 


COUNTRY. 
introduced 
semiarid region of the Northwest which yields over 
formerly grown there, 
macaroni 
and which will produce a croy 
t American 
acres of this wheat was grown 
represents 
wheat would have yielded. 
| l 60 cents___ ncateneacietenans 
ce in price of new wheat, 10 cents a bushel on 


to disease, 
price as other kinds, 


brings practically 
Approximately 


ast year, yielding 20,000,000 
5,000,000 


3, 000, 000 





represented by 
introduction of the wheat 
: single year 1905 

! for previous years wl 
00 bushels were produced left out of account.) 


Government 


1en 10,000,000 and 


quick-maturing oat from 
The figures of actual earnings are not 


A Swedish oat found 
Wisconsin 


has been 
he Northwest, and 


in Wisconsin alone in 
at 6 bushels per acre, from the cultivation of 
ted variety yielded the farmers of that State, in the 
1905, $360,000; investment represented by estimated cost 
introduction, 
estimated at 6 bushels per acre increase on $200,000 ac 
$1,200,000 bushels, at 30 cents Ys 
years left out of account and extra price 
it considered. ) 
The Kiushu rice from Japan has been introduced 
Louisiana and Texas rice plantations, it i 
rice-growing areas of these States. 


to this oat 
net gain, 


earnings 


secured for 


ter for fodder, and, being short kerneled, 
milling as the ordinary rice previously 
has been an important factor in the phen¢ 
’ and Louisiana, 

iving increased from 210,396 acres in 
ind the output from 115,000,000 pounds to 650,000,000. 
timated, one-half of this increase is due to the introductior 
1u rice, the annual value of the earnings from this introduc 
3,000,000. 
» the planters through the breakage of the ordina 
process was 
this new variety, and it is fair to estimate the saving 
ut by the introduction of the Kiushu rice, now grown over 
ice area at one-half this sum. 

represented by the cost of sending an explorer 
Japan and China to select and purchase the seed_ 
for the single year 1905, estimated as above as sav- 





1898 to 610.700 





estimated $3,000,000 


rop iM eee bh 


stan alfalfa.—A more drought and alkali 
stan of distinctly superior quality for stock feeding has been 
produces in 
where the yield of the ordinary alfalfa is reduced by drought 
~ tons per acre, from 50 to 100 per cent larger yields than 
y alfalfa heretofore grown there. 
has just been introduced, there are thousands of acres 
ety already established in 
acres of the Great Plains region on which its use will be 
and several seed firms are importing this year carload 
Investment represented by 
tions to Russia and Siberia and the seed secured, $6,000. 
Bohemian horse-radish.—A variety of horse-radish has been 
n from Austria, which is fine flavored, yields a ton more to the 
is better appearing than the ordinary American horse-radish. 
rowing on at least 20 acres of land in New Jersey, Wiscon- 
i Missouri, 


3, 000, GOO 


resistant 


trials that 


Turkestan. 








Investment represented by part of the expenses of an explorer in 
the field while getting other plants, and the cost of the plants, 


their propagation and distribution________~ < mien $500 
Earnings for the single year 1905, 20 acres at 1 ton extra per 
acre, at $100 a ton, the market price ee ae 2, 000 


Kafiir corn introductions.—Kaflir corn was an early introduction by 
the Department from Africa, at a cost of not more than $5,000, and 
produces over $15,000,000 worth of grain and forage each year on the 
dry lands of the West, where corn is a very uncertain crop All the 
best varieties have recently been gotten from all parts of the Old World, 
and comparative tests to find which are most profitable are in progress. 
SUMMARY OF EAKNINGS FOR THE YEAR 1905 ON WHICH FIGURES ARB 

OBTAINABLE 

On these few grain and forage plant introductions alone, whic 
quick yielders and where the profits can be estimated, the earni 
the country for 1905 have been (not counting rice increased p 









tion nor Kaffir corn) $3,362,600. 
But these are only a few of the 18,000 new introductions which have 


been made since 1897, many of which are as promising wealth pro- 
ducers as those cited. 

The condition of some of these other Government investments which 
are not yet yielding dividends to the country of such a nature as to 
admit of being represented in figures is as follows 





Date introductions.—The fact has been proved that America can 
grow her own dates. She now imports $600,000 worth every year. 
Over 3,000 dé palms of 170 varieties have been introduced and ars 
now growing in gardens in Arizona and California. These have been 


in Arabia, Algeria, Egypt, and Beluchistan, and a number ! 
preduced excellent fruit. 

There are at least 500,000 acres where the date palm will pr 
be commercially grown in America, and fresh, clean dates | 





secur 








It is a plant which will grow on alkaline soils where most plants do 
not succeed, and will make farms and homes possible in regio i 
to-day are largely uninhabited. Investment represented by cost of 
expedition to the Sahara, Egypt, Arabia, and Tunis, and the cost of 
the high-priced young palms, and freight, $30,000. 

New vegetable introduction.—The favorite vegetable of the Japanese 








(the Udo) has been introduced, and hundreds of patches of it 
growing all over the country. 

It has proven easier of cultivation and a heavier yielder than celery 
or asparagus, and its characteristic flavor has won enthusiast ad 
mirers wherever it has been tasted. It is a distinct and valua add 
tion to the food plants of the country, and is a gift from Mr. Pat 
Lathrop, of Chicago, that the Government kas spent not o 
to disseminate. 

Japanese matting-rush introduction.—The rush of which the Jap 
nese make their matting, which we pay $5,000,000 a year for, has been 
introduced and is growing in the abandoned rice plantations of t 
Caroli 3 There are thousands of unused acres in the South wl 
will grow, and there is a market for the raw rushes of $2,00 
New England, where machines have been invented for weaving 
ting 

These investigations have been two years in progress, at a cost of 
not over $2,000, and promise to be snccessful. 

Developing sugar-beet seed growing.—The sugar-beet se 
an important one and one which is bound to increase as 


er 
vel 














At present this country is dependent almost wholly I n 
seed, and this Department has been working with ecess 
to develop a home-grown supply. We are importir m do 
lar worth of seed annually, and, besides this, a very conservative esti- 


nate shows that by proper seed growing, if we can increase the yield of 
eets and the percentage of sugar to even a very small degree, it will 









mean an increase of a million dollars annually in the value of the sug 
production in this country. Our experimenters have sady demon 
strated that American seed properly grown will give an increase of at 








least 1 ton per acre in the yield, which will be equal to something 
300 pounds of sugar per acre. 

Wilt-resistant cottons The annual loss in the southeastern cott 
growing section alone from wilt disease is upward of half a million 
dollars. The Department experts who have been studying this dis« 


for years have developed several strains of wilt-resistant cotton. TI 








are just ready for wide distribution. ‘The same is true of cowpeas and 
watermelons in the South soth of these crops suffer more or less 
from disease, against which the Department experts have developed 
immune strains. In the case of watermelons we are now growing s 

of the first immune variety ever produced 

















Cover crops.—The tobacco growers of Connecticut alone would 

a saving of $300,000 annually if a proper leguminous cover crop « i 
be found. Our experimenters in the t two years have s! t 
this can be done, but much more work ne« be dor 

proper varieties can be thoroughly made avail: or the purpose rhe 





matter of cover crops for ore 





ards in the great fruit-growi!: 











of Michigan, Florida, and California is in the same conditior 

Tobacco seed of selected types The growers of high-priced tol ) 
in both Connecticut and Florida have suffered much in the past from 
the lack of uniformity in type. At times not more than a very small 
percentage of the crop could be sold on account of this lack of un 


formity. During the current 


bution of selected tobacco seed, 


al year we have made our first d 
and this important branch of the work 















has only just ¢ menced. 

Oats In the South a rust-resistant oat is very desirable An < 
of this type was introduced by the Department a great many years ago, 
but the variety has greatly deteriorated, and we have just taken up 
again the problem of pushing a thoroughly good rust-resistan a 
‘ money has already been expended on this, and when it is I 
in mind that the introduction of the Swedish Select oats has increased 


the oat crop in Wisconsin alone by $1,000,000 annually the 


of the introduction of some of the new varieties which the D 

now has under way can readily be appre One of our ex] 

menters has been working for a number of $s on tl ‘ f 
+ \f 1 





developing a better quality of oat and one of heavier yield 
dle States. We have small stocks of these \ f 
should by all means have an opportunity to 
tribute the desirable sorts 

Hardy oranges.—During the past few years the Dep 
pended several thousand dollars in breeding and distr 
oranges that can be grown farther north and be relatively I 
danger during the disastrous freezes which visit Florida. Some of 
these varieties have been distributed during the past three years, it 
varieties of still greater promise are now on hand in small quantities. 

Flarseed and flax fiber.—The flaxseed crop of North Dakota is 
worth nearly twenty millions of dollars annually, and as good flax can 
| be produced in this country as anywhere. Two years ago the Depart- 
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ment sent an expert to Europe to secure the best varieties of flaxseed, 
and these, together with some disease-resistant varieties developed in 
this untry, should by all means be distributed throughout the West. 
It is difficult to calculate the amount of money represented by such 
sorts there is no reason why the crop of flaxseed in this country 
should not be doubled by such an introduction. 

Timothy.—¥or several years past we have been breeding new varie- 


ties of timothy, which, as you know, is a standard grass over the larger 
part of the United States, Some of these new varieties gave a yield of 
from 15 to 25 per cent higher than the ordinary crop. An increase of 
20 per cent in this crop, even without an increase in acreage, will 
amount to an annual increase 


aione 

Soy beans.—Soy beans have become an important crop in some scc- 
tions of the country, sopeeieny Kansas, and we have a new variety 
which is about ready for distribution, and gives a larger yield, while | 
it is eaten much more freely and is easier to harvest. The introduc 
tion of this variety would also be rendered impossible if the funds were | 
lacking i 


alfalfa has proven decidedly 
ordinary kind, and its extension into this region will 
much more profitable. In that region the Turkes- 
n alfalfa will produce from 50 to 100 per cent greater yield than 
rdinary kind, often succeeding moderately where the ordinary 
fails entirely While this variety may be considered as already 
ce a, there is still much work to be done in extending it through- 

scion t » which it is adapted. These semiarid sections are 


one where our new Turkestan 
'to the 


farming there 








} enjoying 

that t! is nfoying be pushed into these regions rapidly during the next few 
years so that the alfalfa may get a good start before another season 
of dry years occurs. Besides the Turkestan alfalfa we have under 
way a new variety from Arabia, which is adapted to something like 
500,000 or 1,000,000 acres in the irrigated regions of the South. In 

these sections it produces a ton of bay per acre more than the ordinary 
kind rhe value of this bay, uncut, is at least $2 per ton, making an 
annual increase in value of from one to two million dollars if we can 
£ this variety thoroughly introduced. 

Grapevines.—The grape industry in California for some time has | 
bes suffering severely and has been threatened with almost total 
extin on account of disease. We have now established nine 
ex »ntal gardens, where we are trying to introduce disease-resistant 
vi which are at the same time adapted as stocks for the fine 
ta d wine crops. The successful completion of this work will be 
WwW milli ons of ¢ follars to California. 

Bre 19 barley The brewers of the country are awakening to the 
fact that a more satisfactory brew can be made from a pure barley 
than from a mixed lot. The introduction of these pure races has been 
put under way by the Department, and the time is ripe just now for 
their rapid extension. The crop will bring a higher price to the 
¢ 
+ 


a saving also to the brewers. 


* TY) Ors 


and means 














mgo introductions.—One of the best fruits of the Tropics is the 
mango, and the lexgeut collection of varieties in the world bas been 
issen -d from India, Ceylon, Eas t Africa, and the South Sea Islands, 
for the purpose of cotebiia’s ing the mango industry in Florida, Hawaii, 
Porto Rico, and the Panama Canal Zone. | 

Some of ‘the: e varieties will fruit next season, and they will prove a 
new paying frait crop for these regions and add a new fruit to the 
Amé¢ an menu. 

The cost of these introductions will not exceed $10,000. 

The pistache introduction.—The pistache is a tree that withstands 
dro t in a remarkable degree and produces one of the most delicious 
ta nuts known, as well as a flavoring extract which is now imported. 
Plar xf this most promising new crop for the arid regions have been 
placed in the hands of experimenters. Mardy and cold-resistant stocks 
have been imported from the desert regions of Asia and China upon 

to graft it, and in a few years the nuts will be as common with 

is they are in Greece and Sicily to-day. There are thousands of 
rcres of mond orchards in California and Arizona which have not 
een profi le because they were planted on too dry land, but this 
pista will, it is ie lieved, grow and produce good crops in these soils. 

Explorations in China.—Minister Rockhill, Dr. Augustine Henry, and 
Professor Sargent, of Harvard, all authorities on China, agree that it 
has more plants likely to be valuable for American farmers and fruit 
erowers than any other region in the world. 

A trained explorer has been since July exploring the plant possibili- 
tie r this vast country, and has aiready sent in over a hundred more 
or less promising things which will be adapted to the conditions of the 
Middle States. 

Seedless persimmons, hardy peaches and pears, remarkable new 


crapes, a new drought-resistant lawn plant, plums and apricots, hardy 
bamboos, and many important grains and vegetables are among the | 
plants above mentioned. . 

When it is realized that the introduction of a Chinese peach variety 
revolt nized peach growing in the Atlantic States, and the Chinese 
pear hybrids haye driven out most other sorts over wide areas of this 
country, the greatness of the possibilities of these new Chinese plant 
im! ints is evident. 

Investment in this one-man expedition to China ($1,000 for his sal- 

“yy +, O00 

Wit it ing further into the same detail, as was done in describing 
tl going few selected problems, the following may be mentioned as 
pa investments made already, which must be followed up to produce 
ré I but which will have to be dropped if an appropriation of less 
t $110,000 is made: 

The introduction of the sisal industry into Porto Rico, an industry 
out of which Mexico gets $16. 000,000 a year from America; the intro- | 
duct from North Russia and Finland of hardy fruits for the Dakotas; 
the establishment of clumps of the hardy timber bamboo throughout the 
Soutl the trial of the Japanese plant, from which the superlative 
papers of Japan are made; the introduction into the American tropics 
of such delicious East Indian fruits as the mangosteen, the doekos, and 
the vit hee, and the growing of a hop in America which shall be as 

best European, which now brings double the price. 

he CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from New York 
has expired, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I think that the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman was to strike out the last word, 
and I move that all debate on that amendment be now closed. 

Mr. CANDLER. I hope the gentleman from New York will 
not do that. 
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of $10,000,000 in the value of this crop | 


1 fal fa.—There are approrimately 60,000,000 acres of the Great Plains | 


at j 
a series of rather wet years, and it is highly important | 
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Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairm 
two words. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. After we have read two or three lin 
| more we shall come to the paragraph relating to bureau a) 
| plant industry. Then all this free-seed discussion will be 
| order. I ask the committee to wait until we get to that point. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman 
1 
| 
| 
| 


an, I move to strike out the | 


i 


question about this appropriation at this particular time. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There will be no attempt to curtail «, 
bate except by unanimous consent. I ask that the reading of 
the bill be proceeded with until we reach the proper point. 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to ask the gentleman 4 
| question before we arrive at that paragraph. 
| The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee is out o; 
order. 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to asx the gentleman fr 
New York why he declines to put in any money to give una 
terated seed to the farmer when he puts in money here to gi) 
them unadulterated articles of other kinds? 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, what is the question before {}o 
committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. Nothing; and the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

For experiments in animal breeding and feeding in cooperation y 
State agricultural stations, $25,000. 

$1,682,980. 


Total, Bureau of Animal Industry, 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to stri 

| out the last word. I want to ask the chairman of the commit. 
| tee why he has put money in this bill to inspect butter and do 
not put money in to inspect the seed which the farmers 
That is an honest inquiry and a fair question. The Secretary 
of Agriculture examines the seed he raises and those he buys 
and distributes. That is shown by the hearings, and I challe 

the gentleman from New York to read it or deny my contenti: 
Mr. CANDLER asked this question of Doctor Galloway: “Al] of 
| them (the seed) are tested?” And the answer of Doctor Gal- 
loway was, “All of them are tested.” Now, the gentleman leaves 
out the money appropriated for that purpose, but he puts money 
in this bill to test our dairy products, to test the sales or 0 
to test the “ foot disease ” and the “ mouth disease,” the hollow- 
horn disease, and the hollow-tail troubles. [Laughter. | 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose the motion of 
the gentleman from Tennessee to strike out the last word. 
| [Laughter.] I do not intend to occupy but a very few moments 
of the time of the committee. I have not the good fortune to 
have had instruction either from the newspapers, from the 
granges, or from my constituents in relation to this subject- 
matter, as other gentlemen have. There seems to be a great deal 
of criticism, excitement, and talk about this small appropriation 
or proposed amendment to give some farmers a few 
seeds—a sort of a tempest in a teapot. A wondrous streak of 
economy and saving has taken possession of some gentlemen in 
reference to this matter, but I think that the gentleman from Mary- 
land [Mr. Mupp] struck the keynote, disclosed the real power 
behind this spasmodic economy. I believe if you could trace 
this opposition to its real source, though many gentlemen may 
not realize it—I mean the refusal to include in the bill the smal! 
sum that should be, and heretofore has been, appropriated for 
the benefit of the farmer who works with his own hoe and 
plows with his own hands, not the kid-gloved gentlemen who 
farm by the honest sweat of the other fellow’s brow—you would 
find that it originates and all springs from the persons 
gaged and haying a large amount of money employed in raisi! 
and selling seeds for the market. I have heard it called 
“seed trust ’—whether a trust or not I can not say. I ref 
the men who are holding or about to‘hold, as I am inform 
convention at the New Willard to see to it that no appropria 
| for seeds is made. 


ardat 
garden 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman yield 
Mr. POWERS. I can not yield now; I have only got 
minutes, I will yield after that. I do not know, Mr. ©! 


man—and he did not inform us during the considerable ti: 


was allowed to proceed—from what source the gentleman |! 
|New York got his list of newspapers to write to; I ¢ 


| know who furnished the list to him, or what was the in 
ment that caused him to expend so much time and labor, 
the sort of letter that he wrote. It seems, however, tho 
got the answers he was hunting for. But I learned quite 
in life that if you wanted to get certain information and | 
after it they generally got what you wanted; and | 


| persons 


wrote for information you got what you wanted if you wer 
careful enough in the selection of your correspondents. | \ 
‘lieve myself, notwithstanding I have had no instruction “ 
no correspondence with newspapers, that the majority of 
' small farmers throughout the country, the men who receive 


th 
but 
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yery little consideration from the Government [applause], are | that Mr. Jefferson, when minister to France, and watching the great 
i to have these seeds sent to them. I represent an agri- | ¢7@ma of the French revolution, as he looked upon the French court 









. . ; ; at Versailles feasting and dancing, as some people are doing now. 
cultural district, a district that has more agriculture, as you while the mob surged and roared like a wild Eeast tn the stecets of 
may know, Mr. Chairman, than most of the gentlemen here in Paris, and while corresponding with the savants of Europe, sent home 
this House believe. I represent a county in which the farmers ae of all kinds in order to improve the agriculture of 
1 selves this year will receive some $6,000,000 for what they It is a singular fact that he traveled incognito over all the southern 
eyare in agrieulture. We have large seed-raising establish- porte ot France and ecaee the Alps into Italy in order to find out 
' : eee iin “ar i fea why the planters of South Carolina did not have seed rice equal to 
ments §€ » ir ¢ ‘ nts “wspapers. Pg ' 
ments and none of their idvertiseme¢ nts in our newspaper that which was produced in Europe. In Italy he found the rice : 
i e there are no replies hailing from my district to the gentle- | perior to any that had ever been known on this continent. Ile dis 
from New York. a by Italian laws it could not be exported, and I ! 
sver he ‘ . ¢ im onw ns ashamed to say that in the interests of agriculture the founde f 
have never had a letter from one man in any part of my party turned smuggler and filled his pockets inside and out wit 
d et stating that he did not want the few packages of seeds | rice, which he brought to Paris and shipped to Charleston, 
Si and I have at various times received letters of thanks for omall packages. .: was ennetutty Gistribated and attended, 
9% aati james wes 2 or STE : * us the South Carolina rice, which to-day is the finest in the w 
eds, and very many requests for them. I will admit that When William C. Rives was minister to France, in 1833 
greater care ought to be taken by the Department in| that in the rooms of the Royal A iltural Society of e 
is sent to the various climates. For instance, they do | a paws neo «3 Thomas Jefferson, wi! em had 1 a “. 
1 a : i a al ee . ° ; Diet @ thay | ou 1af society while he was minister to rance 
» northern Maine seeds unfit for that climate, and if they | party has always been peculiarly devoted to the farming int 


ut rotten seeds, as has been stated by the gentleman from | this country, and has derived its largest support from tl 


we 


ork [Mr. Cocks], then the Department should exercise | 1& has never been the party of the capitalist and the rich man, but |} 
wrk [Mr. KS], th Je} uld always depended ' tl ; ‘ : 
: . : ays depende ipon the people on whom at last the prosperity of 
. care in that respect, for the law and the appropria- | the —<—£<£eo..°ClUCF - : 
i nd every consideration demand that the seeds should be | 


. best quality. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to take up some of the rea ons 
why the opponents of Government distribution of seed wa 
to strike this provision out. It is said that the seed dealers 
are opposed to it, and I say they are behind and instigating : 
these newspaper articles opposing this measure, and I am going 
to make the broad assertion that some of the greatest comme 
cial thieves and scoundrels in this country are among the seed 


what is this? Here is a small sum appropriated for 
{ nose of sending to the farmers throughout the country | 
es of seeds. They have been accustomed to receive 
By receiving these packages they fail to buy of the 
of these various large concerns, who, I dare say, adver- 
every paper from which the gentleman has letters, and 





' 
. : . | ~alers, al rj "OV 1e "atl f my assertion. | Ap- 
ti them their very remunerative profits, as they get them | ae Pee ee oe oe 7 
Government. I belieye that the farmer, and espe- | ?*<*>*- ais P 
: : | Mr. LILLE 5 ‘tticut. Mr. Chairman, ill the gentle- 
he small farmer, in the out-of-the-way little town and | Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, will th 


| man yield for a moment? 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
Mr. TRIMBLE. Yes. 


on is as deserving of consideration as any class of men 
‘ountry, and until I hear from this class I shall vote to 


» to send him a little memento from the Government in | oe . 4 “a, . a 

t e of a few packages of seed, as we have been doing in| Mr. LILLEY of ¢ omnecticut. Will the gentleman yield lo 
years past. Possibly these seed producers, if they sell to the | enough to allow me to disabuse his mind of — eace tin 
Gov ent, are compelled to sell for a lower price than they | ——— are the only people in this country who are opposed 
coul ring from the farmer. Under these circumstances, this Sie . i a4 — . a a 
dis tion haying been a custom for years past, it seems to |. Mr. See No; I do not yield for that oe as. 
I it would be poor legislation, uncalled-for retrenchment; | ae who is opposed to it in discussing the merits of 
that it would be a saving at the spigot and pouring out at the | “ : — : ie sis Bass a 
bung to attempt to take from the farmers of this country this | f ee — B SOUS Gt0.8 06 Of SaSeone 
SI mount which is used for the seed distribution, and which, | "SP “srann He has cot about a couple of dozen letters here 
in my judgment, produces great good in many cases. ur TRIMBI = ee a om ° _ 57 : gobs we S tr gto 

Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last |, “TF: +8. 9.0ME. Want Wo reiterate that some of the greates 
ty rds, and I ask unanimous consent that I may be per- | thieves who are robbing the farmers in this land are am 
mit to proceed for ten minutes. | the wholesale seed dealers of this country, and I want to prove 


| it to this House by Government reports that can not be que 
‘ ; . ; | tioned. he last sessio Congress introduced a bill to 
nsent to continue his remarks for ten minutes. Is there | UOM¢ At the last session of Congress I introduced 
. Famke ee oan 2 a prevent the adulteration and misbranding -: blue 
n? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. | orchard-erass, clover, and alfalfa seed, becau € the fact tl 
tT ATU m™ . : : * ard-grass, er, ¢ i i a seed, pecause otf the tac 
VADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I wish to object now, 


Seiad . ; : 7 ; nany olesale dealers were engaged in this adulteration 
but I shall not object if the gentleman will wait until we reach | ™@"5 wh al (a en I his adu “¥ 
ness on a colossal scale, entailing a loss of millions of d 


Bureau of Plant Industry. ‘ < . a ae amatend 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair put the question, and the gen- | wae a cemee tmer ceeaele Gee tae nn iti «oe 
failed to object. Zhe Chale will howe that the guntio- | misbranding of these important seeds—fine and imprison ent. It 


bjection comes too late. met the approbation of the Secretary of Agriculture ai 
Mr. WADSWORTH. I have no objection at the proper time. : Se a ee a 
a © no objection at proj favorably reported to the House by the Agricultural ¢ 


Mr. TRIMBLE. Mr. Chairman, at a certain point in this bill, ; ees Fate: te asa dies Sie 
which will be reached in a very few minutes, an amendment raceme wx SCOURS © mae oF ges ee ee 
wil ffered to restore the free distribution of garden seeds, | DUPOSStDi< to have it consi es t pHa ei a 

which has been in yogue for many years, to the great | the Agricultural Committee very wisely ineorporated 
ai | agricultural appropriation bill the following provision: 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani- 


‘ec and improvement of the agricultural interests of the 


That amendment was stricken out by the Agriculture | | The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain 
( ttee, composed of six D rat d twelve Republicans market samples of seeds of grass, clover, or alfalfa, test the 
: oom posed Of Six emocra S aD . Uwe ve sePUDIICANS. | i¢ any such seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranded 
ind the programme is that a point of order is to be | seeds of Canada bluegrass (Poa compressa) are obtained | 
m inst that amendment, and if the Chair sustains the | other name than Canada bluegrass or loa compressa, | 


results of the tests, together with the names of the per 
the seeds were offered for sale. 

Now, under the operation of this provision, mind you, afte 
the seed dealers of the country knew that this law was on tl 
statute books, they were caught by the wholesale, engaged 
the adulteration and misbranding of seed. For the edificat 
of those who are strenuously quoting the | D r th 
| dealers of the country as a reason why the Government d 

tribution of seed should be done away with, I submit t 


I ‘' order then we will have an indirect vote on this propo- 
: the way of an appeal from the decision of the Chair, 
Republicans are whipped into line, as they usually 
appeal from a Republican Chairman, whether he be 
I wrong, then the free-seed distribution will be wiped 
I want the country to know, then, that the responsibility 

pon the Agricultural Committee for striking this meri- 

ovision out, and I want the country to know that the 

‘ratic members on the Agricultural Committee, of | 


p » Secretary of Agriculture in carrying 
have the honor to be a member, stood, as Democrats aaa ok ae law, that sigoas Sodas for yourselves whet 
nd, for the interest of the farmer—the free distribu- — a ar ee eee ee ee Tes 
t : the farmer > Sree Satribe or not all of them are honest and have tl nterest of the 












rden seeds. [Applause on the Democratic side.] It | eoteait ay Rated 

. | want the country to know that the responsibility is F The a aont te on Seema: 

epublican party in this House. The Democratic party i — -" 

, the friend of the farmer from the foundation of the ADULTERATION OF KENTUCKY BLUEGRASS AND ORCHARD GRASS SEED 
nt to this good hour. It was truthfully said by the | Seeds of Kentucky bluegrass and of orchard grass have been « tait 
tor Vest, of Missouri: Fs } and tested in accordance with the following paragraph contained 

st, Missouri ; the act of Congress making appropriations for the Department of Ag 

c ider of the Democratic party was the best friend the agri- | culture : ane . ; Renae oe 
terest ever nad upon this continent. It is a singular fact; “The Secretary of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain in the 
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open market samples of seeds of grass, clover, or alfalfa, test the same, | lish rye-grass and meadow fescue, the value of neither being more than 
and if any such seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranded, or any | one-third to one-half that of orchard grass seed. That the adulteratio, 


seeds of Canada bluegrass (Poa compressa) are obtained under any | of orchard grass is very general is evidenced by the fact that samp ; 

other name than Canada bluegrass or Poa compressa, to publish the | containing adulterants were obtained from twenty-four States. 

results of the tests, together with the names of the persons by whom | While Canada bluegrass is imported into the United States in quan- 

the seeds were offered for sale.” | tities varying from 600,000 to 700,000 pounds per annum, it is used 
In carrying out the provisions of this act 251 samples of seed of | only occasionally in this country, and it is evident that the bulk of tho 

Kentucky bluegrass and 265 samples of orchard grass were obtained | seed imported is sold as Kentucky bluegrass. 

in the open market and examined. Of these, 41 samples of seed of | In accordance with the provisions of the act of Congress quoted 

Kentucky bluegrass were found to be adulterated with seed of Canada | publication is here made of the names and addresses of the seedsmey 


bluegrass, while 133 samples of orchard grass seed were found to be | who sold the lots found to be adulterated, together with the percentaves 
adulterated, the seeds most commonly used as adulterants being Eng- | of adulteration in each lot, 


Results of tests of samples of seed obtained in the open market as Kentucky blue-grass seed and jound to be adulterated. 











Seed sold as Kentucky blue-grass by— \Seeds used as acl il 
ote terants. 
Quantity examined. me eae 
Name. Address. Canada | Total 
blue- | adulter- 


grass. ants 






































| . | Per cent.) Per cent 
yg BS Ree en 28 Selye Terrace, Rochester, N. Y........-......------.. po eee | 19. 32 | 19.23 
Brewster, Crittenden & Co .............-.-.-- 44 N. St. Paul street, Rochester, N. Y..................|....- I sine h con endcaaciammiiedah dante | 23.77 23.77 
Do 35 Sec Selenigs ikicictacd eee OO ene wana ccekiencn binne-scpnaeans~onuiunsinzode nollie ccchieeacarane | 2408} 24 08 
i a oe rae ee ans Se ee ae 217 S. Fifth street, Springfied, Dl --................ cacaslt IE MEINE sic ec Cetinectetnance cecal 28.35 8 85 
ee re era WR CINNNE MOIING aon hai sein oanccntanueanneiohen eS Nt rr ea tes a ea ea 30.65 | 65 
Do be ee ee ee a scsi cAI seins saps series dg ede ts tasiags Sain dehiem nine soe deg eee Seed bought in bulk ................ 21.49 21.49 
QCurry-Arviarton Oo 6.05. nck co ccecc ccsncciccs ON RS PE ns a Re ee ef 21.54 | 21.54 
Do a i i eee te Goes 22s Gna iitad nw cs dbase ineteetiee ceskeaanemieien | Seed bought in bulk -............... 27.74 | 7.74 
Baek RVI C0 no on ins oncin nmecneinsined nouns nce} EOI Ee cetin antasiticdetn a annenwenginkenae eee Bo ease sian mae 23. 23 | 22 98 
Pn ee eee OE sink and amonncuigdlguine dain Hee aa a a ee 25. 48 | 25 48 
en ee Se siatnhen Reade ee ne ERE SRE Ee ae EE a -| Seed bought in bulk ............--.- 21.02 21.02 
Denver Seed and Floral Co ..-...............- ROR NN ined nb a ccc dcceneaninhans etabinaemena [SEE OOM... cite Sekondidinkenavmenl 29.3 @ 46.86 
D Fitbtiiana sic ten tei aan pa OD css sos cir Dita daso rand cst didoea iad aie aaa ae | Seed bought in bulk ................ 2.1 | 25] 
Fic Re Sos sotictnacecewnnteaeemees on} MIUINOEIS, TING - oo nciinegnt naceasnunodotngucuead eee Oe Sea ae ae 50.03 0, 08 
Do... 5 As ral Se sid aes Oe os 6c aed wn nites o Satrua tees owen dG aaa ee re | Seed bought in bulk ................ 35.99 | 599 
Bodden Cp. AWE « iccniinnk Swkinwnskacdunctiaee SERN. BR, oo cciconaiescnwnnnkcinnnnekasencantaeeene go eee ee $2.5 | $2.5 
Griswold teed Co _....... ay ES Re ERDRDU, TOU Kictink da xin onsite bec eee Te aaa a soe cats nis ches <eiighives tnscaciks ndaanicagh a 47.55 | 47.55 
TD ce aa ae alia eee a ail ec tckca cum gininls Lcnesee bbe aa ee | Seed bought in bulk --...........-..- 2 49 
Harmon & Barrie 00 onnncckc seks slecs ce Exchange and Federal streets, Portland, Me .....-...- ee ee en 46.19 | 46.19 
ES Ra Se EERE SEEN Se SSS ee esis tabs tie emake et aaa Seed bought in bulk -............... 46.19 | 465.19 
Jones FIaFTIs OO x. ico dis dvnk cnccennaceusiaboes JOO SO ins chs icenskgaedcnauanebmeeenae anee PE IR oo ee dat nag eae 18.55 | 18.55 
Do o sicrisicscaiaossti dai’ asin es ete acum aca ETRE PE Os Ge | Seed bought in bulk ................ 2.11 | 5.11 
Ativan GH: Ts160 GS: B00 o discs cvccccsunwnncdbasecd CeO Te ko ov iin vnc wd acts ncivdcnsdnndemnnceseen IND NIN os iv vee meticonpeal 72.55 bx). 72 
IPD: cic sina. wcoee ced ino ieee ane ee WO eee aise C5. 5 oaslataten nica laeeaianaee a aa Seed bought in bulk -............... 76.85 76.85 
RE GN 90 ion dis eects onewenesaatnnuacs 79 BE. Kinsie street, Chicago, Tl) .....22- acco ccse wncucses eg ee a 89.91 
Do Sr eae eee A i ee Seed bought in bulk ...........-..-- | 83. 23 | 
OE. Gh, Peet: Bee Oe «wns ca cee Geta Mi NNUOG. WH sks 6 oaks 3c ec canccandanseoueue eae | ERE GREED 6a tive ccsavaskinn van’ 41.56 
ee OE COG oo sven cata news cecdwensssesee | 814 North Fourth street, St. Louis, Mo ...............- ee: RR RT a PEE 55.13 
Do = a: imi hs eb skeen en oma cima nce cc tcc re Seed bought in bulk ................ 25.98 ( 
pe ee eee eee ae Broad and Front streets, Trenton, N.J-.-....--..-.---- FE CONES Ss nt cndindcncwung ese 78.92 | 3 1: 
3” ee eee hace aasniaaradimaeaa ania 90 Front street, Worcester, Mass.................-..<--}-.--- WO. Snes dads tae ieee awen Chee 27] 18, ] 
Do sits Be ccicletllires iba: otecm cits Cicer OOO in ao eee thi ets, nis bSicababanaltiaenuaaa aaa Seed bought in bulk ................ 19. 32 19, 32 
John. A. Badeer Bead 00 owns ncccnencnneccnsece a. Tai IIIS NID iin ons iiss acti wus ness donunnegdeeea ae | EE 2a. osu m meme ee 19. 45 19,45 
TINS: ss panini gusts wr leaar eign Us aleeaeis asa sies eae eee a ate in ta ot | Seed bought in bulk -..............- 22.74 22.74 
Schisler-Corneli Seed Co.................-.-.-]} 813 North Fourth street, St. Louis, Mo -....-.....-...- | Se RIND on. on cencdckncecmnsalh 84 } o4 
Do nln cnr eraiesns ominous tail lv nce adele Seg Sa ee Nie | Seed bought in bulk -............--- 8.67 | 8.67 
BS RG BF BOR. ccc nnccacncsnecesncibsmedoten 83 Woodland avenue, Cleveland, Ohio -..........-....- PRE MRI occ nasa petccesuaataesus 23.8 23.8 
a os a eee ee egg! A i a ee ee Seed bought in bulk ....-........... 25.3 25.3 
Be; Bo VeRO oo occ akcncon ecko | 1131 Main street, Bridgeport, Conn. -................---- Ae ae ee pe 36. 9! 36.91 
D <u Gon sane ech essa ns iva ai espa aoa ace ia a | Seed bought in bulk ...............- 80. 89 30.89 
Vous FF TAOS issc dnciucnatacestceacnouee | S Grae Serenk, TOG s he Eve cakacs ictenaccownvekenasae | SEAS SRUNGEO «oo x cccncisenaneksnenchetn 59.9 e66.9 
a 17.56 per cent redtop. b8.17 per cent timothy. c4.2 per cent timothy. 445.4 per cent redtop. e4.1 per cent timothy; 2.9 redtop. 
Results of tests of samples of seed obtained in the open market as orchard-grass seed and found to be adulterated. 
Seed sold as orchard grass by— peeneeee nm 
Quantity examined. Meadow yy 44) 
Name. Address. a adulter- 
grass. 
| Per cent. Per cent. 
N. H. Adams @ Gon 2.200 <cccnk cecenksnceecccnc SOI, BE sce cen eee basen MieR) GATT 6 ico cain datcdaguheuinei 23, 93 23, Ye 
Do See AE a a tik ae st inn easels deaminase ee Seed bought in bulk -..........--...- 18.8 5.8 
7, C08 ROE enon noun ates cebban nee 417 Walnut street, Kansas City, Mo -.........-...-....- DENG) GATOS 6 ons ccc cnenasichwaueben | 10.78 5 
DG sinicsscse nv nian ocknenisd: Sibenaa oa cist nal eee ‘canis manana iene ee Seed bought in bulk ............---- i aR | 2 
Alexander Seed Co-_..... = = casi lok eee I Fa ioe Scariest te pinnate ec bcareaiisicn adeno cates pO ee a eee 26.7 | b.4 
DO2. +. cskbneinee winwite anno ence ene a RE a ON ET the Es Seed bought in bulk .........-..-.--| 29. 68 ), 05 
H. C. Anthony nis al cic acc eaasioanicnenale eee PRO. Ws ln ond Ki diimecdcepea teen tee { FRE ORGIES S55 caectiasteesased | 22.25 @ GS. 00 
D i a enn eee : SE PS eet | Seed bought in bulk -............... 24.3 i$ 
Batchelor’s Seed Store......................-- 26 Ldberty street, Tilon, IN. Y .. ..ncc cis ccckciwesctdecann eae ee Sees 51.15 rh. do 
PU as i a a nay ny alae ee oo OB ooo ooo tn dean Sibincoin dolmelss Geaadotaae ace Seed bought in bulk ..............-- | 37.4 13. 50 
Frank H. Battles Se se Rochester, oY oo... ccnce nccncncccsndssnewscionacescnmeal, einen ites BAUR aE eens «5 << 
Do Ace ebege Si eaen peels eee sass: cMEIID -c. scc sch ncaa tbat: sD is cpplesban aca Oana | Seed bought in bulk ........-......- | 26.58 » 
Bi Bi ORES TG CO ng ow nteccbcnnvcosctenseann COMPAS, DOWD. orninn chs cn ns chokoodcanaseenneeeeee es GD. ce ecethin nvtsaeben savant 9.13 Eo). 08 
» si ROD arm ii cn ison ap sisoe Septic | Seed bought in bulk ..........--.... 7.7 | $2.3 
Henry and Water streets, Binghamton, N. Y---.......- i SURES ssi cde siataicadutooss 21.68 w 
pO oon. concen nnn nsec ccno sa enenmasswsienessngibaccieonal inn ar nar ais 19. 4 4 
935 B street, Washington, D.C................-...-----. aaa ae 2.4 | 2. 4 
: : ee Spine kink sip anhe nencichanmcaebaga meee eae eee Seed bought in bulk -...........--.- 25.8 | ee 
Cl ere: cs ee eee -| Eemieiten Ty... ... cc acenucdanae eee een eaeaee | Mail eagle ... ...c.cacsitanstiseensoves 26. 62 wg 
Do OS AO ak ae eh ee a ee iis i eth ae ns, Sie Re” OO Gis halen Mintle Sega 29.79 | ae. te 
Do na! BSA ee a aS lel a ea A | Seed bought in bulk ..........-.-.-.- 2. 49 . - 
Brewster, Crittenden & Co ...............-..- 44 North St. Paul street, Rochester, N. Y.........-.... | Mail GRONDUS 6 onde cconnutsmpedaskces 32. 65 | 3 7] 
: uthianiescheseerne een cede I on snin cra tgladaioaiseinn nonin esas cakes seated Seed bought in bulk ..........------ Tp 
A.. ©: BROWER occ eee 217 South Fifth street, Springfield, Ill ........-.....-.. Mall GAIUS «nk nsccsccsacndkscscvouse 18. 4 . 54 
Di oaniipes eames nin eg anne RTE Ri eS Seed bought in bulk -.......-.------ 18. 54 14 
John J. Buffington & Co .-- ce ccccnncccccnceee 104 South Charles street, Baltimore, Md_-.........--.-- a ee Se eee e207) 
DDO .n.<n sins Sande nanstae nip eeunteomeanene cw ou EO Sothinbedntin stuns sndcsn nroneacseet ieee Seed bought in bulk .........------- Jowenee eves Y 
16.7 per cent other fescue grasses; 6.8 per cent bromus; 2.8 per cent molinia. e 24.24 per cent other fescue grasses. 
63.1 per cent molinia. J 21.65 per cent other fescue grasses. 
c6.1 per cent velvet grass. 92.79 per cent timothy. 


219.7 per cent other fescue grasses. 
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Results of tests of samples of seed obtained in the open market as orchard-grass seed and found to be adulterated—Continued 


Seed sold as orchard grass by— 



























































Tota 
Name. Address. eee | aa 
ee ants 
g 
| I ent.| Pe it 
1). WU. Fea tee a cuteness SP UINIIN eclanmigieiiinne Mail sample _.. os oa: 25. 2; {85 
50). 2s San di ain cadbilinaaene diladds cxdcentnaaeauksabeaamaalindl do .. aaa a ah aia abies cineslanll Seed bought in bulk ___.... : 3 { 
ston Nursery and Seed Co.......-..--.- NINN: ci We acti intial sithietaiedbeciemtib dia Sin scediomeia Mail sample ae 40) 10. 45 
ee aie ed iso kasakia neat ead .do ils ain oan aL: Se eee Coat .| Seed bought in bulk ete 43.75 13.75 
re-Eastlake Mercantile Co ......-.-...- 838 South Fourth street, St. Joseph, Mo --.........-. Mail samplk ) } 
oe ea eae san lai ae eee fae te ? x 2.75 
CS ee 59 Seneca street, Buffalo, N. Y_.......-- iis Bada .| Mai 26.5 t 
do -- l ir ilk 6.15 ) 
Binghamton, N. Y-. ates "5, 4 
Se aa aie washiied | c t 
( Manchester, Ohio. -................- Sa ara 4.5 ) 
d } : 
‘ 10 nm pp tepeean abate D h 1 ) 
IN Ne doin i 
sae ss iosousi tl ana A aera iia d bulk 
I 
do oat om hOdehh MHke OmSSOU.@ bul ’ 
SION etO, SIMEO. 5... conc caceauesdnasic 74 
ae eg ee a Ei es 8 , 
i do snaedmoaceduna l 
Honeoye Falls, N. Y............. 1 o 
St. Joseph, Mo s do 
ado ant Se ] or} t k - 
Indianapolis, Ind Ma imp { 
do é ea ae do 
do = “ “ SS ee Se “ “= a) t 
pg NS eee eee Mail sa 
a te eS fe Seed bo i+ 
Marblehead, Mass--.....-. iieouan ss Mailsamy 
: do a Pine Seed 1 t bu 
Exchange and Federal streets, Portland, Me Ma i} 
do : SRO cS Sy g 
iy, a eee M } ‘ 
do oa ‘ : Seed u | 45.15 { 
( Bratt oro, Vt Mail sar / 
7 - 2 = s a ] 
First and Vine streets, Evansville, Ind Mailsamy { 
ao oe ere ee Le a wy ; ea , ‘ 
lr 54 Fifth street, Zanesville, Ohio ._..__. iE I 
ca I era a ada ee = ughtin bu 
1 ¢ 613 Locust street, Des Moines, Iowa \ j ) 
Jackson, Mich Saaens M i 
lo Seog bh + iy ° 
ae Rs P8 Le 4 Laperty strece, Udon. IN. Y . .. 5.60205 ccn n+... Mail sa 
ieee aa SEE ; ; a eae .| Seed bought in bulk { 
Ly WH BN secre bade dadeaeiens Federal and Temple streets, Portland, Me -._...... Mail sample . vi 
we en a ee Se ee do ee eee ie - 2 Seed } ht iz } 
dk mines Bre RI ob oh i ek as oe pf |) “— - Mai 
aigdetcacuniinth Vinten, Mls onus 42 do Sa le i a cal er cs : Seed in bu 
Bead Cie v6 oats ae ckicendeane 79 East Kinzie street, Chicago, Ill ......................| Mail samy 2 l 
st OIE 8 SN ee OI 5 ie De Mail sample 
iaiieimihend iabeaianeiaiae do ‘ latte aah caine tint ..------.---| Seed bought in bulk 
{ gzh’s Sons Re PSA = 316 Walnut street, Cincinnati, Ohio ..............-..... Mail samp 
1 Q 1} + iy 
U0 nnn @nedts Oenewe —— - ¢ i ) 
I a a de ant ee Mail samy { 
do ¥ é i i ss oe Seed bo tir 
381 Minnesota street, St. Paul, Minn. ae .-| Mail sar 
do aa ia x _.---...-| Seed bought in bulk 
552 Battery street, San Francisco, Cal-- Sudha .-| Mail saz 
do 7 : , va sie i Seed boug!] n bulk 
1018 Market street, Philadelphia, Pa................ Ma mple 
aan sa Te tae ee ae ee it , { 
103 Market street, Philadelphia, Pa__.........- M , 2 
do __. ; bel onan ETE scien as oe Seed bought in bulk 
1426 St. Louis avenue, Kansas City, Mo - wbihcaced Mai npl 
NES F8c Oe an cete pvdacedae ' : { 
cia cgha cil teil latte dean MR Rae ee - si aS) A ee ; ....../ Seed bought in bulk { 
Heed MO nsss on ees ce ies 420 South Adams street, Peoria, Ill. .-........-- M 
ws eilea ela ae tee Ree a on ah toe “a F : Re t ilk 
VE er eee ee ee 101 West Main street, Louisville, Ky tenes Mail | 
eat sc Gene a ee NA Sire earn glia Goode baxiincts tin amcd tees Seed bought in bulk 
i. Seed House (Barteldes & Co.)....! Oklahoma City, Okla .-........-...- i iadeed Mail samplk 
ice wind Le pe ~o. re a ee ia ....... Seed bought in bulk 
00 OO skis deste ee Clinton, Wis ee I ] 
Geo. H. P¥IO® «..ccanseuweateetinakinadeiauameee 511 Broadway, Alba Y ( { 
5 Shenandoah, lowa _.... ideale deteateaeiin ie hoodie Ma am 
eee ©COGGSS 6 GOOOS 6086S CBEDISOee do - _ i nen eee 7 < met i po ght Dt 
nh 187 Water street, New York, N. Y ‘ ei Mail samy] 
: do Bie ; cdl Seed bought in bulk { 
Ri Broad and Front streets, Trenton, N. J ......... Mail sampk 
do = ea a Seed boug! I 
90-02 Front street, Worcester, Mass asccscecsen} DORE GARD 
do ale intel 5 al seed } wnt 
729 E. Pratt street, Baltimore, Md -.....-. : Mail sample 
Lockport, N. Y . . — ao 
do , eee ea Seed bough n bi 
827 Decatur street, New Orleans, La Mail sa 
x 26S. Market street, Boston, Mass ..........- 
aS et ae a aR ELE OS Seed ht 1 6.2 6. 












29.59 per cent bromus i 16.05 per cent molinia 

8.15 per cent bromus. j 21.44 per cent ot 18 grasses 

¢ 9.99 per cent other fescue grasses; 3.95 per cent bromus. k 17.24 per cent other fescue grasses 

@6.1 per cent bromu 75 per cent other fescue grasses. 122.6 per cent other fescue grasses. 

¢ 1.55 per cent other fescue grasses. m %0.9 per cent other fescue grasses 

J 2.45 per cent Kentucky blue grass. n6.7 per cent bromus; 22.17 per cent other fescue grasses 
9 16.05 per cent chess. 014.2 per cent other fescue grasses 


17.65 per cent molinia, 
XL——386 
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Results of tests of samples of seed obtained in the open market as orchard-grass seed and found to be adulterated—Continued. 
Seed sold as orchard grass by— rene adu 
Quantity examined. | Meadow Total 
. , | fescue Osal 
Name. | Address. land rye | adulter- 
| | grass, ants 
- si Ee eee a a ne sn 
: | Per cent.) Per c. 
G Siegel .- sovmsitin ses totam satin nevis volt A Acta plc nehtadh sodas ikcathsleh he tana deed ieee SE SiN. q..n.n no nsececnnbistonnnes | 9.39 9.39 
! yo isp ts la a ee esac idan icsakid nnddidelscecniapaednken Wiencsehevhneteeiieae | Seed bought in bulk --..........--.- | 40.85 10.85 
Stat IE OOD in osc ccinicinanionnganemonaremnee SERIO, FOG sé catdnidiwonamentndcncanucecavk dab nenener RS TL | 42.45 42. 45 
D EE RSI 1 sos iscneie cnn nsdn nec o mewae nen esn esi aihisesemienesk el anne nnn OI cae area 40. 25 40). 25 
Cha I I a aaa 9 Chatham Row, Boston, Mass.........................- | Mail NN oc occwnastincatencudeaened 82. 87 @45.73 
Ch eMail DG iy os e e 9 Chatham Row, Boston, Mass.............-............ | Seed bought in bulk................. | 23.3 » 
Si ie TI SR cassia: scccsanns adenine PND, IE pink ce ennntccsssencesseusecuussenens | Mail NO int ne ccnk cnnenSarnnweores 9.04 ‘ 
2 wnecwatisafcnsa sD enusecstaies aoctwomuites coneneswntenwessnas nonded spies i ane kets einen 12.35 12.35 
Vv Seed and Prod ieee atk Re EEE, DOR cnn cacddcnsnded tankandcdicgcckiees SII 8 ms coe ; l 
I gs ee ae pk oie cele fiasco sa ii te le ok seh eae | Seed bought in bulk. ................ | 51.95 
Ww) Eckstein Seed Co ......-------eo+ee- Chamber of Commerce Building, Buffalo, N. Y...-....- RSS eee 39 
i | Seed bought in bulk 
w coco cnnn ccc cone onsee|=o- a) ee eee eee ----2-----}| Heed Doug in bu | 
wil i GOR C0 wisi ces renee Church street and Terrace, Buffalo, N. Y-.-............- | a atte ek od | 
: Nigaimne nae ol sicen MND chi aie eadiebaak ind oediehiaaimgin a kbnhee hbaadmaiae Seed bought in bulk } 
N. L. Willet Dru Diss ais acacia danse seen led RE, GI nics nck ctennnd snseon ciannnseed absetaiaipendel TE eae eens | 
D Jciptiiym ai tas nts ds Rneat encaiosieces eiaiuandin anna [RW ... cnn celeoaenbne deduces osebd ania pakadeeneen | Seed bought in bulk. ...............- | 
R ; Saga a12.88 per cent timothy. 
r ,as well as farmers, may avoid the purchase of adulterated seeds, this Department will examine and report promptly as to 
the I ts in any samples of seed submitted for that purpose. ‘ w ate nats 
AMES ILSON, Secretary of Agriculture. 
Wa NGTO D. C., February 7, 1906. 
I tests of samples obtained in the open market as alfalfa seed | Results of tests of samples bought in the open market as red clover 
and found to be adulterated. | seed and found to be adulterated. 
2 ; . Seeds usedasadul- | | Seeds used as 
Fare y cale as alfalf, ie oi ( “love ae 1& 
ed offered for sale as alfalfa by terants. Seed sold as red clover by elalieran 
—ceeones |. -. |r| a | etiow| T° 
aie |} Bur {Yellow} adul- | Name. Address. ltrefoi],|, 2dul- 
«.daress. clover. trefoil ter- “*-'tera 
ants a 
> 7 tea A ae oe > 5 | Per ct.| Per « 
Per ct.| Per ct.|Per ct. | Rawson & Co., W. | 12 and 13 Faneuil Hall square, Boston, 10.55] 10.55 
Da john I +-17 Buffalo street, Lockport, |----...-.- 43.8 | 43.8 Ww. Mass. | 
“N.Y ; ee | Ross Bros -.-...---- 9) and 92 Front street, Worcester, Mass.| 26.85 | 5 
I i a ee ees eee 41.64 | 41.64 Small & Co., W. H.| 7 and 9 upper First street, Evansville, 14. 08 
E FP. 17 Warren street, Syracuse, N.Y 4.06 | 30.22 | 34.28 Ind. 
SS a oes SP ge ee i ve Bd 10.4 10.4 
Ha : ( 65-69 Ellicott street, Buffalo, N. Y 3.98 | 40.46 | 44.44 oo = : : 
eee ee eae 3.6 88.86 | 42.46 Results of tests of samples bought in the open market as alfalfa secd 
: oak i cect sokah cesar aliens Reuchainede 36.86 | 36. 86 and found to be adulterated. 
Mullen .| 1 Water street, New York, N. Y-.|.-...---- 34.34 | 34.34 — socatimsti a - 
OP 5: dine stan smk pelea enna beeadnne 10.7 7 Seeds sold as alfalfa by— Seeds used as adulte: 8 
mit 13 South Phelps street, Youngs- |---.----- 35. 62 {—_—_—___—— a 
town, Ohi 7 @)- 
a ne ie a oe 39.78 | 39.78 Sweet! Bur ~ 
S ( W..1 7 and 9 Upper First street, Evans- 3.82 | 39.82 | 43.64 Name. | Address. clo- clo- int tne 
lie, ind. " : | | ver. | ver. foil. | ants 
di 3.44 | 32.42 | 35.86 | __ eal = 
a 4.38 41.74 | 46.12 
ee d 2.92 | 36.3 | 39.22 |\Per ct.|Per ct.| Per ct. P: 
i 2.88 | 24.44 | 27.32 Barrett Co., The | 65-87 Canal street, Provi- |.......| 3.47 | 32.86 
5.5 | 82.62 | 38.12 W.E. _dence, R. I. | : 
: i 3.86 | 30.74 | 34.6 Barteldes & Co-..-- 1521 Fifteenth street, Den- |....... BG Ioarnsnns 6. 86 
Ts & ( I l Me tascetans 11. 34 | ver, Colo. | 
Crossman Bros....- 503 Monroe avenue, Roches- |..-..... | 5.02 | 39.48 | 44.5 
‘ Hals 1.| Foot 5.06 | 17.02 | 22.08 | ter.N.Y. Z 
5. 66 17.44 | 8.1 Dallwig, W.E .....- 34 Juneau avenue, Milwan- |....... yo (ee t 
es d 6. 74 15. 22 | 21.96 | kee, Wis. 
DO cécuscacen d 5.85 | 16.625) 22.475 | Everitt,J.A-........| 227 W. Washington street, |....... 4.27 | 38.43 | 42.70 
Indianapolis, Ind. | 
= _ PER AA SAME SOR hog We we GS ie SM er Soe TT Ue 
| it takes this occasion to call attention again to its | Gregory & Son, | Marblehead, Mass...........-. eae es Rd die cine ) 
ily I official publications, in circulars sent to seeds- James J.H. ; b 5 
nor I through the agricultural press, to test and | Grossman, W .-...- 15 Bollingbrook street, Pe- |.......|..-...- 1.3 ) 
ples of seeds sent for that purpose by any farmer or | tersburg, Va. .e 3 
Hamilton Bros-_---- Cedar Rapids, Iowa.-.........}......- 5.49 |. tl 
JAMES WILSON, Secretary. | Huntington & Page ro my + Selena a caine diame | 3.37 | 38.54) 41.99 
Vv LINGTON, D. C., December 29, 1904. | apolis, Ind. | , 
Kirchner, JacobF..| 156 North street, Pittsfield, | 9.52 |.---..-|.---.--) 9.5? 
2 | Mass. | 
ce | ‘Mi See | 9s 10. 04 
l 1 States Department of Agriculture, office of the Secretary.— | — Seed Co., * S Broad street, Atlanta, |....... 10. 04 |------ 
Circular No. 14. vende bao ¢ 6. 
; J | Martin, B.E.......- Main and Walnut streets, |_.....-|.------ 6.98 98 
ADULTERATION OF ALFALFA AND RED CLOVER SEED. Sperry a | 81.77 el 
: : : | May & Co.,L.L ....| 381 and 383 Minnesota street, |.......|------- dL A. 48 
nd red clover have been obtained and tested in ac- | y e St. Paul. Minn. . 
‘ following parcgree™ contained in ane act of Congress | Wational Seed Co ..| 101 W. Main street, Louis- |......- 16.53 |....-- 16.5 
I itions for the Department of Agriculture: | ville, Ky. aes 
ry of Agriculture is hereby directed to obtain in the | pjatt Go.. The | 814 and #76 State street New |....-.-- 5.88 | 30.85 | 40.10 
0 1mples of seeds of grass, clover, or alfalfa, test the same, Frank 8.” | Haven. Conn. : 
‘ ch seeds are found to be adulterated or misbranled, or | Rush Park Seed Co.| Independence, Iowa od ee ia eet... 69 
s of Canada blue grass (Poa ¢ ney tog Bina obtained under any | Steckler Seed Co. | 518-526 Gravier street. New |-.....- 2.57) . 
_ name than Canada blue press or Poa ee, to publish the (Ltd.), J. | _ Orleans, La. 4) Pe 
re f the a See, Woe the names of the persons by whom the Young & Halstead .| Foot of Grand street, Troy, |--.--..- 6.23 | 31. 
ouerec ror saie. N. 7. 
rying out the provisions of this act 1,272 seedsmen were asked | e 
i agents of this Department for samples of red clover and y ted 
ed, as offered for sale by them. From these seedsmen 658 | In order to aid seedsmen in avoiding the purchase of adultera’”: 
obtained and examined. As a result the following lots | seeds, this Department will examine and report promptly as to ' 
chased in the open market and found to be adulterated. In| presence of adulterants in any samples of seed submitted for 
with the mandatory nature of the act quoted above, publi- | purpose. 
( here made of the names and addresses of the seedsmen who JAMES WILSON, 
sold tl ots found to be adulterated, together with the percentages of | Secretary of Agricutiure. 
ad tion in each lot. 


WASHINGTON, D. C., October 28, 1905. 








1906. 


| 








Mr. TRIMBLE. I want to call to the attention of my friend 
1: New York [ Mr. Cocks] that there were more than twenty of | 
i » seed thieves “caught in the act” in his own State. | 
{ lause and Jlaughter.] The Government found these honest | 
dealers selling the farmers pure orchard grass, blue grass, 
| clover seed adulterated all the way from 10 to 90 per cent. | 
ou think they are honest? 
COCKS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit < 
( on? 
TRIMBLE. Yes. 
‘ir. COCKS. I would like to know what that has to do with 
stribution of garden seed? 
TRIMBLE. Oh, I am only showing the gentleman the 
| character of some of the seed dealers, and that because 
is a dealer in seeds it does not necessarily follow that he | 
yest man, and “ loses sleep ” looking after the interest of | 
rmer. 
COCKS. I am just as much in favor of the purity of | 
s the gentleman is. 
TRIMBLE. Now, a word in regard to the newspapers | 
- this measure. There is a newspaper published in my | 
( that had one of those stereotyped editorials against 
ent distribution. I had sent the editor a bag of garden 
hree to four hundred packages. He requested me to send 
] ‘more seed.” When I saw this article I wrote to him and 
m why he wanted the Government seeds when his paper 
d 1 them to be inferior and unfit to plant. His reply was 
‘ -o on and send your garden seed; my advertising columns 
to the public, who pay for space.” [Applause and 
] er.] Now, as to the granges of the country being opposed 
to Government distribution. Why, of course many of them 
do ppreciate a little thing like that. Among them are the | 
] » farmers, who can afford a cocktail before breakfast, a 
iirt and a shave every day, a plunge bath, and bed 
at night. [Applause and laughter.|] The man who 
ese garden seed, and who appreciates them, is the fellow 
»ws the plow for fourteen hours a day, for 75 cents, 
ese kid-glove farmers are debating ways and means to 
out of his crops. [Applause and laughter. ] 
talk about graft; suppose it is graft? It is the only | 
g the Government in which each of our 80,000,000 peo- | 
| e a chance to get a piece of the “ rake-off,” and that | 
reason some of you are kicking. [Prolonged laughter | 
jause.] Ifa few fellows got it all, some of you distin- | 
| 
| 
! 
| 


1 | 





gentlemen who are fighting this proposition would be 


ther side of the question. [Applause.] Mr. Chairman, 
| ‘ rather vote a hundred times the amount of this appro- 
| 1 to give something to the struggling farmer who is | 
fis ‘ life’s rugged battle unaided by the Government, some- | 
t » make his home comfortable and happy; I would rather | 
] flower in the sick room of his wife and children, than | 
single dollar to build life-destroying guns and battle 
‘ \pplause.] Some of the gentlemen on the other side 


louse who are strenuously opposing this appropriation 
fr andpoint of economy will in a few days fall over one 
i to vote for the $100,000,000 naval appropriation. They 
the money could be spent to a better advantage for 


t! er in some other way. I deny the assertion. I be- | 
| the money spent for the distribution of seed reaches 
( 1ore people and brings greater returns than any money | 
ted by Congress. If you want to economize, begin 
sht place, where there is an abundance of room for | 
“Take not from him that hath nothing, even that | 
] ‘h he hath.” Mr. Chairman, permit me to submit for 


1 est consideration of this House a feasible, plausible, 
tical proposition in economy and finance that is worth 
leration of this great body and which will settle this 
ted question for a hundred years hence, and future 
ns will “call us blessed.” Let us eliminate from the 
1 ‘ropriation bill an $8,000,000 battle ship, and instead 
money for a hundred years in 4 per cent bonds. 
produce an income of $320,000 per year—enough 
tury we would have our original capital intact, while 
» ships would have become obsolete during the time. 
i do not need battle ships if we stay at home and 
) our own business and let other people’s possessions 
y more than an honest, peaceable, law-abiding citizen 
urglar’s jimmy and dark lantern when he starts to 
| Laughter and applause.] 
Cus carry this proposition to its logical conclusion. It 
é >1,000,000 per year to keep one of these monster iron- 
( ng. Invest this $1,000,000 at 4 per cent, compound 
‘est, and add the million each year that is required to 
the battle ship to the principal, and at each twenty- 











buy double our present quota of seed—and at the end | 
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year period add eight million to the principal, the : 





But gentlemen upon this floor say, “Oh, t 
ean not be trusted because they led | 
motives.” Mr. Chairman, these editors of farmers’ 


are eontro!l 


prompts them to betray the interests of their si 
return for advertisement placed in their papers | 
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mount re 


quired to renew the old ship, and at the end of the hundred 
years have you any conception of what a snug little sum will 
have accumulated for future generations, and how proud our 
| posterity would be of the thoughtfulness of their “ wise f 
fathers?” I have made the calculation, and it will stagger 
the comprehension of the ordinary mortal. It would am 
to the stupendous sum of $1,612,720,000. Transform it into 
silver dollars and it would load a freight train, 20,000 pounds 
to the car, that would reach from Washington to Baltimore; 
lay the coins edge to edge and they would belt the world 
more than one and one-haif times; pile them on top of e \ 
other and you will have a silver shaft 3,181 miles high. \y 
plause and laughter.| If my distinguished Republican f1 
who are guiding the destiny of this great nati and e | y 
fits for fear the old “ hayseed” will get a crumb as f 
| from Dives’s table, will sand their hands and climb this ; 
perhaps from the top, up in that rare mosphere, yo | 
see working in their fields, from the Atlant to Pac 
from the Lakes to the Gulf, the men who have 1 l t 
country from the poorest of nations to t wealthie m t 
| great round globe. And while up there among the gels i 
away from the contaminating influences of this wi worl 
it is to be hoped you will forget your subservience to 1 
trusts and monopolies, so that when you 1 
earth again you will have some thought of the far 
Atlas upon whose broad shouiders this great world rest 
man who produces this country’s wealth, who pays its t 
time of peace and fights its battles in time of w: \ } 
Mr. Chairman, I appeal to the independent Repub 
bers of this House to join the Democrats and de hy 
with the agriculturists of this country. Help us to ] 
| interest of the farmer, and when we promote |] 
promote our own interest, and every man’s interes 
pick and pen, brain and brawn, honestly earns his daily bi 
[Great applause. | 
Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I have the hon re 
sent upon this floor an agricultural constituency. It ) 
that more than 75 per cent of the voters in trict are 
engaged in agricultural pursuits. I have no p ‘ 
as far as I can do so within the bounds of cons 
within the limits of the Constitution, to do anything « 
serve their best interests. I am opposed to this } ition 
and I oppose it because I believe the intellig ¢ 
our country are opposed to it. [Applau A ‘ 
fact, the self-reliant farmer, whether | y a = ‘ 
whether he lives in Maine, does not expect the Gover t 
aid him in his business. 
All he asks or wants at the hands of his Government 
enactment of just and equal laws and their prompt d 
tial enforcement. He is opposed to subsidies of ll ki 
whether intended for the shipping trust or the 1 road cor 
tions, and, being always consistent, of course he would not ask « 
in the shape of free garden seed, for himseif. He is wise enou 
to know that it is to his interest to oppose this vicious policy, 
not upon principle, then for purely selfish reasons, 1 d 
he understand that, when favors in the form of es 
to be passed out, for every penny received by him yur 
| would be thrust into the pockets of th wh fortu ‘ 
already swollen beyond all healthful limits, a clas d 
scribed by a very distinguished official, who aly § 
in a maximum of talk and a minimum of action. 
The farmer of this country under any and all 
has been willing to support the Gover it 
any time expected the Government to support bi : 
what is the basis for this appropriation? Is it b ‘ 
farmer wants it—— 
Mr. PADGETT. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. BURLESON. If you will examine the ag iltur 
pers published throughout this country 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas yield 
Mr. BURLESON. I have only a few minutes, 1d Y 
that I can not yield. If you look at the agricultural p ‘ 
our country, and presumably these papers are conducted 
interest of the farmer, you will find every one of 
exception, unalterably opposed to free seeds, and repeatedly d 
nouncing them editorially as a “ petty species of g ig. 
i 


hese editors 


yy unworthy 
papers have 


devoted years and years of their lives to furthering the interes 


of agriculture, yet it is now claimed that they can not be 
trusted, that they are controlled by the sordid motive which 


wbscribers in 
yy seedsmen. 
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I do not believe it, but for argument’s sake will accept that prop- 
osition as true, if gentlemen see fit to urge it; but I stand here 
to assert that no one can produce—— 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle- 
man from Tennessee? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman mean to ¢all 
the members of the House here grafters? 

Mr. BURLESON. Not at all. I have said nothing that can 
be distorted into such a charge. Neither do I think that gen- 
tlemen of this House ought to stand in the cloakrooms or else- 
where and refer to “ Reuben” or the “ hayseed who must have 
his penny package of garden seed.” [Applause.] I say it is as 
much a reflection upon the farmer to make that statement 
it would be if I had called these gentlemen grafters, but this 
I have not done. 

Mr. GAINES of 
’ [Laughter.] 
BURLESON. No, I have not the gentleman from Tennes- 
in mind. Iam glad to say my friend from Tennessee is not 
within that category. 

Mr. Chairman, I say that if the editors of the farmers’ jour- 
nals can not trusted, and all editorials written by them on 
this subject are to be discredited for the reasons given, then 
again, I say, J now, do not all speak at once; do not 
arise and say “I have them, but left them in my desk or at 

lice,” and in saying this I do not mean to impugn the state- 
ide by the gentleman from New Hampshire—but I chal- 


i 
Ol 


as 
Tennessee. Does the gentleman allude to 

Mr. 
Leo 


De 


challenge— 
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| 


any man here to produce a resolution adopted by a grange | 


ners’ institute or a farmers’ union, or any association of 
rs, upholding this “ petty species of graft,” as the grange 
ited it in resolutions recently adopted by that organiza- 
lo not ilenominate it. I only state what the farmers 
have denominated it and the farmers in their 
it. 
Tenn Why repeat that insulting lan- 
iat anybody that says I am a grafter makes a 
the facts. [Great laughter.] I know 
an to be offensive, but what he says is offen- 


SO ¢ 


titutes 


SSPE 


tLESON. I have no quarrel with the gentleman 
Peni I did not have him in mind. I think I have 
ide plain my meaning. 
Mr. JAMES rose. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Texas [Mr. 
IN] yield to the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. James] ? 
BURLESON. Certainly, I am pleased so to do, all 


‘ssee, 


at 


ir. JAMES. I understood you to say that every agricultural- 
land was opposed to this seed distribution. 

RLESON. I conscientiously believe they do not ap- 

Now, did you make that statement conscious of 

‘“‘a farmer is one who farms the land and the 

li ; who farms the farmer?” [Great laughter. ] 

BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, that statement is more 

thar This i matter we are engaged in 

is, and it ought to appeal with great force 

‘r we are going to take $200,000 and give it 

thorizat and that, too, to 


Zt 


is one 


is a serious 


ithout clear au ion, 


ask it? 

CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

BURLESON. Mr. Chairn with the permission of the 

tee, I like a minute or two more. 

ICE. Make it five minutes more. 

CHAIRMAN, The gentleman 

rant inutes more. 
ion. 


» question. 


vho do not 


an, 
would 
unanimous consent 
Is there objection? 


asks 


Is the gentleman aware of 
s $200,000, that, in fact, the 
» strike out is only $90,000? 

L understand it, $132,000 is expended 
Department in the purchase and prepara- 
bution of the common garden and 
in addition are paid to the railroad com- 
mail matter, as every man here 


BOWLE. 


that when he stated it w: 


} 


+ 


t which they propose t 
BURLESON. As 

y the Agricultura 
on for their 

yusands of dollars in 


to transport 


] 
i 
distri seeds, 


anies this as 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will my friend tell 
ted for the irrigation bill for Texas the other day? 
Mr. BURLESON. Certainly; because I thought the bill ought 
<. Iwas exerting myself to have the reclamation act, 

the statute books, extended to Texas, just as it now 

other States and Territories containing arid lands. I 

ier state to the gentleman that I voted for the reclama- 


why he 


my | 


a class of | 
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a 


tion act when it passed this body, though my mind was not free 


of doubt upon the question of authority to use public money for 


such a purpose; but my party in its platform having declared 
for it, I resolved all doubt in favor of the proposition, and this | 
always do. That was the reason I did it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. What is the difference between 
sprinkling the farmer’s lands with water and giving him seed? 

Mr. BURLESON. I asked unanimous consent for this time, 
and the gentleman from Tennessee can have an abundance of 
time after I have concluded my remarks. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want the gentleman to explain 
his democracy and knowledge of 

A Vortce. What about your boll-weevil appropriations? 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I anticipated that that 
question would be thrust at me. 

One must indeed be possessed of an illogical mind who can 
10t differentiate between what we are asked to do here and 
what was sought to be accomplished by the boll-weevil ap) 
priations. 

Here we are asked to make an appropriation with a view of 
furnishing the farmer common garden seed, a thing he can 
easily secure for himself, to which I am sure he is indifferent, 
and which I firmly believe he does not want. 

On the other hand, I did ask the Congress to make 
boll weevil appropriations, the first, in 1900, for $20,000; 
second, in 1901, for $30,000, and afterwards for a quarter of 
million dollars. For what purpose were these appropri: 
requested? I challenge the record now to sustain the s 
ment I make. Was the appropriation asked to be used 
terminating the boll weevil? Not a bit of it. It was urged 
me in order that something might be done for the « 
planter which all will admit he could not do for himself. h 
appropriations were asked and secured with a view of enlist 
the skill and knowledge of the ablest scientists, the most | 
entomologists, who were, by experimentation, to discover, 
possible and point a way for the destruction of this pest 
course, the planter could not do this. He did not hay: 
scientific knowlede to enable him to grapple with the probk 

\fter these scientific experts had discovered the means 
stroying this insect, then the cotton planter, using hi 
means to accomplish that end, was to destroy it. Not om 
lar was ever asked by me of this Government to be used to 
stroy the boll weevil. The record will bear me out in 
statement. I did ask that the farmer be shown how tl 
vil could be destroyed, aml being shown, relying only on 
own exertions, he would do the rest. 

I have said that a resolution adopted by a farmers’ org 
tion favoring free garden seed can not be produced. 

No gentleman has arisen upon this floor to hand me one that 
I might send it to the Clerk’s desk and have it read. It can 
be produced. Furthermore, gentlemen, the Secretary of Agri- 
culture, Mr. Wilson—— 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Will my colleague yield to me? 

Mr. BURLESON. With great pleasure. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Will my colleague explain this 
activity on the part of the grangers in opposition to tl 
item? 

Mr. BURLESON. It is not a sudden activity. I under: 
that the farmers of this country have been protesting 
this unrighteous practice for years, and this is the first 
able opportunity they have had to voice their protest aga 
it upon this floor. It seems strange to me that many I 
represent agricultural constituents should now fail to ¢ 
to their protests and earnestly insist upon the continu 
this practice. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. 
question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Certainly, I will. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. Have you received from 
farmer in your district, a man who tills the soil hims 
single protest against the free distribution of seed? 

Mr. BURLESON. Why, no; many of them treat the 
as of so little importance that the package of seed is own 
aside and no attention paid to it. They do not know th has 
cost this Government over $5,000,000 to carry on this practice. 
They do not know that Secretary Wilson has—— 

Mr. CANDLER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask |! 
question? 

Mr. BURLESON. Yes, with pleasure. 

Mr. CANDLER. You said you had not received 
protest against this seed distribution. 

Mr. BURLESON. I have answered that question. 

Mr. CANDLER. Have you received numbers of 
from farmers throughout your district asking for seed? 


ro- 


not 


nst 


who 


Will my colleague yield for an 


)} one 


single 


juests 











1906. 


Mr. BURLESON. Unquestionably so, but not very many. 
There is no denying that. And just so long as this practice is 
continued, I will receive these requests. 

And I will add that same will always be promptly granted 
¢ the number of packages allotted me for distribution will per- 
mit. But, Mr. Chairman, the fact that these requests are made 
does not mean that those making them approve the practice. 
Knowing the system prevails; knowing that seeds have been 
allotted for distribution, some farmer may request a packet 
hough he disapproves the practice and is conscious of the fact 
hat the seed when received will be of little value. And in 
s connection I desire to state that if this indefensible prac- 
ce is continued, and from certain signs now manifest I fear 
will be, then I do say that the number should be increased 
, that we may send to every householder, whether he wants 
or not, an assortment of seed. 

Hach year I have sent out the allotment I have received, and 
as I view it, I would be a peculator if I did not so do. I have 
, right to retain them or divert them for a different purpose 

| was intended by this Congress. Mr. Chairman, as I have | 

d to say several times, the present Secretary of Agriculture | 

man who has devoted the best years of his life toward 
‘urthering the interests of the farmers of this country. He is 
« an for whom the farmers of the South have as high regard, 
on account of the interest he has manifested in their welfare, as 
ny farmer found north of Mason and Dixon’s line. 
Secretary James Wilson—and no gentleman on this floor will 
estion his deep interest in the welfare of the agriculturists 
country, whether of the East or West, North or South— 
one of his recent reports, speaking of the distribution of 

» seeds, used this language: 


{ 
7 
t 
{] 
t 


< 


it 


I 
t 
tl 
l 
I 


a 


or our 


there is no practical object to be gained in distributing this kind | 


ed, it seems very desirable that some change bé made. To this 
t would seem wise to limit our work entirely to the securing and 
iting of seeds, plants, etc., of new and rare sorts. There is 


kind ym abroad, but still more to be accomplished in careful investi- 
of our own possibilities in this direction. There 
e plants scattered all over this country which are still little 
outside of their respective localities. These should be collected, 
i, and distributed. There are also great possibilities of improv- 
rricultural industries by distributing specially bred seeds and 


the plant-breeding work of the Department increases opportunities 
iring seed of this nature will accumulate. To do this work in 

st effective manner, arrangements could be made in all cases to 
the advice and assistance of Senators and Representatives who 

gricultural constituents. The Department has a well-organized 
» of scientists who are thoroughly familiar with the general condi- 
t f soil and climate in nearly all parts of the country. Special 
er ‘ould be selected for special purposes, and with the advice and co- 
( tion of Members of Congress such crops could be placed where they 
| do the most good. This is a line of work that would result in 

uch more value to individual districts throughout the country 

distribution of a large quantity of common varieties of garden 


hich have no particular merits so far as newness or promise are 


his language—he speaks of “common varieties of gar- 
|, which have no particular merit so far as newness or 
are concerned.” Thus it is this true friend of the 
voices his protest against this useless waste, this con- 
useless waste, of the public money. 
SIMS. You put it too strong in quoting James Wilson. 
not protest. 
BURLESON. Now, Mr. Chairman, let us ask ourselves 
ily the question and each make to himself a candid answer. 
appropriation made for no other reason or purpose than 
efit supposed to accrue to the farmer? Honor bright! Is 
¢ entering into our action in this matter a faint hope or 
that our farmer constituent will be flattered by this 
ttention from his Congressman (furnished at Govern- 





ie 


lined to give us a continuance of his approval? 
be mistaken, but I fear the purpose of some of us is to 
means to advantage ourselves by annually reminding 
rite or influential farmer constituents that we are still 
rth and have not forgotten them. 
really believe that opposition to this item would jeop- 
the esteem and confidence reposed in them by their agri- 
constituents—permit me to say to those who thus be- 
at they underestimate the farmer of this country. I 
abiding faith in the intelligence of those I represent 
el sure they would prefer that this money, which is now 
n the purchase of “common varieties of garden seed 
(ve ho particular merit,” as was said by Mr. Secretary 


ich to be done in the way of securing seeds, plants, etc., of this | 


I pense) and will in consequence be made just a little | 


Some gentlemen ap- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


6165 


seeds—such as corn, cotton, alfalfa, etc—and the improvement 
of same by breeding and selection. Most valuable work has 
already been done along this line. How important it would be 
to the cotton planter, especially in the boll weevil section, if by 





selection and breeding the scientist of the Department could de- 


| agronomy 
are many | °° y 


| be materially enlarged and increased. 


velop a much earlier-maturing variety of cotton. What a great 
saving it would result in to the cotton planter if a type of cot- 
ton could be developed which would resist the wilt or root rot. 
How valuable it would be to the cotton planter if by careful 
breeding and seed selection a long, staple upland cotton could be 
evolved which would command 4 or 5 cents per pound in ad- 
rance of the price paid for the ordinary varieties. 

If the money now virtually wasted in the purchase of common 
garden seed could be saved, this very important work to which 
I have just alluded could be enlarged and extended and benefits 
substantial in character brought to our farmers. Mr. Chairman, 
a great work has been done by the scientist of the Agricultural 
Department, acting under the wise guidance of Dr. B. T. Gallo- 
way, in the introduction into our country of new and valuable 
plants and fruits from foreign countries. No small amount of 
the credit for the development of the great and profitable fruit 
industry of both California and Florida is due the bureau over 
which he presides. 

Plant laboratories have been established in both those States 
by the Government, and to them, as a result of explorations 
made throughout the world, valuable fruits and nuts have been 
brought there, tested, thoroughly acclimated, and from thence 
distributed throughout those States. This work is still going 
on and is of the highest importance to the agriculturists and 
horticulturists of our country. 

Mr. Chairman, Texas possesses a variety of soil, suitable for 
every cereal, fruit, nut, vegetable, or plant that can be grown 
either in the Tropics or in the higher altitudes of the Temperate 
zone. What limitless possibilities are there presented awaiting 
only development by those who are skilled in the science of 
and horticulture? If the money now wasted on 
worthless garden seed could be saved, I have assurances that 
lead me to believe that the appropriation for carrying on this 
most valuable foreign exploration and introduction work would 
New plant laboratories 
could then be established in other sections of our country, and 
other new and valuable plant, fruit, and vegetable indust 
there built up. 

Throughout the entire South we have vast stretches of land 
known as canebrakes, covered by impenetrable jungles of 
worthless cane. Who knows that it may not be possible to sub- 
stitute for this worthless cane the valuable Japanese timber 
bamboo, which affords not only material suitable for the con- 
struction of houses, but from it thousands of other beautiful and 
valuable articles may be made. Under the devastating onslaught 
and operations of the lumber trust, building material growing 
scarcer and dearer in this country, and the time may come when 
those who come after us would thank us for our wisdom if 
could do what is here suggested. 

Mr. Chairman, many great and good things could be brought 
about if we would only get away from this garden-seed humbug. 
We all knew that there is not more than 10 per cent 
membership of this body that really believe this practice should 
continue, but from present indications the excitement occa 
sioned by the elimination of the item from the bill by the Agri 
cultural Committee would indicate that there will not be mor: 
than 5 per cent who will have the courage to vote against the 
item being restored to the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


ries 


is y 


wa 
vy t 


1 of the 
+ 
t 


» 


Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I talked with the Secretary of 
Agriculture no longer ago than Saturday about this matter. Two 
years ago he recommended that the same amount be spent in 


some other line of investigation, and that is all he did; and in 
his last report he has not a word to say in opposition to free 


seeds. The gentleman from Texas |[|Mr. Burieson] is too 
strong in his statement when he says that the Secretary of 
Agriculture is protesting against appropriation. He is not S 
representing him, but misunderstood him. Now, I do not think 
my friend from Texas—and I am giad to so regard him vill 
ask that the appropriation be taken out for the destruction of 
the cotton-boll weevil. He has pleaded for that, and I think it 
was justly given, and we have appropriated $250,000 for the 
purpose of exterminating the boll weevil in Texas in this bill. 
I believe that while Texas is more interested in the matter 





olficials of the Agricultural Department have repeatedly 
‘he necessity of securing and distributing the compara- 
W or little-known kinds of various field and forage crop 


should be expended for other and more beneficial pur- | 


than other parts of the country, that all parts of the cotton 


belt are interested, because the weevil may spread over the 
country, but Texas is directly and immediately interested. And 
now I will ask the gentleman whether he is opposed to the 


Agricultural Department furnishing the farmers of Texas with 
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earlier-maturing varieties of cotton seed 
may head off the boll weevil. 

Mr. BURLESON. This bill does not do it. 
Mr. SIMS. If it does not, it should. 
it wrong to 
himself, strike out this provision for the boll weevil. 


in order that they 


? 


[Laughter.] Now, 


iS 


then, if 
furnish 
The 


Secretary of Agriculture told me 
anywhere 
to t 
Die 
all of 


he 


it their convention in this city that they did not, at least 


proved it. 

, these farmers that are opposed to this appropriation are 
class of farmers who wear their watch chains across their 
s and part their chains in the middle, as they do their hair, 
not that class of farmers who have got no watch chains or 

I free passes to go to so-called “ agricultural meet- 

the farmers who need, want, and are grateful for 
little bit of public favor. The newspapers that last year 
ived $27,000,000 in graft by way of second-class postage 
rates are fine teachers of morality to be quoted here as lec- 
turers of Congress on such a subject as this. I have as good 
\ 


nye 
ple in district, Republicans and Democrats, white and 
‘k, male and female, as are to be found anywhere in the 
or 


cet 


my 
yhane 
Ss 


; 


in the North, and they all want these seeds, all are 
| never return them, and all write for more. 


id to 


them, 

We have had meetings of agricultural associations in Tennessee, 
and not one has ever said a word in opposition to these seeds. 
l who get the seeds are not protesting against them. 
1 organized effort of private interests that expect to profit 
ing enabled to sell an inferior article of seed for more than 
Why, we farmers who do not wear our watch 
we all know that when you plant a common 
a different section of the country from that 
grown you get a better result. Cabbage seed 
in Michigan gives better results for a few years in my 
than home-grown seed. A farmer gets a paper of these 

is and plants them, makes seed, and next year he distributes 
to his neighbors, and these covetous, greedy seed growers 
dealers do not want them to grow their own seeds in this 


ols 


peopie 


h now. 
3 CTOSSWays, 
able seed in 
hich it 


l t was 


‘urnish the farmer that which he can | 


and he will not deny it | 
that this was only an expression of his judgment as | 
best use of the public money, and that he told the seed | 


| 
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in growing and selling seed, as the letter which I hold in my 


| hand and shall now read, fully and completely establishes. 


I commend the statements contained in this letter particu- 


| larly to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cocks], who read 


| 
| 
| 


them, furnish good seed, and the investigation of his De- | 


| for their Canada branch. 


from seed sent them by the Government—do not want them | 


ave this little Agricultural Department nest egg—and they 
‘ here and propose to teach us what democracy is. 
nder the 
ver 
ng lines against the farmers as to a few mustard seed, 


heavens, Constitution or no Constitution, 


a very difficult task in undertaking to defend such 
‘se in the Congressional elections next fall, where it is so well 
yn that the Constitution has been shot through with 13-inch 

by them until there nothing left of it but holes. 

ughter.] Then talk about drawing the line against this 

unl 
al grounds. [Applause.] 

JONES of Virginia rose and was recognized. 

WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I appeal to gentlemen 
allow the Clerk to finish this next paragraph. 

‘an proceed. There is no disposition to curtail it. 

r. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, I understood that I 
S yznized for five minutes. 
he CHAIRMAN. 
‘or five minutes. 
WADSWORTH. 


is 


rect 


Mr 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Not more than five minutes. 

Mir. WADSWORTH. At the expiration of that five minutes 
I propose to move that all debate on this paragraph be closed. 

Mr. JONES of Virginia. Mr. Chairman, during the progress 


ot 


e yote money out of the Treasury for almost every 9b- | 
and | 
the constitutional lawyers of the other side get to | 


seed, and bean seed, I think our friends over there will | 
a} 


Vine “ae Tingint a 
The gentleman from Virginia was recog | Senate, and 8,000 copies of each for the use of the Department of 


this debate gentlemen who are opposed to the expenditure by | 


the Government of the comparatively small sum of $200,000 for | 


seed, to be éistributed to the farmers of the country, have read 
numerous letters and editorials written by persons who are op- 
posed to this appropriation. On the other hand, it has been 
on this floor that the principal part of the opposition 

to this small appropriation comes from the seedsmen of the 
untry. I believe that statement is absolutely true, and I have 


iy hand a letter written by an intelligent farmer in my dis- 


? 
stated 


trict recently a resident of Detroit, Mich., which I think estab- | 
( Ul) esi — Serer dene tographer or clerk, $900; one assistant 


he fact that the seedsmen of this country are doing 
isely profitable business, and that their course in op- 

i all free distribution of seed by the Government 
nd unjustifiable. 


he distribution of these seed | each, $1,320: one skilled laborer, $900; one painter, $840; 
not injured at least one great concern engaged | 


versal benefit to everybody in the country on constitu- | 


Then the de- 


so many letters and editorials in an effort to show that the farm- 
ers are not favorable to any free distribution of seed. The 
writer is a farmer, and he knows something about the immense 
profits of the seedsmen. 
GUINEYS, VA., March 14, 1906. 
Hon. W. A. JONES, 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sire: I see the question of free-seed distribution is about to 
come before your body, and while I do not wish to be understood a 
advocating the indiscriminate distribution of each and every kind 
seed, yet I am under the impression that the matter is being agitated | 
the seedsmen, more especially by those from whom the Government | 
made no purchases. Such being the case, I can probably give you so 
light in regard to one of the pleas that seedsmen may present, whik 
that this free distribution interferes with their business and ma! 
the seed business unprofitable. 

I was bookkeeper for five years (from 1895 to 1900) for a brother- 
in-law of D. M. Ferry, president of D. M. Ferry & Co., of Detro 
Mich., and for three or four years transacted the custom-house busi: 
During this period the free-seed distribut 
was agitated as it is now. A reporter interviewed Mr. Bowen, the then 
secretary of D. M. Ferry & Co., on the subject. Mr. Bowen went on 1 
say that he thought the Government was committing an outrage upon 
the seedsmen of the country, who, he claimed, were none too prosperous, 
Now, from this expression of Mr. Bowen's, that his house was really 
suffering from said practice, whereas D. M. Ferry & Co. were ri 
declaring a dividend of 75 per cent per year on their capital stoc} 
Mr. Sherman R. Miller, for whom I kept books, owned $35,000 wo: 
of said stock, from which he drew annually $26,250. This house, of 
course, was none too presperous. 

I do not think Congress should object to appropriating $250,000 for 
its vast horde of toilers, while one seed house clears $750,000 on th 
same toilers. I don’t mean for this to influence you at all; use your 
own judgment. It is merely information I am furnishing. 


Yours, truly, G. W. Moss. 


Mr. Chairman, the writer of this letter is a gentleman of 
high character and unquestioned veracity. I satisfied myself 
as to his standing before I decided to use his letter. He de- 
clares that the firm of D. M. Ferry & Co., of Detroit, Mich., 
paying a dividend of 75 per cent upon its stock, paying dividends 
amounting in the aggregate to $750,000 a year. These are the 
people who object to the farmers receiving a few free seeds, 
because, as they claim, their profits are none too large, and the 
Government should not interfere even to so limited an extent 
with those profits. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that all 
debate on the paragraph be closed. 

Mr. CANDLER. Is that motion subject to debate? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not. 

Mr. CANDLER. Then I hope it will be voted down. 

Mr. RUCKER. Before that motion is put I would like to 
offer an amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The amendment is not in order. The 
question is on agreeing to the motion of the gentleman from 
New York. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. CANDLER) there were—ayes 97, noes 63. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. RUCKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

That there shall be printed and bound in cloth 200,000 copies of the 
Special Report on Diseases of the Horse and 200,000 copies of the 


Special Report on the Diseases of Cattle, 128,000 copies of each for the 
use of the House of Representatives, 64,000 of each for the use of the 


is 


| Agriculture. 


How much time does the gentleman | 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order 


| that that is new legislation carrying an appropriation, and there 


| is no law for it. 
| the Committee on Printing. 


That is a matter that can be attended to by 
I insist on the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY. 


Salaries, Bureau of Plant Industry: One Parry physiologist a 
athologist, who shall be chief of bureau, $4,500; one chief 
2,000; one editor, $2,000; one superintendent of gardens and grounds, 
$1,800; four clerks class 4, $7,200; seven clerks class 3, $11,200; 
twelve clerks class 2, $16,800; twenty-seven clerks class 1, $)2,!0" 
one seed clerk and superintendent, $1,200; one clerk or artist, 5 
one artist, $840; fourteen clerks, at $1,000 each, $14,000; six « as 
at $900 each, $5,400; eight clerks, at $840 each,. $6,720; one cier! 
$800; eleven clerks, at $720 each, $7,920; three clerks, at $660 each, 
$1,980; two clerks, at $600 each, $1,200; one clerk, $480; one pho 
yeeemerie. $600; one its 
trator and clerk, $720; one carpenter, $900; one carpenter, $840; ov 
gardeners, at $1,000 each, $2,000; four gardeners, at $900 each, $3,00"! 
two gardeners, at $840 each, $1,680; four gardeners, at 5750 car 
$3,120; one gardener, $600; one gardener, $720; two es oon 
$2,1°0; two 


ers, at $840 each, $1,680; three firemen, at $720 each, 
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ks or messengers, at $840 each, $1,680; three skilled laborers, at 
0 each, $2,160; three skilled laborers, at $660 each, $1,980; six 


| tleman to tell this House whether or n hey cu ut of this 
| laborers, at $600 each, $3,600; one messenger, $660; three messen- | bill the ; - a a . : we 7 7 = —_ : © ¥ — a . $ 
_ at $600 each, $1,800; three watchmen, at $720 each, $2,160; | 1e appropriation that tests the seeds that the G Le 
{ vatchmen, at $600 each, $1,200; two skilled laborers or messengers, | buys. 
:480 each, $960; four messenger boys, at $360 each, $1,440; one | Mr. CANDLER. If the bill passes as reported all | . 
nger boy, _— = om — : cut out, and necessarily all tests of seed. 
Vr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I would like to call the Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do they not test the seed that 
leman’s attention to the fact that this is at the end of the | the Government buys? 
utory salaries. Why not wait until he gets through with Mr. CANDLER. They certainly do. and I will « to that 
the paragraph to the lump sum—in other words, at the end of | directly. I do not want to discuss that right 1 I am 
the next paragraph? ’ going to show from a letter that the seed Yr ily 
Mr. CANDLER. [I am not going to offer an amendment now; | tested. As I was saving. if you will investigate for es 
I only soins te speak. ‘ |} you will find that there are no farmers who follow the plow 
MANN. We want to hear you. and that actually work in the fields, and by their bra ind 
ct I Pp *hairme Poy "KCQE ; sAEemM< - a ?. . = . = my oe ; a 
CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, before I proceed, it seems tO | muscle build up the wealth of this country, who are opposed to 
1 been the unanimous custom to extend the remarks five | the distribution of seed 
es beyond the usual time. I am frank to say that I do not | Mr. LILLEY of Conn ticut I have letters f 
. = : . . | ‘ . 4 shal a ‘ i ‘ sCUl. Lye is i hat 
‘ to get through in five minutes, and I weuld like unani- | Mr. CANDLER It — arkehle that : 
3 ; 4 . AAW DJ hui. is very eClMarnranp t t ‘ i Ss 
I ; consent to preeceed for ten minutes. tribution has become such a species of graft al ‘ If so 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi asks | tnere has been the greatest army of crafters in STusitect 
- > it Lit eC] = ‘ Si aribDy ) =i atl . bi ‘ A 
unanimous consent that he may proceed for ten minutes. IS | qoscn oe erics at ever peared in ees . 
eh bjection? | States of Am¢ rica that é er appeal d in e wol 
I . cee piecti this appropriation began in 1865, and there has be« 
peor — woo eal : . | priation ewery year since, down to 1906; and if it 
CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, the morning after it was |... ‘i Soentiees beeen in S00 ond ; ; 
fe . ° . = . AU YY, mle S ik eal i i me), <b CO I it 
s in the publie press in the city of Washington that the | until this day. It was never thought to be ft 
( \ittee om Agriculture had stricken from the bill the pro-| ponest farmers of the country a package of garden s 
s . . ° ° : ait 3 «< > Lit i ‘ 1CAad SS meek e > , 
\ earrying the usual appropriation for the distribution of his wife a package of flower seeds. until th . trict 
. . I Wil ‘ be mciSy i . c : i I Cc set ‘ Lt 
inother article appeared, which stated that— the New Willard Hotel and said it was | e 
839 there was no Department of Agriculture, but that year Con- iz =} - amen % <« te hei Se ‘ “hy i t<] : £ 
propriated $1,000 to enable the Commissioner of Patents to | : . team 2 atapted the ir sugse ation. ; _ j t . } amou 
and distribute rare and valuable seeds and to publish agricul- | 2Ppropriations fo! garden seed for this purpose durin tl se 
tistics. | years—from 1865 to 1905—is only the comparative small f 
1893 the appropriations for the Department of Agriculture had | ¢4 ~e7 59¢91 oe ik alee tin okie daew tim a ome +] 
to about $3,000,000 and the appropriation for the purehase and ; A, a oe h2h, and, oe 5 oh wed — : _— —, ne af: 
d tion of seeds had reached $150,000. Secretary J. Sterling Mor- | I delivered on this floor, the t yea a] propriations for } Se 
t ked upon this free distribution as petty graft, and he refused to } cultural Department from the time of its organization dc n to 
‘ ise and distribute.” But Congress made the distribution man- | today has only been the comparatively small sum of 865.000.000 
d , and eaeh year the appropriation has been increased, until for |, ee oe taht ta cae tn tee a “on 
t ent twelve months it is $250,000 in reund figures. This year | ‘OF every Purpose, from beginning to end, in connect W 
the icultural appropriation bill carries $7,000,000. the Agricultural Department’s work. Now, the gentlem fre 
It concludes with this significant remark : New York [Mr. Cocks] said that the Secretary of Agricul 
— rn ey he fatri} ; Tt and wrote a lett 
l week the Committee om Agriculture struck the seed clause from | VS be posed to the distribution of sec is and wro . 
t ropriation bill, and at noon to-day there will be a gathering of | which he referred to some statement in a report 1 I I 
n from all over the country at the New Willard for the pur-| made. Here is a letter from Mr. Galloway, who is Chief 
devising means to keep that seed clause out of the Dill. Bureau of Plant Industry, and he d a real av tl ' 
iB n ndus » an loes not say that lh 
mmediately there gathered from all over the country | posed to the distribution of seeds, but, on the contrary, he 
id of farmers whose protests against seed have been read | the following: 
debate here to-day—the agriculturists, the ones that | T is little doubt in my mind that h distri ‘ 1 
. : . . : . | here I oudt in @ nin< at suen distri Kt 0 
f with their jaws and farm with their tongues, and never | pore or less good. , 
are found between the plow handles or with a hoe in their | a eal ; 
I . » | In connection with that he takes up the distribution « 
, SON : |} speci: >e fhich are acco and cotton an ings of t 
Mr. JOHNSON. The farmers that plow in the field and — — = ~ _ ae me i an : — 7 a 
‘ with the hoe do not come to Washington and stop at the | “44 ane he advocates that very Strongly. Mn thi * 
Ni Willard Hotel, do they? | no provision for any of that work; nota particle. It abs 
oe oe “ gg tee ee akes awav fri ars ont , errienliinre the r 
CANDLER. No, sir; they do not. These men who farm re ane ay oe the Department a uiture the rig 
a . . str » See 4! y rpose, f£ he onb approp 
with their jaws and their tongues are the ones who stop at the | @!8*! a ante ai aa een oo tor 03 — eee 
. a . ° * . . rOV » yr ir 3 Sf -OviS or » propagatic 
\ Willard Hotel and oppose this free distribution of seeds. Ta ed for in t =f i Is a at rm : r the proj 
. . . » » ° , are, : > MT i¢ y » ¥ eriment { 
letter has been received from a single farmer in the coun- | ™* oe oe oie aie 7 . ee = ag se ese egy 
" ) follows the plow—— | ho distri yution provi vee or; nota am N = in th 
. eo ~ . y eS say yo ¢ se a single solitary seed, but it is 
‘ir. LILLEY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman allow me | 2°¢5 say you — oom ean a mere © ' 2 ia a : 
; ‘ ‘ > ’ [2 » » ‘ : eiy or ne |] rT ae ‘ 
to read some letters that I have here from farmers? | for the aes = a el - aes — , <> en 
‘ : 7 : , Ts j 1e e rime stations aske ie f 
CANDLER. I have the highest personal regard for the | Cooperation ne 1 the eee ‘ . : = eae ‘ a eS 
. . : . | ‘ eCt se ‘re was some abpout 1a and i Lt Ser 
gi an from Connecticut and wish I could yield, but really | tion because there w ¥ a. Siar os 1d 
. * . > : ~OMmMea 1m ¢ qclk 5 Ww , yy or n youl at ¢ 
t the time and must decline to yield for the present. | MeN come to Fait ih eae = 7 a oF nat Kt woul! & 
' ~ ; : stributio ‘ : s of se lis provision was left out 
i rentleman from New York, my friend Mr. Cocks, read a distribution ee f “4 oe aes rh a . - . acme a a 
le vhich he said was from a farmer, and when he was asked | the bill. I read from a letter which I received from the Dy 
W ‘ind of a farmer he was, he said he was a florist that | partment: 
f beneath the glass. Yes; he was a farmer inside of a | In the absence of i ene beg to acl “ige the r 
h ” se” “ oepice ist” f< » tS +, | your favor of the 2Sth instant. f the appro; ion for the a 
7 Hothouse and agriculturist farmers in this | tion of seeds is eliminated, the distribution of all seed would d 
: who do no work themselves, are opposed to the dis- | continued, including vegetable, flower, lawn grass, tobacco, cott ef 
tr m of seeds. [Laughter.] The real farmers, who actually | shrubbery, plants, grapevines, etc. 
; want them. I have received almost in every mail, I Mr. Galloway, the Chief of Bureau of Plant Industry, 
since I sent out my original distribution, requests for | his return wrote to me corroborating what Mr. Wood 
: , to the present day, and I could bring into this House acting chief in his absence, said, and said in addition to th: 
by the hundreds from farmers that till the soil, from that “it would discontinue the seed, not only the miscellan 
’ sivad a . —_ “ | ‘ a . ty ; J hiti 
Wives, and from farmers daughters asking me to | ana garden and flower seed, but everything in the way of 
8 in garden seeds and flower seeds in order to plant the cottons, tobaccos, corns and cereals, and everything el 
g and to beautify the home. [Applause.] et 3 
NV ’ en . . : y 7 pe o , « ‘thing betweer S504 ! ‘ 
{ opposed strenuously in committee the motion to strike the | _,W® Dave peo eerie ng sor lading one inttadaction of thi 
S /propriation from the pending bill. |'Phis money was involved in the regular seed dist 7 
r t to respond to the requests that come from the farmers course, would be eliminated with the rest if the action of t! ymmitt 
; ves, and I am willing to turn a deaf ear to these silk- | is sustained. 
leo > ; : + ‘ ‘ . 
u, Kid gloved, high-collared, patent-leather-shoed, spike-tailed- Now, then, you gentlemen who represent tobacco districts, and 
; igriculturists,” that hold their conventions in the New | you gentlemen who represent cotton districts, and you gentlemen 
: Hotel, in order to keep the farmers of the country from | who represent any district of any kind where you have | 
- ¢ a package of seeds to which they are entitled. [Ap-| sending specific and special seed, I tell you that if this provis 
‘ and laughter. ] is left out of the bill it will take away from you all classes o 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. I xe 


the 


Chairman, want n- 
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seed of every kind, and you will have not a single solitary seed 
to send to anybody for any purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, something was said about the testing of the 
Here is what the Chief of the Bureau says in reference 


seeds. 
to that: 


The Department has a thorough system of handling the entire work, 
the object being to secure the very best seed obtainable and to be cer- 
*+ain that they are true to type. A considerable portion of the seed sent 
out is grown for the Department out of selected stock. In order to 
thoroughly abreast of the times in these matters a number of test- 
ations have been established where not only the miscellaneous 
varieties are thoroughly tested to determine their trueness to type, but 
everything promising offered by seedsmen is also tested with a view to 
making use of it in the future distribution. The Department has 
adopted the most rigid system of testing for vitality, purity, etc. The 
Bureau of Plant Industry devotes a considerable part of its work to 
this subject, so that all seeds from whatever source are thoroughly 
tested before they are sent out. ‘They are tested not only to determine 
their trueness to name and type, but for their vitality and for their 
purity. 

Therefore, if that be true, they must be the best seeds that 
can be obtained from any part of the country, and especially 
must it be true that a great part of them are sent out from 
seed grown by the Department of Agriculture itself. Now, he 
goes on to state under the head of “ the securing and distribut- 
ing of comparatively new or little known varieties of field and 
forest plant seeds and the improvement of the same by breed- 
ing.” 

_ Under this head I may briefly refer to a class of work which I con- 
sider of great importance in the building up of agricultural industries 
in this country. As you know, special attention has been given during 
the last four or five years to the securing and distributing throughout 
the South of new and promising varieties of cotton. Oftentimes these 
cottons are secured from individual planters who have for a number of 
years been carefully selecting and thus have bred a type somewhat 
better than is ordinarily found among growers. Our cotton experts 
and breeders have been on the lookout for all these new and promising 
improvements and every year we have sent out quantities of them for 
trial. In addition to this our men are, by their own work, securing 
desirable new types which are distributed as fast as developed. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. CANDLER. I ask unanimous consent to continue for 
‘e minutes longer. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi 
unanimous consent to continue for five minutes. 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


keep 


ing si 


fj ’ 
asks 
Is there objec- 


Mr. CANDLER (reading from letter from the Agricultural | 


Department) — 


This is necessarily slow and costly work, but unquestionably is hav- 
ing a very important effect on the agricultural conditions of the South. 
Ve have many hundreds of reports from the new and improved cotton 
seeds that we have sent out, all showing their increased value over the 
ordinary kinds. 

Che other day the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. 
Lever] told me that in his district he met one of his constitu- 
ents with two samples of cotton, one in one hand and one in 
the other; that he had the cotton on the market. He 


am offered 114 cents for the cotton in that lot grown from ordi- 
nary This sample of cotton was grown from seed that 
came from the Agricultural Department, and for this cotton 
from this sample grown from this seed I am offered 134 cents.” 
[Applause.] That was the statement, as I understood it. Now, 
fhat was 2 cents a pound, or $10 a bale, more for the cotton 
grown from seed prepared by the Agricultural Department 
than that grown from the ordinary seed that the farmer had 
saved from his crop of the preceding year. 

Mr. LEVER arose and corroborated the statement. 

Mr. CANDLER (reading further from the letter)— 

What ha 
I 1d cowpeas—varieties that will 
forage crops. A special 


seed. 


resist 


wilt—improved melons, 
effort 


nd improved is. being made in this 
irection 
part of the ce 


lane } sy many 


feature of 


As a special 


ble the growers of different sections to place upon the market 

highest class product. Work in Connecticut, Florida, and 
States has demonstrated the great value of these 
this year for the first time the Department is in 
seeds of the specially bred types, the result of 
last three or four years. 


the other 
tigations, and 
send out 


‘gations for the 


Some mesa wmeaat 


Now, 
stroy the work of the Department, which has already been done 
for the last three or four years in this line and just now only 
reaching perfection where it can reach the people. 


this little, small, insignificant appropriation, which has been in 
the bill from time to time, and which has been stricken out 
by the committee this year. Now, then, it is said in this re- 
port that was made as the report of the committee that there 
never has been any law for this distribution. 


said, | 
“This cotton I raised from the ordinary seed which I had; I | 


s been said of cotton is also true of other crops, such as | 


in the matter of improving the forage crop conditions in all | 
intry, and our records will show, I think, that this work | 1978 
times over the total amount appropriated for seeds | 
n / this work may be mentioned the | 
investigations which have been carried on from year to year, | 
ich have had for their object the development of new types which | 


then, refuse to reinsert the appropriation and you de- | 


AS soon | 
cets to the point where the people can have the benefit of | 
it, then you propose to take it away from them by taking away | 
aaa : 7 ‘ ee “ | plants of the Department has been conducted in various ways. [Tor ! 
| time the Department did all the work, but as it grew the labor projos!- 


| bor, under the supervision of Department officers. 





I assert there | 


APRIL 30, 


is law for it. You will find it in the organic act creating the 
Department of Agriculture, in which it says they shall gather 
and propagate and distribute seed; it says so in so many words 
in the act creating the Department of Agriculture, and that is 
the law which authorizes the distribution. You will find in 
another statute the law that authorizes the printing of “ franks ” 
and everything necessary to be done that the seed may be sent 
out, and upon these statutes stand the authority for this dis- 
tribution which has been made from year to year. Possibly 
you would believe it was practically unanimous in the com- 
mittee, according to this report, to strike out the seed appro- 
priation, but that is not the situation. In the committee the 
first vote was eight to seven, the next vote was six to seven, and 
the final vote was a tie vote. It was badly divided in the com- 
mittee so far as that is concerned. Hence I say to you that 
I believe, in view of the facts I have stated, that this appro- 
priation ought to be reinserted, that the seed ought to be sent 
to the farmers throughout the country who desire them, and we 
should not act upon the statements in newspaper articles, such 


| as the gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. TrimBie] referred to a 


few minutes ago, when he said he asked a man in his district 


| why he printed a certain article in his newspaper, and he re- 


plied, “ You send on the seed. My columns are open to ad- 
vertisements.” 

I have read many editorials myself. Some of them have been 
marked and sent to me. I wart to know from whence comes 
this newspaper uprising against seed, all of a sudden, without 
any seeming cause for it? It may be explained in the statement 
made by the “seed trust ’’—they would use the press to pre- 
vent this seed appropriation being made this year. [Applause.] 
That statement was made in some of the newspapers the next 
day after the “kid-glove seedsmen” held their meeting at the 
New Willard Hotel. Now, gentlemen, the question is whether 
you will vote for the seed trust or the working farmers. Line 
up with the seed trust if you want to and take the consequences, 
If we want to practice economy, it should be something larger 
than the one which is involved here. And if we want to prac- 
tice economy, we ought to practice it on somebody besides the 
farmers who take care of the country and uphold its prosperity 
and pays its debts abroad. [Prolonged applause.] 

As a part of my remarks I append hereto the letters to which 
I have referred and which are as follows: 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., March 10, 1906. 


Hon. B. 8. CANDLER, Jr., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR Mr. CANDLER: I have your letter of recent date, asking for full 
information relative to the purchase and distribution of seeds and plants 
by the Department. In order to bring the facts together in concrete 
form, I will take them up under certain heads, as suggested in your 
letter. a 


1. Total amounts appropriated and expended for seeds and plants since 
1865, when the Department was organized. 


| se s | i- | 
Appro Tl- /Expended. AP (Expende 


ated. | 


1 

le100, 000.00 
| 100, 000. 00 
103, 000.00 
104, 200. 00 
104,200.00 | 104,174.55 


$61,000.00 | $61,000.00 

70,165.90 | 70,165.90 | 

115, 200.00 | 115,200.00 |} 
85, 200.00 | 8&5, 200.00 

20,000.00 | 20,000.00 | 

20,000.00 | 18,981.33 

30,000.00 | 28,865.17 

45,000.00 | 45,000.00 

55,000.00 | 55,000.00 | 

65,000.00 | 64,904. 89 

95,000.00 | 94,719.83 

65,000.00 | 65,000.00 

85,000.00 | 80,000.00 

75,000.00 | 74,579.33 

75,009.00 | 75,000.00 

75,000.00 | 75,000.00 | 

102,160.31 | 102,157.48 | 
-| 100,000.00 | 99,991.53 | 
80,000.00 | 80,000.00 | 
75,000.00 | 74,986.48 | 

100,000.00 | 99,983.82 || 
| 


@For drought sufferers. 


Total appropriations, $4,767,526.21. y 

In the foregoing table we have set forth the total amount 
priated and spent for seeds and plants since 1865. The figure 
self-explanatory, but it must be borne in mind that they cover a 
penditures and are not for miscellaneous garden and flower seeds alo! 


2. HOW THE WORK HAS BEEN HANDLED. 
The business of securing, handling, and sending out the seeds a! 


99, G80, 24 
99, 998, 37 
102, 587.5 
104, 168.7 


105, 400.00 
150, 000. 00 
105, 400. 00 
135, 400. 00 | 
135, 400. 00 
165, 400.00 
135, 400. 00 
150, 000.00 | 
130,000. 00 
130, 000. 00 
130, 000. 00 3 
170,000.00 | 149, 615.4 
270,000.00 | 266, 614.1 
270,000.00 | 253,153 
290,000.00 |: 

290, 000. 00 


105, (00. § 


104, 920. § 
134, 908. 2 
119, 719. 76 
120, 545 
126, 476.8 
142, &22 
121, 870. ! 
127, 150. 52 


118, 541 

















Not. used. 


tion became a serious one. The plan of letting out the work by con 
tract was then resorted to, the contractor furnishing all seeds and |a- 
The contract sys- 
tem was kept up unti! five years ago, when the whole work was | ned 
over to the Bureau of Plant Industry. There were serious defects 
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1iract system, it being impracticable in this way to secure the 


very best seeds and for the Department to exercise proper supervision 
: it 


a] 


ry 


. When the work was turned over to the Bureau of Plant In- 
an effort was made to thoroughly systematize it and to put it 
yractical business basis. To this end arrangements were made 


the Department to secure all the seed, in this way exercising abso- 


co 


The 


4} 


ntrol over the kinds of seed secured, their vitality, trueness to 


me, and other essential things. 


3. KINDS OF WORK CARRIED ON. 
work of seed and plant distribution as now conducted by the 


u of Plant Industry falls under three principal heads, viz: 


"1 


wn 


The securing, handling, and distributing of miscellaneous garden 
wer seeds, grapevines, strawberry plants, etc. 

The securing and distributing of comparatively new or little- 
kinds of various field and forage crop seeds, such as cotton, 


_ alfalfa, ete.; the improvement of the same by breeding and selec- 
and the general upbuilding of agricultural industries through such 


The introduction and dissemination of new and promising seeds 


ants from foreign countries and the building up of new industries 


» result of this work. 
1B SECURING, HANDLING, AND DISTRIBUTING OF MISCELLANEOUS 


1 


GARDEN AND FLOWER SEEDS, ETC. 


work, as now conducted, costs about two-thirds of the total 
t appropriated. The Department has a thorough system of hand- 
entire work, the object being to secure the very best seeds ob- 
e and to be certain that they are true to type. A considerable 
of the seed sent out is grown for the Department out of se- 


| stock. In order to keep thoroughly abreast of the times in these 


-; a number of testing stations have been established where not 
all of the miscellaneous varieties sent out are thoroughly tested to 
‘mine their trueness to type, but everything promising offered by 


men is also tested, with a view to making use of it in future dis- 
ions. The Department has adopted the most rigid system of test- 


- 


t 


e they are sent out. They are tested not only to determine their 


r seeds, it is very difficult to state what it may be. There is little 


ier this head I may briefly refer to a class of work which I con- 


» vitality and purity of the seeds. ‘The seed laboratory of the 
1 of Plant Industry devotes a considerable part of its work to this 
_ so that all seeds from whatever source are thoroughly tested 


s to name and type, but their vitality and purity. 
the value of this miscellaneous distribution of garden and 


in my mind that such distribution accomplishes more or less | 
Very few reports are received, however, and in the nature of 
» it is impossible for us to use any but standard varieties in the 


tion, because the quantities required make it impossible to use | 
irer sorts. When this distribution was first undertaken a great 


vears ago there is no doubt that it accomplished much good, be- 
that time the seed industry was not as thoroughly organized 
to-day. The practice of ordering through the mails from seed 
ies was not then in vogue, and it was extremely difficult for 
living in isolated localities to secure good garden seeds. This 
m has changed,.however, and to-day it is quite possible for 
to buy garden seeds of the same varieties as we distribute. 


E SECURING AND DISTRIBUTING 9F COMPARATIVELY NEW OR LITTLE- 
N VARIETIES OF FIELD AND FORAGE PLANT SEEDS, AND THE IM- 
IMENT OF SAME BY BREEDING. 


f great importance in the building up of agricultural industries 
; country. As you know, special attention has been given during 
st four or five years to the securing and distributing throughout 
ith of new and promising varieties of cotton. Oftentimes these 


s are secured from individual planters who have for a number of | 


een carefully selecting and thus have bred a type somewhat bet- 
n is ordinarily found among growers. Our cotton experts and 

have been on the lookout for all of these new and promising 
ments, and every year we have sent out quantities of them for 
In addition to this our men are, by their own work, securing 

new types, which are distributed as fast as developed. This 
ssarily slow and costly work, but unquestionably is having a 


portant effect on the agricultural conditions of the South. | 


e many hundreds of reports from the new and improved cotton 
it w. are sent out, all showing their increased value over 
nary kinds, 
has been said of cotton is also true of other crops, such as 
d cowpeas, varieties that will resist wilt; improved melons 
roved forage crops. A special effort is being made in this 
in the matter of improving the forage-crop conditions in all 
the country, and our records will show, I think, that this 
» pays many times over the total amount appropriated for 
| plants. As a special feature of this work may be mentioned 
co investigations which have been carried on from year to 


The whole work of the introduction of new varieties, whether found 


in the United States or imported from abroad, is so nearly connected 
that the distinction fs really an arbitrary one. For the purpose of 
administrative economy the two are handled together, the seeds and 
plants received from foreign explorations being in most cases tested 
and introduced together with those developed in the United States. 
To carry on all of this work intelligently and to the best interests of 
the Department, we have found it necessary to establish a number of 
testing gardens, through which we are trying to determine the crops 
best adapted to certain regions of the country. Thus we have a 
testing garden at, Chico, Cal., where we are testing and distributing 
plants adapted to the temperate parts of the United States. Here are 
being tested and distributed new fruits for the Pacific coast, new forage 
crops for the dryer regions of the United States, new cereals for 
different sections of the country, and various new crops particularly 
adapted to the Northwest regions. At Amarillo, Tex., wesehave an- 
other station where we are testing drought-resistant crops especially. 


, 


These include the newer durum wheats, sorghums, Kaffir corns, and 
crops of this nature. At San Antonio, Tex., we have another station 
where we are testing crops for the semiarid region. We have a 
grain-testing station at McPherson, Kans., where new wheats and 
other grains are being tested. 


All of this work is being paid for out of the general appropriation 


for seeds and plants. I consider the work under the two last heads, 
namely, the securing and distributing of new or little-known varieties 
of field, forage, and other seeds, p grow etc., found in this country, and 





i which have had for their object the development of new types 


ll enable the growers of different sections to place upon the | 


the very highest class product. Work in Connecticut, Florida, 
of the other States has demonstrated the great value of 
estigations, and this year for the first time the Department 
tion to send out seeds of the specially bred types, the result 
vestigations for the last three or four years. 


INTRODUCTION AND DISSEMINATION OF NEW AND PROMISING 
SEEDS AND PLANTS FROM FOREIGN COUNTRIES. 


rk, conducted as a part of the general seed and plant in- 


ns, is one of the most important branches of the Depart- | 


the last five years a number of new things have been 
n and established as distinct industries. Among them may be 
1 the macaroni wheat, which was first introduced five or six 
. The annual yield of this crop is now from 20,000,000 to 
‘0 bushels, valued at from ten to fifteen million dollars. An- 
portant introduction has been the Swedish oat, which has 
great improvement in the grain-growing conditions in the 
t, one State, namely, Minnesota, estimating the value of this 
over $4,500,000. Other important crops introduced and es- 
are new alfalfas. Japanese matting grass, date palms, etc. 
rt every year about $5,000,000 worth of matting for floor 
and of this amount $2,000,000 practically represents the 
the raw material. This matting can be manufactured in the 
states, and the rice lands of South Carolina, Texas, and 
are well adapted to the cultivation of the grass. We have 
ed gardens in South Carolina for the culture of this crop and 
y anticipate that in a few years we will add this as one of 
industries of the South. 


the securing and distribution of seeds and plants, etc., from foreign 
countries, of the utmost importance to American agriculture. I be 
lieve that the total amount now authorized for the entire work could 
very well be devoted to these problems. 

I trust I have answered your inquiries fully, and for further and 
more detailed information, would respectfully refer you to my execu- 
tive report made to the honorable Secretary in 1905, in which is set 
forth in detail the various lines of investigation and in general in 
what manner the work is being applied in a practical way to the 
agricultural development of the country. 

Very respectfully, B. T. GALLOWAY, 
Chief of Bureau. 





UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY. 
Washington, D. C., March 1, 1906. 
Hon. E. 8S. CANDLER, Jr., 
House of Representatives. 


DEAR Mr. CANDLER: In the absence of Mr. Galloway, who will not 
return to the city until Friday or Saturday, I beg to acknowledge the 
receipt of your favor of the 28th ultimo. If the appropriation for 
the distribution of seed were eliminated, the distribution of all 
would be discontinued, including vegetable, flower, lawn 
bacco, and cotton seed, strawberry plants, grapevines, etc. 

Trusting this information will serve your purpose, I remain, 

Very truly, yours, 





zTass 
£ 1 ’ 


A. F. Woops, Acting Chief of Bureau. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., March 3, 1906. 
Hon. E. S. CANDLER, Jr., 
House of Representatives. 

DEAR Mr. CANDLER: As explained in the letter to you signed by the 
acting chief, dated March 1, I have been out of the city for a few days 
and have just returned. I note your inquiry as to whether the dis- 
tribution of new varieties and types of cotton, tobacco, flower, and other 
seeds would be discontinued if the action of the committee in eliminat- 
ing the appropriation for this work is sustained. In reply I beg to 
reiterate what Mr. Woods, the acting chief, has already stated, viz: 
That all of our seed work would be discontinued under this plan. 
This would include not only the miscellaneous garden and flower seeds, 
but everything in the way of new cottons, tobacco, corns, cereals, etc. 
We have been spending, as you know, between $50,000 and $60,000 in 
all for the general seed work, including our introductions of new thin 





| This money was involved in the regular seed distribution, and 


course would be eliminated with the rest if the action of the « 
is sustained. 
Trusting this information will answer your questions and assu 
you of my desire to give any further facts on the subject, I remain, 
Very truly, yours, 


Ss 


B. F. GALLowAy, Chief of Bureau. 


Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. In this appropriate connection 
I ask the indulgence of the House for brief remarks concerning 
the tobacco industry, more especially referring to the growing 
of wrapper tobacco in tents, or, in other words, shade-grown 
wrappers. 

It is conceded that shade growing in Florida is a success, but 
assertions are repeatedly made that the efforts of the Depart- 
ment of Agriculture to introduce novel and improved methods 
of tobacco culture in the Connecticut Valley are at least partial 
failures. 

Six years ago, in 1900, the Connecticut State agricultural sta- 
tion, under the able supervision of Dr. BE. H. Jenkins, assisted 
by experts from the Department of Agriculture, raised about 
one-third of an acre of tobacco under thin cloth, using Florida- 
grown Sumatra seed. This tobacco was widely distributed 
among cigar manufacturers and pronounced nearly equal to 
wrappers imported from the island of Sumatra. The following 
year, in 1901, over 40 acres was grown in tents, the growers 
more or less strictly complying with the instructions of the Goy- 
ernment experts. This tobacco was force cured, carefully as- 
sorted, prepared for market, and sold by auction at Hartford 
under the indirect supervision of the Secretary of Agriculture. 
The best grades sold for over $2 per pound, all grades bringing 





an average price of about $1.50 per pound. The estimated cost 





6170 


of production was 50 cents per pound, netting a profit of $500 | 
per acre. 

When this somewhat surprising result was given publicity, a 
boom was inaugurated. Inexperienced, and some- 
ipled, promoters issued alluring 

their kind, 


spe miat 
times unprinci 
the manner 


ive 


of solicited capital from the unwary, 


bought unsuitable lands regardless ef cost, and paid unearned | 
subscriptions, with the inevitable sequence 


dividends from steck 
that much money was lost and a promising industry temporarily 
dis credited. 
* the incentive of a misleading delusion nearly 800 acres 
tobaeco, n mainly of the Sumatra type, was grown under cloth 
1992, and about the same acreage in 1903.. Reckless and in- 
verienced growers were heedless of expert advice and apt. to 
‘less in indispensible details. 
both 1902’ and 19083 were wet and cold, unfa- 
indoor and outdoor-grown tobacco. Tent 
was of inferior quality and unsaleable at re- 


i nder 
of 
in 
@X] 
pe care 

‘he seasons of 
alike for 
rown especially 
munerative 
rienced abandoned a business found unprofitable. Neverthe- 

2. few veteran growers retained confidence in the 

and energetically continued experimental work. The 
vered acreage was larely reduced, and growers avoided 
f former years. Seed was more earefully selected, 
methods of cultivation, 


ble 


prices, 


Ly 


ts detailed by Doctor Galloway, of the 
and Professor Whitney, of the Bureau of Soils, 
1 both native and hybrid types, which hopefully 
» not only of superior quality, but also of a larger 
ce of wrappers, an important matter in tae Connecticut 
vy, Where — r tobaceo is always sold at a loss. 
‘losely watched by intelligent and enterprising 
and are believed to forecast more prosperous conditions 
obaecco industry. 
illustration of the confidence representative Connecticut 
growers have in new 
Department of 
letter received 
gentleman of 
upon lands his family have owned for more than 
ries. Mr. Mitchelson was also for many years 
r and dealer, 
tobacco industry in all its varied phases. Under date of 
uary 15, 1906, Mr. Mitchelson writes in part as follows: 
I ing from my own experience and from what the Government 
we shall see within a few years a great revolution 
of growing and curing wrapper tobacco. As an indica- 
am right in this conelusion, I can say that we have 
shade grown raised in 1905, about 21 acres, for over $1,100 
We are so well satisfied with the price obtained that we 
“xt year to raise not less than 50 acres under cloth. 
a « x * + 
ked the leaves in the field from a part of our outside tobacco 
ired three times as many perfect wrappers as from plants 


field cut and cured in the old way—on the stalk. 
x os * ad « x 


have 


give 


its are 


Agricuiture, 
from Mr. 


L quote pertinent extracts 
Joseph ©. Mitchelson, a well- 


two 


reen leaves hung im a 
overripe 
ripened, 


bunch on the stalk are apt to pole-burn, 
and are lost if not picked, while 
center leaves become discolored 
circulating as freely as when 
is over 95 per cent of water in green leaves, 
oisture should pass away as soon as possible. 
* ” ” * * ~ 
1905 was one of 
i in harvesting, and great loss was sustained from 
fashioned way and curing on the stalk. 
= * < * * 
Government experts are permitted to.continue their expert- 
go among our farmers explaining improved methods of 
s, the crop of next year should be largely improved 
sed in value. 
Maret Floyd, formerly connected with the Depart- 
* Agriculture, but more recently engaged in growing to- 
Connecticut, writes in a recent letter: 


r a long struggle it seems we are now about to produce tobacco 
‘onnecticut Valley which will meet the requirements of manu- 
‘ers for wrapping high-priced cigars. 

* * = os = ad 
rience of the last two years in tent growing is 
1904 we produced 10 acres of tobacco grown 

seed, which brought us over $1,000 per acre, 
ut $500 per acre. This tobacco was sold to 
lasers report that the quality was sat- 


lea become 
are not fully 
the air not 


vy Thara 
iV. rhere 


yes 


and 


‘op of 


ink that the expe 
itisfactory In 

* cloth from Cuban 
net profit of abo 
turers, and the 


pure! 


a ao * x 4 & 
‘op was even more successful. We grew 9 acres 48 rods 
n tent. This acreage produced 14,147 pounds, weighed 
an completed. This tobacco was sold for 75 cents 
rough price, bringing $10,610.25 less a 2 per cent dis- 

and netting $10,398.05. 

- A * * oe 
acres of Cuban in tent. The bottom or sand 
have sold for export to Germany, at 75 


+ also grown 10 
inferior, I 


lways 
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prospectuses after | 


Quite naturally the faint-hearted and inex- | 


new | 


handling, and curing were intro- | 


Sureau of Plant | 


per- | 


These ex- | 


methods of eulture recommended | 


wide experience as a practical tobacco | 
a manufac- | 


exceptionally and thoroughly familiar with the | 
Jan- | 


in | 


rfect leaves should be picked and cured independent from the | 


top | 
and | 
picked and hung | 


the finest ever raised in New England, | 


APRIL 30, 


| 


cents per pound, oe the remainder is engaged for a much higher price, 
three customers bidding. 


| * * * “ * * » 


The scientists from the Department of Agriculture have certainly 
| obtained some surprising results from their experimental work in ;{ 
tobacco fields of Connecticut, and I believe that still other importan: 
| probievits remain to be worked out along the lines designated by Secre. 
| tary Wilson. 


+ * * * * a * 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will have to recognize the gen 
tleman from Connecticut [Mr. Lintey] next in eppesition, un! 
the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. ELrerse) is in op 
position. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I will detain this House but a 
very short time. Mr. Chairman, [I have no desire to make ag 

speech for home consumption and simply wish to answer 1 

challenge of a great many gentlemen who have said there wer 

no farmers opposed to the distribution of seed and only seed «: 

ers were opposed to it. I have a number of letters here, and | 
| will just. read briefly from some of them. One is from 
Cloverdale Farm, Litchfield, Conn. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Before the gentleman begins I would 
like to ask him one question. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
| ter heads, are they not? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
not? 

Mr. LILLEY of @onnecticut. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 
that farm the people? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I find that a majority of t 
are not on printed letter heads. These are not the net 
farmers that the gentleman from Mississippi referred to. 
do net grow them in New England. The letter is as follows. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Are you supplying your people seed 
to grow wooden nutmegs? 

Mr. LILLBY of Connecticut. The only market we now have 
for wooden nutmegs is from the gentleman’s State, Missouri. 
[ Applause. ] 

Seeds received. 
ish free 


All right. 
All of those letters are on printed let 
No. 

A great majority of them, are they 
I see a majority——— 

They are from the kind of farmers 


I hope Congress will find time this session to abol- 
distribution. 


Here is one from the Hautboy Hill farm: 


As long as Congress sees fit to send out seed I shall be glad to ; 
my share, but I believe it to be unjust. On the same principle appro- 
priations should be made to furnish us with agricultural implem 
and improved live stock. 


Here is another 

You are a good fellow, Litter, and my chiekens appear to like your 
seed, but the whole damned business is of no benefit to agriculture 

[Applause: ] 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Is that from a farmer? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It is on a printed letter 
| head, I believe. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. No, sir. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Turn it over and see if 
it is not. 

Mr. LILLEY of Conneetieut. No, sir; it is on my own letter 
head stating that I had sent him a package of the seed. 

Here is another: 

I am sure your constituents almost to a man are opposed to the 


garden-seed nuisance. Please send me an Ayrshire bull and $25,000 in 
cash. 


Mr. MANN. 
worth of seeds? 

Mr. LILLBY of Connecticut. I sent him the cash, but did 
not have the bull. 

Here is another letter: 


We received your seed all right, but do not appreciate them. 
And another: 


That every one of our Congressmen may do all in their power to pre 
| vent any appropriation for free-seed: distribution is the earnest w! ish of 
your farmer constituents. 


Here is a postseript that I will read: 

All honor to Congressman Henry for his position in this matter. 

[ Applause. ] 

Mr. JOHNSON. 
tion. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Go ahead. ae 

Mr. JOHNSON. Do most of the farmers up in your district 
use typewriters to write their letters down here? 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I have not read a typewritted 
letter yet. 


in | 


Why should that man be opposed to 5 cents’ 


I would like to ask the gentleman a ques 
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Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut (reading)— 


| think that a purposeless system of gratuity that burdens our 
nost-office ought to be discontinued—and there you have my opinion, as 


er 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut (reading)— 

That the Government sceds I am sending you under another cover 
may grow and flourish is the earnest wish of - 

Mr. MANN. A good letter. 

Mr. JAMES. You hope they will flourish? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I did not express any opinion. 


r. 





Mr. LIVINGSTON. Who signs that? 
(r. LILLEY of Connecticut (reading 
















Mr. JAMES. Y li insinuate it they wot yt 
ef the Government has any more seeds to send me I should prefer Mr. LILLEY oe did ROX Saas that —— woe Ses 
their value in cash or postage-stamps, which would be cheaper for the Mr. LILLE of Connecticut. I said just what I have read to 
i Office Department. you, sir. [Reading:] 
\ir. GAINES of Tennessee. What sort of seeds did you send It may therefore scem a little bit un 
him? Did you send him the right sort for your climate? Se ance ta att Gente ade a 
LILLEY of Connecticut. I sent his frank with 12,000 | tribution of common seeds by the Department of Acricnult a 
others to the Agricultural Department. oes epartment can do in the way of introducing new is 
Mr. TALBOTT. How many requests did you get of that kind? | ae tee eee dicen ESD <8 Ane geeiuet of the fares and ¢ 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I do not know. | 5's eet week to tok 2 tir € the H i 
. rT y . ‘ = 10 a ake > Tir +o e ouse re; lor 
Mr. TALBOTT. What percentage of the 12,000 did you re- | jaitors o UaRe he Ule OF UI use reading 
eC sponses to like that? ere ers i ia ea a ti : 
LILLEY of Connecticut. I do not know. ont you kindly use your influence against ‘the free « 
' r ir . ; cit common garden seeds? My reasons for oppo: oe it 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. First, the law creating the Department of Acricultur 
HENRY of Connecticut. The time of my colleague has | ize the free distribution of common garden seed 
peen taken from him by interruptions, and I ask unanimous aetna a eee than tea a ve the utselt. J 
‘ ‘ yublic money, as more than half « 1e seed dist : 
( t that his time may be extended. Fourth, it overburdens the mail service, and is o1 se for t 
;AINES of Tennessee. I ask that the time of the gentle- | in postal revenues. 
be extended for ten minutes. | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will my friend vield for 
CHAIRMAN. The gentieman from Tennessee asks | ment? : : 
1 us consent that the time of the gentleman from Con- | Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Certainly. 
be extended ten minutes. Is there objection? [After Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Your constituent 
The Chair hears none. . not want this seed. Now, will you let me show 
LILLEY of Connecticut. I do not think I shall use that | pect [ can. a whole armful of letters calling { 
ee i . : sent to me after I had sent out mine, all the seed allotted 
‘AINES of Tennessee. Now, will the gentleman tell the | ~hese letters are from black and white. old and vou 
what kind of seed would suit that country where | jame, the halt, Republicans and Democrats. and not 
ces J ; protest from any man, woman, or child has come to me f 
HAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentleman my district. 
f ee ! Mr. SIMS. How many hundreds of them are there’ 
l [LLEY of Connecticut. I do. Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not know how many tl! 
GAINES of Tennessee. I really would like to know what | are ‘These came after all my quota of seeds had been sent . 
vege tabl ‘Ss you raise there? . Now, will my friend let me read just one paragrap! 
LILLEY of Connecticut. All kinds of vegetables. lines? 
tAINES of Tennessee. Will you give me all yours next Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Not at present 
{ I will send them to Republicans in my district if you will Mr. WADSWORTH. Why, what is that printed 


do ‘ icut ! ‘1 ‘ : ’ which the gentleman is holding with the letters? It is 
\f IENR E Connectic Ther , : ‘ - ’ ; : i 
HENRY of Connecticut. There will be no “ next time. of the CoNGRESSIONAL Recorp and a copy of the agricultur 


Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say that one of propriation bill. 


the replies which he read was written upon a letter which he Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh. no: come here. sir. and k 
sent to his constituent informing him that he had sent him a at these letters. Here they are. [Exhibiting a large nw 
i ] ( e ot seeds. oy . . “ile ’ of letters. | 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Well, yes, sir. Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I can not yield further 
af \f TAT .F € € a oe 6 , io. £ . . ” 
IANN. I understand that he said that he wrote that to If I have time I will later. 
. os ; 5 Here is a letter from the good old town of Litchfield 
ir. LILLEY of Connecticut. Yes; to every one. : cary? wind , 
\TANN — ‘ , < ; veal aM < wt rn. am obliges for your indness in sending me the seeds, ¢ 
NN. How many letters did the gentleman receive pro- | youig wery cheerfully go without the seeds if the law which 1 
tes against the distribution of seeds? their distribution could be abolished. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Well, I can not tell you; I re- niall 
cel\ a great many. .I thank you for package of seeds and accompanying let 
Mr. MANN. Has the gentleman produced all of them? course as long as Congress — fit to nepreee ate money fo 
Mr. TJ DY of C ‘tie NY i pose, it becomes your duty—disagreeable 1 have no doubt—t 
: LLEY of Connecticut. No, sir. Sian edt 4 cen anealael of 4 ¢. that you : an enemas 






Mr. MANN. ‘The gentleman has produced a dozen er so that | can not avoid however, express the hope that you will do what 





have been written to him in reply to 12,000 letters. can to prevent any further appropriations for this purpose. 1 
' Xr ‘ : : ing ° "298.60 ' . rs hy he Gover! nt should s 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Let me say in regard to that | i@§,20 More reason, of course, why the \ - 


with seeds than with coal or hen’s egg 






I] en letters—I have twenty letters—of disapproval to oue I dislike to seem to “look a gift | 1 t outh, I 
tl approved the sending out of seeds. | you will not accuse me of either ingratitude or impertine: 
Mr. MANN. Well, I know, but that would not answer the | —— 
qu nm. If the gentleman would only answer how many of | | We hope you will exert your influence to support t ct 
| ; gric rg ‘ommittee " ng out the free distril ‘ 
th 00 he wrote to protested or expressed disapproval that | AsTicultural Committee in cotta oe ne ce Lelioe wat wood 
: : | ) é é Ipor ) SUD) t, as we 
” e a matter of some information. | ment after giving the matter slight consideration will convinc: 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I should say that the ratio | that this free seed —-_—~ 1-7 is a mighty Sor waren " busin 
\ be ¢ , , ; : ‘ bo . aeninct | aS well as bad politics, and an outrageously foolish expenditure of 
about twenty to one of those that disapproved against | vast sum of public money. 
Th who approved. i mle 
Mr. JAMES y is hs . ai ii . 
“e f : il S W hat s the character of letter you sent: While I would not appear ungrateful and fully appreciate the 
LILLEY of Connecticut. Just a line saying that I had | tesy on your part, allow me to say that past experience has 1 
5e them the seed. ‘ to say that “ Government seeds” are so wnrcliable, both as t 
AT 13 : lg -itality, as to be worthless. obset ion leads » t 
JA MES. I would like you to read that letter. ro eee "alee Ww , a successful ‘ 
LILLEY of Connecticut (reading)— believe that you will best serve the country and agricuitur 
therefore seem a little bit ubgracious of me to write advo- | ¢sts by using your influence and vote against the continuing 
‘ discontinuance in large measure of the governmental prac- | Custom, and I am strongly of the opinion that this is the « 
t of most of your constituents. 
JAMES. I would like to hear the whole of it. war Sart . Ht -distribut! 
LILLEY of C ic Ths rj j at ia fhy don’t you stop 1¢ seed-distribution monsense, or at 1 
Y of Connecticut. That will be something that is} 4% protest against it? It is my honest conviction that 99 per 





— 1 oa 
‘yY pertinent. : the people who are the recipients of Government seeds from 





Congressman smile at the simplicity of the graft, as beneficial « 


been remembered by y asi ray : 
d by you on frequent occasions in the way of those who sell the seed to the Government 


t eds and perhaps other things “not tied down” at Wash- 





Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Do you believe that next 
to the last letter is a correct statement of the quality of tue 
seeds that are being sent out? 





J \MES. What I ask for is the letter that you sent to 
nstituents with the seeds. 





en 
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Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I certainly do. I have had 
that complaint from a vast number of people. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. It is your judgment, is it, 
that the seeds that the Department send out are untrustworthy 
and impure and inferior seeds? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I don’t know that they all are, 
but I know that a great many are. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Do you think a large per 
cent of them are? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I can not tell you what per 
cent. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Do you believe it is a large 
per cent? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I have no idea what per cent. 
I believe that they are the commonest kind of common garden 
seed. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman from Connecticut permit 
a question? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Yes. 

Mr. POWERS. I understand the gentleman from Connecticut 
to believe that the Agricultural Department sends out worthless | 
seeds. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. No, sir; I believe the <Agri- 
cultural Department sends out the best seeds thatit can get under | 
the circumstances. The Agricultural Department is laboring 
under difficulties in providing the seeds for Congressmen to send | 
out. They must get immense quantities of seed, and they can 
not always get them from reliable sources. They have to do 
the best they can and get them where they can. 

Mr. POWERS. Has the Secretary of Agriculture ever stated 
to any committee that he has difficulty in getting seeds to send 
out? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. People connected with the Ag- | 
ricultural Department have told me that they were obliged to | 
take seed from quarters where they had rather not take them, 
but they were obliged to from the fact that they couldn’t get as 
many as they wanted to from other sources. 

Mr. POWERS. Has anything of that kind been reported by 
he Secretary of Agriculture to the committee? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I do not know. 

Mr. POWERS. I want to say to the gentleman that I have 
sent these seeds out for a great many years to the farmers, not 
to men who are not farmers. If the seeds are worthless, how 
does it happen that the seed trust called a meeting at the New 
Willard in order to protest against it? I should think that it | 
would cure itself. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I think the gentleman from 
Maine is assuming a good deal in assuming that there is a seed 
trust. I do not know anything about that. I do know that 
the Government gets its seed very largely from the seed trust, 
if there is such a thing, the same source that retail dealers ob- 
tain them. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The gentleman said that 





they were the commonest sort of common seeds. Is that the | 


sort of seed that these men raise? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Connecti- 
cut has expired. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent to extend my remarks in the REcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent to extend his remarks in the Rerecorp. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman | 


speaks about these being bad, rotten seed,.so to speak. Here is 
what the Department says. I read from the hearing: 

those ha thoroughly tested and found to be true to their type? 
M1 AI VAI ‘s; and good in vitality. F 


Mr. CANDLER. § hat they ought to be the very best seed that are 
sent out 


Mr. GALLOWAY. Under the old practices, before the Department got 
its own seed, it was the custom to run in poor seed. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Is the gentleman asking me a | 
question? 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; I am showing you that the | 
is are all fresh. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I have not said that the seeds 
were rotten. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No; that is my own word. I 
nted to emphasize the gentleman’s position. Now, on page 
if the hearings this colloquy occurred: 
. All of them are tested? 
wAy. All of them are tested. 
kr. Every one when they come in? 
rf. When they come in. 


Mr. CANDLER. Then there is nothing sent out but fresh seed, and | 


Mr. Scott. Is it possible to require bids or in any way introduce the 
element of competition? 

Mr. GALLowAY. Yes; we do that as far as we possfbly can. For 
instance, we want 40,000 pounds of lettuce seed of a certain variet, 
and we know pretty well the men who can furnish that seed at differen 
places in the Pacific coast region. We send each of those men a blank 
form and ask him to submit a proposal for that seed. They come jn 
at a certain time, and unless there is some special reason we will give 
it to the man whose figures are the lowest, considering freight rates. 
Very frequently a bid on lettuce seed from, say, Chicago, although it 
might be a lower bid, would cost us more than if the bid came 
from some other section, on aecount of freight rates. We have to con- 
sider those things. 

Mr. Fiero. Doctor, the common impression is that dealers, such ag 
Landreth and others, destroy all the old stock, so that each year t! ey 
offer to the public fresh seed. Is that true? 

Mr. GALLOWAY. That is one of the fairy stories that go out. 

Mr. CANDLER. Landreth does claim he destroys all the seed left over. 

Mr. GALLOWAY. I can not a for any particular firm, but it is the 
general practice to blend seed. It is not onRy the general practice to 
blend seed, but there are all sorts of apparatus and devices that haye 
for their object the rejuvenation of seed—that is, polishing devices that 
make old seed look bright. ‘There are certain devices that will rub the 
dust off. There are certain cases where, if they do not want seed to 
grow very well (where we get imported seed), they run them over hot 
plates to destroy some of the vitality. It is an object sometimes to 
have the seed, especially high-grade seed, low in vitality, the main 
object being to keep up the price. 


Now, over on another page he states that the Department has 
already procured the seed for the next year, and we are asked 


| to give the money now to pay for them. So you see that when 


you buy seeds they are “tested” by the Department. These 
seeds that are grown under Farmer Wilson’s Department are 
the very best kind. These seeds that they send out over the 
country are the best seeds that can be had, and Doctor Galloway 
so states. Of course, seed that is grown South might not grow 
well in Connecticut. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary ques. 


| tion. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I want to know who has the floor, the 
gentleman from Tennessee or the gentleman from Connecticut? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We are working both sides of the 
aisle. I am for the people, and the gentleman from Connecticut 
(is against them. [Laughter.] I am for the farmer, and my 

farmer friend is not. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I am as much for the farmer 
| as the gentleman from Tennessee. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, no. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. It depends upon the point of 
| view. [Laughter.] 

Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to an appropriation for the free 
distribution of these ordinary garden seed, because I do not be- 
| lieve that it is any more a part of the function of this Govern- 
|ment to distribute an article of no better quality than can be 
| obtained at the nearest grocery than any other article that can 
| be obtained at the same store. There is no more reason why 

we should distribute these common garden seeds, and no more 
| excuse for such a distribution, than there would be in distribut- 
| ing postage stamps or pocketknives. 

I am against graft in this form, as well as in every other 
|form. I am against this appropriation, as I am against all 
| such appropriations, because it is not good business, and regret 
| that there is not more unanimity among the Members of this 
House to conduct the affairs of this country on thoroughly up- 
to-date business principles. I don’t believe any Member of this 
| House has any right to vote to spend the people’s money any 
| differently than he would spend his own money, if it were his 
own private enterprise that he was conducting instead of the 
affairs of this great nation. 

Mr. ELLERBE. Mr. Chairman, I want to say that I shall 
| not ask that my time be extended beyond five minutes. Al- 
though one of Mr. WILttAMs’s Congressional “kids,” I beg 
pardon of the House for saying that I am greatly surprised at 
| the amount of levity displayed in the discussion of this serious 
question. [Laughter.] 

Now, Mr. Chairman, this question is serious to me, because | 
believe that wrapped up in this are principles or policies that 
will seriously affect the welfare of the people of this country. 


| Let me say that I was born on a farm, and every honest ( lar 


that I ever made in my life I made out of the ground. [Laugh 
ter. ] 

I want to say seriously this, that there is one thing that the 
farming classes of this country are beginning to realize, and that 
is that one of the greatest problems concerning the country t0- 
day is the question of seed breeding. I have taken on tlic same 
soil on my plantation, with the same fertilizer, planted the 
same day, cultivated the same day, gathered the same day, and 
out of six varieties of cotton I have known as much «is 900 
pounds of seed cotton different per acre. Why? Because of 
the seed that is planted; and I was surprised when I heard the 











1906. 






ntleman from Texas oppose this bill, because the very prin- 

ciple embedded here is what is going to give relief to the people | 
of the boll-weevil section of Texas. [Applause.] 

What is the Department doing to-day? It went to North Car- 

na and took a lot of king cotton seed raised there, sent it 

down to Texas, and it was found that the cotton would open 

from ten to twenty days earlier than the ordinary cotton. Gen- 

tlemen, in my district there are three counties which are af- | 

d with what we call “ wilt.” You plant the cotton, it comes 

nd it soon wilts. We have used all kinds of fertilizers. We 

( it do anything with it, but I came here and I have found 

they have what they call a “ wilt-resisting cotton seed.” I 

sent those seed into my district, and if these seed are wilt- 

tant, then we have saved those people and those farmers 

there. } 

tand here and I tell you that I advocate this free-seed dis- | 

m not because I can send Tom Jones in my district : 





25 cents’ | 
of seed, but because I am able to send him a little straw- | 
plant of good shipping qualities, and he may be able to 

those berries and have them keep well, and instead of mak- 
thousand dollars an acre, as we have done in my country, 

} y be able to send such a berry of such keeping qualities 
» makes $2,000 an acre. [Applause.] I want to say that 
me thing that is true of cotton seed and strawberry plants 

true of these garden seeds, and I favor this because it 
1t provide simply for testing the purity of the seed, but 
re the words that strike me: “ Seeds suited to the differ- 
alities.” I want to live to see the day when not only 
10, but $1,000,000 shall be given to the Secretary of Agri- 
who shall gather around him a class of experts who 
our the world and select the finest seeds and the finest 
and send them to those localities where they will do the 
od, and I tell you, my friends, you would be astonished 
knew what vast good would come from such a plan as 
Applause. ] 
to say, in conclusion, that thousands and thousands 
ers plant the same seed year after year. I have brought 
adjacent county in my own district cotton seed, the 
ed grown on sandy soil for three or four years, and put 
a stiff clay soil, and it would show a difference of from 
to six hundred pounds an acre. I want to say the time 
ne when we owe it to the people to do a great deal more 
kind of work. They have not the facilities, they have 
1eans, they have not the training to carry on this work 
( rimentation. 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
JAMES. Mr. Chairman, I unanimous consent that 
t ntleman’s time may be extended for five minutes. 
ELLERBE. No; I promised to confine myself to five 
s, and I shall do so. 
SLAYDEN. Extend your remarks in the RrEcorp. 
ELLERBE. No; I shall not extend in the 
I t want to. I am not talking for the Recorp. I believe 
Iam saying. I believe this is a great work, and I be- 
; li hen you knock this out, when you stop this great work, 
d, scouring the country for plants and vegetables 
adapted to different localities, you are turning back the 
f progress, and I believe that some day the farmers will 
ur mistake and will rise up in their might and rectify 

t wrong that you may do here to-day. [Applause.] 

VADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com- 

rise. 

estion was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 

| Mr. LAMB) there were—ayes 79, noes 85. 

WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. 
Ss were ordered. 


re 





ask 


RECORD. 


of 


») OW 


; \DSWorTH and Mr. LAMB were appointed tellers. 
: nmittee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
‘ s 
id. 
motion was agreed to. 


the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 

» chair, Mr. Foster of Vermont, Chairman of the Com 

the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 

had had under consideration the agricul 

propriation bill, and had directed him to report that it 
to no resolution thereon. 


committee 


SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
of Rule XXIV, Senate bills 
e taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to their 
ite committees, as indicated below: 

An act authorizing the procuring of additional land 
enlargement of the site for the public building at 


* clause 2 


‘) 


00, Mich.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and 
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S. 5773. An act to provide a site and buildings for the De- 
partments of State, Justice, and Commerce and Labor—to the 


| Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 


ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 16954. An act providing for the reappraisement of cer 
tain suburban lots in the town site of Port Angeles, Wash.; and 

H. R. 14508. An act permitting the building of dams across the 
north and south branches of Rock River, adjacent to Va 
Island and Carrs Island, and across the cut-off between 


TO 


ndruffs 


said 


| islands, in Rock Island County, IIL, in aid of navigation and for 


the development of water power. 
PERSONAL REQUESTS. 

By unanimous consent, leave of absence was granted to Mr. 
LONGWorRTH, for one week, on account of important 

By unanimous consent, Mr. Fretp was granted k 
sence, indefinitely, on account of important business. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do 
now adjourn. 

The motion was ¢ 
56 minutes p. m.) 
12 o’clock noon. 


business. 


save of ab- 


greed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’clock 
the House adjourned to meet to-morrow 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC 


RESOLUTIONS. 


BILLS AND 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. ROBERTS, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12846) t 


reorganize and increase the efficiency of the Hospital Corps of 


the Navy of the United States, and to define its duties and 
regulate its pay, reported the same without amendnm« 
panied by a report (No. 3699) ; which said bill and re] 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the s 
the Union. 

Mr. McCALL, from the Committee on the Librar ‘ 
was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 685) for the « of 
a monument to the memory of Jchn Paul Jones, 1 | 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5700) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Col of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refer he 
bill of the Senate (S. 4870) to appropriate tl su $ 000 
as a part contribution toward the erection of a monument at 
Provincetown, Mass., in commemoration of the landing 


Pilgrims and the signing of the Mayflower compact, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3701) : 
which said bill and report were referred to t ’ 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


ne Col tee ol 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and r s of 
the following titles were severally reported from < 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committ 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Iny | Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11260) 
granting an increase of pension to James H. Van Camp, ed 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No ! ° 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16492) e¢ 
an increase of pension to John M. Logan, reported th 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3644); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calenda 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14678) 

a pension to James A. Boggs, reported the same with end 
| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3645); which said rd 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar 

He also, from the same committee, to which was 1 <i the 
bill of the House (H. R. 16998) granting an increase of pension 
to Elijah Curtis, reported the same with amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 3646) ; which said bill and report were 


| referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16662) 
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ing 


an inerease of pension to Van Buren Beam, reported the | 


same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3647) ; | 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 


Invalid | 


17170) granting an inerease of pension to Jackson D. Turley, | 


reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3648); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 612) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Kohler, reported the same 


an increase of pension to Jesse M. Auchmutz, reported the samo 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3663); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ; 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8736) granting 
an increase of pension to Lowell Mason Maxham, reported the 


| Same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3664) - 
| which said bill and report were referred.to the Private Calendar, 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3649); which | 


said 


bill 


\fi 
sil. 


and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18486) 
granting an increase of pension to William F. Walker, reported 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3650) ; 
which said bill and report wert 
Mr. BRADLEY, 


whi 


S1O0US 


from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
an increase of 
with amendment, 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7147) granting 
an increase of pension to Bronson Rothrock, reported the same 

h accompanied by a report (No. 3652); which 


pension to Oliver T. 


with amendment, 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3245) 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Anderson, reported 


sion 


am 


Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, ; 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13698) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Kelly, reported the same wit}, 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3665); which sqj 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 


| which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7836) granti: 


| a pension to Alexander G. 


Patton, reported the same wit! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3666); which s 


| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


referred to the Private Calendar. | 
was referred the bill of the House (HW. R. 1438) granting | 


Smith, reported the same | 
accompanied by a report (No. 3651); which | 


Invalid Pen- | 
| an inerease of pension to Ida L. Martin, reported the same wit] 


mendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3653) ; | 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- | 


endar 
\i " 


CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2092) granting 


| Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. Rr 


n increase of pension to Franklin M. Hill, reported the same | (N 
Private Calendar. 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3654); which 

1 bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3222) granting 
increase of pension to George Merrill, reported the same 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3655) ; which 

said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
red the bill of the House (H. R. 6878) granting 
» Lucy Brown, reported the same with amendment, 

nied by a ré (No. 3656) ; which said bill and report 

eferred to the Private Calendar. 

DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7535) 
an increase of pension to John S. Moore, reported the 
ith 1ecompanied by fn report (No. 3657) ; 
hic \id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

1 was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6774) granting 
‘ase of pension to John Platt, reported the same with 
ompanied by a report (No. 3658); which said 

d report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
iso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
the House (H. R. 6205) granting an increase of pension 

E. Engler, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
ied by a report (No. 3659) ; 

ferred to Private Calendar. 

CHANEY, 


eo 
oS ae 


with 


was refer 
ion t 


port 
ntn¢g 


amendinent, 


iment, a 


the 


| without 


Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 1 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13594) granti 
an inerease of pension to Jonathan Snook, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3667); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10865) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Caldwell, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3668); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13149) grantin: 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3669); which d 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Inyalid 


11152) granting an increase of pension to Theodore S. Currier. 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a repo: 
(No. 3670); which said bill and report were referred to the 


Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11161) gr 
ing an increase of pension to Michael Aaron, reported the san. 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3671); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cul- 


| endar. 


Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13824) ¢ 
ing an increase of pension to Noah Myers, reported the s 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3672): whi 


| said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. t 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13993) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Joseph Watson, reported the sa 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3673); w 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendai 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6422) 
granting a pension to Anthony Van Slyke, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3674); whi 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid VPen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. !7210) 


| granting an increase of pension to Daniel Vertner, reported 1 


which said bill and report | 


same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3675 


| which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 


from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6190) granting | 
ase of pension to John J. Schneller, reported the same | 


endn 
Il and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


rent, Ac 


was 

increase of pension to James C. Bryant, reported the 
ne with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2661); 
vhich said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 
dar ; 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3588) 
an increase of pension to William H. Riggin, reported 
ie with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3662) ; 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


rranting 
the sai 
which 
dar. 
Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9609) granting 


‘ompanied by a report (No. 3660); which | 


endar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16918) 
ing a pension to Matilda J. Williams, reported the same 


| out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3676); w 
KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4956) grant- | 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 101) 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob Cline, report e 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. : 


| which said bill and report were referred to the Privat 


endar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. Rh. 15104) 
granting an increase of pension to Thoma E. Owens, rejortes 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 0:° A 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cab 
endar. 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensious, to 
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e 





h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9844) granting 





w! with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3695); which 

an increase of pension to John J. Erick, reported the same with | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

' nent, accompanied by a report (No. 3679); which said Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensious, to 

bi | report were referred to the Private Calendar. which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17938) granting 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | an increase of pension to Clarissa L. Downing, reported the same 
pil » House (H. R. 6208) granting an increase of pension to | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3696); which 

VN m D. Connor, reported the same with amendment, accom- | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

p by a report (No. 3680); which said bill and report were Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invali . Pensions. to 

r o the Private Calendar. which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17872) granting 

aI XON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | an increase of pension to A. D. Metcalfe, reporte a the same with 

S which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15056) | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3697); which said 
in inerease of pension to James Ramsey, reported the | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

< ithout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3681) ; Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

v id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14661) granting 

8 , from the same committee, to which was referred the | an increase of pension to John B. Bussell, reported the s 

bi » House (H. R. 16915) granting an increase of pension | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3698) ; which 

to ge Bugbee, reported the same w ith amendment, accom- | said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

p a report (No. 3682); which said bill and report were 

ref | to the Private Calendar. in oa 

\ir, GUDGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

- s referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18356) granting U . sd 
ise of pension to W. A. Custer, reported the same with nder clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
nt, accompanied by a report (No. 3683); which said oe following titles were introduc ed and severally re ferred : 

a “oft . $uy O1lOWS: 
‘port were referred to the Private Calendar. a iat kd aad 
H , from the same committee, to which was referred the By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A bill (H. R. 18801) to ; 

: he House (H. R. 18524) granting an increase of pension tect legitimate competition—to the Committee on Interstate and 

‘ tector, reported the same with amendment, accom- — Vommerce. Lo — : 

a report (No. 3684) ; which said bill and report were y Mr. SIMS: A bill (H. R. 18802) providing for the con 

to the Private Calendar. struction and erection of rural free-delivery mail boxes—to 1 

\ /PKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18560) grant-| By Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 18803) to extend the pr 

rease of pension to John Hamilton, reported the same | Visions of the existing bounty land laws to the officers and en- 

: ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 3685) ; which | listed men, and the officers and men of the boat companies, of 

nd report were referred to the Private Caler dar. the Florida Seminole Indian war—to the Committee on the 

1 Publie Lands 
CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to . = op : Fone : 
; referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18249) grant- By Mr. AMES : A bill (H. R. 18804) to regul ite the b siness 
nerease of pension to Hiram G. Hunt, reported the same of insurance within the District of Columbia—to the Committ 
we Sa : : ON WO). whi on the Judiciary 
W ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 3686); which a ea : os Ee B 
§ ind report were referred to the Private Calendar. woe Mir. SLEMP: A bill (H. R. 18805) providing for the use of 
\ir. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | $~200,000 of the money that would otherwise become a part | 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18052) grant- | the reclamation fund for the drainage of certain lands in \ 
VV i ae . ~ - . QVUVe Ae yi] te « - . > . Sones > ‘ tm 74 ) ‘pieat 
: sion to John Lewis Bernard Breighner, reported the Sete other purposes—to the Committee on Irrigation 

Re th ame rent, accompanied by : ~por No. 3687); : a one s ; ae 

| MCRD, SOCAL Wy A pet (ie. Sees By Mr. FLACK: A bill (H. R. 18806) authorizing em- 

\ i bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | powering the Secretary of War to convey to 7 ‘ Del lawal 1 

| IY Y P i¢ ‘ » i » rali Pa i iia = . oe wee . ; ae _ os 

‘ , y 1 ate - - . . e | . } . 7% »% s 

re 7 . | premises within the Tnited St: ites military reservations : 

2 ee a W als, = i eae — | Plattsburg and Rouses Point, in the county of Clinton an d State 
nt, ria a . Ee a, ae ie Hem sale | of New York, for railroad purposes in exchange for the convey 
report were re ec e rivate aLendar. | 3 > ' Ss g > sla . dso ‘ 

fr. ] ULLER from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to | ee pes “y" “ — : aaa wolves aaa ae Seay 

\ , acne bill of the House (H. R. 17590 aad t |} pany and its subsidiary companies of certain lands, heredit: 

mi s referred the Di oO - vo. e zs ve ) - ow ments, rights of way, and franchises within the said United 

i voi Diath aeemniaenien A gpreginnse ~s Pog c States military reservation at Plattsburg—to the Committee on 

: ament » accomps 7! rt (NO. v0SY) > | Military Affairs 

i «a 4 4 « Pry 
w } . ar . b 7 > priv. Yo le > 2 — kh * > 4 ~ * 
{ bill and report were referred to the Private Cal | By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 18807) permitting « ens 
el . * ht +3 ’ ' ‘ 
a : ’ “aia : a |} of the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cherokee, Creek, and Semin 
hi on Un te ia aeandiee _ ena er | nations to alienate their allotments—to the Committee on Ind 
D > ouse . . LSVeu i Zz an crease oO eNnS 1 | Affairs. 
1 W. Stephens, reported the same with amendment, ac- | By Mr. HAMILTON: A bill (H. R. 18808) permitting th , 
( } ) ‘ "o. . y 2e¢ . thie i j . ~ } = , Nac. * a : a eee ae : 
~ . ee ae need which said bill and report | struction of a ship canal between Lakes Michigan and Sup 
rred to the Private Calendar. : are Nesiiine- ‘Mitieniens, 
ia Whitefi ver, h ake, a Au Trai tive id | 
) SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid ae oe a eae ieee iy » Rivers d 
P to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | prarhors. ; 
182 nting an increase of pension to Bryant Brown, re-| py Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 18809) to auth 
D re a with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. | ize the construction of a bridge across the Missouri River in 
: ch said bill and report were referred to the Private | Broadwater and Gallatin counties, Mont.—to the Committee on 
Hi ft t} itt ‘ hiel ferred tl | Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 7 re : oo 1 Rati O8 a 
bil House (H. R. 17772) granting a pension to John W. | ; sy Mr. DAWSON: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 150) grant 
i - me Stile) oe pa ‘ - | ing Government employees pay for Labor Day—to the Committ 

rted the same with amendment, accompanied by a | oy Appropriations 
I \ 209) + shia st ; ‘ os > | = s a cite cond ‘ = : 
: a which said bill and report were referred to By Mr. HEARST: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 151) aut! 
. ; alendaar | sos ’ 9 + 5 sone 
' once : izing the Secretary of War to provide sa tional rel 
/PIXINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to caveats and fire sufferers in sb . ana appropriat 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18561) grant- | eo - a te ttn. ; ciel ; 
= e - . . | $2,500, 01 aa¢ 10 Ss S al if ppropriate 
rease of pension to Jonathan Skeans, reported the | ar ye fe ee eon > ee amen ly to a fa a 7 , 
th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3693) ; Appropriations > ope 
; a (i bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 
. HANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to ea 
. s referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17637) grant- PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

crease of pension to Gardiner K. Haskell, reported the . ees si : 
or th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3694); Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions af 
— id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 

s ULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | follows: ; ; 
= s referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18367) granting By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 18810) for the 


e of pension to John Wilkinson, reported the same 





relief of Samuel Ritchey—to the Committee on War Claims 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 18811) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Ritchey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 18812) granting a pension to 
Julius S. Cuendet—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R. 18813) granting an increase 
of pension to Sarah A. Dawson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18814) granting an increase of pension to 
Francis G. Knapp—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: A bill (H. R. 18815) granting an increase 
of pension to Silas W. Spencer—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 18816) granting an increase 
of pension to Harriet Wetherby—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND (by request): A bill (H. R. 18817) 
granting an increase of pension to George W. Wolfe—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 18818) granting a- pension to 
John Considine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DOVENER: A bill (H. R. 18819) granting an increase 
of pension to Henry Chase—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18820) granting an honorable discharge to 
Trovillo May—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: A bill (Hl. R. 18821) granting an increase 
of pension to Eliza Jane Witherspoon—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill (H. R. 18822) granting an increase 
pension to Sophia S. Parker—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 18823) granting a pen- 
sion to Mary E. Mumm—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18824) granting a pension to James W. 

to the Committee on Pensions. 





ol 


Rupe 
\lso, a bill (H. R. 18825) granting a pension to Benjamin F. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
. a bill (1. R. 18826) granting an increase of pension to 
Albert BE. Ingraham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 18827) granting a pension 
Delia H. Honey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


» 
Mo 


to 








By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 18828) granting a pension to 
Sareh Lice—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (HI. R. 18829) granting an increase of pension to | 


Vi illia 


Also 


m Fox—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (OH. R 
Andrew J. Fillmore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

lso, a bill (H. R. 18881) granting an increase of pension to 


James R. Wilsen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18832) grant- 
ing a pension to Ella M. Yaw—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 


By Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota: A bill (H. R. 18833) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Henry Horton—to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions 


—_—————s 


By Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 18846) granting a pension 
to Maggie D. Brainard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Invalid Pep. 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. p. 
18113) granting an increase of pension to Louisa M. Sees, and it 
was referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions ang 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. ACHESON: Petition of R. T. Taylor, for forest reser. 
vations in the White Mountains and Southern Appalachian 
Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of the National 
susiness League of Chicago, against the anti-injunction bills 
(S. 2829 and H. R. 9328)—to the Committee on the Judiciary, 

Also, petition of the Civic Club of Philadelphia, for an ayyro- 
priation to investigate the industrial condition of women in the 
United States—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

Also, petition of the Civie Club of Philadelphia, Pa., for { 


rest 
reservations in the White Mountains and in the Southern 
Appalachian Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. ADAMSON: Petition of the Eagle and Phenix Mills, 
for bill S. 4953, relative to Federal forest reservations—to the 


Committee on Agriculture. 

Also, petition of Newman Council, No. 22, Junior Order 
United American Mechanics, favoring restriction of immigra- 
tion—to the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization 

By Mr. AIKEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Donnald—to the Committee on Pensions. 

sy Mr. ALEXANDER: Petition of Council No. 50, Junior 
Order United American Mechanics, of Buffalo, favoring restrie- 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration and 
Naturalization. 

3y Mr. ALLEN of New Jersey: Petition of the Frankfort 
(Ky.) Business Men’s Club, for the pure-food bill—to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Sitka Chamber of Commerce, against 
removal of capital from Sitka—to the Committee on the Terri- 


Ella 





| tories. 


18830) granting an increase of pension to | 


3y Mr. BABCOCK: Petition of citizens of Richland Center, 
Wis., for the Hepburn-Dolliver bill (H. R. 3159)—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the Caddo Commercial 
Club, against amendments to the pure-food bill calculated to 
impair its efficiency—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 


| eign Commerce. 





Also, petition of the National Business League of Chicago, 
against the anti-injunction bills—to the Committee on the Ju- 
| diciary. 
Also, petition of Mr. E. D. Graesel et al., for preservation of 
timber in Minnesota (the Morris law)—to the Committee on 


Mr. McNARY: A bill (H. R. 18834) granting an increase | 
of pension to Edwin W. Rand—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Ps ns, 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 18835) granting an in- 
erease of pension to William O. Harrison—to the Committee on | 
Invalid Pensions. 

(liso, a bill (HI. R. 18836) granting an increase of pension to 
John N. Burton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18857) granting an increase of pension to 
John Gittons—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

by Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 18888) granting an increase 
of pension to Fannie Huntt Gibson—to the Committee on Invalid 
My ons 

\lso, a bill (HI. R. 18839) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry W. Alspach—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 18840) for the benefit of 


John W. Kirby, late sheriff of Gallatin County, Ky.—to the Com- | 


mittee on War Claizas. 
Mr. SPARKMAN: A bill (H. R. 18841) granting an in- 


erease of pension to Stephen Townsend—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 18842) granting an increase 


ion to William A. Baugher—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (FH. R. 18848) granting an increase of pension to 
Jehn L. James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


Agriculture. 
Also, petition of the State Federation of Pennsylvania Women, 


for forest reservations in the White Mountains and the s ern 
Appalachian Mountains—to the Committee on Agricultur 
Also, petition of Mrs. E. D. Graesel et al., fot preser\ n of 
Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors 
Also, petition of J. M. Cooper et al., for an appropri n to 
purchase the right of way and build a road from Leban Ky., 


to the national cemetery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Also, petition of the Sitka Chamber of Commerce, inst 
removal of the capital of Alaska from Sitka—to the Comuuttee 
on the Territories. 
Also, petition of the National Business League of Chicago, 


against the anti-injunction bills—to the Committee on the Ju 
diciary. 
By BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany }il! for 


relief of Samuel Ritchey—to the Committee on War Clai 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of William \Vright 
| and Israel T. Osborn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of J. M. ‘ et 


Also, a bill (H. R. 18844) granting an increase of pension to | 


Henry Lafferty 
By Mr. 


to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
THOMAS of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 18845) 
a pension to Elza Lawrence—to the Committee on 


granting 
Pensions. 


al., for an appropriation to acquire rights of way and id a 
road from Lebanon, Ky., to the national cemetery—to thc Col 
mittee on Military Affairs. 


Also, petition of the Sitka Chamber of Commerce. inst 
removal of the capital of Alaska from Sitka—to the © ttee 
on the Territories. - 

Also, petition of the Caddo Commercial Club, for a provision 
in the Indian appropriation bill to benefit the Five Civilized 


Tribes of Indians—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 
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Iso, paper to accompany bill for relief of John Ewing—to the 
( iittee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. BURKE of South Dakota: Petition of the Western 

Dakota Stock Growers’ Association, for speedy laws for 
ification of public lands west of the Missouri River to 
» best interests of grazers and actual settlers thereon— 

Committee on the Vublic Lands. 

petition of the Western South Dakota Stock Growers’ 

‘ tion, for the bill extending the time from twenty-eight 
y-six hours for keeping live stock in cars in transit—to 
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. BURLEIGH: Paper tv accompany bill for relief of 
| R. Cunningham—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
ir. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of 45 citizens of Cleve 
hio, against sale of intoxicating liquors in any Govern 
uilding, ete.—to the Committee on Alcoholic Liquor 

DAWES: Petition of citizens of ‘Ohio, for the ship- 
bill (S. 529)—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma- 
1 Fisheries. 
r. DOVENER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
1 Cartwright—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of the National Business 
| of Chicago, Ill, against the anti-injunction bills (S. 
1 H. R. 9328)—to the Committee on the Judiciar 
petition of the Sitka Chamber of Commerce, against 
the capital of Alaska from Sitka to Juneau—to the 
{ on the Territories. 


By Mr. HAYES: Paper to ace 


to the Committee 
Also, petition of citizens of C 


Brainard 


District of Columbia. 


against the anti 

» Committee on the . 
By Mr. HAMILTON: 

No. 262, Department of Michig: 


injunction bi 


eT 


diers who were prisoners of war 
Pensions. 


Post-Office and 


Men's Club, fer 





petition of 300 ci 


E liquors in a 


1 of the Caddo Commercial Club, to attach to the } «, 


priation bill an amendment to properly correct 
ibe (Indian) bill—ito the Committee on Indian 


1 of the International Federation of Sunday Rest 
of America, for Sunday closing of the Jamestown | 
to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expo- 
on of J. M. Cooper et al., favoring an appropriation 

hase of the right of way and construction of a road | 
Ky., to the Lebanon National Cemetery—to the 
( ee on Military Affairs. 
r. ESCH: Petition of the National Business League of 
( gainst the anti-injunction bills (S. 2829 and H. R. 
5, and 829)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
INLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Eliza 
spoon—to the Committee on Pensions. 
I LACK: Petition of the Patrons of Industry, for 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and | 


FLOYD: Paper to accompany bills for relief of 
Hall, D. Holman, Thomas J. Hamilton, Samuel Min 
im I. Smith, Hiram N. Henry, Edward C. Lane, and 
J \f. Yarnell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
FULLER: Petition of the Sitka Chamber of Com- 
nst removal of the capital of Alaska from Sitka—to | 
ee on the Territories. 
tition of the Frankfort (Ky.) Business Men’s Club, 
inendments to the pure-food bill calculated to im 
y—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 





GARDNER of Michigan: Petition of citizens of Michi 

st religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to 
tt n the District of Columbia. 

GRAHAM: Petition of the Sitka Chamber of Com 
inst removal of the capital of Alaska from Sitl 

e on the Territories. 

n of the National Business League of Chicago, 

anti-injunction bill—to the Committee on Inter 
gn Commerce. 

n of C. H. Hays et al., of Allegheny, for Sunday 
Jamestown exposition—to the Select Committee 

1 Arts and Expositions. 


KINKAID: Petition of 
| Committee on the District 
LINDSAY: 
appropriati 
on Military 


Also, petition of the Nati 
anti-injunction bill he 


Minnesota 


Mr. MAHON: 
to the Committee or 


MARTIN: 





i tion of the public lands west of tl 


interests of 


petition of 


to thirty-six hours for keeping liv 
the Committee on Interstate and 
OLMSTED: 
preservation 
Committee on Agriculture. 


Also, petition of 


petition of Harrisburg 
Railway Trainmen, fav: 
nmittee on 


ka—to | 





: ~ 
ive to consoll 


for bill H. 


SULLIVAN of New York: 


n of J. M. Cooper et al., for an appropriation to | 


ie right of way and to build a road from Lebanon, 
national cemetery—to the Committee on Military 


n of the Caddo Commercial Club, against amend 
’ pure-food bill caleulated to impair its efficiency 
ittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

of Western Pennsylvania Branch of the Con 
for regulation of child labor in the District of 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
of the Hukill-Huntu Company, for two classes 
{ter only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
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and H. R. 4445, and 
the Judiciary. 
By Mr. WEEMS: Paper to accompany 
to the Committee on Iny: 
By Mr. WHARTON: Petition of 
the National Business League, 
H. R. 9328 (the anti-injunction 
Judiciary. 
y Mr. WOOD of 
ter of the American Institute « 
relative to beautifying i 
to the Committee on the Library. 


’ mm of New 
f Architects, 
rment buildii 


S 
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SENATE. 
Turspay, May 1, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
proved. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| to whom was referred the bill (S. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | 


Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 


passed the following bill and joint resolutions; in which it re- 
quested the concurrence of the Senate: 
H. R. 15334. An act to authorize the construction of dams 


and power stations on the Coosa River, at Lock 2, Alabama; 

H. J. Res. 145. Joint resolution for the appointment of mem- 
bers of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
Volunteer Soldiers; and 

H. J. Res. 149. Joint resolution extending the thanks of Con- 
gress to Gen. Horace Porter. 

PETITIONS 


AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the Home Missionary So- 
ciety of the Central Presbyterian Church of Orange, N. J., pray- 


| referred the bill (H. R. 8973) to amend section 5200, Rey; 


ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to | 


prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of Adopted Daughter Lodge, No. 
3, Brotherhood of Locomotive Firemen, of Jersey City, N. J., 
praying for the passage of the so-called “ 
bill; ” 
merce. 

He also presented petitions of the Woman’s Home Missionary 
‘iety of the Emery Methodist Episcopal Church, of Jersey 
ity, and of sundry citizens of Westfield, Newark, and Plain- 
field, all in the State of New Jersey, praying that the direction 
of the Alaskan may remain with the United States 

of Education; which were referred to the Committee 


Sor 
C 


schools 
Bureau 
on Territories. 

Mr. NELSON presented a petition of the Minnesota State 





May 1, 


New Brighton, Pa., praying that an appropriation be mad 
a scientific investigation into the industrial conditions of wo 
in the United States; which was referred to the Committe 
Education and Labor. 


for 
en 
on 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McENERY, from the Committee on Private Land (|! 
5531) for the relief of | 
cisco Krebs, reported it with an amendment, and submitted 
report thereon. 

Mr. HALE, from the Committee on Naval Affairs, to w) 
was referred the bill (S. 4946) for the relief of certain naya] 
officers and their legal representatives, asked to be discharged 
from its further consideration, and that it be referred to tho 
Committee on Claims; which was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Finance, to whom w: 


Statutes of the United States, relating to national banks, re- 
ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report theres; 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referre:| { 
bill (CH. BR. 15266) to amend existing laws relating to the fortifi- 
cation of pure sweet wines, reported it without amendment, and 
submitted a report thereon. 


THE ZEBULON MONTGOMERY PIKE MONUMENT ASSOCIATION, 


Mr. TELLER. From the Committee on Finance I report 
back with an amendment the bill (H. R. 18783) to grant souve- 


employers’ liability | nir medallions for the Zebulon Montgomery Pike Monument As- 
= : 2 ere ; “ | sociation. 
which was referre ) e Co 2 O rstate Com- | 
1 was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- | may be put on its passage. 


It is purely a local matter, and I ask that the Dill 
The amendment is as to the date. 


| The bill has the favorable repert of the Department. 


The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its con- 
sideration. 

The amendment of the Committee on Finance was, in section 
2, on page 2, line 14, to strike out “ May ” and insert “ August,” 


| so as to read: 


convention, praying for an investigation of the charges made | 
and filed against Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from the State of | 


Utah; which was referred to the Committee on Privileges and 
Elections. 


hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, of 


That the material from which said proposed medallions are to be 
made shall be furnished by the Secretary of the Treasury on or before 
the 1Ist day of August, 1906. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 


om — s | amendment was concurred in. 
He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 186, Brother- | 


Minneapolis, Minn., and a petition of sundry citizens of Red Wing, | 


Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the | 
duty on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the Com- | 


mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Society for 
Political Study of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to establish a children’s bureau in the De- 
partment of the Interior; which was referred to the Committee 
en Edueation and Labor. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE presented petitions of Local Union No. 373, | 


Brotherhood 
Ame 


of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of 
rica, of Vincennes ; of the N. P. Bowsher Company, of South 


Bend, and of Local Union No. 63, Brotherhood of Painters, Deco- 
rators, and Paper Hangers of America, of Elkhart, all in the 
State of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation to 


remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

He «lso presented a petition of the Local Council of Women 
of Union City, Ind., and a petition of Rathbone Sisters, National 
Council of Women, of Union City, Ind., praying that an appro- 
priation be made for a scientific investigation into the industrial 
ms of women in the United States; which were referred 
Committee on Education and Labor. 


conaltl 


to the 


Ie also presented a petition of the congregation of the Pres- | 


byterian Chureh of Hanover, Ind., praying for the adoption of | 


an ant 


mdment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which 


The amendment was ordered to be engrossed, and the bill to 
be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 5966) granting an in- 
crease of pension to C. C. Davis; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming introduced a bill (S. 5967) to acquire 
certain land in Washington Heights for a public park and site 
for the McClellan statue; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 5968) granting a pension to Louisa Thompson; 

A bill (S. 5969) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Burdick; and 

A bill (S. 5970) granting 
Horton. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced the following bills; which 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations: 

A bill (S. 5971) relative to the fees of attorneys in cases be- 
fore the Spanish Treaty Claims Commission; and 

A bill (S. 5972) relative to appeals from the Spanish Tr 
Claims Commission. ee 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 5973) for the relief of \Vell 


an increase of pension to Julia A. 


were 


ity 


born Echols; which was read twice by its title, and, with tle 
| accompanying papers, referred to the Committee on Clain 
| Mr. FLINT introduced the following bills; which were sev- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Co ttee 
on Public Buildings and Grounds: y 
A bill (S. 5974) for the restoration and repair of the | + 
iL DY 


was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a petition of the Lake Mohonk Indian con- 
ference, of Indiana, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
aid education in the Territories and the insular possessions of 
the United States; which was referred to the Committee on | 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. 

He also presented petitions of Local Division No. 81, Amal- 
camated Association of Street and Electric Railway Employees 
of America, of Muncie; of Local Division No. 394, Amalgamated | 
\ ation of Street and Railway Employees of America, of | 
Tipton, and of Black Diamond Local Union No. 2412, United 
Mine Workers of America, of Linton, ail in the State of Indi- 
ana, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immi- | 
gration: which were referred to the Committee on Immigration. | 


PENROSE presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of 


States post-office building at San Francisco, Cal., dan 
earthquake and fire; ee 
A bill (S. 5975) for restoring and repairing the buildins occu 


pied by the United States mint at San Francisco, Cal., ‘ iged 
by earthquake and fire; 

A bill (S. 5976) for restoring and repairing the ware! > OCs 
cupied by the United States appraisers at San Francis:«, ‘ al, 
damaged by earthquake and fire; “pited 


A bill (S. 5977) for the restoration and repair of the | 











tes subtreasury building at San Francisco, Cal., damaged by 


( hquake and fire ; 


\ bill (S. 5978) for the restoration and repair of the United 
s post-office building at Oakland, Cal., damaged by earth- | 


and fire; and 


ill (S. 5979) for the restoration and repair of the United | 
; post-office building at San Jose, Cal., damaged by earth- 


and fire. 


on Pensions. 


Iso introduced a bill (S. 5981) granting an increase of 
to John H. La Vaque; which was read twice by its title, 


ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 


BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 5982) granting a pen- 
Harriett Sprague Robins; which was read twice by its 


nd referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


PENROSE introduced the following bills; which 
ly read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying | 


referred to the Committee on Pensions: 


ll (S. 5983) granting a pension to Lizzie C. Gregory; and | 
ll (S. 5984) granting an increase of pension to Benedict 


~ 
\ir. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5985) to pay 
the Court of Claims upon the brig Amelia, Houston, 

r, under act of January 20, 1885; which was read twice by 

_ and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

HALE introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 53) authoriz- | 
ing Secretary of the Navy to receive for instruction at the 
N Academy, at Annapolis, Daniel Caballero and Andres 
( is, of Peru; which was read twice by its title, and re- 

| to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

NDMENTS TO DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA APPROPRIATION 

Mr. BURKETT submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
pl te $2,500 for completing the paving of Florida avenue 
f} Kighteenth street to Connecticut avenue, intended to 
proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and 
ordered to be printed. - 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $3,000 for grading and improving Eighteenth street from 
M ota avenue to Harrison street, Anacostia, D. C., 
to be proposed by him to the District of Columbia appropriation 
hill: which was referred to the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, and ordered to be printed. 

AMENDMENT TO BAILROAD RATE BILL. 

} FULTON submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 

by him to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled | 

to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 
mendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
| e Commerce Commission; which was ordered to lie on 


» and be printed. 


PROPOSED METROPOLITAN POLICE INVESTIGATION. 
ILLMAN. I send a resolution to the desk and ask that 


d and lie over under the rule. 
esolution was read, as follows: 


That the Committee on the District of Columbia 
the city of 
, January 4, 1906, by the Metropolitan police of Mrs. Minor 
d her carriage, attended by indignity and cruelty, through 
is and basement of one of the public buildings and thenee, 
thrown violently into a cab, to the house of detention, and 
ration for four hours on a charge of disorderly conduct, and 


investigate the circumstances of the arrest in 


inity ; 


to investigate the manner and result of an inquiry made 
tichard Sylvester, superintendent of the Metropolitan police. 

s of the case; and to inquire whether said investigation 
| unprejudiced and all the impartial and available witnesses | 


iid superintendent undertook to make an investigation by | 
letectives and secret-service men concerning the 


ition of Mrs. Morris; 
WM. D 


sin Asheville. N. C., two years ago; 
+h 


and ended 
} 


lly to inquire whether the said superintends 


the appointment of near relatives to office: 


t of the police force of the city of Washington. 


CE-PRESIDENT. The resolution will be printed and | 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 
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1887, and 


procured and made use of a statement of 
who falsely pretended that Mrs. Morris had 


re is any police regulation in the city of Washington | 
t that any person arrested shall not be released 
‘lice headquarters and there detained until a police inquiry 
to ing nt of police 
.e chief witnesses against Mrs. Morris have since received 


, and whether | 
d be adopted by Congress for the better regulation and | 


/DGE. I ask that there may be printed in pamphlet 
imendments which have been proposed to the railroad- 


rate bill. I ask that the amendments may be printed in the or- 


| der of the sections of the bill—that is, in the order in which 


they will be taken up under the unanimous-consent agreement 
for consideration. I think it would be a great convenience to 
Senators to have all the amendments in one compact form. 

Mr. ALLISON. In bill form? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes; in pamphlet form, printed all together. 


| They will be printed from the bill print. I mean only to put 
\ McCUMBER introduced a bill (S. 5980) granting an in- | 

of pension to Jacob Smith; which was read twice by its 
nd, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Com- | 


them in pamphlet form. 

Mr. ALLISON. In bill size? 

Mr. LODGE. Yes. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I suggest to the Senator that probably 
some of them do not refer to any specific section, and those 
could be printed, I suppose, at the end. 

Mr. LODGE. At the end, where there is no specific section 
referred to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest to the Senator that if they are 
printed in the form in which they have been offered with lines 
and all that, it would be much easier for us to keep tab on 
them to have them bound in the form in which they are already 
printed. 

Mr. LODGE. They can be bound in that form. It will an- 


| swer every purpose. My only desire is to get them together in 


a form like that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator accept as an amendment 
that they shall be bound together? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly; bound together. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is no need of any more printing of 
the amendments. 

Mr. LODGE. There are plenty of copies, and they can be 
bound together in the form in which they are now, and in the 
order in which they would be considered—that is, in the order 
of the sections. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Some of them make no reference to sections. 

Mr. LODGE. All those would come at the end. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to suggest that it might be 
better to classify them by having those which refer to the 
court review and nonsuspension provisions in one bunch, and 
so on down with one subject, and with an index. 

Mr. LODGE. That will be done by printing them according 
to the sections. The court-review amendments would come 
under one section. I think the arrangement by sections will 
cover the order of the amendments as well as anything. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to any number of amend- 
ments being reprinted if the Senate desires it, but of course 
there will be no understanding or obligation as to any order 
of amendments. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no; not the least. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senate will be perfectly free to take 
any course it deems best. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course we can not set aside the rules of 
the Senate. A Senator can offer an amendment at any stage 
to any part of the bill. But the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment was that the bill should be read by sections for the pur 
pose of amendment. I thought it would be a mere matter of 
convenience to have all the amendments bound together in 
the order of the sections; I thought it would save us a great 
deal of trouble; that is all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the request 
of the Senator from Massachusetts to be that the amendments 
be bound together. 

Mr. LODGE. So that each Senator may have a copy for 
his own use. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
does not ask for a further print? 

Mr. LODGE. No; I do not ask for a further print. 

Mr. NELSON. Would it not be well to print in that connec- 
tion the name of the Senator who introduced the amendment? 

Mr. LODGE. That appears upon every amendment now. 
The only proposition is to bind the printed amendments just 
as they are here. 

Mr. BACON. Does that inciude a copy of the bill to be 
| bound with the amendments? 

| Mr. LODGE. Substitute bills? 

Mr. BACON. The original bill, the House bill. 

Mr. LODGE. Oh, no. 

Mr. BACON. I think that ought to be included. It would 
be more convenient. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it would be a great deal better to 
keep the bill separate. 
| Mr. BACON. Let it include the bill and substitute bills and 
| the amendments. 
| Mr. LODGE. I think it would be much better to keep the 
| bill separate from the amendments. 














7 
oma 
O180 
Mr. BACON. I have already had it done in that shape for | 
my own personal convenience, and I find it very convenient to 
have the bills under the same cover with the amendments. 
Still, I shall not insist upon it. 
Mr. LODGE. It would seem to me to be much more conven- 
( » the amendments separate from the bill. We shall 
have here to follow, of course. Then, if we have the 
Iments under a separate cover, we can turn to the amend- 
ments they are taken up. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Massachu- 

ts kindly restate his request? 

‘ Mr. LODGE. I ask that all amendments which have been 

offered to the railway rate bill may be bound in pamphlet form, 

Ti l CO} for each Senator, in the order of the sections to which 
: hey re offered 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 

"bh ler was reduced to writing, as follows: 

( That there be printed and stitched, in bill form, 200 sets | 
dments proposed to the bill H. R. 12987, “An act to | 
ce ‘ the arrangement to be in the order of the 
bill, the amendments, if any, do not desig 
1 to W should be attached they are to be placed 

ALDRICH. While this matter is before the Senate, I 
( e to see if I understand the order of the Senate made yes- 
5 { do not understand that the rule as agreed to prevents 
tation and disposition of amendments between now 
if the Se te so orders or so desires. 
SACON. I searcely think that that suggestion would 
: ] with the consent rule. 
L\LDRICH [I tried to state yesterday that my under- 
g that amendments may be offered in the meantime. 
ndment now pending offered by the Senator 
\ FORAKER]. I think that amendment could be 
the Senate so choose, between now and Friday- 
rds, there is a special rule for Friday as to the 
nuts under a limited time for discussion. I do not know 
( " vy, if we have time between now and Friday, 
\ e able to dispose of some of the amendments. 
M rILLMAN. I thought I gave notice yesterday evening 
ll would be held before the Senate and we would 
y ‘ tin to yote on some amendments or we had to talk on 
) ng connected with it. 
ALDRICH. That is my understanding. 
ihILLMAN. I expect to stand by that proposition and 
vote on amendments before next Friday. We will 
( y have to talk or vote, one or the other. 
j LODGI Mr. Pr lent 
S-ESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
Senator from Massachusetts? 
y ALDRICH. Certainly I yield to him for a question. I 
{ tating my own understanding of the order and I 
1 South Carolina agrees with me in the 
‘ he ordet! It seems to me clearly the right of 
me nent disposed of before Friday. I see 
r n why we should spend two or three days in 
( t vote. I am anxious to get a vote on the bill. 
I e that we can not dispose of the whole bill be- 
I j I I had ipposed that the purpose of the agres 
\ give notice to Senators that the voting on the 
lm should begin on Friday 
I ALDRICH. ‘That is to be done under the fifteen-minute 
distinctly understood. 
ODG I 1 yesterday that I thought there were 
t that it was desirable to determine, when we should 
( the amendments and when we should take the 
on the bi id I supposed the unanimous-consent 
ly to fix a time at which the voting should 
Of « se, if we should begin voting to-day that notice 
I value 
ACO I do not refer now to the Recorp, but my rec- 
( d with what the Senator from Massachusetts 
agreement which was reached as to what 
I'riday was in response to the suggestion made 
t Ww important that Senators should know on 
1 oting on amendments would be in order. 
LODGE. That is my understanding, certainly. 
BACON. It was in response to that suggestion that after 
» colloquy between Senators it was so arranged and 
that on Friday we would take up the bill by sec- 
tie nning with the first section and proceed with it under 
tl f en-minute rule. If that is not a plain and definite 
ag! nt to the effect that it shall not be done before then, I 
am 1 to properly construe language. 
Iurthermore, we all remember what the Senator from South | 
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Carolina said as to his purpose to require that the debat 
should continue or a yote should be called for; but when 
reached the wnanimous-consent agreement it certainly iD- 
planted that previous expression of intention on his part. : 

Mr. LODGE. Otherwise the agreement is worthless. 

Mr. BACON. It is absolutely worthless unless that is the 
case; and the Senator from South Carolina himself, by agree- 
ing to it necessarily abandoned his preconceived and expressed 
determination to proceed with the debate, or in the absence of 
debate to call for a vote. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator will recall that four or five 


gestions were made yesterday afternoon as to what the form of 
the agreement should be, and that they were all objected to, 
Finally I declared that I felt it to be my duty to get the pil] 


| before the Senate and keep it there, knowing that unde: 


rule there must be debate or a vote would be had. I tried 


an arrangement for a fixed day, but could not. I was no d 
by the Senator from Texas, who is absent, that two or ‘e@ 
Senators had signified their desire to make blanket speech nd 


they did not want to be limited by the fifteen-minute @, 
Therefore I suggested finally that the fifteen-minute rule should 
begin its operation on Friday, but I did not feel, and I do not 
feel now, that there was any implied obligation on my part to 
prevent a vote on any amendment until Friday. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President——— 

Mr. BACON. I will ask, with the Senator’s permission, this 
question—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. I wish merely to call his attention to what 
occurred in the debate yesterday evening. 


Mr. LopGr. It seems to me it is important that all Senators ld 
have due notice of two things—when the final vote is to be tak nd 
when the voting on amendments is to begin. I think there « { 
be notice of those two facts 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have tried to get an opportunity to do that. 


Mr. Loper. I know the Senator has. I1 am entirely agreed with his 


original proposition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I said I tried three or four times—in ae 
tried half a dozen times to get that arrangement ma but 
never could succeed, 

Mr. ALDRICH. The colloquy to which the Senator ailud 
took place long before the final arrangement was mal 
before an objection was entered on the part of the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. MorGan]. 

Mr. BACON. I beg the Senator’s pardon, after the agi 
which was made there was no such announced intention on the 
part of the Senator from South Carolina. On the sam ge 
from which the Senator from Massachusetts has just read, after 
the. statement which he has just read, that it was in 
that Senators should know when the voting on amendments 0 
begin, the colloquy proceeded, and fimally the junior Senator 
from Texas made this suggestion : 


Mr. Baitry. I believe the Senator from South Carolina can 
agreement that next Friday morning we shall take up this bi 
read by sections; that as each section is read amendments to | s 


tion shall be in order, and that each amendment shall be su t to 
consideration under the fifteen-minute rule, and when considered shall 
be disposed of. I believe the Senator can get that. 

Mr. Frye. So do I. 

Mr. T1uuMAN. I will ask unanimous consent for that. 


Therefore this consent was given on the request of the Sen- 


ator from South Carolina. Then the Secretary read the re- 
quest: 
The Vice-Presipent. The Secretary will report the request 


Senator from South Carolina for unanimous consent. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Now, Mr. President— 

Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me just a moment so 
I may complete the record. 





The Secretary read as follows: : ale 
‘It is agreed, by unanimous consent, that on Friday, May a 


immediately upon the conclusion of the routine morning busi! 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of the bill H. R. 1: 
bill te be read by sections for the purpose of amendment, th 
sion upon amendments to proceed under the fifteen-minute ru 
Mr. TrLumMan. And amendments to be disposed of when t! 
sion 
The Secretary read as follows: , g 
“The amendments to be disposed of when the discussion t 
concluded.” 
The Vicke-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? 


Then there was colloquy by Messrs. ALLISON, TELLER, } AN, 
and TIrLMAN as to the time. Finally the Vice-President ed 
the question : 


closes. 











Is there objection? The Chair hears none, and it is so orde! 





Now, I want simply to say to the Senator from South ' eae, 
with his permission, that if instead of an agreement to take UP 











ents on that day and vote the agreement had been to | 


up the bill on that day and vote, certainly the Senator 
t contend that in the interim if debate failed the vote 
be demanded by him. As to this agreement there was no | 


n by him that it was his purpose to keep the bill before | 
al ‘ull for a vote if debate failed. 
Will the Senator from Georgia allow me to | 
tion? 

With pleasure. : 
L.LDR LI. the Senator contend that 


exhausted between now and Friday the §$ 


I> debate 


if 
enate would 





. y this arrangement from taking a vote? 

DG Undoubtedly. | 
ALCON { ubtedly. Otherwise the agreement means | 
it ntly happens, as the Senator will cer- 
eall the Senate has made an agreement to 
certain day at a certain hour, debate would cease be- 

t time and other business was taken up to occupy the 
and the Senate carried out its original unanimous- 





a nent, 


LDRICH. This is not an agreement to vote on the bill 


in hour. This is simply an agreement to limit debate 
ertain limitation; that is all. It is no agreement to 
me, but simply an agreement that debate shall be 


r the fifteen-minute rule. 


ON. I beg th 


» Senator’s pardon. 


RICH. We ean vote Friday or any other day on the | 
id the amendments. I do not see why we should 
‘four days without voting upon amendments. 

[ILULMAN. Will the Senator from Georgia let me try 


t ngle this matter? 


IN. With pl 


pieasure. 


LUMAN. I want to say there is no need for looking 
road to meet trouble until it gets here. And now I 


my skirts clear. 


d when we ¢ 


I want to renew the request for 
a vote, and if I can that 


set 


readily and gladly yield to the Senator’s contention 
he says has been already agreed to, because I do 

f feel that it is altogether just to absent Senators 

e them time to get here and participate in the running 

the fifteen-minute rule, and also in voting on th 


w the request which I made vesterday afternoon, 
{ Thursday, the 10th, at 2 o’clock, the debate on the bill 

lments then pending shall be concluded; that we 
up the bill and vote on it and complete it before 
night. 
GE. 


the absence of 


n 


I RII Does the Senator think 
the Senator 


make 


| Mr. 


he should 
from Alabama 


} Che Senator from Alabama objected to that request 
and I observe that he is not in his seat. 
LMAN. Then, I withdraw it until the Senator from 
\ es in. IL ask that the bill be laid before the Sen- 
tand the Senator from Minnesota | Mr. Nerson] 
k upon it, and also the Senator from Virginia 
Ek-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Caro- 
us consent 
OSE. I understand that the morning business is 
LMAN. I will yield to the Senator from Pennsy!]- 
luce a bill. 
introduced by Mr. PENROSE appear under their 
ling. | 
ERIDGE subsequently said: I wish to ask a ques 
ms tor from South Carolina or the Chair, and that 
the question which was under discussion as to 
could be a vote before the day named in the 
it agreement has been determined? 
MAN, It has not. It just dropped out of sight for 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
I ES, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
( proved and signed the following acts: 


granting a pension to Cassy Cottrill ; 
ct granting a pension to Albert B. Lawrence; 


act granting a pension to Lydia Jones; 


" 1 act granting a pension to Adam Werner: 
ct granting a pension to John McCaughen; 


t granting 
granting 


ct granting 


a pension to Kate FE. Young; 
a pension to Carrie E. Costinett; 
a pension to Susan Pennington ; 


; 
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S. 3303. An act granting a pension to I] 
S. 3817. An act granting a pr on to M 
8.97. An act granting an increase of 
Carey ; 
8.98. An act granting an iners of 
Clegg: 
S. 280. An act granting n ease 
Woodin; 
S. 249. An act granting an ine se « 
Sears ; 
S. 337. An act granting an inerease of 
Jon } 
8.450. An act er ng i crease 
lynn: 
S. 487. An act granting an ! se ( 
Spl muse 
S.51S. An act granting an ii ‘ of 
Godwin;; 
S. 520. An act granting an inc f 
Johnson; 
S. 524. An act granting an I eo 
Gifford ; 
$.558. An act granting n ji 
Chamberlain; 
S. 563. An act gi ting an 
Martin 
8.657. An act gi g¢ an in 
Reynolds ; 
S. 674. An act granting an increase of 
Agur ; 
S. 829. An act granting an in 
Gannon ; 
S. 835. An act granting an in ( 
Scott: 
8.914. An act granting an in ase of 
Hard 
S. 920. An act granting an incr . 
Brown: 
$.975. An act ¢g ting \ 
Shatftet 
S. 1012. An act g i y i i O 
Fostet 
S. 1105. An act g! n iner 
Willinmes 
S. 1162. An act granting mn increas 
Cook : 
S. 1165. An act gr ¢ re 
Moss ; 
302. An act gr g 1 il se 
338. An act gi ting an in . 
Claiborne ; 
Ss i>. An act gr: l id ise ¢ 
Karl 
S. 1252. An act gr: ing an increa 
Seannell 
S. 1877. An act granting an iner¢ 
Brown 
S. 1398. An act granting an incr ‘ 
Morgan 
S. 1406. An act granting an increase « 
S. 1415. An act granting an hi 34 
ler: 
S. 1434. An act granting an il 
Derry: 
S. 1435. An et al an ( 
T. Davis; 
S. 1667. An act granting : “ 
Stockwell, alias John Stockwell 
S. 1733. An ac grant an ‘ se 
Trice; 
S. 1884. An act ger r incre a 
Swift: 
S. 1910. An act gi 4 
MeClellan ;: 
8.1919. An act gr i~ al 
Wynkoop: 
S. 1952. An act granting an li SO 
man 5 
S. 19538. An act granting an S 
Benson : 
1962. An act gr vy se 
win; 
S. 2083. An act grantin } re 


' Tremble ; 
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a i 


act granting an increase of pension to Alice A. 


1 act granting an increase of pension to Rodney W. 


Boy les Z 


Qg 9n59 


BS. ave dedase 


Leland; 
S. 2568. 
Fowler; 
S. 2574. 
Pritchard ; 
S. 2575. 
Waugh; 
S, 257 


7 An 
Lynch; 

S. 2638. 
Whaley ; 


S. 2667. 


An 


An 

W. Valentine; 
S. 2670. An 

Spicely . 
S. 2689. 


An 


Patten ; 
S. 3024. 
Trumbo; 
S. 3035. 
Shedd; 
S. 5112. An 
Gardner ; 


Ss. 56182 


An 


An 


An 


q ¢ me 


Crampton ; 


S. 3254 


Frances Hall; 


An 


An 


S. 3257. 

Green; 
3284. 

Fox; 


S998 


Ashelman ; 


act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


act granting an increase of pension to James Y. 


act granting an increase of pension to Maria 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 
act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
act granting an increase of pension to Louise J. D. 
act granting an increase of pension to Noah C. 
act granting an increase of pension to Parker 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas W. 


act granting an increase of pension to Francis M. 


act granting an increase of pension to Thomas B. 


act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin 


act granting an increase of pension to Marie J. 


act granting an increase of pension to Alonzo M. 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
act granting an increase of pension to James Wil- 


act granting an increase of pension to Zerelda N. 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. 
act granting an increase of pension to William J. 


act granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to William A. 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary L. 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas E. 
act granting an increase of pension to Minard Van 
act granting an increase of pension to David S. 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles W. 
act granting an increase of pension to James H. 


act granting an increase .of pension to Walter 


act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary Jane 
act granting an increase of pension to David F. 


‘t granting an increase of pension to Anna 


at 


t granting an increase of pension to Walter 
act granting an increase of pension to Charles B. 
act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 


act granting an increase of pension to George 


act granting an increase of pension to John B. 





S. 3300. 
Huntley ; 

S. 3419. 
Beale; 

S. 3465. 
Vineent; 

S. 3484. 
Field; 

S. 3493. 
Reed; 

§$. 3520. An act 
Thompson ; 

S. 3524. An 
Henry ; 

S. 3525. 
Harrison ; 

S. 3532. An act 
Carpenter ; 

S. 3566. An act 
penter ; 

S. 3584. An 
Quermbeck ; 

S. 3598. An act granting 

srown; 

S. 3618. An act granting 
Wardlaw ; 

S. 3641. An act granting 
Marshall ; 

S. 3655. 
Keffer ; 

S. 3676. An act granting 
McCorkle ; 

S. 3811. An act granting 
Winters; 

S. 3812. An act granting 
R. Stinehour ; 

S. 3819. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Houston ; 

S. 3821. 
Wilhelm ; 

S. 3834. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo J), 
An act granting an increase of pension to Josepl I, 
An act 


granting an increase of pension to John 'T, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jacol A, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Th 


granting an increase of pension to Ada 


act granting an increase of pension to John N, 


An act granting an increase of pension to Robert G, 


granting an increase of pension to Anna K, 
granting an increase of pension to John Car- 
act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
an increase of pension to Charles J, 
an increase of pension to Martha RF. 
an increase of pension to William P, 
An act granting an increase of pension to Francis J, 
an increase of pension to James M, 
an increase of pension to Ephrain 


I 


an increase of pension to Truman 


An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 


An act graniing an increase of pension to Robert 


| MeCally ; 


S. 3835. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther M. 
Royal; and 
S. 3839. An act granting an increase of pension to Joln 1. 
Brothers. 
On April 27: 
. 1248. An act granting a pension to Elizabeth B. Bean: 
. 4146. An act granting a pension to John W. Hall; 
.4309. An act granting a pension to Adele Jeanette Hughes; 
.48386. An act granting a pension to George Thomas ; 
. 4473. An act granting a pension to Hannah C. Peterson; 
.4548. An act granting a pension to Hannah FE. Wilmer; 
. 4826. An act granting a pension to Sarah Agnes Ear!; 
.1308. An act granting an increase of pension to Emilie 
Grace Reich; 
S. 3843. An act granting an increase of pension to Rollin T. 
Waller; 
S. 3893. An act granting an increase of pension to David C. 
Howard ; 
S. 3984. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Yockey ; 
S. 3985. An act granting 
Nattinger ; 
S. 3987. An act granting 
Hancock ; 
S. 3996. 
hart ; 
S. 4088. 
Chapman ; 
S. 4102. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Broadwell ; 
S. 4106. An act granting an increase of pension to I: 
Wills; 
S. 4110. 
Wilcox; 
S. 4124. 
Fuller ; 
S. 4180. 


h BE. 


para 


an increase of pension to Matilda FE. 


An act granting an increase of pension to David More- 


An act granting an increase of pension to C! irles E. 


therine 


] 


Absaiom 


An act granting an increase of pension to 
* : + ta le] 
An act granting an increase of pension | Alden 


An act granting an increase of pension to \\ um C. 


| Quigley ; 


S. 4186. uel © 

Roberts ; 
S. 4228. 

Weiser ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to * 


S 


An act granting an increase of pension | Joel ® 
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33. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward wat S.5172. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
| De Puy; 
247. An act granting an increase of pension to Carrick S. 5244. An act granting an increase of pension to Horace A, 
Rutherford ; Gregory ; 
8. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 8.5287. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
] ey; Prentiss ; 
79. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie E.| 8.5323. An act granting an increase of pension to Newton G. 
e: | Cook ; 
28s. An act granting an increase of pension to William E. | §.5324. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
Anderson ; Sloggy; and 
i301. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa Ar- | S$. 5520. An act to amend an act entitled “An act granting to 
| the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Company the power 
S.4515. An act granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. | to sell and convey to the Chicago, Rock Island and Pacifie Rail- 
Vi way Company all the railway property, rights, franchises, and 
24. An act granting an increase of pension to James J. | privileges of the Choctaw, Oklahoma and Gulf Railroad Com- 
Ni : pany, and for other purposes,” approved March 3, 10905. 
8.4325. An act granting an increase of pension to Jabez | DISBURSING OFFICERS’ CHECKS. 
M . act granting : ee ; , ; Mr. ALDRICH. I am directed by the Committee on Finance, 
GO. An act granting an increase of pension to John P. to whom was referred the bill (S. 5811) to amend section 2646 
D : es > - _ | of the Revised Statutes of the United States, as amended by 
*. 4409, An act granting an increase of pension to James W.| act of February 16, 1885, as amended by act of March 23, 1906 
I aes t — 7 . ; cae to report it favorably without amendment. The bill is to cor- 
S. 442 act gri ge ‘rease ns ttie E : . : 
‘24. An act granting an increase of pension to Nettie E.| pect an error in a bill which passed both Houses a few days 
' in ale Sa : ja | Since and became a law. It is sent here from the Treasury De 
S. 4452, An act granting an increase of pension to James | partment. It is in regard to issuing duplicate checks in case of 
Dr a — : . ; | lost checks, and it is important that it should be passed imme- 
i{ ac ori ‘ £ ‘rense MNS 3 . , ‘ . . . . i 
x ne act granting an Increase of pension to Joseph | qiately, in view of certain complications at the Treasury De- 
I = a a Hea 7 : partment which have grown out of the passage of the former 
. 0. An act granting an increase of pension to Albert L. bill. I ask unanimous consent that it may be considered. 
‘ ys ae 7 ‘ . | The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, 
Ss 11. An act granting an Increase of pension to Benson H. | tne senate. as in Committee of the Whole. proceeded to its 
» ; : : fe . : , | consideration. It proposes to amend section 3646, Revised 
S |. An act granting an increase of pension to John F.! gtatytes of the United States, as amended by act of February 
W 7 : : Sea \ : ea 16, 1885, as amended by act of March 23, 1906, by striking out 
s 6. An act granting an increase of pension to William | the words “ check or warrant” wherever the words appear in 
J bs ; . r ; | the amended act, and by substituting in lieu thereof the words 
Ss 7. An act granting an increase of pension to John R. | « gighursing officer’s check.” 
) S nn . ” : c - . a 
M ; ae Ee ' fs . os rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
S 6. An act granting an increase of pension to Kate Gil- | dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
- er ‘ : | and passed. 
S.4612. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse A. | HOUSE BILL REFERRED 
lr} s: S 
8.4622. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaiah H. R. 15334. An act to authorize the construction of dams 
Mel el; and power stations on the Coosa River at Lock 2, Alabama, was 
S. 4650. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Com- 
MeDonald: | Inerce. 
8.4675. An act granting an increase of pension to Fannie P. | THANKS OF CONGRESS TO GEN. HORACE PORTER. 
No H. J. Res. 149. Joint resolution extending the thanks of Con- 
s3. An act granting an increase of pension to William | gress to Gen. Horace Porter was read the first time by its title. 
M Mr. LODGE. I ask for the present consideration of the joint 
S , An act granting an increase of pension to John! resolution. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be read 
An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron J. | for the information of the Senate. 

The joint resolution was read the second time at length, as 
An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen A. | follows: 


Resolved, etc., That the thanks of the people of the United States are 
justly due and are hereby tendered to Gen. Horace Porter, late at 


An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas A. 
| bassador to France, for his disinterested and patriotic s 
t 











: : : , : | . gg, upo Ss OW i e and a 1s own expense, a § S { 
\n act granting an increase of pension to Nehemiah | es ee ee ee rr ee caviad of sit vents and 
1eLe | | sulting in the recovery of the body of Admiral John Paul Jones f L 
An act granting an increase of pension to George W. | forgotten grave in a foreign land and its return to the country w ; 
beaks s ; | he had loved so well and so heroically served 
~ | Resolved, That General Porter be requested to furnish Congress a 
An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob | copy of his remarks at the exercises at Annapolis, April 26, 1906, and 


that, when received, said remarks be printed in the Recorp. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the joint resolution come from any 
committee? 

Mr. LODGE. It has just come from the House. It is a reso- 
lution of thanks and passed the House without reference to a 
An act granting an increase of pension to Amanda O, | committee. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that it be referred to the Comnit- 
tee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not seem to me worth whilk 
particular when you are trying to be courteous. but still, if 
| the Senator insists— 

An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred | Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator from Rhode Island will not 
insist on a reference. Much of the value of tl measure as a 
compliment depends upon the cordiality and freedom from any- 
thing like hesitation with which it is extended. I am sure 
\n act granting an increase of pension to James I. | there will not be a Senator on that committee or in this Cham- 

ber who would not cordially give his support to the joint reso- 
\n act granting an increase of pension to Andrew J. | lution. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not objecting to it or suggesting the 
reference with an idea of being discourteous to General Porter. 
Mr. BACON. Notatall. I have not suggested that. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Delight A. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Octave 


An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred B. 
g ] 


tT] 


An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah F. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles G. 


An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 


| 
A 
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Mr. ALDRICH. But we are establishing what seems to me 
( rerous precedent. If every man who does a 


the country in a diplomatic capacity is to receive 
C . l would ’ that it might become quite 
if that is to be the custom to be established here, 
1" t it verv much Il say that very frankly, 
| . W hould all agree to that. 
ALDRICH. The thanks of Congress have been extended 
great generals and to great admirals, so that it 
| et Wol } l ne 
fhe thanks of Congress have also been ex- 
t entors 
Hi. Yes; to great inventors in one or two cases 


to recognize every duty performed in a 


officer of the United States in a diplomatic 


1g to him the thanks of Congress, and if } 

t ungenerous or discourteous to suggest that 

for that purpose be referred to a committee, then I 
l have to assume the position of being discourteous 


I think it would be establishing a very danger- 






vhich we ought not to establish 

ir. President, there has been no suggestion of 

MICH. Such n simply cheapens the thanks of 
» extent to which I am unwilling to go. 

\ Mr. President, I do not think that extending 


Congress in this instance would in any degree 
ynition of worthy conduct. The Senator 
Island, I think, need be under no such apprehen- 
has been nothing in the past to indicate any dis- 
| rt of Congress to extend this very high com- 





erit it. 


pt those who most richly 





| that tl iould be a suggestion that this 
) h I character that to extend this 
t wv d pen that compliment when such 
hall hereafter be bestowed upon others. It is not | 
ir. President, to state that this is simply duty per- 


an ambassador. This was entirely outside of his 
! functions or outside of any duty devolved upon 
a duty undertaken by him, it 


d the advantage ef official position, which 








Ss private citizen might not have en- 

t is none the less to his credit that, moved by the 
se of patriotism, he undertook this most worthy 
evered in it under circumstances which would 
raged yst any other man; that he not only did 
| of years, but that he did it at his own ex 
itely, when there was an offer to return him 

he « ned to receive it. This most valuable result, 
1 s to the patriotism of every man and every 

| lid in the land, is one which richly merits 

| t of Congress ; 


1 made to the Senator was, not that 





discourtesy, but that, in a matter which must, 
l the support of every Senator, it was some 
that the compliment be extended in a way that 
t be attached to it the slightest manifestation 
rt of the Senate of the United States. 
that the Senator from Rhode Island takes 
f i] he does, because it would be to me person- 


itor a most gratifying thing that I could joii 
on of very high appreciation on the part of the 
liepublie of this most notable performance by this 
representative of the Government at the court of 





PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
the joint resolution which has been read? 
OM Allow me to s a word, Mr. President. 
nd whether the Senator from Rhode Island 
1} has withdrawn his motion to refer. 
\ I IT lh e® not 7 et done SO. 
! LLOM riz ‘ l Senator will do so. If he does 





I desire that the joint resolution shall be referred 
! ission in reference to it. It seems to m« 
much better to either pass the joint resolution with- 
d ission or to refer it, and let it be reported back in 
! by the committee. Either one of those two things 

! e without dela: 
LODGE. Mr. President, when I made the request for 


consent, I confess it never occurred to me that it was 
ch there would be the slightest objection. I 

i j lanation. 
lution was introduced in the House of Repre- 
sed there without reference to a committee. 





Il underst 1. It came over to us in that way, without going | 
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| through the usual form. The service General Porter performed 


was not an official service. It was entirely apart from that: 


it 
was a personal service. It seems to me if Congress is going io 
extend the compliment of thanks—and the thanks of Congress 


are a very high compliment indeed—this is the only manner jn 
which we can recognize what General Porter has done. It 0 
seemed to me that if we were going to do it and wanted to do 
we should do it in the most generous and gracious manner po 
ble. I had no thought that anybody would make the sligh 
objection, or I should not have made the request. To have dis- 
cussion over it seems to me very unfortunate. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I myself do not think that 
there is any impropriety in referring the joint resolution 
committee. I do not think such a reference would in the slis 
est degree detract from the importance and the value of 
ompliment. There have been very few men in the history 
this country who have had such an honor conferred upon th 
and if it is done with deliberation, as it will be if the 
resolution goes to a committee and is reported to the & 
it certainly can not detract from the value of our action. 

I think, as a matter of propriety, all resolutions of this I= 
acter should go to a committee. I can understand very Vy 
that in times of excitement a resolution of this kind might he 
intreduced and passed through one body or the other, wit 
there being proper ground for it. Of course this is a ¢a n 
which there is not any controversy; and, therefore, I think it 
affords a good opportunity for us to establish a rule, and to 
stand by it in the future, that we will not confer such an honor 
upon anybody in a mere perfunctory manner or in has I 
think no Senator should object to the joint resolution going to a 
committee, and the committee then reporting it in proper for 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, of course one objection c: 


h 


the joint resolution to a committee; but I withdraw the r t 
for unanimous consent, and regret extremely that discussion 


should have taken place upon it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution will be re- 

ferred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 
CONGRESSIONAL AID FOR CALIFORNIA SUFFERERS, 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask the Senator from South Car i 
to yield to me for a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, at a meeting of ft! 
mittee on Appropriations a few days ago, the Senator from 
South Carolina [Mr. TrmuMAN] called attention to the f 
in certain newspapers in the country it had been stated t! 
the $2,500,000 appropriated by Congress for the relief 
people of San Francisco, only $300,000 was available. It 
curred to me at the time that the people would understai 








matter and that there would be no danger of an impr n 
getting into the minds of the public that the money appr ted 
so generously by Congress had not been properly e) 1, 
Since that time I have noticed in two of the great newsp 
New England, as well as in some newspapers published i 
parts of the country, large headlines repeating the st 
that only $200,000 of the two million and a half was ay 
for the relief of the people of that stricken city. 

Mr. President, we all know that every dollar of that 
has been or will be properly expended; but for the pury 
correcting what I think is an impression that has gair 
dence to a very considerable extent in the country, I should like 
to have the distinguished chairman of the Committee \] 
propriations [Mr. Atttson] state to the Senate and the « ry 


precisely what disposition has been made of that mon 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, by the terms of t! 

resolutions the two appropriations made by Congress 

benefit of the sufferers at San Francisco were to be « l 

by the Secretary of War. It is well known to Sena 

when this great calamity occurred the Secretary of W 


mediately, without legislation, proceeded to transfer san 
Francisco all the available means of the War Departi 1th 
cluding quartermaster stores, tents, bedding, blank I 


everything that was available within five hundred or 
sand miles of San Francisco. He took that responsibi 
lieving that Congress would reimburse the War Depart 
that expenditure. Within a day or two the joint resol 


propriating $1,000,000 passed; but at the time of the p M 
that joint resolution the War Department had already f d 
cominissary, quartermaster, medical stores, ete., in « 5 O 
the appropriation, amounting, I believe, to $1,200,000 or aps 
$1,300,000. I have not the details before me. So mee 
million and a half dollars was asked for a like purpos' Phat 


amount was promptly appropriated by Congress. 
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This calamity occurred in the very last quarter of the fiscal 
when the appropriations for medical and commissary 
transportation, ete., are nearly all expended. Therefore 
ne necessary for the maintenance of our Army that these 

uditures made for the supplies and stores of the Army 

ld be refunded, so that the second appropriation, providing 

the expenditures already made and to be ineurred should 

eimbursed to the funds of the Quartermaster, Commissary, 

Medical Corps of the Army. That evidently meant that 

wo and a half million dollars were to be expended for the | 

it of the stricken people of San Francisco. But when that 

y was expended out of stores already in existence, pro 

those stores were to be returned, in order that the Army 
might be enabled to live between now and the Ist of 
{ understand there is now left about a half million 
rs of those funds. | 
re ought not to be any doubt in the country on this sub 
nd I hope there will not be, as I am quite sure, if further 
is needed, it will be promptly appropriated by Congress. 
TILLMAN. Before the Senator takes his seat, I wish to | 
at I am glad that this explanation has been made, because 

Senator will recall the fact that I directed attention to it in 

ommittee on Appropriations yesterday, when I suggested | 
he country did not understand it and that some explana- 
ight to be made regarding it. I have been told, and the 
or has just told the Senate, that this two and a half million 
s has been mainly used to replace the supplies which the 
Department of its own volition and on its own motion had 
forwarded to San Francisco before Congress made the 
ition and that, therefore, in buying the Government 
to replace those which had been sent to Sah Francisco 

1 to take this money. 

ild like to ask the Senator now if his information from 

Department is to the effect that any of this money will 
tents or things like that? For instance, I presume that 
‘rnment is ready to loan, or to give, if need be, tents to 
erers of one kind and another from Mississippi floods, 
supplies of that kind free of cost, and I want to know 
senator whether any of this money will be used to buy 


the Government the tents which have been sent to San 
o for temporary use by the people there? 
ALLISON. Mr. President, as respects the special article 
[ have not any information as to what particular dis- 
s been made of them. 
LLINGER. They will probably be returned. 
LLISON. Yes; eventually they will probably be re- 
ugh perhaps they will not be returned for some time. 
(TILLMAN, I was not speaking about the return. I was 
of whether any of the money will be used to purchase 
ents to supply the deficit created by the lending of those 





LLISON. I say again I can not answer that question; 

t is ‘re leather and prunella, aside from the great ex 
that have been made. The tents will cost $100,000 

(it) 

[LLMAN. I was just going to remark—— 

\LLISON. I want to say to the Senator, although I 

» he knows it himself, that every dollar of this money 

counted for in detail as respects—— 

ILLMAN,. I have not the slightest idea to the con- 


\LLISON. As respects the expenditures and also the | 
oeNnrTT 
’ [LLMAN. I have never had any suspicion to the con 
[ was merely trying to have an explanation made to 
try as to why there was an apparent misappropriation 
e of this money. 
LLISON. It ought to be said that the city of San Fran- 
i the surrounding towns will receive directly and indi- 
ry dollar of this expenditure. It is an absolute gift 
; nity to the stricken people who have suffered such 


The War Department will be reimbursed, so far as | 


le, from the stores which they have taken there and 
cS ‘already in use or will soon be in process of use. 
fe [LLMAN. I was merely trying to make clear my own 
at, if any of this money had been used to reimburse 
Department for tents and things of that character, we 


eS nstruct the officers of the Government to the contrary ; | 


in know that we want the sufferers to use our tents— 


Fs [ do—and, if necessary, to wear them out and never 
A . . 
m. Let us make it plain that we ought not to take 


nd a half million dollars to replace the tents we have 





-RKINS. I desire, Mr. President, to supplement what 
man of the Committee on Appropriations [Mr. ALLI- 

















SON] has said, and perhaps my explanation wi 
riend from South Carolina [Mr. 'TMLMAN I 
the wires had flashed the new ‘ the « 
calamity that had befallen San F1 i 
California, I placed myself in « ul 
tary of War. Congress had the i 
relation to the matter, neither House | ry 
The Secretary of War said, “Anything ( 
not authorized by law to do so, s 
of the distressed and homeless |x : of 
that time my information was that 1° 0 

3, destitute, and without food. 

I want to say in passing that tl pecretal ‘ 
missary-General, the Quartermaster 
retary, and, indeed,.all other office i 
War Department, ; well as in the NN 
ments, vied with each other to « LL the 
distre ss of those people. i} 
office during the Sabbath « 2 g hi | 
matters of relief and directing, inditing | 
grains and other communications to the ¢ ral 
San Francisco and other officers of the Go 

I have, however, seen it stated in the ne 
by the Senator from New Ha hire [Mr. G 
part of the money appropriated by Co 
rected in the channels in which it wa ed 
go. Therefore this morning I placed lf in 
with Major-Gener the } 

fter consultation et of V 
matter, the Secreta 
to the chairman of ‘ 
Mayor James D. P 
President, and | wi 3s of 
Secretary may rea stl 
status of the appro Co : 
the people of Calife 

I merely wish t lag 
of Congress, but of the people throug ‘ 
cited the admiration and gr 
as well as of others who have i st 
fellow-beings. 

I now ask that the Secretary read 
Secretary of War. I think it will 
and to the satisfaction of my fri l fre Sout! 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the absen of 


Secretary will read as requested. 

















The Secretary read as follows: 
(Te Sia ; 
W I 1). 
JAMES D. PHELAN 
Chairme Re f Com tt ( ‘ ( < 
Y and jy co evidel I 
limitations Congres d 
Instantly of G il I st ‘ 
disaster pressing 1 l of food 
people, a I was wit t ia 
to San Francisco rations costing $200,000 
bedding costing more than a million doll: and 
$150,000 to be used and distributed for t 
The transportat 3 
made this order anticipatir that ¢ 
Congress did so by joint resolution 
sistence, in Sit i d me ici ‘ 
| and da s 
J The Preside ‘ i ¢ 
had en incurred { ‘ 
and half of d irs and reco l 
| lio id a | I t 
| thereupon increased the ap} two 
| in all and authorized me to ' this ) 
| quartermaster, and medical stores, but also f t 
it On the recommend n of Gk \ 
| I ordered twe1 five hut i more t 1 ) 
with previous transportati ime purpose 
$° 50.000 There is it availa e ot the pp ‘ ) 
| exceed $700,000, which under the law can 
qu ermaster and medica es, and ti i 
} which can only be ex] id wich the } 
partment, to wit, the bor l officers of tl 
and medical bureaus under my direct I 
authority to turn over the 1 PV 
| committee to be expended by you o1 
cific purposes stated in the Cor 
think that the ipply of 
| supplies ought t e increased, I 1 
| and forwarding of ti to the proner A 
tor distribution, it | 
Treasury of the United St 
discretion is to be exercised 
the specific purposes mention “ ( 
thus limited by law As pl dent of t Red ¢ 
already directed the remittance to y 
the funds of that society and am | ) 1 to order 
|} more as you shall need it 
It will aid us in taking proper a n if yo rill 





amount of money you have on hand and in 


i 
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need more 


4 supplies, tentage, blankets, and clothing enough for pres- 


Wma. H. Tart, 
Secretary of War and President of Red Cross. 


REGULATION OF 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. TILLMAN, I 

re the Senate. 
The 
sideration the bill 12987 ) 

“An regulate approved February 4, 1887, 

and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of 

the Interstate Commerce Commission, 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator from South Carolina allow me 
to make a request? 
Mr. ‘TILLMAN. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that an additional print may be had of all 
the amendments offered to the railroad rate bill. There are not 
enough to make the sets that were ordered this morning for the 
use of 

The 


RAILROAD RATES. 
Recular order, Mr. President. 
ask that the unfinished business.be laid 


Senate, 
of 


to 


(i, Be 


aet commerce,” 


Certainly. 


the Senate. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
<s that additional copies of the amendments pending to the 
railroad rate bill be printed. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and that order is made. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senate confronts the great- 
est economic problem of this age, and, I may add, of any age. As 
the railroad system of the United States is the mightiest frame- 
work of commercial organization that the world has ever known, 
so it presents problems more diverse, more interesting, and more 
practical than ever have before challenged the mind of man. 


") 
ais 


I infer from your telegrams that you now have | 
| air above the earth. 
|} and of his creative genius, moves everywhere, over land ani 
| over sea, and he penetrates even the kingdom of the air wit 
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over the earth, some in the waters under the earth, some in the 
But man, by the contrivances of natur 


i 


| his tentative designs and contemplations, which give omen and 


partial assurance of his yet undeveloped powers and foretoke) 
his achievements in regions just dawning within the range of 


his ambitious thought. 


as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- | 
to amend an act entitled | 


} uses. 
| burdens as he ordains. 


THE 

Man not only moves his own body by the exercise of its lim! 
but also by the subjection of the creatures of the land to his 
The camel, the ox, the horse, the ass bear him and his 
Turning the woods of the forest into the 


SHIP AND THE ROAD. 


|} implements of convenience, he makes the ocean, the lake, the 
| river the common highway of his movements, and turning them, 


too, into appliances for the land, he hardens those appliances 


| With metal taken from the mines and wheels over its surface. 


To his vehicle he sometimes attaches his fellows, sometiimes 
four-footed captive of the animal kingdom, and whatever force 


| he collects he appropriates to his own use and purposes. 


The ship and the road—these have been the greatest of all the 


| instrumentalities of man for the convenience and development 


More complex and not less important than the tariff, these prob- | 


exact 
‘h and understanding. However simple they may seem to 
the casual onlooker or auditor, to those who have studied them 
they grow in reach and width and depth and complication with 
every progressive step of inquiry, and the honest mind that 
seeks to compass them must be profoundly impressed, if not 


lems 


Sear 


patience and conjure the highest faculties of re- | 


of his own movements. The great nations have been those who 
recognize and who perfect the utility of their uses. Behold x 
nation that has ships in plenty and good roads, and you will 
behold a nation that has seized time by the forelock and taken 
methods of advancement by the right handle. It is the science 
of movement that we are to consider in our interstate relations, 
and the time is ripe for action. 


DELAY IN DEALING WITH THE SUBJECT. 


Prof. Arthur T. Hadley, instructor in political economy at 


| Yale and commissioner of labor statistics of Connecticut, is a 


| man of learning and of weight. 


| position of the iconoclast. I 


overweighed, by the limitations of knowledge and by the per- | 


plexities of irregular conditions and countervailing influences— 
geographical, financial, social, political, juridical, and economic. 


A NEW PROBLEM. 


This problem is unlike either the currency or the tariff, in the | 


fact that it is a new problem. The currency and the tariff are 
old customers. Like the poor, they have been with us, and they 
will be with us always. This is a new face at the Congres- 
sional door, a young stranger, I may say, knocking for admis- 
and surely coming in, whether one political party or 
another ‘not in” to the knocker. It a child of the 
nineteenth century, and it is one of its rapid and gigantic 
growths. 
when it was born and lay in its crude cradle. 
cerned the signs of royalty on its infantile brow. We know now 
that it was an infant Hercules; Hercules has grown to full 
statue and wields a club as big as many big sticks, pitchforks, 
and muck rakes bound together like the Roman fasces. 
cules is rich, too, and of near kin to Midas; so rich that in 
comparison Croesus and Monte Cristo are faded specters and 
Plutus has his rival. 

Transportation between the 
the r thereof—that 
problem 


Sion, 


Says is 


No one dis- 


States and foreign nations 


vulation is the broad significance of 


this 


ion of facts. 
then seek to apply and adjust it to the facts, for here, so to 
k, we are ina 


MLK, 


discuss 


determine 
into our consideration. 
rHE 

This problem of transportation is a fundamental problem of 
the human race. 
subject that arrested my 


SCIENCE OF 


MOVEMENT. 


attention when I first saw it. It 
a sententious utterance: “ Man can create nothing; he can only 
ive something.” Out of this window of thought flashes a 
light. Man can not even create so much as a mote that 
in the air. His mission is movement—movement of him- 
ovement of others, movement of thought, and move- 
iings of matter which do unto him pertain. 
of the vegetable creation can not move themselves. <A 
where it takes root, and there may remain 
ms and centuries pass by. 
in fixed localities; but the winds bear the seeds of the 
he plant hither and thither as they listeth, and fruits 
‘ve the autonomy of natural forces plants them. 
Animated creatures were created to move themselves, some 


is 


tree and t 


Srow wurst 


No one could or did forecast the destiny of is chi | : , : } : 
. oo ea ee y of this child | their concentration on things economical was in a degree di- 


Kdward Atkinson has an expression on this | 


while | 
The grass withereth where | 


| verted. 


No one who has read his book 
on railroad transportation is likely to attribute to him the dis- 
commend the things which he 
says which go to explain why Congress did not earlier take up 
this subject. 

In 1860 a storm burst in this country, a storm that had col- 
lected through many centuries, and lay at the deep root of long 
conditions of human affairs. At that time an American citizen 
eligible to the Senate—that is, 30 years old—was just about the 
age of our then railroad system, for on the Fourth of July, 12s, 
Charles Carroll of Carrollton laid the first rail of the Baltimore 
and Ohio Railroad. He was the last signer of the Declaration 
cf Independence, and his passing from the scene in the third 
decade of the nineteenth century marked the beginning of the 
new era of transportation. But while this new era was dawn- 
ing, clouds were also gathering over the people of this country. 
Their thoughts were so surcharged with present things that 


But the earlier railroad movements of this country, Mr. 
President, were initiated by the States and not by the Federal 
Government, and it is natural that the States should have ma- 


Stenc | tured systems of public control earlier than the Federal Govern- 


ment has done so. Now, the railroad system has grown and 


| overspread the country ere we have undertaken in any compre- 
| hensive way to regulate it. 


and | 


A NATIONAL AND WORLD-WIDE PROBLEM. 


This question has important local aspects; but it is not a 


4 ; . | local, but a wide, embracing subject in the phases which it pre- 
It divides itself naturally into the discussion of law and the | 


We must consider the law first, and must | 


sents to us, although it involves the fortunes of many localities 
and of many persons. It is not a State problem in the immeili- 


| ate view of this bill, though the fact underlies it that the States 


sense judges and also jurors, and must | 
both the law and the facts in so far as they enter | of their 
| power. | 
| that concerns the whole people of the United States, both in the 





| 


| our 


| gated the globe, and nations had risen and fallen. 


compose the nation, and that they possess connecting problems 
own which come to a focus in the central national 
It is preeminently, however, a national problem—one 
aggregate and in the severalties of their communal and indi- 
vidual parts. 
But more than this, it is not only as broad as the country; !t 
stretches beyond the ocean, through the necessities, throug! the 
vehicles, through the contacts, through the exchanges, tlic rec! 
procities and the affinities of trade and commerce, and its ! 
in verity run out to the uttermost parts of the earth. 
Antedating the railroad system of the world lie six t! 
years of history and the countless ages of prehistoric times. 
Before the steam engine was invented and before the iro! 
was laid, civilization had overspread the earth in the ol: 
tinents and had appeared and made wonderful advance! 
own country. Great cities had been builded. 1 
ports and harbors had been constructed. Ships had a u 
*eOpl 
languages had come and gone, and great masses of ¢aJ 


nes 


ysand 
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ey and other properties had been 
ted works and establishments of man, 


invested in Inany of the 
‘BING AND IMPEDING ELEMENTS IN THE PROBLEMS PRESENTED, 


When a new system was thus interjected into 
ay an old one, it is obvious that disturbing 


and made to 


factors would | 


‘diately present themselves to the . harmony and to the | 


ible conduct of it according to idealistic views. I will 
point out briefly ere I discuss the question some of these dis- 
ng factors which reveal themselves as Soon as one under- 
{ s to solve any of the given problems which are presented to 

s, any one of which it would take a master mind to discuss 

roughly, and a long essay to explain to other minds, 

Some of these disturbing factors may in some degree be of a 
permanent nature. They are certainly of an existent nature, 
They must be noted and they must be weighed by every fair 

nd that seeks to understand the causations of rates which do 

t take the distance traversed in the transportation of passen- 
gers and freight as a Standard of the principle of price for ear- 
riag Some of them are these: First, the distant and estab- 
lished markets of foreign nations—Liverpool, for instante, Un- 
less the wheat of the Northwest and other surplus farm products 
of our country can reach and have a competitive part in the 
Liverpool market, a great amount of our own trade would be 
curtailed and immense material crowded back upon us. This 
lias led to discriminating practices with respect to our foreign 
commerce which at the first blush strike the mind as exceed- 
ugly unjust and which may heed the processes of correction. 
The result, however, of this condition is a substantial fact exist- 
if in the nature of Civilization. So it has come to pass that 
ess rates are charged to-day for delivery of Wheat in the Liver- 
pool market than for its delivery in the city of New York. 

Chen, again, Mr. President, the seas and the oceans which econ- 


] 


nect us with all foreign nations, from our western and from our 
eastern shores, are in themselves the causation of great currents 
of traffie and travel, and then these waterways constitute in 
themselves a free road connecting all the Seashore nations. An- 
disturbing factor is found in our own rivers, lakes, and 
canals, the internal navigable waters of our own country. We 
ve developed these waters by immense appropriations. We 
hive shaped, constructed, or improved their channels for the 
convenience of our own people, and the result is that oftentimes 
longer route between two points furnishes cheaper transporta- 
tion by a water course than Shorter routes by rail, and railroads 
ut under conditions which it is difficult for the most phil- 


other 


0 ic and the most equitable mind to treat with justice and 
th due regard to all the conflicting interests which are in- 
volved. 
So, Mr. President, the Seaports and the harbors of this 
country and the seaports and the harbors of other countries 


‘ire at varied distances from the initial point of transpor- 

or to the terminal points are in themselyes diverting and 

eS most imperious causes of great Systems of traftic 
erentials in rates, 

| it the great American seaports—Boston, 

} Philadelphia, Norfolk, Newport News, Wilmington, Sa- 

h, Charleston, New Orleans, Tampa, Galveston. How 

loney have the whole people of the United States ex- 


Saltimore, New 


I “! upon them? How have the light-houses risen at popular | 
suide the mariner? How have the harbors been dredged 
is out? How have all the improvements of art and con- 


‘ genius been applied to them ? 
ver, Mr. President, a harbor is like a mountain pass, 
riginated it, and a harbor is in a certain sense a general 
ervasive public possession and convenience, 
gain, Mr. President, comes the competitive force of 
ad lines at varied distances from important initia] 
al points, introducing the perplexities and the vari- 
tive and constant competition. 
Mr. President, arise practices which have 
out of irregular conditions 
id of large Sections within prescribed distances from 
terminal points on one basis of charge for travel or 
this is what railroad men eal] the “ basic system.” 
Mr. President, an is a gregarious animal. It has been 
Of the human race since they commenced their jour- 
ugh this world to collect together in tribes, societi, 
nizations of all kinds, to build habitations and cities 
‘, Sometimes demanded by necessities of defense, 
social nature of man have fTown great 
turing, of mining, or Agricultural 
rt, and great emporiums of 
IS bulks of traffie that can and do obtain carriage at 
“ Tates, while retail rates are charged communities 
ipply less naterial for carriage, 


£rown in a 


the grouping of a 


produce, of eduea- 
commerce which supply 


humber | 


} 
| 
| 


centers of | 


| 


nica ia a nermnniianesiipabiaiidibe 

I have not time, in the space that I shall endeavor to o 
the attention of the senate, to discuss fully the nature o6 
of these variant and diversified causations that are eo) 
qualities in determining the rates of trathe, I have sugcreste| 
them, to begin with, that |] May bring to the rea] zation of tl 
minds of those Who have not bondered how eo) iplex, how intri- 
cate, how irregular these problems are, and how l 
the nature of the case it is for the wit ; r the wisdom of man to 
provide at this Stage of our railroad and social development 
any perfected code which Will reach all eyils , r will harmon 
the whole System in accordance With any perfected theory of 


human action. 
LEADING QUESTIONS. 

I shall now turn, Mr. President, to discuss a few of the pr 
tical questions Which are before us. Has the Congress of the 
United States been invested by the Constitution With 
regulate passenger and freight 
State to State? 

Dees the power to regulate passenger and freight charges 
include the power in Congress to fix the identical rate ; 
a passenger or a certain weight of freight may 
State to State? 

Does the power of Congress include the right to fix 
and freight rates from any station or any place in one State 
to any other Station in another State, or is it confined to fixing 
the rates of carriage simply across a State |] 

Has Congress the power to declare the Principles upon whieh 
rates shall be fixed, and then by statute to enforce compliance 
with such principles on the part of the transportation companies 
Which conduct the transportation ? 

Can Congress authorize a commission to 
reasonable and just rates for 
freight from State to State in 
which it has defined by law? 

Can Congress authorize enforce compliance 
or through the courts to compliance by transportation 
companies with the rates fixed by the Conmunission in 
with the principles which it 

To each and 


powe r to 


charges in transportation from 


be carried fr mM 


Pp issenvrer 


Ine? 


ascertain and fix 
the carriage of passengers and 
compliance with the principles 
‘it commission to 
seek 
accordance 
has declared by 
every one of these 


law? 
questions my mind readily 


yields an affirmative response, and to my reading the position 
which those answers assume is abundantly susta “i by the 
decisions of both the State and Federal courts of this country, 
and by consensus of opinion on the part of the great majority 
of lawyers and publicists who have Studied them. Ina l, Mr 
President, the affirmation of these doctrines is so intrenched 
in American jurisprudence by the concurrence of judicial] ind 
scholarly minds and by popular acceptation that persistence 


in disputing any of them seems rather to flow from 
from the pride, or from the enthusiasm of individual op 
or from inflamed passion of interested motive than 
fairly grounded hope or expectation that they will 
versed. 

It is highly important, 
rightly informed on 
juridical status of 


the egotis) 
hion 
from any 


ever be re- 


however, that the 
this subject, that 
these 


publie nd be 
it should unde rstand the 


questions, and that our own minds 
should contemplate the Situation from the status in y hieh 
judicial decision has placed it, whether that status be one 











altogether pleasing to us or no. These are the re sons t 
actuate me in reviewing some of the fround which h Already 
been so well occupied by others, whose profound researches and 
whose enlightening expositions have made this debate ny 
able for its display of intellectual faculties and of legal lor 
FAIR CONSTRUCTION OF THE CONSTITUTION, RATHER THAN 
METAPHYSICAL REASON]? 

Certain other questions besides these are in the publie m vd 
; and have become practical here. But for the present | will 
| pass them by to discuss those which are fundamental] 
| Chief Justice Marshall uttered these words in the great case of 
| Gibbons v. Ogden. which was decided in 1824. That cag lls 
|} 240 pages of the ninth volume of Wheaton’s Repor 
seems applicable to the strenuous refinings and S 
| of Congressional power which I have heard here a) ! 
| the debate made upon this fleor, Hy said: 

Powerful and ingenious mi is, taking, as 
expressly granted to the Government of the Union a to ed 
by construction into the nay owes poss ] 
original powers of the States are retained. \ i 
will retain them, may, by a course f w l-d ested i } 
metaphysical reas: iS, Tounded on t é f \ 
Constitution of our Country and leave it a 7 ent st e indeed 
to look at, but tot ully unfit for use 

They may so ent ingle I t I ling 
principles which were before 1 ght i pla and ind d 
where, if the mind were to pur > its own course, n 
perceived. In such a ease it is pe rly necessary to rr 
and fundamental principles to sustain those principles d. w , S 
tained, to make them the tests of the arguments to be ni l 


(Gibbons v. Ogden, 9 Wheat., «<2; A. D. 1824 











POW rO REGULATE COMMERCE IS SPECIFIC, COM- 
, AND COMPREHENSIVE, 
1M President, when we take up the Constitution, 
ents and perplexities which infest a few minds 
( before a fair and natural construction of the language 


lly when considered with reference to the his- 
Territories. The power of Congress to regu- 
conferred in any meager fashion by the 


* com ree Was not 
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Constitution of the United States. “ Regulate” is a word of 
f } it is an imperial, a kingly word, as comprehensive 
cnty. It was uttered by the voice of the whole 
people of the United States, and it is as comprehensive as either 
ty over the land which we inhabit and over every 
ad « ‘yvthing which pertain thereto. “God said Let 
t be li and there was light.” This phrase is a little 
! r than that in which the people have conferred their sov- 
ere 1 J ers upon Congress; but there is nothing meager in 
more than in the other. The one applies to that 
, ( ‘ bove us all which made that light, which he 
~ to see let him see. The other applies to that 
( 3 iry power of human government which, 
» sovereign people, was transferred by them to 
i as their servants. To these servants the people gave 
r sovereign power to regulate all of their concerns of 
con mo the States. And what is “regulate?” It is 
e th ile by which commerce is to be governed.” 
| yer, like all others vested in Congress, is complete in 
f be exercised to its utmost extent, and acknowledges 
) tations other than prescribed in the Constitution.” So 
{ f Justice Marshall in Gibbons v. Ogden (9 Wheaton, 
t dangerous power indeed. All power is dangerous, for 
, be abused. Nevertheless, it must exist, and 
exist, and it for us, as we may, to use it wisely, in 
s h ! 1 committed to our hands for use. It is a 
t is an all-comprehending power. Necessity and 
its y limitations; for Congress is given power | 
( I] which shall be necessary and proper 
into ecuti the foregoing powers ’’—that is, 
d en enumerated. (Art. I, see. 8.) 
ich tl word “necessary” is used 
i ( S we | ilso to that with which it 
fact it 1 to qualify its strict and 
pre to the mind an idea of same choice 
1ig ned and compressed within the nar- 
the Supreme Court held that so the end be le- 
1 within the scope of the Constitution, and all means 
which are plainly adapted to that end, 
hited and which consist with the letter and 
Constitution, are constitutional. 
( lso, Judge Brewer giving the 
h Carolina l S., 199 U. 8S., 448. 
i ten instrument As ich its meaning does 
hen ins mm i ng 
l ve as 
] I in 
\ n tl pow 
v e the i ad 
t nera Z i 
ahs S i ia 
lerstood wher ade, are j 
ings not within them rez still excluded. 
} ir. J the Constitution in its outlook is like the 
‘ obscura, which has its face always turned toward the 
Constitutions were made solely for the future. If they 
did t have a forward look, they would be meaningless and 
the thing that the Constitution deals with may 
ig, or even in the imagination of man, | 
{ es within the purview of the power extended 
is grasped by the Constitution, exactly like 
as | re the glass and is reflected on the 
x POV LATE COMMERCE AND 
| ! n of this earth to-day President, which 
p l civil i n of mank certainly none of 
ly 1 is, that does not assun and exercise the 
to regulate railroad traflic and to fix rates. Out of all 
States that compose the American Union there 
State which has denied that it possessed this 
the range of its own jurisdiction. 
is has been eagerly suggested here, that the 
I ed States have withheld from Congress the 
| es and the power to employ the natural and ap 
strative agencies to assist them in that work 
deed, be the oddest nation that ever happened in 
i time 


i 
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It would also be the most impotent nation in its intimate a; 
most important concerns that ever asserted for itself the att 
butes of sovereignty or that ever flew a flag on land or xs 
It would stand forth the most prodigious monument of odd 
and helplessness that the wondering world has ever known. 

If it be true, Mr. President, that the Constitution of 
United States did not intend in conferring power “to regu] 
commerce, with foreign nations, and among the several Stat; 
and with the Indian tribes,” to convey complete and all-« 
bracing power in that sentence, it would seem that those w] 
have been called the “sages of the Revolution ” were ignorant 
persons who little understood the meaning of the words t)}, 
were using, and that our people have been under delusion 
regarding them as wise and far-seeing men. 

If it be true that Congress can not fix the principles and 
confer on executive bodies or commissions the details of « 
amining rate questions and of ascertaining the figures w!] 
conform the rates to the principles declared, such doct; 
would paralyze government by imposing upon Congress an 
possible task and nullifying practical, expedient, natural, 
convenient methods by which alone Congressional powers 
this description can be properly and fitly exercised. 

It is well-nigh inconceivable to my mind that any other mind 
that is reasonably conversant with human concerns, and that 
reasonably fair and righteous in reaching its conclusion, « 
for a moment dwell upon such nullifying doctrines without 
ceiving that they are weird, eccentric, destructive, and indeed 
impossible. 


\ 


CONGRESSIONAL POWER MUST BE 


SUBORDINATE 


CONFERRED 
AUTHORITIES, 
This Government has been, and now is, and the more and 
more must be, as populations increase, in the habit of tr: 
ring to subordinate authorities and to executive bodies the 
details of its administration, whether that administration refers 
to the fulfillment of either legislative, executive, or judicial 
powers. 


Congress itself could not accomplish its work unless t! 


IN MANY CASES 


ecutive agents of the two Houses were empowered to bu | 
sell, to print, to travel, and to do the myriad essential things 


in execution of the powers of each House or of the Co 
which they compose. 

Every Cabinet minister and his subordinates must of es- 
sity hear and determine a vast variety of questions wl - 
tain to administration. Our public lands could not be | 
Our rivers and harbors could not be improved for nay 


Our courts could not have commissioners in chancery re- 
ceivers. Our armies and navies could neither be o1 l, 
clothed, armed, fed, or moved. Our customs and 


tar s 
would be burdened with dead letters. Our immigration laws 
and quarantines would be like the Pope’s bull against the 

The Interior and Agricultural Departments would be ; 
The Pension Bureau would become a nonentity. In sh such 
a doctrine, generally applied, would be as if the ice ax l 
come again, and the glaciers had taken the place of cit or- 
chards, and fields, where civilization had been, but was no! 


The Congressional power to regulate commerce among the 
States is “ exclusive ” as well as complete. 

Not only, Mr. President, is this power to regulate commerce 
all embracing—“ complete ” and “ entire,” as the courts « ss 
it—it is an exclusive power. No other agency in the | | 


States but Congress and those whom it appoints to ad 


it can exercise it. The power of the State ends at its E 
ary line. The power of the United States only ends y e the 
oceans have circumscribed the range of its steam and i 


vessels and where its own immense boundaries meet 1 yt « 
foreign nations. 

The Constitution of the United States having given to Con: 
power to regulate commerce, not only with foreign nations, |! 5 
the several States, that subject is necessarily exclusive 
the subjects of it are national in their character or admit on 
uniform system or plan of regulation. 

So said the Supreme Court, through Judge Bradley, LOD- 
bins v. Shelby County Taxing District (120 U. §., 45 Na} 
and so it repeated, through Judge Brewer, in Atlant 











graph Co. v. Philadelphia (190 U. S., 162, 1902). , 
Out of this power of Congress, Mr. President, rises the 
subordinate and fitting powers which are necessary to \ 
mate and to accomplish it. To regulate commerce cart 
it the power to build and maintain light-houses, Pp - 
breakwaters ; to employ revenue cutters; to cause suryé 
made of coasts, rivers, and harbors; to appoint all | 
officers at home and alvoad, to prescribe their duties, 
terms of office and compensation; to define and pu all 
crimes relating to commerce within the sphere of the ‘ ‘ 
tion. 


Any carriage of goods which crosses a State line 
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te commerce; and the fact that transportation from one THE FOUNDATIONS OF CONGRESSIONAL POWER. 
to another is accomplished, in whole or in part, through I shall refer now to the foundations of this power. When \ 
agency of independent and unrelated carriers up to and | turn to the specific source of Congressional power over the 
the State line does not affect the character of the transac- | ulation of commerce we find them in more than one clause 
this respect. For whenever an article destined to a | the Constitution. Indeed, there as no less than five prov ns 


without the State is shipped or started therefor it be- | of our Constitution which should be considered in endeavoring 
a subject of interstate commerce, and carriers employed | to grasp this subject. 


transportation thereof, although neither of them may Article I, section 1, of the Constitution says: 
rom one State to the other, are subjects, as instruments (1) All legislative powers herein granted shall be vested in the Con 
h commerce, to national legislation and control. gress of the United States, which shall consist of a Senate and a Ho 


of Representatives. 
There is a general grant of “all legislative powers.” Then 
come specific enumerations: 


teamer plying between two points within a State is en- 

n commerce between the States so far as she is employed 

sporting goods destined for other States. (Daniel Ball 

. 10 Wall., 557.) _ (2) To regulate commerce with foreign nations, among t 

n a part of the route of carriage is on a loop, outside of | Stes, and with the Indian tribes. (Art. I, sec. 8.) 

ite transportation on such route is interstate commerce : cs : . , * . 


q ‘ (3) To establish post-offices and post-roads (Art. I. se g 
it within the power of the State. P a ; 


i 
(4) The Congress shall have power to dispose o nd make I l 
ful rules and regulations respecting the territory and oth 


longing to the United States. (Art. IV, se 






nication by telegraph and telephone is commerce if 
| on between the different States, and lies as much within 
- of Congressional regulation as the transportation of That stretches over the District of Columbia and ¢ 

: the Territories, which are under the immediate jurisdictio f 
Congress. 





N OF COMMERCE WITH FOREIGN NATIONS, AMONG THE STATES, 
AND WITH INDIAN TRIBES. 

Mr. President, we come to the argument of analogy. 
ver to regulate commerce is specified in three respects— 
reign nations, among the States, and with Indian tribes. 
urts have decided that these are commensurate powers, 

in themselves, exclusive in themselves, and equally 
ensive within themselves. They have also decided 
se powers which the States may exercise within their 


(5) To make all laws which shall be necessary and pr f 
rying into execution the foregoing powers, and all other } 
by this Constitution in the Government of tl 
any Department or officer thereof. 

Is this not as wide, specific, and clear as lucid languag 
make it? It is all power, saving only in so far as some 1 
tion may be placed upon it by other parts of the Const 
as, for instance, that 


No preference shall be given by any 


jurisdiction with respect to a regulation of freights | ot) the ports of one State ower th ” 

fic the United States may exercise within the same re- | pound to or from one State be oblized to « 
to the same extent in interstate-commerce matters. in any other. 

»wwer of Congress to regulate commerce among the States If there be any matter that belongs to commerce among t 
ign, exclusive, and complete. Congress may legislate | States, that matter is comprehended and embr 1 in that 


ct thereto to the same extent, both as to the rates and 
matters of regulation, as a State may do in respect 


power. 
How, Mr. President, can one at this stage of debate on tl 
local or internal commerce. subject find provocation or comfort in challenging a power 
universally recognized and just upon the stage of applicatio 


e conduct of commerce, the whole subject of the liability g 
state railroad companies for the negligence of those in | The inventive genius of man is strained to discover 


ce, these may be covered by national legislation en- | difficulty or doubt upon this subject. tut a little comf 
y Congress under its power to regulate commerce be- | been taken by a recent expression of Judge Harlar Im the 
the States. (Peirce v. Van Duzer, 58 Fed., 700.) | course of his opinion in the Northern Securities case, 193 U. S., 
power of Congress on this subject is plenary. It may | page 343, he used the following words: 
‘ to the qualifications, duties, and liabilities of em- Would it be said that Congress can meet such « 
ind others on railway trains engaged in that commerce; | scribing rates by which interstate carriers shall 





. 9 ° eas . a ‘anspor ig of r) an passengers ? f or 
gislation will supersede any State action on the | ;°nsportabion @ a oo = cee 
. : : . . 3 . 7 k such ites, ‘ pon that question we express ho Of 

But until such legislation is had it is clearly within | not choose to exercise its power in that way or : t that 

— ncy — a oe a rae 1 aa are ies : ' | Judge Harlan in that case simply recognized a ndit 

ist withi ir I s. Nashville AC h ‘ a . : wad 
: a ithin 1e lL im) iSDVilie Ibe Se O., that Congress was not regulating rates. He had no pr 
S., Jd.) | tion to express a decisive question of the decisive subject, : i 


NOT “ARTICLES OF COMMERCE” ONLY, WITHIN THE | any allusion was obiter dictum. But it does not follow 
2oU ae. the judge has any doubt on this subject. 


: argued by the able Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] | A corporation 
1 te is not an article of commerce, and therefore not to| — <2 ; 
: | As he has said 


by Congress. The shortest and simplest answer to 





hat the power is not one to regulate “articles of com- a te rt & a = 7 . 
but to regulate “commerce.” Mr. President, if you | of the government umen 
take the rate out of interstate commerce, I fancy that | it conducts its busine hi : : protect 
uid be completely out of the play. You might as | "Teas ne a Tae Seas SEATeS 
the axle out of the wheel or the spoke out of the In that same case, in which Judge Harlan thus passed 


rate is the thing that moves all, the mainspring of | Without opinion, Mr. Justice White said: 








amongst the States; and it would be just as reason- | . The plenary authority of Congr SS Ove r_interst . 
hat 1 “7 regenlate » rate wAnse it is right to regulate it to the fullest extent, to fix the rates to b ‘ 
: that you can not regulate the rate because it 18 not | for the movement of interstate cor e, to g 
b ol commerce as to Say, There is my watch; fix it up; | ways and vehicles actually engage i in h t d 
out the mainspring, and take care that you do not | and every other power 01 sucl i e whi s 1 





that.” There is nothing that concerns commerce among | thority conferred by the Constitution, is thus conceded. 

s as a part thereof, the machinery thereof, or the per- In the case of the Interstate Commerce Cot es = 
oyed therein that is not within the complete and ex- | Pati, etc., Railroad (167 U. 8.), known generally as the “ Maz 
culation of the Congress of the United States. mum Rate case,” Justice Brewer, giving the opinion of the S 
; preme Court, used these expressions : 


GLE JUDGE HAS GIVEN OPINION THAT THE LEGISLATURES IN 








ATES OR THE CONGRESS CAN NOT FI ATES There were three obyious and dissimilar courses open for 
E R - NGRESS CAN NOT wix RATES. . tion. Congress mizht itself prescribe the rates. or it micht + to 
i: esident, there is one remarkable thing about this ques- | some subordinate tribunal this duty, or it might leav 





he great questions of income tax and of currency | nies the right to fix re 


tes, subject to regulations 











rly all the great questions which have agitated the | Well 2S to that male ee cnst be teascaable @ 8 ® Ad 
nd we have seen vacillating and divided courts. Up to | control over railroads through a aaa ——— 

single judge of the United States, not a single judge | It had been resorted to in Englan the § 

hundreds who have had this subject under advise- | U®!- : . : 

er in the State or in the Federal tribunals, has ever Thus has the Supreme Court given the imprimatur of its utter- 
hat Congress has no power to fix rates in interstate | 2nce on this question. 

There is more unanimity upon this subject in the | no conrracTION .OF CONSTRUCTION JUSTIFIED BY THE HISTOR 

nd of this country than there has ever existed upon COMMERCE CLAUSE. 

since our Constitution was founded and submitted It has been said, Mr. President, that the history of the co 


lerpretation of man, merce clause of the Constitution of the United States is con- 
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ducive to narrow and contracted construction of its meaning. 
Let me read a little from Bancroft: 


The new Republic as one nation must have 
to regulate its foreign commerce, to colonize its large domain, 
rovide an adequate revenue, and to establish justice in domestic 
by prohibiting the separate States from impairing the obligations 
itracts. Each of these causes was of vital importance; but 
e necessity for regulating commerce gave the immediate impulse to a 
( perfect Constitution. (Bancroft on the Constitution, Ist vol., 146.) 
While these ends, Mr. 
while the Americans were getting their minds together with 
a view to commercial questions, a British 
council was made in July, 1783, restricting to British subjects 
and the carrying of American produce from American 
ports to any British West India island and the carrying of the 
of those islands to any port in America. 
act of British imposition stung and aroused American 
and drew together and impelled the States together to 
the common adversary. 


inding influe 


nee, 


four 


settling 
ships 


produc e 
This 
spirit 
resist 
VIRGINIA MA THEIR BETTER 


UNITED STATES ON WAY TO A 


UNION, 


RSHALS THE 


At the 
ing nation toward the East, 
looking toward the West. 

Che complete cession of the Northwest and the grant of the desired 
the offerings of Virginia to the general welfare. Simul- 
usly, her legislature, in December, took cognizance of the aggres- 
equal commerce. The Virginians owned not much shipping 
and had no special interest in the West India trade, but the British 
prohibitory policy L 
s in the war they looked upon “union as the rock of their political 
; again rang the bell to call the other States to 
i complained of “a disposition in Great Britain to gain 

il advantages injurious to the rights of free commerce and repug- 

to the principles of reciprocal interest and convenience, i 

e only permanent foundation of friendly intercourse,” and unani- 

npower Congress to adopt the most effectual 

-estrictions on American navigation so long as 

uuld be continued. And Governor Harrison, by their direction, 

ated the act to the executive authority of the other States, 

the immediate adoption of similar measures, and he sent to 

ites of his own State in Congress a report of what had been 

done. is is the first in the series of measures through which Vir- 

marshalled the United States on their way to a better Union. 

on the Constitution, Ist vol., 148.) 

TO GRAPPLE WAST AND WEST TOGETHER. 

Soon Washington’s practical mind was seeking to grapple the 
East and the West together, and in the autumn of 1784, he was 
journeying among the streams and paths of the Alleghenies, 
sketching in his mind a system of internal communication of the 
I with the Ohio; an affluent of the Ohio to Cuyahoga, 


there were those who were 


im] 
tane 


Sion on 


were 


n,”’ so they 


They 


ginia 
(Bancroft 


WASHINGTON SEEKING 


Potomac 


and so from the site of Cleveland and Detroit and onward to the 


Lake of the Woods. 

A little later the people of Maryland and Virginia petitioned 
jointly the legislatures of their respective States for the united 
action for improving the navigation of the Potomac, and we find 
Washington himself as the leading Virginia negotiator, where 
he successfully consummated his mission, the plan adopted 
being speedily passed by the legislatures of both States to their 
mutual satisfaction, and, as Washington hoped, to the advantage 
of the Union. 

This is but a slender noting of a great chapter in our consti- 
tutional history. It shows, on the one hand, how, looking to the 
ocean, fore 
hand, looking to the West, internal commercial communication 
by practical 
sideration which in time found expression in placing the regu- 
lation of commerce between the States on the same footing in 
the Constitution as that of regulation of commerce with for- 

whether by land or by sea. The Senator from 
CULBERSON] has admirably presented a phase of 
which I will not repeat, but it powerfully reen- 
the broadest view and the wisest 
human mind, looking to all points of the com- 
grew out of the minds of the Constitution 
a foundation commensurate with the mighty framework 
which they were to erect, all-comprehending as to the 
commercial power, exclusive in its nature, leaving nothing of 
mimerce between State, foreign or domestic, that was not put 
the power of the Congress of the United States. 
DICIAL Expt THE TO FIX RATES. 
President, if we have been embarrassed, in mild degree, 
by the injection of subjects of debate which would 
o have passed out of that category into settled question, 


nations, 
r l AT os 
Texas | Mr. 


hese views, 


ve of the 


it there 


th 
forces them It was from 
I 
T 


MISS, TI 
builders 


about 


SITIONS ON POWER 


ruments employed deserve to be completely answered, not | 


» philosophy of history and by the natural reading of 


itutional papers, but as well by the juridical expositions | 


ave been passed upon this subject. In the centennial 
76, the case of Munn v. 


ar, 
United States Supreme 


any causes promoting union, four above others exercised steady | : ie . 
| basic principles upon which he rested it have not from that , 
| to this been disturbed or overruled. 


President, were being discussed, and | 


| nished, and articles sold. 


offended their pride and their sense of honor, and, | 


which | 


ign commerce inspired union, and how, on the other | 


methods was begetting in the minds of men, a con- | 


Illinois was decided by the | ae 
Court. Chief Justice Waite, of Ohio, | power, that it is within the power of Congress to charter a 


| a broad-minded and learned man, one of great industry and 


tient attention, gave the opinion. His opinion is one of 
most learned essays that have gone forth on this subject. 


He showed how, under ¢), 
power inherent in every sovereignty, a government may 
late the conduct of its citizens toward each other, and, 


I 


| necessary for the public good, the manner in which each }, 


or used his property. 
He showed further how the exercise of these powers had | 


order in | customary in England from time immemorial; how they 


been exercised in this country from its first colonizatio 
regulate ferries, common carriers, hackmen, bakers, mi! 
wharfingers, innkeepers, and, in so doing, to fix the maxi 
charge to be made for services rendered, accommodations 
The statutes of all the thirteen orig 
inal States, Mr. President, abound with such illustrations 
show that our forefathers, when they were building States 
molding them into a nation, had themselves no sense of the 


| perfection and impotence of the werk which they were « 


: : ‘ | structing. 
same time, while we were turning the face of the com- | 0 


also | 


Said Chief Justice Waite, in Munn v. Illinois (94 U. S., 112 


With the fifth amendment in force, Congress in 1820 eonf 


| power upon the city of Washington to regulate rates of wharfag 
| private wharves; the sweeping of chimneys, and to fix the rates of 


therefor, * * * and the rate and quality of bread (3 Stat.. 
sec. 7); and in 1848 to make all necessary regulations res; 
hackney carriages and the rates of fare of the same, and the rat: 
hauling by cartmen, wagoners, carmen, and draymen, and the 
of commissions of auctioneers (9 id., 224, sec. 2). 

From this it is apparent that, down to the time of the adoption 


| the fourteenth amendment, it was not supposed that statutes reculat- 


ing the use, or even the price of the use, of private property Ces- 
sarily deprived an owner of his property without due process of |: 
Under some circumstances they may, but not all. The amendment 
does not change the law in this particular; it simply prevents the 
States from doing that which will operate as such a deprivation. rn 

This brings us to inquire as to the principles upon which this power 
of regulation rests, in order that we may determine what is within and 
what without its operative effect. Looking, then, to the common law 
from whence came the right which the Constitution protects, we find 
that when private property is ‘‘ affected with a public interest it ceases 
to be juris privati only.’”” This was said by Lord Chief Justice Hale 
more than two hundred years ago in his treatise De Portibus Maris 
(1 Harg. Law Tracts, 78), and has been accepted without objection 
as an essential element in the law of property ever since. Property 


{ does become clothed with a public interest when used in a manner to 


make it of public consequence and affect the community at large, 
When, therefore, one devotes his property to a use in which the public 
has an interest he, in effect, grants to the public an interest in ¢! 
use, and must submit to be controlled by the public for the com: 
good to the extent of the interest he has thus created. He may with- 
craw his grant by discontinuing the use, but so long as he maintains 
the use he must submit to the control. 


Mr. President, it will be perceived that not only does the regu- 


| lation of commerce by Congress come within the clear and 


specific meaning of an expressly enumerated grant of power, 
but that in the very nature of the case and by the exercise of 
public employment under the jurisdiction of a sovereign power— 
the United States—it is a power so necessary to sovereignty, so 
absolutely indispensable to society, so inherent in the nature of 
the government of man that for centuries before this nation 


| came into being it was exercised by our mother country, that 


it was brought here and introduced into every one of the States 
of this Union, and that by the common law, by the verdict of 
history, by the invariable habits of mankind, and by distinctive 
and clear expression of the Constitution of the United States 
Congress stands in the possession of this power to-day. 

My distinguished and able friend the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
ForaKeER], who has made on this subject a speech of great in- 
struction, one which illuminated to my own mind phases in 
the practical bearings of it which I had not understood or aj)re- 
ciated until I heard his discussion, will permit me to say—I 
hope without diminishing from my conception of his ability, 


| his earnestness, his patriotism, or his power—that I conceive 


that he has used a misleading argument in his speech whet he 
points out that Congress in chartering the Pacific railroads S 
exercising a proprietary power and not a power of regu n 
in prescribing their freights or putting conditions upon tlici 
such as we invoke here. 

If the Senator will read the charter of the Pacific rail 
and if he will read the decisions of the courts in expou 
that charter, he will see that the Supreme Court of the | 
States does not rest the power under any such narro. 
of thought as that which he deliminates. It appears 
that charter was not only over the territory described )) 
as under the proprietary rights of the United States, 
owned it and was its immediate legislator, but that it | 
as well to sovereign and perfected States. In the case 0! 
fornia v. Pacific Railroad Companies (127 U. 8. Rep., p. 1) 
be found that the Supreme Court has held, in defining 


} 
| 


Ss 
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irond to run anywhere in the United States, across the | ing of the sovereignties that were complete in themselves that 


; as well as across the Territories. 

1) the ease of the Gettysburg battlefield the Supreme Court 
| another question, which up to that time—— 
FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

DANIEL. One moment, just let me finish the sentence— 
5 up to that time had not met with its definite adjudica- 
that is to say, that the United States possess complete 
t domain and for any public purpose may condemn and 





{ the land of any citizen anywhere. In 127 United States | 
{ pply that to the charter of interstate-commerce corpora- 
i aking the circle round of the completed power of the 
[ i States on this subject. 

FORAKER. Mr. President - 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 


\ to the Senator from Ohio? 

; DANIEL. With pleasure. 

FORAKER. If I rightly understand the remarks of the 
r from Virginia, he entirely misapprehended the sense 


Q 
j ich I employed the term “ proprietary ” in the connection | 
1 med by him. I did not employ that term in that connec- 
t to indicate that the Pacific railroads, the nature of the 
‘ er for which we were then considering, were constructed 


t] rh lands belonging to the United States or other lands over 
the United States had exclusive jurisdiction, as over the 


Te ries; but I employed the term to indicate that it was |} 


the United States Government that had the proprietary right 
i . ease mentioned to grant the charter, and, granting the 
( ter, it had a right to attach, as a condition precedent to 
njoyment of the charter, any condition it saw fit to pre- 
- and if it saw fit to prescribe in the granting of a charter 
which a railroad was to be constructed a right to regu- 


tes of fare, the taking of a charter was an agreement to | 


t ‘estrietion. That was the only sense in which I used the 
t I had no thought of using the word “ proprietary” in | 
( tion with the territory through which the road would run. 


Now, as to the charter of those roads, the Senator will look | 


1 for anything in it indicating that the Congress granted 
{ charter in the exercise of its power to regulate commerce. 
nted the charter, as is expressly stated both in the title 
e act and in the body of the act, in the exercise of its 
to provide for the national defense, to establish post- 

es and post-roads, ete. 
It is true that in 127 United States, as the Senator says, there 
und in the opinion of the court a statement to the effect 


that Congress, in the exercise of its power to regulate commerce, | 


may authorize the construction of a road, and, I think, it goes 


r as to say may construct and operate a road; but it is | 


t true, as I understood the Senator to say, that that was an 

1 of the court and that that part of the opinion of the 

was necessary to the decision of that case. It was not. 

It was, on the contrary, as pure an obiter dictum as was ever 


utt | from the bench. It had no relevancy to the questions 
before the court at all. The opinion was written by a very 
( ful judge, Mr. Justice Bradley, one for whom I have the 


profound respect, but it was, nevertheless, nothing in its | 


n to that case than an obiter dictum pure and simple. 
point I made all the way through—TI hope I do not inter- 


the Senator too much; and, if I do, I shall be glad, of | 


( . to desist-— 
lr. DANIEL. I yield to the Senator with great pleasure. 
FORAKER. The point I made all the way through in 
‘tion with the use of the word “ proprietary ” was that 
er to regulate commerce conferred by the Constitution 


Congress, subject only to the restrictions of the Consti- | 
is a plenary power, just as complete in itself as is the 


fa State to regulate commerce. 


the question remains, What is the power of the State to 
I contended then that the power of the | 
fix rates was a proprietary right that does not belong 
The State has the same right 
United States Government exercises when it grants a 
The State incorporating a railroad can prescribe—and 
s the right, if it does not see fit so to prescribe in the 
That is perfectly com- 


commerce? 


‘ress in that connection. 


any regulation it may see fit. 
to the State, and the Supreme the 


Conrt of 


1 


© charged, maximum or otherwise. 


he Munn case, on which the Senator comments and in 
on with which he pays such a deserved tribute to the | 
ef Justice Waite, the question was whether or not the 
{ Illinois had the power to prescribe maximum rates | 
In that connection, speak- 


'ges for the use of elevators. 


| and other public conveniences, 


United | 
has never in any decision whatever passed upon the 
hn of the right of the Federal Government in the exercise | 
ower to regulate commerce to prescribe what rates | 

























































have this proprietary right, he did quote what had been done 
by Congress with respect to the city of Washington in author- 


izing this city to prescribe maximum rates of charges for ferrie 
but I called attention to the fact 
that, according to all the elementary authorities, that not a 
delegation of legislative power in the sense in which we ordi 
narily discuss that question, but that it is to that 
rule, quoting one authority only out of many that I have 
quoted, because it is so elementary a proposition I rt 
think it necessary to dwell upon it 

So that there is nothing in the Munn ease, where the 


is 
an except-on 
inight 
did mn 


authority 


under consideration was that of a State which had not only 
power to regulate commerce, but had the proprietary right to 
fix rates, and nothing in the citations the Senator makes as to 
what Congress did in respect to the city of Washington, which 
is out of the ordinary rule, that contravenes in any respect 


anything for which I contended. 
The Senator will pardon me 
tion. 


an extended ii 
I would not have done it only he was so 


for such 


iterrup- 


; ¥ } 
ous ana 


geri so 
obliging that somehow or other when you get started in 
| ing on him you can not help it. 
Mr. DANIEL. I am very glad the Senator interrupted me, 
but I think the Senator will take a good deal longer to explain 


his explanation. I hope, however, he will not do it now. 


Mr. FORAKER. I will be content to let it stand in the 
| Recorp alongside with what the Senator says, trusting that 
anybody who will read it will conclude that it does not need 


any explanation. 


| Mr. DANIEL. I did not mean to reflect upon the Senator 
at all, but I was attending in my own reflections to the fact 
that, instead of diminishing the powers of Congress, the Senator 
had shown by his remark that they had an additional power 
| about building railroads, and that one of self-defense or 
national defense. Of course, if they may charter a railroad 


and build it and create it, they may put any regulation they 
please upon it. They can regulate it; and it to me, 
| Mr. President, that in developing a new aspect of the subject 
| the Senator has in no wise contracted my argument, but simply 
enlarged and reenforced it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, if the Senator will not 
plain of me—I will not interrupt the Senator for a 
longer than it is agreeable- 


occurs 


o 
7 


com- 
moment 
the Congress does have powers be- 
yond the one power to regulate commerce. The point I am 
| making is that we are proceeding here under the inde- 
pendent power to regulate commerce, and that this power to do 
| these other things is deducible, not alone from that power, but 
from the other powers that have been conferred by the Consti- 
tution on the Federal Government. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, we are proceeding here under 
all the powers we have got under the Constitution. If we 
power to so proceed, whose business is it to question the 
we are exercising, if we have got that power? 


one 


have 


power 


| Furthermore, the Senator says, as if making some criticism 
| or detraction from the arguments and citations that have been 

made, that the Supreme Court has never yet in a direct case 
| passed upon a rate and held that a Congressional rate was all 


right. It has not passed upon such a question directly for the 


simple reason that no such question has ever been or could 
have been before it. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, all I want 


Mr. DANIEL. 
Mr. FORAKER. 


Let me finish my sentence, if you please. 
It is an open question. 


Mr. DANIEL. It has never passed upon a rate enacted by 
Congress, because no rate enacted by Congress or an agency of 
| Congress has ever been before it. The Senator says it is 
therefore an open question. That is a yery broad remark to 
make in view of the fact that the court has time and again, over 
and over, year in and year out, recognized the power of State 
within itself to make a rate, and declared, or taken for granted, 
and expounded as a principle that our power over 
is complete, exclusive, and unlimited in the Constitut f : 
United States, and built up an analogous system 0 » su t 
in the United States compared with that of the St | s 
true, however, and is obliged to be true, that this particular 
ease in this particular form has never been pr nt the 
Supreme Court of the United States fact that s ld be 


taken in connection with the other fact, that all the indicia of 
opinion and of expression on the subject have pointed to their 


| conclusion in like manner as has been thus st 1. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 


yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 
| Mr. FORAKER. I was only going to suggest to the Senator 
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hat 


| 
there is no difference of opinion between him and me as to 
hat has been decided. The only point I was making a mo- 
ent ago was this, that all the decisions of the Supreme Court 
ith respect to rates have been with respect to rates made by 
he States through the acts of their legislatures or through 
igencies appointed by the legislatures of the States, and I was 
trying to distinguish now, as I did try at considerable length | 
to distinguish when I addressed the Senate on that subject on 
I’ebruary 28, between the power of the State to do that and the 
power of the Federal Government in the exercise of its power 
to regulate commerce. 

That reminds me to say that the Senator a few moments ago 
commented upon my remarks at that time and took exception | 
to what he said my statement was, that a rate was not an ar- 

of commerce. It is true I said it was not an article of 
commit I said more than that. I said that the rate charged 
by a carrier was not an article of commerce; neither was it an 
instrumentality of commerce; neither was it a facility of com- 
‘ither was it anything that had to do with the purpose | 
which looks to the safe carriage of life and the 
ife carriage of property. 

[ ean not any more than call attention to that at this time 
without unduly interrupting the Senator, and, of course, I do | 
not want to do that; but I take advantage of this opportunity, 
through his kindness, to broaden his statement a little bit as to | 
what 1 then said. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, of course I can not quote an 

pinion of the Supreme Court which has decided this question 
the presentation of the actual case involving a rate made by 
rress. All I claim is that the views expressed by the Su- 

Court comprehend and embrace such a case, and be- 


t 
YW 
n 
v 
1 


ree 


merce ; neé 


‘ommerce 
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| reference to the power of Congress to put its power in 


| rately with them when qualified so as to read that “ somet 
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to it that intercourse among the States and the transmission of 
telligence are not obstructed or unnecessarily encumbered by s 
legislation. ; 

These, Mr. President, are broad and deep-rooted principies, 
and it would be most curious indeed if the all-embracinge power 
which has been expounded and illustrated in so many diverse 
forms, as going down to the hackney coach and to the ferry, across 
the ocean, along the railroad, and the telegraph line did not 
embrace that important, substantial, and most moving matter 
the rate of freight or passenger travel upon a road. [ g 


in- 


m 


i content thus to leave it. 


THE POWER OF CONGRESS TO CREATE COMMISSIONS. 
I will address myself now to another question. It is with 


hands of a commission, and to a consideration of what is ¢) 


he 
Lit 


| due process of law which must be observed in dealing with 


questions which arise under the provisions of this measure. | 
heard, and I have read with deep interest, the able speech 
which was made on this floor by the Senator from Pennsy| 


vania [Mr. Knox]. He predicated much that he had to ake 


| upon a general declaration in that speech, with which I feel 
| obliged to take issue. 


He said: 


It is the heritage of every English-speaking man or association of 
men to have his rights determined in a court. It is for the court to 
decide what those rights are. 


This is an idealistic view of the Federal Constitution. As [I 


| read that document this view is not sustained by an examina- 


tion of the Supreme Court decisions. If we regard the facts 
disclosed by those decisions the declaration of the learned and 
distinguished Senator would only be made to conform acecu- 


mes 


| it is the heritage of every English-speaking man to have his 


LSON. Mr. President—— 
PRESIDENT. Does the 

from Minnesota? 

[ yield for a question. 

Has not the Supreme Court, in substance, 

ided that the power of Congress over inter- 

as broad and complete as that of the State 


Senator from Virginia 
the Senator 
vit YANTEL. 
Mr. NELSON. 
REY and ag in de 
over State comme 
Mr. DANIEL. 
the « 


Vir 
il, 


rce f 

I think I have shown that that is the view of 
rts. 
FORAKER. 
it th 


If the Senator from Virginia will allow me, 
Supreme Court of the United States has time and 
which the Senator from Minnesota refers, is | 
wer to regulate commerce conferred by the Constitu- 
Federal Government is as broad and plenary as the | 
regulate commerce that belongs to a State. But the 
sovereignty, has this inherent pro- 
h enables it to go further than the Constitu- 
Congress to go. That the distinction 
all the time. 

want to say to the Senator from Ohio that 
; the power to regulate rates, why has not, in 
manner, Congress the same power over interstate commerce | 

hat the State has over State commerce? 
Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will read the remarks I 
le here on February 28 he will see stated at length why, 
the State has the power to regulate rates that 


‘ided, to 


ng a complete 
‘ight whic 
authorizes the is 
h has been made 

NELSON. I 


he State ha 


1y opinion, 

belong to the Federal Government under the power to 

‘rce. I can not, in the time of the Senator from | 

inia, answer at the length that it would be necessary for | 

to answer to properly make response to what the Senator | 

m Minnesota says. 

DANIEL. Mr. President, I will conclude what I have 

on this subject—that is, the power of Congress—by read- 

opinion in the case of the Pensacola 

v. The Western Union Telegraph Company 

ich Chief Waite again gave the opin- | 

i in that case the broad regulating power of | 

and held that these powers extended in their appli- | 

to telegr to the postal service, to military and 

and covered the whole territory of the United | 
ss, whether crossing State lines or no. He said: 


confined to the 


l 
" 
not 


n extract trom he 


ph ¢ olupanys 


Justice 


iph lines, 


instrumentalities 
in use when the Constitu- 

the Constitution of the 
developments of time and 


not 
known or 
with 

new 


granted are 
tal service 
it t keep 


themselves to 


hey pace 


the 


the horse and his rider to the stage coach, from 

steamboat, from the coach and the steamboat 

the railroad to the telegraph as these new 

e to meet the demands of increasing 

of the business to which 
stances. 

Government for the good of 

the duty of Congress to see 


use 
ill cireu 


e Get 


| might be fatal to the constitutionality of the legislation. 


| many decisions to which I shall presently advert. 


| mission’s rate and the railroad rate if the Commission's 


rights determined in a court,” for it is equally true, as a general 


| allegation, that sometimes, indeed many times, it is not so, ac- 
| cording to the Supreme Court view and according to the Amer- 
| ican practice. 


The conclusions drawn from this broad assertion by the 
ator from Pennsylvania he thus expressed: 


An attempt to specify what right shall be determined by the court 
If the speci- 

fication should not include all his rights, he would be shorn of a con- 
stitutional privilege. Should it undertake to enumerate riglit 
he could not establish, it would be meaningless and unintelliger 
islation. If his rights are determined solely by the Constitutio: 
instrument would be the measure employed in their determi 
If he has rights vested upon some other foundation, a limitatio: 
upon him to have nothing but his constitutional rights det: 
would be a fatal objection. 


So the declaration of the Senator is designed by him to 


Sen- 


apply 


| to every right of a citizen, and to maintain that as to his every 


right he can not be made to suffer without having provision 
made by Federal law that deals with it for testing that right in 
court. Any other test by an administrative board, however 
dignified, however competent, would be to his mind incomplete 
and would lack the qualities of due process of law. 

But the declaration of the Senator and his conclusions are 
alike refuted by the Supreme Court of the United States in 
Here let 
say that I do not overlook the fact that the Senator, from w 
utterance I dissent, has been eminently fair and impartial in 
applying the doctrine he contends for, and by no means confines 
its protection to the carrier. He upholds, amplifies, and ex- 
tends it to the shipper and the passenger. He would require, 
when an injunctive process issues from a court, to suspend for 
a time being a rate fixed by the Commission, a cash deposit or 
bond should be given by the carrier that would secure to tle 
parties entitled to repayment the difference between the | ~s 


me 


hose 


were sustained. 
OFTEN NOT THE HERITAGE OF AN AMERICAN CITIZEN TO HAVE I! rs 
DETERMINED IN A COURT. 

I undertake to say, in contravention of the broad, 
axiomatic expression of the Senator, that there are man 
in this country in which the highest and most sacred riclits 0! 
property and of persons are passed upon finally under adiinis- 
trative law. I also undertake to say that they are ol | 
dignity, if not of greater dignity, than anything that |s 
volved in the rates of passenger or freight traffic. 

I wish, then, Mr. President, in order to get at the meat 0! 
matter, as it underlies the measure which we are end 
to mold, to discuss what is due process of law. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


general, 


eases 
e jual 
in- 
’ this 


ine 
wins 


Virol 


Does the Senator from \ 


| yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
they | 


Mr. DANIEL. With great pleasure. ; ’ 
Mr. KNOX. Of course it was my own misfortune as wi oe 
my own fault if the Senator from Virginia understood that po 


sj] as 








1906. 


f my remarks which he has just read to apply to any other 

of rights than the class of rights proposed to be dealt with 

s legislation—that is, rights of property, vested rights. 

( irse I would probably be one of the last men to stand 
ie floor of the Senate and deny that under the domain 
nistrative law, where the nation or a State is dealing 

t over which it has complete control, the rights of 


are 





‘al 
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very often, indeed almost generally, disposed of | 
administrative boards, as, for instance, the rights of the 
to transmit his mail and the conditions under which he 
permitted to transmit it through the post-office. That 
r over which the Congress has complete control, and 
the administration of the affairs of that Department 


with by Congress as it sees fit. So in the ease of 


{ 


ibution of public lands; so in the case of the citizenship 


Ss 


» in the case of immigration. Anything over 


e Government has complete control and where it defines 
of I 


+} 


LpDRIM 


(NOX. 


ore specifically indicate it. I presumed it would be 


id to do only with the rights we were undertaking to 


varties, of course can be handled through an 
oard. 

I. In custom matters. 

And in custom eases. But my proposition, of 


I 
| 
‘I 


his legislation; and I hold myself unfortunate that 


( 1int 
ti 
Ly h 
from 
ns 
* 
\NII 
ie di 
law i 


\ 


‘ 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia | 


) A NN 


1 


se who read my remarks, and any criticism the 


Virginia may have upon the assertion based upon 


itive cases of course I freely accept. 
L. I have no doubt the Senator fully under- 
fference between those cases in which adminis- 


is held to be conclusive by the courts and those in 


held that the term “due process of law” involves 
process. At the same time, I had to treat the Sena- 
as he uttered it. I have seen that broad, sweep- 


} 
Y 
s} 


apers as a campaign banner, so to speak, and as 


ion which I have just now undertaken to draw be- | 


it 
utioned his own mind he would have confined it, as 


{ 


uke and caution to those who would undertake 


Thal 


ly 


x. 


if the distinguished Senator from Pennsylvania 


] 


jurisdiction of the Federal courts in this matter. 
was simply a general utterance, and had the 


ned it, to a particular class of cases, to which I 
refer. . 
Mr. President——— 


to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 


EL. Certainly. 
SNOX, 

ve already said that the Senator will observe that all 
uthorities I cited in support of that proposition show 


Only for a moment. I merely want to add to | 


two classes of rights. So one could hardly in reading 


a whole or in listening to it as a whole be mis- 
» intention. 


[ have not the slightest doubt in my own mind 


erfect fairness and candor of the Senator from Penn- 


I 





rt 
Lt 


never intended to intimate a criticism of that | 


any way whatsoever. But the Senator speaks from 


of such authority upon questions of law and his 
d character are so well known that I merely 
that if that broad statement were continuously 
it the explanations which belong to it, it might 
» entertain somewhat different opinions from the 
Pennsylvania in an ill light of criticism before 
hich did not epnreciate these distinctions as he 





» make it a basis for showing, if I may, the dis- 
1 on the elass of eases in which the courts con 


ue process of law involves juridical process and 


n that other class of cases which require only 


ve powers as due process of law. 


S$ OF LAW” AND “LAW OF THE LAND.” 


s of law is generally interpreted in our form of 





be an expression equivalent, or nearly so, with 
vy of the land” as used in Magna Charta. It is 
h the people themselves have ordained and laid 


n of their society and to which they have 


tution of a State is the law of the land for 


, 


servance of the procedures which it commands 

tution of the United States is the law of the 

iole Union, and procedures in consonance wit! 
nd none other, are due process of law. 


tation of the law of the land or due 


process of 






ut its inhibition upon the power of Congress or of 


Oss 


| courts, 
by King John to the B: 
hundred years ago. Sin 
ever aberrations our ra 
| chamber courts, 
invaded the law of the 
revolutionary movements have swept over 
the masses of the people of our country 
adhered in their devotion to the 
law of the land, for they are basic to our | 
are a legal guaranty, and there is no pri 
which we should be more devoted or whicl 
fully defend. 


ca 


tional wrong which pres 
in court when the origi 
juridical, or where the 
tive leaves the right to 


» beyond this would | 


the powers of the legislat 
| of legal progress whi 
sentative bodies to advancen 


and administration. 


“DUB PROCESS OF 


+} 
i} 


L 


mi 


AW ” 


iy | 


eo 


ion, and to put 


ty, which may be 
under the C 
cuu I 
ha be 
or to subtract f 
too, that jury 
law of the land 
xisting due proces 
a appr { 
erves to tl ( 
nal quest le 
original question 
be heard by an admin 
» to freeze, if not to 


The term “due process of law,” as used 


CORPORATIONS, LIKE INDIVID! 


Ss 
i] 











eo 


military 


land, ai 


ince the rise of corporations 
ed—and since the ft 
been established beyond debate by 
tion is a person in the s 
this effect are so a 
to reverse them. 


LS, 


rd 


artificia 


yuurteenth amendment 


nse of the 


cepted that no 


however 


the 


ne 
one 





is older in English history than Ma 


Runnymede 
f gE 
en afflicts 
or USUI 


sacred right 


‘hallenges 


onstitution, and de 


It is to be remembered in the consideration o 
this that whatever may be the weaknesses 
corporations which have been developed, 
however justly offenses have been imputed to 
more and no less than erreg of hu 
nated together by popular opinion and by; 
and with all their vices and with all their 
more and no less than reflexes of the conduc 
flesh and blood who ec ose them. It must b 
that if they be but n-made, artificial 
were and continue to be their creators nd 
their beneficiaries as well as their \ 
and natural creatures they are mixtures ¢ 

A corporation is, in fact, only a shell with a 
it. Everything inside of the shell is pr 
charters which the people themselves h 
human beings who own the property, in f 
by law, and plus or minus tl wh I 
fashion have inflated the s Tl 
created by law and living by and under lay 
title to be protected | he la = 
of that law is has every indi lua ( 
whether he be on the inside or the tside 

What, then, is the definitive mea gr 
process of law as applied to such cases as 
That every individual, whether a human ’ 
person called a corporation, is entitled to | 
her, or its property, his, her, ts liber 
the laws of this land, made in pu 
authoritv. The law of the land embi 
as the Constitution. It is the gener 

v\ ¢ ter dec! <l hea bet 

von inquiry and rend g 
he added, “the mea ‘ 
liberty, property, and i \ 
general rules which s n socis 

Ay rt he 3 moaster oyt 1¢ < 
od se f ma 
they were intended 
cipl of priv 3 I J 
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1 State legislature as to require either body to preserve 
the statute books of the country any particular remedial stat 
of jurisdiction whatsoever, whether of crimi 
law, civil law, or equi 
provided only that a legislature 
| cording to judicial construction 
| Statute upon which contracts 
down those contracts 
and foundation; provided, 
where required by the 
that in changing some « 
shall leave a fitting ar 
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“DUB I SOMETIMES INCLUDES 


SOMETIMES DOES NOT. 


ROCESS LAW ”’ JURIDICAL POWERS AND 


OF 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


This law of the land, or due process, however, does not re- | 


quire that there shall be the same process of law or the same 
law of the land with reference to classes of persons or things 
which in their nature different and which according to 
their nature require a variation of methods. 

Story struck the right keynote when he said in his work on 
the Constitution that different principles are applicable in dif- 
ferent cases and require different forms and proceedings. In 
some they must be judicial; in others not. (See Story on the 
Constitution, 1943-1946. ) 

Every lawyer must realize that procedures must vary accord- 
ing to the nature of the things to be governed. <A proceeding in 
attachment against an absconding debtor must ex necessitate 
rei yary from that of a suit of ejectment for land. 


are 


sec. 


FOR THE PROTECTION OF 


OBSERVED. 


MEASURES OF LAW RIGHTS MUST 


BE 
A proceeding in libel against a piratical ship must vary from 
a proceeding for the partition of an estate or for enforcing 
in equity a resulting trust. So Story adds that “due process 
of law” 
powers of government as settled maxims of law permit and 
sanction, and under such safeguards for the protection of the 
individual rights as those maxims prescribe for the class of 
to which the one being dealt with belongs. In short, 
‘then, we must deal with these cases of interstate transportation 
according to their kind, using such instrumentalities, observ- 
ing such mechanisms, using such safeguards, as properly, nat- 
urally, customarily apply to the conditions and interests which 
we deal with and directing them to the protection of all indi- 
viduals and all corporate rights involved. 


cases 


JUDICIAL REVIEW OR APPEAL, OR BOTH, IN EQUITY. 

Let me now advert to the application of these general princi- 
ples and bring them to bear upon the question which has been 
here raised. That question is twofold. Shall we provide in 
this bill for the juridicial review or a judicial appeal from the 
action of the Interstate Commerce Commission in a given case? 
we obliged to do it or otherwise leave the bill in unconstitu- 
I share in the opinion that it is wisest and best to 


Are 
tional form? 
prov ide 


for, the system of equitable jurisdiction which has 


proy ided 


in each particular case means such an exercise of the | 
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to State charters, and that the country has with respect to eq. 
eral or national charters to repose such power in the directors 
of railroads. No director of any railroad has any natural right 
to fix freight or passenger tolls on a public highway. There 
has not been a day in the history of this country since a rail. 
road was run that the tolls of that railroad were not fixed 


under powers delegated by the State legislatures or under 
powers delegated by the Federal Government. The coy. 


poration itself had no power whatsoever save what the State 
gave it in the one case, and the Federal corporation had 


| power, nor have its directors any power, nor have its of) a 
any power, Save such as were granted by Congress. 

If Congress could grant to the corporation the power to make 

tolls and to directors to act for them in making tolls, it has the 


for either a judicial review or appeal, but at the same | 
time I do not @®oubt that if no judicial appeal or review were | 


been administered with reference to such cases for at least 
thirty years would prove sufficient to comprehend and to secure | 


all parties in interest every right to which they may justly 


‘laim. 


to 
lay ¢ 


COMMISSIONS AND COURTS BOTH LIABLE TO ERROR. 


When a passenger or a shipper has brought a case of alleged 











same power to grant to commissions to make tolls. 

Then, Mr. President, when they grant the power to prescribe 
tolls according to the certain standard of reasonable and just 
tolls, why may they not clese the matter there and let the Com- 
mission’s judgment stand for good and all? 


PUBLIC AND PRIVATE CORPORATIONS; AND CORPORATIONS OF PUBLIC 

SERVICE IMPRESSED WITH A PUBLIC USE, Re 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask hin a 
question? 


Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I assume the Senator would aiso claim that 
the directors in any corporation would have no powers except 
such as were granted by a State or by the National Goyerp- 
ment? 

Mr. DANIEL. Why, of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator, I suppose, does not mean to 
have us infer from that that either a State government or the 
National Government would undertake to say what private 
corporations should charge for articles of merchandise, or how 
they should conduct their business? 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the consideration of priyate 
corporations has no more to do with the subject we are dis- 
cussing than has the man in the moon, and the Senator might 
as pertinently ask me as to whether or not I consider- 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. DANIEL. Let me answer the question, please. Just 
wait a little while until I answer. The Senator might as per- 
tinently ask me whether I consider that the moon is made of 
green cheese. The transportation corporations of this coun- 
try are neither public nor private corporations. A public cor- 
poration is one that is solely organized for public purposes, 
such as a city, a town, a county. That is a publie corporation. 
A private corporation is one that is solely organized for 
vate purposes, such, for instance, as a corporation to sel! 
groceries or books. A transportation company or common car- 
rier is in the nature of both a public and a private corporation, 


pri- 


green 








wrong before the Interstate Commerce Commission, that body ag - 5 ‘ : 
ia in favor of him or against him. It is just as liable publie in the sense that it has granted to it the State or Fed- 
MAY cae it ‘ 0 } l alone » . : » a < i 2 : . : : . } 
to err 2s 2 court, or if not so, it would be only because the | eral power of eminent domain, that it is authorized to take 
a ; ae he ecb ck - .- | the realty of the citizen in invitum and appropriate it to its 
Commissioners are more apt to be more familiar with the intri- | . : 7 ae 
cacies and bearings of ao questions than courts are. The men | 0W® Use, and, in the next place, because it exercises a public 
who titute the Commission are likely to be and are assumed | ealling which its charter has authorized it to pursue, either by 
iE Si : cn a, haan cy | the State or by the nation. That is the difference. 
to be upright and honorable men. As a rule also, judges are Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 
likey . and if there he any diffe rence between judge s and the | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virgi 
Interstate Commerce Commission with respect to liability to | vield to the Senator fr -hod sland? 
: ee aa Se egestas tere ccap linhilit: in | Yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
err, there is a certain degree in favor of the lesser liability, in | Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir: for a question, but I would like t 
. ° ° . S ° . ks Al Uh Ss, & 5 { XS a ilke W 
far as the law is concerned, in favor of the judges, from the s ‘ noe with a discourse f ~~ 5 
} } . . ret O i iSc ese. 
f t] they must be technically ¢ ast learned i e law, | * : : 
oe ree Fee = oe a po Bos rs a maaan om ; oe Mr. ALDRICH. I was not about to ask a question, but I 
1d are m apt t » trained an rse i I ‘SSIOn. | fice wertsheilh 
ete at ss SL ai Se ee rl tdee | Was about to state the reason why I asked the question which 
vow, suppose the Interstate Commerce Commission decides I did 
nst a shipper or a passenger, or whosoever may claim tha faeces ’ es 
ols a lanai ar aueel an with aaa ee ash a Ihe Senator was proceeding upon the theory that directors 
, Se ee eee +o - ik he ts at the fe ae of railroad corporations have no rights except those giver 
ro passenge ay se, > 18 i ne I - 4 ‘ . ak } 
: ina Ts ith m sae te may appeal to S aeaer by the Government, and therefore that the Governnie ould 
+ t] ; pe wing be si ar lk hake na in t - - transfer the powers of railroad directors to a commission of 1s 
ba he should be such a decisio against ¢ -or- ‘ cies . 3 ae 
1 tl 1" tior ; off with 4 nan of axter. | °°" creation. He made no distinction, and apparently 
| l ie COrp ion goes of vith a sense of griev- : , — : 
+1 Pets fi “a t with ae pf | reason was the fact that the corporation existed by 1 
! S ( Ct voes Oo s Aap ( oC f sense ) 2 ° . : ala 
in it winent bud heat daw ten cue ae - t Sense OF | national action or State action, and therefore we cou! 
i t] in tt lely with the Tntoraiat Co sae os tinan take to control all of its affairs. He did not then make LIS 
» he atter solely wilt 1e Interstate ninerce oni- . r . . 4 . ’ . 
ae bine ee ae ree ©onl- | tinction which he has since made between what he « 
Jen ( areful and painstaking when a review- | .., pp ASR el ia tiie ; aia tl oie thich I st ed 
EF vate corporations and railroad companies, which 
ig | ! rut ind pass upon their work. | he would make 
XI G JURIDICAL STATUS Mr. DANIEL. Some of us can not say all we are 
Pres L appre 1 that we are foreclosed from | in one sentence, and we apprehend, as a rule, tha : 
tion that subject by the idieal status of thi who are hearing that sentence understand its conn ie 
‘ l qu on, j y have been wisest and | have no doubt a little reflection would have brought t! 
1 the wh subj of freight making in the | thoughts to the mind of the Senator. 
; 1 * . 1 Ym ‘ . . “ 2 to er ha LO 
ri ha Honorap commission, Who would stucy Mir. ALDin ° was aLlral¢ le penato Sale . 
| ld . Mr. ALDRICH. I f 1 the Senator might |! 
subject nuously and make themselves thor- | the same style of argument of which he accused the 
ersant th with; but we do not do it, and the | from Pennsylvania a few minutes ago. He is a gr . 
coul have established a system of equitable review. We} and he is speaking ex cathedra upon these subjects. ‘ 1 
hay e power to do it that the States have with respect | afraid somebody might hear his remarks or read them © 
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lude that he thought the Government of the United States 
created private corporations, it could appoint comunis- 
o control their business. 


‘ 
DANIEL. I am speaking, Mr. President, on one subject, 
e subject of the corporations to conduct commerce between 
public-service corporations—that offer themselves as 
ers for public patronage, that have exercised the right of 
t domain in the State and could get it from the country 
blie use. If the Senator will read, after it is printed, 
| have said and should find that I have run off the track 
and ide too broad an assertion, I would be very glad to 
orrect it. 
oa is merely defining what I conceive to be the status of 
t] corporations in order the better to apply to questions | 
before us a consideration of what is due process of law with 
to them in this case. I will turn at once now to that, 
a differentiation of the juridical cases and those which 
iministrative in their nature. 


; JURISDICTION OF FEDERAL COURTS AND THE INJUNCTION. 

It is proposed, Mr. President, to recognize in this bill the 
right of a carrier which has been subjected to a rate to which it 
was opposed by the Interstate Commerce Commission to file 
an original bill in equity in a circuit court of the United States, 


ind thereby to set aside the rate fixed by the Commission. It 
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niended that it would be appropriate after the Commission 
had fixed the rate to withhold from the power of the circuit 
ie legal right to issue an injunction and stay the appli- 


t 
ul 


and also how I would respectfully suggest that so of the 
danger in that point might be avoided. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I meant to indicate to the Senator the diffi- 
culty that would arise if we hold that Congress is powerless 
to modify the practice of proceeding or writs of a court of 
equity, because it must necessarily follow, then, that the great 
principles of equity jurisprudence are beyond the control of 
the Congress. I hardly think that any Senator would be willing 
to go that far. To say that we can not change the practice or 
processes, and yet that we can abolish the rule of dé 1, Se 3 
to be a very curious contention. 

But I waive that aside, in view of the Senator’s answer, and 
I ask him if he will be good enough to lay before the Senate 
any decision which holds that intermediate process is necessary 


to the due process of law? I heard him quote, during the course 


of his remarks, Webster’s famous definition of the law of the 
land, which, as I recollect now, was a part of his address to 
the court in the Dartmouth College case. He described it as a 
system under which the matter is heard before it is decided. 

So far as I am informed, I do not believe the Senator can 


find any cases which hold that intermediate process is esse! 
tial to due process of law. I am glad, however, to see that 


y 


the Senator from Virginia abandons the objections offered b 
others to amendment and 


, : . ce : my puts it upon the due-process 
cation « » rate prescribed by the ¢ ission ul » whole : oe aie : : ee 
rf ae . scribed by t ommission until the whole clause of the Constitution instead of the judicial clause. 
( Y wis l y ei . > Ih . radi . ‘ 1 seta le ine ivalnr 
I not permitted by my own reading of cases upon this Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I am undertaking to develop 
to follow what might be the bent either of a conception of this case which requires a succession of ideas 


my own 
nee or my own opinion. The juridical status of any 
| iestion is as much a fact as if it were composed of so 
mu imatter which could be weighed or measured. As I read 


the ¢ sions of the Supreme Court of the United States, and 
there are not a few-of them, it practically holds that when a 
rate been fixed by any commission acting under Congres- | 
sional power, the court of equity is open for that rate to be | 
brought in question by any party in interest who has suffered 
by its infliction, and that it is appropriate under old and hoary 
pt les of equity jurisdiction to issue an interlocutory in- 
jul m and hold the whole matter in abeyance until the sub- 
ject completely investigated and adjudicated. 
; | ng many decisions to this effect and finding that this 
P pr » has been observed in many cases from States in which 
q tl tions of State legislatures and State commissions have | 
4 been brought to the bar of equitable consideration, I am obliged 
to cnize that such is the established equity practice in this 
( y, and such also is the settled view of the Supreme Court 
d United States. 
4 THE INJUNCTION OLDER THAN MAGNA CHARTA. 
. junctive process of the court of equity is a very ancient 
l older than Magna Charta. Mr. Spence, in his great 
4 1 equitable jurisprudence, finds, as he says, the first 
. m of the injunction in the reign of Henry Beauclere, | 
: al date of which is not given, but it was between 1100 


6, the period of his reign. From that day to this injunc- 
‘rrowh. It was borrowed from the Roman law, the in- 
the old Roman preetor, and, like the great body of the 
nd conscionable principles of equity jurisprudence, it 
fted upon the narrow though manly and self-assertive 
‘nce of the common law by importation from the rich 








: » judicial system of Rome, the greatest nation of an- 
\ILEY. Will the Senator from Virginia permit me to 
B question ? 
3 \NIEL. Certainly. 
LEY. Does the Senator from Virginia hold that not 
esses and writs and practices of the court of chan- 
dl were adopted, but that the whole body of equity 
was adopted by the Constitution of the United 
F 
fi I Mr. President, the Senator must let me an- 
by paraphrase. I do not hold that this country 
is held down to any particular practice of 
m4 hn whatsoever, saving only what is embodiet 
of the United States. I have endeavored to 
I could in a previous portion of my remarks 
S Statute or amendment of existing law tak 
eserve in vitality and vigor a complete remedy 
ho has an ancient re edy, it is enough I will 
e Senator will withhold his question a little 
t limitations I express this view and why I fear 
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int would arise if his amendment were adopted, 





and not the summary utterances of a single one. While inter 
ruptions may be naturally provoked by a certain unqualified 
utterance of a speaker, it is very often the case that if he were 
to unfold the whole of his thought the interruption would itself 





i be answered. Do not suppose for a moment that I am com- 
| plaining, Mr. President. I consider that the Senator’s exposi- 
| tion of the powers of Congress with respect to the inferior 
| courts of this country, which it is authorized by the Constitu- 
i tion to create, was a masterly and unanswerable exposi 1 of 
| that great theme. I will not say that I heard every word « 
| it; I will not say that I have read every line of it; but Ss 
| substantive thought utters my convictions not less than his 
| Nevertheless, there is an honest and sincere difficulty in my 
| own mind in reaching the conclusion that it is wisest and best 
to prohibit the issue of an interlocutory injunction or a sus- 
pension of the rate until a court has passed upon it. 
If I were at this moment called upon as a judge to decide that 
question, I should hesitate and I should desire to study it 
| further. It is one of the most delicate subjects of our whole 
| jurisprudence; and until I had heard it discussed pro and con 
} and had had the very best light put before my mind that could 
| be adressed to its consideration, I should hesitate to express my 
own judgment. The leaning of my mind, just as is that of 
| Senator from Texas, is against political power in court l 
many of the decisions of the Supreme Cour 1 this ¢ ts 
ject I have read with much comfort and pleasure, | ‘ ( 
judges have time and again declared that ) W d 
they set aside the action of a i 1 unl \ 


to their minds—plainly and « 
sion had in effect taken property without full compet ) It 


{ 
} 

‘learh 
) 








is apropos of that declaration, which is of t l 
principles of the Supreme Court upon ft s { ] 
| that there arises a danger in this case, to ¢ f 
undertaking by Congress to say a l 1 | l 
Cl ployed for thirty years, wh 1 has be ( ) 
| jurisprudence of the United States, w 5 
| exercise before the courts, and h tl yurts ( | 
with the approbation of all their judg I | 

that were to go before that s: e eourt t 1. 
| they would say that in this case th 1 1 
process of law, and then, Mr. Presid 

situation of this controversy? I do not a 

make the general jurisdiction of the « 
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| the executive departm { ( ( 
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rates fixed by a State legislature or rates fixed by a State 


legislature nor the commission can 
but that a United States court has 
Constitution of the United States 
bill in equity, to bring the parties 
nited St court, and, if such rate 
to set aside that rate as one that lacks in 


the 
onclusive, 
‘r the 


the process of a 


Col sion, neither 


1 ] te ( 


ates is 


the same jurisprudence will be 
to matters of the 
tus that looks Congress in 
1as the interlocutory injunction 
in an interlocutory injunc- 
ory injunction is never a mat- 
sound discretion of a court. In 
injunction a plaintiff must 
either that there is no doubt 
f the act sought to be enjoined. 
it is obvious to a chancellor, 
that a wrong has been done; 
at shall not relieve the 

his own claim of right has been ac- 
estion for a long time, or that the in- 
himself fr the refusal the 
and that to the defendant, fro! 
it. Otherwise an interlocutory in- 


courts 
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rd to it the just compensation 
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he has instantly adopted and 
bj $5,000 fine per day 
the other hand, the 
lers a righteous rate 
mmerce Commission 
another $5,000 a day going out 
. is it just, is it equitable, uncon- 
vidual, be it corporation or man, 
m of an ine fine and subject him 
int loss until such time as every 
heard and denying him the cus 
for his protection? It not 
President, as wise and equitable to 
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jectment. soth parties asserted title 
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May 1 


the summary process that pertains to the revenues of the Crown, 








| The judge said: 


Tested by the common statute law of England prior to the em 


tion of our ancestors, and by the laws of many of the States a; a 
time of the adoption cf this amendment, the proceedings authorizeq 
by the act of 1820 can not be denied to be due process of law w mn 
applied to the ascertainment and recovery of balances due to e 
Government from a collector of customs, unless there exists jn tha 
Constitution some other provision which restrains Congress m 


such proceedings. 

So that you trace the due process of law in this case to the 
fountain of the revenues of the Crown in England and of 
Government in the United States. 

DUE PROCES§ GENERALLY IMPLIES A SETTLED COURSE OF JUDICIAr 

PROCEEDING. 

Now I read another sentence from this eminent jurist: 

For, though “‘due process of law” generally implies and inc! 
actor, ret judex, regular allegations, opportunity to answer, 
trial according to some settled course of judicial proceeding. 

1 would underscore those words, marked as they were j 
the language of this judge, that as a rule due process of Y 
required the regular hearing and the trial according to Na 
settled course of judicial proceeding. 

Yet 

He said— 
this is not universally true. There may be, and we have see: 
there are, cases under the law of England after Magna Chart 
as it was brought to this country and acted on here, in which 
in its nature final issues against the body, lands, and goods of 
public debtors without any such trial; and this brings us to th: 
tion whether those provisions of the Constitution which relate 
judicial power are incompatible with these proceedings, 

WORDS OF CAUTION. 

To avoid misconstruction— 

Says the judge, and here come in words which I read wit! 
sense of caution and from which I take warning— 

To avoid misconstruction upon so grave a subject, we think it ; ep 
to state that we do not consider Congress can either withdraw m 
judicial cognizance any matter which, from its nature, is the 
of a suit at the common law or in equity or admiralty, nor, on the 
hand, can it bring under the judicial power a matter which, fr 
nature, is not a subject for judicial determination. 

Ask the question, “Is this question of a rate as confiscatory 
of property made by a commission now—if so, how long lus it 
been—the subject of a suit at the common law or in equity or in 
admiralty?” Unquestionably, Mr. President, the true answer 
to that question must be that to-day and through the 
course of the jurisprudence of the United States Supreme 
Court on this subject this is a case held to be peculiarly appro- 
priate to equity. Yet it is proposed to paralyze the strong arm 
of equity while the law is inflicting a penalty at the rate of 
$5,000 a day upon the one hand and while, if there be wrong, 
the pocket is open and pouring out upon the other. 

Mr. President, in this great opinion, which is basic of n 
all the decisions which have since ramified through the Depart- 
ments and the courts, I think the judge takes to pieces this 
whole subject and clarifies it with the illuminations of a learned, 
honest, and just mind. 

At the same time— 

Says Judge Curtis— 

At the same time there are matters involving public rights which 
may be presented in such form that the judicial power is capa 
acting on them and which are susceptible of judicial determinati: it 
which Congress may may not bring within the cognizance the 
courts of the United States, as it may deem proper. 

That is the second class of cases. 

The third class he thus refers to: 


LHe 






1a 


1ole 


or 


Equitable claims to land by the inhabitants of ceded te 
form a striking instance of such a class of cases, and as it l 
upon the will of Congress whether a remedy in the courts s e 
allowed at all in such cases, they may regulate it and prescri ich 





iles of determination as they may think just and needful. 

; been repeatedly decided in this class of cases that up 

the acts of executive officers, done under the authority 

gress, were conclusive, either upon particular facts involved the 

inguiry or upon the whole title. 
* a * 





- * 
The fourth class he thus points out: 


it is true also that even in a suit between private person y 
a question of private right the action of the executive power, a 
matter committed to its determination by the Constitution : vs, 
is conclusive. 

Thus it will be seen that there are four classes of cases 10 


which the Supreme Court in the case I am considering 1 
1. Those in which “due process of law” includes | 


that is, cases which are the subject of suits 


proecess— 


mon law or in equity or admiralty. These are the ae- 
clared to be unwithdrawable by Congress from judic CUS" 


hizance, 
2. Matters involving publie rights, which Congress ma) 
within judicial cognizance or not as it may deem prop 
3. Cases in which Congress may grant a remedy or t as 
it sees fit and prescribe such rules of determination as con- 
siders just and needful. 
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s of private right which Congress may sub- 
to Executive determination conclusively. 
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President, I have examined this proposition to take 
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affinity as the 
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as to requiring 
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f 


we 
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is 


u about th 
uld be j 


measure, except the single question what | 
nvyolved in the appeal or review before the court after | 
e has been dealt with by the Interstate Commerce Com- | 
I had wished to show a little further the dif- 
1 between this case and the manifold and multiply- | 
administrative law with which we are now dealing. 
*; been speaking for over three hours, and, if not 
tion, I am pretty sure to the exhaustion of the | 
f my auditors, and I would be very glad if I might 
initted to finish that part of my discussion to-morrow in- | 
if to-day, unless perhaps I should transgress upon some | 
that has been arranged for to-morrow’s 
I would ask this indulgence of the Senate. 


also 


s of 


cedure ses- 


not 
hot, 
TIONAL HOME 


CE-PRESI 


FOR DISABLED VOLUNTEER SOLDIERS. 

DENT laid before the Senate the joint reso- 

(H. J. Res. 145) for appointment of members of 
rs of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol- 

which was read the first time by its title. 

WARREN. The committee has considered the subject- 
he point resolution, and I ask unanimous consent that 

red. 

The joint resolution 


7 


, ye 
) Board 
tj 
l 


int resolution CONSIA( 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 


will be read 


int resolution was read the second time at lensth, as 


M. WaR 
W. 


WILLIAM 
and JAMES 
y are, appointed 
tional Home for Disabled 
Charles M. Anderson, WILLIAM 
succeed themselves, their terms o 
JAMES W. WapswortH to succeed 
10n, deceased, whose term of office expires April 


Anderson, of Ohio; 
‘ew Jersey, 
herely 


of 

1 the same 

3; of 
States ; 
to 


906 ° 


the } 


nimous consent the Senate proceeded to the considera- 
joint resolution 
it resolution w reported to the Senate without 
‘ut, ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and 


aS 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

PENROSE. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
ation of executive business. 
and the Senate proceeded to the 
onsideration of executive business. After one hour and thirty- 
five in executive session the doors were reopened, 

m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, 

1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


tion was agreed to; 
Ininutes spent 
ay o'clock p. 


Wednesday, May 2, 


and (at 


NOMINATIONS. 
nominations received by the Senate May 1, 1906. 
THE 
Rodgers to be a commander in | 
January, 1906, vice Commander 


re 


PEO} 
Willi 


1oTk IN 
Commander im L. 
from 7th day 
Ifeilner, promoted. 
Bean, a citizen of Texas, to be an assistant civil engi- 
the Navy from the 27th day of April, 1906, to fill a va- 
cisti in that grade on that date. 
Thomas J. Senn to be a lieutenant-commander in the 
the 7th day of January, 1906, vice Lieut. Commander 
promoted. 
PR THE ARMY—CAVALRY ARM. 
irst Lieut. Ben H. Dorey, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain from 
1 26, 1906, vice Whitman, Thirteenth Cavalry, detailed as 
ster. 


INS 


NAVY. 


the ol 


Rodgers, 


MOTION IN 


POSTMASTERS. 

CALIF* 
Iienry to be postmaster at Paso Robles, in the county 
uis Obispo and State of California, in place of Alfred 


MNIA, 


ased. 

to be postmaster at Santa Barbara, in the county 

ara and State of California, in place of Francis | 

Incumbent’s commission expired March 18, 1906. 
COLORADO, 

be postmaster at Del Norte, in the county 

nde and State of Colorado, in place of John W. Wil- 

mm expires June 2, 1906, 


Thomas to 


nts con missic 
CONNECTICUT. 

Trowbridge to be postmaster at Naugatuck, in the 

Haven and State of Connecticut, in place of 

whbridge. Incumbent’s commission expires May 21, 


AeW 


FLORIDA, 
y to be postmaster at Palatka, in the county of 
‘tate of Florida, in place of Dick M. Kirby. In- 
lission expires May 13, 1906. 
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| of Lake and State of Indiana, in place of Daniel Lynch. 


May 1, 


ILLINOIS. 

John A. Leu to be postmaster at Highlands, in the county 
of Madison and State of Illinois, in place of Louis J. Appel, 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 

W. W. Lowis to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 


Bond and State of Lllinois, in place of Alexander L. Hord. J). 


| cumbent’s commission expires June 7, 1906. 


NDIANA, 

Charles Carter to be postmaster at Converse, in the county of 
Miami and State of Indiana, in place of John W. Eward.  [n- 
cumbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. 

William C. Nichols to be postinaster at Lowell, in the county 
In- 
cumbent’s commission expires May 8, 1906, : 

IOWA. 

Gordon R. Badgerow to be postmaster at Sioux City, in the 
county of Woodbury an@ State of Iowa, in place of Gordon RK. 
Badgerow. Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906, 

KANSAS. 
P. Moore to be postmaster at Weir, in the county of Cherokee 


| and State of Kansas, in place of Sydney W. Gould, deceased. 


John McPherson to be postmaster at Blue Rapids, in the 


| county of Marshall and State of Kansas, in place of John Me- 


Pherson. 
‘Thomas 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 14, 1906. 


A. Sawhill to be postmaster at Concordia, in the 


| county of Cloud and State of Kansas, in place of Thomas A, 


Sawhill. Incumbent’s commission expired April 10, 1906. 
KENTUCKY. 


William A. Waters to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 


county of Washington and State of Kentucky, in place of Wil- 


liam A. Waters. Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 
1906. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 

Frederick B. Horne to be postmaster at Framingham, in the 
county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Frederick B. Horne. Incumbent’s commission expires May 9, 
LOOG. 

Reuben 
county of 
Reuben K. 
1906. 


Kk. Sawyer to be postmaster at Wellesley, in th 
Norfolk and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Sawyer. Incumbeut’s commission expires June 2 


MICHIGAN. 

E. Harvey Drake to be postmaster at Yale, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Michigan, in place of James Wallace. 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 19, 1906. 

Hannibal A. Hopkins to be postmaster at St. Clair, in the 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan, in place of Hannibal 
A. Hopkins. Incumbent’s commission expired March 5, 1906 

John D. Smead to be postmaster at Blissfield, in the county 
of Lenawee and State of Michigan, in place of John D. Smead. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 9, 1906. 

MINNESOTA. 

John T. Hammar to be postmaster at Madison, in the county 
of Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota, in place of John T. 
Hammar. Incumbent’s commission expired April 5, 1906. 

Frank B. Lamson to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county 


son. Incumbent’s commission expires June 28, 1906. 

Fred A. Swartwood to be postmaster at Waseca, in the county 
of Waseca and State of Minnesota, in place of Fred A. Swart- 
wood. Incumbent’s commission expires June 10, 1906. 

MISSOURI. 

Henry A. Ayre to be postmaster at Oronogo, in the county of 
Jasper and State of Missouri. Office became Presidential April 
1, 1906. 

NEBRASKA. 

John Cusack to be postmaster at North Bend, in the county 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska, in place of Charles A. Long. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 19, 1906. 

Frank W. Wake to be postmaster at Genoa, in the county of 
Nance and State of Nebraska, in place of Frank W. Wake. I)- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 1, 1906. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE, 

Fred H. Ackerman to be postmaster at Bristol, in the « ; 
of Grafton and State of New Hampshire, in place of Fred Ii. 
Ackerman. Incumbent’s commission expires June 25, 1000 

NEW YORK. 

Edward Bolard to be postmaster at Salamanca, in the co! 
of Cattaraugus and State of New York, in place of Jolin J. 
Inman. Incumbent’s commission expired February 10, 19°60 

Willard F. Sherwood to be postmaster at Hornell (late 
nelisville), in the county of Steuben and State of New \ 
place of Willard F. Sherwood, to change name of office. 


ity 


ty 





1906, 





OHIO. 
amuel H. Bolton to be postmaster at McComb, in the county 
II:neock and State of Ohio, in place of Reuben A. Roether. | 
I bent’s commission expired March 13, 1906. 
Jolin H, Oakley to be postmaster at Ravenna, in the county of 
ge and State of Ohio, in place of John H. Oakley. Incum- | 
commission expired April 18, 1906. 
fanning M. Rose to be postmaster at Marietta, in the county 
hington and State of Ohio, in place of Manning M. Rose. 
bent’s commission expires May 7, 1906. 
h M. Snyder to be postmaster at Coshocton, in the county 
of Coshoeton and State of Ohio, in place of Clifford B. McCoy. | 
li bent’s commission expires June 9, 1906, 
i. Rk. Titus to be postmaster at Middleport, in the county of | 
and State of Ohio, in place of Lewis O. Cooper. In- | 
cu nt’s commission expires June 9, 1906. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
Cc. Daugherty to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the 
‘ , of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in place of 
Daugherty. Incumbent’s commission expired March 


ih, 
( vi 


Ss 


Ss : C. 
, 1906. 
Charles A. Dunlap to be postmaster at Manheim, in the county 


Incumbent’s commission expires May 29, 1906. 
ard M. Hunt to be postmaster at Houtzdale, in the county 
arfield and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Richard M. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 
Iph N 
; and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Rudolph Neiman. 
li ent’s commission expired April 10, 1906. 


lar 


John Scher, jr., to be postmaster at Dushore, in the county 


livan and State of Pennsylvania, in place of John Scher, 
incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 
Sydney 8. 
if Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania, in place of David 
juown. Incumbent’s commission expired April 10, 1906. 


TEXAS, 


CO tv ¢ 


ai Cl 


pe 
» and State of Texas, in place of Frank H. Pierce, deceased. 
VERMONT. 


t 
} 


Parker. Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 
WEST VIRGINIA. 
Mathew A. Jackson to be postmaster at Lewisburg, in the | 


( ty of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia, in place of 
ew A. Jackson. Incumbent’s commission expired March 
L906. 

‘atio S. Whetsell to be postmaster at Kingwood, in the 
county of Preston and State of West Virginia, in place of Hora- 
tio S. Whetsell. 


1] 
ik 





CONFIRMATIONS. 
LP tive 
COLLECTORS OF CUSTOMS. 
John Peterson, of Minnesota, to be collector of customs for 
the district of Minnesota, in the State of Minnesota. 
Charles T. Stanton, of Connecticut, to be collector of customs 
district of Stonington, in the State of Connecticut. 
POSTMASTERS. 
GEORGIA, 
lrederich D. Dismuke, jr., to be postmaster at Thomasville, 
county of Thomas and State of Georgia. 
WYOMING. 
\. Hewes to be postmaster at Casper, in the county of 
t and State of Wyoming. 
ey Springer to be postmaster at Cambria, in the county 
mn and State of Wyoming. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVE 
Turspay, May 1, 1906. 
Ilouse met at 12 o’clock noon. 


r by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap- 


S 


INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to 
n the Speaker’s table the Indian appropriation bill, to 
ur in the Senate amendments and ask for a conference. 

SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani- 


consent to take from the Speaker’s table the Indian ap- 
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neaster and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Charles | 


eiman to be postmaster at Red Lion, in the county | 


Smith to be postmaster at Punxsutawney, in the | 


Gray to be postmaster at Laredo, in the county of | 


Charles A. Parker to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the | TEPC 


county of Rutland and State of Vermont, in place of Charles A. | 


Incumbent’s commission expired April 11, 1906. | 


nominations confirmed by the Senate May 1, 1906. 
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and 


propriation bill, to nonconcur in the Senate amendments, 
ask for a conference. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I object. 

Mr. SHERMAN. - Will the gentleman reserve 


for a moment to hear an explanation of the matter? 


his objection 





Mr. WILLIAMS. It is hardly worth while to reserve it, but 
I will do it if the gentleman wishes to make a statement. 

Mr. SHERMAN. I desire to inform the gentle n that I 
have consulted with the gentleman from Texas, the ranking 
minority member of the committee, and the course suggested is 
entirely agreeable to him. ‘There are between two and t'ree 
hundred amendments to the bill, and in the neighborhood of 
$3,000,000 is added, so that the gentleman from Mississippi sees 


that it will take some considerable time in conference, and the 
sooner we get it there the better. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand. 

Mr. SHERMAN. And I see no good could be gained by 
ing into committee—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, still reserving the 
I will state to the gentleman from New York that I 


£oO- 


objection, 


saw in the 


| Washington Post the other day where a girl out in Arizona had 


been asleep for seven weeks and waked up, but when she found 
that the sleeping statehood bill in the conference « 
beat her record she went back to sleep again. I sha 


Nnimittee 


ll object, 


| Mr. Speaker. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi obje 
CHANGE REFERENCE. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
to change the reference of Senate bill 5572 from the Committe 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce to the Committee on 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. I have consulted with the 
chairman of that committee, and he makes no objection to the 


‘ts. 


OF 


e 


change. 

The SPEAKER. It is in order to move, if the gentleman so 
desires. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman from Mississippi ob- 


jects, I shall simply do so. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman from Ohio had better move 
to save trouble. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to change the ref- 
of Senate bill from the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce to the Committee on Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the title of the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


5572 


8.5572. An act to amend section 4348 of the Revised Statutes es- 
tablishing great coasting districts of the United States. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio moves that the 
reference to this bill be changed from the Committee on Inter- 


state and Foreign Commerce to the Committee on Merchant Ma- 
| rine and Fisheries. 
The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


i 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
| Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
| resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state 
| of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
| 18537—the agricultural appropriation bill. 
QUESTION OF PERSONAL PRIVILEGE. 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, a question of per- 
| sonal privilege. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 


WORTH] moves that the House resolve itself into Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the yn- 
| sideration of the agricultural appropriation bill. 
jection? 


further 


Is there 


} 
ULD- 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker - 
| The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I rise to a question of personal 


privilege. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. There appears in t 
Washington Post a report, purporting to be yesterday's pro- 
ceedings of the House, calculated to reflect upon me as a 
ber of this House and upon my standing a Member 
House and upon the confidence that, as a Member of th 


hic n rryiy 
Lis LLOTLIG 


ol 


Ss a 


the House should have in me, and which I am entitled to have. 
I beg the pardon of the House for taking up its time, but I feel 
somewhat grieved and aggrieved about it, and beg the indul- 
gence of this honorable body. 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I think the House ought to 
have the article in advance of stating any question of personal 


privilege. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. 


am just fixing to read it. 
Send it to the desk. 





62 


0 
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Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It says, Mr. Speaker: underneath the letters in my hand was a CONGRESSIONAL Recorp 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee endeavored to be heard above the noise and which I had accidentally picked up from the desk with the letieys 
ifu Mr. WApsworru objecting to any farther Giecussion of a ; as I reached down with both hands to the desk in front of yo 
under the paragraph relating to “ animal industry.” ‘his angered the ‘here » letters were lvine an ae “yee aan 
. nnd as be eat dows, by command atthe Cae me een | here the letters were ly ing. In this way I had picked up the (ox. 
' , that the bill was loaded with all kinds of appropriations | GRESSIONAL Recorp on which a bunch of my letters were lying, | 
i care of and suppress the ‘‘ mouth and foot disease, hollow horn, | had not picked up “an unusually large proportion of bills of 
iow tail,” but took away from the farmer the few seeds that he | various sort and other public documents that had no relevancy 
tburst of eloquence on the part of Mr. Garnes threw the | to the seed question,” as the Post states. I had only those joi- 
i » convulsive laughter. When the Members nee partially | ters and this Recorp in my hand, which I had accidentajly 
re d their composure Mr. GatNes rushed down the aisle, carrying | pice, », as just state sk em £ on 
ti I tuscript in both hands, holding it aloft, shouting that he | picked up, as ju t stated. { asked the gentleman from New 
i is of letters from farmers favoring free seeds. | York [Mr. WapswortH] to come and examine the letters, 
is Chairman WapswortH reached out his hand for them, Mr. yr oe | which he did not do. Others around me looked at them. | 
] m on a desk and began pulling from the bunch various docu vas acting i > < i x ine CONnceala 2 
it dovclapad thak.aanenn ils “hae at anaes Meee was icting in the utmost good faith, kept nothing concealed of 
: iy lar -oportion of bills ef various sorts and other | Which I had any knowledge, and everyone laughed—so did 1— 
oy it had no relevancy to the seed question. | at the discovery the gentleman from New York made in fin ling 
Now, Mr. Speaker—— | the Recorp, as I have stated. But the manner in which the Post 
fr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I suggest that no question of | has reported this matter, however unintentionally it might haye 
J | privilege has been suggested. been done, does me great injustice, and hence I make this state- 
GAINDS of Tennessee. Will the gentleman wait until I | ment and shall now proceed to read some of these letters, to 
gi ugh. which will be in just a moment? | show that my constituents and others appreciate these seeds and 
Mr. DALZELL. That article, I understand, is the basis of | actually wrote to me for them. I will read the first one lying 
you | before me, and as I come to them: 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Suppose now that I say to the | 5 NASHVILLE, TENN., March 8, 1906, 
gentleman that I had a handful of letters from my constitutents, | Hon. J. W. oa, M. Co 
and proved to be a handful of documents, would ke not think | Gai tons a eee. ae me seed in ye t 
. mnosines nnon him and the sa__fiat-f, . . catalan as SAR & ; ou <i ess ep ars past prompt 
cw posing upon him and the House—flat-footedly deceiving | me again to ask you to remember me again this year, and have m 
him | placed on list for a few seed. Remember me as your supporter ;: 
Mr. DALZELL. Not at all. | admirer. Wishing you continued success in your high and honorable 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee ‘ourse he w position, 
ont GAIN » of rennes vere Of « uTse he would. Respectfully, yours, L. X. NANce, 
Now, Mr. Speaker, to show that I did have the letters— | Chief Operator, N. C. & Xt. L. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman will suspend. See list attached giving names of friends that you so kindly re. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I say that it affects my official | membered last year: 
namie n this House : Mrs. A. J. Nance, Sixth avenue, Nashville, Tenn. 
os sacmaaeina ; - nee i a Fats | Mrs. L. M. Nance, Lavergne, Tenn. 
Mir. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, my point of order is that no Mrs. W. P. Davis, Beckwith, Tenn. 
( of personal privilege has been presented. Mrs. E. M. Davis, Beckwith, Tenn. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair reads from the Manual: Mrs. M. D. Nance, cA Tenn. rs 7 
re 2 « » » e aH ira Pe, § "ITIAS q 
© article in the mature of eeitheien af «4 Mase’ ote | 2 ee peaker, from the United Charities of 
ir [louse does not present a question of personal privilege. |; Nashville, dated January 12, from Miss Fanny Battle, a good 
Chair has listened to the reading of the article which | Woman, the daughter of General Battle, who helped to teach 
the gentleman furnished him. In the opinion of the Chair it | ™e my alphabet: — o 
1 y f Stiol1 rs f ‘ivilegve HE NITED HARITIES, 
does not pres nt a que tion of pe rsonal privilege. | Nashville, Tenn., January 8, 196 
fr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous | Hon. JoHN W. GAINES, 
CO} t for five minutes in which to explain the matter. Washington, D. C. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Tennessee asks for | DEAR Wester: We were made very happy by your communication 
five s to address the House in the nature of a personal | Tos*t@ing the seeds for the very poor. Im their name we most cordially 
exp] tion. Is there objection? I am very proud of you as my friend and my neighbor boy and my 


vi no objection. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thank the House for this 
courtes) Mr. Speaker, I sent out early in the year all or about 
all 1 that the Department said were to my credit. 
\ r I had de this I received a great number 
l hich 
t yesterday, which many of you saw, from people in 
district, asking me to send them seeds. I 
no ze bunch of these letters in one hand, which you see, 
re are here on my desk in large envelopes, com 


seeds 


me 








of letters | 
I have here, and had with me in my hands in | 


have | 


p! \ ibbers, so that I could bring them up to the House 
‘ purpose of convincing the Members that the great 

e plain people at least, not only want these seed, but 

| \ en to me for them. These same letters I had in my 
| sterday in the House when I requested the gentleman 
from Connecticut to permit me to read a paragraph from one | 
of t to prove to him that the people do appreciate these | 

a] 

I 1 not addressing the gentleman from New York [Mr. 
WapswortH] as the Post claims when I held up these letters. | 
The Recorp shows, as the fact was, I was addressing the gentle- | 
man from Connecticut [Mr. Litter]. I was standing very near 
hi near the middle aisle, some distance from where I now 
s wl i asked the gentleman from Connecticut to permit 
me t i m one of these letters, I grabbed up in each hand, 
from the desk in front of me, a number of these letters and 
held tl 1 my hand, showing to him and my brother Members 
that I had received these letters and actually had them with me 
to demo ite that the people not only wanted these seed, but | 
had tually written to for them, as some of the Members 


have no requests for seeds. When the gentleman from 


( ticut lined to yield further, the gentleman from New 
‘ Mr. WADSWORTH ‘ame over to where I was standing, 


; 
as the Recorp shows, he said: 
: y 


( RBESSIONAL it 


EcoRD and a copy of the Agricultural 


I laid down the letters and examined them and found that 


» that I had anything but these letters in my 


schoolboy. Many prosperous years to you. 
Your friend, 
FANNY BATTLy, Secretar; 


Here is another letter in which she writes: 


THE UNITED CHARITIES, 
Nashville, Tenn., January 12, 1906. 


Hon. J. W. GAINES, 
Washington, D. C. 


DEAR WesSLEY: The seeds have arrived, and there is many a family 
in the factory districts here that will have cause to call you blessed. 

We, too, are very thankful that you have remembered them. 

Yours, sincerely, 
FANNY BATTLE, Secretary. 

I wrote her to give them to the very poor, and she did it. 

“In their name we most cordially thank you,” she says; 
then she speaks kindly of me. I will not read that. 

I read a letter, Mr. Speaker, from Miss Mary McNellis, of 
Nashville, asking me to send some flower seed for the benefit of 
the Old Woman’s Home. I sent her letter to Secretary Wilson, 
and here is his reply: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
3UREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., March 2, 1 


and 


Hon. J. W. GAINES, 
House of Representatives. 

Sir: As requested in your favor of the 23d instant, I have ¢ 
pleasure in directing that you be credited with ten additional pa es 
of flower seed, which will be sent to Miss Mary MecNellis, 315 Nintl 
avenue north, Nashville, Tenn., at an early date. 


Very respectfully, : : 
B. T. GaLttoway, Chief of Bur 

Here is another from Miss Mary Woods, of Nashville, as 
to send them some seeds: ; 

NASHVILLE, TENN., January 20, 
Hon. JOHN W. GAINES. 

Dear Sir: On behalf of the Centennial Club I wish to thank you 
for the seeds and plants which came to us from the Agricultur: ' 
partment as a response to your kind request. From your first letter in 
reply to one of mine you said you feared you could not get an) 


| as we were late with our request, and when the plants came we 


not only gratified but surprised. 3 

We wish also to thank you for what you say in regard to Niacara. 
The whole nation would be grieved and mortified should such a mag- 
nificent spectacle be destroyed. 


Very truly, Marx Woops, Secretary. 








1906. 
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:: I beg to acknowledge the receipt of your favor of the 12th in 
stant, transmitting a letter from Miss Mary Woods, secretary of the 
‘ nnial Club, Nashville, Tenn., who asks for seeds, plants, etc., to | 

ify the children’s gardens at Nashville. I have taken pleasure 


UnItep STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU oF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., January 16, 1906. 


n. J. W. GAINES, 


House of Representatives. 


recting that a collection of shrubs and also a supply of flower seed 


rwi 


ye 


irded to Miss Woods and trust the same will prove of service. 

Very respectfully, 

B. T. GALLoway, 
Chief of Bureau. 


e is a leter from Rev. William M. Green, a preacher in the | 


of Nashville, asking me to send him some seed: 


NASHVILLE, TENN., February 20, 1906. 


I JOHN WESLEY GAINES. 
DeAR SrR: My little granddaughter asked: “Is Mr. GAINES 


n Washington?” 


“ Yes,” I answered, “ and working like a beaver.” 





then,” said she, “ write to him that if he has any seeds left I 
like to have some, and will be much obliged.” So there you 
1 it not satisfy China if our Government should agree to per- 


) laborers to come over annually, and that we will not permit 
n 500 of our laborers to go over there to settle permanently? 
1 are well and happy. 








Yours, indeed, Wm. M. GREEN, 
901 Villa Place. 
re is one from Hackberry, Tenn.; a good name, Mr. 
§ er, showing that these seeds go where the hackberry 
es are, and where some of the yeomanry and good citizens 
State are. [Great laughter and applause. ] 
HACKBERRY, TENN., February 25, 1906. 
W. GAINES, 
nited States Department of Agriculture. 
We planted some of your seeds last year; it was the finest we 
1. We intend to plant some of them this year. You said 
report the result of our trial to this Department. 
Miss HuLtpan LYLE. 
Hackberry, Tenn. 
ll read two from Mr. Parks, who has ridden all over the 
t co section of Tennessee and Kentucky fighting the tobacco 
trust ; 
Port ROYAL, TENN., March 14, 1906. 
JoHN W. GAINES. 
in Str AND FRIEND: For a long time I have been looking for 
t n seed to come to hand. They fail to come to hand. 1 am 
disappointed. Many of my lady friends are expecting them, 
after me almost daily about them, and that is why it bothers 
em not to come, 
een over the country so much lately, and could have handed 
t to my friends, and especially to those who are the least able 
1 
se you a list of bulletins. Kindly have them sent to George 
I Greenbrier, R. F. D. 2, Robertson County. I want him to 
! illetin on grafting and budding. I want him to have all you 
ve him about the orchard. Kindly send Year Book. Will ap 
it if you will also send some bulletins to J. D. Sherer, 
r, R. F. D. No. 2. Both are my friends, and will appreciate 
1 can do for them. ‘They are anxious to learn all about the 
nt the night with Mr. Corbin last week. Mrs. Corbin fed me 
( d Indian peaches, and I never ate better, and I want to do 
i y power to help them. 
ve lots of friends who have fed me through our great tobacco 
nd that is one of the main reasons I am so anxious about get- 
ge lot of seed of all kinds for them. 
Your friend, Jno. D. PARKS. 
Port Roya, TENN., April 16, 1906. 
HN W. GAINES. 
Dear Srr: Your valued favor of March 22 received, in which 
ited letter from the seed department, saying they were 
and would send out seed in a week or ten days. They did 
h me until 10th of April, and they were appreciated by 
o I gave them. I did not have half to give near all those 
1 been feeding me and my faithful little horse through ou 
iceo fight so long. And now I am bothered no little for 
») have been so faithful to me to be expecting something from 
eed, and not be able to furnish them. 
I noticed 38,000,000 packages of seed would be subject to 
r of Representatives for distribution, to begin in December, 
[ felt encouraged to feel like I would make lots of my good 
is feel like I was trying to help them, and especially show 
and actions I had appreciated what they had done for me. 
ks sometimes like I have made the greatest failure of any 
ist begins to look like it is no use to make any great effort 
it I can do with my own hands, and you know it is a 
to get things down to such a point as that. I will try and 
| hope for better conditions in the near future. 
lf am, your friend, 
Jno. D. Parks. 
is one from Antioch, near my old home: 
ANTIOCH, TENN., March 1, 1906. 














i'RIEND: I got your free seed last year, and they did mighty 
1 I thank you for them, and if you have any beet seed to give 
vould be thankful if you would send me a paper of the blood 

seed. I haven't got any and can’t get them; and if you 
m, send a paper of four-o’clock seed. I am a poor old woman, 


one arm broken, and can’t work to buy any seed. Send me 
if you please, and oblige a friend. If you send the seed, direct 
, Mrs. W. Jones, Antioch, Tenn., R. F. D. No. 16, and 


end, Mrs. W. F. Jones, and if you have them to give away, 
end them as soon as you can. 








Note, gentlemen, that she says she is a widow and without 
money. “I am a poor old woman and have one arm broke and 
can’t work to buy any seed.” [Applause.] I didn’t have 
send, gentlemen, but I asked Secretary Wilson to send them and 
wrote her the following letter: 


any to 


Mrs. W. F. JongEs, 
R. F. D. No. 16, Antioch, Tenn. 
DEAR MADAM: your lett 











4 of recent date to hand, and I re say 
that I am entirely out of both gard r l I have, 1 ver, 
written to the Department of é t f Ks 
to send you some seed, which I sincer t 

Am sorry that your letter did not l of 1 were 
mailed out. 

With best wishes, I am, yi vi I 
Here is another one from H. C. Singleton, of N \ 
NASHVILLE, TENN., Ja 

Hon. J. W. GAINES, M. C., Washington, D. C. 

Dear Sir: As one of your « tituents, I beg tl , 
questing you to add m name to the list of a 
send farm and garden seeds, especially the |! ilso eds, 
plants, etc. I would appreciate a hi i yo able 
to send me from time to time With highs gards, I 

Very respectfully, yours, 
a. & @ 
No. 955 Woodland street, Nasi Tenn. 

Here is one from one of the editors of the Nashville American, 

which the correspondent of that paper asked me to send h 
Tur NASHVILLE 

Hon. Jonn W. GAINES, 

Dear Mr. GAINES: Many, many thanks in behalf of myself and Mrs, 
Ewing for the seeds. 

I trust you will have a happy and pr $ ye ] it you 


may not overwork yor 
Very sincerely, 


Here is one from W. A. Sears, of the Nashvill 
THE NASHVILLE 





















Nashville, Ten j 5 
Hon. JoHN W. GAINES, 
Vashington, D. C. 

Dear Srr: Will you kindly remember “ the pauper this year with 
a package of vegetable and flower seeds? 

Very truly, yours W. A. S 
Nashville Banner, Nashville, Tenn. 

Here is one from Mrs. Eli Morris, a widow [applause]—the 

widow of one of my best friends, now dead and in heay 
NASHVILLE, TENN., March 29, 1906 

My Dear Mr. GAINES: Since writing my m , M I 1, SO 
beautifully about “‘our” Eli, she wants me to ask you ag ) nd 
her flower and garden seeds. Hoping you can do this w it any 
inconvenience, and that you are well and happy, I an 

Sincerely, 
Mrs, I M $ 

Miss Sue Ella Brown, Clarksville, Tenn., says: 

Please send me a collection of seed. I have tried seed f 1 the 
Department and they are very fine. 

Mrs. J. W. Hagerwood, Sobel, Tenn., says: 

The flower seed and other seeds you sent me last year pn l very 
satisfactory. You asked me to let you know I ! 
all did just as nice as they could, garden seed and all. 
me for not replying sooner, and please send me some mor 

Prof. John S. Daniel, Vanderbilt University, Nashy , Tenn., 
writes : 

I shall thank you very much if you will have the Agricultural I t 
ment send me some nitro culture for alfalfa I should ke t t a 
small culture to test right ay SO r t to 1 
several bushels of is to plant in M 

Mrs. Annie Castleman, ave Nasl | | = 
Savs 

I thank you most heartily for those seed you sent me last y ; rhey 
thrived and did fine 

She asks for more and some for her neighbors. 

Mr. Henry F. Beaumont, Nashville, Ten asked 1 f some 
seed for his wife, and adds this: 

Mrs. Beaumont wishes to have a od garden this year and she 
thinks Government seeds are the only kind that will | i 1 ts 
she desires. 

I have a great number of letters here asking for tobacco seed. 
I have another here from Mr. M. F. Bailey, D 4 
Stewart County—who asked me for some rape seed Is he 
letter to the Department. He wanted 10 pounds for experi- 


mental purposes. I have here copies of my letter to Mr. 





and one to Secretary Wilson, asking that seed be sent 

I haven’t the time, Mr. Speaker, to read more of 
ters. Here are a great number of them on my « 
may read them who desires. I had them with me 1 rday 
they are the same letters that I held in 1 hand when, by the 
accident, as stated, I picked up the Recorp with ther 

You can see from this, gentlemen, the great injustice that 
this publication does me, and how it would tend, unexplains 


d, 
‘to mislead the readers of the Post. I have nothing more to say 
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for the present, although I would like to read all these letters. 
| Lond applause. | 
{nd now, by way of extension of my remarks, through the 
courtesy of the House, I will print a few of these letters: 
CLARKSVILLE, TENN., February 21, 1906. 
Hk J. W. GAINES, M. C., 
Washington, D.C. 

Di SIR I want you to procure for me from the seed or Agricul 
t 1 De; tment ne tobacco seed of the Cuban or Brazilian type. 
I d | w the 1 of variety, but what I want is the largest 
‘ variety of a tobacco that has that peculiar Havana flavor. 
E g s at balan and send me enough seed to sow 100 square 

Respectfully, Ep. G. DUNLAVY. 
SPRINGFIELD, ROBERTSON COUNTY, TENN. 

I J. W. GAINES: Please send me some one sucker tobacco seed, 

and s ‘ 1 type of some other kind. 
Your friend, A. G. WILLIAMS, Farmer. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C. February 13, 1906. 
Lk W. GAINES 
! R prese ntatives, Washington, D. C. 

Ss \ ] ( uur favor of the 2d instant, inclosing a letter from 
Mr. A. G. Wiilliar R. F. D. 4, Springfield, Tenn., requesting some one 
sucke t« eco seed 

We rezret to s that we have no seed of this variety on hand for 
dist t i : ied to Mr. Williams samples of some 
other variet k well adapted to his locality. 

Very 
B. T. GALLOWAY, 
Chief of Bureau. 
OFFICE OF J. S. DOWLEN & Son, 
Springfield, Tenn., January 20, 1906. 
Foon. Jon W. GAINES 

My Drar Sir: Your letter of some time since to hand; it got mis- 
laid a z some papel hence I have not written you. If you have 
nin no arrangements about the seed f our neighborhood, the 

lice \ 1 absorbed by rural deliveries, will make you this pro] 

} d 1 to J. S. Dowlen & Son, and I will see that 
they buted among the different families. If you send any, 

id e! h for 300 families, that none may be neglected. 

\ very respectfully, 
J. S. DoWLEN & Son, 
By Tony DoOwLen. 

Mr. J. W. GAINES: Please send garden seeds to the following names: 
A. B. Carpenter, F. A. Carpenter, Beverley Carpenter, Mollie Carpenter, 
I’. G. Carpenter, M. J. Carpenter, Aubrey Mackey, Ella Mackey, Guthrie, 
Podd Cou Ky., Route Mrs. Florence M. Harris, R. W. Harris, 
Anders arris, Fred Harris, Frankie Harris, Trenton, Tedd County, 
J Rou } 
lion. J. W 

J : Si me some garden seeds, and oblige, 

\ 
WILTON SAWYER, 
West Nashville, Tenn. 
JANUARY 17, 1906. 
Mr. Wi N SAWYER, 
R. F. DD. No. 5, West Nashville, Tenn. 

D ¢ St Your letter of recent date just received, and I have re 

‘ ‘d the Department of Agriculture to send you the garden seed 
: 4 


truly, 


JANUARY 17, 1906. 


Bureau, Washington, D. C. 














Sin: Vlease send one package of garden seed to Wilton Sawyer, R. F. 
D. Ne West Nashville, Tenn., box 70, using my franked slip herewith 
D 

‘ very respectfully, - 
JANUARY 12, 1906. 
J SECRETARY OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D. C. 
Clay Guthrie, Ky., wants some Alfaso de Cuba 
{ \\ lease send them to him, if in your power, using 
I s letter of request, and ask you to return same. 
respectfull 
INDIAN MOUND, TENN., March 8, 1906. 
8 | J W. GAINES, M. ¢ ; 
Washington, D. ¢ 
J SIR P! ‘ ward one package of garden seed, and oblige, 
\ irs, t Vv 
W. A. THA. 
CANEYSPRING, TENN., February 16. 
NM (,AINI 
I saw in the Weekly American your announcement about 
' : ti » seed I desire to nt some tobacco this year, 
e, send me a package ju as soon as you can, for |] 
nt 
Irs L. D. POWELL. 
GUTHRIE, Ky., January 9, 1906. 
I} J \ | 
s want to ask a favor of you. I wish you would send 
I A de ( tobacco seed. I want them to raise some ' 


| 


smoking tobacco. Will give you some when you are at some of our 





tobacco meetings next fall, such as we had at Guthrie and Trenton 
Ky.; so will close, wishing you success with your tobacco Dill. P 
Very respectfully, 
Cuay Baume. 
OFFICE OF DIEHL & Lorp, 

Nashville, Tenn., January 4, 1906 

DEAR SIR AND FRIEND: I would be pleased if you send William Kk 
patrick, 48 Green street; John Prinz, 67 Maury street, and Lorain \;, 
Danil, care of Diehl & Lord, some seeds; Joseph Kight, care of Dieh! & 


Lord, some seeds. They will surely appreciate same. I wish 
the good luck you might wish yourself in the new year. 


Yours, 


you al 


ADAM Dien. 
. DEEP SPRING, TENN., March 6, 1906 
JOHN WESLEY GAINES. 

Kinp Str: Please send us some garden seed, and oblige Joe Griflin, 
Annie Griffin, W. R. Harper, M. G. Harper, all of Deep Spring, Cheat- 
ham County, Tenn. 

Yours, truly, JOE GRIFFIN 


JANUARY 20, 1906. 


Mr. B. T. GALLOWAY, 
Chief of Bureau, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Str: Please send one package garden seed to James B. Wil- 


liams, Goodlettsville, Tenn. 
I inclose you franked slip for same. 











Yours, very respectfully, JNO. W. GAINES. 
MARROWBONE, TENN., April 23, 1906 
Hon. J. W. GAINFS. 
My Dear Sir: I would appreciate some of your latest watermelon 
and muskmelon seeds if you will send them to me. 
Yours, respectfully, J. W. OWEN. 
FEBRUARY 7, 1906. 
Dear Str: Will you please procure me a few tobacco seed from the 
Agricultural Department of the United States? Will thank you in 
advance for your trouble. 
Respectfully, JAS. M. GUNN, 
Normandy, Tenn. 
Dear Sir: Please send me some garden seeds, and oblige, 
Yours, truly, 
H. H. Hoacan, 
Lebanon, Tenn. 
NASHVILLE, TENN., January 19, 1906. 
JOHN W. GAINES. 
DEAR Str: Please send me some of those flower and vegetable seeds. 


Thanking you very much for same, I am, 


Respectfully, yours, Mrs. BARBARA McCGARIGLe. 


P. S.—Please send beans and sweet-corn seed, if you have them 
Oblige, B. M. 





Mr. J. W. GAINES: Please send us some garden seeds to names as 
follows: Mrs. E. Markey, Aubrey Markey, Mollie Carpenter, Sidney 
Douglas, Alf Douglas, Henry Douglas, Parthena Douglas, Welton 
Douglas, Guthrie, Todd County, Ky., route 5, in care of Carpenter. 

DOTSONVILLE, February 5, 1900. 
lion. J. W. GAINES. 





Dear Sir: I am desirous of finding out the cause of your quitting 
me and sending seeds for distribution to Sam O'Neal. Have | evet 


turned my back on your enemies? 
Viease answer and oblige. 
Yours, respectfully, 


Have I done anything to cause this? 
FRANK Batt! 
NOLENSVILLE, TENN., January 21, 1906. 
Hon. J. W. GAINES. 
Dear Sir: Please send me a yariety of garden and vegetable seed 
(flower seed) and greatly oblige 
Your friend, Mrs. L. H. BArrte. 
APRIL 12, 1906 
Mr. J. W. GAINnes: Please send some garden seeds to the following 
names: A. B. Carpenter, P. G. Carpenter, Frank A. Carpenter, Aubrey 
Mackey, Ella Mackey, M. J. Carpenter, Guthrie, Todd County, Ky., 
Route 5. 
Mrs. Florence Harris, Robert Harris, Frankie Harris, Anderson [lar 


ris, Mrs. Bettie Harris, Alex. Harris, Trenton, Todd County, Ky., 
Route 3. 
P. S.—Please send me some flower seeds. 


MOLUIE CARPENTER, 
Guthrie, Todd County, Ky. 
ANTIOCH, TENN., January 31, 1 
Hon. JoHN W. GAINES, M. C. 

DEAR FRIEND: Several of your friends and mine asked me to write 
to you and ask you if you please, sir, to send them some ¢ en 
seed, as all are farmers. Their names are as follows: Ed. Hartman, 
i. W. Morgan, 8S. H. Morgan, D. Morgan, J. H. Morgan, T. L. Morgan, 
W. E Morgan, W. L. Morgan, and Thos. 8. Thomas. Do this nd 
oblige your friends. Please direct the seed all to me tor distri m. 
Now, hoping that you are well and still after the rascals. 

I am still your friend and wellwisher. — 





Mon 
FLAT Rock, TENN., March 29, 
JNO. W. GAINES. 

DEAR Frienp: About January 2 I sent you a list of abou 
names for you to send seed to, and I have not heard from yo e 
that time. I shall be glad to hear from you and to know if 5 C 
the list of names. I hope you are well. 

With best wishes and regards, I am, 

Yours, truly, 


a 





CALEB HILL. 








1906. 























NASHVILLE, TENN., April 4, 1906. 





Senator GAINES. 

Str: Please send me the following flower seeds: Sweet peas, 
carnations, lilies of the valley, violets, buttercups, and chrys- 
nums. 


Yours, truly, 


Miss C,. E. HODGKINS. 
NASHVILLE, TENN., January 28, 1906. 
T. W. GAINES. 
var Sir: Please send me an assortment of garden and flower seed, 
‘ 


Your friend, A. M. Watson. 


~ 


NASHVILLE, TENN., February 27, 1906. 
J. WESLEY GAINES, 
Washington, D. C. 
) Srr: Some time ego you told me to write you a card to remind 
x ‘nd me some garden and flower seed. I would appreciate your 
f you would forward them to me at once. 
Your friend, 
Mrs. JESSIE PHILLIPS SCIRALLY. 


BRENTWOOD, TENN., February 22, 1996. 
M J. W. GAINES. 
DEAR Str: Will you please remember me when you send out your 
t arde n seeds. 
Yours, very truly, sUIST RAINS, 
NASHVILLE, TENN., March 19, 1906. 
J. W. GAInes, Esq. 
: Str: I would be pleased to have you send me some flower seeds, 
e no room for garden seeds, and kindly oblige, 
Yours, truly, 
ALBERT J. BROOKER, Jr. 
WHITE HOowUSE, January 24, 1906. 
n W. GAINES. 
Str: As some of your constituents and warm supporters, we 
pleased to share in your allotment of garden seeds, and oblige, 
Yours, respectfully, 
T. B. WEBB. 
J. A. COLLIS. 
A. B. BRINKLEY. 


JANUARY 20, 1906. 
I] I. W. GAINES: Please send garden and flower seeds to Miss Kate 
Goodlettsville, Tenn. 
Mrs. R. T. PERRY, 
Saundersville, Tenn. 


JANUARY 25, 1906. 
Mr. B. T. GALLOWAY, 
Chief of Bureau, Washington, D. C. 


D Sir: Inelosed I hand you a letter just received—Mr. John C 
\ s, R. R. No. 21, Goodlettsville, Tenn., requesting me to send 
i e garden seed. 


read over his letter and send him the seed called for. 
sed franked slips for the same. 


Yours, very respectfully, — ean, 





NASHVILLE, TENN., March 8, 1906. 
IIon. J. W. GAINES, Washington, D. C. 
D Str: Will you kindly favor me with some flower seed? If so. 
ire if I can be of service to you in any way, I will gladly 





I the compliment, 
Yours, truly, LYTTON ALLEY. 
Iion. J. W. GAINES: Please send me some of your free sample flower 
seed nd oblige. 


Mrs. M. HILLIARD, 


NASHVILLE, TENN., December 15, 1905. 
Iion. J. W. GAINES. 
I Sin: I would like for you to send me some garden seed, as I 
V to try and see what I can do in that line this coming spring. |! 
| as many kinds as you can send, as I have a large garden 


Mrs. J. W. HARTLEY. 
PORTLAND, TENN., March 1, 1906. 
M 3, Washington, D. C. 
Ss Some time ago I wrote and asked you to send me some 
1, and I received your letter of February 15 to the effect 
d requested the Department of Agriculture to send me the 
I have not received it yet. Will you please see to it and 








rs, respectfully, W. J. LEHMANN. 
FEBRUARY 15, 1906. 
W. GAINES. 
| you kindly send me a pack of your tobacco seed, and 


BILL JACKSON 
Cayce, Stewart County, Tenn. 


UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. C., February 17, 1996. 
W. GAINES, 
of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


eg to acknowledge receipt of your favor of recent date, in 


etter from Mrs. William A. Buntin, 114 North Spruce street, 


ler 





nn., giving a list of names of tobacco growers who are de- 
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sirous of obtaining se 
ertson County. We 
parties in this list, and we take 
under same. 


Very respectful 


Hon. J. WESLEY GAIN 


also 1 


ly 


ES. 


SE. 





DEAR FRIEND: A number of yor 


write to you and ask 
plant the seed, 


John T. Ahearn, T. 


yo 


HH. 





Doak, waterworks department, and J 


Nashville, Tenn, 


Assuring you that we are, as ever, 


Hon. JAMES WILSON, 


Secretary of Agriculture, 


DEAR Mr. WILSON: 
dressed to may fort 
sonal friend Miss N 

As other good wom 





tion, you might say, Miss 





secreta 


ie ¢ 


en < 





the common people of North Nashville 


charity. 





Can you not, my faithful friend, send her some seed 


I trust you can. 
Yours, very tr 


Hon. J. W. GAINES, 


uly, 


Washington, D. C.: 


Please send me some flower seeds. 


Yours, truly, 


lion. JOHN WESLEY GAINES, Washington, D. C 
send 


DEAR Sire: Kindly 
Crocker Springs. 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. SECRETARY OF AGRICt 


Str: Inclosed I h 
Nashville, Tenn. 


and 


I wrote him that my supply of 


you would mail hir 


Yours, respect 


Mr. B. T. GALLOWAY, 


Chief of Bureau, 


DeAR Sir: Inclose 


questing me to send him some flower se 


n two 
franked slips for sam« 


fully, 


da I 





ter that his preference is for sweet peas. 


closed franked slips. 


Yours, very respectfully, 


NASHVILLE, CHATTANOOGA 


Hon. J. W. GAINES, 


Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: If the supply is not exhausted 


seed for a suburban garden. 


Yours, truly, 


Hion. JOHN WESLEY GAINES, M. C 


Dear Srr: Will you kindly put 
Government seed and oblige. 
Very respectfully, 


rhe honorable SECRETARY 


Sir: Inclosed ples 
13, West Nashville, 


as well as other parties mentioned 


ise 


Ten 





Please send each of the parties two packages of ¢« 


my quota. 


Yours, very respectfully, 


Hon. Jonn W. GAIN 
DEAR Str: I noti 
tributing tobacco se 
tobacco seed, as I w 
Yours, truly, 


Hon. Jonn W. GAIN 
Sirk: Please send 
leaf, heavy tobacco. 


“il suitable to tl dark-tobaceco dist: R 
10te that inclose franks add) i to the 
pleasure in forwarding a s ff l 
B. T. GALLOWAY 
Chief of B t 
NASHVILLE, TENN., January 19, 19 
r constituent isked 1 to 
u to send them sor j d We will 
and hope to let you reap the fruit the f 
Morton, T. D. Mort Lhe y Kl \ * 
hn Keegan, 1505 G treet, 
yours, t 
i Doa 
——— J 9 1L90t 
Washinaton,. D. C. 
I inclose you a letter of special i e, ad 
General McCord is pe 
oode, 1310 North High street, N ] ! 
f Nashville are doing in e ari ic por 
Coode is trying to bea fy the yard Ms 
, which work is a vel ] il 
for this | : 
West NASHVILLE, TENN., Ap 1 
BeESsIg TI 
NASHVILLE, TENN., March 19 
me some garden seed. I want these for 
W. P. Reapy 
JANUARY 12, 190 
LTURE, 
Washington, D. C 
you letter received to-day from G. N. A n, 
flower seed was exhauste that 
packages of garden seed. I in e 1 
TANI 51. 1906 
Washington, D. C. 
hand you a letter from John E. Fisher, re 
<i. You will see from |! let 
Would appreciate it very much if you will send these, using the in- 
AND ST. Louis RAILWA 
OFFICE OF CLAIM A NT. 
Nashville, Tenn., Janua 19 
I will apprecia a few 
Thanking you, I an 
R. M. Ba 
NASHVILLE, TENN., Ja } 
Washington, D. C. 
my name on r mail for 
THOMAS L. B! 
JANI 12, 1906 
OF AGRICULTURE, 
Washington, D. C 
find a letter from E. J. Adh ae ee oe 
n., requesting me to send hit ! 1, 
1 his 
d 
MATCI r Fe 
ie the Nashyv é Al w he ] 
| wish ye would s | e B 
to plant a tobacco crop this yeal nd i 
J. A 
LIB I Ie 1 
a package of to seed I want 


\ 


ES. 
ced 
ed 
ant 


‘ES. 


me 


6203 





6204 


NASHVILLE, TENN., March 9, 1906. 
GAINES. 
‘AN: I am told if I ask you that you will send me an 
garden seeds, and I gladly accept the opportunity, asking 
the following: Pole beans, bunch beans, lettuce, tomatoes, cu- 
early c bunch butter beans, pepper, okra, and mustard. 


in ul very much, 
I remain, Mrs. J. N. PUCKETT. 


HN WESLEY 


}ENTLE 


rn, 


NASHVILLE, TENN., February 13, 1906. 

Mr. Joun WESLEY 
DEAR Sik: I 
send me some 
fender of the 


GAINES. 
would appreciate the courtesy very much if you will | 
flower and garden seeds. I am a Democrat and a de- 
old Confederates. I am in the 6-A grade at the Caldwell 
resp¢ WAIN. 


-ctfully, MAURICE 


GOODLETTSVILLE, TENN., February 23, 1906. 
GAINES, 
ashington, D. C. 
» been requested by patrons to ask you to send me some 
istribution. Thanking you in advance for same, re- 


hi 


Dr. J. P. WILLIAMS. 


HAMPTON STATION, TENN., March 26, 1906. 
ton. J¢ 
DEAR 
rieties of 


Await 


IN W. 
SIR: 


GAINES. 

I write to ask you to send me an assortment or different 
garden seed, if you please. 

ing an @i 


ly, yours, — JOHN F. JOHNSON. 


CLARKSVILLE, TENN., February 1, 1906. 
SLEY GAINES. 
I see published in the Nashville Banner that they will 
acco seed through Representatives of the State. You will 
ne of the dark kind that will suit this locality. 
rs, respectfully, 
H. C. Lona. 


FEBRUARY, 25, 1906. 
DUNLANG, Clarksville, Tenn. 
rn: Yours of the 24th instant to hand, and I have instantly 
the Department of Agriculture to send you some tobacco seed. 
do not receive them promptly, let me hear from you. 
urs, very respectfully, 


FEBRUARY 24, 1906. 
T. GALLOWAY, 
Chicf of Bureau, City. 
k: Please send one package tobacco seed to Mr. Ed G. Dun- 
No. 1, Clarksville, Tenn., using the inclosed franked slip. 
very respectfully, 
APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The motion of Mr. WADSWORTH was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the further con- 
sideration of the agricultural appropriation bill, with Mr. Fos- 
rer of Vermont in the chair. 


‘he Clerk read as follows: 


AGRICULTURAL 


expenses, Bureau of Plant Industry: To investigate fruits, 
trees, grain, cotton, tobacco, vegetables, grasses, forage, drug, 
inal, poisonous, fiber, and other plants and plant industries, in 
ion with other branches of the Department, the State experi- 
tions, and practical farmers; to study plant and orchard 
and den te the treatment of same; to study plant physi- 
relation crop production and the origination and improve- 

selection; to investigate and encourage 


1 
ra 
al 


in 

f ss by breeding and 

» adoption of improved methods of farm management and farm prac- 

investigate the feeding value of farm crops and the use of fer- 

; to investigate the causes of decay in forest timber and timber 

tion purposes, and to devise means for preventing the 

me; to inves e the practical application in agricul- 

ion of atmospheric nitrogen by bacteria and other 

: and in the root tubercles of leguminous and 

to cultivate and distribute these nitrogen fixers: to 

methods for preventing algal and other contaminations 

to carry on special investigations of the conditions 

handling, grading, and transit, and of the means 

; to model fruits, vegetables, and other plants 

models to the experiment stations of the several 

d practicable ; to investigate the methods of har- 

ring, and shipping fruits and vegetables, and for 

t fruits and vegetatles within the United 

and such fruits, vegetables, packages, 

needed for th investigations and ex- 

in open market and disposed of a 
Acriculture, is authorized 

the fruits, vegetables, 

tion and repetition of tl 

rd 


mneys shall 


a> te 


nh Sols 


UNTries 5 


bought : 
' and he 
received from sales of 
rd the continu: 
imental shipments, and such m ) 
iltivate and for ‘rimental 
1aintain conservatories, T nm 
to enable the Secretary f Agricultur 
improven to establish and maintain 
and agricultural station on the Arli 
ginia, in ordance 
yved April 1900 ; 
1. and the best method 
; to investis e alr 
d and 
mtinue 


such 


care expe 


ouses: 


with the 1s 
to investigate and repot 
f cultivating and pre 
develop the domestic 
the methods of increasing the 
» inquiry and ascertain the progress 
sugar from beets and sorghum and 
purchase, propagate, test. and 
ilbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, | 


provis 


( 
1d 


est 


» collect, 


ds, bi 
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| point of order against all after the word “ countries,” 
| page 19, down to and including the word “ used,” in line 17 
| the same page, on the ground that it changes existing 


| which the paragraph carries. 


| transaction. 
| authorizing the investigation of the art of packing and shi 


May 1 


and plants; for the employment of investigators, local and gs), 
agents, agricultural explorers, experts, clerks, illustrators, assis; 
student or scientific aids, foremen, gardeners, merchants, and ali , 
labor and scientific assistance required in conducting investigations ., 
experiments in the city of Washington and elsewhere. And the 
ployees of the Bureau of Plant Industry outside of the city of \ 


| ington may, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, 


additional expense to the Government, be granted leaves of a! 


|} not to exceed fifteen days in any one year, which leave may, 


ceptional and meritorious cases where such an employee is ill, 
tended, in the discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, not to ex 
fifteen days additional in any one year. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 


nia 


in li 


The provision relates to the expenditure of the approprin 
There is no legislation aut} 
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to go into the markets of 
country for the purpose of buying fruits to pack and sh 
other markets in this country or to foreign countries, and 
thorizing him to make sales in any of the markets of the 

and to use the proceeds of those sales for a repetition o 
There are abundant provisions in the par: 


\ 


fruit. My point of order applies only to that provision 
directs the Secretary of Agriculture to buy fruits and 
products for the purpose of shipment into domestic and 
eign markets, and to use the proceeds for the repe 
of the transaction. There is no law authorizing it. It 
part of agriculture within the meaning of the statutes. 
necessarily and essentially a part of commerce. Therefor 
Chairman, I think the point of order ought to be sustain 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I concede the p 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is conceded 
chairman of the committee, and the Chair sustains the p 
order. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
ical error in the second word of line 25, on page 18. 
be spelled “ alge” instead of “ algal.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Change the spelling of the second word in line 
will read “ alge.” 

The CHAIRMAN. 
make the correction. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. 
out the last word. 
fifteen minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous consent to 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I listened ; 
day with considerable interest to the fervid and 
rather hysterical eloquence of the gentlemen who were ru g 
in rapid procession to express allegiance to the interests of tl! 
farmers and the men who toil; and, incidentally, to « 
their appreciation of the work of this Department. Noy 
tlemen, I realize that the period of nominating conventio: 
hand, and therefore I trust that all the remarks of all f! 
tlemen may be as seed sown in good ground; that tl 
bring forth fruit, and that the results may abundantly j 
the expectation at the time of harvest. 

I yield to no man in my regard for the agricultural 
tries of this country—the great forces that are making 
tional prosperity. These gentlemen do not say anythi 
behalf of those interests in general, that I would not 
could. But I am bound to take issue with them on some 
conclusions that they draw. I recognize as thoroughly «s 
do that agriculture is the great primary source of pr 
wealth. I recognize more, that its prosperity is the 1 
and essential condition of national prosperity, advancen 
growth. I recall that the classic and Chinese mytholog 
to agriculture a divine origin, and that, in order fui 
dignify the subject, they brought from the heavens a god t 
its mysteries to mankind. I am inclined to think, howev 
our latter-day, twentieth century, practical point of vi 
even more distinct recognition, when it devotes to the 
agricultural problems, as it does, this body of trained s 
who for the last twelve years have been shedding 
luster on the Department of Agriculture and giving 
of reputation and distinction to it. 

I believe in the Department of Agriculture. I believ: 
oughly in its work. I believe in its great Secretary. 
started it on its career of advancement and growth and 


Mr. Chairman, I call attention to a typom 
It sl 


25, page 18, so that it 


If there be no objection, the Clerk will 
Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
I should like recognition at this time for 


The gentleman from Colorado asks unani- 
continue his remarks for ten minutes. Is 


Sol 


yT’- 
who 
who 
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nearly ten years has so ably directed its progress. I bel 
e men who are under Secretary Wilson, the able heads f | It is useless to enumerate in detail the individual } 


















rtments, and in the faithful and energetic men who are] with their almost acular wor “—_ 
ng under them. The work fascinates me. It ap] is to! of dollars and ' t us 1 
It appeals to my imagination. It appeals to my hopes of | stations in all the S iT 
ire of this country. It appeals to my sense of duty to} ment until now O00 
ind the constituents whom Lh e the ho r to 1 
1 not af man with the hoe, and I have no} figures oO 
of the milita I am not alarmed at the ze of Mi ta « 
ypropriations. They seem very sm ll. compar vel en ; 
nable ind abund lv justified by the wo! i 
h been doing. 
roi 0 1 h into detail, I ould like to t 
ul riefly ft f the resu dit 
‘ II r on this question of fre ra ! é 
| we ire liscussing ! } 
American f r is by no means a babe in swaddl t 
Give tart and an oj he can t ( 
but his work can I \ { I { l l 5 
i ( | increase and tl highest interests « ast to tl , 
( 1e Col promoted | the 2 lan 1g 3 1 I \ : 
helpful lvice of such | ‘ I e | 1 esi train ‘ 
e | tt e years ! 1 < \ 
Mark Tw lid that the cauliflower was ) mr the 
with a col on, is been the ful us 
l ( 1] eC] Ag uitus i y " llece n | i 
rt « y tot , but I the « p ind the i pt } 
vi] t of Minnesota and the tobacco of Connecticut ipp ition 
n of Texas and the apple of New York and Michi re ting to the e ust ‘ 
horses of the mountains and the dairy cows of Lowa. lions to save 
y say that the Department reeks with | | It 1 | ( I 
s paternalism and paternalism, and there is nothing | St § ( 
lie ul work of these bureaus which would disturb the | these lines i t 
i f Jefferson l < ti 
sh it had been in the power of evet member ¢ this | \v K OL I I 
] n to the statements made befor he com! il it 1 
is of the various executive b l of 1 i rt fo! 
ng in that, I wish that each ht find t i l " 
its of these hearings ti 1 « tC has be i | 
I ed sci¢ ! the field « tu Li ll ~ 
l t bad taste to recall the ea d rnation of 
) tins derisic e “co b l :% l 
he rtily ashamed of it before he gets through with elen 
The work is noi nl l al, and S I ve gl; | 
t itional alth ugh it is, ind sh uld be in the n Li 3 MT ae | 
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to se ing, that would accomplish something, and was of prac- | 
t | ty for something of doubtful propriety which did little 
or ] i. 

WI! Department was first organized, Congress very 
aptly ( ‘y pro} made a part of its duty the distribu- 
tion of rare and valuable seeds, but they were to be rare and 
valual seeds, not the kinds that had been known for three 
centu +; not the variety that our forbears brought with them 


They were to be rare and valu- 
e productive power 


and Plymouth. 
omething that would add to t 


li t 





} 
i 








and wealth of the country and advance the interest of the 
farming population. 

What the committee, if I understand it, attempted to do is 

mply this: they attempted to confine this work to the legiti- 
mate field of the distribution of rare and valuable seeds. ‘There 
was no thought, I am sure, of dealing either illiberally or par- 

l ly with it. On the other hand, they believe that they 
haye appropriated sufficiently so that that work may be carried 
on Wi success according to its legitimate purpose. 

WHAT THE SEED DISTRIBUTION SHOULD BE. 

There are endless instances of the importance of the distri- 
bution properly directed. The seedless crange was developed 
and introduced by the Bureau of Plant Industry, and afterwards 
distributed through this very appropriation. This one fruit 
has been worth more to the people of this country than all the 
radishe pumpkins, lettuce, and beans that have been sent out 
through the Department of Agriculture since this distribution 
began. The statisticians tell us that the California crop of seed- 
less orange alone is worth from $7,000,000 to $8,000,000 annually. 

In the same way and through the same distribution the Gov- 
ernment has been sending out macaroni wheat. The Bureau of 
Plant Industry introduced it from Russia and Asia and distrib- 
ied it freely to our farmers, and to-day it is adding to the 


1 


-bearing possibilities of the country infinitely mere than 








all of these ordinary seeds that they are sending out for us 
under our franks. ‘his is something the farmer can not get 
he corner grocery, and the cash value of the work is to be 
figured in millions of dollars. Last year it is estimated that we 
d in this country from $10,000,000 to $15,000,000 in this 
product alone, and the beauty of it is that it fills a new field and 
positively adds that amount to our productive wealth. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. And they have done that within the last 
three ars. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. And the chairman calls my atten- 
tic et that this work has all been done within the last 
t The same thing is true of the Kaffir corn, emmer, 

me. Those are things that are of real value, and they 
re sent out under the appropriation for the Congressional free- 

d tribation, but they are not the ordinary garden seeds 
{ t \ n buy anywhere for 1 or 2 cents a package. 

J s much interested yesterday in the remarks of the gentle- 
I ) uth Carolina [Mr. ELLerRBE]. They seemed to be 

sound, and very sensible. What he said about the 
cott all true. It has added enormously to 
the 1 s of the cotton growing States and the cotton grow- 
m has not vet begun to reap the full returns, but I 
did 1 tice any plea fcr free beans in the gentleman’s remarks 
‘gument f rhubarb or radishes or anything of that 
| hat the gentleman said was the strongest possible 
for the w of the Department in sending out rare 
! ist the 2 len seeds. 

rh sist cotton was a rare and valuable thing that 

v developed by the Bureau and sent out under this form of 
i Now, the committee has attempted still to 
{ I nd valuable plants and seeds. There is 
) the wilt-resisting cotton, there is 
1 ut the further production of the seed- 
, or the macaroni wheat. There 
1 ( l by th mimittee that will make 
I ll secure the continuance 

( \ t the « mitt t 
l i the bill all 7] Pp] lation that 
( La rare and valu eed l 
of tl l indef ] ion 
\ rded with rid l¢ d 

i [ol h rare seeds and plants 

( r world where y 
wh » th But iu Lis 
i Cl ientists from t 
‘ In 7 in ih ’ 
I | ill ind fro) L LOSE 
{ ( can ust 1 ve 

l e end of 1 S country to the other. It is 


ind will interest 
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mainly the South, like the orange, the mango, the fig, the gr 
fruit, and date, but it is also true that many of them are ha; 


| and will interest the North, like the hardier kind of wheat, aq 


the hardy crops that will grow clear to the Canada line and 
altitudes of 6,000 or 7,000 feet—grains and fruits from Siberia 
and northern Russia, which thrive wonderfully well when 
brought to our warmer sections. That is the kind of work | 
plead for and have interest in. 

We expend something like $500,000 a year in one 
drug—opium—and we import that from foreign countries. Oy, 
total importation of foreign drugs and medicinal plants amounts 
to more than $5,000,000 annually. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may be allowed to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York asks un: 
mous consent that the gentleman from Colorado may be 
mitted to conclude his remarks. Is there objection? 

Mr. FINLEY. Mr. Chairman, I understand that the gentle 
man is discussing the seed proposition. I would like to know 
if we have reached that provision in the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, yes; we have. 

Mr. FINLEY. Then I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 


1 


single 


THE WORK IN CONNECTION WITH CERTAIN RARE PLANTS, 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I think I shal] 
take only a few minutes, for I shall very briefly conclude 


with one or two things to which I want to call attention. As | 
was Saying, we are expending $500,000 a year for a single drug. 


That drug and many others can be grown with profit, and great 
profit, in many localities—some in Maine, in New Hampshire, in 
Vermont, and in the Northern States—others in other places. 
Crops like these can be made a kind of by-product to the farmer 
and ought to be introduced, and this Department is trying to 
do it through this Bureau. Now, the committee proposes to ex- 
tend the usefulness of the Bureau along those lines and to sub- 
stitute in its distribution digitalis and stramonium and plants 
like those for peas and beans and such plants as you ean get 
anywhere. Only last week there was a very apt illustration of 
what I am saying. There is one concern engaged in the manu- 
facture of celluloid in this country that pays $500,000 a year for 
camphor. Camphor, as we all know, is a monopoly of the Japa- 
nese Government in the island of Formosa. Probably the other 
uses of camphor in this country amount to about $2,000,000 a year. 

Last year down in Florida one of the experts of this Depart- 
ment, in going around found a man who was trimming some 


ornamental camphor trees. He got the clippings from those 
trees and experimented with them in the Bureau. He found 


that he could get a higher content of camphor oil and a better 
quality of camphor than they could in Formosa, where they 
cut down and kill the tree. He further found that large tracts 
of land in Florida which were comparatively valueless for 
other purposes were admirably adapted for growing these trees. 
He went immediately to the celluloid people, showed them the 
result of his work, and explained to them the possibility of 
introducing the growth of them into this country, and last week 
they concluded the purchase of lands in Florida for the invest- 
ment of $150,000 in the growing of American camphor. Ilow 
does that work compare with our donations of 2-cent pack:ges 
of cabbage and rhubarb and rutabaga? 

We pay $500,000 a year to Germany and France for our beet- 
sugar . The Department of Agriculture is developing a 
beet-sugar seed to-day in this country that is superior ; 
charine content, in hardiness and availability to anything that 


re 


the Germans or French can produce; and I prefer to V 
Colorado farmers get this improved sugar-beet seed rather than 
these common seeds that they do not want, and I ! nly 
Michigan and Utah and Minnesota friends feel the same | I 
believe that Department can help the gentleman from ‘I see 


| Mr. GAINES] to find some rare seeds of this sort, that his | e 


will think just as much of as they do of the peas and is 
which he says they prize so highly, and if he dees he 
complish a substantial result in developing new agri | 
possibilities for his section. 

I do not agree with the gentleman from Maryl: 
Mupp], and I do not believe that he got at the r 
ot this situation in his remarks yesterday. Shortly : i 
was first elected to Congress and before I knew s 
mnysteries of the work of a Congressman which I | 


learned, I was awa 
a telegram from a 
read like this: 

Send seeds at once; 


I complied with that urgent demand as soon as I ¢ 


ned in the dead vast and middle of 1 
very enthusiastic rural constituent, auc i 





no Republican seeds in this county. 


mild, and 
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were amply satisfactory and highly commendable from my point 
‘ wv. My enthusiastic rural friend had gotten at the real 
f this question. It is an attempt to secure a little, petty, 
thy, ignoble influence for ourselves as Congressmen in a 
\ that we ought to be ashamed of, and it is a way that I hope 
7 » abandoned. 
American farmer is not a babe in swaddling clothes. 
i n see through this little gift very easily. The man with 
{ e is not what he was, even when Millet painted him or | 
\ Markham maligned him into fame. In America he is | 
no ly a tiller of the soil; he is a mechanic, manufacturer, 
| business man, and in these later days he is a chemist, 
physicist, pacteriologist, and entomologist as well. I think 
| ierstands and values this 2-cent contribution at its real 
‘ 

‘ir. JAMES. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

‘Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Certainly. 

Mr. JAMES. Here is a publication I have which reads, | 
“y seeds: a few current editorials commenting on the Con- 
cyessional free-seed distribution,” and several editorials from 
d eut newspapers, and on the back of it it is stated: ‘ Com- 
piled by William Wolff Smith, newspaper correspondent, Wash- 


neton. D. C.” Who paid for that composition? 
BROOKS of Colorado. I am sure I do not know, and it 
does not interest me. 
JAMES. The Agricultural Committee did not. 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. No, sir. 
JAMES. Do you not know it is true that seed houses that 
are attempting to create a trust in seeds, who are exerting their 
e to keep the Government from giving seeds to the farm- 
e] et and contributed money to get that writer to collate these | 
‘ inls and send this out for the benefit of Congress? 
BROOKS of Colorado. I do not, and I do not care. 
[| want is that the Department shall confine itself to its 
te work. The gentleman from Kentucky is no more anx- 
n I am that every farming industry shall be protected | 
and every farmer shall get the full measure of proper support | 
that he should. It is only the kind of help, it is only the kind of 
d, it is only the kind of donation that the gentleman from | 
tucky and I take issue upon. I would rather send to his con- 
and mine the rare and valuable seeds, and the rare | 
i valuable clippings—something that will add something to | 
alth of the country, rather than follow this old rut in| 
we have been going. 
tROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow me? 
BROOKS of Colorado. Certainly. 
GROSVENOR. Does the gentleman feel that there ought 
to be some agonizing fear on the part of Congressmen where 


1 Ai = 





Mir. ¢ 


1 re perhaps five or six or eight or ten millions of people | 
\ raise garden seed that they would get them all into a trust | 


oppress us? 

s-ROOKS of Colorado. I never have felt that fear. 

M ‘ROSVENOR. When every fellow is producing his own 
1 seed, do you think there is danger of somebody getting 


BROOKS of Colorado. 


1 
a 


No; I have no fear of any such 

t | do not think the facts warrant it. 

ROSVENOR. Then I feel relieved from that. 

BROOKS of Colorado. I was not saying anything 

t] tion of trust, but I am glad the gentleman is relieved. 
! ‘ROSVENOR. I now feel better. 


in 


BROOKS of Colorado. I understand. No; I do not 

{ s is a question of the overshadowing power of any seed 

sa question of plain common sense between common- 
ressnen and common-sense farmers. 


to make nyself entirely clear, and, at the risk of repeti- 
repeat that I believe in proper and legitimate seed 


n. It is only the kind of seeds that I object to. I do 
not believe that the sending out of ordinary garden 
proper or legitimate distribution, and I shall oppose 


however, vote any reasonable sum for the work of 


ew, rare, and valuable seeds and plants, and believ« 
result in great good in the future, as it has in the 


such as I have described in some twenty bureaus we 
year $7,250,000. It reclaims our land; it renders 
hausted reaches; it improves our cre ; it in 
improves, and diversifies the food supplies of 
illions; it protects our forests, our fi $ l 
creases by billions of dollars annually our f 
mmerce; itfurnishes the most wholesome, s :, 
evating form of employment to the people; it injures 
beneficent, helpful, and unobtrusive. Its total cost 


in expenditure of 


ne ~~ 
gle week, 


a million dollars a day for the 
For the arts of war, including therein, 
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as we properly should, our pension budget, we 
in round numbers, a million dollars a day for the days of a 


spent this year, 


whole year, and I venture to say that no man on the floor of 
this House will begin to compare the usefulness, beneficence, 
and far-reaching results of the work of the Department of Agri 


culture with that of our Army and Navy combined. 
I join with our friends of the Military and Naval Committees 


heartily, cheerfully, and enthusiastically in every effort that 
they make to protect this country at home and abroad, to ad 
vance its prestige, to make its name and its flag honored, 
respected, and revered; I yield to no one in my support of every 
thing which makes for our national honor and advantage; | 
will vote battle ships as long as there is a real need. The 
scare head of rampant militarism has no terrors for me, but 


in the name of the thirty millions of farming population who 
make up the great producing element of our body politic I pro 
test against any cheeseparing or restrictive economies 
plied to the work of this Department. We talk about 
pendous balance of trade in our favor. On this 
Chamber we point with pride, and justly point with pride, to 


as ap 


the stu 


ft the 
} 


side ‘ 


an aggregate balance for the ten years of Republican ascend 
ance amounting to something like $4,000,000,000, but we should 
go further and pay our respects and distinguished consider 

tion ‘to the farmers of this country who have not only made 
that balance possible, but in order to do so have wiped out an 
adverse balance against us for the same period of ove! 
$S890,000,000. 

As the work grows it is necessary that comparatively ne 


fields from time to time be entered upon, and this bill and the 
two previous bills have carried one item in itself 
novel, of which I wish to speak very briefly. In 1904 we ap 
propriated $25,000 for experiments in animal feeding and breed 
ing. The appropriation was continued last year, and it is car- 
ried in the bill before us. Under that appropriation, small and 
meager as it is, the Department has inaugurated two small ex 
periments in the developing of an American type of horse, one 


somew h: 


in the East and one in the West; has made instructive and 
valuable experiments in sheep breeding in cooperation with 
the Iowa station; has already done a great work in the de 


velopment of the poultry industry, which, although tremendous 
in its returns, has never received the attention it deserved ; 
has been carrying on a series of most valuable and interesting 
experiments in calorimetric tests of the heat and 

food elements in connection with the 
Pennsylvania experiment station, and in several places in the 
South has started, or has under contemplation, similar w 
in feeding and breeding. 


flesh pro 


a 
JL iy 


The field that this work opens upon is vast and important 
and has been hitherto almost neglected by the Government 
We have lagged far behind the work of the other leading 


powers. dollars 


We spend annually hundreds of thousands of 






in importing foreign stock. Our horses, with the exception of 
two strains of trotting stock, which are really families rather 
than types, are Percheron, Belgian, Oldenburg, and Clydesdale 
our cattle are Holsteins, Ayrshires, Swiss, Jerseys, or Het 
fords; our sheep are Cotswolds, Southdowns, and Merinos, and 
our swine are foreign in their origin and names l ) 
breeds of chickens proudly flaunt an American n l 
the result of American breeding. It is high time tft 
genius and energy of the American br should | ) 
the growth and development of native strains and A an 
subject. 

FOREIGN WORK IN H S 

We frequently hear how one or another pl ase of 2 
ress is due in some direct or indirect manner to t ( l 
tirst emperor of the French. 

It is interesting to know that the great Hu ! Pe 
stable at Lipitza was started by an Aral lion ¢ l 
from Napoleon at the battle of Leips Witl | 
the Austro-Hungarian Gover ent has graduall ( 1, 
until to-day it spends over $800,000 a \ 
its horse-breedi lf establish ~ With 
the individual horse breeders and w { 
upon or interference with ind lual « 

ngle breeding station—Me; rye ) 

. which emp! vs G I 
obtains the finest breeding s \ 
world; and to-day the | | Gov 
proper or beneficial use of | 

One of the Austrian 1 l l 
an old-time English tl ! 
of the Derby and the w r ( L | in 18% 
eame from this stable, i 
this stable had won in 1202 $1.1 1) :. 

: After the fall of the second E1 re the French f 1 i 
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agricultural industries terribly crippled, and none more than 
their breeding of horses, caused largely by the terrible losses 
in the Franco-Prussian war. The French department of 


suffere i 


agriculture under the law of 1874 immediately took up this work 
W tremendous activity, and it has grown to such an extent 
that the budget of 1902, the last figures obtainable, carried an 
propriation of $1,600,000 for horse-breeding stations, and 
no one, to my knowledge, has suggested that the French were 
other than frugal, careful, and businesslike in their govern- 
tal expenses. The work is a fixture in French system and 
has demonstrated its great and increasing value. 

The Prussian Government spent in 1900 a quarter of a mil- 
lion doll and that is for Prussia alone. The Grand Duchy of 
Oldenburg for a hundred years has been growing and develop 
i strain of coach horses, until the name of Oldenburg is 
] t f iny statesmanship nor for military prowess, but 
f the exc - of its horses, from Australia to Siberia, from 
G vtoJ n, and from Lapland to Cape Town and back. 

\\ 1 all their lack of initiative and sluggishness in many 


reg Is, tl Russian Government spends nearly a million dol- 





















The real benefit has been the widespread general imp yoy 
ment in the common stock—the half-breeds, the work hopsa 
and the ordinary driving horses—exactly the field in y ch 
we have done very little systematic work. What Franc nd 
Hungary and the Grand Duchy of Oldenburg have done wo 
certainly can, and should do. 

At first the American breeders were inclined to look wit) 
question upon this venture, but as it has begun to work 
out it now meets with almost universal approval, and I | ve 
that a few years will demonstrate that this is one of the 
ventures that the Department has undertaken. Similar 
in the improvement of strains of dairy and beef eattle. 


PA. 





and poultry and sheep, instituted in response to a very < | 
request and demand, shows the importance of the work I's 
| taken. 
GENERAL IMPORTANCE OF THE WORK—MODERN PROBLEM 
I have devoted considerable attention to the work . ) 
particular bureaus, not because they excel the work of th: 
bureaus, but because of the particular interest which 1eg 
to their work at the present time. The whole Department of 





Agriculture is serving the people in a most admirabl \ 
There is no other form of governmental activity that d 
receive a more liberal degree of support at the hands « 

gress than does the Department of Agriculture. 

There is every reason why that should be so. The }: 
problems which are pressing on this country for solu 
almost without exception problems which come from, 
the result of a change of the type of development over ci 
areas of this country. A change from an essentially ru l 
agricultural type to an essentially industrial and mam 
ing type. We view with alarm the great and dispropo 
growth of our industrial centers. We view with al 
influx of alien hordes, the growth of socialistic 
growing urban discontent and the strife of wage-ear! 
the masses. We regret and deplore the drift from the coun 
to the city, the passing of the saner forms of rural | { 
simpler mode of living which characterized 


generatio 


| have gone, and thus far we have only deplored and on wed 


with regret. We have not done one single thing 
Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the remedy, if 
exists, in my judgment, lies along the very line 


for a 
reme 
on which tl 


Department of Agriculture is working. It lies in making tl! 
work of the American farmer more elevating, more 

more attractive and more profitable. It lies in brin: 
occupation to a proper plane of dignity, in recogni r the 
| importance of his pursuit as a profession as well as a 1 ; of 
livelihood. It lies in teaching young men they ean «: to 


this work just as much intelligent preparation, just 
thoughtful earnestness, just as much ability, as to railr 


| lems or finance or any other form of industry that occ e 


; sent that he may proceed for ten minutes. 


| book that I have read there is a statement that “| 


| endeavoring to make true that old statement. 


| already hath much. 


lars a year in its breeding of remounts and domestic horses. 
Phe it in budget for 1900 carried nearly $100,000. In 1904 
the Government embarked upon a much more extensive scheme 
l,ina tion to its previous work, in round numbers, £50,000 
is ce to the purchase of new animals, about as much for 
prizes and subsidies to different organizations of breeders, 
$50,000 veterinary surgeons, and corresponding amounts for 
purposes Not long ago the Italian Government paid | 
“) for a Derby winner to put in one of its breeding estab- 
lishments Che people are much interested and regard the work 
Witi Ked approbation. 
I English Government, through prizes and subsidies, spends 
! O00 a year, and its lack of initiative in this work is the 
ot eral regret. For many years the royal commis- 
‘ pp 1 to investigate the subject has pleaded with 
! ! or appropriations and has pointed out the 
f that the were falling behind the other countries 
this rk of the Canadian provinces have just 
ted, ! the press reports a few days ago contained an item 
t) $25,000 had been paid for a single horse to start a stable 
at ‘Truro, Nova Scotia. 
We have invested, all told, a little over $10,000 in horses, and | 
e State of Colorado, where the experiment was first tried, 
: | almost as much for stables and similar expenditures con- 
ith the work. We have to-day the beginning of an ex- 
vhich competent judges consider of the greatest 
here is no field to which the American farmer ¢an | 
d his energies with greater hope and certainty | 
n the breeding of fine horses; and there is no place 
( ‘ can more properly and more effec- 
him assistance than by putting the work on a 
nd scientific basis. I do not mean breeding racing 
but ! verage horse of superi ir speed, courage, 
d endurance, which is demanded in increasing num- 
t trade and by the foreign markets; of the 
there is a constantly increasing demand and 
g supply. 
horses has increased in this country 
! tl verage sum of over $100. The same fact is 
The export value is given now at $308, 
t then. In 1900, and the year was by no means 
Ge any imported 90,000 horses, and for years 
from $17,000,000 to $20,000,000 abroad for 
Mngland in the ten years from 1891 to 1900 
d 342,000 horses, at a total cost of about 
demand is steadily growing. France, on 
|, from its greater breeding facilities, had large 
AMERICAN PLAN. 
l if is not proposed to imitate the Italian 
th their tremendous establishments of 
horse but rathe with small national ex- 
1 assist cooperative circles of breeders, 
shment of available native type and to | 
ige of excellence of the American road 
) more Oo! s resembling the French system, 
rative breeding under Government su- 
iditure is large, but the returns are pro- 
er. As long ago as 1887, with a yearly 
nd expenses for renewals and new stock 
) 1,400,000 franes, there was an income to the 
fs f $15,000 francs, and the statistics show 


‘primary obj 


ct, the returns could have been | 


human mind. It lies in keeping the young men on it S 
and preventing their crowding into the less desirable, 
parently more attractive occupations. 

And we can best do this, gentlemen, by liberally : gen- 
erously supporting these men, who for years, without 
of trumpets and without any accessories of military 
have quietly, but with an efficiency equaled by no other 


body of men in the world, been bringing before the f rs of 
this country the richest fruit of all the ages and th est 


results of scientific investigation when applied to tli 
agricultural science, and we can not do it by this px 
distribution of free garden seed. [Applausce.| 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I move to : 
the last two words; and I ask unanimous consent tl 
proceed for ten minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri | \ 
inoves to strike out the last two words, and asks una! 
Is there 
There was no objection. 


Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, somewher 


“ TIn} 
hath much shall be given, but from him who hath ! 
be taken even that which he hath.” It seems to me 1 
of the gentlemen on the other side of this Ch " are 
The , 
tlemen who come here and attempt to give much unt 
You come here and you give unl 
combination, to the watch trust, and to the beef 1st . 
monopolies; you give unto these; you protect the ul 
high protective tariffs; you protect many special 
you give unto him who hath much. But now from tl 


some 





him who hath little—you are striving to take even z 
he hath; you are striving to take even that which een 
given to him in past years. [Applause on Democrat ' 

You are complaining about the passage of this little 
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it you are refusing to give the farmer the miserable little 
100,000 or $200,000 for these free seed. Why, it is a mere 
haeatelle. Why this economy on this point, and why do you 
-ercise economy in a vast number of other ways where 
extravagance runs riot? We have just passed the post- 
pill, carrying one hundred and ninety-odd millions, with 
icidies contained therein of larger sums than this; we are 
af to pass the naval bill, carrying one hundred millions, in 
void numbers. This Congress will appropriate more than a 
li , dollars, yet you seek to take out this little item which 
nt for the benefit of the farmer. Why, sir, of all the 
istries where economy should be practiced this is the last 
the Departments of our Government whose appropria- 
tio! ou should in justice cut; this Department should be the 
tuse it is vastly the most important. 

You must remember that 70 per cent of our people live in the 
coun and but 30 per cent in the cities. You must remember 
t | business rests on that of the farmer. When he is 
prosperous the country is prosperous; when he is not prosper- 
ous her is any other line of business. I do not care what 
1 iit vou take, whether it is the banker, the manufacturer, 
or bu man of any line, his business must come back 
fil: » the farmer. It is on the productions of the farms 
that all business rests. 

Our nation’s true glory, sir, has not in the past rested in its 
re s who have led our armies to victory on the field of 
or on its admirals who have commanded our ships on 
sh seas, but rather on the vast body of patriotic toiling 
A farmers who have gone out early and toiled until 
lat sing the earth to produce the raw materials which has 

possible for the machinery of our factories to turn out 
products for trade and traffic that have enriched our nation, caus- 
ing merchant marine to be seen in every port. [Applause.] 

tion’s welfare does not depend on the eloquence alone 


eSS 


of egislators in our halls of legislation; but rather on the 
t | industry, the unfaltering patriotism, and the faithful 
f) f their duties of the farmers throughout the land. Our 


( true citadels are not to be found in its fortresses, from 
\ the gaping mouths of cannon may be seen, but rather in 
clad cottage on the hill, the home of the American 
idler the trees in the valley, surrounded by the fields 
tile by his industry. 
sir, are the foundation and bulwark of our nation’s 
ty and glory. There is more true music to our nation’s 
le the sound of the plow as it goes through the furrow, in 
| of the sickle as it cuts down the grain, in the sound of 
the reaper as it gathers home the harvest—there is more true 
y, to our nation’s glory in all this than there is in the 
the building of war ships or the beating of iron into 
Build more battle ships if you must! Buy more ¢an- 
i will! But let us at least encourage the idea of using 
ou n for pruning shears! 
Li not, then, take from him, but rather let us give more to 


el ve the man with the hoe, the sickle, and the scythe. Let 
us | we ean to foster this industry. Let us not take from, 


but let us add to. 
\ sir, aS a great orator has said, you might burn down 
s; but leave the farms and the cities will spring up 
f by magic; but destroy the farms and the zrass 


\ y in the streets of every city in this land. [Applause.] 
\\ had a recent illustration of that. A short time ago 


sco stood out in all of its splendor a proud and 
In a day’s time it was reduced to a heap of ashes. 
But t 1 out those ashes will spring up a city that will be more 
glor prouder city than the San Francisco of the past. 
spring up in an incredibly short time a city that 
fair mistress of the seas, a splendid guardian of our 


" 1 


stern gate. And how will that be possible? Why, 
Ir. ( rman, because back of that city, surrounding that 

ire the great fertile valleys of the Sacramento and 
t Joaquin, where thousands of American farmers by their 
MI ‘e making the earth to produce its plenty. Because 
= rms exist, San Francisco must and will be rebuilt: 


farms did not exist, its ash heap would remain 
If you could have reversed that scene, if you 
the city stand in all of its splendor, but by 
lt that destroyed the city have reduced those farms 
ell you that it would not be long before dust and rust 
the prevailing features of the city. 
_* ) I might say of all the industries in America, for all 
the farming industry. Let us, then, do all we can 
‘age the calling. 
ive discovered that the seed dealers of the land have 
1 an effort to prevent the further distribution of 
XL——389 


e 
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these seeds. They have discovered that the free seed distri 
bution was the only seed rate regulator, and they wish to rid 
themselves of all restraint. We have heard letters read from 
different parties against this distribution of seed; but I appre- 
hend that many of them were obtained by these seed dealers. 
I venture the assertion that if anyone interested on the other 
side should call for letters favoring the distribution of seed you 
would have a thousand in favor of the distribution of seed to 
one against the distribution. 

If the distribution of seed accomplished but the one object of 
binding the farmers closer to the National Government at 
Washington it would be well worth the sending of them out. 
There can be no question but every package of seed that goes 
out from the Government at Washington to a certain extent 
binds the man who receives it closer to his Government It is 
all right for business men to pooh-pooh this idea; it well 
enough for you to talk about your “ kid-glove farmers,” men of 
large affairs who have mixed with the world, but I will tell 
you it is a different question with the isolated farmer, the 
farmer living on the plains where he has little opportunity of 
mixing with the world, where the postman comes but seldom. 
When such a farmer receives one or several of these packages 
of seed he can not but welcome them with pleasure. It will at 
once occur to him that his Government at Washington has re- 
membered him, and it can not but bind him closer to his Goy- 
ernment. 

Some simple-minded people are inclined to look down upon 
the calling of the farmer, and some farmers may feel that their 
ealling is not looked up to with the highest of respect, but when 
he gets these seeds from Washington he realizes that the 
ernment is a sort of partner with him, that the Government 
recognizes his calling as the highest of all, and he can not help 
but be encouraged. 

It has been suggested on this floor that we should send out 
sample suits of clothes or sample articles of merchandise. 
Those questions, while propounded in good faith, are ridiculous. 
This Government does not recognize the selling of clothes or 
any other one line of business as a national affair, but it does 
recognize that agriculture is the great business of the nation; 
that it from agriculture we have obtained our national 
prosperity; that this nation is predominantly an agricultural 
nation. Agriculture is recognized as the great national ca 
and by sending out these seeds the nation very properly plac 
its stamp of approval on this one business. There 
analogy whatever between the sending out of sample 
clothes and the sending out of free seed. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the sending out of these seeds suggests 
and encourages the idea of planting. We should inculeate 
upon the minds of every growing boy and girl the necessity of 
planting trees and all kinds of fruits and vegetables, and to 
day I am glad to see in many of our schools tree planting has 
become a part of the instruction to the scholars. Now, the 
sending out of these seeds not only encourages but suggests the 
idea. There is little doubt in my mind that when the people 
throughout the Union receive these seeds the idea of planting is 
suggested to them. It must be true that a great deal more 
planting is done throughout the Union on this account, for when 





is 


r0V 


is 


is ho 


sults Of 


a package of seed is received it is in nearly every instance 
planted, not alone, but with other packages purchased. Small 
plats of ground that would otherwise be vacant are made to 
blossom on account of the seed. The seeds arrive and the 


people are reminded that it is planting time, and thus a 
industry is fostered. 

They tell us that this is a graft. 
to need refutation. There can be no graft where all the peo 
receive the benefit. These seed go to all the people. It is the 
people’s money redistributed to the people. I was particularly 


great 


is 


The idea too ridiculous 


} 
eOople 


! impressed with the remarks of the gentleman from Kentucky 


yesterday, who suggested that if this really were a graft, if it 
were some special individual or some special industry or some 
favored corporation that was receiving an immense graft, those 
gentlemen who now oppose the distribution of these free seed 
would remain quietly in their seats. They would not oppose a 
real graft. If the steel combination or some other combination 
was making another gigantic steal, there would be no one— 


on the other side of the Chamber, at least—to oppose it; but 
since this is no graft, since it is a giving to the people—the com- 


mon people, the great mass of the people—a very little of their 
own; since it does not accrue to the benefit of some specially 
favored interest, then, of course, they are loud to protest, as 
they always have been, against any measure that was for the 
benefit of the people, for the benefit of the masses, instead of 
for the benefit of some favored class. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. WOOD of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent to be per- 
mitted to proceed for three minutes longer. 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 
Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Now, gentlemen, if we can incul- 


cate the idea with every growing boy and girl of tree planting 
and plant planting, that would be a great national blessing. 
Boys and girls throughout the land look forward to the time 
they will receive these seed, and they plant them eagerly. It 
creates an interest in planting that could probably not be ob- 
tained so well in any other way. 

There are a great many other and better arguments that 


| 


| 
} 
| 
| 


might be made in favor of the continuance of the distribution | 


of seeds, but these arguments, or many of them, have already 
been made by others on the floor of this House, and I shall not 
take up your time by repeating them. 

The purpose of the great seed dealers in fighting this appro- 
priation is plain. They recognize that the sending out of these 
Government seed is a great seed regulator, and they wish to be 
rid of all regulations tending to the benefit of the people. 

[ say, gentlemen, that we should continue this appropriation. 
I believe in some of the remarks of the gentleman who spoke 
last. who favored the distribution of peculiar seed as appro- 
priate. But I say, Put back the usual appropriation, and in- 
struct the Department to get a different kind of seed and a bet- 
ter kind than it has had in the past. 

Though I come from a district lying entirely within the city 
of St. Louis, I am glad to take this opportunity to raise my voice 
in favor of this measure, which I believe to be of great benefit 
to the American farmers. I am glad to say a word in their 
behalf. I appeal to you, in the name of the farmers of America, 
that you do not this great wrong, but that you appropriate this 
money for the further continuation of this measure which in 
J 


Loud applause. | 
Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I shall not discuss the over- 
discussed proposition of free seeds; not because I do not regard 
the distribution of first-class garden and flower seed as valuable 
to the farmers of the country, but because I know that the 
proposition of distributing seed among the farmers will have 
sufficient champions upon the floor of the House. 

I want to call attention to that item in this bill which makes 
provision for experiments in medicinal and poisonous plants. 

We import into the United States each year drugs estimated 
in value $16,000,000. We buy from foreign countries drugs to 
the amount of $16,000,000 per annum. Dr. Rodney H. True, the 
chief in charge of this work, estimates that we can produce in 
the Southern States, on our own soil and with our peculiar 
climate, drugs which would amount in value to something over 


four or five million dollars per annum. We have at Florence, 
S. ¢., in the district of my colleague [Mr. ELLeRBE] a drug farm 
operated by the Department of Agriculture. We are growing 
various drug plants there which are now imported into this 


country. We are growing belladonna, capsicum, and various 
kinds of drug-producing plants, and we are growing them 
so successfully, from a financial point of view, that the expert 
n charge gives it to me as his opinion that that farm will net 
at least $75 per acre. Professor Galloway, who appeared be- 
fore our committee, estimates that certain lands in the South, 
planted in these drug plants, will bring back to the cultivator a 
value of $40 or $50 per acre. The Department estimated for an 
increase of $8,000 for this work, not this particular work in 
South Carolina, but for the work scattered all over the United 
States. The committee allowed an increase of $4,000, but in 
making up the bill, by error that amount was left out, so that 
the bill as it now stands carries only what it carried last year 
for this particular purpose. I want to call the attention of the 
House to that fact, so that when the time comes for us to make 
the increase the Members will understand and know what we 
wer ing. I want to insert in the Recorp a letter just re- 
me from Mr. J. W. McCowan, clerk of the court of 


other 


_a 


ceived by 


Flore » County, who has personal knowledge of this drug farm 
in South Carolina and of its success. It makes interesting reading. 
In that connection I want also to insert a letter from Dr. 


Rodney H. True, the physiologist in charge of this work. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from South Carolina asks 





ananimous consent to insert certain letters in the Recorp in con- 
rie 1 with his remarks. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letters are as follows: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE, 
_ BUREAU OF PLANT INDUSTRY, 
Washington, D. O., January 30, 1906. 
Lion. A J Sy 
i } presentatives. 

§ : I beg to acknowledge receipt of your letter of January 25, re- 

questing information concerning the future plans for drug work in 


he past has resulted in the accomplishment of so much good. | 











South Carolina, and I beg to outline the plans in so far as th: 
shaped themselves, presuming, of course, on the means wherew; 


nave 


carry them out. th ‘to 

An increased sum for the work of drug-plant investigation = 
asked in order to enable us to respond to certain demands fo; = 
work which have been very pressing and represent an undoyht. 
necessity. Our plans also include the continuation of the 6) a 
with such extensions as might be permitted. As to South Caro! *t ne 


plans for the future years include the following main items - 

A continuation of our work at Ebenezer on an area of 15 acres ™ 
cooperation with Mr. E. Cottingham. On this area we plan to put | = 
material for experimental purposes primarily, on which we cay 2. 
only study the adaptation of climate and soils, but also methojen’s 
curing, selection, etc. On this area the primary object is to get infor 
mation along scientific lines as well as alene economic lines, ae 

In response to the urgent request of the foard of Trade at | 
we have contemplated taking charge of another area of 15 aeres fn» 
nishing merely the seed and supervision, the Board of Trade eo 
gentleman on whose place the experiment is to be placed meet); 
of the expenses. On this area we plan to put such crops as n 
promise good financial return without any special effort 
thing other than a purely economic test—that is, without 
reference to the scientific aspect of the problem. 

The increase contemplated would not carry more work in Soy: 
Carolina than that here outlined, and if further work were to do 
it would need to be met by additional funds. ; 

Very respectfully, 


+ 
to 


R. H. Troe, 
Physiologist in ( 
Approved : 

B. T. GALLowAyY, Chief of Bureau. 


FLORENCE, §. C., April 20, 1906. 
Mr. A. F. LEVER, 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


DEAR SiR: In view of the success that has already been achieved 
toward the drug-plant experimental work that the Department of Agri 
culture has been conducting in this county, and in behalf of its futy, 
welfare, I take the liberty, as a citizen of the county, to write 
and ask you to do all you can in your capacity to help the work. ‘W, 
are well aware that you have always been ready to help South Car 
enterprises, and that you have been very successful in that d tion 

I now write not only to enlist your sympathies, which doubtless y 
now have, but to ask your heartiest cooperation toward the suppor 
of this work. We believe that great possibilities are embraced in t 
problem and the meager fund now available for the work is not suf 
cient to develop the industry. 

We know that it is in the power of Congress alone to give this help, 
and we look to you as our able Representative for help, knowing that 
your position in Congress puts you where you can be of aid to us 

Trusting that in the future we might see the fruits of your works, 

I beg to remain, yours, very truly, 
J. W. McCown, 


Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
two words. 

I ask unanimous consent that I may be recognized for ten 
minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to continue his remarks for ten minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. KLINE. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of an amendment 
to this bill appropriating a reasonable and adequate sum for 
the purchase of seeds and distribution of the same. In support 
of my personal conviction as to this item, I desire to be heard 
and place on record a few reasons why I am in favor of tlie 
same. 

Much has been said, pro and con, during the past sessions of 
Congress why this item of appropriation should be included in 
the agricultural appropriation bill, or why it should be ex- 
cluded from the same. It has been asserted with a great deal 
of confidence and candor and frankness that the distribution of 
seeds amongst the constitutents of a Member of Congress was 
not a very dignified function, and it was not the kind and 
character of work which should be imposed upon one holding so 
important and honorable a position as Representative in our 
Federal legislative body. In earlier years it was not contem- 
plated to be a part of his duties. It must be conceded to some 
extent that the distribution of seeds is in the nature of gralt, 
but the expenditure of money in other Departments and liber 
ality in favor of many other classes of citizens may also 
denominated a character of graft. 


The original intention of an appropriation for the purchase 
of seed and distribution of the same wi to disseminate rr 
seeds in various parts of the country, and exchange, plait, de 


velop, and adapt the same to the diversified soils and climate 
conditions of the United States. 

Through succeeding years the character of this business el 
larged and the demands for seed multiplied until its size, mas 
nitude, and ramifications acquired the present proportions. 

Notwithstanding the humiliating and sometimes undignitie: 
character of this function, I am still in favor of continuns 
appropriation for the purchase of seeds and distributio! 
same. In favoring this measure, or amendment, and cou 
the past practices I am only expressing my individual 5 
ment as the same is emphasized and has been voiced by my 
constituency through past experience. 

I represent a district in eastern Pennsylvania whose ! oo 
ests are, approximately, half farming and half city- industria 


of the 
tinuing 
senti- 


inter- 
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»] manufacturing. It is a district which according to the last The farmer is subjected to onerous burdens of life in trade 
; had a population of 253,508, and presently approximates | and in business. By reason of the inequalities of our tariff 
00; a district which at the last Congressional election, in | schedules he pays proportionately more to the maintenance 
polled 51,294 votes for the several candidates for Con-| of the Government than any other class of citizens. Nearly 

The usual allotment of seeds to a Member was inade- | everything that he requires to support and maintain his fam 
- to accommodate the large demand of my large and dis- | ily, and that he uses to till and cultivate the soil and prepare 
tionate constitutency, and by reason thereof the Secre- | his commodities for market, are subject to high and unjust 
¢ Agriculture credited me with a double quota (24,000 | tariff duties. The Paris green which he must use to extermi 
ves in all), which have been distributed among the electors | nate the potato bug is taxed 15 per cent ad valorem; the paints 
milies of my district; and still there is and was a clamor | which he uses to beautify his home and farm buildings are sul 
jemand for more, and I have frequently observed that | ject to a tariff of $5.25 per ton; he must pay for his table knives 
his forks, steels, and other kinds of knives a duty of no | 
| 


rate than 45 per cent ad valorem; the n: ils and spikes, ir 





yho were omitted in the distribution made complaint and 
iired why they have been overlooked in the distribution of 
Government favor, gift, or graft, or whatever you may 


steel, which he requires to make and repair his fences, are taxe 
six-tenths of 1 per cent per pound; the sugar which he d 
consumes in his household is subject to a tax of 0.95 cent 
pound on No. 16 Dutch Standard, testing not above 75 degr 


les the voluntary dissemination of seed through my clerks, 
t my constituency I am in receipt of thousands of postal 
ind letters, in every conceivable form and language | and on every additional degree said arti 
by my constituency, begging for garden and flower | one-thousandths of 1 per cent per pound; the cotton and wo 
This extraordinary and popular demand for this govern- | goods which he and his family wear to protect them 
favor convinces me that I would be violating my obliga- inclemencies of heat and cold, are heavily taxed; his a 
nd the demand of my constituency if I should refuse to ua implements, manufactured out of iron and steel, 





t this amendment to the agricultural appropriation bill for | so highly taxed that the farmer and dealers in Europe, S$ 
‘chase and delivery of seeds. I am in receipt of a commu- | America, and Canada can purchase them cheaper than 
of but a single constituent, out of a total of 300,000, | American farmer. Yea, nearly everything that he mus 
‘ the continuance of free distribution of seeds. |} and wear contributes, and in many instances unjustly and 
rmers and agricultural interests represent the solidity | equitably, to the support and maintenance of the Gover 
undations of the strength, progression, and permanence And yet it is contemplated to deny to the American farmer 
Republic and its institutions. I can not observe any | use of a few packages of seed, which he has in times past uss 
n or undignified conduct in the distribution of this | enjoyed, and appreciated. 
nt patronage. Every rural Member, in his contest | I hope that every Member representing a rural listrict 
ination or election, has solicited the true, honest, clean, | remember the farmer vote which he received in his polit 
purchasable farmer yote, and the victory and success | contest. I believe in reciprocity, and I believe it 1 » be 
Members has depended entirely on this class of our cit- | duty of every Member representing a rural distri ‘t to suppol 
; an amendment, such as I suggested during the beginning of 
Congress has granted to every Member an allowance for | my remarks. At least, I shall not have it said that by 
re. The average clerk has little to do after adjourn- | vote and action the farmer will be denied the use and recept 
luring the summer and fall season. He can with ease | of this favor or patronage, which is contemplate d | 
thout great loss of time during that period procure the | ment to be proposed to the agricultural appropriation bill! 
s of those who desire this favor, address the franked | under consideration. [Loud applause.]j 
nd forward them to the Department, whereupon in due The CHAIRMAN. If there is no objection, the pro 





t they wea forwarded to the persons to whom the franks are | amendment will be considered as withdrawn, and the ¢ 
d. And all this is and can be done without inconven- | will read. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
, ! eee For actual and necessary traveling expenses; 
is favor can be called a “ graft,” then, indeed, it is a | telephone service; for gas and electric current ; 
SI ne, and it is the only graft that the farmer receives out | 224 washing towels; for express and freig 

. rs” edt | chase of chemicals, materials, office, field, and 
f * governmental patronage. It has been said that it is a | 

ss expenditure. If the farmer desires the same, I say and 
nsist that we give it to him. The only thing the agri- 
rist receives for his numerous contributions is good gov- 


care, atte ntion, or loss of dignity or caste of the Congress- 





fertilizers, office fixtures, fuel, apparat us, machinery 
implements, and repairs to same, horses, vehi rst i ind 
harness; for rent and repairs, not to exceed $19,000, in the District of 
Columbia; and for all other necessary expenses, $389,260. 








t, the protection of his home and the country in which Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment, 
1 which we all so much love. | which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
* * | TT Nearlc « aa f rae 

\Ve had much better cut down the appropriations and the ex- | The Clerk read as follows: 
I ures in other Departments, where we spend hundreds of | Purchase and 9 of valuable seeds: For the | 
7 ce of ars ‘ " Se nin 2s ana iq. | propagation, testing, and distribution of valuab is, s 
of dollars, than to cut off this patronage or appropria | shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants; for rent s: 4 
t vhich is not equivalent to one thousandth part of our total | ment of local and special agents, clerks, assi nd 
( litures. | required, in the city of Washington and elsew! I 


* . . ° : ia Ag sy jeg > r ST atic ) ai te hoa 
ve passed a pension appropriation bill carrying almost | 2*tures and supplies, fuel, transportation, paper, twin 











> . . ing, postal cards, gas, and electric current, tre expenses i 
000. We have enacted into law an Army appropria- | all'necessary material and repa for putting in 
carrying more than $80,000,000. We annually appro- | same, and to be distributed in localities adapted to 
4 : a , > > |} $242.92 rhic mo ( sss than $202,000 s e al te 
* the maintenance of our Navy more than $100,000,000. | etek ne teen pied ga ae BA cational oxen . on 
enses of our post-office facilities and Post-Office Depart- | directed to ‘expend the said sum, as nearly as pract le, in t 
gregate $190,000,000. To maintain our legislative, ex- | chase, testing, and distribatio of such valu S 
) ; tnlary nar e . . — . ata vines, cuttings, and plants, the best he can obtain at a 
nd judic nd departments there must be appropriate d vate sale, and such as shall be suitable for the res 
approximately $30,000,000; our consular service, our | to which the same are to be apportioned, and in whi 
us, and the management of the business of our Gov- | distributed as hereinafter. stated, pa Sees Seen bo pues 
| t annually cost us additionally $10,000,000 and upward. | iciude, a variety, of vexetable, and flower, sends, sviigite, £0F J 
I nek Who assists and pays a large portion of these | proportion of five-sixths of all seeds, bulbs, shrubs, vines, ine 
expenditures? The answer inevitably must be that | and plants shall, upon their request, after due notification by the S 
r th : retary of Agriculture that the allotme nt to their respective dis 
» the agriculturist, and the smi ul holder of real estate ready for distribution be supp ie da to Senators, R r nt 
their fair proportion. And yet there are some on | Delegates in Congress for di ion among their constit ts 
of this House who, with eloquenc e and emphasis, a by the Department upon the re ‘ipt of their addr l fr 
Y : te { ‘so receiving suc seeds shall be 1 ested to f 
iy this small favor or gift to that class of people who | fyepartment of the results of the exp. 
have been enjoying and receiving the same. | That all seeds, bulbs, plants, and 
rote my stenographer from my home city during the | Representatives, and Delegates in Congres 






tion neri ~ ¥ ‘ ae Bad |} uncalled for on the Ist of April shall be distributed the Se 
n period about a year ago. She said: of Agriculture, giving pr nce to 


ver read Oliver Twist, by Charles Dickens; and if you have, | addresses have been furnishes 






| } y < 
member the famous author's chapter, how ‘the thieves came Congress, and who have not before, « 
y Sikes? Well, that’s me. They have all been here, and | supplied by the Department: And ; , Tha ie Secreta 
» for seed. Some were long and some were short; some shall report, as provided in this c,. 1 ! ity, and p f 
d some were lean; some had one eye and some had two; | seeds purchased, and the date of pur thing in tl para 
came to see Nancy. They have come from the s] ate | graph shall be construed to prevent the Secreta: f Agriculture from 
ons, from the cities, boroughs, the country districts, sending seeds to those who apply for the same And the amour t herein 
1 ns. All classes have come, including the Slavs and appropriated shall not be diverted or d for any other purpose but 
; buckets, baskets, and bags for the seed that Uncle Sam | for the purchase, testing, propagating, and distribution of valuable 
aly, properly, and considerately deals out to his people. I | seeds, bulbs, mulberry ona other rare and valuable trees, shrubs, vines, 


; from morning till night giving out seed. cuttings, and plants: Provided, however, That upon each envelope or 
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wrapper containing packages of seeds the contents thereof shall be 
plainly indicated, and the Secretary shall not distribute to any Senator, 
Kepresentative, or Delegate seeds entirely unfit for the climate and 
locality he represents, but shall distribute the same so that each mem- 


ber may have seeds of equal value, as near as may be, and the best 
adapted to the locality he represents: Provided, also, That the seeds 
allotted to Senators and Representatives for distribution in the dis- 


tricts embraced within the twenty-fifth and thirty-fourth parallels of 


latitude shall be ready for delivery not later than the 10th day of 
January: Provided further, That $37,780 of which sum, or so much | 
thereof as the Secretary of Agriculture shall direct, may be used to 
collect, purchase, test, propagate, and distribute rare and valuable 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign 
countries or from our possessions for experiments with reference to 


thei 


bulbs, 


introduction into and cultivation in this country; and the seeds, 

trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants thus collected, pur- 
chased, tested, and propagated shall not be included in general distribu- 
tion, but shall be used for experimental tests, to be carried on with the 
cooperation of the agricultural experiment stations: And provided also, 
That 3,000 of the 
















be necessary, may be used for the erection of necessary buildings. 
Total for seed distribution, $242,920. -Total for Bureau of Plant 
Industry, $792,840. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of | 
I would like to agree with the gen- | 


order on that amendment. 
tleman from Virginia as to the limit of debate on the amend- 


sum thus appropriated, or so much thereof as may | 


| veloping and perfecting new 


| total of $132,7 


ment, 

Mr. LAMB. What time does the gentleman from New York 
propose 4 

Mr. WADSWORTH. How much does the gentleman need on 
that side‘ : 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairman, let us have the point of order de- 
bated now and decided. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Does not the gentleman want to debate 
the merits of the amendment? 

Mr. HAY. I understand the gentleman from New York has 


reserved the point of order with a view to have debate on the 


merits of the amendment. I think we ought to have the debate 
on the point of order first. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia demands 
th the point of order be debated first. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Well, Mr. Chairman, I make the point 
of order that there is no warrant of law for it. 
Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to inquire 
whether this amendment offered by the gentleman from Vir- 
inia is al 1iendment to the paragraph or a new paragraph. 
Phe CHAIRMAN, It is an amendment to the paragraph just 
M POLLARD. I have an amendment to the amendment, 
the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will have an opportunity 
to t at the proper time. 
fr. HAY. I understood the Chair to say that the amend- 
it offered by the gentleman from Virginia was an amendment 
t paragraph just read. I did not understand that the gen- 
tl n from Virginia offered it as an amendment, but as a new 
I £ 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Virginia offer 
amendment to the paragraph just read or as a new 
\T | 


IP. As a new paragraph. The Chair will bear in 
d embraces the next paragraph in the bill. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. That being the case, before taking up the 


nent of the gentleman from Virginia, it will be in order 


to perfect the paragraph that has just been read, and if there 
are any iments they should be offered now. 
\I KEIFER. And the int of order pending against the 
ent offered by the gentleman from Virginia. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 
t to the paragraph which has just been read, which 
will report, and the amendment offered by the gentle- 
. Virginia will be considered as an amendment pending, 
aragraph. 
Mr. KEIFER. And subject to a point of order. 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
ffered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 


DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 


t] ient offered by the gentleman from Virginia must be 
an ient to the paragraph that has just been read, because 
cl res the total amount; it changes the figures in the final 
| , , . rr 7 ® 

CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 

offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

18 and 19, page 21, by making them read “four hun- 


( d thirty-nine thousand two hundred and sixty dollars.” 
ir. POLLARD. Mr. Chairman, I desired during the general 


s bill 
ly 


the bill, but there were three or four members of the 


| tribution of these ¢g 
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to use thirty minutes of time for the consider- | 








Ma 


place. Inasmuch as this is a very important matter which 7 
wish to present, and in view of the fact that I was denied my 
time under general debate, I should like to ask unanimous gon. 
sent to proceed for twenty minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska asks wnapj- 
mous consent that he may proceed for twenty minutes. 


¥ 1, 


——_ 


: Is 

there objection? 
There was no objection. 

Mr. POLLARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, we have heard a pro- 


longed debate here as to the merits and demerits of free Cop. 
gressional garden seeds. We have heard very little discussion 
of the one question that goes to the meat of the cocoannr 


Gentlemen seem to have the idea that there is a great dea} of 
merit wrapped up in this item of the distribution of garden 
seeds. I take the position, Mr. Chairman, that there is ajgo- 
lutely no good that comes from the item known as the “ djs 


” 


tribution of garden seeds,” where it relates wholly to como; 
varieties, such as are usually sent out under the Congression, 
frank. 

Mr. Chairman, my amendment seeks to increase the approprig 
tion for carrying on the work of introducing new varieties 
varieties, and the distribution of 
them throughout the country, and to carry to the people the 
information that has been accumulated by this Department. 

Now, for the distribution of garden seeds there has been ap 
propriated an amount of money as follows: 

For the Congressional vegetable and flower seeds, for 


l 
1 
i 


, de- 


seeds 


and plants entering into regular quotas; cotton, tobacco, lawn 
grass, orange trees, not in regular quotas, and so on, making a 


54.73. ‘There has also been appropriated in addi- 
tion to this, from the statutory roll of salaries, $19,320, and there 
has also been expended in the payment of freight or postage to 
the railway companies, in the distribution of these garden seeds, 
$34,500, making a total of $186,574.73 that has been expended 
for the distribution of common sorts of seeds. 

Mr. Chairman, I do not care to enter into a discussion of the 


merits of these seeds that are sent out. We will all concede 
that they are the very best that can possibly be secured. ‘There 


+ 


is no question about that at all; but, granting that, the fact 


remains that there is absolutely no good derived from the d 
irden seeds outside of the advantages de- 
rived by those who are engaged in truck gardening. I will ad- 
mit that people who are engaged in gardening in the suburbs of 


S- 


«< 


our great cities or on farms near the great cities might perhaps 
secure some good from the continuation of the distribution of 
these free garden seeds; but as far as the farmer is concerned, 


as far as the great mass of farmers of this country is concerned, 


it does them no good whatever. What good does it do the 
farmer to receive a little package worth perhaps 25 cents? ‘To 


show the appreciation that the people in my district have of 
this matter, I want to read one or two letters that I have re- 
ceived. These letters came unsolicited on my part and are the 
honest expressions of the writers. Here is a letter from Weep- 
ing Water, my own county, Nebrask: 

I have just received the garden seed, for all of which I wish to re 
turn thanks. Nevertheless I wish the distribution of ordinary garden 


seed might be discontinued, and believe it ought to be. So i I 
can find out, very few, if any, of them are ever used, and wh y 
are, frequently prove to be less desirable varieties than can be | t 
at home for a little, if any, more than the postage costs the | ed 
States. 

Here is another letter from a farmer living near the city of 


Lincoln, Nebr., and he closes his letter by saying: 
Cut out old, bum seeds. Anything new and scarce is what w 
Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yi 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Nebraska yield 
to the gentleman from Mississippi? 
Mr. POLLARD. I yield for a question. 


Mr. CANDLER. Those two letters in which the gentlemen 
say they want the seed cut out are all right, but I would |! to 


ask the gentleman how many letters he has received fro 
ple who desire to have the seed sent to them? 

Mr. POLLARD. I want to say to the gentleman that 
sent out under my frank something like 13,000 packages 0! 
den seed, and I have not received to exceed fifteen or eighteen 


I have 


who desired to discuss the bill who gave way last | believe the number would exceed that. 


aturday to allow the prolonged political discussion that took 





letters in acknowledgment of the receipt of those seeds; and 
there has not been a single one who has asked me to « ue 
it or who has thanked me for the seeds and who acco 
that statement by the information that the seeds wer \ 
yalue or that they placed any appreciation upon them at 
Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman eviden' s 
not understand my question. I ask how many letters s 
received making personal requests for garden seed? 
Mr. POLLARD. I do not know. I received somethi! ce 
| thirty or forty. I have not kept a record of them, but I do no! 
Mr. CANDLER. The gentleman has received a great y, 
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. of that kind of letters than of the kind that he has just 






POLLARD. Yes; and I will say in connection with 
that it is customary all over the country for a great many 

when they can get something for nothing to undertake 
ure it. The part that the people like about this free gar- 
eed is your recognition of them. Now, I have not a doubt 
very person who received a package appreciated it from 
t] int of view, that he was glad I did not overlook him, but 
| ced no importance whatever upon the real value of the 
themselves. 
aut to read now a portion of a letter from the Secretary of 
ulture bearing directly upon this point. Im a letter dated 

15, written to Hon. J. A. TAwNey, the Secretary uses 
nguage: 

y former letter I commented on the value of this miscellaneous 
tion of garden seeds, calling attention to the fact that it was 
( t to state what such value might be. I also emphasized the 
in my judgment the money thus expended could be put to 
se in line with a class of work described under group 2. As 
the Department is required to do the work, however, it has 
: effort to secure the very best seeds available and to see that 
thoroughly tested and true to type in order that their dis- 
might in a gradual cumulative way encourage people through- 
country to demand the highest grades of seeds. 

will be seen from the quotation from the Secretary of 
iture that he is not anxious about the continuation of 
tribution of the ordinary seeds, but is anxious about the 
( iation of the work in the propagation and introduction of 
nT rieties of high value. 
HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a 


t 


ere 


t 


yale 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 
POLLARD. Yes. 
HINSHAW. Is there any reason why under this bill 
( ng that the gentleman asks and all the appropriation 
ands should not be put into the bill and at the same 
t » appropriation be kept up for the distribution of seeds? 
POLLARD. I think there Mr. Chairman, and I 
ver the gentleman by saying this, that the reason I think 
the case is because I believe that every Member on the 
this House when he took his oath of office pledged him- 
crutinize every appropriation that came in here, whether 
nts to $5 or whether it amounts to $5,000,000, because the 
is the same, and that the expenditure of every dollar 
of public money ought to be where it can be of some service 
bring value for value given. And I do not believe there 
good of any character whatever derived from the distribu- 
garden seed. 
POWERS. Do you not think those Members who believe 
xpenditure of this money is a benefit to the farmers in 
trict are quite as conscientious in expending money for 
‘ good as any others? 
POLLARD. I certainly do. 
VOWERS. Then why refuse this appropriation rather 
others? 
‘OLLARD. I do not question the motive of the gentle- 
Maine or any other gentleman on the floor of this 
nd I do not care to be understood in that way at all. 
\INES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. POLLARD. For a question. 
GAINES of Tennessee. Is not this the first time the 
n has scrutinized an appropriation bill in this House? 
‘OLLARD. No, sir; it is not. 
LINES of Tennessee. What 
rutinized? 
ILLARD. 
\INES of 


is, 


ree 


\Ty 


( 


other bills has the gen- 
All of them that came before the House. 
Tennessee. Have you made speeches on 


OLLARD. I have not. 
IANN. Oh, yes; you made a speech on the deficiency 
tion bill, and a very good one, too. 
OLLARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to devote 
f my time to the discussion of the question of garden 
I have another matter that I wish to present to the 
t is of the utmost importance, and I wish o deyote 
t is of the utmost importance, and I wish to devote 
little time to that. Now, my purpose in making my 
to-day is this: I believe there are other fields of the 
ral Department where we can do a great deal more 
the farmer. If that is the object of our appropriations, 
s the object of our solicitude, to carry the most good to 
er, then I have another proposition which I submit, and 
can receive the careful attention of the committee. 
rman, we have in the great Mississippi and Missouri 
f the West something like 92,000,000 apple trees. Last 
© were produced on those 92,000,006 trees something 


I 








like 62,000,000 bushels of apples, two-thirds of a bushe? per tree. 


This very light yield of apples from these 92,000,000 apple trees 


was due to the fact that there is existing in the orchards of 
the great West parasites, insects, and various kinds of fungi 


that are utterly ruining our orchards. Under a properly culti- 
vated and cared-for orchard those trees that only produce 
thirds of a bushel of apples ought to produce not le 


i 


ty, 
tWwo- 


<3 than 5 





bushels of apples per tree, and that is a very low estimate, as 
anyone will concede who knows anything about the growing of 
fruit. Mr. Chairman, with that yield we would have, instead 
of 62,000,000 bushels of apples, 460,000,000 bushels, or a valua- 
tion of not less than $110,000,000. In addition to that. there 
is a direct loss to the fruit growers of this country who are 
engaged in the production of peaches, pears, plums, cherries, 
grapes, and other varieties of fruit of something like $40,000,000 
more, making a total loss of $150,000,000 annually Now, the 
trouble with this whole proposition is this, gentlemen: There 
is not a disease that attacks our fruit trees in this country that 


I know of; there is not 
not known; there is not 


a single disease where the remedy 


a single one of the many diseases that 


are destroying the fruit interests of the West that the Agricul- 
tural Department here in Washington has not discovered a 
remedy that will destroy every one of those pests. Now, 
then, Mr. Chairman, here is a place where we can spend some 
money at a profit. Here is a place where we can do the farmer 
some real good. Here is the place where we can spend s 


money that will add some value to the wealth of the nat 
Along this line I wish to spend the money I vote 
Member in this august body. [Appiause.] 


, 


for 





Now, Mr. Chairman, in the Bureau of Animal Industry, in 
our live-stock interests, the situation in a measure is the same. 
Diseases in our live-stock interests, such as blackleg, scab, that 
attacks our sheep and cattle; the foot-and-mouth disease, that 
has recently been suppressed in the New England States; the 
cattle tick or Texas fever, which has afflicted the cattle interest 


of the whole Southwest, and many other diseases I might 1 
tion, bring about an annual loss of something like 


S150.000_ 000 


And in connection with this I wish to say the situation is ve 
different from the fact that the United States Department o 
Agriculture has furnished the farmer the remedy. Whe 
contagious disease breaks out. when the live-stock iterest 
attacked by some disease, an expert is sent out there | 
contagious disease or territory in which this contagious s 
ease is running rampant is placed under a most st t l 
stringent quarantine. The most strict quarantine ob 
served in order to wipe out such disease Chat { ! 
proper, and I understand the Committee on Agricu has 
taken care of this subject in an ample w: which I thinl 
But the situation is different when we ne to ou 
interests. When a farmer sends in a report to the Agricu | 
Department at Washington that his apples are being dest l, 
that his cherries are being destroyed, that his pear ft 
being destroyed, by parasites and these other enemi t 
are affecting his crops, what do they do? Instead of 
experts out there to place a quarantine ut the i! 
trict, he is simply sent a farmers’ bulletin, and that is 1 
extent of the effort that is made by the Depart t 
him to control those diseases. Mr. Chairman, in th 
I wish to say that while I appreciate, I think, ful 
| portance and the value of the farmers’ bull s tl 
| out, yet they do not offer sufficient f \\ I 
| came to Washington, in view of the fact that I | 
lived on a farm, in view of the fa hat th 3 
now, the first thing that I did was t to I 
| Agriculture, simply because I thought that that t] 
| Department in which I had t g erest 
Department through which I could give my people tl est 
ice. And the first thing I did- was to secure from the S 
tary a list of the bulletins that they published. I \ ! ch 
| that long list of bulletins, and I was only able to find ‘ . 
six that I cared to send to the people of my district. 
Now, why is that the case? The trouble with these f S 
bulletins lies in the fact that they are wr by ex] s 
scientific men, and they shoot entirely over the heads 
| people that are not familiar with scientific questions 
trouble lies in the fact that when a farmer gets « of 1ese 
| bulletins it is couched in technical terms, and after he has d 
it he knows very little about the practical way of reaching the 
| remedy which is suggested in the bulletin. In addition to that, 
these bulletins are too verbose; they have too much in the 
The scientist discusses too many matters that are entirely irrel 


evant and have no bearing whatever upon the 
the farmer is directly interested. As a result 
verted and his attention attracted to other 
does not reach the real remedy that is offered, 


| . 
| iS 


his mind 
matters and 


is 


question in which 


li- 
he 
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And in addition to this, Mr. Chairman—and I consider this 
one of the greatest objections and greatest faults that I find 
in these farmers’ bulletins—is the fact that we have a great 
country in these United States, and when one of these scientists 


comes to write a bulletin he tries to write one that will fit 
and apply to the whole United States. The bulletin is not 
prepared with reference to locality, and when a farmer in Ne- 
braska is sent a bulletin it may treat on subjects that relate 
wholly to the New England States, and vice versa. 

My colleague [Mr. HinsHaw] has just handed me a slip of 
paper which carries the information that the suggestion has 


gone out that Iam a nurseryman. I do not know that that has 
any bearing on the question, but I simply want to say that I 


never sold five cents’ worth of shrubs or trees of any character 


in my life, nor was I ever connected with any nursery of any 
character whatever. I do not know that it would be any of- 
fense if I had been, as far as that is concerned. 


My attention has been diverted from the point I had in mind, 
but L wish to come back to it. 

1 think that the Committee on Agriculture ought to take up 
this subject of farmers’ bulletins, and I think the whole sys- 
tem ought to be revised. When a bulletin is published, I do not 
care on what subject it treats, it ought to be prepared with 
reference to a locality, and when a Congressman from Missis- 
sippi or from Nebraska or from any other State sends to the 
Department for a bulletin he ought to be given a bulletin that 
relates wholly to the subject applying to his district or locality. 

Mr. MURDOCK. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

the CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman 


from Ne- 


braska [|Mr. PoLiarp] has expired. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman 
may have time in which to conclude his remarks. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hr- 
suHAw| asks that his colleague, the gentleman from Nebraska 
| Mr. PoLLarp], may have leave to complete his remarks. Is 
thers objection ? 

rhere was no objection. 

Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman has read some of these 
farmers’ bulletins himself? 

Mr. POLLARD. Yes, sir. 

M 


r MURDOCK. I have read a good many of them very 
carefully, and a good many of them are on general subjects. 
I have found them all very interesting and all very simple, and 
I approve of them. Now, the gentleman said they should be 


written as regards locality. Will he give the subject-matter 
of some of the bulletins that ought to be written as regards 
locnlity-—cotton, of course, as regards the South, and corn as 
regards the Mississippi Valley? Now, will the gentleman give 


us just one bulletin regarding one locality that is not written? 
ir. POLLARD. I shall be glad to do so. Take the one sub- 
f fruit industry. It is a fact that no bulletin can be 


prepared with reference to the State of Kansas. Carry it down 


ect O 


to the last analysis, affecting the question of apples, that will 
appiy to your whole State. Now, then, when that fact exists 
in relation to a single State, why is it that the great Depart- 
ment of Agriculture goes on and prepares bulletins that 
should not take into account the different sections and localities 
of the country and have the bulletin prepared with reference 
to the peculiarities of that locality instead of making them all 
of a general character? 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Is it not a fact that the agricul- 
tural lleges of the different States are able to make up 
th ins necessary for that particular State and supple 


ment the bulletins sent out by the Agricultural Department? 
Mr. POLLARD. ‘They do a splendid work along that line, 
i t! do great good, and so far as they go their work is 


Liles 


complete, but the trouble with the whole matter is this—— 

Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Would it not be better to intrust the 
State agricultural colleges of the different States with those 
investigations that apply to the different States in which the 
colleges are situated, and provide them with the necessary 
means rather than intrust the whole matter to the Department 
of Agriculture? 

Mr. POLLARD. I will take that matter up when I reach it 
during the course of my remarks. I do not care to do so at 
this time, 

i do not wish to take the position, nor do I wish to carry the 
impression that I am opposed to the publications of these 
f er bulletins, because that is not the case. I think these 


bulletins do great good. I think they ought to be published, but 
I think this whole system ought to be revised, and that the 


bulletins ought to be remodeled. A great deal of the matter 
th put in them ought to be eliminated, because it is not 
germane and is immaterial. It ought to be cut out and the 


bullet 


1 ought to be made more plain, more explicit, and simple 
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| 
| 
| 
| 
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and clear of all scientific and technical verbiage that simply je. 
clouds a man who is not familiar with scientific questions. 

Mr. LEVER. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
tion? 

Mr. POLLARD. Certainly. 

Mr. LEVER. As I understand the gentleman from Nebraska. 
his idea is that the bulletins of the Department ought to have 
more peculiar reference to the individual communities ang 
sections? 

Mr. POLLARD. That is my idea. 

Mr. LEVER. Let me ask the gentleman if he does no 
think it best to permit the State experiment stations throu) 
their bulletins to reach that problem? 

Mr. POLLARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will say that which 
I have in mind is this: I received a bulletin from the Dens, 
ment of Agriculture which I think was one of the best bullet 
I read among the whole lot which were sent to me for distriby 
tion. I did not send out this particular bulletin. The troy)le 
with the bulletin was this: It went on to urge persons to » 
orchards for home use. It presented the idea that every farey 
in every part of the country should plant in his garden at legs; 
sufficient fruit trees to produce enough fruit for the use of })js 
own family—and that is right; that is something we ought to 
encourage with every farmer from one extreme of the country 
to the other; he ought to have a garden pateh in which he 
should have certain trees of all the particular kinds of fruit 
that will grow in that section of the country, so that the family 
could have fruit all the year. The trouble was that it recom 
mended certain varieties of trees to be planted. If I had sent 
that bulletin out to the people of my district it would have told 
the farmers to plant certain varieties of trees that every farmer 
who knows anything about fruit trees in that country knows wil! 
not grow in our section of country, thereby absolutely nullifying 
all the good effects that might be derived from that particular 
bulletin. That is why I object to these bulletins, and that is the 
trouble about them. They put something into them that de- 
stroys the force and effect of all good that might be derived 
from the whole bulletin. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I must hasten on. The position I take 
is that I want these bulletins revised, simply eliminating 
abuses that have grown up and those features that tend to con- 
fuse the mind of the farmer. 

The present purpose of my whole remarks, and the purpose of 
my amendment is this: I want, instead of sending out these 
farmers’ bulletins, that is general, as an entire solution of this 
problem and as the summum bonum of all the work the De- 
partment does of this kind, I want to send the experts into the 
country from the Department of Plant Industry, just the same 
as they have in the Department of Animal Industry. 

Through the experiment stations, I want experts sent. out to 
teach the people how to apply the remedies that will control 
these evils. Down here in Virginia and West Virginia during 
the last year they have lost something like $10,000,000 as a 
direct result of the ravages of the bitter rot in. the apples, 
and yet the Department here at Washington has positive in- 
formation that will enable the people down there entirely to 
drive out that disease that is destroying the apple crop. The 
same thing is true in the great West. We have out there : 
disease known as the “apple seab,” which is prevalent al 
over the country, but which has broken out in very virulen 
form all through the Mississippi Valley and is literally destroy 
ing our whole fruit interest. Now, I want the Department of 
Agriculture to take experts, and, through the Nebraska Px- 
periment Station, through the Missouri Experiment Station, 
through the Iowa Experiment Station, and all these other expe 
ment stations, by cooperation with them and with the [fruit 
growers, introduce methods that will exterminte these 
and these diseases that are destroying our fruit interests. |! 
think this work should be carried on all over the country. It 
has begun in a small way through the South. The Department 
of Agriculture has spent thousands of dollars in educating the 
people of the South how to combat the cotton boll weevil. It 
has cooperated in the way I have suggested should be done 
with our fruit interest, in introducing new varieties of cotton 
that will ripen before the boll weevil comes in and by improv- 
ing the quality of the cotton along other lines has done 4 great 
work whieh I think is right. I have no objection to that 
money being spent in the South, but I want the same eners) 
that has been put forth for the suppression of the cotton «ls 
eases in the South also to be expended throughout the Nort! 
and the Northwest. 

A great deal has been done in the way of farmers’ inst:tutes 
in carrying information to the farmers as to how to destroy 
these pests that are devastating our crops, and that alse 's 4 
good work, but there is nothing that does the same amount of 
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1 or that will carry the same amount of weight or the same 
an oral or ocular demonstration. Oral demon- 
ns should be conducted under the supervision of these 


nee as 


Government experts in the different fruit sections and demon- 
st to the people how to control these diseases. Experts 
<hould be sent direct into orchards here and there all over the | 
a elt. The farmers in the surrounding neighborhood should 
be ited to witness the oral demonstration the expert makes. 
In this way the orchardist will be taught what remedies to use, 
a} yw and when to apply these remedies that will destroy 
tl pests. That is what I am pleading for now. In my | 
o;yondment I have asked that $50,000 be added to this item for | 
th irpose of carrying to the people this great fund of infor- 
mit that has been gathered on this subject. | 
\ve have spent thousands upon thousands of dollars in ac- | 
cu ting this scientific information that is of inestimable | 
V: to the people. Now, gentlemen, those of us who are so |} 
anxious to do something for the farmer, to give him something | 
of value, let us insert this item in the appropriation bill 


‘ clothe the Agricultural Department with funds that will 
enable them to go out in the country and give the people the | 
ation that will make them able to control these pests 
re gtmply exterminating the fruit interests all over the 
United States. [Applause.] 
Chairman, I am using altogether too much time, but 
t] ; another very important subject that I can not pass over 
\ t referring to it at least casually. That is the subject of 
{ uprovement of the standard of quality of our seeds. A 
deal has been done in the last few years in the way of 
of improving the quality of our seeds. It has 
. custom for years in the animal kingdom for men who 
ged in the production of certain strains of cattle and 
d horses to breed to a type. Their animals are pedi- 
nd they keep on breeding year after year, gradually per- 
the breed and attaining the ideal standard. 


ne tf 


hreeding 
reealng, 


They can produce the desired type to a greater de- 
grt ‘ certainty, than in the animal kingdom. Great work has 
been. done along that line. 

\ . to eall your attention to one great loss of the agricul- 

of the country, I want to refer to our wheat interests. 
In 1903 we produced in this country 33,000,000 bushels less 
t than we produced in 1902. The average yield was 14 
s less per acre. In 1904 we produced 120,000,000 bushels 
| eat than we did in 1902, a reduction in the average yield 
of 2 bushels per acre. We lost in those two years 150,000,000 
| ;s of wheat, and it was due entirely to the ravages of the 
the wheat and to the Hessian fly. Now, here is a great 
‘the agriculturists to work in. Here is a great field of 
nity for the agricultural scientists to carry some infor- 

to the pepole that will be of real value. 

Department has discovered, as I understand, that it is 
le to introduce a cure or a remedy that will destroy the 
they have started out on another line. They have 
en by breeding to produce a new variety of wheat that 
rust-resisting, and I understand the Chief of the Bu- 

‘lant Industry says that they have already originated 
that is rust-resistant. 

1 aid these experts to introduce a new variety of wheat 
be immune to rust it will be worth millions of dollars 
ners of the country. 

eis another line on which I want some of this $50,000 

ve asked to be inserted in the bill to be spent. That 

the line of corn. There is an inviting field of experi- 
rk and the Department is doing work along this line. 

vish to earry the impression that they are not doing 

use they are, but I want the work to continue. I want 
pressed forward. I want more money spent along 

because it is of the greatest possible consequence to 

t le all over the country. 
[ARSHALL. Will the 
‘OLLARD. Certainly. 
MARSHALL. It has been understood that the committee 
to offer an amendment similar to this, except that 

it would be $76,000 instead of $50,000. 


gentleman yield for a question? 


Ll, 


if he is in favor of these things which he has 

about, increase his amendment to the amount 
ommittee are in favor of? 

OLLARD. I am glad the gentleman has asked me the 


i 
ne 
Lift 


[ will answer it in this way: The $76,000 that the 
proposes to insert in the bill simply gives the De- 
of Plant Industry an amount of money they had last | 
believe the chairman of the committee thinks that it 

ething like 
‘for that work. 
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Now, it is | 
that in the plant kingdom men can breed with greater | 


We should encourage this work. | 


Why does not 


$3,000 or $4,000 more than they used | 
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- WADSWORTH. The bill carries $15,000 more than last 


Mr 
year. 

Mr. POLLARD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it does not 
earry $15,000. If $15,000 were added to the bill, according to 
the gentleman’s suggestion, it would not increase the appro- 
priation for the other work by $15,000, but by $4,000, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
allow me, he has quoted me and I want the statement correct. 
I stated that the appropriation for the Bureau of Plant In 
dustry is increased $15,460 over the appropriation allowed the 
Bureau of Plant Industry last year. 

Mr. POLLARD. I thank the gentleman for his information. 
The gentleman from New York always tries to confuse the situa- 
tion. I remember, when we had before us a discussion on the 
deficiency appropriation for the inspection of meat, the gentle 
man came in with the assertion that the Department had all 
the money it needed; all they had to do was to divert the 
propriation along the line asked for. The trouble 


with the 


| Suggestion lies in the fact that if you do that they must and will 


be compelled to take it from some other work that is already 
being carried on, and that is the trouble with this suggestion. 
The $15,000 the committee has added to the bill has been asked 
for by the Chief of the Bureau for other work, and has nothing 
to do with the matter I am suggesting, and the gentleman knows 
very well that it does not. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. If the gentleman will pardon me, I did 
not refer to the work he is in favor of. I said that the amoun 
appropriated for the Bureau of Plant Industry had been in 
creased $15,460 over the amount carried by the bill for the 
Bureau of Plant Industry last year. I am not referring to the 
work that the gentleman from Nebraska wants done; I am not 
referring to any particular work that the Bureau wat 
I am simply referring to the amount of the appropriation. 

Mr. POLLARD. I did not mean to misquote the gentleman. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


its 


Mr. POLLARD. Certainly. 
Mr. MARSHALL. I still do not understand that the gentle 
man has answered my question. I would like to know whetl« 


he is willing to increase this amount to $76,000. I am for h 
amendment, but I am preferably for the amount that the co 
mittee wants inserted. 

Mr. POLLARD. I was interrupted before I had finished 
answer. I am glad the gentleman has called my atte it. 
The $76,000 that the committee seeks to add to this item in the 
bill will give, I think, only $4,000 more than the bill 


ition 


ries. I will qualify that statement in this way: The $76,000 
proposed simply seeks to cover the work that has been done her 
tofore in introducing new and choice varieties of seed and th 


cooperation work that is being done all over the country thro 
the agricultural experimental stations. That is what the 
seeks to cover. The bill as it now stands does not do that: it 
covers $37,740, which is to cover the work that has 
heretofore in accumulating choice seeds bought in foreign ce 
tries and bringing them into this country to introduce the 
fruits, and things of that kind. Now, then, this $76,000 seek 
to continue that work and help to introduce new varieties th 
are propagated in this country by breeding or otherwise. It 
simply gives the Bureau of Plant Industry the same amount 
money, plus $4,000, that they had last year. 





been do 


That is what the $76,000 seeks to cover, and if S76.000 
added to the bill, it will then give the Agricultural Departme 
$4,000 more than they had last year for that particular work. 
Mr. Chairman, I want added, in addition to that, $50,000 to ex 
tend the work that I have been advocating on the floor. That 
$4,000 is not sufficient if this work is to be carried on as it should 


be all over the country. The Department has been accumulati 
this information, and what the committee want that they 
should continue that. I want them to do more than that. |! 
want they should continue the improvement of this and th 

carry the information to the people, so that they will | 


s is 


Ve % 
benefit of it. That is all there is to this whole proposit , and 
that is all there is to my amendment. If the committee « S 
in and seeks to increase the amount $76,000, I want the $50,000 
also to be added in order that this work may be taken car 

The Department, through its experiments, has demonstr 
that under proper selection and cultivation not only the yield of 
corn can be increased but that the protein content can also be 
increased. Corn is the great staple crop of the West. This is 
the cereal that puts the fat on our swine and eattle. Scientific 
men tell us that corn, as a feed, is too rich in fat-producing in 


gredients and deficient in protein matter. In order for cor 
with clover or timothy hay, to make completely balanced ration 
the protein content of corn should be increased. Under experi- 
ments already undertaken it has been demonstrated that this 
‘ can be done by proper breeding and selection, 
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For the last six years there has been an annual yield of 
$2,261,000,000 in round numbers. If this work is encouraged 
by enlarging the appropriation for this item it seems to me that 


it is fair to assume that the annual yield can be increased not | 


less than 10 per cent. 
tion of corn by at least $22, Mr. Chairman, I am in 
favor of substituting for the free garden seed expenditures 
appropriations for carrying on oral demonstrations with the 
farmers from all over the country through the State experiments 
that will give the people information that will enable them to 
destroy the pests that are ruining our fruit interests. I am also 


$22,500,000. 


This would increase the annual produc- | 
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in favor of spending some money for the development of a va- | 
riety of wheat that will be rust resistant and for a variety of | 


corn that will give a larger yield and a greater protein content. 
I am in favor of spending money along lines that will result in 
adding millions of dollars annually to the wealth of the farmers 
of this country. I think it is more important to give the farmer 
a variety of corn that will give an increased yield of 10 or 15 
bushels per acre than it is to send him a package of garden seed 
that is perhaps worth 10 cents. 

In conclusion, I wish to say this: We have been expending 
money ever since the foundation of the Government in different 
ways for the benefit of the people. We have been expending 
money for the improvement of our harbors and our rivers. We 
have been expending money for constructing levees along our 
rivers. We have been expending money for the expansion of 
the rural free delivery throughout the country, and we have 
been expending money for the erection of public buildings for 
the accommodation of the people. That work 
have no objection to it, but the idea goes out or is suggested 
that this is a matter that should be left to the States, that Con- 
cress ought not to take it up. If that is the case, why is it that 
people living along the river that should be dredged and 
deepened for the use of commerce should not bear that expendi- 


tT 


ture? Why should not the people pay in the different localities 
in the different communities for the extension of the free rural 
service? Why should not the people in the cities pay for the 


erection of their own public buildings, if that should be done? 
No one pretends that the people in the local communities should 
bear this expense. It is right that the Government should pay 
for it My proposition is simply in line with work that has 
been carried on ever since the beginning of the Government. 
I believe it right and proper that Congress should help to 
build up this great industry and help to extend the scope of it, 
and that is why I am advocating this amendment to-day, and I 


Is 


hope the committee will see to it that when this paragraph is 
passed it will carry not only the $76,000 the committee seeks to 
udd to it, but also the $50,000 that I am presenting. [Great 
apy fause. | 

[ want to explain this matter before I leave the floor. If 
the aimendment offered by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. 
LAMB] be adopted, it will simply give to the Agricultural De- 
partment the same amount of money and no more than they had 
last year. It will not extend to this Bureau anything except- 
ng this $15,400 which the chairman says they have added to the 


, but that is put in for Other work. I want this 
850,000 added here and then when we take up the amendment of 


gentleman from Virginia [Mr. LAMB] and that is adopted, 


some 


that only will carry what the Department has had heretofore 
] the $15,000 which the chairman of the committee says they 
have given, and I want my $50,000 added on to that. For that 
! n, I hope the $50,000 will be added, and then when we take 


up the amendment of the gentleman from Virginia |Mr. LAmB] 
ean add on the $76,000 which the chairman of the committee 
st propose to insert in the bill. [Applause.] 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, it was my intention, by 
direction of the Committee on Agriculture— 
fhe CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman will suspend for a mo- 


we 


hey 
ey 


me! the Chair will state that the gentleman from North 
Dakota |Mr. MARSHALL] wanted to offer an amendment to the 
pending amendment. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I shall withhold my amend- 


ment for the present, until the chairman of the committee makes 


his statement. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I was directed by the 
Committee on Agriculture to ask that the appropriation be in- 


creased $76,000 for the Bureau of Plant Industry, and at the 


per time I propose to offer such an amendment. If that is 
done the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. 


PoLLARD] increasing the amount by $50,000 is not necessary. 
The Department asks only $76,000, and they will be perfectly 
tisfied and will be able to do the work that the gentleman 


from Nebraska wants and all other legitimate work during the | larger work of the Department, because it is not ade u 


fiscal year. I hope, therefore, that the amendment of the gen- 


tleman will be voted down. 


is all good. I} 
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Mr. MANN. 
question? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. What is this $76,000 for? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is “For the collection, purehssoe 
testing, propagating, and distribution of rare and uncom, 
seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, ete.” 
language of the bill. 

Mr. MANN. I understand what the bill says, and I under. 
stand also that that has not been the practice of the Departy,. nt. 
What I want to get atis the fact. Does the gentleman propose to 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 


non 
I quote the 


offer an amendment which will permit the Bureau of Plant [p- 
dustry to use directly the sum of money which heretofore it }\a5 


used out of the so-called Congressional seed fund? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 
Mr. MANN. For the distribution of valuable plants. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. That is it. 
Mr. MANN. So that that omission is to be corrected. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. All the work of the Bureau of Pj pt 
Industry has been consolidated and covered, I might say, i 


li ¢ @ 
paragraph. Formerly there was a division of pathology, ES 
division of botany, a division of agrostology, a division for tea 
investigation and sugar investigation, and others, and Mr. Gal- 
loway, the head of the Bureau, consolidated all these investics- 


tions in one paragraph, which expedites and facilitates the 
auditing of the accounts in the Treasury Department and re- 
sults in less work. On page 18 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from New York yield 








| to the gentleman from Georgia? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. In just a moment. On page 18, in 
line 11, “to study plant and orchard diseases and demonstrate 
the treatment of the same.” That covers the work the geutle- 


man from Nebraska wants. 
Mr. POLLARD. That authorizes the work, but it does not 
give the money to carry it out. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. I want to ask the gentleman from New 
York, the chairman of the co:mittee, if this amendment is 


adopted does the proposition pike appropriation for co 


mon 
seeds or does it affect the pioposition of $37,000 to be given 
the experimental stations? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; it does not; that is the next para- 


graph of the bill, at the bottom of page 21. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, I ask you to close up this para- 
graph you are on before taking up the next one. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We are not taking up the next one. 
The motion before the House is that of the gentleman from Ne- 
braska to increase this appropriation $50,000. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. <A parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 


Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. As I understand it, the 
amendment of the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lame] is 
pending as an independent and sepxrate paragraph. Now, to 
what part of the bill is this amendment of the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. PoLLarp]—is it after the word “ dollars,” in line 


19 of page 21? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is pending to the last paragraph read. 
Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I ask that it be again read 
for the information of the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. Unless objection is heard, the Clerk will 
sgain report the amendment. 

The amendment was again reported. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Chairman, I wish to ask this question 


of the gentleman from New York: If this committee sh 
back into the bill the $240,000 for Congressional seed d 
tion, and then add the $76,000 you have suggested in you! 
ing amendment, will it be an addition of $76,000 to whet the 
former bill carried? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. It will. 

Mr. POLLARD. I would like to ask the gentleman fr New 
York whether if the amendment of the gentleman from Virginit 
prevails, adding to the bill $240,000, which he says it « ied, 
whether then the gentleman from New York will seek to acu on 
the $76,000? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I answered that question to your col 
league. I stated it would increase it $76,000. 

Mr. POLLARD. In addition to $240,000? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I answered that question to ) col- 
league. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I am afraid gentlemen do not 
understand the effect of the amendment of the gentlems: trom 

| Nebraska. It certainly should not prevail in the interes! 0! ° 
only adds $50,000. Now, the committee amendment pr es to 
add to the same item $76,000. Therefore if we vote \r the 
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ndment of the gentleman from Nebraska you vote to restrict 
er than enlarge the very work that you seem to take so 
h interest in and in which the committee has just as much 
just as genuine an interest. 
- POLLARD. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 
the committee wants to increase this paragraph by $76,000, 
does it not introduce an amendment? 

\ir. BROOKS of Colorado. 
the amendment is in the hands of the chairman to introduce 
as quick as we get to it at the proper time. 

POLLARD. Well, we are at the place now. Now, 
d like to have this situation thoroughly understood. I 
want to be misunderstood in this matter. What I 


do 
want 


, is to increase the appropriation for this Department by | 


40 in excess of what they had last year. 
inirman of this committee 
ADAMS of Wisconsin. To clear this situation up—and I 
possibly the gentleman himself is somewhat confused as 
» netual meaning of this bill—now, when we cut out the 
ssional seed distribution business and cut everything out, 


Now, then, if 


‘ and plants here er for the purchase of rare and valuable 
s Lut the committee agreed among themselves to restore 
{ portion of the original law which had been cut out, and we 
not reached it. 
POLLARD. This is the paragraph right here. 
ADAMS of Wisconsin. And the gentleman from Ne- 
proposes to add to this total, so that it shall be four 
ed and thirty some odd thousand dollars, while the com- 
amendment proposes to increase it to $465,000. 
POLLARD. Now, Mr. Chairman, the committee is simply 
taking to befog this situation. What I wanted to do, as I 
is to increase it $50,000 over what they had last year. 


I | 
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Because we have not got to it, | 





the committee is sincere in their position, why do they | 


iertake to increase my amendment by the $76,000? 
not do that? 

{DAMS of Wisconsin. 

BROOKS of Colorado. 

( ld? 

POLLARD. I will yield to a question. 

BROOKS of Colorado. Does the gentleman question the 
th of the committee and its purpose to introduce this 
ent for $76,000? 

POLLARD. Idonot. Not atall. But, Mr. Chairman, I 
amendment adopted, and then if the committee are sin- 
want to bring in their amendment, they can do so. 
dinent is directly before the House. Let us adopt that. 

to increase this appropriation by $50,000, and then if 
rman of the committee wants to bring in his amendment 


j 


Why 


We are perfectly willing. 
Mr. Chairman, will the gentle- 


do so. But let us put on this $50,000 first. 
WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, let me say just one word. 
[IANN. Is there any way we can get information? 


A\DSWORTH. 


POWERS. 


Mr. Chairman 
Mr. Chairman, as I understand, the gentle- 


| plants from foreign countries or from our p« 


i Nebraska consumed the definite time that was given | 


nd surrendered the floor. 

CHAIRMAN, The gentleman took it again for five min- 
iis time has expired and he has resumed his seat. 
OWERS. Mr. Chairman, during the time I have served 
louse I believe I have never made any objection to any 
1 of time, but if we are ever to get through with this 


think I must make objections to any extensions in the 

MIANN. Mr. Chairman, I move to amend by striking out 
word of the amendment. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves to 
ut the last word ef the amendment. 


[ANN. 
listinguished gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps- 
s to where he proposes to insert the additional $76,000. 
VYADSWORTH. I was going to insert it on page 

for the Bureau of Plant Industry, $587,200, with that 


of $76,000 would be $663,200, and if the amendment of 


o» 


leman from Virginia prevails that will be so much more, | 


total will have to be corrected. 
| all at onee. 
MANN. If the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
evails that takes care of the question. 
prevail? 
VADSWORTH. 


I was going to correct 


MANN. You say you increase the bulk sum of the ap- 
I on? 
VADSWORTH. Yes. 
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Mr. MANN. That would not do any good. You have got to 
increase the authority to spend somewhere. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no. They have all the authority 
they want. 

Mr. MANN. I see no authority in here authorizing the De- 
partment of Agriculture to do what they have been doing for 


years—as, for one instance, sending out seed that 


is inoculated 

with bacteria. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. On the bottom of page 18, line 20, it 
reads: 
| To investigate the practical application in agriculture of the fixa- 
| tion of atmospheric nitrogen by bacteria and other micro-organism in 
} soils and in the root tubercles of leguminous and other plants 

Mr. MANN. Will that authorize 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That authorizes just what the gentle- 
man requests. 

Mr. MANN. As I understand, that distribution has been 


made from the fund provided in the so-called “ Congressional 
seed distribution?” 


Mr. WADSWORTH. It is from the Bureau of Plant Indus- 


cs : ; 7 ad . | try fund. 
| not make any provision for the growing of varieties of | ~- 


Mr. MANN. And a portion of that money, I understand, has 
been used in the distribution of these seeds which are sent out 
through the country at the request of Members of Congress or 
otherwise, not included in the ordinary quota of distribution? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. A portion of it has been used 


for this 
purpose—* to collect, purchase, propagate, test, and experiment 
with rare new seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 


plants.” 

Mr. MANN. That paragraph of the bill only relates to the 
seed imported from foreign countries? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. Oh, well—— 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I know what I am talking about. If 
the gentleman will look at the bottom of page 21 he will see the 
paragraph he refers to. It reads: 

For the collection, purchase, testing, propagating 


. and distribution of 
rare and uncommon bulbs, trees, 


seeds, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 


ssessions, et 


Mr. MANN. I thought the gentleman was referring to that 
paragraph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No. I was referring to line 7 on 
page 20. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I think I can simplify this whole thing. 
I move, as a substitute for the amendment offered by the gen 
tleman from Nebraska, the committee’s amendment, that the 


amount be increased by $76,000. I move that a substitute 
for the amendment offered by the gentleman from Nebraska. 


as 


Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
| out the last two words, and do so for the purpose of getting 
some information and give what I believe is the situation. 
Mr. Chairman, the paragraph on page 21, beginning with line 
9 and ending with line 19 with the word “ dollars,” is the last 
paragraph that has been read in this bill. That paragraph 
| does not in any way contain reference to any of the matters 
under discussion. At the expiration of the reading of that 
| paragraph ending on line 19, the gentleman from Virg \ 


offered an amendment which was, in substance and in 


‘ 
( 
L Ls 


| old law which carried with it the Congressional seed appr 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to make an inquiry | 


But suppose it | 


| graph, to increase it $76,000, accomplishing the same purpose 
It only partly takes care of the ques- 


} 
tion. In my judgment, the time for the introduction of that 
amendment, or substitute, as it 


is, Should have been postpone j 





until the conclusion of the reading of the next paragraph. The 
gentleman from Virginia said that his substitute, or his amend- 
ment, took the place of the succeeding paragraph. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The motion of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is not before the House at all at the present time. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is what I am coming to. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is not before the House, and it is an 
additional paragraph. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. gut, Mr. Chairman, at the 
clusion of the reading of the substitute, or amendment, of the 


gentleman from Virginia the gentleman from Nebraska moved 
to amend the gentleman’s motion, as I understand it. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. . No; increase the sum, $389,260, by 
$50,000. That is the motion of the gentleman from Nebraska— 
to increase that sum $50,000. I ask him if that is the cass 

Mr. POLLARD. It is. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Now, the chairman of the Com- 


mittee on Agriculture proposes, when we reach the next para- 


as the gentleman from Nebraska. There has been considerable 
discussion upon that. I do not think the House understands 
it. Now, in my judgment, the adoption of either one of these 
proposed amendments would tend to defeat the Congressional 
seed distribution. 


weer ae ee et 
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Mr. That does not defeat free seed distri- 
bution. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
effect of it 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The gentleman is entitled to his opinion. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Certainly; therefore to clarify 
this situation, it seems to me we ought not to increase any of 
these totals until the amendment of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia is voted on, to ascertain whether Congress desires to con- 
tinue the Congressional appropriation for the distribution of 
seeds. The law refers to “new and valuable seeds.” And in 
my judgment the motion of the gentleman from Virginia seeks 
to intr 
and valuable seeds, as the statute contemplates. There is no 
law authorizing the purchase of rare and uncommon seeds upon 
the statute books at the present time. The next item, if allowed 


WADSWORTH. 


In my judgment that will be the 


to stand here as the committee left it, would be subject to the 
I shall disagree with the gentleman from Ne- | 


order. 
a in what he says as to the value of the seeds. 
that inclnded 


point f 
brask 
those 
new a 


Certainly 
nre 


man from Virginia is reached. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. 
have two minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN, 
Is there objection? The Chair hears none. 
Mr. DAVIS of 
the whole 


ly “7 


[After a pause. } 
Minnesota. 
situation, that if they would pass the pending para- 
ony 
graph, be 
that if we would adopt the motion of the gentleman from Vir- 
ginia and let the amendment of the gentleman from Nebraska 
| committee amendment be added, 


and the 
would be made clear, and then you can amend the totals corre- 


sponding with the fact, and the committee can vote intelligently | 
| 10 to 15 and possibly, in some small sections, 20 inches per annum. 


the matter. [Cries of “ Vote! ”] 
MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment to the substitute offered by the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, has my substitute been 

reported by the Clerk? 

The CHAIRMAN. It has not. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I would like to have it read. 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 
by the gentleman from New York. 

» Clerk read as follows: 
. uit “thirty ’ and insert “ sixty-five;”’ so as to read: 

( t and sixty-five thousand two hundred and sixty dollars.” 

The CHAIRMAN. That is an amendment to the pending 

aAinendment, 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is what I understand. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment in 

the 1 
Dake 


The 


upon 
Mr. 


ee 


“ Four 


Clerk read as follows: 

the amount of the substitute of the gentleman from New 
<, by inereasing the amount $25,000; so as to read: “* Four hundred 
n ty thousand two hundred and sixty dollars.” 


Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to increase this 
total as suggested by the substitute of the gentleman from New 
by the amount of $25,000, to be used for a purpose out- 

(H. R. 8753) which I introduced and which has 


in a bill 
nding before the Agricultural Committee. The bill pro- 


re be appropriated, out of the public moneys in the Treasury 
ted States not otherwise appropriated, for all expenses nec- 
le the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate methods of 
1ing suited to the arid and semiarid regions of the Western 

States, where irrigation is impracticable, the sum of $60,000, 

h sum $5,000 shall be immediately available. 

m my request, this bill was referred to the honorable 
Secretary of Agriculture, and upon that bill he made the fol- 
lowing report: 

It is the evident intention of the framer of this bill to provide addi- 
tional funds for the development and extension of the work in dry- 
nd farming already begun under an appropriation made last session 

‘enl investigations. 

nands from the people in the semiarid portions of the 
have become so urgent within the last few months that it is now evi- 
dent that additional funds will be necessary if the work is to be devel- 
oped to extent demanded by the conditions which exist in 

ea which can not be reclaimed by irrigation but which must be 

by some method of dry-land farming in order to provide homes 

people who are flocking to these unoccupied lands in such 
, and to prevent as far as possible the disastrous failures that 
retofore been the result of attempts to settle this region. 

e a number of times called attention in my annual report to 
portance of this line of investigation. 


fart 


the 
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duce into the Western States and all States certain new | 


in the Congressional distribution are | 
nd valuable, but I do not care to take up that, because | 
that question will come up as soon as the motion of the gentle- | 
| can ultimately be utilized by adopting systems of dry farming 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to | 
The gentleman from Minnesota asks unani- | 
mous consent that his time may be extended for two minutes. 

| and soil and its cultural requirements and the best methods of 
Now, it seems to me, to simplify | 
and after it is concluded then read the succeeding para- | 


ginning with line 20, page 21, and at the conclusion of | 


the whole situation | 
| homesteaders, and throughout that region there is what may he 


report the amendment | 
these grew some confusion. 


| language of their bill, $25,000 to be used for this purpose. 


ture of a substitute offered by the gentleman from Norih | 





This work has developed so rapidly and the | 
country 


this | 





May I, 


Now, mind you, these are the words of the Secretary of Avy. 
culture. 

And I believe that if this bill (H. R. 8753) be incorporated 
in the general appropriation act of the Department much 
needed work could be done. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I appeared before the committee ani 


| made a strong statement of the conditions prevailing in an jy). 


mense tract of country, about 200 miles in width, which ex- 
tends from the Canada line to the Gulf of Mexico. For seyera) 
years preliminary work has been in progress by the Department 
of Agriculture in the study of dry-land agriculture. Neary 
one-third of the area of the United States has insufficient raj 
fall for the best culture of the ordinary crop plants. It las 
been pointed out in previous reports that after all possible ex 
tension is made of irrigation there must remain enormous ares« 
approximating a fourth of the entire land surface of this eoyy. 
try, which will necessarily remain perpetually in their presey; 
arid or semiarid condition for want of an adequate supply of 
water for irrigation. Dry farming is a necessity in order to 
utilize such lands where irrigation can never be practiced. 
Enough preliminary work has now been accomplished to show 
that large areas of such dry but often extremely fertile lands 


Aiiiti 


| and cultural methods and specially adapted crop plants. To 


earry out the introduction of new industries in such regions it 
is necessary to study most carefully the life history of each 
particular crop which it is desired to introduce in order to 
determine with some degree of accuracy its needs as to climate 


marketing or otherwise utilizing its products. It is believed 
that a careful investigation of this whole subject will establish 
methods and systems and determine the crops suited to build up 
agricultural industries on a safe basis in such regions. 

The simple facts are, gentlemen, that a vast area of country 
extending, as I have said, from the Canadian line to the Gulf 
of Mexico has recently been and is being settled up rapidly to 


termed an “area of doubtful rainfall,” the rain averaging from 


Owing to a few recent extra good years the people have heen 


| pouring in there, but unless some remedy is found for the pr 


vailing conditions many of them will suffer and be obliged to 
desert their homes. 
Now, at the same time that my bill was considered by the 


| honorable Committee on Agriculture there were one or two other 


bills of a somewhat similar character considered, and out of 
The other bills provided for ex- 
periments to be carried on by the Bureau of Experiment Sta- 
tions, and the Committee on Agriculture have provided, in the 
That 
item comes under the next heading, of “ Experiment stations.” 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. NORRIS. I ask unanimous consent that the gentleman 
be allowed to proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Unanimous consent is asked that the gen- 
tleman from North Dakota may proceed for five minutes. Is 
there objection? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. I object. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

Now, since the gentleman from North Dakota [Mr. Mar 
SHALL] can not proceed, I desire to offer a few suggestions 
along the line of his amendment. If I ean’t get time for him. 
I will take up the subject myself. I should like to have the 
attention of the Members of the House briefly while I cal! their 
attention to some conditions existing in the western part of 
our country that his amendment seeks to reach. 

In the western part of our country there is a large section 
that from its very nature can not be brought under irrigation, 
a section that has rainfall enough during a year to raise 2 cro)), 
but because the rainfall comes at such irregular interya 
sometimes too much and often not enough—there results 4 
failure of crops. ‘This soil is of the richest in the world. 5cl- 
entific investigation and experimentation have demonstrated 
that during a long dry spell there are perpendicular pores 
formed in this soil terminating at the surface of the cr und 
and through these pores the moisture reaches the surface and 
passes off by evaporation. Scientists have demonstrated in 
various ways, notably by what has become known as the ~ C amp- 
bell system,” that if these pores can be broken up auc this 
evaporation prevented this moisture in the soil can be used in 
the sustenance of plant life, for the production of crops. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman yield? an 

Mr. NORRIS. In a moment. This method, recently (> 
covered, has been designated as “dry farming” in that porvou 


y 
I 
Is 
i 
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part 
1 


sufficient rainfall to produce the best of crops. 
hown, 
ern portions of the country, that this moisture can be | 
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country where irrigation can not be had and where there 
sufficient rainfall at all seasons of the year to produce a 
nd these experiments have been made mainly by private 


with the idea of conserving the moisture in the soil 
ng it at times when no moisture comes in the shape of 
and caring for the crops that 
This amendment seeks to appropriate money 
Department of Agriculture to continue those experi- 
It has been determined already that where the rainfall 


: in vast quantities so that it passes off by evaporation or 
ise before it is used by the crop growing in the soil, and 
the seasons of dry weather coming on that the crop fails, 


during the season there has been 
Experiments 
in some of 


s matter of fact, 


a 
earried on mainly by private parties 
ed in the soil by what is known as “ surface cultivation,” 
it a large rainfall will be conserved in the soil, and by 
ultivation and other methods of cultivation it will be 
d from evaporating, so that it will pass through to the 


f the crop growing on the land and by that means produce 


| want to say that a few years ago I went out in the 
part of my State, when we had a long dry spell, and 
t two crops of corn, with nothing in the world between 
a wire fence. One had been experimented with in 
, and was perfectly green, without a dead stalk, and 
e ground on the top appeared to be dry, by scratching 
he surf ice an inch or 2 inches the soil was so 
Just over the fence the other corn 
s cultivated in the usual way, and it was perfectly dead, 
ld have burned if you had touched a match to it. Now, 
sa vast scope of territory of this kind, and it is for the 
f developing the best methods and experimenting with 
thods of cultivation that will be the means of making 
territory produce crops that this appropriation is de- 
Now, I will yield to my friend from South Carolina. 
I wanted to ask if this experiment is not 
being carried on at the experimental stations in this 


No; they are not carried on at all of them, 
i they are in some. This amendment is for the purpose 

ling funds for carrying them on upon a larger scale. 
judgment it will be the means of making productive a 
of country that heretofore has been considered 
agricultural purposes, and that has been used only 
land. 
retofore of little 


re S¢ ‘ope 
for 


ne 
in 


value, 
farms for thousands of our people. 


: ult ts. 
MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to oppose 
offered by the gentleman from Nebraska, 

ist word. I verily believe, Mr. Chairman, 


tion work, carries on certain work along the lines 

with which we are all familiar. 
t the head of the Bureau of Plant Industry, 
other 
order 


791 of the hearings before the committee. 


nformed that owing to the broad 
! subject which have recently 


phraseology of the 


been before 


kxperiment Stations and the 
‘ I am glad to say that, 
tor Galloway 
d to avoid duplication or conflict. 
e intention of the Office of Ex 
at is ordinarily called “ dry 
f Plant Industry, whose work 
ties of crops and methods of cultivation. 
Stations, through its division of rural engineering, 
ely with experimental work in irrigation, drainage, 
machinery. Of 
igs gation we shall grow crops, 


Bureau of Plant 
as regards our 


arming.” 


moist that | 


It will eventually redeem millions of acres of 

and provide pleasant homes and | 
In my judgment 
s no item in this bill that will be productive of more bene- | 


the 
to strike 
that the 
al Committee would have included this item in their 
not been for some confusion in regard to the matter. 
understood that Doctor True, the head of the experi- 
of 
Doctor Galloway, 
-arried on 
experiments of an entirely different character. 
to explain that, I am going to read from pages 
Doctor True 





bills 
your committee 
1 some fear of duplication of work or of conflict between | 
Industry 
respective lines | 
and myself have a good understanding and 


»eriment Stations to engage 
That belongs to 
includes all matters relat- 
The Office of 

will 
pump- 
course on tracts where we are testing 
but they will be ordinary 


re gion, or those which we are advised to grow by the Bu- 


nt Industry. We shall not make crop experiments. 


ilty has arisen from the broad 


phraseology of the 


The 
s of work of these two bureaus are clearly differentiated. 
bills 


mmittee, which undoubtedly covers the field of both bu- 


= is money. When you have decided what more 


» for the object of these bills, give Doctor Galloway his | 


dry farming experiments and give me my share for Mr. 


irrigation in the semiarid region. 


| 


| done. 
Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad indeed that 
the gentleman from Kansas read that testimony. The work 


you | 


am 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 


Dakota has expired. 





I 
appropriation for it. 

The CHAIRMAN. That question of cultivation comes under this 
What are the experiment stations in all of these States doing? 

Mr. Woops. They are cooperating with us very heartily 

The CHAIRMAN. And are you working in cooperation with them? 

Mr. Woops. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where are you making 
ments in the actual growing of the wheats? 


actual experiments 


to the attention of each member of the committee there would 
have been no question but that this item which I 
for would have been included in the bill. 


asking 


North 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the attention of 
the committee to the facts as disclosed by the hearings before 
the Committee on Agriculture that the work which it is pro 
posed by the amendment offered by the gentleman from North 
Dakota to do is already being done and is fully provided for 
in the present appropriation. On page 158 of the hearings I 
asked Mr. Woods, who was then before the committee, this 
question : 

Mr. Scott. At these substations you are studying what they call “ dry 
farming?” 

Mr. Woops. That leads into a very important branch of dry fart 
ing, and for a number of years we have been looking out and trying 
to get good crops which are adapted for agricultural use in this area, 
which for a number of years at a time may have a very low rainfall 
“niy 10 or 12 inches. The cultivation methods there are mainly fo 
the purpose of conserving the moisture. 

Mr. Scotr. And are ycu conducting experiments all the way down 
from the Dakotas to Texas which involve the art of dry far g | 

Mr. Woops. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Scorr. I asked that question particularly because there is a | 
before this committee to make a special approp riatic m for carrying o 
experiments in dry farming, and it occurs to me that if the Depart 
ment is already doing that “work in such a way as to develop whatey 
the facts may warrant it would not be necessary to make a spe 


experi 






n 


Mr. Woops. Those experiments are being conducted at Dickins 
and Edgely, N. Dak.; Highmore, 8S. Dak.; North Platte, Nebr.; Hays 
and Garden City, Kans.; Channing and Amarillo, Tex., as well as 


eral other points between the ninety-eighth and one 
meridians. ; 
The CHAIRMAN. That is under the control of the experiment st 


hundred 


and the Department is acting in an advisory capacity every year an 
furnishing the money to help the experiments along? 

Mr. Woops. Yes, sir. We put an expert there to carry out our 
part of the work. The stations assist by furnishing the land and fur 
nishing the ordinary labor and the buildings, and so forth, and we lo 


after the scientific part of it. 

This makes it clear, I am sure, that under the present 
priation the work asked for by the gentleman from North D 
kota [Mr. 


being earried on out of the funds for al 


cere 


and which was incorporated in the bill by 
Senate; a total of about $ 
and has been spread out among nine stations 
States—a mere bagatelle, simply starting the 


amount I now propose to add to this bill will extend. 


appropriation 
in the | 

It 
tions, and that is exactly what I want, only I want 


the work more systematically and on a somewhat 
more permanent plan. 


to carry 


the arid regions in order to demonstrate the feasibility 
| project, and that is being done now. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Chairman, I trust that the 
offered by the gentleman from North Dakota [ Mr. 
| to the amendment offered by the chairman of the committee n 
be adopted. I believe that the work contemplated under 
amendment is second only 
irrigation in the same region in which the Government 
| expending millions of dollars. 


of 


is 


work which tl 
is tr 
that it is carried on in cooperation with State experiment sta 


There lies between the Canadi 


v 


and fourth 


ations 
d 


yk 
appro 


MARSHALL] is already being thoroughly and carefully 


investigations, 
which was covered by a bill that I introduced at the last session 
the 
$5,000 has been used out of the $25,000 
nited 


Lit 


oO! 


broader ai 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I only desire to call the attentio 
| of the committee to the fact that the work is already being do 
on a large scale all through the semiarid regions, and it ca 
| not be done all at once. The only thing that can be done 


is 
to conduct the experiments at the different places throughou 
t 


he 
amendment 
MARSHAI 


or 
in importance to the great work of 


Lew 


line and Mexico, about the one-hundredth meridian, millions ¢ 
acres of land having a rainfall of from 14 to 20 inches, not su 


cient for the growth of crops under the ordinary methods 
cultivation, not sufficient for the assured growth of the 
of crops which have heretofore been generally grown in 
same latitude farther east in that region, taking one year 
another. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, I will say 
that there are 300,000,000 acres on the high 
| tory he speaks of. 


to the gentlem 
plains in the 


| Mr. MONDELL. 


| gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Mui 


IDOCK | 


variet 


Wi 


Ti) 


terr! 


In addition to this great region which the 
says contains 300,000, 
s to clear up this subject that I have read this tes- | 000 acres there are scattered all through the States and Terri 
elieve that if this testimony had been fully brought ' tories known and recognized as being generally arid consider 
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character that agriculture can be carried on by improved | 
methods and careful selection of crops advantageously and 


profitably. 
ment lands, lands to which we are now inviting the home 
seeker, lands that will make homes for the people of the East 
and the Central States now moving westward. 
accomplished in demonstrating what can be done in so-called 
“dry farming.” 

Already considerable areas have been conquered from the 
desert and successfully farmed, and it is proposed now to fur- 


ther extend the aid the Government has heretofore been giving | 


‘to this great work of extending the nation’s farm area by in- 
creasing this appropriation. It true that the committee, 
after the hearings on this subject, did add $20,000 or $25,000 to 
the appropriation made ‘for the division of irrigation and 
drainage investigations of the Bureau of Experiment Stations. 
That appropriation will assist in the development of dry farm- 
ing as an auxiliary to the development of small irrigated farms. 
That was the purpose of that appropriation. 

The Bureau of Experiment Stations is already doing and has 
an exceedingly valuable work in this field, and in order 
that the splendid work carried on by the division of irrigation 
of the Office of Experiment Stations, and which should be under 
the charge of that Office, may be supplemented by the Bureau of 
Viant Industry it is proposed to add to the appropriation of that 
Bureau the sum of $25,000; and the gentleman from North 


is 


done 


Dakota [Mr. MARSHALL] has well said that this is a mere baga- | 


telle when we take into consideration the valuable character of 
the work to be done, the vast extent of territory over which it 
can and ought to be carried on, and the thousands of homes that 
it will make possible on lands now popularly supposed to be 
available only for grazing purposes. Great as will be the de- 
velopment by irrigation ultimately in the United States, in my 
opinion, based on considerable experience in the western coun- 
try, we will ultimately conquer from the desert, at least ad- 
vance from grazing lands of small value to farming lands sup- 
porting comfortably large populations, many more acres by dry 
farming than we can reclaim by irrigation, owing to the limited 
water supply available for that purpose. [Applause.] 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate on the 
pending paragraph and amendments thereto be now closed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gen- 
tleman from Virginia to withhold that motion for one minute 
until the gentleman from Colorado [Mr. Brooks], on the com- 
ilittee, has an opportunity to make an explanation. 

Mr. LAMB. Very well; I will yield to the gentleman for 
one minute. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, it is true that the | 
bil as reported carries $25,000 for the item of dry farming. 


That is on page 
the language of che text is as follows: “ With 
ial suggestions of the best method for the utilization of irriga- 
waters in agriculture.” Now, the language is perhaps not 


ry specific, but in the opinion of the Department it covered 


tion, and espe- 


that particular feature. 

Mr. MARSHALEL. Do you pretend for one moment that that 

vers the propesition I have offered here as an amend- 
ment? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I think I ean answer that 
frankly, and I will. Mr. Chairman, there were, I think, eight 


r ten 
Mr. NORRIS. 

atic 
my self. 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. On page 51, lines 2 and 3. 

Ir. MONDEIELL. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Ir. BROOKS of Colorado. Yes; certainly. 

ir. MONDELL. I did not understand the gentleman is op- 
| to a further appropriation for the work of dry farming 


Cad tO al 


the loc n of this language? 


ory ro 


ON ‘ iments, 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I am on the Agricultural Com- 
mittee, and the committee, at my suggestion, made the appro- 
| tion which I have alluded to, and I am bound to stand 


by my committee; but I want to answer frankly the question 


of the gentleman from North Dakota. There were six or 
seyen bills introduced covering features of dry farming. Now, 


ree or four of those bills had reference to the irrigation 


f the subject 
the cultural-method side of it. The gentleman from North 
lonkota introduced a bill covering the cultural methods—that 


e ¢ 


s {Oo SHy 
of dry farming, which are being considered at this time; and 
the other class of bills had reference to the storage of inade- 


This vast region consists very largely of Govern- | 


51 of the bill, under the drainage investiga- | 
| question about that, and I do not want to mislead the 


Before the gentleman does that, will he point | 
I would like to read the lan- | 


and three or four of them had reference | 
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able isolated areas having sufficient rainfall and soil of such | quate surface water supply, the making available of sy): 


| 


| 
| 


| 
| 


Much has been | 


| 


| imous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. 





the cropping treatment of the soil and the systems | 
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Ler. 
ranean water, and that class of work. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. I desire to ask the gentleman 
whether there was an app. spriation made for the bill [| | 1tro- 
duced, providing $10,000 for experimental purposes in Texag9 
Was there any provision made relative to that bill? I undor. 
stood it was to be taken care of and put in in an omnibus ap. 
propriation. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. There was; and the gentlengny 


from Texas introduced one of the bills of the class which 7 
have just described—that is to say, having particular refor. 
ence to the cultivation of land where the water supply w; 
inadequate to raise ordinary crops. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expjreg 
The gentleman from Virginia moves that debate upon the pend. 
ing paragraph and amendments thereto be closed. : 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I hope the gentleman from Virginia 
will allow Mr. Brooks, a member of the committee, to fins}. 

Mr. LAMB. For how long a time? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Three minutes; and, Mr. Chair. 
man, before I go on 

The CHAIRMAN. 
draw his motion? 

Mr. LAMB. I do. 


1s 





Does the gentleman from Virginia witp. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Colorado is recog. 
nized for three minutes. . 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I would ask unanimous consent 
to extend my previous remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GAINES of'Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 


consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
Is there 
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Colorado yield? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I yield for a question, but I haye 
but a few moments now. 

Mr. MARSHALL. In order to clear up this matter will the 
gentleman kindly explain how he expects an appropriation 
under the head of “ Office of Experiment Stations” to be added 
to the Bureau of Plant Industry? Now, if you will clear up 
that question it will settle the whole thing. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. The gentleman asks a difficult 
question, but I think I can answer it. The whole wor! 
but it has two phases. One is Doctor Galloway’s work 
other is Mr. Mead’s work. Now, as the gentleman from 





is one, 
ind the 
Kansas 


said, Doctor Galloway’s work is to some extent covered by the 
general appropriations for his Bureau, but it is not covered 
by this specific appropriation for Mead’s work. There is no 


com- 


mittee. What I am trying to say is this, that the bill carried 
an inerease of $25,000 for one phase of dry farming. hat is 
all I can say. This increase, on page 51, does not cover the 
matter of improved cultural methods on which Doctor Gallo- 


way is working. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
system of dry farming? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. It does, and I will sa) 
that in drafting the amendment to page 51, which incorporated 
the terms of the bill which I introduced on this subject, I con- 
sulted Mr. Mead, and he thought it was adequate for everything 
wanted for his work. 

Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the gentle 
man from Nebraska? 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I renew my motion. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. To sum up, then, there were two 
phases of this work before this committee, but they both had 
reference to dry farming, and we added $25,000 to the bill for 
Mr. Mead’s work. 

Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I renew my motion. 


Does this cover Professor Mead’s 


further 








The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves that 
the debate be now closed. 

Mr. POLLARD. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gcitieman 
from Nebraska rise? ; 

Mr. POLLARD. To ask unanimous consent to wit! raw my 
amendment. There is a great deal of confusion a 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska |‘! si 

1amMenuu 


LARD] asks unanimous consent to withdraw his an 
Is there objection? 
Theie was no objection. 





lt 


106. 





WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
to withdraw my amendment to the amendment offered by 
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tion is on agreeing to the amendment offered by the gentleman 
from Missouri. 





the gentleman from Nebraska. Mr. MURPHY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
e CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr.| five minutes. 
\WavswortH] asks unanimous consent to withdraw his amend- Mr. CANDLER. Mr. Chairman, debate by motion has been 
, to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Ne- |} closed. 
b i. Is there objection? The CHAIRMAN. All debate has been closed. 
ere was no objection. Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
air. MARSHALL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend-| the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Murruy] may have five 
I to the paragraph. minutes. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from North Dakota offers The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
an ndment, which the Clerk will report. mous consent that the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Murrity 
» Clerk read as follows: may have five minutes. 
e 18, page 21, strike out the words “ three hundred and eighty- Mr. LIV INGSTON. : Mr. hairman, I object. 
nd insert the words “four hundred and fourteen.” | The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
. ® . ‘ . > wes e , ha car wmar rot icconri . P. 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | ay nt offered by the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Mur 
r mn ‘ ‘ : T » sti ras ale ° @ . ‘hair 9 nonce ) hea 
\ir. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, that is an amendment | The question wae taken; and the Chair announced that t 
the gentleman offers to the amendment of the gentleman | ee it. ; a ae 
Nebraska and my amendment to the amendment. The sub- | Th oes ; = ‘ Adea: ¢ : ng : ce me _ -_ ie 
is been thoroughly debated. I hope it will not prevail. | w ac a - ae ee a en ee 
( of “ Vote! ”] Tae AICS Wi, BOCS ZU. 
r , ; ‘ ‘ f SWORT Tellers! r. Chairman do not thinl 
HAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- | anne ee weet Tellers!) Mr. Chairman, I do not think 
> se srstanas— 
1 ae , i Otte teane ait 41 siete. ted salen 
question was taken; and the Chair announced that the |! Y ee r ae SRieiemem, 5 eat the gentleman from Nev 
He ned to have it. 5 ee ee ; 
= at a . . Mr S ry agi ° llers ‘ries o ‘Reg a 
\ir, MARSHALL. Division, Mr. Chairman. —e WORTH. I ask for tellers. [Cr f © Regula 
pel " . ° . @ ) oy ! 
Mr. BONYNGE. Before the question is put, Mr. Chairman, | ‘ T Meee were ordered 
1 re to ask a parliamentary question. What ‘s the motion | The ‘CHAIRMAN. The inal: die Sees: Sia toe: 
{ yw being submitted to the committee? eee, nee a ee Se are Ork 
CHAIRMAN. Unless there is objection, the Clerk will | Tipe‘e ther places co tellers ee sour! (Mr. Muar 
i ake eir piaces as tellers 
eport the amendment. | 7 x pi ; . 
Sa ee : : 1e House divided; and the tellers proceeded to co 
( erk rere ad the ame ndment. — : Mr. WADSWORTH (during the count) I withd the 
) BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, if I understand, that is an Geniciesh; Die: the cate: tee toler ; , 
i » of $25,06 - dry farming? ; ee oe 
i of $25,000 for dry farming , ca The CHAIRMAN. On this question the yeas are 65, the noes 
on motion of Mr. MARSHALL, the committee divided; | ona i 
hair « °C, avec Az xa 7 } > 26. 
, ee oe tes towbar NOS St So the amendment was agreed to. 
So the sina ee a | The CHAIRMAN. Are there any more amendments to tl 
Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following as a new |! niin Gmmaienh® 3f wot. ti Fas " 
; ; ; . DI g aragri : if ot, ie questior I] oO! 
craph, and I wish to have it considered as pending. ae - Slain at tei dees Winiatia’ _ 
\ly > . ‘hai ‘ ie i = a ‘ IPSitils 
ir. LAME, rs gees ; | Mr. WADSWORTH. On that I make the point of « 
‘J CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that it can not be re-; ., .. 7 ae a Se eee rae Le eee 
thie tan | it is new legislation and that it is not warranted by 
his >. | r ri : : 
‘ ; : | The CHAIRMAN. he gentleman fron irginia has l 
\ir. PALMER. I do not ask to have it considered before the | ee eee “sok a Sara a ; th > 
ph offered by the gentleman from Virginia. peli anus Saute emer Ss the et ~ ee ee 
Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I thought I had the floor. Mr. LAMB ‘ Mr Ctiatees = ' thi 7 ire Silda 
\ VADSWORTH. A point of order, Mr. Chairman. esianio eae of ae teat oe ae : norre yes oon > nec- 
POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to offer | ee ee soca a ee eae ena 
iragraph. | one oe oe ern op = a motion anaes made 
> | Suggeste { re strike out o he appropr! io hy he te! 
MURPHY. I have an amendment to offer to that para- | pence : ale aaa ant vate ee aa . ss oe 
g1 ir. Chairman. ee erent Pe ee Se ae og 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The pending paragraph? | bx _— oo from anyone advocating or opposing this 
Mr. MURPHY Yes seed distribution. 
i: LIVINGSTON ‘hai tat at Mr. WADSWORTH. I make the point of order that t! 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I insist that while a point ae =o a * ara = os nae ae a - oo" 
( ler is pending that the gentleman can not offer an amend- creer ia Virginia {Mr Hay fai dint in toch . taper 
oniant ‘ = ‘ i a TMmMAncdes* ne regula orce 
. , Mr. LAMB. I will discuss the point of order. Do 1 fi 
Mr, PALME Ss an. ri ’ peg 
Sy \LMER. Yes, he — - about that, my friend. 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of iawn mideiine teteenel: te. « iain ta ‘s 
ies . ania ~ > ) S ‘Terre oa gentiema on our ¢ 
ae panes nes who comes from Long Island [| Mr. Cocks], moved to st ‘ 
a ‘4 ll a 1 9 Bi, f t Provided appropriation out in equally a jocular mood, and the 
word “dollars,” on line 9, page 21, insert: “ Provided, | yj: Se nerable chairmat f this committee se 1 
Secretary of Agriculture is authorized and directed to expend amiable, and ve ne rable chair wes L : 1% . mn n! tt 
‘amount hereby appropriated to especially investigate para- | 2nd on that vote it stood 8 to T—a historical numb 
7 a ee a. - - oa Mountain region = glorious country of ours. [Laughter and applaus« : 
t f Missouri, and to work out, possible, in cooperation with ming s wmber of e Co ittee n ed 1 ake tha ' 
t xperiment station at Mountain Grove, the problem of preven- —_—e a mem! o - the 7 ery : zo — — 
t diseases and destruction of parasites and diffuse informa- | tion from the table, where it had been placed, and reconsider it 
t ese lines.” Mr. WADSWORTH. I am compelled to call the gentle: to 
Mr. HAY. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. See, See oe Bet Conating the point of order. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of Phe CHAIRMAN. The Chair Sustains the point of ordet 
( Mr. LAMB. I am coming to the point of order. Be patie 
iAY. I understand that is an amendment to the para- | Please. 
g read, The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will be in ord rl 
ITAIRMAN. The preceding paragraph, which has been | Chair will be glad to hear the gentleman on the point of order 
pe Mr. LAMB. I hope the Chairman will not press t | 
IWERS. I want to make a parliamentary inquiry. cause I am going to discuss the point of order immediately 
A 'IAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. Nothing was said here in all the skirmish yesterday on s 
ae ‘OWERS. In case the new paragraph offered by the} point at all. No member of the committee has disclosed 
gent from Virginia Mr. WADSWORTH. I insist on my point of ord 
_ tic CHATRMAN. The Chair will state that we have not The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York insists 
rea at paragraph yet. upon the point of order. The gentleman from Virginia will 
is OWERS. Will this section after that be opened to | discuss the point of order. 
ar nee Mr. LAMB. Well, I will not offend any more, as the gentir- 
Th ‘LAIRMAN. We have not reached that paragraph yet. | man said the other day, under like conditions. 


ir will answer that when we come to it. 





The ques- 


This amendment, Mr. Chairman, is not contrary to existing 





a a a! 
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law. Tere is the law. It is not new; it is existing to-day and 
has existed for fully forty years. On May 15, 1862, this law 
was enacted: 

Be it That there is hereby established at the seat of 


enacted, ctc., 
ment of the United States a Department of Agriculture, the gen- 
eral designs and duties of which shall be to acquire and to diffuse 
al » people of the United States useful information on subjetts 
with agriculture in the most general and comprehensive 
sense of that word, and to procure, propagate, and distribute among the 
people new and valuable seeds and plants. 

Within a few months of that time, in the same Congress, in 
fact, the following appropriation was made: 

For llection of agricultural statistics, investigations for promoting 
al and rural economy, and the procurement, propagation, and 
of cuttings and seeds, $60,000: 
nditure of this appropriation, and especially in the selec- 


cr rT 


< inected 


uitur 
the expe 


of general cultivation, and the encouragement of the 
iral and rural interests of all parts of the United States. 


is that sufficient? 


the p 


irposes 


Now, 
ble in 
this amendment is germane and that it can not be subject to a 
point of order? The chairman of this committee, in his report, 
makes use of this language: 

fhe item 


1d flower 


covering the Congressional free distribution of vegetable 
i seed been entirely omitted from the bill. There is not 
and never has been any warrant of law for such expenditure. 

And yet for ten years, since I have been here, we have been 


making this appropriation against law and precedent, according 


has 


to this report, for this very purpose. 

Mr. Chairman, it does seem a huge pity that a subject like 
this, so momentous to the people of this country and particu- 
larly to the 7,000,000 who till the soil, should be decided and 
perhaps terminated by an appeal to a point of order. [Ap- 
plaus But we are not without precedents in this case. 
iivery gentleman who was in the last Congress remembers when 

point of order was made by my friend from Texas [Mr. 
SHEPPARD], and the gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers] was 
in the chair, that this very question was discussed. I will not 
stop here to read the ruling of the gentleman from Maine [ Mr. 


Powers] on that occasion, because so many of these gentlemen 


who are interested in this subject have read it and know just 
as much about it as I do. The ruling is familiar. Mr. Chair- 
man, you can not rule against us in this matter unless you over- 
rule the decision of the gentleman-from Maine [Mr. Powers] 
in an exactly analogous case, one standing on all fours with 
this. I desire to call your attention to the fact that the very 


exceptions that were made in that case have been obviated in 
this amendment that I have offered, and there is no reason on 
earth why any man who may happen to be in the chair should 


sustain this point of order. There are others here who have 
studied this question and are prepared to speak. 
I have submitted briefly, as pointedly as I know how, and 


with all the lamb-like modesty that I possess, the arguments in 
favor of this amendment and against this point of order. [Ap- 
plause. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear from the 
gentleman from New York on the point of order. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I do not care to say anything on the 
point of order. There is nothing in the organic law providing 
for this seed distribution, and I based my point of order on this 
fact. I think even the Department itself has always held that 
there was no authority for this seed distribution except that 
granted by the appropriation bill. 


Mr. I -OWERS. Mr. Chairman, as the gentleman from Vir- 


ginia |Mr. Lamp] has referred to a ruling of mine, made 
four years ago, when a similar section was in the agricul- 
tural appropriation bill, I desire to make a few remarks upon 


ruling and on the point of order by. the gentleman from 

York [Mr. WapswortH]. 

vy, first of all, in order that we may fully understand 

‘this amendment is or is not subject to a point of order, 

might be well to read the statute authorizing the purchase 
stribution of seeds, and if you will pardon me I will 


reads as follows: 


purchase and distribution of 
1 


seeds by the Department of Agri- 

ilture shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to 

e country, to such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes 
part of the country to another— 


Which applies to all the seeds, in my judgment, as a change 
n one section of the country to another of similar seeds is 

ften attended with beneficial results— 

and 


rchase 


nd 


propagation, distribution of 
cuttings, shall be confined to such as are adapted 
ation, and to promote the general interests of horti- 
i agriculture throughout the United States. 

hat that statute authorizes the purchase of seeds no one 


That it authorizes the distribution of seeds no one 


trees, plants, 





Provided, however, That | 


cuttings and seeds for distribution, due regard shall be had to | 
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Does not that satisfy any reasona- | 
here of the correctness of the position I take, that | 





May 1, 


can deny. A reference to the CoNGRESSIONAL RECcoRD will show 
that I ruled out of order a paragraph which contained a pr po- 
sition directing another branch of the Government, or ano{}oy 
Department or bureau—in short, the Public Printer—to furnis), 
franks and to do certain things in reference to the distributioy, o¢ 
seeds when there was and is no statute imposing this duty, jy. 
cause I believe that that was not justifiable and was ¢!] 
within the prohibition of the rule forbidding new legis!.; 
upon an appropriation bill. But the question arises here a), 
now, there being a statute of the United States which authoyi, 
the purchase and distribution of these seeds, may we not specif, 
in this appropriation bill, and may we not in an 
ment to it direct what that Department shall do, the » 

it shall adopt, what course it shall take, and how it shal! 
that distribution? If we may do that, and I submit it 

to me we can, then the amendment offered by the gen 
from Virginia simply carries out and gives effect to the »; 
visions of the statute, and, I think, is not subject to a p int 
order. 

If, however, after the statutes of our country authori: 
Secretary of Agriculture to purchase and distribute seed 
tings, and so forth, we can not specify the manner 
agencies and methods which shall be used by him in am 
tribution which he shall make, then perhaps the proposed 
section is subject to a point of order. Now, I believe that 
the law or the rule which makes legislation on an appropr 
bill subject to a point of order is generally wise, especig}) 
when applied to subjects not germane to the bill under coy 
sideration, yet when the amendment offered is germane to {| 
subject-matter as this is, if there are any doubts as to whet) 
it is subject to a point of order or not, they should be resolyed 
in favor of permitting the submission of that amendment, or. 
as in this case, new section, to a vote of this House in (Co 
mittee of the Whole. [Applause.] 


I do not think that a careful examination of my ruling at that 
time will make it necessary for the present Chairman to rule 
in conflict with my decision in deciding to sustain the point of 
order, as I ruled out the section for the reason before specified 
and gave no opinion as to the portions now before the House 


upon which the point is now raised; yet I wish to call the at- 
tention of this committee to the fact that there is nothing, in 
my judgment, in the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Virginia that is not necessary and required for a proper dis 
tribution of these seeds, which distribution he is authorized by 
the statute to make, and I believe can legally make through the 











agencies and in the manner set forth in the section offered by 





| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


the gentleman from Virginia, and I wish to impress upon ihe 
Members of this House again the fact that the amendment is 
germane to this appropriation bill and, in my judgment, doe: 
not change existing law or enact new law or impose any limita- 
tion or restriction upon the Secretary of Agriculture exercising 
all his perogatives. 

I wish also to refer to the other fact—let it have what weight 
it may—that the ruling I maue four years ago was made at the 
request and instance of the gentleman who makes the point of 
order against this amendment. [Laughter.] That ruling was 
acquiesced in not only by him, but by the committee. 
advantage of it when it was in his favor, and the Committee ou 
Agriculture have placed it in all their appropriation bills since 
that time except the present one. 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the gentleman allow me a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. The gentleman from Maine has said that 
ruling was made at the suggestion of the chairman of the cou 
mittee. I would like to inquire if it was made because tile 
chairman of the committee requested it, or because it was the 
opinion of the gentleman from Maine, who was in the chair? 

Mr. POWERS. I will say that the subject was one ! 
from doubt, and I so stated at the time; but I acted upon | 
principle, which I have tried to impress upon the committee, that 
where a matter is germane to the appropriation bill under con 
sideration I resolve that doubt in favor of permitting the cour 
mittee to consider it upon its merits and to vote upon it ratiel 
than take it from them by an arbitrary ruling of doubtful 
validity. 

Now, the paragraph in the bill which was ruled upon tien 


He TO k 


the 
ul 


and 


which was sustained by the action of the committee, | am in 
formed, is similar to that which has been in many bills betfore, 
and is identical with that which has been in three or four 2ppr 


priation bills which have preceded this one, That 
after it had been amended by the chairman of the Agricu - 
Committee, and the amendment of the gentleman from \ reins 


par TA b, 





are identical. Now, understand me, I held the whole « _ 
bad in the first instance on the ground that it prescribec oe 
tain things to be done by the Printing Bureau, which wis lett) 
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legislation, and as that portion was subject to a point of | 
- the whole section had to be ruled out, and after that had 
stricken out the chairman of the committee offered the 
paragraph with that part eliminated and no contest was 
as to its validity. 
LAMB. That very language to which the gentleman re- 
; erased from this amendment. 
ir. POWERS. I know that. I said that it was identical 
‘ the paragraph after the objectionable matter was stricken 
After that the committee not only adopted the section with 
tricken out, but, by unanimous consent, to the end that 
rs might have the privilege of using their franks, they 
- the objectionable part into the section. 
e no feeling or pride of opinion about this matter. I do | 
w as I ruled right. I acted under the best light I had 
time, and I acted in a way that would let the committee 
chance to pass upon the paragraph. I believe that the 
e restriction which takes away from consideration of 
use matter on the ground that it is new legislation—mat- 
are really germane to the bill under consideration—I 
that power should be used with caution, and that pro- 





endments should be construed with great liberality. 
nade this statement and having no wish, purpose, or 


1 


ask that anyone be influenced by what I may have | 
ilv to consider that this same legislation has been in | 


ever since, and that it was the view of the House at that 
ve the matter with the chairman of the committee, 
every confidence that a right conclusion will be reached. 
‘AMES. I would like to ask the gentleman if any appeal 
taken from his decision? 
‘OWERS. No appeal was ever taken, and up to the 
ne the Agricultural Committee and the Committee of 
le House, by their acts at least, have ratified and con- 


OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, independent of the question | 


isdom cr unwisdom, the propriety or impropriety, of 
ject-matter of this paragraph, the question of order is 


nsiderable importance. I desire to call the attention | 


hair to a provision found in volume 18 of the Statutes 


page 343, to which attention perhaps has not been 


d transmitted by the Commissioner of Agriculture or for any 
M Congress or Delegate receiving seeds for distribution from 
t lepartment, together with agricultural books emanating from 


tment and so transmitted, shall, under such regulations as 








ister-General shall prescribe, pass through the mails free of | 
The provisions of this section shall apply to ex-Members of | 


( ind ex-Delegates for the period of five months after the ex 
their terms as Members and Delegates. 
is found in the act of March 3, 1875, and is permanent 
g tion. Now, if I understand it, the paragraph which the 


g an from Virginia has offered is taken verbatim from a | 


I m in the agricultural appropriation bill as passed at | 
t session in 1905. It seems to me that the point of order 
raise S a very delicate question which may not be entirely 
free from doubt. It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that that pro- 


‘th begins “an equal proportion of two-thirds of all 
ul¥s, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants shall, upon 
uest, after due notification by the Secretary of Agri- 
iat the allotment to their respective districts is ready 


bution, be supplied to Senators, Representatives, and | 
| ; in Congress for distribution among their constitu- 
( found in the appropriation bill of 1905, may be fairly | 


to be in the nature of permanent law. 
i Ir. Chairman, I am not quite certain that the preced- 
of the provision, which, as I understand, is at the 


ement of the paragraph offered by the gentleman from | 


[Mr. Lams], containing this language: “And the Sec- 

' Agriculture is hereby directed to expend said sum of 
’ in such and such directions. It is possible that that, 
limitation upon the discretion of the Secretary not 
existing law, may make the whole paragraph subject 
of order. If, however, you construe it as a mere 
ipon this appropriation, of course the point is not 


‘UMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman al- 
MSTED. Certainly. 

MPACKER. Does the statute anywhere vest this 
the Secretary? There is no law vesting the dis- 
Ss contained in the provision the gentleman has 
cd from in the Secretary of Agriculture, is there? 

MSTED. Then clearly this is a change of existing 


1+ 


MPACKER. It is a direction of an appropriation 
‘ss made—a direction within a purpose allowed by 
erefore clearly a limitation. 





Mr. OLMSTED. But, in my opinion, the a 
Department authorizes the Secretary of Agri 
chase seeds in his own discretion as to the n 
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t creating the 
ultu 


manner 1 


This particular language seems to be a limitation upon 


| discretion. It is perhaps an immaterial part 


i 


ment. It is a matter that, if the Chair shall 


graph out of order, can be very readily correct 


a paragraph omitting the objectionable portion 
be clearly not subject to the point of ord 
case, there is really not very much to be re 
to the gentleman from New York [Mr. Waps 
up the time of the committee in the ad 

of order. It seems to me that it 
very close. I personally feel that except 
upon the discretion of the Secretary the paragray 
be held in order. 


{ 


iS al 


of the 
rule the p 


The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Penn 


again to the language of that limitation which ! 
Mr. OLMSTED. I am reading from tl ppr 


1905, which I understand to be identical w th the 


the amendment offered by the gentleman fro 
says that the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby 


pend said sum in such and such manner. It see 
if there was a simple appropriation of this amount 


the language of the act of Congress that is per 
Secretary of Agriculture could readily treat the 
act of 1905 as permanent law for the purpose of 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. The second volume of 
to the Federal Statutes, that contains all that 
garded as permanent law that is carried in 
earries this same provision as permanent legis] 


I think, on page 1513 of the second volume of sup 


on another page. 
Mr. DALZELL. Which provision is that? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. All this provision that 


might be 


termed “legislation.” There is one other thing, with 


mission of the gentleman from Pennsylvania, t 
say in connection with that provision which h 
cussing, that the Secretary of Agriculture is he 


T 
expend said sum “as nearly as practicable.” Now, wl 





mines whether it be practicable? It 
in the Secretary of Agriculture. I think it 


. +e 
VYOSLS 


hat I dee 
C has | 


reby dirt 


that dis: 


a legitimate : 


proper limitation upon the expenditure of money. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Why, Mr. Chairman, there is no controversy 


between the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crumpack 

myself as to the paragraph he finds on page 1515 of the su; 
nent. That is exactly what I stated may in judgmen 
construed to be permanent law. The only question that ti 


bles me is the direction to the Secretary to expe 


conferred upon him by law. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like t 


nd the mon 
a certain direction, in possible limitation of the 


discretion 


» ask the g¢g 


tleman what he says about this provision: That the pers 


receiving such seed may be requested to inform 
of the results of experiments therewith, and s 

Mr. OLMSTED. That, I think, is part of pe 
day. I think it is unnecessary in the para; 
think its presence makes the paragraph su 
order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like t 
tion of the gentleman to the language “and tl 
ing such seeds,” 
appropriation bill—the very seeds provided f 
tion bill. 











apparently the seeds referred 


the Departme 
) on? 


rmanent 


‘aph, but I do 


» Cail 


1@ person rece 


Mr. LAMB. Mr. Chairman, I shall ask the privilege of 


amending that by using the word “ authorized” 


word “ directed,” and it seems to me that 
the trouble weighing on the gentleman’s mind. 


of order. 


to the seeds allotted in that provision 
permanent law to-day. The principal diffic 
this is in the direction which seems to contro] 
the Secretary of Agriculture, which he might I 
ing law, and it is such a close and narrow 


insisting on his point of order. 


Mr. LAMB. I ask for a ruling, Mr. Chairma 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to 
those supporting the point of order and those 
if the gentleman from Pennsylvania desires 
point of order the Chair will recognize him. 





The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virg 


easily corrected by another amendment that the ; 
New York [Mr. Wapsworrn] might or might 


reihia is |] 


order at the present time. Debate is proceeding on a 


Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, that seems to me to 


I constri 
that I ! ‘ 
the d rei 
lave under e% 
pute l l 
gent nan I 


nh. 





alt 


alternate betwe 


++ 


opposing It, AN 


to support 1 
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’ 
Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, just a word. If I were called | he thinks the act of March 3, 1875, would have? I read it, per- 
upon to decide this question upon the language of the statutes | haps, in his absence. 
as they are printed under the head of the “ Department of Mr. DALZELL. I was not here, and I did not hear it. 
to wit, section 520 and sections 526 and 527, I Mr. OLMSTED. That is a provision of permanent law t),t 


Agriculture,” 
should say without doubt the point of order ought to be sus- 
tained for the reason that so far as section 520 is concerned 
it was evidently in contemplation of the legislature that the 
Secretary of Agriculture should have the distribution himseif, 
as the head of the Department, of a particular and limited kind 
of not the general distribution contemplated by this 
amendment, and it seems to me that that idea is further empha- 
sized by the language of section 526, and especially by the lan- 
guage of section 527. 

Purchase and distribution of seeds by the Department of Agriculture 
shall be confined to such seeds as are rare and uncommon to the coun- 
try, or such as can be made more profitable by frequent changes from 
one part of our country to another. 


Now, as I say, if the point of order was to be decided simply 


seed, 


upon those statutes which relate to the Department of Agricul- | 


ture it seems to me clear the point of order ought to be sus- 
tained. That is to say, those statutes seem to contemplate the 


distribution by the Department direct, not through the interven- 
tion of any other party, and a distribution of a particular kind 
of seed, not the kind of seed that is contemplated by the amend- 
ment offered. If, however, what the gentleman from Indiana 
says is true, and if the language of the appropriation bill of 
1905 is upon the statute books as a permanent statute, so rec- 
ognized by those entitled to say what shail go upon the statute 
permanent, then it seems to me it would be a very 
doubtful question. Now, it is for the Chair to say what effect 
shall be given to the alleged statute quoted by the gentleman 
Indiana. If that be the law, then the amendment, in 
iny judgment, is not a change of law. If that be not the law, 
and the point of order is to be decided simply upon the language 
creating the Department of Agriculture and defining its duties, 


book as 


from 


then, in my judgment, the point of order ought to be sustained. 
In any event it seems to me a very doubtful question. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 


gentleman from Pennsylvania a question. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
yield to the gentleman from Alabama? 


Mr. DALZELL. Certainly. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I understand that the point of order 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania insists should be sustained is 
that it is provided in the original enabling act of the Depart- 


juent of Agriculture that these seeds should be distributed by 


the Secretary of Agriculture and the provision of the existing 
j;mendment provides that they shall be distributed by Members 
of Congress. 

Now, I want to ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania if 
this is not the fact, that the enabling act of the Department 
of Agriculture first provides for the purchase and distribution 


of seeds, and that that is an entity to itself independent of the 
ion of distribution by the Secretary of Agriculture; and 
if that is so, has not Congress power to provide for the pur- 
chase and distribution of seed and then limit that appropria- 
tion, as it can limit all other appropriations that Congress 
I If we purchase a battle ship, we can limit it by say- 
hat the ship shall be built in a certain navy-yard, or that 
be made of wood or iron. In the same way, does not 
he enabling act of the Department of Agriculture provide 

ly for the purchase and distribution of seed and rare 


i 
Tempor: } 
T 
} 
i} 


anest 


mkes? 
ing t 
the ship 
iri 
ants, and then if Congress in its wisdom desires to limit that 
y providing that it shall be distributed by Members of Con- 
gress,» by the governors of the States, or any other way, can 


not we direct on a particular appropriation bill how that par- | 


ticular money shall be expended? 
doubt about that decision. 

Mr. DALZELL. Why, there is no doubt at all about the 
power of Congress in the premises. That is not the question 
involved here. The question is as to whether Congress can 
legisla in a particular way—to wit, upon an appropriation 

ll, and the question here is whether or not this is not new 
ition. 

UNDERWOOD. But is it not a limitation when we pro- 
for the expenditure of money to purchase and distribute 
then to provide how the seed purchased under this par- 
ticular act—not in the future, but these seeds that are to be 
purchased by this appropriation—are to be distributed. It is 
2 limitation and not new legislation, and I say that the decisions 
of the House repeatedly have held that. 

Mr. DALZELL. Well, I should not agree with the gentle- 
man that it is a limitation. I think that the doctrine of limi- 
tation has been stretched beyond all reason already, and that 
would be going a step further. 

Mr. OLMSTED. I desire to ask my colleague what bearing 


I do not think there is any 


te 


legis] 
Mr. 
vid 


seed 








states that— 
Seeds transmitted by the Commissioner of Agriculture or by »»y 
Member of Congress or Delegate receiving seeds for distribution fro; 


said Department, together with agricultural reports emanating f;, 
that Department, and so transmitted, shall, under such regulations 
as the Postmaster-General may prescribe, pass through the mails freo 
of charge. 

The provisions of this section shall apply to ex-Members of (op. 
gress and ex-Delegates for a period of nine months after the expirg- 
tion of their term as Members and Delegates. 

Mr. DALZELL. I would say that that was an enlargement of 
the authority conferred by the organic act, and it seems to me it 
is such a close question, Mr. Chairman, that it is unfortunate 


that the Chair has to be called on to rule upon it, especially in 
view of the temper of the House. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, in view of what lias 
been said I will withdraw the point of order. [Applause.]} 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. WapswortH and Mr. Lavy 
were appointed tellers. 

The committee divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 153 
noes 58. 

So the amendment was agreed to. 

[ Applause. ] 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment as a new section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers an 
amendment by way of a new paragraph, which amendment the 
Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That a Member may, upon his request, be allotted his en- 
tire quota in field seeds, such as cotton, corn, wheat, alfalfa, rye, clover, 
tobacco, and so forth, in plants, grass seed, vine cuttings, and so forth, 


or in such proportions of field seeds, vegetable seeds, plants, grass seeds, 
vine cuttings, and the like as he may designate. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to 
that. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, it has been impossible to hear 
the amendment read, and without hearing it I shall have to 
reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 


’ 


| report the amendment. 


The Clerk reread the amendment. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order on 
that provision. It seems to me that it is going a good deal 
further than we have gone before, and it seems to me a positive 
provision. They do it whenever you want them to do it now, 
do they not? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. You are confined now to vegetables and 
flower seeds. This extends the scope so you can supply other 
kinds of seed—valuable seeds. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman offer that as an 
dition to the amendments already made? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Just simply as a new section of that 
amendment, an amendment to the section just adopted. Tech- 
nically, however, it is a new paragraph or section of the Dill. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the amendment that was offered 
by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Lams] has been adopted 
by the House. That provision is not subject to an original 
amendment. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. This is not an original amendment. 

Mr. MANN. An amendment that is offered now must stand 
upon its merits, so far as new legislation is concerned. 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly. It stands as a separate para 
graph. ph 


ad- 


In reality, however, it is connected with the parasraj 
preceding it, enlarges its scope and enables Members to dis- 
tribute field seeds whenever field seeds are desired by the people 
of their respective districts. 

Mr. MANN. It extends the scope of the Congressional! seed 
distribution? 

Mr. SHEPPARD. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. For that reason I rise to a point of order. © 

Mr. SHEPPARD. It extends the distribution so as to in 
clude valuable seeds. ue 

Mr. MANN. I think the Secretary ought to comply with the 
original law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman from LIllino: 
MANN] will allow a question, I will state that this amen 


{ Mr. 
In ent 


| vests in the Members of Congress severally the right to ‘esis: 


nate the kind of seeds that shall be purchased. It is a racica 


change in the present methods of selecting, because it s1'°s to 





Senator and Representative the right to say what par- 
ir kind of seeds shall be sent into his district, and it cer- 
changes existing law. There never has been a provision 
rizing selection in that manner, and there is none in the 
nt bill. There is none in the amendment that has been 
ted, and it seems to me it would be the most embarrassing 

- that could be done as a matter of policy. 

SHEPPARD. My intention is to provide that the Sec- 
ry may, in his discretion, make the desired distribution on 
‘quest and designation of a Member. 

\ir. CRUMPACKER. Well, then, as a few Members may re- 

a particular kind of seed the selection or designation is a 

r of legislation that would have to be made before the 

tary of Agriculture made his purchase at all. 

\ir. SHEPPARD. Indeed, that is what I hope shall be done. 
\ir. CRUMPACKER. The amendment does not provide it. 
\ir. SHEPPARD. It follows by implication. At any rate, 
iendment expresses my position, and I shall endeavor to 
its enactment into law in some other way, if it can not 
erted here. 
\ir. CRUMPACKER. I certainly think the point of order 

. by the gentleman from Illinois is well taken. 

i CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to inquire of the 
in from Texas whether he offers this amendment as an 

onal amendment to the one that has just been adopted 
new paragraph? 

SHEPPARD. I offer it as a new section. 

iment has already been voted on. 
\Mr. MANN. A new paragraph. 
CHAIRMAN. If it is a new paragraph, the Chair sus- 

; the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

r. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
to go back to line 19, page 21, and offer the committee 
iment increasing the appropriation $76,000. 

| CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
n to return to the page indicated? [After a pause.] 
r hears none. The gentleman from New York offers 
ndment which the Clerk will report. 
lerk read as follows: 
out three hundred and eighty-nine and insert four hundred 
ive, so as to read “ $465,260.” 
POLLARD. I have not the sum total of the figures, but 
to substitute for the amendment offered by the gentle- 
mm New York that the amount be increased $125,000. 
ces care of the matter I was presenting to the House a 


i 


Vr The recent 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska offers an 
ent, which the Clerk will report. 
Clerk read as follows: 

the amendment by adding $50,000, so as to make it read 


[VINGSTON. A parliamentary inquiry. 

\NDLER. I will ask the gentleman if the totals have 
i to so as to include the amendment offered by the 
from Virginia? 

CHAIRMAN. The Chair refers the gentleman to the 
from New York. 
CANDLER. Do you change the total? 
WADSWORTH. We have not yet; but they will be 
vhen we reach them. 

LIVINGSTON. With the understanding, 
that will be done, I have no objection. 

\DSWORTH. I hope the amendment offered by the 
from Nebraska will not prevail. I do not think the 
on Agriculture has been parsimonious in making 

tions for the Department. I think in this bill the 
f Plant Industry has sufficient money appropriated to 
the work asked for by the gentleman. To increase the 
provided by $50,000 is absolutely excessive. I want to 
thing to this committee. These appropriations have 
for years for these scientific purposes. They will go on 
until we are all dead. The only thing fot this commit- 
his House is to pass upon the question, How much 

n these scientific bureaus expend judiciously within the 
r? It is not like an appropriation for a public build- 

y specific object. The committee have simply to decide 
1 can be judiciously expended within the fiscal year. 

NLEY. In what way is this money to be expended? 
\DSWORTH. The appropriation for the Bureau of 
ustry is to be expended in all the work provided for on 
16, 17, 18, 19, to 22. It covers all the work that can 

be done by that Bureau. The paragraph is drawn by 
iitural Department, and covers every line of work they 


rest. 


\fy 
{ 


Mr. Chair- 
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Mr. FINLEY. Do I understand the gentleman’s remarks to 
include all the items of appropriation here, or to single out some 
of them? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
them. 

Mr. FINLEY. Do I understand the gentleman’s remarks to 
refer to all of the items, including the provision read? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is to be under the Bureau of Plant 
Industry. 

Mr. FINLEY. Does the gentleman think that too much 
money is appropriated as a whole, or under any one of these 
items? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
dustry is not divided. 


The appropriation is to cover all of 


The work of the Bureau of Plant In- 
It is covered by one paragraph of the 


bill. If the gentleman will read the bill he can understand it a 
great deal better than I can explain it. 
Mr. FINLEY. I have read it. I wanted to get at the pur- 


pose of the gentleman’s remarks in order to see whether what he 
said referred to the total or to some of the items. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. It does not include the total to the 
Bureau of Plants. The total of the Bureau of Plant Industry 
with the free-seed amendment put in will have $242,000 added 


to the sum total of it, and this adds $76,000. I have just offered 
that as an amendment offered by the committee. 

Mr. FINLEY. Of which one of these particular items does 
the gentleman complain? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I object to the further raising of the 
committee amendment of $76,000 by the gentleman from Ne 
braska [Mr. Potiarp]. I think there is sufficient money to 


cover all the work that can be properly done within the fiseal 
year. 


Mr. FINLEY. I only wished to understand the gentleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
gentleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. POLLARD. I should like to ask the chairman of the 
committee a question, if I may? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. POLLARD. I should like to ask the chairman of th 
committee whether this $76,000 is simply intended to give th 


Bureau of Plant Industry the same amount of money they h 
heretofore had for the propagating of new varieties, and pla 
breeding, and work of that kind. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 


I do not put it that way, in view of the 
fact that the paragraph is drawn differently from last year’s 
bill. The money appropriated for the Bureau of Plant 


try can be allotted for any work under that bureau tl 
Secretary of Agriculture may decide upon, and in amounts suf- 
ficient to meet all the demands. 

Mr. POLLARD. Is this simply to make up the amounts that 
the committee took out? 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no; this is absolutely extra to the 
Bureau of Plant Industry, absolutely in excess of what the 
committee reported. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Does the gentleman from Nt 
braska understand that as a net result there is now added to the 
appropriation over last year $15,000 allowed by the co 
$4,000 allowed by the committee, and $72,000 allowed 
committee at this time? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is right. 

Mr. POLLARD. .How do you get the $72,000 allowed by the 


committee at this time? 


Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. By the committee 1 
It is over and above the totals of last y« There is ad 
thousand and some odd dollars reported by the committer 


corporated in the bill. There is added now $4,000 for th 
covered by the amendment of the gentleman from South ¢ 
lina [Mr. LEVER] and myself, which was omi 
sight. There also added $72,000 through 
amendment made by the chairman. 
Mr. POLLARD. That has not been 


tted by an over- 


the committee 


is 


adopted yet. 


Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. It is proposed to be adopted 

Mr. POLLARD. Is it offered? 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. It is rather important to know whether é 
adding or not adding this amount. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. We are adding it. 

Mr. MANN. I understood from the gentleman f! Cc do 
[Mr. Brooks] that this proposed $76,000 is a new e 
bill, so far as the amount is concerned. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. ‘That has never been carried in the bill before. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is a clean addition to the ameunt 


originally recommended by the committee 
Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman this morning to say 
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that this work was not paid for heretofore out of the Congres- 
sional distribution fund. My understanding was that it was so 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I said that it was so paid for. 
Mr. MANN. I understood the gentleman to say it was not. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Oh, no; I said it was. 
Mr. MANN. The gentleman contradicted me when I said it 
was. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Then I misunderstood the gentleman. 
Mr. MANN. So that this item is in addition? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Im addition. 
Mr. MANN. For instance we have now an Agricultural De- 


partment expert in China, and the Department is to have an- 
other one in that part of China called Manchuria. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It has one there. 

Mr. MANN. Engaged in making selections of foreign plants 
or seeds for propagation here. Now, that can be of a great 
deal more service than anything else: I would rather cripple 
any other service of the Government than to cripple that, if I 
had my way about it. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. That is the intention of the committee, 
by adding the $76,060. 

Mr. MANN. It is so hard for us to believe that the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture have voluntarily added $76,000 under the 


prodding they have received in the House to-day that it takes 
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a little time for us to come to a full realization of the generosity | 


of the committee. [Laughter.] 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
prodding we have had to-day ; 
tion in watching the growth of the opposition to free seeds. 
year or two ago the opposition could only count 5 votes. 
it is 

Mr. 


A 
To-day 
oes. 
MANN. 
is a good deal of buncombe; 
untry; the collection of new 


I did not vote for free seeds. I think that part 
but this is of real benefit to 
seeds. The distribution of 


he « 


Oh, we farmers do not mind the little | 
and we have had some satisfac- | 


foreign plants, fruits, and so forth, in this country is of more | 


value, in my opinion, than anything that is provided for in any 
other separate function of the Government. Every fruit 
we have almost is a foreign fruit. We ought to have experts in 
India and other places throughout the world gathering up new 
fruits. 

Mr. 


one 


WADSWORTH. There are experts traveling in Italy, 
Germany, Holland, Guatemala, Cuba, Peru, Manchuria, and we 


' and telephone charges, electric light and power, fuel, gas, ice, was 


have entomologists traveling in Germany and Austria. I think | 
the Department can be trusted in this matter. I think the gen- 
tleman has omitted one thing also. The next paragraph in the 
bill provides $37,000 “for the eollection, purchase, testing, | 
propngating, and distribution of rare and uncommon seeds, | 
bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants from foreign 
( litres. 

Mr. MANN. That is the item I would like to see increased, 


and I suppose a part of the $76,000 would be used for that 
purpose. 

\ir. HENRY of Connecticut. It can be used for that purpose. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The committee consulted with Doctor 
Galloway and he said he would prefer to have it under the 
ral clause. 
MANN. 
ish to? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 
SHAIRMAN. 
he gentleman from Nebraska. 

POLLARD. Mr. Chairman, this matter seems to 
mewhat confused. I understand the chairman 
nittee to say that his amendment seeks to give the Bureau of 
Innt Industry the amount of money that they had last year for 
ropagating the works of new varieties and breeding and the 
‘tion of the varieties through the experiment station. 
es not provide anything new to carry on the work which 

outlined before the committee, and for that reason I 
‘ my amendment ought to prevail. 

‘The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Nebraska. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
PoLLarD) there were—ayes 18, noes 62. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Wapsworry]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that $242,000 


Mr. Where they can use it for this purpose if they 
VW 
Yes. 
The ¢ 


hy 
vy 1 


itrodue 


thint 


be added to the total. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. I will offer that amendment at the 
proper time. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

hor the collection, purchase, testing, propagating, and distribution 
of rare and uncommon seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 


The question is on the amendment offered | 


be | 
of the com- | 
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plants from foreign countries or from our possessions for experime ts 
with reference to their introduction into and cultivation im this coun; 
$37,780; and the seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and plants 
thus collected, purchased, tested, and propagated shall be used for ex. 
perimental tests, to be carried om with the cooperation of the agricy). 
tural experiment stations. 

Total for Bureau of Plant Industry,. $587,200. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the Clep; 
be authorized to correct the total, adding to it the $76,000 anq 
the amount carried in the amendment offered by the gentle 
from Virginia [Mr. Lames]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will repert the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Correct the total so as to read $906,120. 


The amendment was considered and agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


For ascertaining the natural conditions upen and for utilizing the 
national forest reserves; and the Secretary of Agriculture may, ii }is 
diseretion, permit timber and other forest products cut or ren 
from the forest reserves of the United States, except the Black | 
Forest Reserve in South Dakota, to be exported from the State, Tory; 
tory, or the district of Alaska, in which said reserves are respectively 
situated ;. and hereafter sales of timber on forest reserves in the Stare 
of California shall in every respect conform to the law governing s) 


lan 


ved 








sales in other States, as set forth in the act of June 6, 1900 (31 Stay 
L., p. 6617) ; and hereafter all moneys received as deposits to secure pho 
purchase price on. the sale of any products or the use of any Jani 

resources of the forest reserves shall be covered into the Treasury jy 


the manner provided by section 5 of the act of Congress approved jreb. 
ruary 1, 1905, entitled “An act providing for the transfer of 
reserves. from the Department of the Interior to the Departin 
Agriculture,” and the fund created by that act shall be availa is 
the Secretary of Agriculture may direct, to make refunds to depositors 
of money heretofore or hereafter deposited by them in excess of amon 
actually due to the United States; and hereafter all moneys. receiyed 
as contributions toward cooperative work in forest investigations sjq}) 
be covered into the Treasury and shall constitute a special fund, which 
is hereby appropriated and made available until expended, as the Seer 
tary of Agricuiture may direct, for the payment of the expenses of 
said investigations by the Forest Service and for refunds to the con- 
tributors of amounts heretofore or hereafter paid in by them in excess 
of their share of the cost of said investigations, for the employment o; 
fiseal and other agents, clerks, assistants, and other labor required ; 
practical forestry, in the administration of forest reserves, ani 
conducting experiments and investigations in the city of Washin 
and elsewhere; and he may dispose of photographie prints (including 
bromide enlargements), lantern slides, transparencies, blueprints, and 
forest maps at cost and 10 per cent additional, and other property or 
materials: under his charge in the same manner as provided by law for 
other bureaus, the money received from such sales to be deposited in 
the Treasury; for collating, digesting, reporting, illustrating, an 
printing the results of such: experiments and investigations: and 
the purchase of all necessary supplies, apparatus, office fixtures, law 
books to an amount not exceeding $500 ; for freight, express, telegraph 





in 


rton 














towels, and traveling and other necessary expenses, $887,140, of which 
sum not to exceed $35,000 may be used for rent. And the employees 
of the Forest Service outside of the city of Washington may, in the 
discretion of the Secretary of Agriculture, without additional expense 
to the Government, be granted leaves of absence not to exceed {fifteen 
days in any one year, which leaves may, in exceptional and meritorious 
eases where such an employee is ill, be extended, in the discretion of 
the Secretary of Agriculture, not to exceed fifteen days additional in 
any one year. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 24, line 17, after the word “‘situated,” insert “ Provided, 
That the exportation of dead and insect-infested timber only from said 
Black Hills Forest Reserve shall be allowed until such time as the for 
ester shall certify that the ravages of the destructive: insects in said 
reserve are practically cheeked, and in no case: after July 1, 190s.” 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I offer this amendment at the 
request of the gentleman from South Dakota [Mr. Marri), 
who was unable to be here to-day, and I understand that it is 
satisfactory to the committee. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

of 


Laboratory, Department of Agriculture: General expenses, Bureau 
Chemistry: Chemical apparatus, chemicals; laboratory fixtures and 
supplies, —o to engine and apparatus, gas and electric current, put- 
chase of all necessary office fixtures, supplies, and necessary expenses 
in conducting investigations in this Bureau, including actual 
essary traveling and other expenses, telegraph and telephone 
for express and freight charges, labor and expert work in suci) invest: 
ations, in the city of Washington and elsewhere, and in collating, 
igesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such experiments, 
to continue thie collaboration with other bureaus and divisions ol the 
Department desiring chemical investigations and _ to: collaborate wilt 





and nec- 
services, 











other Departments of the Government whose heads request the 5ecre- 
tary of Agriculture for such assistance, and for other mis lianeous 
work; for the employment of «dditional assistants and chemists, wel 
necessary, and for the rent cf buildings occupied by. the Bureau of 
Chemistry ; to investigate the adulteration, false labeling or brancins, 
and laws, regulations, and decisions relative thereto, of foods, condl- 
ments, beverages; and drugs, when deemed by the Secretary of Agri- 
culture advisable, and to publish the results of such inyestizations 
when thought advisable: Provided, That before any adverse p' oe ete 


is made notice shall be given to the owner or manufacturer oF ti 
articles in question, who shall have the right to be heard and to intro 
duce testimony before the Seeretary of Agriculture or his: represent 
tive, either oe or by agent, concerning the suitability of suc’ 


articles for fo or as to false labeling or branding. To investige 
to enav 


food pre- 
foods, to 
lish the 


the effect of cold storage upon the healthfulness of foods; 
the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the character 0! 
servatives, coloring matters, and other substances: added to 
determine their relation to digestion and to health, and to esta) 
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i 


1 


les which should guide their use; 
iiture to investigate the character of the chemical and physical 
hich are applied to American food products in foreign countries, 
inspect before shipment, when desired by the shippers or own- 
these food products, American food products intended for coun- 
yhere chemical and physical tests are required before said food 
are allowed to be sold in the countries mentioned, and for all 
y expenses connected with such inspection and studies of meth- 


inalysis in foreign countries ; 
in collaboration with 





as adulterations therein. 


make all analyses of samples 





cial 


ted 


Bureau, the Bureau 


f the people of the United 


branded either as to their contents or as to the place of their 
production, or which are kinds of products excluded 
sign country for any cause whatever when coming from 
tt shall make a request upon the Secretary of the Treasury | 
; from original packages of such articles for inspection and 
Treasury 
original packages and deliver specimens to the Secretary of 
he purpose mentioned, giving notice to the owner or 

the sampling of such articles, who may, after notification, 

id have the right to introduce testimony before the Secre- 
iculture or his representative, either in person or by agent, 

x the suitability of such articles for entry ; 
easury shall refuse delivery to the consignee of any such goods 
secretary of Agriculture reports to him have been inspected 
be dangerous to health or falsely labeled or 
either as to their contents or as to the place of their manufac- 
rod j which are forbidden entry or to be sold, or are 
sale in the countries in which they are made or from which 
are kinds of 
for any cause whatever when coming from this coun- 
ing such assistants, elerks, and other persons as the Secre- 
necessary 
That no payment for storage, cartage, or damage 
inspection ‘of food products which are found unsuitable 
1! be made nor payment for similar expenses incident to 

of other food products except accruing from an order of the 
of Agriculture, and then for no longer 
notification by the Secretary of Agriculture that the ar- 


> or 








and the Secretary of the 


re for t 


es 
red and found to 
iction, or 
which 


wrted, or 







Agriculture consider 


Provided 


may 


ititled to entry. 


* Bureau of Chemistry, $158,500. 


CRUMPACKER. Mr. 


idulteration,” 
“thereto,” line 13, 


1 on 


relative thereto.” 


ons 


‘jation for that service. 
Mr. Chairman, that is undoubtedly sub- 


\DSWORTH. 
point of order. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair 
CRUMPACKER. 


BARTLETT. 
HAIRMAN., 
MANN. 


om Indiana? 
RUMPACKER. 


the Association 
ts, and such other experts as he may deem necessary, to estab 
ndards of purity for fcod products and to determine what are 
{ To investigate, in collaboration with 
au of Animal Industry, the chemistry of dairy products and of 
nts used therein, and of the adulterated products; 

composition of process, renovated, or adulterated and other 
butters, and other chemical studies relating to dairy products, 


iting the manufacture of process, renovated, or adulterated but- 
) study, in collaboration with the Weather Burean, the 
Industry, and agricultural experiment stations, the influence of | 
ent upon the chemical composition of wheat and other cereals, | 
reference to the variation 
ibility of barley for brewing and other purposes. 
. chemical composition of sugar and starch producing plants in 
States and its possessions, and, 
of Plant 
stations, to study the effects of environment upon the chem- 
vosition of sugar and starch producing plants. 
\griculture, whenever he has reason to believe that any articles 

imported from foreign countries which are dangerous to the | 


Chairman, 
f order against that part of the paragraph after the 
in line 12, on page 28, to and including the 
the 
re “false labeling or branding, and laws, 


Mr. Chairman, 
rder against other provisions in the paragraph. 
Mr. Chairman, I want to make a point of 
| further portion of the paragraph. 


What was the point of order made by the gen- 
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to enable the Secretary of 


to enable the Secretary of 
of Official 


Agri- 
Agricultural 


to deter- 


required for the execution of the | 





Sureau 


in the content and | 


investi- 


of gluten, 
To 


in collaboration with the 
Industry, and agricultural ex- 


And the Secre- | 


States, or which shall be falsely 


is hereby authorized to 


and the Secretary 


ywroducts excluded from any 


for the purpose named, 


I desire to make a 


same The words em- 
regulations, 


There is no law authorizing 


page. 


sustains the point of order. 


I desire to make a 


period than that ter- | 


The gentleman will have the opportunity. | 


or not. 

and I desire now to give notice that 

points of order. 
The CHAIRMAN. 











I made a point of order against lines 
on page 28, and now I make the further point of | 


page 30, to all after the word “ plants,” line 10, of the 
tinder of the paragraph. 


CHAIRMAN. 


Does the gentleman from New York de- 


‘ heard on the point of order? 


ERKINS. 


Before the gentleman yields I would like to 


much is covered by his second point of order? 


\UMPACKER,. 


The point of order is to all that part 


ragraph after the word “ plants,” on page 30, line 10— 


‘of the paragraph. 


RIXKINS. That would be down to and including line 


I 


‘UMPACKER. Yes; but I may conclude to limit the 
der to specific provisions. 


RTLETTY, 


[AIRMAN. 
RTLETT, 


The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to make certain 
order to this section, and I don’t know whether the 
from Indiana [Mr. Crumpacker] has made them 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to a parliamentary 


ore 
re 


I am 


I do not desire to be held not to be in time with the 


jing to make certain 


The rights of the gentleman from Georg 


L 
will be preserved. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I want to underst l 
also to what the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crumpacker] 
makes his point of order. 

Mr. LACEY. I want to inquire where the gentle point 

| of order is. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I want to say on t opos n, M 
Chairman—— 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, before the gent! 1 | his 
| discussion I wish to make a further point of ord to other 
portion of the section. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman's rights will | l. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I h no dispos to 
| eliminate anything from this bill that to be proper 1 t 
in an agricultural appropriation bill, nor to take from the S 
tary of Agriculture any power that he properly and re 
ought to have. But all of the provision j “to lam s 
fied is new legislation and subject to a point of order. It 
tically grants absolute control over the question of I 
as relates to imports from foreign count , and é 
question which was emphasized by the distil 1 
sureau of Chemistry in his testimony befere the ¢ \ 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce, in relation to 
| and branding and of weights and measures of « 
are brought from foreign countries. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman l 
question? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman aware that t is the 
already ? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am aware that is not the law in 
the manner that it is included here. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman aware that this provision w: , 
enacted into law last year, identically? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Oh, no. 

Mr. MANN. Well, the gentleman ought to be made ay 
then that this has no place in an appropria bill, be Ise 
already the law. It does not purport to be a limitatio1 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, if the gent if 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] will give me his attenti for 
I desire to say that I have the agricultural bill f 
before me, and all of the paragraph that I have ineluded in 
point of order was not in the agricultural appropriati l 
last year. There is new matter interspersed all the way throug 
the balance of the paragraph after the word “ plants,” on 
30, line 10. For instance, in line 15, page 30, after the 
“production,” there are the words “or which are kind 
products excluded from any foreign country for any cause w 
ever when coming from this country.” That is new matter 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is right; that is new. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then, in line 23 the words 
sampling” were not in last year’s bill, and in the 
after the word “ notification ” was not in last year’s bill r 
in line 24, after the word “testimony,” there is language v 
is not in last year’s bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, we do not 1 y 
powers granted at all; we simply completed it 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I am 
not in Iast year’s bill—after the word “te 2 
| the words “before the Secretary of Agricultur 
sentative, either in person or by agents, g 
| bility of such articles for entry,” were not in last 
| Then on line 9, page 31, after the word “ exported,” 

“or which are kinds of products excluded fro ny y 

country for any cause whatever, when coming from this 
try,” were not in last year’s bill. In addition to that ( 
the proviso was in last year’s bill. 

Mr. MANN. The proviso is subject to a point of order 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, those little a 
do not alter the sense or purport of the clause in any 
lar. It simply perfects it and really gives the shipper 1 
portunity to defend his shipments. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I am inclined to modify 
my point of order so as to include the new provisions only 
The new matter in lines 15, 16, and 17, on page 30, ought not to 
be in this bill or any other bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman modifies his points of or- 
der, does the Chair understand? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will make that statement in a n 
ment. I am explaining the proposition. The new matter con- 
tained in lines 15, 16, and 17 on page 30 ought not to be in this 
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bill or 
fer cn 
means 
to belie 


any 
any 
that 


‘ye 


other bill, and it is a most dangerous power to con- 
Department officer. What is the meaning of it? It 
whenever the Secretary of Agriculture has reason 
that any articles are being imported from foreign 


countries which are dangerous to the health of the people of the 


United Sta 
either 


tes, 


or which shall be falsely labeled or branded, 
as to their contents or as to the place of their manufac- 


ture or production, or which are kinds of products excluded 
from any foreign country for any cause whatever, when com- 
ing from this country, they shall be excluded. Now, I believe 
in the policy of retaliation. We already have a statute upon 
that subject, vesting in the President of the United States the 
power to exclude products coming from foreign countries which 
exclude similar products when sent there from this country, but 
here this provision excludes products coming from one foreign 
country when the same kind of products coming from this coun- 
try are excluded from any country whatever. To illustrate—— 


Mr. MANN. 
the gentleman’s 
would defend it. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
thine else? 


The CHAIRMAN. 
a discussion of this kind is not relevant to the point of order 


course, 


Of if the gentleman will pardon me, 
construction of that be right I think nobody 
Well, 


isn’t it right? Can it mean any- 





if | 


The question is on the point of order, and | 





Mr. WADSWORTH. That is subject to the point of order 

It is new legislation. I simply want to say, Mr. Chairman. in 

defense of the committee, that it was the only way in which woe 

could build up this Bureau of Chemistry and render it . ient 

in preventing the introduction into this country of adyl{ ited 

| and falsely branded articles of food, in view of the fact that wo 
had no general law on the subject. The object sought to jo at- 





| terations therein.” 
|; law 


tained is excellent and for the preservation of health, and | am 
sorry the gentleman from Indiana raises the point of ord 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of org 


Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I do not know to wi)»: eX- 
tent the point of order made by the gentleman from | iana 
went. I want to understand, but if it is necessary— 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will agaiy 
report the point which went out. 

The Clerk again reported the portion stricken out. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Now, Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order, if it has not been made, on line 11, page 28, “ to inyestj- 

| gate the adulteration, false labeling or branding, and Jaws 


regulations, and decisions relative thereto, of foods 


» Cond ‘ts, 

beverages, and drugs.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chairman will also state that has 
gone out. If the gentleman from Georgia will wait a | ent 
the Clerk will again report the portions that have been ; ken 


out. 

The Clerk again reported the portions stricken out. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
on page 29 to the language “to establish standards of purity 
for food products and to determine what are regarded as adui- 
I make the point of order that there is no 


The CHAIRMAN. What lines? 
Mr. BARTLETT. Page 29, lines 14, 15, and 16; and tke chair- 


man of the committee, I apprehend, will admit that there is ad 


law for that. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. You want to commence to strike out 
on line 11, and down to where? 

Mr. BARTLETT. Down to “ therein.” 

Mr. WADSWORTH. It is true there is no authority in law 
for that, except as it has been carried in the appropriation bill 
for at least five years. 


Mr. BARTLETT. I desire to say that for four yeurs this 
| provision has been carried in the agricultural appropriation 
bill, but there is no other law for it. I make the point of 
order. It is a proposition of law which has been repeatedly 
ruled upon—that the fact that it is carried in an appropriation 


|} Secretary 


which is now before the committee. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I want to make this 
< T¢ nent - 

fhe CHAIRMAN. If the gentleman has anything to say on | 
he point of order, the Chair will be glad to hear it. 

M RUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, we are trying to ar- 
re so that the point of order can be so reduced as not to 
ide so much of the bill, and I will be ready in a couple of 
utes to designate the particular parts of the paragraph I 

ck e to go out on the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman will pardon me, the object of 
that provision-is this: Germany, for instance, or some other 
country excludes articles which we wish to send over there—— 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes. 

Mr. MANN. For the reason that it is preserved in a certain | 
way or put up in a certain way. Now, why should we permit | 
German manufacturers, if it be Germany, to send over here the 
precise article which Germany excludes from here and put us | 
to all that trouble? Now, the purpose is, of course, to limit that 
to the particular nation that does exclude us. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I have no objection to that at all. As 
I l moment ago, this provision excludes products from 
one country in all cases where similar products of this country 

e excluded, not from that country, but from any country, | 
for any cause whatever. 

Mr. LAMB. I suggest to the chairman to accept the proposi- 

M TPAC KI IR (continuing). Under the language of 
tl Dp i if articles come from France or England to this 
country, and Germ: ny excludes similar articles coming from 

he 1 1 States, we are not permitted to let the French arti- 
cles or English articles in. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I do not think it bears that construction. | 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not think it bears any other con- 

It may have been the intention to retaliate only 
against the country discriminating against us, but it does not 
Under the provision, if Germany excludes articles 
1 m this country we must deny admission of similar 
no ily from Germany, but from any foreign country 
J 1, France, Austria, Belgium, or any foreign country 
rr. Now, Mr. Chairman, I desire to limit the point of 
order to the new language in lines 15, 16, and 17. 
Mr. WAIT eee Just read the section. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. All after the word “ production,” in 
ge 30, to and including the word “ country,” in line 
17. 1 e 2p 

Mr. WADSWORTH. TI concede it is subject to the point of 
01 i, a Chairman. 

Tl H \IRM AN. Does the gentleman from Illinois desire to 
] h ard uly n the p int of order? 

Mr. MANN. I understand the point of order is restricted 
only to the new matter. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, there are two other 
pres 3 

Mr. MANN. ‘That includes the proviso? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, it will. Strike out all after the | 
word “export” in line 9, page 30, including the entire language 


of | 11 of 


Mr 


sil 


the same page. 


WADSWORTH. That is subject to the point of order. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. And also the entire proviso on page 31. 


bill for that year does not make it perm inent law, as has been 


time and time again decided by various Chairmen of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole House. There is no law for this. Mr. 


Chairman, did I understand that the proviso in line 16, page 238, 
was also stricken out? 


The CHAIRMAN. Page 31? 
Mr. BARTLETT. Page 28, 
The CHAIRMAN. No. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
on that, commencing with the proviso on line 16 on pase 2S, 


down to and including the word “ used,” en line 2, page “). 1 
make the point of order against that and the other to which I 
have called the attention of the Chair. 

Mr. MANN. We ought to have the matter clearly before us, 
Mr. Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

The point of order against the proviso on page 28, whic! Is: 
“Provided, That before any adverse publication is made no 
be given to the owner or manufacturer of the articles in quest 
shall have the right to be heard and to introduce testimon, 

of Agriculture or his representative, either in pe! 

agent, concerning the suitability of such articles for food, 


false labeling or branding. To investigate the effect of cold 

upon the healthfulness of foods; to enable the Secretary of -' 

ture to investigate the character of food preservatives, colori: 

ters, and other substances added to foods, to determine th n 
to digestion and to health, and to establish the principles whi d 


guide 


their use.” 

The CHAIRMAN. We will return first to the point of 
raised by the gentleman from Georgia |Mr. BARTLETT} a 
29, lines 14, 15, and 16. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, of course the point 
which the gentleman raises goes to all of the provisions. 


of 


Mr. BARTLETT. Yes, sir. . 
Mr. MANN. All of these provisions. It practically ¢ 0 
the bill, so far as that is concerned. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of ( 
with reference to this question. a a 
Mr. PARKER. With reference to the other point o! eI 
28, I would suggest 


that was made, as to the proviso on page 
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Chair that the proviso is a mere limitation and not new 
] lation. The old legislation in the last appropriation bill 
allowed the Bureau of Chemistry to investigate the adultera- 
if foods and to publish the results, and it is now proposed 
-ovide that before any publication be made they shall give 
. to the owner. This is a limitation, and it seems to me, 
fore, not to be new legislation. I think it is a valuable 
sion anyhow. I do not understand why anyone should 
to strike it out. 

BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman 

\ir. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I submit to the gentleman 
that the proviso helps the bill. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I thought the point of order 
made by the gentleman from Indiana reached more than the 
I make the point of order against the words com- 
mencing on line 11, page 28, to “investigate,” ending with the 

“ advisable,” in line 16, and including the proviso. 

. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, on that point of order I de- 

) say that the law last year provided for just that in- 
cation—to investigate the adulteration of foods, condi- 
ts, beverages, and drugs when deemed by the Secretary of 

iculture advisable, and to publish the result of such in- 
vestigations when thought advisable. That is in the law of 
last year. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to ask the gentleman 
from New Jersey whether he considers that the law which he 
has 1 





lines. 


\f 


Agl 


ww read is permanent law? 

Mr. PARKER. It seems to me that when the bill says “ Lab- 
oratory, Department of Agriculture, general expenses, Bureau 
of Chemistry,” to do certain enumerated things, that this is 
a enment to that Bureau of certain functions, and that 
y n not construe that law in any other way than as such an 
assignment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Which is not necessary. 

Mr. PARKER. But if it is a repetition 





Mr. MANN. Whether it is necessary is for the committee to 
Mr. PARKER (continuing). It is merely discretionary to 
put it in, and if it is a repetition it does no harm. It is an as- 
it of a certain function. But if you leave this function 
out you do not appropriate the money for it. If you want 
to do that work you must repeat the words, so as to say 
they are to perform the same functions as they did last 
The object I have in rising is that while I have the same 
objection that the gentleman from Georgia and other gentlemen 
here have against giving discretion to these Departments and 
lo not believe in their using—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman is not speaking to the 
f order. 
PARKER. I know that I am speaking only by unani- 
nsent. I only want to indicate the purport of what I 
to say hereafter. I am in favor, I am greatly in favor, 
g the people know what they eat and drink. I am 
to move to insert the word “ composition,” so that the 
Bureau may investigate and publish the composition of foods 
and let the people know what they eat or drink, without having 
he Department say what they shall or shall not eat or drink. 
The real good will be attained by simply publishing the result 
of the investigation. 
HAIRMAN. 
[ANN. 
C) sten? 
ITAIRMAN. With much pleasure, if the gentleman de- 
eak on the point of order. 
\IANN. I desire very likely to reserve the point of order 
le paragraph after the Chair rules. 
\RTLETT. May I inquire if the Chair knows fully 
of my point of order? 
lhe CHAIRMAN, Yes. 
lr. PERKINS. A parliamentary inquiry. 
‘CITAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 
‘\KKINS. I would like to ask whether a point of order 
een made against page 29, beginning after the word 
” contained in line 11, down to the word “ therein,” 


Mr. 


The Chair is prepared to rule. 


The Chair may be prepared to rule. Will the 


\DSWORTH. That has all gone out. 

Mt RKINS. That has been made and sustained. 
rhe \IRMAN. It seems to the Chair that if this language 

Chad the lines upon which the point of order is made by 
in from Georgia is permanent law, as is claimed by 
in from New Jersey, then it should not be here. If 

ermanent law, then it seems to the Chair that it is 
tion and is clearly subject to the point of order. 

Does the Chair hold that he can rule out some- 

se it is really the law? Can we not reenact it? 
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committee has a right to a ruling of the Chair on the point of 
order; but it is for the judgment of the committee as to 
whether we reenact, as to whether that shall be in or not, with 
all due deference to the Chair. As to whether it is the law, or 
is contrary to law, that is a matter which we have a right to 
have the Chair determine. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair agrees with the gentleman 
from Illinois. The Chair desires to find whether it is subject 
to the point of order. 

Mr. PARKER. May I suggest to the Chair, very deferen- 
tially, that if you rule out the words on account of being per- 
manent law, you rule out the appropriation for the purpose of 
carrying out the law, taking from the Department the money 
to carry it into effect. The money can not be used for that 
purpose unless the words are repeated. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair that if it is per- 
manent law, it is on the statute book now, and the appropria- 
tion carried in the bill would be expended under the law. 

Mr. PARKER. The appropriation must be made for that 
specific purpose, or else it will not be expended for that. If 
you do not appropriate for the Department of Chemistry, the 
Department of Chemistry gets nothing; and if you do not ap- 
propriate for doing that particular work in the Department of 
Chemistry, that work can not be done. 

Mr. BARTLETT. May I make a suggestion to the Chair? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I insist that under the rule governing 
these provisions the fact that the appropriation was carried 
in the last appropriation bill does not make it permanent law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair recognizes that fact. The 
Chair is familiar with the proposition that the gentleman from 
Georgia has in mind. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman from Georgia [Mr. Bart- 
LETT] having suggested that being the well-established rule, 
it seems to me these provisions must necessarily be ruled out 
upon the point of order, because I do not see how it can be 
claimed on the other side that these provisions have ever been 
enacted into positive law. That disposes of the point made 
by the gentleman from Illinois. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 

Mr. MANN. I desire to make the point of order on the whole 
paragraph. There is no law for anything in here that I know 
of—or anything in the bill. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Do you mean the whole paragraph re- 
lating to the Bureau of Chemistry? 

Mr. MANN. Yes; the laboratory. 

Mr. PARKER. There is no authorization for the laboratory 
except on an appropriation bill. 

Mr. MANN. I understand it 
Chairman. The bureaus in the Department of Agriculture 
have grown on appropriation bills. If it is the purpose to wind 
them up, why, let us wind them up now. 

Mr. PERKINS. What is the gentleman’s point of order? 

Mr. MANN. I make the point of order on the whole para- 
graph of the laboratory. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Where is there any objection to the 
provision in the bill now, since the new matter has gone out on 
a point of order? 

Mr. MANN. A lot of the old matter has gone out on a point 
of order. They have taken out of the bill now most of it that 
is any good. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I have only to say 
to the point of order made by the gentleman from Illi! 
The act under which the Department was organized pi 
in section 522 for one chemist, at a salary of $2,000; one : 
ant chemist, at a salary of $1,500; and certainly it implies the 
formation of a Bureau of Chemistry. What would these chem- 
ists have to do if you did not give them work to do? 

Mr. PERKINS. They would do no harm, at any rate. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Then, another thing. Since the Chair 


is same 


all in the boat, Mr. 


‘ovides 


LSSIST 


has sustained the point of order, I think there is nothing left 
in the paragraph that is subject to a point of order. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. There is nothing to which anybody can 


object at all. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. There is nothing that changes exist- 
ing law, and therefore a point of order against what re 
of the paragraph is certainly not well taken. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear from 
gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. MANN. The provisions which the Chair has ruled out 
upon the point of order stand upon the same footing, ; 
the law is concerned, as the balance of the provisions of this 
paragraph. The Chair rules out of order the provision 

To investigate the effect of cold storage upon the healthfulness of 


ns 


the 


f 


as lar as 


The | foods. 
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By the same token you should rule out the provision— 


To enable the Secretary of Agriculture to investigate the character 
of the chemical and physical tests which are applied to American food 
products in foreign countries. 


And the provision- 

To investigate the chemistry of dairy products and of adulterants 
used therein, and of the adulterated products; to determine the com- 
position of precess, renovated, or adulterated and other treated: butters. 

They all stand on the same footing. While I do not agree 
with the Chair in its ruling (and this was not called to the 
attention of the Chair, and I do not know that it would modify | 
the opinion ef the Chair), I think this is a work in progress now. 
We have a great Bureau of Chemistry, with a large laboratory 
ever here. To rule it out, of course, closes it up. It is a 
work in progress according to my notion. But it is all upon the 





same footing. There is no provision of law for any of it, un- 
less it is already provided by law. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. There is one provision 

Mr. MANN. There might be some one provision that is au- 
thorized by law, but that would have to go out with the rest 


O1 ° 

Fhe CHAIRMAN. The organie law provides for practical 
itifie experiments, but it does not provide, so far as 
Chair able ascertain, for any of the investigations re- 
erred to in the matter that has been ruled out. 


and seiel 
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Mr. MANN. But the Chair ruled out another thing 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Does not the Chair regard that 
kind of an investigation as “ practical and seientifie? ” 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes. But the organic iaw provides (sec. 
526): 

rhat the Commissioner of Agriculture shall procure and preserve all 
information concerning agriculture which he can obtain by means of 
ooks and correspondence, and by practical and scientific experiments, 
accurate records of which experiments shall be kept in his office, by the 
collection of statistics, and by any other appropriate means within 
] power 

Che information must relate to agriculture. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, this very impor- 

work has been carried om for the last five years by the 

Government in the way of detecting adulterants designed for 
ood and drinks brought here from foreign eountries. That is 
done for two reasons: First, perhaps, to protect the people of 
the United States, the eonsumers, and also in the interest of 


American agriculture, to prevent dishonest competition with the 
products of the farm and the honest products of the factory. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The Chair dees not question that. The 
\ir does not question the importance of the legislation, which 
chairman of the Committee on Agriculture said that he felt 
bsolutely necessary to carry on the work that has already 
undertaken by the Secretary of Agriculture, but which he 
d was subject to the point of order. Now, if general 


been 


acdmiitte 


legislation is necessary it can be had; but the Chair is given no 
dis tion in determining these points of order. The Chair 
must follow the rules of the House. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the Chair, in 
the event that this point of order is sustained, what he would 
do with the portions of this paragraph whieh are undoubtedly 


inserted to give the Secretary of Agriculture power to carry out 
the law that does exist? For example, the provision with refer- 
ence to oleomargarine, which is specifically referred to on page 


29, in which it gives the Seeretary the power to investigate the 
chemistry of dairy products by adulterants used therefor. In 
‘dance with the execution of that law relating to that 


process there is this provision for earrying into effect the exist- 
law, and if this entire paragraph is ruled out I hardly know 
will become of that. 
he CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman understand that any 
point of order has been raised against that provision? 
Mr. SCOTT. I understood the gentleman from 
raise a point of order against the whole paragraph. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I want to say to the gentleman that, as 
far as I was coneerned, I carefully avoided making any point 
‘ order against that provision which he has just read. 
SCOTT. That is true, but the gentleman from Illinois 
le a point of order against the entire paragraph, and if it is 
ined, we are striking out a provision in accordance with 
law. 
‘BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
» if the Chair is considering the point of order raised by 
gentleman from Illinois, the point of order on the whole sec- 


! 


Illinois to 


tinge 


Mr 


ing 


» CHAIRMAN. The Chair certainly is. 

Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 
the point of order decided in the first session of the Vifty- 
‘ nth Cengress, which will be found on page 4847 of the 
Recorp, with reference to the Bureau of Chemistry, is cer- 
jainly in point and certainly furnishes authority for the work 
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covered by the paragraph. I think as to specific clause 


+} 
portions objected to by the gentleman from Indiana, the 1 bn 
is good, but I think this decision ought to cover the objectiny ¢, 


the section. There the provision was for investigations hy jo 
Department of Agriculture in the Bureau of Chemistry, the py. 
reau of Animal Industry, and the work of the Weather ace 1. 
and also investigation into the chemical composition of < . 
producing plants. The point of order was overruled by +) 
gentleman from Maine [Mr. Powers]. The point was macy 
Mr. CANNON, and it was overruled on the general authority 
the organic act establishing the Department of Agriculture 
Mr. PARKER. Was it not on the ground that Cone 
could limit the general power to do certain specific acts? 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. It was on the principle that the 
work was authorized by the organic act. 
Mr. PARKER. The act only limited the appropriation + 
eertain parts of the chemical work? 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, f£ think so. | 
have the section of the Recorp here, if the Chair wishes to seo jt. 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, before a final ruling is made | 
wish to call the attention of the Chair to another proposition. 
and that is as to whether this Chemical Bureau could be ens. 
tained on the ground that it is a continuation of an appropri 
tion for an object already in progress. The Government ; 4 
years ago, creating the Bureau of Chemistry and the ieee atory 
of Chemistry, entered upon a work as carried out by the appro 
priation bill certainly with some object in view. That 0! 
was a consideration of foods and other things in connecti n 
with drinks and foods from a chemical standpoint. It pr 
ceeded further, and entered upon the project of excluding from 
the country various adulterated and misbranded foods which 
were brought into the country. I supposed that that was an 
object in view. Whether it is an object in progress, under 
the meaning of the clause of the rule, I do not feel at all cer- 
tain myself, but I submit the idea to the Chairman. 
Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, I hope this decision will go 
over until to-morrow morning, but I want to have a singie 
word on the Iaw of this matter. I desire to submit that the or- 
ganie Jaw provides that the object of the Agricultural Depart- 
ment shall be “to acquire and diffuse among the people of the 
United States useful information on subjects connected with 
agriculture,” and that, of course, includes foods, “in the most 
general and comprehensive sense of that word,” and that law 
further provides that there shall be a chemist and assistant 
chemist in the Department. That law thus gives general power 
to make chemical investigations. That being so, Congress by 
the appropriation bill every year can limit the use to which 
the money shall be put by saying that it shall not be used 


+} 
he 
by 


of 


SR 
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on any sort of chemical investigation that the Department 
pleases, but shall be devoted to certain branches of that chem- 


ical investigation. That is a limitation. It is not a new law. 
It says, “ You ean make chemical investigations of this sort or 
chemical investigations of that sort out of that appropriation, 
but nothing else,” and therefore I consider that in this particu- 
lar clause all these provisions that say that the Bureau may 
investigate adulterations, or whatever it may be, are directing 
the purpose of the appropriation to something already author- 
ized by law, and so limiting it to particular things and not 
giving it to general purposes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from New Jersey tell 
the Chair what he read from? 
Mr. PARKER. I read from Title XI, Department of Agri- 
culture, in the Revised Statutes, page 87, first under section 
520 and next under section 522. Section 520 states the object 
of the Department, namely, to acquire and diffuse information 
on subjects connected with agriculture, and section 522 provides 
that there should be a chemist and an assistant chemist 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair overrules the point of order. 
Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the 

man from New York if the total ought not to be changed on 
page 31. The total is $158,500. Simce these items have gone 

of the bill, does not the gentleman think that that amount « seht 
to be changed. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. They do not affect the total 
priated at all. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Very well. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Soil investigations: General expenses, Bureau of Soils: In 
tion of the relation of soils to climate and organie life ; for the | 
gation of the texture and composition of soils im the field lab ry 
for the investigation of the cause - revention of the rise o Kail 
in the soils of the irrigated districts; the investigation of the ition 


of soils to drainage and seepage vwions, and of methods for tie pre 
vention of the aceumulation of and injury from seepage waters int 
gated districts; for investigations of soils and for indicating u} ps 


or plats, by coloring or otherwtse, the results of such investi 8; id 
map the tobacco soils of the United States ; to investigate the C ie sue 
conditions of tobacco growth in Cuba, Sumatra, and other tubacco 
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ting countries; to investigate, in cooperatiom with the Bureau of | oughly do this work and educate the farmers so that they may 


mo 


Industry, = —— of caring. Dn — reference = eontinue on their own account. It takes several vears for a 
ntation, to originate, through selection and breeding, improvec . : acaiaaaeiacdeniaa : ae : tin 
; es for the principal tobacco districts of the United States, and tobaceo party to complete experime nts in the selec tion of se¢ ds 
{ ive, as far as may be, a change im the methods of supplying and their adaptation to the several soils, the selection of the best 
{ to foreign countries; the location of the stations; rent of | and most economical fertilizers and the amounts to be used, 
] rs, not te exceed $4,000 per annum, for office and laboratory and in cutting, curing, fermenting. assorting. and otherwise 
purposes; the employment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, | | . 5; 6 termenting, assorting, and otherwist 
os her labor required in conducting experiments im the city of handling the product to the best advantage, and in educating 
W eton - —-, ns ee. digesting, reporting, a the farmers so that they may continue the work understand- 
; iting the resuits of such experiments; the preparation ant : . ‘ il Sa ii 
oI r of reports, drawings, and illustrations; for materials, tools, ingly and advantageously. a 
' nts, apparatus, gas, and electrie current, furniture, supplies; Fhe Seeretary of Agriculture and the Chief of the Bureau 
fi ecraph and telephone service, and for traveling expenses, freight | of Soils have always expressed themselves as very anxious to 
; ee — elgg cata take up the work in the New York district. They admit that 
MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment which I | it is very necessary and would be a great benefit to the tobacco 


cen to the desk and ask to have read. 
Clerk read as follows: 


growers, but they say that the appropriation for the Bureau 
of Soils will not permit it. 

d by inserting on page = line 17, after the word “ countries,” Now, these experiments have been made, and are being made, 
ws: “To investigate with a view of improving the conditions | jn other States ; haeeco distriets in Connectic Ponnsvi- 
to the supply and sale of domestic tobaceo to any foreign in other States and tobae districts in = ieut, | = ey! 











y or countries where the business of buying and selling tobacco | V@Mia, Ohio, Virginia, Georgia, Florida, Alabam: ind iS 
is conducted by the Government.” with excellent and profitable results. And we su t v 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to | York should not be longer overlooked or neg! 1 in this 
the smendment. seheme of beneficial assistance, even if it requires an 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | Prepriation of $5,000, or if the Secretary of Agriculture | 
mt directed to spend $5,000 of this appropriation in experimental 
juestion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. work in the tobacco districts of Onondaga County, N. Y 
MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I ask permission to extend my The natural conditions in New York are very similar to those 
renurks in the Recorp. | in Conneeticut. The climate is abeut the same, the ° 
rhe CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks | very similar, and the varieties of tobacco grown in both 8 
un ous consent to extend his remarks in the Rrcorp, Is | are very muel: alike. soth grow fillers, binders, and wrapp 
there objeetion? | Both produce cigar-making tobacco. 
was no objection. Some years ago the Bureau of Soils interested itself in 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- | culture of tebaeco in the Connecticut Valley. Experi 
ment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. stations were established there. Tobacco experts wer nt 


I 
| 


» Clerk read as follows: there. The plant was cultivated in the shade, and extensive 
‘ ; - iv “’ ari a» 2 "aT « . re spa liv snc) the 
Line 4, page 34, after “dollars,” insert: “Provided, That $5,000: ef and quite expensive experiments were made generally, and 7 


the int hereby appropriated shall be expended by the Secretary of | farmers were given all the benefits, experience, and scientifl 
Acriculture in experimental work in raising tobacco in Onondaga | knowledge possessed by the Burean of Soils. As a result the 
County, State of New York. 


- tebaceo interest has been improving and prospering in that 
Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Com-| gtate while it has been languishing and falling off in ows. The 
mittee on Agriculture approves of this amendment. following statement, or table, speaks for itself: 

WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to 























Tabacco production in New York. 
the endment. — - ———— 
LEVER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle- | E Number| Average) pyotqy | Ae? Total 

m ‘om New Yerk the object of his amendment. Year. < nel ft gy he 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amend- ae .. cme weer ie a 
meut and sincerely hope it may be allowed, in order that the iota | Sei Cents 
tobacco growers of the State of New York, and especially of the | 19), = ssssia‘i(istststtCtCt 11, 207 1,234 | 13,958,370} 8 | $1,172, 236 
county of Onondaga, may be given a little assistance and en- | 1%2_.-........-----------.-. 8,040 | 1,250 | 10,050,000 8 804,000 
couragement in the development of their industry by the Depart- | })0}-----------~-7--------~- > 4B. GE »| aenaee 
ment of Agriculture through the Bureau of Soils; and in this | j95.-7 07) }) S48 | 70812340 10} 741. 442 
we ask only the same treatment and benefits which have been| aera a ae 
given to other tebaeceo-producing districts in the country. Ex- Tobacco production in Connecticut. 
periments in tebaceo culture have been made in other tobaeco Seneca eae as co 
districts, and we ask that the same kind of experimental work | Year ——— Average) Total ie a 
be done in our district. By the assistance of the Department of | ious planted. | per acre. yield. po cad rop 
Ag ture in ether loealities the yield per acre has been | —— — - \- _ 
increased, the quality improved, the price enhanced, and the Pounds.| Pounds Ce 
acreage enlarged. And in order that our tobacco growers may 1901 Senecnieniniiniasesenionmneinel 18; 1g it 578 18 | $3,074, 052 
he encouraged and stimulated in the same way this amendment | ee aerrermntamees 13 336 1600 | 21 174 400 Sy} FIP 
is offered. ee 12,705} 1.685 | 24. 497.925 92 | 4.838.181 

lor a long time I have been trying to interest the Depart- | 1905.-...---.-.----..--.----- 13, 340 1,725 | 23, 011,500 Li 3, M11, KD 
ment and the Bureau of Soils in the tobaceo districts of our , bat alt ciaihaie assis . 
State, and have made a little progress. Three years ago a soil Investigation and experimental work have been conducted by 
survey was made of the tobaceo district im Onondaga County, | the Bureau of Soils in Ohio. The different tobacco soils, and 
extending over into Cayuga County, in the district represented | seeds adaptable to those soils, have been studied. Improved 
by Mr. Payne, and into Oswego County, in the district repre- | methods of cultivating and curing have been developal. L 
sented by Mr. Knapp. Samples of soils were taken to Wash- | proved methods of planting, cultivating, handling, and ferment 
Ingt nd analyzed, and other necessary data and information | ing the tobaeco in bulk have been introduced. A higher grade 
wel cumulated. Later on a map and report were made and | of Cuban filler tobacco has been developed. The yield is in 


growers in that district, and since that time they have been | district is now growing about 36,000,000 pounds annually of a 
app ¢ to the Department to interest itself in experimental | better quality tham heretofore. It brings a better price in the 
tol ' growing in that leeality, im the same manner it has done | market, and this industry is prospering there. 
in other States. They ask that a station be established there, In Texas and Alabama the Department is assisting the to 
and t men of experience from the Bureau of Soils be sent | bacco growers, and is introducing Cuban filler tobacco upon soils 
ng their tobacco growers to give them the benefits of | adapted to it and determined by their various soil surveys made 
their scientific knowledge and experience gained in similar | im those States. There is a belt of land lying about 200 miles 
Wol other fields. In their behalf I have again and again | back from the Gulf coast, upon which the Cuban filler tobacco 
to the Department and the Bureau ef Soils every year | is nearly up to the grade of that grown in the island of Cuba. 


wa ‘Survey was made for such aid, and my application has | Under the benign assistance of the Department the tobacco inter 


iss by the Bureau of Soils. Those were sent to tobacco | ereasing, and the quality of tobacco is improving. The Ohio 
| 


ed, always on the greund that the appropriations | ests in the State of Texas are extending and prospering. A fine 
wi t large enough. I have beem told on all oecasions that | grade of filler tobacco is being introduced and is being im- 
ment station could not be established and properly | proved by those better methods of cultivation and selection. 
CO a in New York without the withdrawal of a tobacco | This is a new crop there, and is becoming not only profitable but 
i some other State in which the experiments have not is a substitute for cotton, which in some localities is seriously 
be pleted, for it requires more than one year to thor- | 


threatened by the boll-weevil. 
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In Virginia, too, the work of improving the tobacco leaf has 
been carried on for several years. The best grades of this 
product are being used in the United States for plug wrappers, 
and large quantities are being exported. Many and extensive 
«experiments have been made in that State in different localities, 
«nd as a result the industry has been stimulated, the farmers 
have been encouraged, the quantity has been increased, and the 
guality improved. 

Through the work of the Department of Agriculture and ef- 
forts of individual tobacco growers, the yield of the tobacco 
product in Florida has been greatly increased, and what was 
formerly a languishing industry is now thrifty and prosperous. 
Those experiments, and the experiments of the Department in 
other States, illustrate what may be accomplished by introduc- 
ing new grades of tobacco, selecting proper and economical fer- 
tilizers, reforming the methods of cultivating, curing, and hand- 
ling so that losses may be avoided, and introducing sound 
business methods in the management of this industry. Possibly 
some losses have been suffered by individual farmers in exper- 
imental work and in trying to follow new methods introduced 
or suggested by the Department. But the general results of 
these experiments by the Department in the various districts 
and States haye been good, and have tended to increase the 
yield, improve the quality, reduce the expense, encourage and 
stimulate the tobacco growers, and in many instances to revive 
larguishing industries. The Bureau of Soils, by reason of sev- 
eral years of experience in this experimental work, is now fully 
equipped to enter new fields, improve the varieties, and stimulate 
the tobacco business, without any material risk to the farmers in 
trying to follow their suggestions. 

We ask that the tobacco growers in the State of New York 
be given the benefits of this experience and scientific knowledge. 
The tobacco industry in New York is not new. The plant was 
first grown in the town of Marcellus, Onondaga County, in the 
year 1845. It -a~was found to be a success, and its cultivation con- 
tinued to grow and spread throughout the county of Onondaga 
and adjoining districts and also into the county of Chemung. 
Seed leaf and Habana seed tobacco are grown in Onondaga. 
Both varieties are used in the manufacture of cigars, and both 
produce filler, binder, and wrapper grades. The light, silky, 
flexible tobacco leaf is produced on open-textured sandy soils 
and the heavier leaves are grown on close-textured loamy or 
clay soils. But the character of the leaf is determined not only 
by the soil, but by the methods of cultivation and the kinds and 
amounts of fertilizers, as well as by the methods of fermenting, 
curing, and handling. 

The soil survey of the Onondaga district locates about 14,528 
acres of Miami fine sand, a soil which in many of its character- 
istics is very much like the sandy soil in the Poquonock district 
in Connecticut. It locates about 19,968 acres of Miami fine 

andy loam, 39,424 acres of Miami gravelly loam, and 41,536 
acres of silt loam. These different varieties of soils produce 
different grades of tobacco. The light, sandy soils produce 
silky, high-grade wrappers and the solid, close-textured soils 
produce heavier grades of tobacco, which are used for fillers and 


binde1 


The preliminary work has been done in the soil survey—map 
and report. The experts in the Agricultural Department, with 
their large experience in other places, can render great assist- 
ance to our farmers and tobacco growers in advice and sugges- 


tions, in recommending the proper grades of tobacco to fit the 
soil, and in educating them according to the most approved 
inethods how to plant, cultivate, dry, and generally handle the 


product to the best possible advantage. 

New York’s agricultural interests may possibly be overlooked 
or overshadowed by the tremendous importance of its com- 
nercial, manufacturing, and financial achievements. Manhat- 


tan Island beats the world in location, formation for drainage, 
rock bottom for large buildings, climate, natural defenses, mag- 
nificent harbor and dockage, and all the natural advantages for 


a great commercial center. Greater New York is the metropolis 
of the western continent and its nervous center of commerce and 
finance, and is, in my judgment, beyond comparison the greatest 
city in the world. New York is a State of cities and large 
towns. Our ordinary municipalities suffer by comparison. 

As an agricultural State, our relative position in the Union 
may not be recognized. Yet, according to the census of 1900, 


} 

| 

} 
as an agricultural State New York heads the list in the value | 
of its hay and forage, milk and cream, general dairy live | 
stock, market-garden products, vegetables and apples, and is | 
second in other products of the farm. Although it is the | 
twenty-eighth on the list of States in area, it was fourth in the 
value of its farm products, and only eleventh in its tobacco | 
industry. And while in other States and districts this industry | 


has been growing and prospering since 1900, the tobacco in- | 


dustry in our State has been languishing and going back); 
This should not be. Our farmers are sturdy, thrifty, and . 

erally prosperous. In intelligence, industry, and even in «. 

tific farming they are second to those of no other State in +) 
Union. But our tobacco growers have not had a fair eh); 
They have been neglected and overlooked and permitted ;, 
shift for themselves, while the tobacco growers in other djs. 
tricts and other States have been helped in various ways jy 
the Department. New York does not deserve this. The tobsccs 
districts in New York, Onondaga and Chemung, do not des, 
it. They are located in the Empire State. Onondaga is 
geographical center. Our farmers do not ask many favors from 
the General Government. They have no arid lands to be jryi- 
gated, no swamps to be drained, no rivers and harbors to be 
improved. Our State is now building a barge canal throughout 
its whole length, from Lake Erie to the Hudson, at an esti- 
mated cost of $101,000,000, and the chances are that it will cost 
another hundred million before it is fully completed and in 
operation and the large liabilities are paid for riparian dam- 
ages. And this great waterway, as a channel of commerce and 
transportation, will tend to keep down freight rates, which we 
are now trying to accomplish by legislation. It will inure to 
the benefit of the farmers throughout the great West by cheap- 
ening transportation, and it will injure our farmers by bring- 
ing the products of the fertile Mississippi Valley into their 
market. But of this they do not complain. New York, by 
reason of its diversified interests and its foremost position in 
the great activities which go to make up the prosperity of the 
nation, deserves well of the other States and of their Repre- 
sentatives in Congress. 

This appeal of our tobacco growers, in order that they may 
have an even chance and a square deal with the people engaged 
in the same business in other States, should be recognized by 
the allowance of this little appropriation and the adoption of 
this amendment. It should be respected by the gentlemen who 
represent arid-land districts, which receive large benefits from 
the General Government. It should be recognized by you whose 
districts border on tide water and on large rivers, for the im- 
provement of whose rivers and harbors large appropriations 
are being made from the Federal Treasury. 

It should be recognized by the gentleman representing other 
tobacco-growing States and tobacco-growing districts, because it 
is only fair and just and reasonable. It should be recognized 
by you gentlemen whose cotton industry is being threatened by 
the boll weevil, and for the extermination of which a liberal 
appropriation is carried in this bill. It should be recognized by 
you gentlemen whose industries are being damaged by the gypsy 
moth and the cattle tick, and for the eradication of which 
appropriations are being made. I appeal to the inherent judg- 
ment and the spirit of fair play.always manifested by members 
of this body; and especially I appeal to the distinguished chair- 
man of the Committee on Agriculture, a New Yorker by birth, 
an agriculturist by occupation, an honored member of a great, 
distinguished, and patriotic family, and the progenitor of the 
brilliant and accomplished young speaker of the New York 
assembly, who, let me venture to say without disrespect to 
others, promises to eclipse the whole line of his distinguished 
forbears in well-doing and patriotic accomplishment. It is true 
that tobacco is not grown in his district, and in that regard lie is 
not directly interested; but he is a gentleman of too broad and 
comprehensive vision to object on that ground. He is aware that 
the prosperity of one district tends to the prosperity of tlie 
whole Commonwealth, and the prosperity of one State tends to 


rye 


the 


| the prosperity of all the States. He is aware that our tobi CCO 
interests in New York have been going backward, languishing, 


and suffering. He is aware that our tobacco growers have not 
had a fair chance with the tobacco growers in other parts of the 
country. He is aware that they need such assistance as tlie 
3ureau of Soils and experienced experts can supply, in order 
that this industry may be revived, and he is also aware that t 


hie 
Lis 


industry will continue to languish and suffer unless it is s!'mu- 
lated in this way. On all these grounds, and many others which 
| may be advanced, I appeal to him to join with me in asking that 
this amendment be allowed in the interest of the tobacco «row- 


ers of Onondaga. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. Ormstep ! ving 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from Ui 
Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its reading clerk, announce! tt 


the Senate had passed with amendments bills of the fo! 
titles ; in which the concurrence of the House of Represe) 
was requested: ; ae 
H. R. 13783. An act to provide souvenir medallions for Ui 
Zebulon Montgomery Pike Monument Association; anc 
H. R. 11796. An act for the diversion of water from tlc >8& 











4906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 6233 


Eo 


















ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL. 
Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 
H. R. 15911. An act to amend the laws of the United States 


ramento River, in the State of California, for irrigation pur- 


AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


. committee resumed its session. 
\i. WADSWORTH. No; I will say to the gentleman from 


eoyth Carolina the work of Connecticut is almost finished and relating to the registration of tratle-marks; 

at . e other points, and they can easily go now to New York H. R. 17757. An act extending to the subport of Spokane, in 
St _ No experiments have been made in New York State. the State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section 
\Ir. LEVER. I will say to the gentleman from New York if | Of the act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate 
the gentleman from Kentucky is willing to do that I will make | transportation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement ; 
26 objection. H. R. 11037, An act relating to the transportation of dutiable 

\ir. HENRY of Connecticut. Let me say in reply to the gen- merchandise without appraisement; and 
¢leman from New York that the work in Connecticut is not com- H. R. 11946. An act to amend section 6 of an act approved 


February 8, 1887, entitled “An act to provide for the allotment 
of lands in severalty to Indians on the various reservations, 
and to extend the protection of the laws of the United States 
and the Territories over the Indians, and for other purposes.” 


pleted and is not likely to be in the next ten years. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That, Mr. Chairman, is a different 
understanding from what I have on the subject. I think Mr. 
Whitney, head of the Bureau, said before the committee that 
the work was almost completed. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. Doctor Galloway is doing the 

ork. 

: Mr WADSWORTH. Oh, that is another appropriation; I 
thought the gentleman was mistaken. One is under the Bureau 
of Plant Industry and the other is under the Bureau of Soils. 

Mr. LEVER. What I was about to say, Mr. Chairman, is 
this: I am perfectly willing for the gentleman from New York 
to have this; but if he is to have that I must insist on increasing 


ENBOLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
of the following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 1565. An act for the relief of Theodore H. Bishop; 

H. R. 1340. An act granting a pension to Robert Kennish; 

H. R. 2796. An act granting a pension to Benjamin T. Odi- 


he lump sum in this bill $5,000 in order that the work being H. R. 3333. An act granting a pension to William Simmons; 
ie ee F : ana inane H. R. 4264. An act granting a pension to Frances E. Maloon; 
done in other sections of the country may not suffer by reason — : , Sgt , 
this. If the chairman of the committee is willing to do that H. R. 4669. An act granting a pension to Joseph BE. Green; 
1 hall make no objection to this. H. R. 6949. An act granting a pension to Alice W. Powers; 


H. R. 6985. An act granting a pension to Susan C. Smith; 

H. R. 7232. An act granting a pension to Alba B. Bean; 

H. R. 7737. An act granting a pension to William H. Winters; 
H. R. 7844. An act granting a pension to Phoebe Keith; 

H. R. 8475. An act granting a pension to John F. Tathem; 

H. R. 8687. An act granting a pension to William I. Lusch; 
H. R. 8820. An act granting a pension to Inez Talkington; 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the adoption of the 
iment offered by the gentleman from New York. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
\Mr. LEVER. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move to add $5,000 to 
the sum total of this Bureau. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I hope this motion will 


not prevail. It is not necessary. We raised the appropriation H. R. 9046. An act granting a pension to William Berry ; 

of the Bureau of Soils $10,000 this year over last, and it is H. R. 9287. An act granting teens to Eliza Byron; 

sufficient to carry on this work. f H. R. 9441. An act granting a pension to Clara N. Scranton; 
Mr. LEVER. In reply to that, Mr. Chairman, I would say H. R. 9442. An act granting a pension to Dora C. Walter; 

State Nee a ee ae ee eT ee H. R. 9606. An act granting a pension to Martha Jewell; 

State of New York. 


H. R. 9993. An act granting a pension to George W. Warren; 
H. R. 10408. An act granting a pension to Anna BE. Middleton; 
H. R. 10424. An act granting a pension to Emanuel S. Thomp- 


Mr. WADSWORTH. Suppose that is so, that does not mate- 
y alter the question, and I want to repeat what I said 

‘ore to you—that this is a scientific investigation and this ap- 

ypriation is only for the fiscal year. 

Mr. LEVER. I have heard the gentleman from New York 


H. R. 10775. An act granting a pension to Ellen S. Cushman; 
H. R. 11565. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Brinker; 





say that so many times H. R. 11654. An act granting a pension to Emma A. Smith; 
Mr. GARNER. Will the gentleman from South Carolina H. R. 11708. An act granting a pension to Laura MeNulta; ; 
yield for a moment? H. R. 11898. An act granting a pension to Lars F. Wadsten, 


Mr. LEVER. Certainly. 

Mr. GARNER. If it is necessary that this Bureau should be 
i sed $10,000 extra, why, it seems to me, we ought to add 
this additional $5,000, because it is being taken out for a spe- 
cifie purpose. Either they did need it or did not need it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. This is not extra work; it is work on 


alias Frederick Wadsten ; 
H. R. 11918. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Weigand; 
H. R. 12099. An act granting a pension to Charlotte A. Me 
Cormick ; 
H. R. 12715. An act granting a pension to George B. Kirk; 
H. R. 12803. An act granting a pension to Emma C. Waldron; 


t] of the regular work by this Bureau. It is not new work H. R. 13217. An act granting a pension to Joshua Barnes: 
entirely. It is directing the Bureau of Soils to conduct work H. R. 13726. An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Manson; 


1 one section; that is all. 

Mr. LEVER. We are up against just this kind of proposi- 
tio! ther the inerease of $10,000 allowed by the committee 
was needed or it was not needed. If it was not needed it ought 
not t put in this bill. If it was needed, then the committee 
did right in putting it into the bill. If it was needed, then we 

ng $5,000 away from it and giving it to the State of 


H. R. 14677. An act granting a pension to Reuben R. Bal- 
lenger ; 

H. R. 15321. An act granting a pension to Charles Skaden, jr.; 

H. R. 15431. An act granting a pension to Theresa Creiss; 

H. R. 15569. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Duvall; 

H. R. 15895. An act granting a pension to Harry D. McFar- 
land; 


New York, and therefore we ought to put $5,000 more to the} yfR.16520. An act granting a pension to Edward Farrell; 
sul | of this appropriation. That is my proposition. H. R. 16582. An act granting a pension to Ellen T. Sivels: 


| CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the 
ent offered by the gentleman from South Carolina. 
| iestion was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
I eared to have it. 
QO division (demanded by Mr. Lever) there were—ayes 
at, zi. 
S e amendment was agreed to. 
YADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I move that the commit- 
tet w rise. 
ition was agreed to. 
iumittee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
s ie chair, Mr. Foster of Vermont, Chairman of the Com- 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
e agricultural appropriation bill—and had come to no 
res thereon. 


H. R. 16980. An act granting a pension to Virginia A. Hil- 
burn; 

H. R. 16972. An act granting a pension to Harriet L. Mor- 
rison ; 

H. R. 17151. An act granting a pension to William T. Morgan; 

H. R. 17273. An act granting a pension to Mary B. Watson; 

H. R. 1898. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
C. Maxwell; 

H. R. 1910. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
H. Nichols; 

H. R. 1953. An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 
S. Theall ; 

H. R. 2102. An act granting an increase of pension to Eugenie 
Tilburn ; 

H. R. 2173. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
H. Padgett; 
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H. R. 2721. An act granting an increase of pension to Ashford | H. R. 13171. An act granting an increase of pension to J.)9. 
R. Matheny ; | than K. Porter; 

H. R. 2731. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. R. 13437. An act granting an increase of pension to §:)),yo| 
M. Eddy R. Lowry ; 

H. R. 2778. An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick | H.R. 18445, An act granting an increase of pension to Thio)).5 
Mahoney ; | 'T. Blanchard ; 

il. R. 2794. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard | H.R. 13504. An act granting am increase of pension to [\iz9- 
BD. Davis; | beth Thompson ; 

H. R. 2801. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- H. R. 13730. Am act granting an inerease of pension to Jose) 
ander M. Lowry; Shroyer ; 

H. R. 2852. An aet granting an increase of pension to James| H.R. 18788. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Dayton: Hahn ; , 

H. 2. 3347. An act granting an increase of pension to Orestes | H. R..12888.. An act granting am increase of pension to Jacob 
B. Wright; ; Sannar; 

H.R. 3419. An aet granting am increase of pension to John |  H.R.11538. An act granting an increase ef pension to [lj 
Biddle; | Duvall; 

H. R. 3430. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter H. R. 11591.. An act granting an increase of pension to Joly 
M. Culins: B. Hall; 

Hi. R. 3456. An act granting an increase of pension to David H. R. 11593.. An act granting an inerease of pension to Pyans 
B. Ott: Blake; 

H.R. 2689. An act granting an inerease of pension to Charles| H.R. 11606. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
W.. Lyons; | mund W.. Bixby ; 

H. R. 3788. An act granting am inerease of pension to Daniel | H..R.11692. Am aet granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
Boughman: P. Wishart; 

H.R. 3979. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul H. R. 11824.. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
Stang: P. Starkins.; 

H. R. 4230. An act granting an increase of pension to William |  H. R.11907. An act granting an increase of pension to August 
H. Miles; | Danieldson ; 

H.R. 4242. An act granting an inerease of pension to Mary |_ H.R. 12017 An act granting an increase of pension to James 
A. Foster; | B. Simkins; 

li. R. 4294. An act granting an increase of pension to Annie | H.R. 12019. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
R. E. Nesbitt: Jacob Fox; 

HM. R. 4850. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H.R. 12059. An act granting an increase of pension to Mildred 
W. \ ance > Ww. Mitehell ; 

H. R. 4679. Am aet granting an increase of pension to Frank- H. R. 12389. An act granting an inerease ef pension to Isaiah 
lin D. Clark: B. McDonald; 

Hi. R. 4763. An act granting an inerease of pension to John H. R. 12390. An act. granting an increase of pension to John 
©. Matheny; | W. Raynor; 

H. lt. 5044. An aet granting an increase of pension to Hiram | 4H. R. 12407. An act granting am increase of pension to Robert 
G. Hoke; | Bivans; 

H.R. 5178. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah | H.R.12415. An act granting am increase of pension to Eliza- 
Pantall; beth Bodkin ; 

H.R. 5274 An aet granting an increase of pension to William | H.R.12521. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice 
T. Branam; | Eddy Potter; 

H.R. 5822. An aet granting an increase of pension to Miner | H. R. 12526. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
L. Braden; | Johnson ; 

if. R. 5853. An aet granting an increase of pension to Quincy H. R. 12534. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard 
Corwin | Reynolds ; 

H.R. 5956. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | H.R. 12556. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
H. Wagoner ; W. Coppage; 

HM. R. 14874. An act granting am increase of pension to Benja-| H. R. 12668. An act granting an increase of pension to Fred- 
min B. Cahoon; | erick Friebele ; 

If. R. 14299. An act granting an increase of pension to Rose | H.R.12755. An act granting an increase of pension to Na- 
V. Mullin | thaniel W. Plymate:; 

Hl. Rt. 13741. An act granting an increase of pension to George | H. R.6919. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
R. Seott | A. C. Curtis; 

H. R. 13823. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil-| H.R. 7540. Am act granting an increase of pension to William 
liam Van Keuren; | B. Griffith; 

H. R. 13840. An act granting an increase of pension to Absa- H. R. 7687. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
lom Shell: | Hammond, alias Hiram W. Kirkpatrick ; 

il. Rt. 18862. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther H. R. 7720. An act granting am increase of pension to Stephen 
S. Hol | M. Sexton ; 

If. R. 18871. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil-| H.R. 7745. An act granting an inerease of pension to Whiceler 
liam Delany; | Lindenbower ; 

H. R. 18881. An act granting an increase of pension te Amos| H.R. 7821. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias 
D | Brady ; 

if. R. 13961. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius | H.R. 7837. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
Buxbaum ; | McKim ; 

H. R. 13928. An act granting an increase of pension to Har-; H.R. 7902. An act granting an increase of pension to Pugene 
vey Foster | Orr, alias Charles Southard ; 

H. R. 14001. An act granting an increase of pension to Na- H. R. 7968. An act granting an increase of pension to Palmetto 
than S. Ruddock ; Dodson ; 

H. R. 14116. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 8046: An act granting an inerease of pension to James 
P. Rains; Thompson Brown ; 


H. R. 14117. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


iton 


H. R. 8157. An act granting an increase of pension to M 


liam H. H. Fellows; H. Wayne; 

H. R. 14227. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna H. R. 8277. An act granting an increase of pension to 5. uel 
©. Bassford ; | S. Garst; 

H. R. 12996. An act granting an increase of pension to Eu- | H. R. 8290. An act granting an inerease of pension to Lloy' )). 
gent B. MeDonald ; | Bennett ; 

i. R. 13189. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil-| H. R. 8518. An act granting an increase of pension to > iel 
lis Walrod ; | Meadows; . 

H.R. 13345. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank | H. R. 8711. An act granting an increase of pension to James P. 
Cl nl; Howard; 








I 


\- 
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9778. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 517. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke 
‘sont Waldron ; 
8780. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- H. R. 14915. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
Barr ; W. Tracey ; 
g948. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. H. R. 14498. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
nd; Davidson ; 
» 9257. An act granting an increase of pension to Na- H. R. 14534. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
M. Stukes ; N. Harrelson ; 
9261. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 14552. An aet granting an increase of pension to Henry 
idge; Davey ; 
9288. An act granting an inerease of pension to Cather- H. BR. 14553. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 


M 





Bragg; 


_9415. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 


9417. An act granting an increase of pension to George 


_9601. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. 


» 9627. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 


| 
.. 10591. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah FI. R. 1858. Ar 


Lienallen ; 

H. R. 14566. An act granting an increase of pensien to Robert 
BE. MeKiernan ; 

H. R. 14657. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
W. West; 

H. R. 14688. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Timmons; 

H. R. 14698. An act granting an increase of pension to W 
liam F. Drake; 

Hi. R. 14780. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
Royer ; 

H. R. 14782. An act granting an increase of pension to Miel 
Manahan: 

H. R. 14853. An act granting an increase of pension to | 
C. Sanderson; 

H. R. 14442. An act granting an increase of pension to E 
M. Lowe: 

H. . 531. An act granting an increase of pension to El 
Rickett ;: 

H. R. 661. An act granting an inerease of pension to Israel FE. 
Munger: 

H. R. 667. An act granting an increase of pension to George FH 
Gaskill ; 

H. R. 1018. An act granting an increase of pension to Sil 
rt: | Flournoy ; 
10250. An act granting an increase of pension to Ephraim H. R. 1138. An act granting an imerease of pension to Joseph 
S. Rice; 


ses 


9556. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
m. 
9578 An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
rd; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 





An act granting an increase of pension to James C. 
10080. An act granting an increase of pension to Arby 


0161. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 


10173. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 


rk. 10858. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | H. R.1151. An act granting an increase of pension to Vale 
tine Bartley ; 
10456. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 1245. An act granting an increase of pension to Dav 
on; Rankin ; 
10473. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. H. R. 1375. An act granting an increase of pension to §S 
Mosher ; 
10494. An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah H.R. 1567. An act granting an increase of pension to Edv 
| Duffy ; 
10580. An act granting an inerease of pension to Samuel | H. R. 1734. An act granting an increase of pension to Will 


H. Lee: and 


— 


act granting an inerease of pension to James 
Jacobs. 


0686. An act granting an increase of pension to George SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 ef Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the fellow 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to th 
apprepriate committees, as indicated below : 

S$. 442. An act granting an imerease of pension to Fran 
Colten—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 869. An aet granting an increase of pension to Baltz 
Mowan—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 1513. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriett A 
Rawles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 4177. An act granting an increase of pension to Harlan P 
Cobb—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S. 5780. An act granting a pension te Lorenzo LE. Johnson 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


0727. An act granting an increase of pension to Aquilla 


11143. An act granting an imerease of pension to Levi 

ton; 

11506. An aet granting an inerease of pension to John 
SON ; 

11548. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyn- 
il, now Vernon; 

11561. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 


11367. An act granting an inerease of pension to Man- 


ott: SACRAMENTO RIVER. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 117 
entitled “An act for the diversion of water from the Sacr 
mento River, State of California, for irrigation purposes,” w 
Senate amendments. 

The Senate amendments were read. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House « 
cur in the Senate amendments. 

The question was taken; and the Senate amendments w 
concurred in. 


10024. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
| 


11574. An act granting an increase of pension to Fanny 


1532. An act granting an increase of pension to An- | 
Speed ; 
10SS1. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry 


S64. An aet granting an increase of pension to Henry 


-15. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 


. . , ; LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
‘8. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse — 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the request for unani- 


6, An act granting an increase of pension to Selo- |} mous consent for leave of absence as follows: 

lell ; Of Mr. Hoge, for three weeks, on account of important bus 
(450. An aet granting an inerease of pension to Nannie | ness. 
Of Mr. Werseer, for thirty days, on aceount of sickness 
to”. An aet granting an increase of pension to William | family. 
, Mr. GARNER. Mr. Speaker, I object. 


in 
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May I, 





The 
for. 
The question was taken; and the leaves were granted. 


SPEAKER. The question is on granting the leave asked 


Mr. WADSWORTH. 
do now adjourn. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 40 minutes p. m.) the House 
2djourned. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor submitting an estimate of appropriation for relief of the 
officers and crew of the light-house tender Manganita—to the 
Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Postmaster-General, transmitting a sched- 
ule of papers not needed in the transaction of public business— 
to the Committee on Disposition of Useless Papers in the Ex- 
ecutive Departments, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for buildings at the Government 
Hospital for the Insane—to the Committee on Appropriations, 
and ordered to be printed. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, delivered 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. McKINNEY, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5513) to provide 
for the disposition of certain property in the Territory of 
Hawaii, reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
by a report (No. 3702); which said bill and report were re- 
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union. 

Mr. LLOYD, from the Committee on the Territories, to which 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18443) to amend the act 
to provide a government for the Territory of Hawaii, approved 
April 30, 1900, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3704) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
the Union. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the House 
(H. R. 18485) to authorize the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor to cooperate, through the Bureau of the Coast and 
Geodetic Survey and the Bureau of Fisheries, with the shell- 
fish commissioners of the State of Maryland in making surveys 
of the natural oyster beds, bars, and rocks in the waters within 
the State of Maryland, reported the same without amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 3705) ; which said bill and report 


— 


By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 18850) donating 1:; 


Oklahoma Territory for educational purposes—to the ( . 
tee on the Territories. 7 
By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 18851) to amenu the 
laws of the United States relating to patents in the inte; of 
the originators of horticultural products—to the Commiti., on 


Patents. 

By Mr. WACHTER: A Dill (H. R. 18852) to authorize the 
appropriation of money for the payment of certain adyances 
made to the United States by the State of Maryland—t, the 
Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 18853) provid- 
ing for the development, leasing, and final disposition of tho 
mineral lands in Indian reservations—to the Committee op 
Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 18854) providing for sittings 
of the United States circuit and district courts of the southern 
district of Ohio at the city of Dayton, in said district—to the 
Commitee on the Judiciary. : 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 18855) appropriating 
$15,000 for the restoration and repair of the United States post. 
office building at Oakland, Cal., damaged by earthquake ang 
fire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. HAYES: A bill (H. R. 18856) for the restoration ang 
repair of the United States post-office building at San Jose. Cal., 
damaged by earthquake—to the Committee on Appropriations, 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18857) for the restoration and repair of 
the United States post-office building at San Francisco, Cal, 
damaged by earthquake and fire—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18858) for the restoration and repair of 
the United States mint and other Federal buildings in San 
Francisco, Cal., damaged by earthquake and fire—to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18890) to appro- 
priate $10,000 to erect a chapel in Fort Oglethorpe, Ga., for re- 
ligious purposes—to the Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. HEARST: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 152) author- 
izing the reconstruction and replacement of Federal buildings 
and property destroyed and the restoration and repair of Fed- 
eral buildings damaged in San Francisco, Oakland, and San 
Jose, in the State of California, by the recent earthquake and 
fire—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BRICK: A concurrent resolution (H. C. Res. 30) pro- 
viding for the publication of 10,000 copies of addresses delivered 
at the exercises commemorative of John Paul Jones, at the 
Naval Academy, Annapolis, April 29, 1906—to the Committee on 
Printing. 


on 





PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 


| the following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


were referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
state of the Union. 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from the Committee on In- 
terstate and Foreign Commerce, to which was referred the bill | 
he House (H. R. 18439) to authorize the construction of a 


of 1 
bridge across Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, Miss., 

sorted the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 37 ; which said bill and report were referred to the 
House Calendar. 





PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- | 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 


*By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 18847) to acquire cer- 
tain land 
the McClellan statue 
Grounds. 


By Mr. CURTIS (by request): A bill (H. R. 18848) for the 


to the Committee on Public Buildings and 


in Washington Heights for a public park and site for | 


purpose of enrolling certain intermarried white persons in the 
Cherokee Nation, Indian Territory, and for other purposes—to 
the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 18849) authorizing the Sec- | 

tary of State to pay the claim of the Cuba Submarine Tele- | 
craph Company for compensation on account of expenses in- 
curred in repairing the damage done to its cables and property | 
by United States forces during the war with Spain—to the | 


Committee on War Claims. 


follows: 

By Mr. ALLEN of Maine: A bill (H. R. 18859) relative to the 
conveyance of certain land in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A bill (H. R. 18860) granting a 
pension to Andrew J. Anderson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18861) granting a pension to John 8. Dil- 
lard—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 18862) granting an increase 
of pension to Joseph H. Weaver—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions, 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 18863) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Noah N. Greer—to the Committee on Inva- 
lid Pensions. ; 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 18864) granting an in- 


crease of pension to Samuel A. Kennedy—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. ae 

By Mr. CUSHMAN: A Dill (H. R. 18865) for the relict of 
John and David West—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18866) granting an increase of persion to 
Henry H. Warner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensivns 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 18867) for tie re 

| lief of Mark G. Bobé—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. DEEMER: A bill (H. R. 18868) granting an increase 
of pension to Fannie B. Pitts—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. . 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18869) granting an increase of pension to 
Ellis L. Ayres—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18870) granting an increase of pens!on to 
Henry S. Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18871) granting an increase of pe!~'0" to 
Emanuel Raudabaugh—to the Committee on Invalid Pe “om 


By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 18872) granting a0 











1906. 





nsion to Joseph Conlon—to the Committee on Invalid 
" 1S. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18873) for the 
of the estate of James O’Donnell, deceased—to the Com- 
i on War Claims. 

. a bill (H. R. 18874) granting a pension to Nannie T. 
J mn—to the Committee on Claims. 
ry Mr. GOULDEN: A bill (H. R. 18875) for the relief of 

; Reardon—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

py Mr. GRAFF: A bill (H. R. 18876) granting an increase 


of sion to Lemuel Hand—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 

Ry Mr. HALE: A bill (H. R. 18877) granting a pension to 
N Lay—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
pill (H. R. 18878) granting an increase of pension to 
Eli b. Miner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\ a bill (H. R. 18879) granting an increase of pension to 
"| n H. Rodeheaver—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 

\ a bill (H. R. 18880) granting an increase of pension to 
W : W. Dunn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


py Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 18881) granting an in- 
C1 of pension to Alexander B. Mott—to the Committee on 
] | Pensions. 
Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 18882) granting an in- 
er of pension to William Martin—to the Committee on In- | 
\ | Pensions. 
\ir. KLINE: A bill (H. R. 18883) granting an increase | 
on to William H. Paul—to the Committee on Invalid 








1 E | 
\ir. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 18884) granting a pen- | 
Weymouth Hadley—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
: Ry Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 18885) granting a pension to 
VW B. Metealfe—to the Committee on Pensions. 
| Ir. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 18886) granting an increase 
nm to Conrad Michael—to the Committee on Invalid 
P ‘ 
| \ir. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 18887) 


an inerease of pension to Alexander W. Carruth—to 
mittee on Pensions. 
ir. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 18888) granting an in- 
pension to Samuel Lambert—to the Committee on In- 
\ Pensions. 
Ry Mr. SOUTHALL: A bill (H. R. 18889) for the relief of 
| Roper & Co.—to the Committee on War Claims. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
s were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 


By } ACHESON: Petition of International Federation of 
8 Rest Associations, for Sunday closing of the James- 
{ Iixposition—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts 

| itions. 
ADAMS of Pennsylvania: Petition of Henry T. Ox- 
ruman G. Palmer, et al., against any attack on the 
hedules of the tariff—to the Committee on Ways 
\ yetition of Marine Engineers’ Beneficial Association, 
N gainst bill H. R. 5281 (the pilotage bill)—to the Com- 
i the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Portage, 
K nd Adams Center, Wis., against religious legislation 
i trict of Columbia—to the Committee on the District 
( : 
] BATES: Petition of P. M. Cutshall, master of Grange 


f Townville, Pa., and F. C. Wimersberger, master of 
( 997, of Lundys Lane, Pa., for the pure-food bill— 
t mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

tion of J. C. Collins and John T. Harding, of Erie, 
Ilamilton bill pensioning those confined in Con- 

to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
tion of the Erie Board of Trade, for the Hull bill, to 
» Coast Artillery forces—to the Committee on Mili- 


risons 


n of the National Business League of Chicago, II1., | 


ls H. R. 93828, 4445, and 328, relative to an anti-injune- 


to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

ion of the International Federation of Sunday Rest 
s, for Sunday closing of the Jamestown Exposition— | 
t Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
ition of the Union City Chair Company, of Union | 
Pie on all prison-made goods—to the Committee 
nd Means. 


tit 
CLIT 
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Also, petition of the Business Men’s Club of Frankfort, Ky 
for the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

Also, petition of citizens of Corry, Pa., against religious leg- 
islation in the District of Columbia—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the Griswold Manufacturing Company and 
the Erie Foundry Company, for two classes of mail matter 
only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, of Philadelphia, 
Pa., for the subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Marine and Fisheries. 

By Mr. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for reli 
of heirs of John B. Graham—to the Committee on Claims. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Gilbert E. 
Falls—to the Committee on Claims. 

$y Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Cushman Grange, of Goulds- 
boro, Me., for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to 
the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of Hooper Bros. 
& Thomas, of Westchester, Pa., favoring law for two classes of 
mail matter only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 
Roads. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of the Mirror, Tonganoxie, 
Kans., against the tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of 24 citizens of Dickinson County, against re- 
ligious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the Committee 
on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of George W. Chase, of Junction City, Kans 
favoring a law to furnish each pensioner with a 
velope at the same time of sending check for pension, to insure 
against the shortage in postage often occurring in the disburse- 
ment of pensions—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of citizen 

Selle Vernon, Pa., against religious legislation in the District 
of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbi 


ef 


L. 


1 
penalty en- 


~ 





Also, petition of the Western Pennsylvania Branch of the 
Consumers’ League, for bills S. 50, H. R. 4462, ar >, the 
child-labor and children’s bureau bills—to the Commi n t 
District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Local No. 417, American Federation of M1 
cians, for bill H. R. S748, for relief of civilian musi ) 


Committee on Naval Affairs. 


Also, petition of the Society for Political Study, of New York 
City, for bills S. 50, H. R. 4462, and S. 2962, the child-labor and 
| children’s bureau bills—to the Committee on the District of 


| Columbia. 


By Mr. DEEMER: Petition of J. M. Webber, of Fishing Creek 








Grange, No. 1246, et al., favoring bill H. R. 344—to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. DRAPER: Petition of the Society for Political Study, 
of New York City, for bills S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (the child-] r 
bills) and S. 2962 (children’s bureau )—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of Minneapolis, 
against religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of Tyler Br 
Grange, of West Enosburg, Vt., for an experimental pares 
post—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 

iy Mr. FULLER: Petition of the National Business League, 
of Chicago, Ill., against bills H. R. 9238, 2829, 4445. and 328. 
relative to anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Catherine O’Donnell—to the Committee on P. S 

By Mr: GRANGER: Petition of the League Im] t 
Societies in Rhode Island, for an appropriation for exter l- 
tion of gypsy moth—to the Committee on Agriculture 

By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of citizens of Be: Nel 
against religious legislation in fhe District of Colum! 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of the civil war veterans of M 
Iowa, for the McCumber service-pension bill—to the Con 
on Pensions. 

ty Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the Society for Political Study 

| of New York City, for bills S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (the child-labo 

bills) and S. 2962 (the children’s bureau bill)—to the Commit- 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of the American National Live Stock Associa- 
+ tion, for extension of the twenty-eight-hour limit on shipment 


3 

of live stock—to the Committee on Interstate 

| merece, 
by 


and Forei 


gn Con 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD: Petition of the 


National 


Grange 
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Monthly 


Bulletin, 
on the Merch 


against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Com- 


mittee ant Marine and Fisheries, 


By Mr. OVERSTREET: Petition of the Society fer Political 
Study, of New York City, consisting of 200 wemen, for bills 
S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (the child-labor bill) and S. 2962 (for a 
children’s bureau)—to the Committee on the Distriet ef Colum- 
bi i. 

By Mr. PAGE: Petition of certain citizens of the United 


States, for admission of works of art duty free—to the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 


| 


} 


By Mr. POWERS: Petition of citizens of Lowell, Me., against 
religious legislation in the District of Colawmbia—to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. ROBERTSON of Louisiana: Paper to accompany bill | 
for relief of Alexander W. Carruth—to the Committee on Pen- 

By Mr. RYAN: Petition of the Caddo Commercial Club, of 
Indian Territory, fer proper provision in the Indian appropria- 

bill for the Five Civilized Tribes of Indians—to the Com- 
mittee on Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Society for Political Study, of New York 
City, for the child-labor bills (S. 50 and H. R. 4462) and the 
children’s bureau bill (S. 2962)—to the Committee on the Dis- 
trict of Cokhumbia. 

By Mr. SAMUEL: Petition of Center Grange, No. 56, of Lime 
Ridge, Pa., favoring the President’s ideas on the railway rate 
question and for the Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committ: e 
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the Society for Political Study, 
of New ¥ork City, for bills S. 50, H. R. 4462, and S. 2962 (the 
child-laber and children’s bureau bills)—to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 


By Mr. WACHTER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of the 





State of Maryland (to compensate the State of Maryland for 
advances niade to the United States)—to the Committee on 
Cla 
SENATE, 
Wepnespay, May 1906. 

P1 the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALte. 

The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap- 
pro 

OFFICE OF SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF CALIFORNIA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary 2 the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
fro Secretary of the Interior submitting an amended esti 
mate for ineorporation in the legislative, ete., appropriation bill 

lieu of the item for $1,500 for contingent expenses, office of 
surveyor-general of California, ete.; which, with the aceom- 
panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Appropriations, 


“l to be printed. 


and orders 


FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate communica- 
tions from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting the findings of fact filed by the court in the following 
causes ; — h, with the accompanying papers, were referred to 
the Commi ittee on Claims, and ordered to be printed: 

In e cause of the Trustees of the Market Street Episcopal 
Chu of Winchester, Va., v. The United States; and 

In the cause of Robert G. Griffin, Catharine H. Harris, and 
Isaac P. Cromwell, administrators of the estate of Hannah T. 
Cromwell, deceased, sole heirs of the estate of Robert Anderson, 
dece d v. The United States. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from » House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Bro. vc, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
agr to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 
Li7™ for the diversion of water from the Sacramento River, 
in the State of California, for irrigation purposes. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 


had signed the following enrolled bills; and they were thereupon 
“1 by the Vice-President : 


H.R.517. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke 
Waldren ;: 

Ii. 2.531. An act granting an inerease of pension to Ebenezer 
Rick 

Hi. kh. 601. An aet granting an increase of pension to Israel BE. 
Munget 

Hi. i. 667. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Gask 


E. Davis: 


H. R. 1018. An act granting an increase of pension to sj] 


Flournoy ; 

H. R. 1138. An aet granting an increase of pension to Jos, ph 
S. Rice; = 

H.R. 1151. An act granting an increase of pension to VY. Jo». 
tine Bartley; ¥ 

H. R. 1245. An act granting an increase of pension to D.ayij 
Rankin ; ir 

H. R. 1340. An act granting a pension to Robert Kennish - 

H. R. 1575. An aet granting an increase of pension to Silja 
Mosher 

H. R. 1565. An act for the relief of Theodore H. Bishop; 

H. R. 1567. An act granting an inerease of pension to Edwarg 
Duffy ; 

H. R. 1734. An act granting an increase of pension to Willigyy 
H. Lee; 

H. R. 1858. An act granting an increase of pension to es 
Jacobs ; 

Hi. R. 1898. An act granting an increase of pension to I 
C. Maxwell ; 

H. R. 1910. An act granting an inerease of pension to Andrew 
H. Nichols; 

Hf. R. 1958. An act granting an increase of pension to Sy 

Theall ; 

H. R. 2102. An aet granting an increase of pension to Eugenie 
Tilburn ; 

H. R. 2178. An act granting an increase of pension to Th 
H. Padgett; 

H. R. 2721. An act granting an inerease of pension to Ashford 
R. Matheny ; 

H. R. 2731. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
M. Eddy : 

H. R. 2778. An act granting an increase of pension to P k 
Mahoney 

H. R. 2794. An aet granting an increase of pension to Richard 


2796 


H. R. 2796. An act granting a pension to Benjamin T. Odi- 
orne ; 
H. R. 2801. An act granting an inerease of pension to Alex- 


ander M. Lowry; 


Hf. R. 2852. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
Dayton: 

H. R. 3333. An act granting a pension to William Simmons: 

H. R. 3347. An act granting an increase of pension to Orrestes 


B. Wright ; 


H. R. 3419. An act granting an fnerease of pension to John 
Biddle; 

H. R. 3480. An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 
M. Culins; 

H. R. 3456. An act granting an increase of pension to Da\ 
B. Ott: 

H. R. 5689. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
W. Lyons; 

H. R. 3738. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Boughman ; 

H. R. 3979. An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 
Stang; 

H. R. 4230. An act granting an increase of pension to Willia 
H. Miles ; 

| H.R. 4242. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 


Foster; 
H. R. 4264. 
H. R. ne 
E. Nesbitt ; 
H. R. 4350. 
W. Vance; 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Frances F. 


act granting am increase of pension to a he 


. A act granting an increase of pension to Josepl 


H. R. 4669. An act granting a pension to Joseph B. Gre: 
H. R. 4679. An act granting an increase of pension to |! 
lin D. Clark; 
H. R. 4763. An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin ©. 


Matheny ; 

H. R. 5044. 
G. Hoke; 

H. R. 5178. 
Pantall; 

H. R. 5274. An 
liam T. Branam 5 

H. R. 5822. An act granting an increase of pension to 
L. Braden; 

H. R. 5853. An act granting an increase of pension to Quincy 
| 

H. R. 5956. An act granting an increase of pension to 


An act granting an increase of pension to Iliram 


An act granting an increase of pension to !lijab 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


Miner 


eph 


a. Wagoner ; : a 
H. R. 6213. An act granting an increase of pension to liram 
Linn ; 








M 


Si. 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


alias 


act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
act granting an increase of pension to Solomon 
act 


granting an increase of pension to Nannie 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
aet granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting a pension to Alice W. Powers; 
act granting a pension to Susan C. Smith; 
act granting a pension to Alba B. Bean; 


act granting an increase of pension to William 


act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hiram W. Kirkpatrick ; 


Charles Southard; 


ms; 


I 


An 


An 


An 


An 


An 
An 


An 


An 


An 


An 


6S. Am act 


An 
An 
An 


An 


An 


Al 
Al 


1 
1 


An 


» An 


AI 


~ 





granting an inerease of pension to Pal- 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


srOWN 5 


act granting an increase of pension to Milton 


act gramting an increase of pension to Samuel 


act granting an inerease of peusion to Lloyd | 


act granting a pension to John F. Tathem; 
act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


act granting a pension to William I. Lusch; 

act granting an increase of pension to James 
act granting an increase of pension to George 
act granting an increase of pension to Abra- 


act 
act 


granting a pension to Inez Talkington; 
granting an increase of pension to John W. 


act 
act 


granting a pension to William Berry ; 
granting an increase of pension to Nathan- 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting a pension to Eliza Byron; 

act 


act granting an increase of pension to John BE. 


act granting an increase of pension to George 
act 
act 
act 


granting a pension to Clara N. Seranton; 
granting a pension to Dora C. Walker; 

act 
act 


granting an increase of pension to John B. 


act 
act 


granting a pension to Martha Jewell; 

granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
act granting an increase of pension to Amelia 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting am inerease of pension to James 


act granting a pension to George W. Warren; 
> S 





| 


’ 7 ‘ | 
29. An act granting an increase of pension to Stephen | 
‘7. Am act granting a pension to William H. Winters; 

745. An act granting an increase of pension to Wheeler 
ver ; 

1. An act granting an inerease of pension to Mathias 

437. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. 
14. An aet granting a pension to Pheebe Keith; 

». An aet granting an increase of pension to Bugene 


granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 


granting an increase of pension to Alfred | 


granting an inerease of pension to Cathe- 
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H. R. 10030. An act granting an increase of pension to Arby 
Frier ; 

H. R. 10161. An act granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
jamin R. South; 

H. R. 10173. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Loekhart ; 

H. R. 10250. An act granting an increase of pension to Eph 


raim Marble; 
H. R. 103858. 
Dorin; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 


H. R. 10408. An act granting a pension to Anna BE. Middleton: 

H. R. 10424. An act granting a pension to Emanuel 8. 'Tho 
son ; 

H. R. 10456, An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam T. Edgemon ; 

H. R. 10473. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


B. Gerard; 


H. R. 10494. An act granting an inerease of pension to Hannah 
C. Reese; 

H. R. 10580. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Fish; 

H. R. 10591. An act granting an increase of pension to Surah 
A. Scott; 

H. R. 10686. An act granting am increase of pension to Georg 
W. Adams ; 

H. R. 10727. An act granting an increase of pension to Aqu 
M. Hizer ; 

HAH. R. 10775. An act granting a pension to Ellen S. Cushn 

H. R. 10881. An act granting an increase of pension to Jet 
Edwards ; 

H. ®. 10924. An act granting an increase of pe to I! 
J. Sizer ; 

H. R. 11143. An act granting an increase of pension to Ley 


B. Noulton ; 


H. R. 11306. An act granting an increase of pension to John | 
Parkinson ; 
H. R. 11348. An act granting an increase of pension to ‘ { 


Cordial, now 
H. R. 11361. 
Hughes ; 


Vernon; 
An act granting an increase of pe 


H. R. 11867. An act granting an increase of pension to } 
ning Abbott ; 

H. R. 11374. An act granting an increase of pension to F 
L. Conine; 

H. R. 11582. An act granting an increase of pension to And 
J. Speed ; 

H. R. 11588. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
Duvall; 

H. R. 11565. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Brinker 


H. R. 11591. 
Hall; 

H. R. 11598. 
Blake; 

H. R. 11606. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John B 
An act granting an increase of pension to Evans 
An act granting an increase 
sixby ; 

H. R. 11654. An act granting a pension to Emma A 

H. R. 11692. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Wishart; 

H. R. 11708. An act 


ot 


si 


granting a pension to Laura MecNulta: 


H. R. 11824. An act granting an increase of pension to Jen 
P. Starkins; 
H.R. 11898. An act granting a pension to Lars F. Wadst 


alias Frederick Wadsten ; 

H. R. 11907. An act granting an increase 
Danieldson ;: 

H. R. 11918. An act 

H. R. 12017. An act 
B. Simkins ; 


of 


pension to August 


granting 


granting 


a pension to Mary A. 


an increase of pension to J $ 


H. R. 12079. An act granting an increase of pension to He 
Jacob Fox; 
H. R. 12059. An act granting an increase of pension to M 


dred W. Mitchell ; 


H. R. 12099. An act granting a pension to Charlotte A. M 
Cormick ; 

H. R. 12389. Am act granting an increase of pension to Is 
B. MeDonald; 

H. R. 12390. An act granting an increase of pension to Jol 
W. Raynor ; 

H. R. 12407. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


Bivans ; 
H. R. 12415. An act 
beth Bodkin ; 
H. R. 12521. An act grantiz 
Eddy Potter ; 


granting an increase of pension to Eliza 


or 
> 


an increase of pension to Alice 


H. R. 12526. An act granting an increase of pension to Solo- 


mon Johnson; 


al 


W. 


ick 


H. R. 12534. An 
d Reynolds ; 


H. R. 12556. 


act granting an increase of pension to Rich- 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Coppage ; 
H.R. 126638. 
Friebele; 
H. R. 12715. 


H.R. 12755. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Freder- 
An act granting a pension to George B. Kirk ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Na- 


thaniel W. Plymate; 


Si 


B. 
W: 


th 


H. R. 12808. An act granting a pension to Emma C. Waldron; 
H.R. 12888. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 

innar; 

H. R. 12996. 
McDonald; 
H. R. 181389. 

ulrod ; 

H.R. 183171. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
in K. Porter; 

H.R. 13217. An act granting a pension to Joshua Barnes; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Eugene 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H.R. 13345. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 
Clendenin ; 
H.R. 13487. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


Rt. 


as 


be 


R. 


\ 


W. 


I 


J 


A. 


H.R 


Lowry ; 


IT. R. 13445. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 


Blanchard ; 

Ii. R. 13504. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 

‘th Thompson ; 

H.R. 13726. An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Manson; 

H. R. 18780. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
rover ; 

Hi. R. 18788. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
hn: 

Hl. R. 13741. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Scott: 


H. R. 138823. An act 
n Van Keuren; 

It. R. 15840. An act granting an increase of pension to Absa- 
i Sh T] > 


granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


IT. R. 18862. An act granting an increase of pension to Luther 

Holly; 

IT. R. 83871. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

m Delany; 

i R. (3881. An act granting an increase of pension to Amos 

vke; 

If. R. 18928. An act granting an increase of pension to Harvey 

H.R 13961. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
ulm 5 


II. Rk. 14001. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan 
Ruddock ; 
li. R. 14116. 


An act granting an increase of pension to John P. 


14117. act 
H. H. Fellows; 
H.R. 14227. An act 


An granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


granting an increase of pension to Anna 


Bassford ; 

It. R. 14299. An act granting an increase of pension to Rose 
Mullin: 
If. R. 14874. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
1 B. Cahoon; 
I. R. 14442. An act granting an increase of pension to Esther 
] ve . 


If. 2. 14498. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 


IY. R. 145534. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper 
Harrelson 

Ii. R. 14552. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
[. R. 14553. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 


16. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 


H.R. 14657. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
West; 

Il. R. 14677. An act granting a pension to Reuben H. Bal- 

H.R. 14688. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 

Hi. R. 14698. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
i) e: 

H.R. 14780. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


Roy Le 
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H. R. 14782. An 
Manahan; 
H. R. 14853. An 


act granting an increase of pension to }; chae] 


act granting an increase of pension ito | 


C. Sanderson ; Helen 
Hi. R. 14915. An act granting an increase of pension jo An 
drew W. Tracy; “weap 
H. R. 15321. An act granting a pension to Charles Skadoy jr: 
H. R. 15431. An act granting a pension to Theresa Crejcc!* ’ 
H. R. 15569. An act granting a pension to Harriett A. |) val: 
H. R. 15895. An act granting a pension to Harry )p. McFar. 


land ; 
H. R. 16520. 
H. R. 16582. 
H. R. 16930. 
H. R. 16972. 
H. R. 17151. 
and 
H. R. 17278. 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


act granting a pension to Edward Farye|]- 
act granting a pension to Ellen T. Siycls-’ 

act granting a pension to Virginia A. 11 i|hyrp: 
act granting a pension to Harriet L. Morrison: 
act granting a pension to William T. ) ; 


lorgan; 


An act granting a pension to Mary B. Watson. 


CLAIMS OF CALIFORNIA. 


Mr. PERKINS. The members of the California « legation 
are in receipt of a telegraphic dispatch from the governor of (a). 
ifornia in the form of a petition, which I present, and I ask that 
it may be read. 
The telegraphic dispatch was read, and referred to the Com. 
mittee on Claims, as follows: 
OAKLAND, CAL., May 1 


1906, 
Hon. GEorGE C. PERKINS, 
United States Senate: 


Will Congress, in California’s present great need, pass our 5 per 


ent 
public lands claim, amounting to about $1,000,000; also our oan of 
rebellion claims, aggregating four million odd dollars; also our Indian 
war claims, originally six hundred and sixty thousand, on a int of 
destruction of three hundred million San Francisco property, which 
represents one-fifth assessed valuation of entire State? Our Stato 
funds, including schools and maintenance of asylums, penitentiary, and 
repairs of public buildings injured and destroyed by earthquake will al] 
be greatly hampered unless Congress can see its way clear to pass these 


claims, the justice of which has never been seriously questioned 
bring the matter before Congress and explain our needs. We are under 
great obligations to Congress already, but we venture to ask for this 
further aid. 





GEO. C. PARDER, G 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented petitions of the Council of 
Jewish Women of Philadelphia, Pa., of the Council of Jewish 
Women of Syracuse, N. Y., and of the Council of Jewish Women 
of Baltimore, Md., praying that an appropriation be made fora 
scientific investigation into the industrial conditions of women 
in the United States; which were referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented a petition of the Society for Poli 
Study of New York City, praying for the enactment of 
tion to regulate the employment of child labor in the District 
of Columbia, and also to establish a children’s bureau in the 
Department of the Interior; which was referred to the Commit- 
tee on Education and Labor. 

He also presented petitions of Local Union No. 489, 


rnor, 


tical 


riale 
legisla- 


of Platts- 


burg; of Local Union No. 490, of New York City; Local 
Union No. 201, of Albany, all of the Brotherhood of linters, 
Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America; of Stanton M. 
Smith, of New York City, all in the State of New York, and of 
sundry citizens of Asheville, N. C., praying for the enactment of 
legislation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. DRYDEN presented the memorial of G. H. Lenibeck, of 
Jersey City, N. J., remonstrating against the passage of the 
so-called “ employers’ liability bill,” ete.; which was referred 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Ney , 
praying for an investigation into the charges made «nd filed 


against the Hon. Reep Smoor, a Senator from tlic State o! 
Utah; which were referred to the Committee on Priyileses and 
Elections. 

He also presented petitions of Lucy Webb Hayes Co il, No. 
12, Daughters of Liberty, of Vineland, N. J., and © sundry 
citizens of New Jersey, praying for the enactment \ gisla- 
tion to restrict immigration; which were referred to the Col 
mittee on Immigration. a 

He also presented the petition of Prof. H. B. Co! yall, ol 
Princeton, N. J., praying for the adoption of a metric syste! 
of weights and measures; which was referred to Select 
Committee on Standards, Weights, and Measures. _ sca 

He also presented petitions of Local Councils No. 10 ' 
399, American Federation of Musicians, of News = st 
praying for the enactment of legislation prohibiting ©» i 


bands from competing with civilian bands; which we 
to the Committee on Military Affairs, 
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iso presented petitions of sundry manufacturing jewel- 
New Jersey, praying for the enactment of legislation re- | 
the stamping of the quality on each and every article of 
manufactured; which were referred to the Committee 
Ice. 
<0 presented petitions of sundry citizens of Newark, | 
1. Mullica Hill, Hoboken, Hillsdale, Moorestown, Tren- 
elsville, New Brunswick, and Hackensack, all in the 

New Jersey, and of New York City, N. Y., praying for 

val of the internal-revenue tax on denaturized alcohol ; 

ere referred to the Committee on Finance. 

CIx presented memorials of sundry citizens of Medina, 

oustrating against the passage of the so-called “ par- 

bill; ’ which were referred to the Committee on Post- 

d Post-Roads. 
presented petitions of sundry local granges, Patrons | 

idry, in the State of Ohio, praying for the passage of 

lled “ parcels-post bill:” which were referred to the | 

» on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

» presented a memorial of the Builders’ Exchange and 
penters’ Association of Akron, Ohio, and a memorial 

Puilders’ Exchange of Toledo, Ohio, remonstrating 

he passage of the so-called “ anti-injunction Dbill;” 
» referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

» presented petitions of sundry citizens of Marietta, 
i¢ for the adoption of an amendment to the Consti- 
‘ohibit polygamy; which were referred to the Com- 
he Judiciary. 
resented petitions of sundry citizens of Elyria, Mas- 

ng Green, Galion, Cleveland, and Marion, all in the 
, praying for the enactment of legislation to pro- 
le of intoxicating liquors in all Government build- 
ounds; which were referred to the Committee on 
dings and Grounds. 
resented petitions of sundry women’s clubs in the 
praying for the enactment of legislation to pre- 
ending destruction of Niagara Falls, on the Ameri- 
the diversion of the waters for manufacturing pur- 
h were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 








resented the petition of A. E. Flint and sundry other 
Springfield, Ohio, praying for the enactment of legis- 
ding for the closing on Sunday of the Jamestown 
which was referred to the Select Committee on In- 
positions, 
resented petitions of sundry local granges, Patrons 
y., in the State of Ohio, praying for the enactment | 
1 to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which | 
| to the Committee on Finance. 
esented petitions of sundry local councils, Daugh- | 
rty, and of sundry local ccuncils, Junior Order of 


ican Mechanics, all in the State of Ohio, praying | 


tment of legislation to restrict immigration; which 
d to the Committee on Immigration. 
resented petitions of sundry women’s clubs in the 





vestigation into the industrial conditions of women 
{nited States; which were referred to the Committee on 

nd Labor. 

presented petitions of sundry local unions, American 


+} 


“ 


ie so-called “eight-hour bill’? and also the “ anti- 
ill;” which were referred to the Committee on 
ty nd Labor. 
LLOM presented .a petition of the congregation of 
erian Church, of Trenton, Ill., praying for the adop- 
endment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy ; 
eferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
resented petitions of sundry citizens of Batavia, 
1, and Champaign, all in the State of Illinois, and 


nh No. 363, Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hang- | 


a, of Champaign, iL, praying for the removal of 
revenue duty on denaturized alcohol; which were 
the Committee on Finance. 


presented a memorial of the National Business | 


Chicago, IIL, remonstrating against the passage of 
“ anti-injunction bill; ’ which was referred to the 
the Judiciary. 
esented a petition of Local Subdivision No. 44, 
of Locomotive Engineers, of Murphrysboro, IL, 
tl employers’ liability 


“ 


the passage of the so-called 
was referred to the Committee on Interstate Com- 


esented a petition of the Clearing House Associa- 
391 


io, praying that an appropriation be made for a | 


of Labor, in the State of Ohio, praying for the | 


Mr. WETMORE presented a petition of the State League 
Improvement Societies in Rhode Island, praying that an DT 
priation be made to assist in the suppression of the 

| brown tail moths; which was referred to the Committee on 
Agriculture and Forestry. 

Mr. RAYNER (for Mr. GoRMAN) presented sundry papers 
accompany the bill (S. 2120) for the relief of Mrs. § 
Mitchell: which were referred to the Committee on Claims 


tion, of Jacksonville, IH., praying for the enactment of legis!a 
tion permitting the loaning by national ban 
borrower, of their capital and surplus; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. OVERMAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of 


ks. to one ind 1 | 


Shallotte, N. C., praying that an appropriation be made for the 
improvement of the Shallotte River in that State; which was 
referred to the Committee on Commerce 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of J. F. Perham and sundry 
other citizens of Maine, praying for the removal of t1 ral 





revenue tax on denaturized alcohol: which was referred to the 


Comittee on Finance. 
Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of May 
nard, Minn., praying for the enactment of legislation to remov 


the duty on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the 


Committee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of Mrs. Andrew Fos 
sum, of Woodridge, D. C., praying for the enactment of 
tion to purchase the property known as “ Old Fort Thayet 
the District of Columbia; which was referred to the C 
on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a petition of Joseph I. Weller, of Was! 


ton, D. C., praying that an appropriation be made to enlarg 
McKinley Manual Training School, in the District of Colun 
which was referred to the Committee on Appropriations 

Mr. HEMENWAY presented the petition of the R 
Sisters of Union City, Ind., praying that an appropr 
made for an investigation into the industrial condition of 
women of the country; which was referred to the Committ 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the Caroline Scott Harris 
Chapter, Daughters of the American Revolution, of Indianap ' 
Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to prevent the 
further destruction of Niagara Falls on the American side by 
the diversion of its waters for manufacturing purposes; whic! 


i 
was referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the C. W. Meikel Compan 
Indianapolis; of the Buckeye Manufacturing Company, of A 
derson; of the Krell-French Piano Company, of New ¢ 
of the Model Gas Engine Works, of Auburn; of the N. P. B 
sher Company, of South Bend; of the Lambert Gas and Gas 


Engine Company, of Anderson; of the Kitchel Elevator ¢ 
pany, of Kitchel; of the Ford & Johnson Company, of Mich 
City; of the Auto-Grand Piano Company, of New Castle; of 


Lieber Company, of Indianapolis; of the W. D. Allison ¢ 
pany, of Indianapolis; of the congregation of the Grace Me 


dist Church, of Richmond; of W. P. Squibb & Co., of Lawrence 


burg; of the Nordyke & Marmon Company. of Indian: 
Frank B. Sheets and 50 other citizens of Lawrenceburg 


for the removal of the internal-revenue tax on denaturized al 
hol: which were referred to the Committee on Finance 


Mr. BULKELEY presented a petition of Local Union N 
481, Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper H 

of America, of Hartford,-Conn., praying for the enact 
legislation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; 

was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Vensions, to wl 


were referred the following bills, reported the sevel 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (H. R. 17683) granting an increase of pension to Jo 


Hoch: 
A bill (H. R. 17671) granting a pension to Sarah A. Tho 


son; 





A bill (H. R. 17308) granting a pension to Margaret FE. Ev 


land; 


A bill (H. R. 17202) granting an increase of pension to Be 


jamin H. Cool; 


Shelbyville Mirror Works, of Shelbyville; of Local Union N 
| 444, Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers o 
America, of Princeton; of Local Union No. 156, Brothei d 

Painters, Decorators, and Paperhangers of America, of | 
ville; of Schaff Brothers Company, of Huntington; of the Ff 
eral Arms Company, of Indianapolis, and of the Vigo Cooper 
Company, of Terre Haute, all in the State of Indiana, py 
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) granting an increase of pension to Eleazer 


nsion to Wi 








< 99 


Morrison ; 
' pension to } 


nerease of pension to Wi 


ease of pension to Mary | 
» of pension to Joseph 


e of pension to Wil- 





A bill (HI. R. 17406) granting an increase of pension 
liam B. McAllister; 

A bill (HL. R. 17402) granting an increase of pension to 
i. ee 

bill (H. R. 17342) granting an increase of pension { 
re Cox; 

A bi ll (H. R. 17278) granting an increase of pension { 
| ie. Patterson ; 

A bill (H. R. 17231) granting an increase of pension t 
Allen; and 

A bill (H. R. 17086) granting an increase of pension t 
phine L. Jordan. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM, from the Commit\*e on the Jud 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 7) to provide 
United States commissioners, reported it without a: 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to wh 
ferred the bill (S. 1751) to revive and amend an act 
for the collection of captured and abandoned proper 
prevention of frauds in insurrectionary districts 
United States and acts amendatory thereof, reported 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, 
was referred the bill (H. R. 17576) to provide for th 
agricultural lands within forest reserves, reported 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. CULLOM, from the Committee on Foreign Rel: 
ported an amendment proposing to appropriate $3,; 
salary of the consul-general at Dalny, Manchuria, an 
the salary of the consul-ge neral at Boma, Kongo Fr 
tended to be proposed to the diplomatic and consular 
tion bill, and moved that it be referred to the Commi 
Appropriations and printed; which was agreed to. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, 
were referred the following bills, reported them sey: 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 17803) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam H. Hester; and 

A bill (H. R. 17700) granting an increase of pen » An- 
drew T. Michell. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to vy 
referred the following bills, reported them several! 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 17885) granting an increase of pension to J 
S. Ruby; and 

A bill (H. R. 17120) granting a pension to Rhoda 


ha 


BRIDGES ACROSS CLINCH AND HOLSTON RIVERS. 


Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to ' 
referred the bill (S. 5890) to authorize the South and 
Railway Company to construct bridges across the 
and the Holston River, in the States of Virginia and 
reported it without amendment, and submitted a repo 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was re! 
bill (S. 5891) to authorize the South and Western | 
Company to construct bridges across the Clinch Riy 
Hiolston River, in the States of Virginia and Tei 
ported it without amendment, and submitted a report 

Mr. MARTIN. I ask unanimous consent for the ] 
sideration of the two bills just reported by the S 
Arkansas from the Committee on Commerce. They 
bridge bills and uncontested. I should be glad to | 
considered now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first bill reported b 
tor from Arkansas will be read for the informat 
Senate. 

rhe Secretary read the bill (S. 5890) to authorize 

nd Western Railroad Company to construct 
Clinch River and the Holston River, in the Stat 
and Tennessee; and there being no obje« ‘tion, the S 
Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider: 

Mr. BURKETT. I jean like to ask a questio 
occurs to me from hearing the bill read. The w 
is in the plural, and there is no place designated w 
be built. I know that we have passed a general 
but is it not usual to put in the place where the bri 
located? The bill provides that it may be built 
the river. 

Mr. MARTIN. There is a very short distance in 
bridges will have to be built, and under the genera! 
gress, to which this bill is made subject, the Sec 
will control the matter. This bill has been to 
partment, and it has been approved by the Chief 

Mr. FRYE. I might call the attention of the 5 r tron 
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to the fact that we have passed a general law during 
it session of touching the construction of 
Chis bill shows conclusively how much benefit may 


Congress 


i from that act. Ordinarily this bill would have 
ur or five or six pages. Now it comprises only one 


use every requirement is contained in the general law, 

his bill refers. 

RKETT. I will say in reply to the Senator from 
I remember the general act, and, of course, I un 
it it has obviated the necessity of having a long 
but I asked the question because this bill is in the 
ig the company 

t does not specify where the bridge is to be located 
about it. But if, from the circumstances, there is 

only a short distance, as the Senator where 


vate the bridge, 


Says, 


was reported to the Senate without amendment, or 


. engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, | 


E-PRESIDENT. The second bill reported by 


tary read the bill (S. 5891) to authorize the South 
1 Railroad Company to construct bridges across the 
er and the Holston River, in the States of Virginia 
see: and, there being no objection, the Senate, as 
» of the Whole, proceeded to its consideration. 
is reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
ngrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 
D POWER STATION ON COOSA RIVER, ALABAMA. 
I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, 
; referred the bill (H. R. 15334) to authorize the 
if dams and power stations on the Coosa River at 
ama, to report it favorably without amendment. 
ask the unanimous consent of the Senate 
consideration of this local bill. 
ry read the bill. 
PRESIDENT. 
f the bill? 
R. I should like to know 


oe 


Is there objection to the present 

what the bill is before 
It simply gives authority to build a dam or dams 

er which, so far as navigation is concerned, has 
the Government. 

Is it a navigable river? 

It is not at the point where the dam is to be 

ie Government has abandoned all idea of making 


ed by 
R 


is the case, I understand that the Gov- 
United States has nothing to do with the river. 
of the United States has no control over a river 
rable point. 
But of the 
at this point it is not proposed to make any 
-ecure navigation farther up the river. Of 
rnment retains the right whenever it pleases to 
tion and make it a navigable river, and this 
ision for that event. 
I am not going to object to the consideration 
I want to put myself on record against the con 
neral Government of any nonnavigable waters 
Nonnavigable waters belong to the State and 
eral Government. Whenever a river 
jurisdiction of the General Government ceases 


course Coosa River is a navigable 


ceases To 


tion to the bill is as a precedent; but of course 

somebody I do not care about interfering with 

concerns the people in another section of the 

I wish to ask the Senator from Maine who is 
? bill ? 

[t came from the House of Representatives. 

I have some familiarity with the Coosa River. 
hich is navigable the entire length in sections. 
Is which interrupt the navigation at different 
ot a river in the class of which the Senator from 
river navigable all the 
cia. While it lies mainly in Alabama, it is navi 

and above that point on the tributary rivers 

(Coosa. 
over the particular sections to which the bill 


not fortunate in hearing the reading of the bill, 
} 


s. It is a 


| 


may be utilized, and I am quite sure that the water 


utilized without in any manner inter ¢ with th 
of the river when the Government shall proceed reafte 
construct dams and docks at the ] Is vil 


| 


the right to build bridges across the | 


that covers all I wished to inquire | 


the | 
n) Arkansas will be read for the information of the | 


way up to} 


d that it simply proposes that the water power 


navigation uninterrupted. 

Mr. FRYE. All those rights are reserved to the Gs 
in the bill. 

Mr. BACON. I thought I would take t! 
this statement. It is a fine riv 


throughout its entire length, with interrupt . sh hh 
confine the navigation to sections ! e] 
tions rather than a continuous naviga 
continuous and become a valuable artery of 
the Government shall proceed to construct | cs Lad 
the other shoals as it has already done m tl 
shoals, and they are very important works ther 
Mr. FRYE. Yes; we have exyx ed a good deal \ 


the river. 
Mr. BACON. And it is very VOI Lave 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection t 
consideration of the bill’? 
There being no objection the 
mittee of the Whole. 
The bill was reported to the Senate without 
dered to a third 


reading, 





read the third 1 e, and 





THANKS OF CONGRESS TO N. H 
Mr. LODGE. I am instructed by the Committ n I 
Relations, to whom was referred the jo nt res tio (if | 
149) extending the thanks of Congress to Gen. Tlorace Porter, to 
report it favorably without amendment, and to ask for ‘ 
ciate consideration. 
There being no objection, the jo it resolution was cons l | 
as in Committee of the Whole 
The joint resolution was reported to th Ss 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read th rel tine l 
passed. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 5986) rot 
lishment of a fish-culture station in the State of Flori 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
Fisheries 
Ife also introduced a bill (S. 5987) for t Fé f 
of J. L. F. Cottrell, deceased; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 5988) granting 
pension to L, N. Lafontise hich was ‘ 
and, with the accompanving papers, referred to ( 
on Pensions. 
Mr. CARTER itroduced a bill (S. 5989) ) 
nstruction of a bridge across the Missouri R 
water and Gallatin counties, Mont.: which was re t 
its title. and referred to the Committee on ¢ 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 5990) 21 
sion to Jacob Peter: which was read 1 e | 
the accompanying paper, referred to the ¢ itt 
Mr. BURROWS introduced a bill (S. 5991) g¢ 
crease of pension to George F. Ford: which was 
its title, and, with the accompanying | ers. referred ) 
Committee on Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 5992) ng ! ‘ 
pension to Franklin Craig: which was read twice b ts 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the ¢ tte 
on Pensions. 
Mr. FORAKER introduced bill (S. 5993) ¢ 
sion to Mary M. Marpe; which was read ty ly s 
referred to the Comm Pens $ 
He also introduced (S. 5994) granting S f 
pension to John Dickey ; which was read tw ts t 
|} with the accompanying papers, referred to the ¢ 
Pensions. 
He also introduced a bill (S. 5995) to rei e the ehareg [ 
| desertion from the military record of Joseph G 
| was read twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
| Military Affairs. 
Mr. WARNER introduced a bill (S. 5996) to 
| strictions on the alienation of land in the C! ( Saw, 
Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole nations, Ind lerrito ! ! 
was read twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
| Indian Affairs. 
He also introduced the following bills: \ 1 were seve 
| read twice by their titles, and, with the accompany pay 
| referred to the Committee on Ie ons 
| A bill (S. 5997) granting an increase of pension to Willizm 
| 


Miser ; 












































(S. 5998) granting an increase of pension to William 
hy 
(Ss. 2 ) inting an increase of pension to Cy rus M. 
DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 6000) granting an in- | 
a es H. Baum: which was read twice by 
i ‘ i to the Committee on Pensions. 
VERMAN troduced a bill (S. 6001) granting an 
f 1 n to Emily Killian; which was read twice 
i h tl ccompanying papers, referred to 
( 1 
) { ‘ ed a bill (S. 6002) for the relief of Peter F. 
I : J S. Peseud, Sue B. Craig, and Mollie I. Pescud, 
| t lav if Peter F. Peseud, deceased; which was read 
tle ind referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Ir. PILES introduced a bill (S. 6003) to construct and place 
light-ship on “ Forty Fathom Bank,” so called, off th 
‘ to the Straits of Juan de Fuca; which was read twice 
] ts title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
I FORAKER trod i a bill (S. 6004) to provide an 
ster r the s 1 yacht Waturus; which was 
by its title, and, with 1 accompanying paper, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 
AMENDMENTS TO RAILROAD RATE BILL. 
Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 
\ t to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, aud 
wae all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which was ordered to lie 
( t le, and be printed. 
‘ir. BACON submitted two amendments intended to be pro- | 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 
to reg te col ‘rce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
ned ry th eof. and to enlarge the powers of the 
1} Co! erce Commission; which were ordered to lie 
TILLMAN I desire to offer an amendment to the rate 
] Hlouse bill 12987. It was prepared by the Interstate Com- 
Commission at my juest, following some correspondence 
in regard to the sixth section of the act, which seemed to me to 
be ewhat confused, and more or less conflicting with other 
} the | 
. I © that the correspondence between the chairman of the 
te Commerce Commission and myself be printed, and 
1 { e memorandum which they sent along with the amend- 
» printed My request is that all the papers as I 
to the desk be printed for the use of the Senate, and 
2p hat the amendment be printed separately. 
2 [CE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
NDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
.LLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to ap 
$3,000 for widening and grading Minnesota avenue 
venue nortl ird as far as the land may 
j ted ther intended to be om sed by him 
of Col propriation bill; which was re- 
( the District of Columbia, and or- 
1 
ant SURROWS ibmitted an amendment relative to the pay | 
rks in charge of substations of rural 
‘ i to wsed by him to the po 
I I WwW } Ss ret i to the ¢ mmittee 
( ‘ R S lered to be printed 
) d sing to fix the 
f th of the District Columbia 
( ended to be proposed by him 
! which, with the 
re I tl (“anmittee on the Dis 
, 1 to e printed 
N I IWN AND OTHI 
( { 
i es of the Senate 
h ¢ g S. 87 6th 
- 5 ( g an 
\ V en 
E ¢ ON INTERSTATE COM g 
\ I S tted tl i ‘ ng resolutio ! was 
) ( tte » Au ind Co 1 the ¢ gent 
., Interstate C I nd t 
‘ st T pl T 1 T 
, I I igs 


CONGRESSIONAL FI 


X 


| 





> 1) 


ECORD—SENATE. May 9? 


roe 





CONFERENCES AND CONFERENCE REPORTS. 
Mr. CLAPP. I am advised that there remain very f 





of Senate Report No. 1545, Fifty-seventh Congress, fi: : 
being the report of the Committee on Appropriations in 
to a resolution of the Senate directing it to have p 
manual of the law and practices in regard to confer 
conference reports. I move that the document be rep; oe 
The motion was agreed to. 
AID IN REBUILDING SAN FRANCISCO, 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I introduce a concurrent resolut 17 
ask unanimous consent that I may be permitted to 1 
remarks regarding it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the resolution be read at | t 
is to be discussed. 

The concurrent resolution was read, as follows: 

Whereas two-thirds of the city of San Francisco has }b 
by fire following an earthquake, such destruction includin 
banking, commercial, wholesale, and manufacturing section, 
over one-half of the residential section ; and 

Whereas over 200,000 people are now homeless; and 

Whereas San Francisco has been and is the leading port of 
coast intimately related with every part of the United s 
transaction of interstate commerce and with oriental and 
eign countries in the conduct of foreign commerce ; and 

Whereas it is of the highest importance not only to the } 
and intermountain region, but to the entire United States 1 
should be immediately restored with a view to the promot 
state and foreign commerce, and the cooperation of the D 
the highest importance in such restoration; and 

Whereas, though the courage shown by the people of § 
in this emergency will doubtless prove equal to the rest : 


city through individual enterprise, it is probable that su 
will be slow and it is proper and wise that the nation s) 
its own vast interest in the speedy completion of such wor : 
which will make for the highest commercial and industrial ) + 
of the country; and 

Whereas it has been suggested that the nation under 37 pe 
relating to the general welfare and the regulation of 





tween the States and with foreign countries should come t ¢ 
San Francisco either by a direct loan or by a guaranty of 
cooperation with the entire American people in a broad {i: ' 


which shall involve the restoration of San Francisco up 
sive and enduring plans: Now, therefore, 
“ Resolved by the Senate (the House of Representati 
That the Committee on Ways and Means of the House 
tives and the Committee on Finance of the Senate consid 
various plans f financial aid in the restoration of San |} 
that they report to the Congress whether or not it is 
practicable for the National Government to aid in the 
San Francisco, either by a guaranty of credit to the S 
Francisco which will enable the city to secure at low rat 
the money necessary for public works, as well as the mi 
for the restoration of the commercial, residential, and 1 
buildings of San Francisco, to be loaned at fair rates of 
city to property owners upon note and mortgage, such gua) f 
to be conditioned upon the approval by a commission, to 
by the President of the United States, of the plans pr 
expenditures made thereunder ; or whether it is practica 
to promote the organization of a great financial corporati 
State, half of whose stock shall be taken by subscribers 
half of which stock may be taken by San Francisco prope! 
property conveyed to such corporation, at an appraised 
eash subscribed to be used either for loans to individual o f § 
Francisco property or to be expended in improving proper 
to such corporation, with provisions for the gradual salt 
erty after the successful completion of the work of rest 
plan to involve profit to the stockholders thus cooperati! 
or not it is practicable or advisable for the United States 1 
the stock of such corporation or to make a loan to s 
upon the lines heretofore pursued by the National Gov 
of national expositions for the promotion of commerce 
States and with foreign nations, or whether any other pla! 
or practicable for national aid in the restoration of San fi 
“That whatever plan of aid be advised, a board of nat 
experienced in exposition building, to be appointed 
dent, by and with the advice and consent of the Sen 
cluded, with such powers of control over both plans aud « 
may be deemed advisable.” 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I ask that a newspaper cli] 
send to the desk be read by the Secretary. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, t! 
will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
INE HUNDRED MILLION DOLLARS BY NEW YORK TO RI 
CISCO—UNITED STATES SENATOR NEWLANDS, OF N 
SUM HAS BEEN PRACTICALLY AGREED ON BY FINAN‘ 
SUME IN EARTHQUAKDB CITY, 





















SAN FRANCISCO, 


One hundred million dollars is to be subscribed by N 
toward making a city beautiful by the Golden Ga 
ined bv United States Senator NEWLANDS, of Nevada, 
ceived by W. F. Herrin, chief counsel of the Southern 





ere to-day proves feasible. 
Senator NEWLANDS in his message announces that 
houses have virtually consented to supply the money 
mortgage basis, and while the names of the houses § 
fund are not yet made public the news was greeted 
men with the greatest pleasure. ; 
The local finance committee, headed by James D. I 
the terms of the o/fer, and it is deemed that s 
able of acceptance such an impetus will be givé 
; ty’s practical completion will thus be ¢ 


Ne 





Mr. President, I was quite 
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| 
to find this announcement in the New York Herald and | the entire State are made through great popular s 


ewspapers. It has doubtless been given wide currency. | with vast accumulations. O usiy those 
t my intention to say anything in public upon this | money on hand; they loan it o 
ut I think now that a public statement should be made | they pay fixed rates of interest to t ‘ \ 
lanation of this article. these moneys are already loa | 
st two or three days I have been in New York City | accumulations in many of 1 
been in conference with leading financial men there | the financial institutions ther: 
ce to a project for the restoration of San Francisco. | necessary for the restoration of ait 
yf the highest importance that the two great railroad | simply to individual actio: It 
Santa Fe and the Southern Pacific system, control- | accidental in its result - 
30.000 miles of railroad, with all the banks and | must be upon broad and comprehen f 
1 back of them, should aid in such a project. I | strength and beauty i ce 
telegraphed to William F. Herrin, the chief counsel | t n has been displayed in the ] ili t 
hern Pacific system at San Francisco, a man of | City requires a central ¢ 
th of view and « rey of character, outlining a plan | and } itral control of 
nd asking him to consult with others, particu- | exhibited in the great es 
ir. Harriman, and t vise me as to whether or not | | - at Chicago, the 3¢ te 
it the project practicable or advisable I had no} exposition at Buffalo, where, through the i 
«vy communication of this would be given to the press through the aid of the various $ Ss, great 
it in some unauthorized way it has got to the infor- | SPruns up almost in a nighttime, wit a 
the press, and. of course, uhdcer those conditions such and a be uty of det 1 une mied in he 
e usually i rrect or exaggerated. The plan has | If we trust to individual effort, if each man : 
1 such proportions as is suggested in the telegram. I | WHO owns a lot seeks to put up some | 
definite assurance from any of the financiers in New we will, of course, have an a l 
vhether they would be willing to enter upon such a growth, so far as fire is concerned 
ind, however, that there was in New York, as Here let me say that Ss to fre and ¢ 
uughout the whole country, great sympathy with cisco, the earth juake itself did ver} 
sco and great disposition to aid her in any practi- | S@uction of San br hncisco, indeed : - 
So, Mr. President, when I saw this article this | Struction came from fire. That can be g t 
| concluded to draw up the resolutions in an alterna- | future, for San Francisco is almost 
vhich would present to Congress the suggestions for | W@ter the water of the ocean on one sid 
1 and cooperation which may be essential to the | bay on the other, and doubtless in t 
‘ation of San Francisco. the future provision will be made for g g 
y, by way of preliminary, that though I have been | 0cean and from the bay that will meet the 
r in that fire, and those associated with me have possible conflagratic te 
ivy losers, a very large proportion of their income | Mr. KNOX. Mr. President- ae 
we do not propose to be the beneficiaries of any plan| . The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
ed. We propose ourselves to finance the recon- | Yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania’ 
the hotel and other buildings which have been de- Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
San Francisco, and in which we are interested, and| | Mr. KNOX. I should like to ask the 8 
th the utmost energy and faith in the outcome. I) be has any information as to how the modern t 


s interested motives might be attributed to me. Iam | Of steel stood the shock of earthquake? I have s 
nterested in these suggestions, except as one hav- conflic ting statements upon that subject, and it is 
y erest in that city and in the coast, and having a warm | !teresting and important fact to know. 
id regard for the city of San Francisco and its Mr. NEWLANDS. I have received both telegrams et- 
7 ters upon that subject, and the univer t nm t 
to add that I have offered these resolution without | Steel structures stood the earthquake adi - in some 
c either of the Senators from California. I know the | C@ses 4 little of the filling was shaken out, but the structures 
g » and self-reliance of the people of that State, and I remained and are capable of being put in order for « t 
reluctant either one of those Senators would be to USE OF CONCRI ADV! 
matter here which might appear to be an appeal for | In that connection, I will state that I think t 
abandonment of the self-reliance which California | in San Francisco will in the future be largely constru f 


L 
+ 





‘ shown. | reenforced concrete. Concrete itself being mposer 
| . , , ie ag 1 jactea ‘ 
TION OF SAN FRANCISCO A NATIONAL MATTER. | of cement which has bee 7 subj ed to ’ og 
’ . ‘ ai = : ‘ 4 resists the flames, and it also has a cohesiveness that t 
i that the restoration of San Francisco is a national . } > Gow , = 
err f all e aad nothing else has. Reenforced by steel unde ( 
' eo sonle ‘ sae ne abe articipate : : : 
aes * ee “ as ied chal = coher a Z ~s tem of construction, it presents an adi 
riptious "1Vvate anchk “o7Vecl, tile ? *).9% +.124 
! oO private manela projec l hil " rial for building. California has n ' ot 


al 
through national aid if practicable, or both co 
hrough n tion | aid if practicable, or both com- | jotural deposits for the making of 1 
‘ 


utional or practical difficulties in the | ,).,, stone, sand. and gravel in abund 


Yesterday I visited Atlantic C 


has a 50.00 eople hose 450,00 : 
about 450,000 people. _Of those 450,000 | 9 hotel that had recently be 


} 








0 are an Or a urn Phinda Aida 
re to-~ Ly hom rm 1 wo-thira or the stories high. It was con 
rvved by fire; all of the finan ial, the com- | crete, and it is clear that that st 
tut Ing, and wholesale districts of the CIty | most useful in San Francisco. 1] 
Whilst the insurance is considerable, it is a ella ‘ le 99 sail 
: . 4 ; é : struction Costs oniv co Ce s 
nt and it may take a long time for ad hotel construction costs from 40 
y ic the craat ort of the Pacifie — | F ; ae 7. : ~ 
] oO 1 _ une ere = Pp I he Pa le Oce: | Mr. HOPKINS Mr. Presid 
i iarge portion or the interstate colnmerce and The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the &S 
Lill se p rt om of the Eon on c mmerce of the yield to the Senator f1 1] 
l, t city not only has reiations with the Mr. NEWLANDS Cert 
entire intermountain region, but it is Mr. HOPKINS. I shot 1 : 
\ h the entire nation conducts its com- | Nevada bas made any « 
im r forejion ‘ ons ‘ na 2 ; 
id many 1 nn ns. <AS a matter, | of dollars that would 
a on of luterstate Col ce Can oL c - I ted States to cari out t . 
en I ae, as a nat er atlecting the gene ral resolution ? 
ted St Ss, it is obvious that the nation itself | =~ 
4 i : - . . } S300.000.000 NE ED TO 
I liate restoration of San Francisco. : ~ sag 
Mr. NEWLANDS. We A 
DBE AID WILL FACILITATE RESTORATION, garding that, but it i rt 
Without outside aid can be accomplished, but it | tion, and I should prefet rt 
l lental. In many cases the money received | which I have introduced 
ll only be sufficient to pay the mortgage upon Committee on Finance and the Cor! i Vi 
many cases the money received from insur-| of the other Hous¢ 1 have no d 
; zh the property be clear, will be entirely inade- | will appear befor: t committee and tes 


e the buildings. The loans of that city and of | subject. I will abandon my caution wever, : 
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Ma‘ 


Senator that I think the entire restoration of San Peencten | It may be that that committee may conclude it is no 


§$250,000,000 or S300,000,000., 
The Senator will remember that 
was a crop failure all through the 


will cost about 
HOPKINS. 


there 


a few 


r 
wo 


NEWLANDS. Will the Senator allow me to state right 
that of course it is not expected the National 
rive relief to that extent. There will prob- 
“l or 
can he 


3s, priva 


restoration, 
hold an- 


work of 
vill take 


to the 


enterprises 


applied 
te of 
the 
the 


that $100.000.000 


Say }T 
patil i 


from 
‘rancisco, with money 
* sources 7? 
hould think so. 
should like to ask the Senator, 
differs from the project that 
ro of aiding the farmers when their 
sed that the Government should 
nt and take mortgages on the crops 


in the future? 


ne 


CALIFORNIA AS HAS AIDED CUBA 


IPPINES ? 


President, I 
proposed at 
been given 
But I will state 
spend S200 000 000 
of freeing Cuba, that 
0,000 for the purpose of in- 
the of self-government, 


IT 


rHE 
Well, Mr. 
was 


PHI! 
am not 
that t 
rath r 


very 
and I 
than aid 
to 
in 


Ine, 
has 
muplated. 
at could 
purpose 
SBOO AM 
in 


science 


Middle | 
| second, whether it has the disposition and the willingnes 


Government | 
that | 
of 


Mr. | 
was 


AND | 


fa- | 


| the construction of public buildings. 
one hundred and fifty million dojlars | 


the | 
the 
a | 


its credit simply to the extent of | 


storation of a great 
and of foreign 


of the country, 


for the re 
naduct f in ‘sta te 
the general welfare 
{ e 1 ] 
NS. Mr. President 
E-PRESIDENT. Does 
from Illinois? 
Yes. 
understand, 
nal objection to either the project of ad- 
people of San Francisco for the pur- 


S$ 100,000, CCl port, 


commerce 


and whose 


Ie © 
to 


iow puralyze \ 


v1 
the Senator from 
VLANDS. 
KINS. I 

tutis 


f $100,000.000 to the 


|} of that city for the purpose of 


almost unprecedented calamity. | 


Nevada | 


Mr. President, that the Sena- | 


rrying on their private interests, or of advancing | 


} or $100,000,000 to the farmers of the country when- 
lrought or a lack of the annual production of the 
enter into the question of the 


I will not 
al where the Goy- 


I speak only of cases 
rnment gave aid—I do not 
iid small extent it could 
extent of aid depends upon 

in and the 
ference to national expositions. 
aid to th national 
wer regarding the regulation 


and with foreign and 


to a 


rests are volved necessity 


expositions? 
of « 
if 


re 


nations, 


to do anything; and possibly I may support that con) 
its conclusion. All that I wish to do now is to have t¢] 
consider this matter, first, as to whether it has the pow. 


in some way in the restoration. 

Our aid may simply take the form of publie works th 
It may take sip 
form of harbor improvements intended for the benefit o; 
commerce. So I do not propose here to allow myse! 
dragged into a seeming antagonism with the Senator fr 
when no antagonism exists. I have as open a mind a 
upon the subject; but I do beg leave to present some 
tions tending to show that this fearful calamity is no 
local importance, but that it a matter of nati 
portance; that it affects the greatest port upon tly 
that it intimately affects interstate commerce ay) 
commerce and the prosperity and welfare of the ent 
of the United States; and the American people are pn 


is 


coast; 


| think them to be if they will not, either through pri 


or governmental effort, or both combined, work for 1 


| diate and speedy restoration of San Francisco, 


If San Francisco is to be restored, it is important that 
be immediately restored. If it is to be restored, it ¢ 
stored as well in a year as it can be in five years, 
infinitely more advantage to the entire country. If 
pull. a strong pull, and a pull all together we ean rr 
Francisco to its former greatness and glory, I ask y 
will not be an act of which every American will be pr 

THE GOVERNMENT MIGHT GUARANTEE SAN FRANCISCO } 

Mr. President, what form is it suggested that direct ; 
Francisco should take? Not the form of an indivi 
by the Government of the United States to the property 
enabling them to rebu 

The form suggested 
guarantee the bonds o! 


houses. That is not the form. 
the United States should simply 
of San Francisco to the extent of one or two hundr 
dollars, in order that she may float the loan at a 
of interest, the money to be turned over to San |} 
though subject, of course, to some national supery 
control as to expenditure by reason of the national 
and then, after the— 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me right ther 
Mr. NEWLANDS. If the Senator will hear me throug 
allow me to complete my sentence first. And after ¢] 
is received by San Francisco, that city can expend 


| portion of it in public works and can, if she chooses 


authorized by the State, loan out that money for r 
tion of buildings upon note and mortgage at 4 or 4 


| providing for repayments in annual sums, and thus 
It will be recalled that when Gal- | 


know | 


Under | 


‘om- | 


we | 


» $10,000,000 to the St. Louis Exposition for | 


undertake to give at least 
or a larger amount, 
advantage to the entire 


an we not 
that 


be 


amount 


of 


to 


will 


President _ 


Does the Senator from Nevada 
[Hinois? 
ator 


approves of the Government 
John Jones or Bill Smith, of San 


| city of San Francisco to the individual. 


the bonds will be retired. The loans to the individua! 
be made by the city of San Francisco. The United 
simply to guarantee the bond issue, for which there 
security, as to-day San Francisco is absolutely free 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, the Senator is recog! 
a good lawyer, and I should like to ask him to ma 
tinction between a direct loan by the Government t 
vidual of San Francisco and a guarantee of: a loan m 
Is there an) 


Senator fro! 


in principle? 

Mr. NEWLANDS. The Government is not to have 
to do with the individual. Its guaranty is to ext 
city’s credit only. But I will not pretend to enter 
question. If ever such a plan is presented, I will 


| conclusion, after study, as to whether I can sustain 


‘uct a hotel there, why on the same | 


ernment advan to an 
roken if it is required to pay the 
iit it insures in the city of San Fran- 
stockholders from any loss? 
President, [ can not permit myself to 


The resolutions that I have drawn 


‘e money 


"> it and 
Mr. 


SSLICS, 


Its 


nited 
to whether it is constitutional or advisable or prac- 
in the restoration of San Francisco in any 
do not now to commit myseif to any 
be when the exposition of this whole matter is pre- 
the committee that I may not be in favor either of 


to San Francisco or of aid in the shape of credit. 


propose 


: | 
in- 


States to nothing except an inquiry, and that | 


way. | 


I am now simply stating what is suggested. Thi 
the things that is suggested that I should like to h 
fore the Finance Committee of the Senate and th: 
Means Committee of the House for their considerati 
they conclude that we have not the power to do it 
inadvisable to do it, that would probably end the mat 
That is the suggestion, so far as direct aid is co 
is snid San Francisco itself could secure this loai 
could under ordinary conditions, but you can not tel! 
and how far the fear of earthquakes may affect t 
public. Certainly if San Francisco should put a 


| upon the market the rate of interest exacted would 


| 
| 
| 


one, and if the Congress of the United States can, 
cise of its constitutional power, save the city of 5a! 
that sum in the shape of interest, which, if paid in 
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in the space of thirty years absolutely retire the and acting in « { 1 v 
iether it can not consistently be asked to exe! doubtless the Pre nt f the 1 
the great body of ex] n | 
D NA NAL GOVERNMENTS SHOULD ¢ PERATE. of Chic: vo: Ci rrerre fc N ) 
ve a dual sovereignty in this country—the soy- | the leader of the St. Lomis « 
State and the sovereignty of the nation. I see | energy and direction t 
y when either sovereignty in danger the other | restoration of San F1 
ould not rush to the res h of course, its | EI 
powers. It is this mutual spirit of cooperation The country « 1 ‘ 
tes and the National Government that will give | San Fran ) ! I 
ty which we seek. We are all bound together | or the Pacific « I 
imity and interest, and when interstate or foreign | jnterested in all 1 
peded by the paralysis of a port a particular | the railroads t ers 
is national and is not confined to a particular | ypajiroads is a blow ‘ 5 
port 1tseu | tirely practical eith that 1 
MIGH m AID a ORA 1x REcON- | to the city of San ] 
E CITY 4S IN 1 = 7 ; financial corporation, p 
entire situatiol 
the other suggestion I her suggestion is s 
private financial co1 tion h a capital of, | gh Fo aos 
0 represented by stock. That corporation could Mr. President, in this conn 
either under national or State law. Fifty million | t8¢ highest importance that 
it stock could be taken partially by the great | BP! ‘hensive. sa : : I 
ests of the country, particularly the interests | UPON an era of enlarged ¢ 
the great transcontinental railroads which are | Burnham, of Chi 
ed in this matter. I have no doubt also that a | Prepare plans, and doubtless 
ption would be responded to most liberally, for lowed. Probably her« ee tm 
have in view not simply humanity, not sim es 
t profit, and it would prove an exceedingly , » On 
i | ‘ 
the venture would be this, that one-half of os. Was 
ld be subscribed in cash and the other half less 





the people of San Francisco, who lack capital 
in exchange for real estate at appraised values, | “U4 os 
tion would have the land to improve and | COMumerce. 


with which to improve it, and the The position of San Franci 
organized as to provide after the | Merl advantage eee 
the gradual sale of the properties, so as to pre- | }§ concerned, From the hi lis 
in land holdin Such a corporation could also | 0Ce22 upon one side and the | 
te and mortg: 








ra to people who wished to im- | qauring mountalhls 1 Sy 








own account, but it would exercise a wise con- | 8®@pe and a perfection of « 
‘ter and strength of the structures and their | and comfort and pl ee 
existing requirements. We would thus have States. All that San Ft . 
f a strong financial corporation, something like | make its — tion _ 
ition corporations, with large capital, acting city one of the most beautilul 


igent and capable men, treating this entire prob- this am Ue t date Calan 
: cs ene : S rather Man as misfortunes 
instead of in the disjointed manner in which | T@tver than as a nl ‘cum 
necessarily treat it parable in beauty and pr 
ration would it not be entirely proper for the he old. : ; 
Mr. President, I wish to ask 





to make a subscription or a loan? Have we not : h 
tedly in the case of all the expositions? In some | ™. the immediate con 
made gifts ranging as high as millions of dollars, | its the Senate to not 
cases we have made loans. We helped the St. | cade,” 7 
n to the extent of $10,000,000. Nader aoe | _ The VICE-PRESIDENT. I 
under the power as to interstate and foreign | for the present cons deratior 
under the powers relating to the general wel- him. Is there objection? i 
ed States; and it seems to me it would be en- Mr. ALDRIC I I should lik 
proper for the United States, when this project The VICE-PR 
the great financiers of the country and properly | Tesolution. 
nted, with able and honest and capable man- ‘ 
such a corporation either by a direct loan or | S¢Mt a Statement of the 
to its stock. ‘ thing we want to consider, the 
m would doubtless make large protits. We | Becessary to 
of the Chicago fire before us regarding that. Mr. NI 
man of St. Louis, I am told, after the Chicago — =a ee oe 
rtv in & to ¢ . hi shea 4 The VICE-PRESIDENT. i 
ty in St. Louis, from which he realized about ; oa ; 
nt immediately to Chicago and planted it there | W'S! the preamble and the 
and he has realized a fortune from that venture a sania Saad saceancevan 
Such a project properly backed and indorsed rhe aN aaa PRESIDENT. 
the National Government, or aided in some way quested, without 0 je 
Government, with the stamp of approval by Phe Secretary again read tl 
Government, would be taken up by the entire SENATOR FLIN' 
shape of a popular subscription; and with $50,- Mr. FLINT. Mr. Presi 
» improvements upon property conveyed to such | resolution that has just | 
ple who are unable to improve that pro consideration of this resolutiot 
g taken at its just and fair value, based | my State, and especially t1 
ns, such a project could not but prove | ing to rebuild that city, which 
up by false hopes that the ‘ 
t is important that the nation itself should | make an appropriation of 
it work just as it has in all great exposi- | relief. They should not be 
»and commerce. We could accompany any | gress will take in this matte 
1 we propose here by a provision that the plans The members of the Calif 
expenditures made should be subject to the | to carry out every wish of 1 
mission to be appointed by the President of | them as far as it is possible 
es, With the advice and consent of the Senate, | of business men from the St 





: 
iE 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the 


ISIDENT. The 


Mr. TILLMAN. Without the 













































» the situation, so as to enable the Cal 





isco. 
rresented—one is a newspaper clip- 
being the plan outlined by the Sena- 


obability will have some definite plan to 


S¢ 


should be 1 to have this action taken. 


buildings 


California 


» destitute a 


NEWLANDS. President, I hope the Senator from 
that I have trenched at all upon the 
from that State in making the sug- 
whether he was in the Senate Cham 
reinarks, but I stated then that I ha 


The Senator, then, has no misapprehen- 


legislature or through the municipal | Now, with those few words of explanation I sh 








he California delegation which, in good order the Government buildings which have been da 
and to construct proper depot buildings for the headqu 
intelligently present the needs of the peo- | of the Army and Navy in San Francisco. 
gress. It therefore seems to me that if 
mm should be delayed it would have an in- 


the people in New York are to aid | this time. 


le of San Francisco by a loan. The second is the plan | Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I wish to say that in 
asking Congress to make a loan or | matter I am taking my individual responsibility as a s 
of a neighboring State interested in the welfare of (a) 
Senate and House from the State of | 2nd entitled to its view as to the speed of restoration of t}, 
port of that coast and a great port of the United States. 
‘the people of our State, and we do not | gret very much that my action does not meet with the a; 
to have them relying upon an appropriation from Con- | Of the Senator from California [Mr. Perkins], but n 
i then fail to secure such an appropriation, when they | 
portunity to 
1 I as hat solution may be acted upon, and if it is | San Francisco has been almost in a state of chaos. 
pos sible to have Congress make an appropriation or guarantee has been maintained there only by practical martial law. 
| are the people of that city in a condition to bring fory 
in which we are asking assistance at | practicable plan which in its operation will embrac 
to help those who are desirous of erecting | operation of the entire United States? The State 
san Francisco, but also to supply the | Shaken, also, for San Francisco is the heart of the St 
with meat and bread who are walking the streets home- | When you paralyze San Francisco you paralyze tli 
is what immediately confronts us. and | When the legislature of that State is convened, I ask ho 
are now devoting their energies to | meet this question adequately unless it knows the att 
1d suffering people and will be glad | the United States Government and the attitude of fi 
carrying out any plan that will relieve the | generally toward the question of restoration; whether 
to rely absolutely upon themselves or whether they may 
reasonable aid, both from the Government and from { 


adopt another plan. For that rea- ing reasons: 


ple of their sister States? 
PRECEDENTS FOR GOVERNMENT GUARANTEE OF SAN FRANCIS( 


the bonds of a Philippine railroad. They knew we 


h as the telegram has gone to the | hesitated to give its credit and to advance its moneys 


g it I had conducted a successful nego- | eys of the entire people—for the prosperity and w 
‘+h $100,000,000 had been raised for the pur- | the entire people. And realizing the value of thei 
Francisco, I thought it only fair and | the entire United States, they had suggested nation 
ke a thorough exposition of the matter | tion in a local restoration of national importance. 
ntry. | IMMEDIATE ACTION IMPERATIVE. 
President, I regret exceedingly that this It is important, therefore, that they should have 
n at the present time. Congress and | answer as quickly as possible. If they are to rely u) 
ally have responded most generously and most | selves, and the great people of the United States a 
is come to them because of the distress | upon them, to accomplish a great national purpose, t! 
this great calamity. I am informed | tion of a harbor and port essential to interstate an 


fornia is about to be convened in | commerce, it is important that they should know it. 


icipal authorities of San Francisco, the Mr. FLINT. That is all I ask. 
not yet had an officie! session since Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not misapprehend at all t! 
the city Certainly, for one, I should | from California. I quite agree with him. What he 


the part of Congress until a requesi 


certainty, and he wants it as quickly as possible. 


] 


And then it would be a question | objection whatever, as the senior Senator from Cali 


‘ther it is advisable for the Govern- | poses that the resolution shall go to the Committee « 
in undertaking as this. The sentiment ex- | for consideration, to that reference. So I will not 
m Nevada I know is actuated and | its consideration unless fie has modified his view. PB 
generous impulses, but it is a grave} to add just one word. The purpose of the resolution 
whether it is practicable and expedient, | an inquiry by a committee of the Senate and by a 
to extend aid in this way. 


of the House, but it puts us upon inquiry contem] 
this time California is simply ask- | with the people of San Francisco and of California. 


‘store the Government buildings there | If the legislature of California shall have somet!i 
suffered very much less indeed than | pose, we will be ready to act, or if they are not re 
and those of private owners. Con- | pose anything, we may have something to sugzest. 


generously. Bills for that pur-| of all good people in the United States ought now 


‘fore the Committees on Public Build- | gaged upon this great problem, and there should | 
have assurances that they will be | inertia or inactivity here than there is in San F 
( reported to Congress, and judging | Sacramento. Over 200,000 people are there now \ 
Congress has heretofore pursued they will | quate shelter; thousands are dependent on charit) 
That is all that the California dele- | Such conditions are necessarily demoralizing. If i! 


<1 upon at this time to ask of Con- | it will be no light task to reassemble them. What t] 


make appropriations to restore to! not so much charity, but work, which will make beney 
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bo 


1 hope my colleague, therefore, will consent that the 

| tion of inquiry proposed by the Senator from Nevada py 
veople who are expecting aid in the mat- | to the Committee on Finance, there to be properly con 
‘ | If my friend the Senator from Nevada had consulted the 

|} gation from California in Congress about the resolution 
would have endeavored to persuade him to withhold get 


standing I should have pursued this course, and for the 


It will go a great way in the shapping of their deli! 
ind | if they can know definitely and conclusively that the ¢ 
them regarding it. becaase I did | of the United States will not consider any measure for 
the responsibility either of accept- | relief. Even that certainty would be a blessing. One 
that I knew the great courage and | conditions to be overcome is the uncertainty that ex 
people of that State, and I knew their first | that uncertainty would have existed whether the 
‘to rely upon themselves. had been introduced or not. A pronouncement 
have no feeling in that way, and I know my | leading men in that city advising national aid in the y 
the remarks of the Senator from | guaranty. They had seen that we had practically gu 


anteed the bonds of the Union Pacific Railroad and the 8 
Pacific Railroad and the Texas Pacifie Railroad. T! 
iat all mv interviews in New York | that the Congress of the United States, in the exer 
‘acter, and that my telegram to the | power relating to interstate commerce and foreign 
I never expected to make this a | and having regard for the welfare of the entire natio: 


1] 
i] 
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ry. This will restore confidence, maintain the city’s pop- | pany v. Gill (156 U. S. Rep., p. 666), the Supreme Court, citing 
and secure the city’s growth. Delay means disaster. | Mr. Justice Miller, uses the following language 
G ncisco’s task in restoring her system of schools, police, The remedy for a tariff al 1 t dinaainiad 
iicipal administration is itself sufficient for the strength | in a bill in equity or some eq lent pro i wherein 
thorities. We should think for her in much that re- | the public, as well as those of the compat ro 
. . . ecled, 
he financing of her restoration. Two thi 1 1 ' ; _ 7 
\EDRICH. I move that the resolution be referred to the this nom oe a — ; 
ss ‘ . : ' 5 8 ~~ 
ee on Finance. I appreciate the foree of the sugges- : ~ a ie P . 
oe Se ieee ae tk ae aire First. That the question of the ju or 1 mnablet 
de by the junior Senator from California |Mr. FLINnt], | t ; ‘uridical 
. § rs > requires "idles yrocess » «lets ne 
ssure the Senate that the committee will take up the a oa ; aa te Rep = ai | a tO ¢ 
j : : pec 1d. i ie url Al process ( no t } 
and act upon it promptly and report it back with cco A ya p ; 


A : ‘oper il » premises is ¢ ill in equity. “ «¢ 
lzment as to the suggestions contained therein. | PI per in the premises is a bil os 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island | Proceeding. 
it the concurrent resolution be referred to the Com- | HOW THE ABOLITION OF THE INTERLOCI 


Finance. rHE RATE QUI 
on was agreed to. The amendment to abolish the interlocutory injunct 
the question of a rate suspended in the r, «de the full 


RAILROAD DISCRIMINATIONS AND MONOPOLIES. 





remedy of equity which is there referred to, and wit no 
ILLMAN. I send to the desk a resolution for which I | equivalent proceeding to substitute it. 
diate consideration. In the course of his observations on this subject in the debaté 
lution was read, as follows: | the Senator from Texas [Mr. BarLey] said 
That the Interstate Commerce Commission be directed to | iin maser abelian Wieehoun ans st! ti te 1 in ba t f nh t 
Senate as soon as practicable all the findings of fact and | vige‘that the court can not set aside the rate 


; thereon in regard to the subjec ts now under investigation } , ane : . ; 
i igated by it under joint resolution No. 32, approved | ae a a : : 
5, as amended March 21, 1906. } Iwo troubles suggest themselves to my mind about t 

declaration. They are practical difficulties and are bard t 


get over. 






RESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
ion of the resolution? 


| 
. y 1s . : : | ‘irs r 4 ~ourt cal act by interlocutory injur m on 
“EAN. I bave no objection to the present consideration 1 First. if : - ae : pire : ; - : 43 f Dig , on 
ution, but I do not see what the Senator is going to 7 a tees a 39 die ne "1 ae c af an . = oe 
The Commission is still investigating the subject. een ae del: ra en ere ee 
' : age ' Po itt iding that ay, the irreparable it vv 1 
LMAN. I will explain it to the Senator. The Senate as oe ‘dlctic ee ee eee t | : 
~ , : quity ‘tisdiction may come to pass and be largely 
the fact that on the 7th of March I introduced, by | SM 3 Junistiction may comer} 
Interstate Commerce Committee or upon its ap ay ee : 1 If tl ‘urisdicti : +] ' = . 
° : ° ° Pect bs » uris CTLOI rT T e ¢ rt ) n i ‘ l l ny 
nt resolution, instructing the Interstate Commerce ri po if it : _ sa 1] 11 ‘ ; : 
. e . . e é eC TIO‘C é Ss reventl » wine © STAVE* DV DOS 
’ to make certain investigations in relation to coal | P&T - ~s 
oe Bones . that period, obviously there is created : rong W 
g their transportation. ; ix Thet wrod a tituti | ; 
: ce “elmedy. Mi ong is a constitutional wr 
has been carried on more or less diligently and pone’ ae gpk - 
4 ; ‘ . consists in the continuous, and for the time iterr 
pers have been quite full of a good many statements | :- : ni = 7 : : 
: : a ‘ : ; ing of property without just compensation ¥ 1 is « 
o be the evidence or the facts brought out in that : , . ag Sa = 
' 4 ce : : sive to its use. Nature abhors a vacuum SO 
1. Those statements, if they are true, would bear Th nity devised to fill the ' seaiatnes denis ; ‘ 
* . °y . e et i aeviseu ‘ il Li Vail sill ’ Cul 
y and be an important light on the rate bill which wea a , ; i 
. : > . = ‘ emailns. 
) for debate day after to-morrow. It is with a view re Tee a el 
nvything the Commission ha now in tl f he weak spot in the argument f g 
( anything : ymMissior as ow » "AV - ; ; ; ; 
Re : : ’ we way 0 rect delay lies in the fact that the Supreme ¢ 
| want to have the resolution passed. ‘ ; : ih ee eee : 
to its present views of equity jurisd ( 


N. But the Senator asks in the resolution that the 
( 1 shall state their findings and conclusions. 
LMAN. If they have not made any conclusions, they 


of Congress, unless a judicial revolut 


I have been asked the question, Mr. Pr t, if I 


us any that the jurisdiction of the high court of « ? G 
\N H a in thev reach any nelusi il tl | Britain was made a part of the due process of 
: ow “vy reach any conclus : Vv ; 
a ly Conclusions until they try. My reply was it was not Nevert s S 


ted their work? i . 3 te] : e tnuwionenda 
L.MAN. I say if they have not reached any concl the general principles of equity juris] ‘ as 
4 IN. a! > ave ent ad any conciu- high court of chan ‘ery were made a part of 


ll not give them to us. 








: . : ; and are always put in play w l hout t 
N. As I said, I have no objection to the resolution. : : : > er cal 1 ht } } 
, how the Senat a ea lis} with which a party may defend a right held to be ‘ 
) see OV > senator s going ace Ss Aany- . . : 
i see how the senator is going to accomplish any- | protection of the juridical process of t 
_ 3 : . ; s Observe, Mr. President, I do not say all 
LMAN. If I do not get anything, it will be because a : ve; , 
. rhe many rights of the citizen of the 1 
net in a place where there are no fish. I believe Be Rigas atiaiiiniaidlinis i 
nore are disposable by administrative pt! 
e fish in there. : } hte” oll eit 
ition was considered by unanimous consent nd oe ee seer se Wen 
ition as considere an S conse al eae Er ! 
. , consent, and | juridical process, and when the law 
and adequate remedy equit jur 
SED METROPOLITAN POLICE INVESTIGATION. itself: and in that fact lies the gre 
PRESIDENT. ’ ‘hai . ‘ prudence has obtains d for the M 
PRESIDENT. The Chair lays before the Senate |). CS‘ &© : e Star Sie 
, , , in its adoption as a part of our State i 
¢ over from yesterday. : 
MAN. I presume that is the resolution which I 1 
Che general limits of tl e ju 
been s ed t ! 


PRESIDENT. It is the resolution offered yester- court, as has 
nator from South Carolina vailed at the time when the Constitutio 
rx , ; ‘acogonized b he hich ¢« urt of @] Neo? 1 J 
LMAN. It is nearly 2 o’clock, and I ask that the | Tecostizeu by ‘ ee ae ; 
: . : ridley 1a ‘vise tat 3 0 . ec 

go over and retain its place, or that it shall be | V!@ d in the Re vi ed S tt 
ll that suits in equity shall not be sustained 
*] United States in anv case where _ 
be had at law. This se m is 


—~ 


<ESIDENT. The resolution will go over, retain- 


, Subject to the call of the Sendtor from South remedy may 
( as declaratory of the law as it existed 
REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. tution was adopted. The Supreme 
ee , has said on this subject, in the « 
MAN, I ask that the unfinished business be laid Mills wv. Cohn (150 U. S.. 206). that the 
enate. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] | ascertain whether or not a particu ‘ 
ceed. : in a Federal court is this: Whe : 


ho objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | law and equity, as disti: 
| the consideration of the bill (H. R. 12987) to |} mother country, at the time of ‘ 
entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved | the relief sought was one obtainal 

4, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to en- | which only a court of equity w fu ‘ 
ers of the Interstate Commerce Commission. It is obvious, Mr. President, that in the state of the law 
(kL. Mr. President, in the case of Railway Com- | this subject as we find it to-day this remedy of 
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junction process is one which only a court of 


tent to yield; and it is obvious also thut if you 
nterlocutory injunction, which is the hand that it 
‘to yield it, you strike down and withdraw for 
d the protecting hand of any court of the 
esident, this interlocutory injunction in this par- 
elongs, it would seem to me, to that class of 
h Judge Curtis referred in the great leading 
1 Company case, in 18 Heward, when he said 
not contend that cases could be withdrawn from 
n. I venture to say, though I can not declare 
vestigated every one of the cases which have been 
lebate, that when you examine the record of 
uu will find that where Congress has eliminated 
ancient process their action has been sustained 
arty who had the right to the benefit of that 
en left with full and adequate remedies, which he 
ead thereof. This is notably true in that case 
cited here, I believe, by several of the debaters 
case of Bank of Columbia v. Oakley (4 

ere, in an old statute passed five years after 

( ‘ution was ailowed to be issued by a bank 

:, | Congress subsequently withdrew the right 
ex m. The court said Congress had all right 
ution and had all right to take it away, but 

en it away it left the party in full possession 
common law, and they were perfectly effective 
tect him. But if you deprive in this case the 


ning evil. 
DED IF BETTER 

resident, 
» asserted that t 
e shippers, the 

iould have a ¢ 
ry 

ct The 
the 

h wo 


itled thereto under the settled system of pro- 


u leave that 


injunction, which has perfected itself in 


party naked and remediless to cor- | 


PROCEDURE CAN BE SUPPLIED, 


I do not agree with any of those gentle- 


he only possible way of protecting 
passengers; that mass of people 
‘lear eye and should endeavor to 


means in our power—is by stopping the inter- 
equity procedure in this case has 
fact that Congress has not provided any other 


: s+ s le 
inent Juage, 


ks, to 


“¢ 


pl 
i 


ident, 


Itwace 
“MLilix 


was 


N ro 


uld reach the evil complained of. It was 


who used the sentence with which 


x 


ay that that proceeding or some 


the system that should be followed. 


THER BILL IN EQUITY CAN BE PROVIDED. 





i 





Commerce Commission has got through 
administrative duty is completed, it is 


f I may judge by the many ex- 


which have been made by gentlemen in 


re should 
nd justly 
rs y 


b 


il 


ea 


a review provided for. It was 
under the decision which I have 


vhich might be quoted, that equity 


Id. But there is no difficulty, ac- 


rican systems of jurisprudence and accord- 
and inventiveness of Congressional legisla- 
ther remedy which you please which will 


nake itself perfect to guard all the rights 


I 


otable case 


4 


E NATURE OF THE CASE AND SANCTIONED 


9 
< 


SUFFICES, 


It is that of Attorney-General v. Jochim, 99 


nudge 


es 


n, but here is the sum of it in conclusion: 


due ]} 


ce dure Vy 





7 
M 


( 


i 


Hooker, in that case, sums up the prin- 


cess of law. I will not read all 


of procedure which {is suitable and 


and sanctioned by the established 


h is suitable and proper to the 


nd which has been sanctioned by the estab- 


of the courts of the United States 


{ 


bh 


id wu re 
‘am yur 
act and the 
inter) 
done 
the 


e 





, 


issuing of the interlocutory in- 


nediate wrong. But at the same time 


t they have recognized the fact 


power and within the discretion of Con- 


to do it, to provide any other more con- 


relief 


what 


Fir 


ore suitable method that would sub- 


and equally guard and defend the 


5 
»N 


S 
e 
i 


: 


IN EQUITY, WRITS OF CERTIORARI, AND 
FOR REVIEW. 

orms might a measure emanating 
that of an appeal to any appro- 


ibout due process of law in the | 


idical question is the stretching forth | 


May 2 


mis 


priate court. Doubt has been suggested as to every ide: \ 
has been put forward as to methods of procedure in « : 
fore the Interstate Commerce Commission. Appeal, it 2 
is borrowed from the civil law. It is usual in equitabk as 
It translates to the upper court the whole case. 

Writ of error is a common-law writ, applicable in its , i 
to cases before courts and juries in which common-law | . 
have been litigated. . 

rhe writ of certiorari is another way in which superior . = 
require the records of inferior ones to be brought befor: " 


and the learning on the subject is complete. It is a kno 
tem, which is now fully in vogue and practice. 

Then there is another method. It is one which has 
nated out of our American concerns. I find an illustr: P 
it in an act of Congress of March 8, 1851. It is a petiti: 
review, and it is provided by section 9 of that act, y 
entitled “An act to ascertain and settle the private land 
in the State of California,” that an appeal or petition 
view rather, to use the accurate word of the statute. ’ 
from a decision of the three commissioners who settled t! d 
claims in California to the United States court, and th: 
that petition the review should be a transcript of the @ 
record of the case. That case was earried into the 1 1 
States Supreme Court without any objection on the 
that body to this method of procedure. 

I cite the section here that the method may be fully si 

Sec. 9. And be it further enacted, That in all cases of 1 
tion or confirmation of any claim by the board of con 8 
shall and may be lawful for the claimant or the district at 
behalf of the United States, to present a petition to the dist 


vel 
of the district in which the land claimed is situated, prayir { l 
yn of the said commissioners, and 









court to review the decis 
on the validity of such claim; and such petition, if present 
claimant, shall set forth fully the nature of the claim and {i 








of the original and present claimants, and shall contain a dera 

of the claimant’s title, together with a transcript of the report 

board of commissioners, and of the documentary evidence 

mony of the witnesses on which it was founded; and such pet f 
presented by the district attorney in behalf of the United Stat l 
be accompanied by a transcript of the report of the board of ¢ g- 
sioners, and of the papers and evidence on which it was found j 
shall fully and distinctly set forth the grounds on which the s 1 
is alleged to be invalid, a copy of which petition, if the same 
presented by a claimant, shall be served on the district attorne : 
United States, and, if presented in behalf of the United Stat: l 
be served on the claimant or his attorney; and the party up i 
such service shall be made shall be bound to answer the sam n 
a time to be prescribed by the judge of the district court; a: e 
answer of the claimant to such petition shall set forth fully the 1 re 
of the claim, and the names of the original and present clain ] 
shall contain a deraignment of the claimant’s title; and the an > of 
the district attorney in behalf of the United States shall fully l . 
tinctly set forth the grounds on which the said claim is alleged » 
invalid, copies of which answer shall be served upon the advers y 
thirty days before the meeting of the court, and thereupon, at t 
term of the court thereafter, the said case shall stand for trial, unless, 


on cause shown, the same shall be continued by the court. 

There are several other cases, Mr. President—the cases of the 
Cherokee Nation against Southern Kansas R. R., 135 U. &., 641, 
the case of U. S. v. Duell, 172 U. S., 576, an appeal from the 
Commissioner of Patents; and the Fossat case, 2 Wallace, 649, 


are instances. Wherever Congress has been of opinion that it 
could devise a method of procedure not strictly in the li of 


equity and not strictly in the lines of common law, but could 
use the writs, petitions, and other agencies known to t! I 


to put a case decided by commissions, by boards, by deprt- 
ment officers, or others before the courts, there is no po: e 
constitutional objection to it; and it has been done in pi , 
approved by the Supreme Court of the United States 1 


acknowledged in at least three separate courses of proc 
which I have examined. 

Now, Mr. President, it seems to me that if Congress desires 
to do something that is practicable for the benefit of the 
pers and travelers of this country, to assure to them their 


rights, and put into their hands the methods of defense which 
they can promptly use, they should not leave it to equity to 
beat its own pathway over a country which the law had hot 
explored, but should itself explore that country and shot l 


then devise and adopt the methods of procedure and 
prudence which will best effectuate the remedy in view. 


PROPER PROVISIONS FOR A REVIEW. 


Provide a petition of review in the United States court, I 
| require, first, that all the parties put in their evidence 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; provide, second, t! ) 
other evidence shall be heard in a court thereafter unless : 
evidence as could not have been obtained by due diligence 
after the Interstate Commerce Commission had dispose: 
the case; third, require a copy of the record to be carried 
before the court which is thus appealed to; fourth, require Ui" 
notice be given—say, five days—by any person moving to suspen” 
or enjoin the action of the Commission ; fifth, require that : 


bond be given, and see that that bond defended and c0\ 
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rights of the case before the party gets a suspending | 
sixth, require that the case shall be made a preferred | 
the docket and shall be promptly heard, and, seventh, | 
; practicable to do so, assure that hearing during that | 
time when the Commission’s order is suspended by | 
d is not declared to be in force, covering the period | 
| 
| 
i 


‘ht come thereafter by requiring a good bond to be 


{ should like.to know upon what ground can such a} 
» that be challenged? The right of due of 
inmentally speaking, is the right to be heard fairly and 


process 


, ll it be said that the courts must take all the evi- 

r again? Who more competent to take evidence in | 
se than the Interstate Commerce Commission, with | 
rs of each side to superintend it? Will it be said | 


are not just as competent as any casual notary public | 
ssioner in chancery or justice of the peace, who in 
or that is the usual person for taking testimony? 
<e to say that no more respectable, no more intel- 
better informed for taking testi- 
1 be devised by law than the Interstate Commerce 

To guard against mistake, and in the full grace 
law, any evidence that they had not put in and 
ve obtained by due diligence, let them put in. Does 
gest that the courts would not permit this limita- 
testimony? Hardly, I think. But suppose the court 
mage would be done, for the court would simply 
r testimony and take it de novo, and your statute 
set aside as unconstitutional, because it did not 
1e door or prevent the court from ruling, whatever 
e and its learning and its judgment might dictate 
bject. 


} 
| 
1 commissioners 


e 


AND FINAL HEARING SHOULD BE PROMOTED. 


President, we shall give attention to the subject, 


delays which have brought the Interstate Commerce | 


( n, unjustly in some cases, under criticism and re- | 
ties back, and so postpone their rights that the | 
iully lost in benefit to them before it was heard, | 
multiply its present deficiencies and will be a | 


‘intment to the people than it would otherwise be, 
he many deficiencies which it contains. 
s far from a complete one; but if in this measure 


ure the one thing that is obtainable, a swift hearing 
ompetent tribunal upon that question in which the | 
| hold they must have the opportunity to hear—if | 


you will have positive and veritable progress in 


rection. 


Mr. President, have always moved slowly. The 

¢ ficulties in reforms are often found in the over- 
their advocates and in their desire to accomplish 

( t on Any positive, firm step forward is a great 


either in jurisprudence or in economics, and this 
used the attention and elicited the debate of the 
in the Senate over and over again, because they 
t is therein the people may be disappointed and 
rein they are looking for some relief and 
of getting right before the tribunals of 


re 
sal 


thod 
ethods 


lispute, 


gress to control the jurisdiction of the courts. It 
is a general principle, that whatever either the | 
‘ tes or the House of Representatives or Congress 


n destroy. The power to destroy is not coeval with 
th the power to create, and the second is not the 


the other, but with respect to the jurisdiction of 


the Constitution has committed entirely to the 
ff Congress, undoubtedly the Congressional power 
the power to destroy. Senators hold up their 
horror at the idea suggested to their minds that 


the power to destroy the inferior tribunals of the 


Ss no new thing, Mr. President. They have had 
ver since this Government was created, and they 
power to destroy the country, too, by taxation. 


o has a pistol in his hand has the power to shoot 


does not follow that he is going to do it, and it 
that Congress is going to destroy anything that 
d 
’ disposition, here, Mr. President, to destroy either 
urisdiction of the inferior courts or the courts 
Congress has always treated, and continues to 
ts with the highest respect and to make full and 
sion for them. 
it own Members; it has amplified their 
With libraries, and upheld them in the exercise 
s; it has made provision for the retirement of 
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judges on pay; and these suggestions of alarm or dange! 
seems to me, rather arise from the exigencies of arguime! 

from any composed view of the public situation or am i 
for the good of the country. 

But, Mr. President, the destruction of th« yuirts or chang 
the courts is an utterly and wholly different th from « 
deavoring to declare how a court, whose general jurisdi ) Ss 
maintained, shall do or not do about a particulay se « 
particular class of cases. I am apprelhe NSiy th t] ( 

| gress of the United States were to enact that { ‘ 
which has jurisdiction of the case, t still ep that j 
diction, but should not exercise it pal ul 

particularly invoked it, and then by x leave 

ent without a remedy—I am app that the « 

say as to that particular item ry | t s 
unconstitutional and left the case entirely y oO 
process of law which is habitual and in constant p ! 
such cases as this. 

THE EXTENT OF JURIDICAL INTERFERENCE AS 

Now, Mr. President, I want to say something about reas 
able rates. In the ease of Chicago and Grand Trunk 1 
Company v. Wellman (145 U. §S., 339), the Supreme ¢ 
answer to a suggestion that the legislature had no authorit ) 
prescribe maximum rates for railroad transportation, through 
Judge Brewer said: 

The legislature has power to fix rates, and 
terference is protection against unreasona 

There, Mr. President, in two lines and one sent 
the sum of equitable jurisprudence, apart from 
the United States Supreme Court on this subject. 

In the case of Reagan v. Farmers’ Loan and Trust ¢ 
(154 U. S., 397), Judge Brewer expressed pretty sil é 
in this language: 

The courts are not authorized to revise or chans the dy 
imposed by a legislature or a commissior the I t d 
whether one rate is preferable to anoth or whet ‘ 
stances would be fair and reasonable as between ( 
shippers; they do not engage in any mere administ | 

JUST COMPENSATION THE SOLE ISSUE BEFORE TH 

So, Mr. President, the sole function of the court is to hear t 
case, to suspend decision until it is fully heard, l at the 
of that time to ask itself the question, “ Is this rate just 
unjust, does it impose upon the carrier, and in a contfise: 
sense?” And unless the court sees palpably and plainly, and 
clearly of opinion, that it does so impose upon the carrier it d 
misses the procedure. 

It will be observed, Mr. President, that the term “ reasonable 
rates,” the term “ just rates,” and the term “ fair return for sei 
ice and property,” and the term “fair remuneration” are s 
times used in discussing this subject. The appropriate ter to 


pre ZTESS | 


the | 


Mr. President, and I shall not dispute, the | 


It has given their judges salaries | 








i 
use, and the only legal term which properly defines the issue bh 
fore a Federal court, the term “ just « 
that word “just.” It the term of 
bedded in the jurisprudence which they brough 
the mother land; it is a yardstick of morality and 
commands to the mind that is measuring prope . Be j 


is sation.” I like 
fathers, « 


ught with 


omme 


is ancient our 








The term “reasonable” is used time and again thr 
many decisions of the Supreme Court. It has been used d 
bate here, and it is commonly used in conversation 
learned men, as well as amongst those who do not wi 
precise meaning of terms, as the synonym of “ just ly 
“reasonable” has a different origin as applicable to this S 
It is a term of commerce and common law rather th 
of the Constitution. It is more elastic and flexible thar 
It is like the quantum meruit in an action of : t t 
do the services merit—or like the quantum vale! 
tion of assumpsit—what is this property worth? It does t 
string up and confine the mind of the judge to the severe 
proper question, Is this price just, is it right? 

Mr. President, I will read on this question a note, and 
valuable note, of Judge Noyes, in his book on An I 
road Rates. Judge Noyes is a scholar, a jurist, and a1 | 
president. He has no relation to this case which might poss 
class him amongst those who were too partial toward popul 
against vested rights. In his book on Railroad Rates, on ore 
212, he says: 
| Dieta may be found in this— 

The decision on which he is commenting 

and in other decisions to the effect t 

| forcement of a schedule of rates | i ? 

| the ground that it is unr ible i d i 
this case and most others is, h ver, usec : 

| tory.”” If a broader mea x were intended d I 

| well founded. As we have s when t ‘ ers 1 

{| commission discretionary power to ' of the 

{| mission's action is the same as if the 2 ture itself had i 
| The rate when made is made by legislative tl ecomes in 
legal effect a law. The courts can deal with it respect to 






































































































































nali If not confiscatory it is not invalid. The ques 
egislative-made rate is unreasonable, but 
il s to amount to a taking of propert) 
~ Court « United States in its latest de 
t (M é Railroad Company v. Minnesota, 
St : Reports, 268, decided in 1902), in holding rates made 
m valid I action of the commission in 
is to thi articular class of freight has 
n t 0 si ¢ inveasonable as to amount to a tak- 
f 1 t ) of l 
‘ iz, M eside of Judge Noyes in this note to 
l le b is so clear tl he who runs may read it. 
nyin ! ny suggestion to the contrary of its 
le in the able and considerate speech 
r from I syvly [Mr. KNox] or by anyone 
is obliged to fail as soon as that mirror is 
the « of the Supreme Court of the United 
h nalysis of a clear mind that can read and 
elr m ning 
DM \TIVE QUESTION UNLESS TH 
S AMOUNTS TO CONFISCATION 
I e add, Mr. President, to these reflections of Judge Noyes, 
stion whether a rate is reasonable or not, unless it 
» un mable that it amounts to a taking of property 
it comp ition, is purely an administrative question. 
ch is the flexibility of the human mind and such are the vari- 
) tuations and conditions of properties that there 
obliged to be in reason a margin of price or a margin of value. 
e assess vali for taxes and for other purposes in the 
1 ressions of dollars and cents, it is impossible in the 
tul lings to measure them by any such precise scale as 
lv in the apothecary shop or by the refined instru- 
s of physical science; but in so far as the question lies 
the range of reasonableness it is not a judicial question, 
can not be made one unless the unreasonableness is so great 
o patent that the mind can discern the fact that in adopt 
te the property has been taken without just compen- 
So that, whether you were to approach this line of 
t upon the question of reasonableness or upon the ques- 
) just compensation, the mind is obliged to wind up in 
up to itself the one standard of the Constituti ion—" Is 
just as a return for that property or that service? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Presiden 
E-PRESIDENT. faa the Senator from Virginia 
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in court, but as the delegates of Congress in fixing rat; 


by all our Cabinet ministers? If we were to seek the 
of the idea of the courts of the United States that a rs : 
a matter which must be passed on by juridical process, i 
of being concluded by administrative process, we wou), 
ably find that it originates in part in the Constitution 
United States in the conference of equitable powers y 
judiciary. It would probably be found also in the gre; 
tion which was paid to the fourteenth amendment a; a 
civil war. 
It took a long time, Mr. President, after the war was . . 
get the feverishness out of the blood which war had eng 
A large portion of the people looked more and more 
courts for the guardianship of rights, and in the fou h 
amendment, too, there was a clause as to equal rights g 
, to due process of law. 
Chief Justice Waite, in the case of Munn v. Illino 
attention to the fact that, while the term “ due process o 
had been in the Constitution of the United States by h 


| quarters are found now 


amendment since the foundation of the Government, it \ t 
until after the fourteenth amendment was adopted , 
courts began to apply it to cases of this description or 
ceive that it was applicable to those cases in which States or 
communities regulated common carriers and prescrilx 
of hire for their service and use by the people. Whatey: 
be the tracery and trail of the genesis of the doctrine, it d- 
in the various provisions of t 


| stitution of the United States to which the judges referred in 


| Constitution are “ nor shall private property be taken fo1 


applying it. 


THE JURIDICAL QUESTIONS THAT ARISE UNDER THE CONSTI!’ y 

We have, first, in the fifth amendment to the Cons n 
| that no person can be “deprived of life, liberty, or v 
without due process of law.” What is due process ot v is 


thus made a Federal and constitutional question. 
Second. The words that follow in the fifth amendment to the 


use without just compensation; ” so that a second Fede: nd 
constitutional question is presented in the inquiry, “Is this 
rate prescribed for the use of the property and service em- 
ploved in interstate commerce just compensation there! 
Third. Sometimes the question of equal protection of th ws 
becomes a Federal and constitutional question, although by 
| consequential effect, rather than by the direct words of th 


| fourteenth amendment as applicable to the Congress of the 





| United States. 





eld to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think that the rate which 
rds just compensation for the service rendered is a reason- 
Mr. DANIEL. I do. 
M ALDRICH. And that a rate which does not afford just 
pensation is an unreasonable rate? 
Mr. DANIEL. I do not care to enter into any speculations 
do not belong to the controversy. 
) ALDRICH. I am not entering into any speculations 
Mr. DANIEL. Neither am I, 
Mr. ALDRICH. Iam asking a simple question. 
Mr. DANIEL. Well, what is it? 
M ALDRICH. I asked the Senator whether he thought 
rate which afforded just compensation for the service 
was a reasonable rate. 
ir. DANIEI I do. 
i \LDRICH., And that a rate which did not afford just 
1 was an unreasonable rate. 
| \ i] I s uld like to take time to reflect on that 
LDRICH. That is the whole controversy, as I under- 
v1 DANIEL. It may be or not, but I am not answering 
tiol I a ling the case which is before 
have ] it, but I have seen courts 
opinions by obiter dicta and I have 
3 its by 1 ng bad ones. The point 
it f h ek is a flag which all 
{ I e ¢ 1 t of the United States savs 
t ‘ oO Ss of just compensation, and that wherever 
i 1 word “reasonable ” instead of “ just,” it meant 
perh , a little infelicitous in terms. as I 
i were to stop to answer questions that do not 
Y of tl controversy. 
IS DIFFERED D FROM THE TERM “ REASON 
sl 
cin nt to she how this question arises 
s from. Wl it that this question of what 
s been differentiated by the courts of the United 
t 1 s of matters purely adininistrative | 


No State— 
Says the fourteenth amendment; 
liberty, 


not Congress— 
can deprive any person of life, or property without du« 
of law 


That applies to States— 


nor deny to any person within its jurisdiction the equal prot 1 of 
the laws. 
So that equal protection of the laws as well as what is due 


process of law arises in every State of this Union as a 4! 
in the conduct of State regulation of its domestic aff 
cluding transportation. Originating as an inquiry in the State, 


under the fourteenth amendment, in the first instance, . 
comes, the moment that the State passes on that inquiry, a 
juestion of Federal jurisdiction in the Federal court But, 
Mr. President, the principles upon which these inhibitior pon 
the State are based and emboded in our organic law 21! ich 
that, overspreading as they do the area and embracing as they 
do the whole population of the United States, they have, as 

were, by percolation, gone into and been absorbed by t! n- 


cellors of the country, and are almost as persuasive in ! ral 


affairs, though they are not in the terms of the Constitv 
rectly a limitation upon this body. It is by these 


clauses of the Federal Constitution that the shipper 
carrier in the United States find their protection ag 
oppressive, extortionate, and discriminatory schedules 


transportation by the directories of corporations e 

interstate commerce or fixed by the Commission, should 
ecuting either a legislative or, in Federal affairs, 4 ' 

sional enactment to regulate commerce, apply unjust st 


RATES MUST BE PALPABLY UNREASONABLE AND UNJUST TO 
JUDICIAL INTERFERENCE, 
It results, Mr. President, from this standard of just 


sation, from its being made a constitutional question, 
carrier engaged in interstate commerce can demand 
pensation for the use of his property, and just com] 


only, and the shipper can accordingly get remedy in t! j 
for any excessive rate which may be charged again 
Che courts have never been given authority by Cong 


do net assume constitutional power or jurisdiction, to ee 


on by the . Preside ut, by the courts not sitting ! vise commissioners or boards in every respect, nor in auy re 

















ving o in that particular respect which relates to 
ess ol he rate fixed by the Commission or the board 
il tion to those cases to which I have referred 
irts so declared 
‘ s CA , ifte the ward | 1 i nd 1 
i vhat it sdig 3 Ss 1 3 ) 
Ss t ! t ! 1 the 
{ i y t 1 it <« iu 
e re ‘ ‘ T T Tt 
le the court in this opinion is using the word “ reaso 
t is acting upon it as if it me: for it says 
though the court may say it is not reasonable, in 
ier t, it can not t it aside, showing how vain it 
for us to put that question before the court 
{ ‘ f 1 n ¢ the 1! a 4 ‘ must be so 
re ly t ona d 1 st as to amount to tl same 
euage which I have just quot language of 
court of California in th lley Water 
S82 California, 286. It is 1 of the opin 
Supren Court of the Unite rendered by 
in t San Diego Land Company case, 174 United 
I shall pres ly refer further to that case, for it 
i l, one of the most clear, equitable, and just of all 
{ essays which have emanated from the courts on this 
WHAT IS JUST COMPENSATION? 
ent, let us ask ourselves what is this just compen 
» be the standard, I know of no words which 
usly interpret these two plain words. Of course, 
ey attribute or virtue which is intelligently ex 


t in 
nes to exel 


ry it up to 


atmosphere of 
‘cise simply the facu 
ideal of justice, 
n when the moral idea is impressed upon the 
1 the conscience and the intellect, as it were, 
led to pull together. When you put into a statut 
< rly remunerative,” you are 
train of thought not suggested by “ just 
ig out of the four corners of the Constitu 
ou are getting away also from the 
lich applied reason. You hold- 
x, as it were, before the eye of desire remuneration, 


isonableness. 
y of rea 


there 


e% But 
son without 


more hexl 


It 





the is 
thi 


na Wwiit 


suggesting to the 


compensa- 





nm law, wl 


are 


aml n, and all that train of things that appeal 
t n imagination when it fixes its eye and follows the 
t ention in that direction. 


him who upsetteth the landmark! 
it landmark and a strong 
lroad has taken other people’s property in 
id laid its iron rail from the Atlantic to Pacific 
man could properly have asked the question wl 


Just compen 
tower. By that 


the 


en 


i taken, “Is this fair remuneration?” Remunera- 
{ ot the thing. Justice was. Why the desire to sub 
vy dress for an old uniform which all eyes recognize 


Who wou like to see the State coat of arms or 


ld 





sti ‘d changed? The dreams and the deeds of 
around and fasten upon the things that they are. So 





rudence, and so with the bed-rock principles and 
s that underlie it and upon which systems of law and 
cience have been builded. 


of con 


dent, 1 turn to the case of the San Diego Land Com- 
il City. It is reported in 174 United States Re- 
It des oys some of the overweening conceptions 





eant by due process of law, but it hews to the line, 
as to what substantially is due pri f law. 
LHe Case, 

t of the California legislature 
town council, 
any city, count 
ic ia, by its governing 
i to fix wat were ill 

y without just and therefore a 
property without due process of law. The rates 
1 al 


i‘ eSAS 
was the official 
board 


or to 





of isors, 


super 
lative bodies of 
National City, i 


i 


ornia, 





lif 
OTs They ed as a 


compensation, 


( <Lo« 


ie bill dismissed 


i. 
dismissal are instructive. If insisted 


was 


e constitution and laws authorized rates to be 
without notice to the corporation or person imme 


in the 





| matter and without hearing in any 
here ‘vy were repugnant to that clause of th 

hich declares that no State shall deprive 
of property without due process of law. 


case went to the Supreme Court Judge Harla 
upon the question of notice. 





f It was a 

f hearing. It was no such order of hearing as we 
befor the Interstate Commerce Commission with 
( 1 Side; no such set and precise way of hearing 
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! lin a f 1 by 
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It was ¢ y clear— 
He si 
at this ld t 1 
é { \ t j 
St I 
f | t we j 1 
The sa » pl ! s ww!) i" } 
obi ion LO lay vr < wil 
f ess which recog ed to | 
e ) | “ul in court ire ) i 
of tl Congressional | 1 to «ae 
proper case, ma to the satisfact n of 
what is due process and in guarding the 
process is moving. It shows the differe! 
now bef this body in saying whet] 
the inh n of interlocutory junctiol 
general question as to whether « \ 
ture of courts say what jurisdict we 
from them. We are complete S 
when we have set judicial process 
it, we can not arbit ily take away I 
ess which has gro ) as a 8! 
case and leave the person who 0 t 
a one-armed and maimed judge ead 
hands to relieve him. 
S$ MUST BE PALPABLY CONF! ‘ Y 
The court points out, as it has done ls 
citations, what are the limitations upon its¢ 
t should SO e ‘ ‘ : ¢ e 
wit t ( 
unless e ) 1 
it s ympens 
to t t W nd t 
nevel ( tl 
h rant | g 
il i LV Te 
® , y take yr the ( 
Wellman, 143 U. S t; Reag 
154 1 S 862 9 ~ 4 
Bridge Co Hend n ¢ 1 S 
In view of tl » | > it j 
are so unt nable as t l for jud t 
appellant? 
In the residue o his op n I 
tions as to various matters which 1 
a rate. I regard the opinion SO S 
differentiations, that I gi t still more 
» 10 yt I AN 
On this point Judge Harlan said (174 1 
Was the appellant entitled to f 
pon which the water s W 
not The « itior tself 1 
resolutions tes W d 
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t Tl officers may not have been present at the 
city board when the ordinance complained of was 
not entitled, of right, to be present at that particu 

2 l were heard, and there is nothing to justify the 
( t the appellant was not fully considered before 
, } 
etent for the State of California to declare that 
the f water appropriated for sale, rental, or distribution should 
. nd subject to public regulation and control, and that 
the p unicipal corporation power to fix 
) » collected for the use of water supplied to 
tow r to the inhabitants thereof, is not disputed, 
t! k, to be doubted. 
UT AS TO THE NECESSITY OF RATES PAYING 
‘D DIVIDENDS IN ALL CASES—PUBLIC CON 
SA Vi RY. 
t then comments on some misconceptions, which can 
not too firmly expressed. Judge Harlan said: 
I nvolved in the general inquiry as to the reason 
i by law for the use of property by the 
I 1 ceived much consideration in Smythe v. Ames, 
i | s, it is true, related to rates established by a 
N rai 2nd companies doing business in that 
B I ; involved in such a case are applicable to the 
it is ther ntended that a railroad company was 
i x t arges f ortation as would enable it at all 
{ pay o itin es, but to meet the interest regu 
n all it nding obligations and justify a divi 
a i s stock 1 that to prohibit it from maintaining 
r: r transp ation adequate to ali those ends would 
| | proj Without due process of law and a denial 
t protection of the laws 
A obse hat this broad proposition involved a misconcep 
1 the s between the public and a railroad corporation, that | 
I was created for public purposes and performed a 
te, and that its right to exercise the power of emi 
’ i n and to charge tolls was given primarily for the benefit of 
ti yurt l It can not, therefore, be admitted that a 
t 11 taining a highway under the authority of the 
is . th a view solely to its own interests and ignore 
i t pu Then he points out that the fair value of 
‘ y of the public would be ignored if rates for the trans- 
ms or property on a railroad are exacted without ref 
value of the property used for the publie or the fair 
s rendered, but in order simply that the corporation 
y s pi interest on its obligations, and de 
livid itos He then shows that fictitious values 
t corporation has bonded its pre ty 
f that tir value, or if its capitalization is 
! t it y not impose upon the public the burden « 1 ir 
us may required for the purpose of realizing profit pon 
lation fictiti apitalization ; and theapparent value 
nd fr { ists used by the corporation, as represe ted 
is, and gatior ’ i not alone to be conside red when 
uv ate t may 2 charged.” (169 | S., 
it was id The basis of all calculation as 
s of rates to } harged by a corporation maintain- 
legislative sanction must be the fair value of the 
ca é mve f the ic.” He tt 
it l¢ 
l 
i ‘ = 
f re 
! ad 
I x, 
est 
i 1 ad 
s rved 
sly | 1 Covingt ind Lexington Turnpike 
] s d (164 8. 57 9S)—which case involved 
f tes shed legislative enactment for : 
ition | m lic services was 
K iz given p upon its capital 
ily ype ose rights or in 
nsid 1 the rigl the public wer 
i I} in ft case further said: * Each cass 
uf when a court, without assum 
required to determine whether the rates 
‘ fol corporation controlling a_ public 
} st as cstroy the value of its 
ri h it was acquired, its duty is to take 
sts botl r the lic and the owner of 
| oth that are fairly to 
g whe t ire has, under the 
Kcee authority, and 
| he out due process of 
i t! n tion operating a public 
ehtf demand at the } ds of the legislature when 
ers is t it receives what under all the eir 
i ¢ r the use of its property as will be 
d will st e publi 
C zed in recent decisions of the supreme 
( i (Sar zo Water Company rv. San Diego (1897), 
6G; Redland’s Domestic Water Company v. Redlands 
I S43, S44.) 
I S HE INSISTS SHALL BE CONSIDERED. 
f e appellant in the present case is that in as 
tes the court should take into considera 
t; the cost per annum of operating the plant, 
1 money borrowed and ( bly necessary to 
e same; the annual depre ion of the plant 
ilting frem its use, and a fair profit to the 

i ve such charges for its services in supplying the 

water t s, either by way of interest on the money it has ex 


Ma Y 2 





pended for the public use, or upon some other fair and equitable 5 
Undoubtedly all these matters ought to be taken into consideratio; j 


such weight be given them when rates are being fixed as und: 
the circumstances will be just to the company and to the public. 
basis of calculation suggested by the appellant is, however, def 
in not requiring the real value of the property and the fair vai 
themselves of the services rendered to be taken into considey,+;,,» 
What the company ts entitled to demand in order that it may hay; 
compensation is a fair return upon the reasonable value of the 


erty at the time it is being used for the public. The property 
have cost more than it ought to have cost, and its outstanding 


for money borrowed and which went into the plant may be in ex, of 


the real value of the property. So that it can not be said th; , 
amount of such bonds should in every case control the quest f 
rates, although it may be an element in the inquiry as to w} ; 
all the circumstances considered, just to both the company 
public.” (174 U. 8S., 752-758.) . 


This opinion shows, in answer to some of the arguments 
have been made, that it is not the constitutional right 
common carrier or of any public service corporation to 1 
that a rate be so fixed that it shall derive a profit. 1; 
clares that the carrier has no right to fix the rate with « 
regard to itself. Let it speak for itself. It shows fur 
more that the public interest—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from y lia 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. DANIEL. I will yield to the Senator in a monx 
may have to read the whole case to him before ¥ get throu! 

Mr. ALDRICH. Qh, no. 

Mr. DANIEL. It shows that the public interest is itsely an 
element to be considered and calculated in making the 
and that neither the carrier nor any commission has a rig} 





— 


disregard that element in the compensation or the quid pro quo 
for services. Now I yield to the Senator from Rhode Isl: 
Mr. ALDRICH. I understood the Senator from Virg to 


say that the carrier had no right in making rates to take into 
consideration the element of profit. 

Mr. DANIEL. No; I did not say that. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator said something which s 
to me like that. 

Mr. DANIEL. It was like 
Like is not the same. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I should like to ask the Senator fro) 
Virginia what he means by “ profit.” Does the 
mean that the carrier shall not be permitted to pay divi ls? 

Mr. DANIEL. No, sir; I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or to pay interest upon its bonds? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not. 

Mr. ALDRICH. They are permitted, then, to earn s) 
money, through the rates fixed, to pay their fixed charges 

Mr. DANIEL. I refer the Senator to the reports of t 
York Stock Exchange. He will see the carriers are 
every day. 

Mr. ALDRICH. No. 

Mr. DANIEL. Nearly every day, including dividends 
much watered stock. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 

question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

—Mr. ALDRICH. Without undertaking to say wheth 
stock is watered or not, the railroad, I think, has the ! 0 
collect rates that will provide for the payment of runnin - 
peuses, fixed charges, interest upon bonds, and a reasonabi 
dend upon its stock. 

Mr. DANIEL. That depends. If the railroad chooses to 
give to its president a salary ef a hundred thousand dol! 
an extortionate price for his services, a court will look 
and see to it that the expenditures are reasonable and 
extortionate. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably. 
sition has ever been disputed. 

Mr. DANIEL. , Therefore it is not the right of a railroad 
pany, regardles@ of its expenses, operative or for sala to 


_~ 


that. Nullus similis est 


is Se 


d 


Will the Senator permit me to f 


I do not think that | )- 





demand a profit that will pay dividends without considering the 
public interest in it and making them subordinate to that 
whose creature it is. . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Unquestionably. I think there is lo 
tention at all upon the other side of that proposition. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then there is nothing 

Mr. ALDRICH. Supposing all those things are done 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator can not raise a controyers } 
me if there is no such contention. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not trying to raise a controvers 
the Senator at all. I am only trying to recall to his at! 
the fact that a reasonable rate, based upon the payment! 
I suggested, would be the kind of a rate that the Con! s 


must fix and which the court would uphold; and that 
less than that—— 











Less than what? 

LDRICH. Less than the rate I have just defines 
NIEI May I ask what is the Senator's definition? | 
LDRICH. A rate which would permit the railroad | 


running expenses, its fixed charges, terest | 





| 














nds being included in fixed charges, and a reasonable 
its stock. Supposing in all these cases that the 
5 reasonable and proper, made within the exercise | 
liscretion, I say that rates fixed upon that condition | 
1 reasonable rates, and rates that do not permit | 
would be unjust and unreasonable rates and 
rd just compensation for services rendered and | 
; re have to be set aside by the court. 
‘ wr. Pi I ii | 
Pr. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me | 
| Certainly 
I think the §& { Vil the frst 
ruck the key Le OF \ I ts las nalysis 
sis upon Ww ra 4 1 rate tl 
to the l yper and the ¢ ! ] ( me itor 
I will make the request t at this time he 
1 I think it wou ‘ | he would ¢ ) 
I gree pert | 1 t S or from 
rd LO this tte! al i |] I . I oO one 
I to be ad i | 
publ id to the carri¢ I think that 
»W \ mai he S« will ag 
ie Senator from Virg 1 pardon ‘ 


Senator from Minnesot 





Pp The speech made here last week by 
Arl is [Mr. CLARKE] I think proceeded 
ry that the rate must be one that would 

n upon the present value of the property, 

the right of the shipper in a relative position 

r from Virgini: lyz 





t 
roy war laAsarine Y ‘ ; , . 
far toward clearing up a misappr 














{ ] Mr. Pr ni 
IDEN’ J s the S« tor from Virg i 
me tor from Rhode Is! 
( taintiv 
i In the abs » of the Senat fro Arkat 
[ have no doubt if he were present he w 1 
on that he was ig g the ts the 
‘in his cont - se d to rates 
Ir. President, a can ! i mere ca 
Ss questi 1 or that. dispose of a q Sti } n 
must | ig to focus the mult rm <« sidera 
1 in view in making arate. In the case 
n the whole residue of the opinion, or 


h I feel it would be a trespass upon my 
full, the Senator from Rhode Island and 








‘geet 
l¢ 
1 local 1 2 ; bonded debt character 
nt to leave out, but it is most material. 
ition about competition is that some is wise, 
xceedingly meretricious, deceitful, and so designed 








hes are to be considered, but you can not 


ur property than. it is worth in order to do 


consideration. It is obliged to enter. Some 
across the continent and 
back full. metimes the course of trade is 
ve to bring them back empty. This is often 
the great coal trade that moves from our moun- 
aboard, and the conditions in this regard 
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on my right, 
pointed out that in conferring powers upon Congress in the 
ution that instrument had given it powers to confer upon 


were 


( istift 


others whatever powers necessary 


in his own very admirable address on this subject, | 


and proper to execute | 


its own powers; that that is in itself a substantive part of the | 
Constitution of the United States, and that in the exercise of 
that additional couference of power upon the Congress of the 
United States, Congress had delegated its legislative power in a 
sense to the President of the United States, to the Supreme 


Court of the United States, to every Cabinet minister that is an 


executive hand of the President, and to many bureau officers. 
It is a fact of political history which we ought to recognize 
that to-day were it not for this power of Congress which has 
heen challenged here about this matter, the whole Government 
of the United States would be flabby and fall to the earth like 
a helpless bag. 

DELEGATED POWERS OF CONGRESS CONFERRED ON THE PRESIDENT BY 

CONGRESS. 
I start with the President of the United States. In the year 


IS90, by the act of October entitled “An act to reduce the reve- 
hues and equalize duties on imports,” the President was author- 
ized to suspend by proclamation the free introduction of sugar, 


. coffee, tea, hides. When? When “he is satisfied ’"— 


molasses 


not when we, the delegated lawmakers of the people, who can 
ennet laws on this subject—* that any country producing any 
such articles imposes duties or other exactions upon the agri- 
cultural or other products of the United States which he may 
deem to be reciprocally unequal or unreasonable- 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Virginia is a great lawyer, 
and I know he wants to be accurate in this matter. Congress 
did not authorize the President of the United States to suspend 


and could not have done it. 


duties, 


Congress itself suspended | 








= 

The proper distinction, the court said, was this: 

The legislature can not delegate its power to make a law, byt - 
make a law to delegate a power to determine some fact or 
things upon which the law makes or intends to make its ow: oe 
depend. _ 

Suppose we deny this principle, Mr. President. Her; the 
consequence which the court points out: 

To deny this would be to stop the wheels of government. T = 
many things upon which wise and useful legislation must de pe iL 
can not be known to the lawmaking power, and must, theref: 
subject of inquiry and determination outside of the halls of leg - 

So, Mr. President, it is determined that Congress es; 
it to the “satisfaction,” to the “power,” to the “ discretion » 
and “ deeming judgment” of one man to ascertain and to dotar. 
mine without appeal to any court the facts upon which = 
the taxes upon the whole people of the United States. », iat 

| nothwithstanding the fact that Congress is in exclusive | san. 
sion, unrivaled, of the whole tax-laying power of the | ted 
States. 
CONGRESSIONAL POWERS DELEGATED TO THE cCoUnrrtrs. 

I turn now, Mr. President, to the courts themselves. Wo ayo 
told that the courts will not accept and should not exercise yyy 
administrative function. That is true as a general pr le 
but let me ask argumentatively a question in relation that 
proposition. It will be perceived how nearly they have cor 

| toward doing it. Whence are derived the ninety-fow ty 
rules which are the law of the land for the people of the United 
States? Congress never enacted them; they are not any 
ancient equity that by any construction can be taken 


duties when the President found certain facts to be in existence. | 


Mr. DANIEL. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


Certainly. 


The Senator inadvertently, I have no doubt, 


said Congress authorized the President to suspend duties. 

Mr. DANIEL. Well, we did so through him. That is the 
point, 

Vir. ALDRICH. Oh, no; Congress allowed the President of 
the United States to ascertain facts. 


Mr. DANIEL. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 


Exactly. 
And upon the proclamation of those facts 








been embodied in the jurisprudence of the United States. ana 
yet they are a part of the law of this land, and they trol 
| the practice of equity in the inferior courts of the United States. 


How did those rules get into force and being? The S ene 
Court of the United States made them. by any inherent power 
of the court? -Not so. I have little faith in the inher 
f courts. 


The inherent power of courts is, to my conteimpla. 
tion, first cousin to the divine rights of kings. Courts have ino 


power except that which the sovereign people of this 


have specifically or by necessary implication conferred upon 
them, and they are just as much trustees in the exercise of 
powers subordinate to the sovereign as is any officer or agent 
| of the United States. 
POWERS EXCLUSIVELY LEGISLATIVE CAN NOT BE DELEGATED, 
NOT EXCLUSIVELY LEGISLATIVE CAN BE DELEGATED 
The authority given to the Supreme Court to make these 
rules is found in the Revised Statutes, sections 913 and 917 
These rules embrace the taking of testimony and the reference 
to the proceedings before masters. We have provided that 
they must not be inconsistent with any law of the United 
States, and the right of Congress to delegate its power over 


| defendants admit, 
| seventh 


| might 


| and 


Congress itself suspended certain duties. 

Mr. DANIEL. Just exactly as in this case we propose to au- 
thorize the Interstate Commerce Commission to fix the point | 
of reasonableness or justice, and then we say that is the rate. 
As I was saying, this might be done by the President when sat- 

ed another country imposed duties or other exactions upon 
t products of the United States which he might deem to be 
I rocally unequal or unreasonable. This was held to be con- 

itu ial. A single man for 80,000,000 of people, without | 
judge, without jury, without Congress, ascertains and determines 
the f upon which devolve levies of taxation on the people of 
the | d States. The act left to his—the President’s—" satis- 
faction the ascertainment of certain things. It left to his 
dee ¢”’—that is to say, to his judgment or opinion—the con- 
clus of the fact as to the duties or other exactions imposed 
by other untries on agricultural or other products of the 
United States. Predicating on his “ satisfaction,” “* deeming,” 
1d judgment in the law, we enacted what he said in that process | 
to be correct 
HE DISTINCTIONS MADE BY THE SUPREME COURT. 
In passing upon this case, Mr. Justice Harlan said: 
distinction is between the delegation of power to make the 
law, which necessarily involves a discretion as to what it shall be, and 
( ferring authority or discretion 

Mark th vord “ discretion ” 
as to its execution, to be exercised under and in pursuance of the law. 
The t can not be done; to the latter no valid objection can be made. 

The latter is fore what we propose to do in this bill. In these 
words Judge Ha - que pe the language of Judge Ranney, of 
Ohio, in the case of the Cincinnati, Wilmington, ete., Railroad 
against Souniaeedaanen 1 Ohio State, S88. 

Half the statutes on our books 

Says the Pennsylvania court, which Judge Harlan quotes 
fi in Moers v. City of Reading (21 Penn, St., 188, 202)— 

tlalf the statutes on our books are in alternative, depending on the 
discretion of some person or persons to whom is confided the duty of 
detern ng whether the proper occ asion exists for executing them. 
B an not be said that the exercise of such discretion is the making 
of the Ww. 

1 Locke’s appeal (72 Penn. St., 491, 498) : 

'o assert law is less than a law because it is made to depend 
on a fut or act is to rob the legislature of the power to act 
wisely for t publie welfare whenever a law is passed relating to a 
state of affairs not yet developed, or to things future and impossible 


to fully know. 


| 
le 


process and to make rules for the courts of the United States 
to the Supreme Court has been upheld and sustained 
man against Southard, 10 Wheaton, page 42, in the year 1S2 


Now, Mr. President, the opinion which was give! 
holding this power of Congress and this delegate, of 
the court is an instructive one, and it makes a distinction which 


I have not heard referred to in this debate. Judge Murshall 
gave the decision, and I read an extract: 

It will not contended— 

Says he— 


be 


to tl 
and ex 


It will 
or to any 
legislative. 

That is what the well-informed lawyer means whien lie says 
that the legislature can not delegate its powers. If meds 
those powers which are strictly and exclusively legisla! nd 
belong and appertain necessarily to itself as a legislative body. 

But— 

He says— 


not be 
other 


contended that Congress can delegate 
tribunals, powers which are strictly 


Congress others powers which tf! 
turé may 


ples, we 


may certainly delegate to 
rightfully exercise itself. Without going further 
will take that, the legality of which the couns 
the seventeenth section of the judiciary 

section of the additional act empower the courts I< 
to regulate their practice. It certainly will not be contende: 

not be done by Congress. The courts, for example, may 
demanding the return of writs and processes, the filing of d 
other pleadings, and other things of the same desc! 
will not be contended that these things might not be done ml 
islature without the intervention of the courts; yet it is ! zee 


that the power may not be conferred on the judicial depart: 


The line has not been exactly drawn which separates thos - 
subjects, which must be entirely regulated by the legislat a 
| from those of less interest, in which a general provision me y ‘nions 
and power given to those who are to act under such genera! ! 

| to fill up the detail. 
So, Mr. President, to start off with, we have the_ th 

> and » the 

right to delegate certain powers to the President anc | oak 


courts with respect to matters about which we might 











) it has been concluded we may better act by the em- 


of these executive hands. 


DEPARTMENT AND DELEGATED POWERS TO LAND 


STONERS. 


esident, I will step from here over to the Interior De- 


The decree of the three Commissioners wl 


fed out in the California Land ¢: 


the courts, although they were not themselves a court, 
*k, 1 Wal- 
nd in The 

Wallace, 649. It was held by the Supreme Court 
ppeal lies to the district court and thence to the Su- 


“l on in the case of United States 
United States v. Billings, 2 Walla 


rt under the act referred to. 


’ e find further in the Land Office of the Interior De- 
and in various bureaus of the Interior 

est questions are passed upon by subordinate officials 
land. 
estions are determined entirely by the administrative 
the United States without the power of any judge 


interests and titles to millions 


‘to pass upon any of them. 


0 erday, Mr. President, I called attention to the decla- 
Mr. Knox] 


he Senator from Pennsylvania | 


use, whic 


v. Halles 


ce, 448, a 


hw 


of acres of 


ich 


as ap- | 


that 
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should like to ask the Senator from Virginia if there is a real 
distinction in law between the Government’s rights when dealing 
with its own—that is to say, for example, with pubdiic land er the 
postal service or the customs service—and its right to deal with 


property and property interests not particularly its own’ 

Mr. DANIEL. I think the courts have drawn a distinction, 
and I am going to sum up what I conceive to be the judicial dis 

| tinction as I wind up. I can not state the distinction all at 
once. That is the misfortune of a speech, that you can not state 
everything in a lump. I am approaching the conclusion of my 
own mind, and I hope I may have the concurrence of the dis 
tinguished and able Senator from Iowa when I get to that point. 
Though I may be a little tedious in reaching it, I think that 


some who have occasionally misconceived some of these princip 
might perhaps follow the delineations of the courts without b 
entirely harmed in their knowledge of the Coustitution of this 
country as it is construed and practiced. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to the Senator 

Mr. DANIEL. I am not referring to the Senator 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that 
I was simply anxious that he, being a recognized m: 


aster or the 


it | law, might clarify the matter, althouzh I think his conclusion 


of every American citizen and English-speaking man would reach by proper judicial reasoning an opinion that I have 


legal right passed on by a court and to have a day 
basie Mr. DANIEL. I hope and believe we will not be far apart 
great 


were seek- 


to show that it was mere imagin: 
American principle of jurispru 
\meriean things, for the reason th 


ition and 
dence in 
it many 


not 


the 





i 
cherished rather on instinct than on any other basis. 


Of course, I was not referring in the slightest degree in 
light way to my friend, whose ability I much admire. I su 


t disadvantage those who upon this floor contended | pose he knows that. He does not need any assurance of that. 


terstate Commerce Commission should have the right 


But I appreciate the fact, Mr. President, that we have got o 


and that that should be made as nearly conclusive | cf the most delicate questions to handle here that Congress 
he power of Congress to make it. |} has ever undertaken to deal with. It is sincerely my desire 
\ ll cite some further cases. I cite the case of Bur- | and nothing else would actuate me to speak so long on the 


The Chicago and St. Paul Railroad (1 


s said: 


instance, a certain tract is swamp land or not, saline 
mineral land or not, presents a question of fact not rest 


d, dependent on oral testimony ; 


and it 


the decision of the Land Department, one 


erence to these questions is conclu 
the courts, except in those cases 
termination to.be reexamined. 


sive and 
of fraud, 


Mr. President, I always except fraud. 


gilly speaking, about fraud is sententiously expressed by a 
h judge, who said, “ fraud cuts down everything. 
v. Hitchcock 


In her case, Riverside Oil Company 
Ss }), it is said: 
e decided right or wrong is not 


ide as he thought the law was, a 


ver under those circumstances to review 


or injunction. 


the questi 


nd the coi 


63 U. 


S.) 


. | question if I did not wish to seek to put this measure, when it 
goes before the Senate foursquare to all the winds that bl 


| without incurring the risk needlessly, according to my 01 
ception, of being uprooted or curtailed by judicial de ) 
can not pe | and I have taken pains to follow through their intricacies tl 
not open to | lines of thought that underlie the various decisious 
etce., which | question in order the better to show how we may avoid d 
oy | ver and how danger does lie, as I apprehend, in a cei 
rhe truth, | direction. That is all. 
“a ADMINISTRATIVE POWERS OF THE POST-OFFICE DEPARTMENT 
(190 Before I undertake to answer the Senator’s question, let me 


on. 


irts 


Having ea : : : : 
decide at all, he had necessarily jurisdiction, and it was | Civil rights are dealt with—not public lands, which we 


have 


eall his attention here to another case. It is the case of the 
Clearing House v. Coyne (194 U. S., 497), where the highest 


is 


Day 


} no | dispose of as we please; we have passed out of that. Congress 
his determination 


sought to suppress 
First. Schemes for the distribution of money, ete., by lot, 





| ‘t ease I quote is Marquez v. Frisbie, 101 United ; ’ : 
aad aes bdaa sia ese ext .| chance, or drawing of any kind; and, 
This is a bill in equity to review the decision of : : . ; a 
7 rag ; 5 ate : : Second. All schemes or devices for obtaining money or any 
partment in a preemption case. Mr. Justice Miller : ae gfe . 
; ' real or personal property by any kind of means of false or 
nion of the court. . s 


judge 


i principle of law, that where there is a mixed question | that any person or company is eng 


and the court can not so separate it 
the mistake of law is, the decision of the 


has confided the matter is conclu 


sive. 


as 


fraudulent pretenses, representations, or promises. To this 
end it enacted, in 1890, September 19 (26 Stat., 465), that 

The Postmaster-General may, upon evidence satisfactory to |! 
red in conducting any 





to show | gift enterprise, or scheme for the distribution of money, or of ar 
tribunal to | of real or personal property by lot, chance, or drawing; f 
or that any person or company Ss conducting ny ¢ er s 
It was | device for obtaining money or property of any kind g 


t to Gaines v. Thompson, 7 Wallace, 347. 


case that the Supreme Court would not interfere, | 
of 


unction or mandamus, to co! 


where those duties require : 


+} 


ing, 
LIVER. Mr. President—— 
*PRESIDENT. Does the Ser 
senator from Iowa? 


itrol the 


1ator from 


he: 


id 


v. Black, 128 United States, 40, it was said that the 
it interfere by mandamus with the executive offi- 
Government in the exercise of their ordinary official 

in interpretation of 
ppellate power being given them for that purpose. 
pon this subject may be summarized as follows: 
the decision of questions of fact is committed by | 
ie judgment and discretion of the head of a De- 
decision thereon is conclusive; and, second, that 
nixed questions of law and fact, or of law alone, 
vill carry with it a strong presumption of its cor- 
the courts will not ordinarily review it, although 
ve the power and will occasionally exercise the 


} by means of false or fraudulent pretenses, 
instruct postmasters at any post-ofl 
a | directed to any such person o 
registered letters to the postn 
originally mailed, with the word 


stamped upon the outside thereof 








| By section 4041, the VPostmaster-General is ed i 
| similar terms to forbid the payment by any postn of a 

| postal money order in favor of any person eng: n the 
| prohibited business; and by section 4 of the act rch 2, 


1895 (28 Stat., 963), the power thus conferred upon the Post 


| master-General by the preceding section, 3929, is extended and 
| made applicable to all letters or other matter sent by n 
| The Supreme Court said, in passing upon the right thus 
| devolved upon a single man to decide these numerous 

that 

If the ordinary daily transactions of the Depart / 

| an interference with private rights were re d to be s 

| the courts before action was finally taken, 1 re t 

practically a suspension of some of the most important 


Virginia Government. 
4 ‘ 


Again (194 U. S., 515): 


IEL. ¢ ertainly. | But, as already indicated, it would practica arrest the executive 
LIVER. I was interested in the suggestion of the | 27m of the Government if the heads of Departments were required ¢ 
S Pen ‘lvanis . ao : c obtain the sanction of the courts upon the multifarious q t 
oe” 2 insylyania [Mr. Knox] yesterday, that these ing in their Departments before action was taken in any matter wl 
: hich the Senator from Virginia is referring are mat- | might involve the temporary disposition of private property (p. 515) 


\ L——392 





ig to the Government dealing with its own, and I So the Senator will observe that a temporary disposition of 
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as 
pr property, a matter of individual right, is thus permitted | to allow its use for a fixed compensation, in such and in Slap 
to lisposed of under the positive enactment of the Congress | cases the words “due process” involve and require a ttled 
“of United States by one man, and that it is unchallengeable | course of judicial procedure. Furthermore, for thirty yeays i. 
befo tribunal whatsoever of this country and is con- | laws of this country have been administered with that <a 
clusive as to all law and all facts. In that decision the court | standing, and the whole system of jurisprudence has so grown 
we step further than it did in those I before cited and | up. 
answered in some measure the question which the distin- Seeing those facts to exist, having them before our e and 
guished Senator put to me. The letters were not “our own,” | with an expression of the Supreme Court of the United ba 
but letters of our citizens and patrons that were condemned. in words and form which I will presently read, I ean not } ce 
THE SECRETARY OF COMMERCE AND LABOR AND HIS FINAL DECISIONS. that I would be acting as a wise and prudent legislator, ang ys 
| step a little further, Mr. President, as to the rights of an | one who held foremost the good of the people in whose seryico 
American citizen. I read next, or give a citation, from the case | We are to legislate, if I undertook to take away from the courts 
of The United States v. Ju Toy (198 U. S., 253). Ju Toy was a | Such jurisdiction as they had asserted themselves to possess, and 
citizen of the United States: he was a native of the United | Which had-been recognized as the law of the land and as due 
States. He had just the same right to the protective power of | Process of law for thirty years. Here are some of the expres. 
the Constitution and the laws of the United States that my hon- | 5100S of the Supreme Court on this subject: : 


— hk 





rh } ’ 
t ii, 


able friend and myself enjoy. One of our rights is to go here 


* there, as we may please, to California and back, or out of the 


ry and back. What were his rights? He was denied per- 
ion to land in the city of San Francisco, in his own native 
‘ountry, when returning on shipboard after temporary de- 
By whom denied? The collector of the port detained 
The Secretary of Commerce and Labor, to whom he ap- 
sustained the collector’s ruling. In habeas corpus pro- 
the Supreme Court held the administrative process to 
law and to be final. Not even the sacred 
habeas corpus could take by the hand the native-born 
an citizen and give him that right which we hear her- 
to the sacred right of every English-speaking 
and the citizen could not receive that heritage which it is 


longs to us all. 


process of 


be 


here 


ft 


NAVY AND 





! r, those rights are administered, as necessarily they 
| by one man or by the subordinates that Congress has 
s trustees to carry out these things. 


j Mr. President, when on a public highway in this country 


s undertakes to give to a commission of public admin- 
osen by the President of the United States, and, in 
ture of things, men of learning and dignity and character, 
fix a toll upon a public road—a thing which was 
tors through generations without question by 
rst met in this debate by the challenge of 
r of Congress, and then by the assertion 
this or that in the administration of the 
A] ro 5 4 FROM PURELY ADMINISTRATIVE CASES. 
I tend to march up to the very truth and justice of this case 


* 1] may find it, ar 


} liy rc 7% ; 
to the iine of wisdom as t 


ter where the chips may fall, 
» our legislation, as I may best 





that line through the mysteries of jurisprudence. Where is 
fferentiation in this case from all of these administrative 
Here, in the fact that the Supreme Court of the United 


construil 


ig what it regards to be due process of law, has 





hat in questions which involve the right and title to prop- 
dedicated to public use and coming quite near to the thought 
i the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLuLIvEer] suggested to me, 


lla 
( ecial 
8) Ally 


where property is taken in invitum by condemna- 


ARY OF THE HIS FINAL DECISION OF A PENSION 
CLAIM. 

I nother case which, I believe, I want to cite before I 
iis subject. I can not lay my finger on it at this mo- 

Mir. President, but it is the case, in 14 Peters, of Decatur 
Paul gy. The appellant there was the widow of 

tt n Decatur, a naval officer of the United States of very 
ished and honorable career. At that time the Secre- 

the N;: was Paulding, and under the statutes of the 

i States it became his duty to pass upon her right and 

to a pens provided in certain cases by Congress. He 

l up the claim of the widow of Stephen Decatur and 

i the pension. It was, as she contended, a matter of 

t. It was predicated upon those considerations of honorable 

» to the country which all nations of high spirit hold dear. 

1 was denied. Notwithstanding that, the Secretary 

Navy had to pass upon the interpretation of the laws in a 
udicial sense and had to take the responsibility of de- 

! the question, like a court. The Supreme Court de- 

the Secretary’s opinion was conclusive. 

S Presidk whether it be the sacred right of personal 
the sacred right of private property, the right of going 

g¢, the right of receiving a benefit decreed by law, 

f be made infamous by having “fraud” written 

r bac » to spe by a Cabinet minister—no matter 

1 these rights are, no matter how dear they are to the 

eings who possess them, they are within the power of 
‘ess of the United States, and daily, in the exercise of | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The question of the reasonableness of a rate of charge for { 


tation by a railroad company, involving as it does the eleme: a 
sonableness both as regards the company and as regards the ig 
eminently a question for judicial investigation, requiring due 3 of 
law for its determination. (Chieago, Milwaukee and St. Pau! R. B. 
Co. v. Minnesota, 134 U. S., 458.) os 

Again it says: 

While rates for transportation of persons and property within the 
limits of a State are primarily for its determination, the quesi nn 
whether they are unreasonably low as to deprive the carrier of its pron. 
erty without such compensation as the Constitution seeures, and ther. 
fore without due process of law, can not be conclusively determined by 
the legislature of the State or by regulations adopted under its ay. 
thority, that the matter may not become the subject of judicial inguiry 


(Smythe v. Ames, 169 U. §8., 526.) =e 
Again the Supreme Court says: 
When we recall that, as estimated, over ten thousand millions of 


In) 

: . : : GO 

lars are invested in railroad property, the proposition that such a yast 
amount of property is beyond the protecting clauses of the Consti 
that the owners may be deprived of it by the arbitrary enactment of any 


legislature, State or nation, without any right of appeal to the court: 





one which can not for a moment be tolerated. (Chicago, M 
etc., R. R. Co. v. Tompkins, 176 U. 8., 172.) 


When the Supreme Court has thus solemnly declared that 
neither State nor nation, which means neither a legislature nor 
Congress, can take away the right of appeal to the courts in a 
case like this, shall we not hesitate to deprive the courts of 
any appropriate and customary power that belongs to such 
appeal? Should we not strive to avoid collision between Con- 
gressional enactment and court decisions and seek all reasonable 
and honorable methods to that end? If the courts did not tol- 
erate what we do the people would suffer thereby. 

Let me observe here, Mr. President, that it is not attempted 
nor sought in the amendment proposed, which I am now de- 
bating, to take away entirely from the court the power of 
injunction; neither is it asserted that there is any purpose to 
intercept or prevent the power of appeal or review in some way 
or other. What, then, is it that is sought to be done? Not 
anything that does any particular good to anybody e) ; 
a short period, and, Mr. President, that particular thing which 
is done for a short period, which is a period of delay, is the 
very vital thing which provokes the power of equity in the case, 
and it goes in itself to the very heart and core of the matter in 
so far as the carrier is concerned. 


No lawyer can contemplate these decisions—at least none can 
if he interprets them as I do—without at least the grave and 


serious apprehension that, should we adopt that 

to this bill, which abolishes the interlocutory injun 
would be like the commander of a ship who whirled his broad- 
side to the guns of an enemy instead of bearing down upon 


that enemy with the prow foremost. I can not see t is 
prudent or that it is wise to do this or that it is ious 
legislation. If a man must take a risk, let him take holly 
and without regard to consequences; but no wise man | any 
risk which he may fittingly, honorably, and prudent! id, 
So should no statesman. 
HOW RISK MAY BH AVOIDED. : 

How may we prudently avoid it? By providing for eview 
modeled upon the California land act; by requiring tl rd 
to be produced in the petition for review; by requ g the 
parties to put in all their testimony before the Interst Com- 
merce Commission, except such as they could not get 1 Ol 
by due diligence; by requiring five days’ notice of a ! for 
any suspensory order or injunction; by requiring a i nd 
full bond to be presented as condition to that suspen: = 
or injunction; and by putting the period of appeal or y 85 
near as possible to the decision of the Interstate Comm Com- 
mission. Thus as short a time as may be will go by 4s roen 
the decision of the intermediate and administrative | ind 
the conclusive order of a court. Thus, too, the best pro: ne 
ends we may subserve by procedure may be accomplished Ps 

To my mind, Mr. President, we can not subserve the eats 


riginally or where the owner is constrained by public law | of the great population of the United States who ship their 














] 
i 


rail, or the immense public that must travel by rail, H.R. 








H. Fra 


granting H.R 


an increase of pension to Wil- 


Powell; 


cranting H.R 


an increase of pension to Ethan 


H. Sib 
, An act granting an increase of pension to Corne H.R 
Car 


yr E. 
act granting an increase of pension to Tru-} H.R 
Long ; 


act granting an increase of pension to James 


W. Ba 
act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 


W. Ba 





H. R. 
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zier ; 
. 16442, 
. 16445. 
ley ; 
. 1GADA. 
lton ; 
. 16455. 


16504. 
rnum ; 


rton ; 





An 


An 


An 


An 


An 


H. R. 16514. An 


act granting an increase ¢« 
act granting an increas 

act granting an increase « 
act granting an increase 
act granting an increase ¢ 
act granting an rease 


6259 


'V 15277. An act granting an increase of 1 to Georg 
in by giving them a water-tight remedy; one that can | W. Vierce; 
isily assailed; one that has got all of our Anglo-Saxon | H. R. 15380. An act granting an increase of pension to \ 
suities, and liberties cased up and fortified in it; one | tine Gunselman; 
ses them to nobody, but challenges the just sense of | H. R. 15396. An act granting an incre: f | 1 to John 71 
who impeaches its justice by provisions for the fair- | Jacobs; 
st. and most complete hearing that the wit and wisdoin | H. R. 15415. An act granting an ‘ t \ R 
n devise for the ends of justice between all parties to | Nelson; 
| H.R. 15484. An act granting an r ( , 
ARREN. I ask if the regular order has been laid | Dick; 
he day? If so, I should like to have taken up for } H.R. 15487. An act granting an rease of | 
Army appropriation bill. Aldrich ; 
CE-PRESIDENT. The regular order has not been H.R. 15548. An act granting an increase ! J ) 
r the day. Ferber ; 
\N. I understood that the senior Senator from Min- H.R. 15616. An act granting ncrease of P 
NELSON] was to speak to-day. However, the Sen Calor ; 
South Carolina will be here in a moment. H.R. 15621. An act grantin 1 increase of pension ( 
JOHN M. FARQUHAR ma. Tarter:; 
_ mm. ZAR — H.R. 15670. An act granting necrease of pe 1 to Danie 
\LLINGER. With the consent of the Senator from | E. Durgin: 
Mr. WARREN], I ask for unanimous consent for the} Hi. R. 15683. An act granting an increase of pension to 17 : 
wwideration of the bill (S. 4983) granting an increase | brown; 
to John M. Farquhar. It is an important pension | Hi. R. 15701. An act granting an increase of pe! 1 to W 
i should like to have it considered. I mean it is im- | liain Brown; 
view of the fact that it is urgent. li. R. 15717. An act granting an increase of pension to E 
eing no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | ezer A. Rice; 
eeded to consider the bill, which had been reported H.R. 15780. An act granting an increase of pensi: to TP 
Committee on Pensions with an amendment, in line 6, | Cole: 
rd “late,” to strike out “ major” and insert “ cap Il. R. 15794. An act granting an increase of pens to § uel 
y B so as to make the bill read: Pepper ; 
ed, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior ke, and he is| H.R. 15835. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg 
rized and dire ted to ! lace on the pension roll, wunzecs £0 M. Thx niy & 
on imitations o he p S10! aws he ame ASOT . » P rye Sy : . t 
ean gg tome a Ne RS gs ~~ li. Kt. Ise40. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed 
ntry, and pay him a penison at the rate of $30 per month i 
t he is now receiving. An act granting an increase of pens to Wil 
iment was agreed to. 
as reported to the Senate as amended, and the li. R. 15804. An act granting an increase of px mto A I 
was concurred in. Wells; 
s ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read H.R act granting an increase of pension Hi 
e, and passed. bert D 
eee Ee ; ae H.R. 1 act granting an increase of pension to W 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. lean - 
from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. H. R.1 An act granting an increase of pension to He 
ts Chief Clerk, announced that the House had disa- | etta W. ison ; 
e amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 395) H.R. 16023. An act granting an increase of pension to Sheldon 
¢ foreign-built dredges, asks for a conference with | B. Fargo: 
the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon. H. R. 16024. An act granting an increase of ision to Katie 
ointed Mr. Grosvenor, Mr. Minot, and Mr. Spicur | B. Meister: 
s at the conference on the part of the House. H.R. 16179. An act granting an increase of pension to W 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. a N. J. Burns ; : ‘ , 
li. R. 16182. An act granting an increase of pension to $ 
ge also announced that the Speaker of the House | F. Williams; 
the following enrolled bills; and they were there- H. R. 16190. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
by the Vice-President : | T. Caskey ; 
7. An act to regulate the practice of pharmacy and Hi. R. 16210. An act granting an increase of pension to Abhi 
poisons in the District of Columbia, and for other | ham G. Long; 
H. . 16250. An act granting an increase of pe to Augus 
796. An act for the diversion of water from the Sac- | tus J. Morey; 
er, in the State of California, for irrigation pur- H. R. 16266. An act granting an increase of px n to Marg 
ret A. Rucker; 
So, An act granting an increase of pension to Ar- H. R. 16296. An act granting an increase of pe! 1 to H 
pson 3 C. Coffin ; 
4), An act granting an increase of pension to Lucius H. R. 16334. An act granting an increase of pension t 
Day; 
» An act granting an increase of pension to Riley H. R. 16876, An act granting an i ise of p on to Jose 
Muncher ; 
7. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. R. 16428. An act granting an increase of pension to ] 
Hicks ; 
1, An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 16483. An act granting an increase of pension to M 
S. Cooley ° 
-t. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry H. R. 16487. An act granting an increase of pension to Samu 


if pension to Jk \. 
of nsion to 

f pension to S el 
of pension to Joh 
1f pension to Th is 
of pension to John 
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t. 16528. An act granting an inerease of pension to Charles 
t. 16578. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
16583. An act granting an inerease of pension to David 
16650. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
85. An act gran ing an increase of pension to Gilson 


anting an increase of pension to Lorenzo 





} 
| 


7 94 An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie | 
72385. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
17274. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
(7589. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney 


- ly tec > 7 
. An act making add 


\{n act granting an increase of pension to Sidney 


itional appropriations for the 
id : 


»: 


on account of ¢ hquake and attending conflagra- 
if coast 

REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES, 
boll in Committee of the Whole, resumed the 
of the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 


February 1SS7 





rula nh approvea 

acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of 
erstate Commerce Commission. 
WARREN. Mr. President 
BERRY. Mr. President, what disposition was made of 
nished business? Was it temporarily laid aside? 
KEAN. t has not yet been. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey 
to the se 1 7 
KEAN. I ask the Senator from Wyoming to withhold 

st fora nent, until the Senator from South Carolina 








WARR I have no desire to interfere with the pending 
f I could, but I understand that no one is ready to 
on it, 1d I am very anxious in that case 
bill 14897, being the Army appropriation bill, 
h its consideration as far as we can thi 
ERRY Unless it be done by unanimous consent, it 
1] ished | ness. 
ARREN I u us consent. 
[LLMA? red the Chaml 
LD | inimoeus consent that the unfinished 
ly laid aside without prejudice. Of cou 
to } heard « the unfinished bus Ss 
: } that he be allowed to proceed 
ARREN. In order that there may be no misunder- 
3 re ly to proceed on the 


i SI] ss ye t npo \ 
i ( l "Ss none 
{ I \ BI T 

n re St r un ) t 

f the Ari appropriation bill 

e Se is in Committee of tl 
ler the bill (H. R. 14897) ma S 
[ the \ ny f r the Lis il I 

been 1 ‘ted from the Co 

» ai ‘ ILS 
I E a f il reading of the 
i for amendment, and that 
’ 1 . } 
dered. 

Pi rt i bier n to the requ 

\ Che ¢ iir he none, and i 
al ha til 

‘ of the Committee on Military Affairs 
6, a he word “ expenses,” to strike out 
twenty so as to make the clause read: 

| xD of 1e@ AY War ¢ 7 eir ) 
> . ur of e necessary sta » \ 

I text-hx S of re nee s n 
I ‘iodi binding, may police uten- 

ssary expenses, $20,000 





ATE. 


The next amendment was, on page 5, line 10, after | \ 











“ dollars,” to insert the following proviso: , 
Provided, That of the receipts of the Washington-Al; 
Cable and Telegraph System that have been covered into the 
the United States, the sum of $179,000 be, and the same is 
available for defraying the cost of such extensions and bet 
the system as may be approved by the Secretary of War, 
of sueh extensions and the cost thereof to be reported to 
the Secretary of War. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 5, line 21, after 
“dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 
Provided, That all commissioned officers of the Army may 
assign their pay accounts, when due and payable, under such 
as the Secretary of War may prescribe. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 6, line 2, to j 
ippropriation for pay of officers for length of 
be paid with their current monthly pay, from 
$1,255,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead “ O T 
partment,” on page 7, line 17, to increase the 
for additional pay for length of service from $30,000 to $46,884. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, under the subhead “ P; 
messengers, and laborers at headquarters of di 
departments and office of the Chief of Staff,” at 
page 10, to insert: 

Fifteen 


seventy 


clerks at per 


$1,600 each per annum. 

even clerks at $1,400 each per annum. 
three clerks at $1,200 each per annum, 
One hundred clerks at $1,000 each per annum. 








The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 10, after line 1 





One captain of the w: at $900 per annum. 
Three watchmen at 3720 each per annum. 


One gardener at $720 per annum. 
One packer at $840 per annum. 
Two messengers at $840 each per annum. 












Seventy-f messengers at $720 each per annum, 

= Y ers at $600 each per annum, 

One laborer at $660 per annum. 

i » |i ‘rs at $600 each per annum. 

One laborer at $480 per annum. 

Five charwomen at $240 each per annum, 

In all, $329,040. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 11, line §, after the word 
“clerks,” to insert “ messengers, and laborers;” and i 11 


after the word ‘ 
to make the clause read: 


And said clerks, and laborers shall be « 


messengers, 











1 by the Secretary of War to the offices and p: 
ire to serve Provided, That no clerk, messensec1 
headquart of divisions, departments, or office of the ¢ 
| be assigned to duty with any bureau in the War Le; 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, on page 11, after line 
out 





pay of the Ad 





The amendment was agreed to. 
The next amendment was, under the subhead 
ers,” on page 15, line 6, after the word “ rank,” 


ank, 
following proviso: 









Provided further, That officers who served creditably 4 
war and who now hold the rank of brigadier-general o1 
» Army, having previously held that rank for two year 












1 retired from active service, have the rank and ! 
jor-general. 
Mr. KEAN. Let the-amendment be passed 0 
present. ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment wil 
over, at the request of the Senator from New Jerse 


The reading of the bill was resumed. The next 
Cr on Military Affairs was, under 
on page 16, line 11, to increase t 
ninety paymasters’ clerks fro 


the numittee 


1 


Miscellaneous,” 


of 


tion for pay 
$139,560.29. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 16, line 15, 1 
appropriation for pay of paymasters’ messengers 
to $16,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 17, line 6, to 


appropriation for clothing not drawn due to enlisted 


charge from $1,000,060 to $1,082,000, 
The amendment was agreed to. 


\ 


1, to insert: 


ad 


clerk,” to insert “ messenger, or laborer;” so as 
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the Paymaster, and the purpose is to facilitate the payment of 
those members of the militia who may attend the field ma- 
l s. The trouble has been that the Comptroller rules that 
the payment can not be made in advance. The men are paid on 
the field a small amount 

Mr. KEAN. I think I remember a case that we had in the 
Committee on Claims; and this provision will cure the defect 
in th » CASES? 

Mr. WARREN It will cure that defect. 

Mr. KEAN. There was a case from the Senator’s own State. 

Mr. WARREN. Yes. I will say, however, that this grew out 
‘ veral other cases and was not put in the bill because of 

iy desire on the part of the committee, but to conform to the 
esire of the Paymaster-General and the Comptroller. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

nendment reported by the Committee on Military Affairs. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. The next amendment 
of the Committee on Military Affairs was, under the subhead 
* Subsiste Department,” on page 26, line 18, after the word 

roasters,” to insert “for cooking apparatus in the field, and 
when traveling (except on transports), bake ovens and appa- 
ratus pertaining thereto;” so as to read: 

p nts: For meals for recruiting parties and recruits, in 
el cants enlistment while held under observation; for 
I ned s, and baked beans for troops traveling, when 
it able ok their rations; for coffee roaster for cook- 

n th eld, and when traveling (except on transports), 
nd apparatus pertaining thereto; scales, weights, meas- 
, LOOLS stat ery, €tc. 
I aul idment was agreed to. 
rhe next amendm« nt was, on page 27, line 19, after the word 
” to insert “ for payment of commutation of rations in 
f the regular established ration for members of the Nurse 
‘ (female) while on duty in hospital, and for enlisted men 
in, at the rate of 30 cents per ration (except that at 
1 Hospit at Fort Bayard, N. Mex., 50 cents per 
I ithoerized for enlisted patients in said hospital) to be 
» the surgeon in charge;” on page 28, line 3, after the 
V .’ to strike out “for difference between the cost 
n at 22 cents per day 1d the amount of 37 cents 
expended by commissaries on request of medical 
pecial diet to enlisted patients in hospital (except 

t Gen Iiospital ‘ort Bayard, N. Mex., the differ- 

‘ een the cost of on at 22 cents and 50 cents 
ithorized) who are too sick to be subsisted on the | 

m;” in line 12, after the word “ determine,” to insert 

z prizes to be established by the Secretary of War 
{ en of the Army who graduate from the Army 
bakers and cooks, the total amount of such prizes at 
: schools not to exceed $900 per annum; ” and in line | 
17 the word ill,” to strike out “six million dollars” 
x million two hundred and forty-nine thousand 
dred and three dollars and seventy cents;” so as to 
. 
1 & » contes pla or prizes in depart 
1 ( 
i by the S ; 
{ il is oo] n yt to exceed e900 per 
$6,249,703.70, to be expended unde » direction of the 
Var a 1 for as “Si of the Army, 
Ir} e one fund 
i dment was agreed to. 
xt amendment was, under the subhead “ Quarter- 
1 1 I ent,” on page 30, line 8, after the word 
rs,” to rt the following proviso: 
i er fuel e es to commissioned | 
t by the termaster’s Departm nt, for the 
f su ( nly, at e rate of $3 per cord for standard 
r at i equivalent rate for other kinds of fuel, the amount 
| » ere to be limited to the oflicer’s actual personal neces 
ad te by hi 
I ! ndment was agreed to. 
xt endment was, on page 54, line 24, after the word 
” to insert “to provide such furniture for the public | 
f officers’ messes at military posts as may be approved 
\ Secretary of War;” so as to read: 
ind quarters for troops, storehouses for the safe-keep- 
i y store for offices, recruiting stations, to provide such 
i f he public rooms of officers’ messes at military posts a 
mn t oved by the Secretary of War, and for the hire of buildings 


} 
: 





| ceeding $188,000 ; 





NATE. 


and grounds for summer cantonments, 
frontier stations, for the 
stables, and for repairing 
cluding the extra-duty pay 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 18, 
word “dollars,” to insert 
so as to make the additional proviso read: 

Provided further, That the number of and total sum paid for 
employees in the Quartermaster’s Department, including the 
from the funds appropriated for regular supplies, incidental 
barracks and quarters, Army transportation, clothing, camp 
son equipage, shall be limited to the actual requirements of 
ice, 
than 


construction of temporary buildi; 
public buildings at established ; 
of enlisted men employed on the 


$150 per month, approval of the Sec: 


War, $3,150,000. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 35, line 18, after t 
‘ dollars,” to insert the following proviso: 


Provided further, That the Secretary of War be, and 
authorized, in his discretion, to use not more than $300,000 


except upon the 


set 
Army for the fiscal year ending June 104 
uisition by purchase of 310 acres of land 
servation at Fort Sam Houston, 
000; and in the acquisition by purchase of 17,000 acres of 
prised in the Oppenheimer and Shaas tracts, lying near San 
Tex., at a cost not exceeding $112,000. 


Mr. KEAN. Let that amendment be passed over for 
ent. 

The 
ove7. 


Mr. 


support of the 30, 


acq 


res¢ 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will 


WARREN. If the 





and for temporary aaaed 


iT 


befo 
“one hundred and fifty thous 


t 


an 


‘ 


and that no employee paid therefrom shall receive a salary 


r 


hi 


he is 
of 
apart for barracks and quarters in the act of appropriation 
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{ 


adjoining the 
Tex., at a cost not exceed: 


wor 





, 








SN 


the nrac. 


be 


Senator will withhold his ob 


until I ean perfect the amendment, it may then be passed 


Mr. KEAN. Certainly. 

Mr. WARREN. In line 3, on page 
chase of,” I move to insert “ not less than.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. After the word “ land,” 
move to strike out the words “ comprised in the Op; 
and Shaas tracts.” 

The amendment to the amendment was 

Mr. WARREN. In line 4, after the 
Texas,” I move insert “for use as 
range.’ 

Mr. FORAKER. 
ground? 

Mr. WARREN. 

Mr. FORAKER. 


° 


agreed to. 
words “ San 


to an artillery 


Should it not also be used 


It is intended for that as well. 


Tlmt would limit the use to an 


in the sam 


for 


and rifle range and exclude the use of it for drill purpo 


I think not. However, there is 
the words the Senator suggests. 

Mr. FORAKER. 1 
“and for drill purposes.” 

Mr. WARREN. I do not think it is necessary, p 
state that it is for use an artillery and rifle rar 
satisfied with the amendment without stati 
was for that purpose. 

Mr. FORAKER. ‘“ For military purposes 
phrase. 

Mr. WARREN. If the Senator wishes we can 
‘for use for military purposes.” 

Mr. FORAKER. I think that would be better. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the an 
proposed by the Senator from Wyoming will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “ Texas,” in line 
‘for use for military purposes.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. On page 34, line 24, 
chase of,” I move to insert “ not less than.’ 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WARREN. Now let the amendment as 
slowly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as ame! 
be read, at the request of the Senator from Wyoming. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided further, That the Secretary of War be, and he 
authorized, in his discretion, to use not more than $ 300,000 ¢ 
set apart for barracks and quarters in the act of appropria 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1! 
acquisition by purchase of not less than 310 acres of land 
the military reservation at Fort Sam Houston, Tex., at a « 
and in the acquisition by purchase of no! 
17,000 acres of land lying near San Antonio, Tex., for us 
tary purposes, at a cost not exceeding $112,000. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, the amendment as amended 
over, if the Senator from New Jersey wishes. 

Mr. KEAN. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
be passed over for the present. 


Mr. 


WARREN. 


as 


mak 


»} 


¢ 


after the word 


amended 


I ask that the amendments may lie over. 
The amendment as amend 


36, after the words “| 


suggest that there be added the 


” would be a 


eG 


i 






svill 
VV ia 











AN subsequently said: I should like to turn back to | 
—the amendment in regard to the purchase of a camp | 
at Fort Sam Houston, Tex. I withdraw my request 
amendment be passed over. 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
his request to have the amendment 


New 


passed 


Jersey 
over. | 


t amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs 


million,” to strike 
in the same line, before 


” 


before the word 


? 


page 89, line 16 

n” and insert “ twelve; 
*“ hundred,” to strike out “seven” and insert “ six; 
17, before the word “thousand,” to strike out “ and 
nd in the same line, after the word “ dollars,” to strike 


‘ 


That no part of this appropriation shall be applied to the 
the expense of using transports in any other Government 


the transp 


rtation of the Army and its supplies. 


to read : 





ther, That the number of draft anima purchased from 
on, added to those now on hand, shall be limited to 
s are actually required for the service, $12,600,000. 






ndment was agreed to. 
xt amendment was, on page 39, after line 20, to insert: 


onstruction and maintenance of military and post roads, 
i trails in the district of Alaska, to be expended under the 
t board of road commissioners described in section 2 of 


tion and mainte 





t 


in act to provide for the « ruct 
the establishment and mainten: e of schools, and the 
rt of insa versons in the district of Alaska, and for 

approved January 27, 1905, and to be expended con- 
provisions of said act, $150,000. 








lment was agreed to. 
tT ; } 


mendment was, on page 40, line 14, before the word 
to strike out “one” and insert “two;” so as to 
use read: 

i quarters, Philippine Islands: Continuing the work of 


proper shelter and protection of officers and enlisted 


y of the United States lawfully on duty in the Philip 
including the acquisition of title to building sites when 
; ; 





helter for the animals and supplies, and 
post administrati 

lment was agreed to. 
imendment was, on page 41, line 12, 
to strike out “275,000” and 
t the following sums be used in the erection of 
hospitals at the posts named: Bighty 
Wyo.; $100,000 at Columbus Bar- 


n purposes, $250,000. 


after the word 
insert $500,000: 


thousand 




















fferson Barracks, Mo.;” so as to 
1 re r of hosp For const and repair of 
y I s alr iblished and pied, including 
v of ¢ 1 employed on the , and including 
res for construction and repairs required at the Army 
Hot § g for the construction and 
e 1 ey nt thereto, and for addi 
r e re ire ised garrisons, $500,000 
f wing sul a the erect n f xiern 
the amed BKighty tl s 7 4 Ss t 
\ £100.000 «¢ Col s Barracks, Ohio; and 

’ i s, M 
{ wish to call the attention of the Senator from 
t fact (I may be mistaken about it, though 1 


I am) that this amendment provides for striking out 
inserting “* $500,000,” and “that the following 

in the erection of modern sanitary hospitals at the 
housand dollars at Fort D. A. Russell. 

O0 at Columbus Barracks, Ohio; and $75,000 at 
Mo.,” and yet I see no estimate for these 
recommendation from the War 





Is and no 


-EN. They are all of them esti: 


led. The estimate is $500,000, and the par 
f the Senator will look, he will sé a 





Does the Senator mean that they are all esti- 





EN. ¥ sir; every one of tl 

( t 1 them in the B imates, 

N. I will find them for the § 

L will e the word of the § 

N. If the Senator accepts my I can 
all tl . 

T . > ; ~ y - Nev 43 

[ was looking over the Book of Estimates, and 


estimates at all for this purpose. 
was agreed to. 
idment was, under the subhead “ Medical De- 
ve 45, line 24, after the word “dollars,” to 
llowing proviso: 
hereafter the purchase of medicines and medical 
igagement of services not personal for the Medical De- 
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NCC DN 11 

4 VWI) 

partment of the Art 
in t 

1 of the amount 

purchase or employ 


1 is on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 9 
endment as amended was agreed to. 


Wal 
The amendme 


‘Dp 


i 


ior approv 





The next amendment le! 
partment,” page 47, after line 14, to stri 





nt 


wi 
rhe next amendment 
rovided,” to strike out “ ft 


is 












mir 
hide 
t t 


agreed 


was, 


Provided, no cont t 
States shall be made u t 
an appropriation adequate t 
Navy Departments, etc. 

The amendment was agr 


Ww 





Ore nce Service: ¢ rent ex] 
to de the current expenses 
issuing arms and ot ordnance 
rents, tolls, fuel, light, water, 
furniture; of tools and instr 
the Ordnance Service and those 
ordnance, small arms, and < 
of publications for libraries fot 
for mechanical labor in the offi 

And to insert: 

For the current exy s of 
with purchasing, receiv , and 
comprising police and office di 
advertising, stationery, and offi 


service 








attending pr 
ordnance store 
partment, ine! 
labor in the office 


Ai 


of the 


‘ 
for the incidental expe 


The amendment was 


on 


rl 


agrees 


“7 


ul 


1 


The next amendment was, o1 


appropriation for ordnance st 
to $624,000. 


“ dollars,” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


The next amendment wa 


to 


the clause read: 


Small-arms 


ta 


sories, for sma 





“se 


mat 


dals, prize 


The amen 


iment was agreed 


at 


ro 


It 


et 


The next amen 


artillery,” to 


es Pe 
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‘and fifty 
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im 
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The amendment 
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committee amendment 


The VICE-PRES! 
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after the word “ purchase,” to insert “ exceeding $100;” so as |} 
to m the clause read: 

the purchase of supplies and the procurement of services 

for hes of the Army service may be made in open market, in 

t ! I mmon among business men, when the aggregate of the 

I lired does not exceed $500; but every such purchase ex- 

coe 100 shall be promptly reported to the Secretary of War for 

nder such regulations as he may prescribe. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 51, after line 22, to strike 
out: 

| the sum of $5,000 be, and the same is hereby, appropriated 
and the Secretary of War be, and he is hereby, authorized to expend 
the same, or so much thereof as may be necessary, in protecting and 
preserving the battlefield of Balls Bluff, in Loudoun County, Va., and 
the burial place of those killed in that battle. In his discretion and 
within said appropriation said Secretary of War is authorized to buy 
8 of said battlefield as he deems proper for the purposes afore- 
Said 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

rhe next amendment was, on page 52, after line 6, to insert: 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to accept, on behalf 

of the United States, the dedication and gift by Mrs. Rachael A. 
Paxson, stated in her written offer of January 14, 1902, of a strip 
of land 50 feet wide from the Leesburg and Point of Rocks turnpike 
is Loudoun County, Va., to the 41-acre tract over which the United 
States now has a right of way to the Balls Bluff National Cemetery; 
and t sum of $5,000, or so much thereof as may be necessary, is 
he y appropriated to enable the Secretary of War to build a sub- 
stantial road from the Leesburg turnpike to said cemetery, and to 
properly fence and protect the same, and, within said appropriation, 
buy much of the Balls Bluff battlefield as may be necessary for its 
pl tion and preservation. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The next amendment was, on page 52, after line 20, to insert: 

} fencing, protection, and maintenance of the Government 
r iti at Nahant, Mas $5,000. 

rl imendment was agreed to. 

) ‘xt amendment was, on page 52, after line 23, to insert: 
t to ipproval of the Secretary of War, and to be ex- 

pe f his dir n, the sum of $15,000 is hereby appropriate 
) right of ay and approaches and for constru 
VS and ay ches from the city of Salisbury, N. C 
1 metery at near said city, the beginning, direction, and 
i f said driveway and approaches to be determined by the Sec- 
‘] endment was agreed to. 
Mr. OVERMAN. On page 53, after line 6, I offer the amend- 
ment which I send to the desk. This proposition has heretofore 
| the Senate, and I understand the chairman of the Com- 
itary Affairs agrees to accept it. 
ViCch-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
S North Carolina will be stated. 
| SECRETARY. On page 53, after line 6, it is proposed to 
‘ lreasury be autiorized, and he is hereby 
‘nor of » State of North Carolina the 
transfe to the Moores Creek Mon: 
d by the legislature of the State of North 
( repairing the monument already erected 
( d ] r 1 beautifying the same. 
VA I like to object to the amendment pro- 
S from North Carolina, but we all have a 
endments of a similar character which we should 
! propriation bills. I do not think we ought 
lment on this bill. 

M tEN. I will say that the amendment proposed by 
{ £ from North Carolina is one which has had the 

] { CO! ittee, and it has heretofore passed the 
KEAN. I have no doubt the amendment has the approval 
t and has passed the committee, but I think it is 

y t should be inserted in this. bill. 

\ O7* MAN. I pe the Senator will withdraw his ob- 
je | one which has several times passed 
{| th fa bill, and the Senator will remember | 
; ivored by the late Senator Hoar, of Massachusetts. 

LN. I have introduced bill which has passed the 

times in regard to the Princeton battlefield monu- 

I A h, if this amendment is adopted, I should like to have 
basan al iment to this bill. 

M OVERMAN. This is a provision for the repair of a 
which is falling down, and which, unless repaired, 
pieces. It is also intended to beautify and inclose 

urrounding it. 
: \ I think the Senator from North Carolina ought 
1 with the $15,000 which he got for the road in 
t asking for $5,000 additional to repair the monu- 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
submitted by the Senator from North Carolina 















} r © 
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Mr. KEAN. I suppose the Senator from North Car na 
would not object if I offered an amendment appropri - 
$30,000 for a monument on the battlefield at Princeton? 2 

Mr. OVERMAN. I should not object to anything of it 
kind. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The reading of the bill was resumed. 

The next amendment of the Committee on Military Affairs 
was, on page 53, after line 6, to insert: 

That sections 1 and 2 of an act approved April 15, 1904, & 1 
“An act to regulate shipping in trade between ports of the | ed 
States and ports or places in the Philippine Archipelago, betwes« ; 
or places in the Philippine Archipelago, and for other purpos 
not take effect until July 1, 1909. 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the Senate to disagree to that ; 1- 
ment of the committee, the subject-matter having been passeq 
upon here by a special bill a few days ago. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The reading of the bill was concluded. 

Mr. WARREN. Now, I wish to return to page 41. On page 
41, line 15, before the word “ thousand,” in the amendn ; 
the committee heretofore agreed to, I move to  strik: it 
“eighty ” and insert “one hundred and twenty.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be regarded 
as still open to amendment. The Senator from Wyoming 
proposes an amendment to the amendment, which will! be 
stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 41, line 15, before the rd 


“thousand,” it is proposed to amend the amendment of the 
committee by striking out “ eighty ” and inserting “ one hu 
and twenty; ” so as to read: 

One hundred and twenty thousand dollars at Fort D. A. Russell, Wy 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FRAZIER. I offer the amendment which I send to 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Tennessee will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 53, line 6, after the amend: 
adopted on the motion of Mr. OVERMAN, it is proposed to inse1 

That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to accept, ur 
will of Martha J. Patterson and from the heirs of W. B. Bacl 
descendants of Andrew Johnson, late President of the United 
free of cost to the Government, the tract of land where said 
Johnson's remains now lie, known as *“* Monument Hill,” contair 
exceeding 10 acres, and situated in Greene County and in or | 
town of Greeneville, Tenn., and upon presentation of good and 
title to said tract of land the Secretary of War is authorized 
rected to establish thereon a national cemetery of the fourth « 

Mr. WARREN. The committee accepts that amendm 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer the amendment which I send 1 
desk, to come in on page 5, after line 18. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted 
enator from Ohio will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 5, after line 18, it is proposed to 
insert: 


Ss 


. 


That the Secretary of War is hereby authorized to construct 1 


thereafter maintain and operate, a submarine cable from Kk« 
Fla., to the United States naval station at Guantanamo, Cuba, a 
thence to the Canal Zone, on the Isthmus of Panama; and for | 
pose of carrying the foregoing provisions of this paragraph int 
tion the sum of $927,000, or so much thereof as is_necessa! 
immediately available, is hereby appropriated: Provided, Th 
nection with the installation and operation of such cable sy 
Secretary of War is authorized and empowered to utilize, if 
with the public interest, the personnel and resources of tl 
establishment, as far they can be advantageously u 
detriment to the public interest, and to employ such experts 

persons as may be deemed necessary to assist in carrying into « 

the provisions of this paragraph. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should like to inquire « 
Senator from Ohio, as I am not quite sure that I cau 
reading of the antendment correctly, whether it provid 
ply for a cable from Key West to Guantanamo? 

Mr. FORAKER. From Key West to Guantanamo, on 
through to Panama. ; 

Mr. BACON. Of course, I presume the Senator !s 
upon some survey and estimate; but the reason I n 
inquiry is that Guantanamo is on the southern coast : F 
and it would be very much more direct to have the cab! 





i 
t 


as 


northern side of Cuba, unless it is desirable to have 
entirely under water for the purpose of maintaining 0 
of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. We are following in this matter the 1 “a 


mendation of the War Department. They have very ©: 
considered it; and the sum proposed to be appropriated 
estimate which they made of the expense. We have 

station at Guantanamo, 


lea 


\ al 
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— | 
’ | e . . . , x lex *hi1 } ¥ ’ , ; 
\I CON. I understand that very well. awe ees +" a oat While the officers’ quarters 
: ah nn : Sas ant pe Sonme : = ge , | good, they wi answer all purpos« for the present; the guard! 
M OR \KER. rhe idea is to avoid going with our cable o to very bad cottitien. not repairable on account of age and 
th iv foreign country. arrangement of rooms, and should replaced i 4 ) 
MM CON. And to lay it altogether under water? structure ; barracks are ase very old and will not last 1 long 
M ORAKER. To keep it altogether under water. We oT tok te ar aemeasention al he ok trek. ott found 
ompelled, in communicating by cable with Panama, to | tions and water table. te ax ; 
ist e that passes through two foreign countries—Mexico | A new guardhouse would cost, approximatel) $11, 000 
ni N agua. We are keeping up that kind of communication | Two double barracks, at $55,000 each 110, 000 © 
; eat expense. This plan will perhaps save a great deal Total cea! aan 2 
issment if there should come trouble of any kind, 88/  m@nere can be no question as to the necessity of t cca a 
t come at any time. | tioned, and it is thought a spec ial appro] ) ( f 3 1.00) 
\ CON. I presume the advantage of having the cable | would be a — Roured rors ng fond : | 
, e oe . hat me vom ton . states in “7 . Ings this couk e followed year after ’ f is Y 
hrough foreign territory is that which is to be con- | jished by Congress or taken from the R 
cid re than the matter of expense. quarters ” or “ Military posts,” allowed e f cons 
M RAKER. That is the controlling consideration—to | tion. ¥ ; 
le which belongs to the Government, under Govern- | cry Wey, lili ieee B. HUMPHE 
rol, and not subject to any foreign jurisdiction. | Hon. THomas H. Carrer. 
M \RREN. I presume the Senator from Ohio has not United States Senate, Washington. D. C. 


re that it is intended that the cable shall not only run Mr. WARREN. Mr 
( 1 Panama, but that it shall eventually be extended Mr. ALDRICH —— 
. . . . > « « 4 4 . . 

o Rico; that it is to take in all three of those coun- I 


President 

Before the Senator rises to a point of ord 
should like to ask the Senator who presented the amendment 
| what is meant by “a starter?” [Laughter. ] 
Mr. CARTER. That is a technical phrase well understood in 
| the Army, I believe. [Laughter.] 

| Mr. ALDRICH. I suppose it 1 
Mr. LODGE. If this is a mere “starter,” how much does t] 
} 


\ MAKER. Yes. Ultimately the cable will probably | 
1 to Porto Rico, though it is not so extended by this | 


CE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
submitted by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForaKer]. 
iment was agreed to. 
M LKELEY. I offer the amendment I send to the desk, 

n page 47, line 3, after the word “ dollars.” 
ISIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
rary. On page 47, line 3, after the word “ dollars,” 
d to insert a colon and the following proviso: 


Senator think will be required hereafter? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, Fort Keogh is one of the old 
permanent posts of the western country. The reservation is, I 
think, the best reservation in the entire country. The build . 
certainly must be replaced. The military board put For 
Keogh upon the list of permanent military posts, and it is well 
understood by those familiar with the country that a mil 





ther, That in additi yn to the number of chaplains now post is required there. I hope the Senator will take the a id 
w there shall hereafter be one for the Corps of Engineers. ment under advisement and that he will give it at least f 
| iment was agreed to. consideration. 


Mr. $ [ERLAND, I offer the amendment which I send to Mr. WARREN. I am willing that the amendment shall be 
printed and lie over. I withhold the point of order against it, 
PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. | but I desire to say just a word or two in relation to it. 

rAkY. On page 53, after line 6, it is proposed to | 


lil 


There are a great many cases like the one which the Ser 
seeks to provide for in the amendment which he has 
s hereby granted. to the University of Utah the following- | Which are never dealt with, and should not be dealt \ » Ul 
lyi within the Fort Douglas Military Reservation and | the regular Army appropriation bill. The should be 
site of said university in the State of Utah, namely: | 7 ; 

' 













the point of intersection of the west boundary line of Fort with on the sundry civil, or else in ir ial b oa ete 
vation and north boundary line of Fourth South street, of | estimated for in the Army appropriation bill, and, u 3s 
S y, Which point is 10.23 rods east and 192.14 rods south of | special paragraph sbould go in, the appropriation is obi Is 
{ t corner of sectio 5 ownship sol ra t eas Ss } an — man 1] 
and which ‘ae cor onaiieans ee of the Teen | to the law which governs these appropriat ons LLOWE cr, J 
University of Utah, and running thence south 48 rods, | 42m willing te let the amendment go over until the morning, so 
) rods, thence north 184 rods to the intersection of the | that I may look it up more carefully and the Senator can do 





f the north boundary of the campus of the University of 


he s: -eserving  nadent cof coco 
est 9.4 rods to the northeast corner of the university | “2 Same, reserving the point of order. 


ith 136 rods along the east boundary of the campus | Mr. CARTER. I am quite sure, if the Senator investig 
orner of same, thence west 70.6 rods to point of be- | the matter and reflects upon it, he will be glad to all 
, That the State of Utah shall improve the said prop- | amendment to become a part of the Dill 

tain tl ‘ a pi ill. 


l » same for university purposes and not otherwise, . 33 
said land shall be abandoned by the State for said I now desire to present the amendment which I send to 
d land and aa nya ments aan — Ears ne ee desk, which, not carrying an appropriation, I suppose 
Provided further, That the grant of said land sha in tnats lv < : He at anv rate 

with it any right or title in or to any portion of the | imStantly adopted. I hope so at any rat 











Red Butte Canyon Creek: And provided further, That | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be st 
i to the United States the perpetual right to maintain, | The SECRETARY. On page 34, after line 21, it is prop 
ze the sewer which runs from the Fort Douglas | jpycort- F 
I said tract of land, or to construct and maintain | *” . 
ss the same should it be desirable so to do | The Secretary of War is authori in his d 
wT ofiMhaé fo « ona : : ava | Department of Agriculture to I i 
N. That is a matte which the committee have horse-breeding station, such portior the Fort K 
1. It will cost no money, it is approved by the | vation, in Montana, as may not, in his 
War ment, and is a concession of the use of certain | Purposes. 
\ es land to the State university. The committee | Mr. WARREN. I hope the Senator will not pr 
mendment. |} ment, unless it has been considered by the De 
ent was agreed to. | has some statement from it regarding the subje: 
AR. I offer the amendment which I send to the} Mr. CARTER. I understand the fact to be that the D 
ment of Agriculture is seeking to establish certain exp 
"RESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. breeding stations, one having been already established 
‘Ry. On page 41, after line 18, it is proposed to | rado. Inasmuch as the amount of land embr the |] 
Wing: | Keogh Military Reservation furnishes a ver ’ 
lhouse at Fort Keogh, Mont., $11,000: to erect two | ing ground, without the necessity of purchasing ! 


ort Keogh, Mont., at $55,000 each, $110,000; in all, | view of the further fact that the major portion of the 
| tion is not used for military purposes, it do 

ER. I have a letter from the Quartermaster-Gen- | to authorize the Secretary of War, in 
to the subject-matter of the amendment which | the use of such ground belonging to the United S 


l e read. | required for one public purpose to be devoted 
: PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the | purpose. The amendment will certainly se 
read as requested. rassment to the military establishment, | use the m 


ty read as follows: use is left entirely in the discretion of the Secretary of \ 

( Wak DEPARTMENT, I trust the amendment may be adopt 
)FFICE OF THE QUARTERMASTER-GENERAL, . TARREN as the Senator from Montana any 
Washianton, Jenuery 05° 108. | Mr. W ARREN. Has the S« Mi om Mon any 

mendation of the amendment from the Department of Agri- 


would state that Fort Keogh is on the list of permanent ! culture? 


CARTER: Your favor of the 23d instant is at hand, 
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Mr. CARTER Not from the Department of Agriculture. I 
eX L) { t of Agriculture to utilize - 

M RREN Let me suggest to the Senator, would it not 
be be to sul t the amendment to the Department of Agri- 
cul for re mendation, and then propose it to the agri- 
cl I DI priation bill? 

CARTER Well, Mr. President, the Senator from Wy- 
oming knows that the reference from one bill to another is an 
or iry method of getting rid of an amendment entirely. I 
have gone with an ments to the Committee on Appropria- 
ti time id again—the most affable body of men whom I 
know; and it was my privilege to be a member of that com- 
mittee for many a day, and I regret that I am not a member of 
it now, because to serve for a brief time upon the Committee | 
on Appropriat s is indeed a liberal education—— 

Mr. WARREN. I may say that, as a member of that com- 
mi e, I regret the Senator is not now serving on it. 

f ARTER. The Senator flatters me. I am sure he speaks 
s erely, because we worked together, as a rule, on that com- 
m t nd I hope we will on this particular occasion. I trust 
1 Ss rr will accept the amendment. 

Mr. WARREN. Serving as I do on the Committee on Agri- 
cu I think we could come nearer, perhaps, to attaining 
th ject through that committee; but there is this about it—— 

CARTER. If I should seek to have the amendment 
p! 1 on the agricultural bill, I fear I would be made aware 
of t that it would involve the appropriation of a certain | 
a land set aside hv Congress for military purposes, and | 
{ irisdiction on the agricultural bill might be considered 
y ? ( eS hle 

ir. WARREN. It woul ld be under the approval of the Secre- 
t War, just as it is now, of course. 

CARTER. Mos canis 

ir. LODGE. This amendment, as the Senator has pointed 
( has the great merit of carrying no appropriation. 

CARTER That should commend it, I think, to public 

r. LODGE. I suppose the expenditure made necessary by 
the | h nt of the station at Fort Keogh will follow on 
t ‘ 1 bill. 

Ir. CARTER. I presume the agricultural bill will take 
n f any expenditure the Department of Agriculture may 

VARREN. I think there is a very easy way of accom- 
' ° the S« tor desir If he would move to do 

with F Keogh, and turn the entire reservation over'to 
1 Department, we would then have the reserva- 

romal ws nn 

CAR R.  We so r Wyoming there that we thi 

tain the pr so as, if possible, to help main- 
t our n ibors on the south. [Laughter.] 

\ RE Then I will not push the matter. 

PRESIDE The question is on agreeing to the 

ed by the Senator from Montana. 

WARREN. I shall have to raise the point against the 
that there is no estimate or recommendation from 
1 ) t. 

CARTER. There is nothing to estimate for. There is no 

ya MONE 
ARREN It is a matter of general legislation, as the 
‘ nows. 

Mr. CARTER. It is a matter of permitting the use by the G 
( the United States of its own property for another 

the present purpose does not entirely absorb it. 

WARREN. I think it is subject to the point of order 

| legislation, but so far as I am concerned, if the | 
that when Fort Keogh Military Reser- 
ed I tary purposes it may be used for 
R. §& yeal zo I assisted the 
u z é I nt of a mili 
\ ith of this place, and 
Se s 1] e of perpetu 
I Laughter. ] 
\ REN. If I! overlooked that, I will admit, for 
t fume! that I am trying to protect now ; 
on I wi to call the attention of the Sen- 
I have never yet seen an encroachment upon 
res 1, either by using a portion of it tempo- 
other, that it did not raise the question in 
mind whether the military reservation was neces 
( the Senator himself, if he will reflect upon it, 
\ hat that alone will carry a doubt, perhaps, against 
e of Fort Keogh, which neither he nor I would 
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CARTER. The use of the land for such purpos ty, 
Government may put it to certainly can carry nothing per “akg 
as to the military necessity for the continuance of thy t 94 


that point. 

I believe it is true that the War Department h;: 
much attention to the raising of cavalry horses. [| 
would be a matter of public economy if more attention | 1 
| to the breeding of cavalry horses. The condition of th: tis} 

army in South Africa is an example of the utter ineft; ’ 


: : s oft 
a force when not provided with proper cavalry horses an uip- 
ment. For many months our western plains were the s of 
enormous purchases of horses for use in South Afri } 


Senator knows and I know that the British soldiers fou tha 
most of those. wild horses were more injurious to the 1 


) 
attempted to ride them than their presence upon the fur 
nished a menace to the enemy. I think the breeding of Irv 
| horses is a matter to which the Department of Agricu e is 
| giving attention, and this is a most excellent locati: po 

which to engage in the experimental work of the Depart t. 
Inasmuch as the amendment carries no appropriat i 


merely grants a permission which may not be availed of, [ sha) 


say nothing more of it. I leave it to the Senator in ¢! e of 
the bill. I believe it is good policy for the Governmen Ise 
| its own property to the best advantage it can. I have 

doubt whatever that the Secretary of War would, w 5 
| permission granted or authority given, if called upon the 
Secretary of Agriculture, set aside something like a ¢ hip 
on that reservation for a breeding station for ex 


purposes. If it is thought best that the Government | rt 
be permitted to lie idle, and that the Secretary of Agriculture 
be put to the necessity of renting land from private i 
well and good; I shall have nothing more to say about 
Mr. WARREN. There is much force in what the Senator 


| from Montana stated. I agree with him entirely as to the at- 
iter of cavalry horses. I think probably the matter be 
reached by reducing that reservation for this purpose and prob 


ably safely. I will ask, reserving the point of order 



























the amendment, to have it printed and lie over, and I 
into the matter further. I should be very glad, inde l 
some way to carry out the idea of the Senator from L 
|} and the cps 9 Acne mes he desires to accomplish 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment \ g 
| over and be printed. 
Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, if it meets with the 
| of the chairman of the committee, I should like to ask | 
sion to have printed in the Recorp, for the information 
| conferees, that part of the President’s message relating to 
depot at Fort Mason. It contains estimates and le 
the Quartermaster-General and the Commissary-Gen 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the | 
the President’s message indicated by the Senator { 
fornia will be printed in the REcorp. 
The matter referred to is as follows: 
To the Senate and House of Representatives: 
+ * a * e * . 
| Furthermore. I recommend that the Congress act on the r¢ 
tions of the War Department and appropriate the mo! 
| to establish a building as a general supply and storage «dé 
supply departments of the Army and transport service 
the military reseryation of Fort Mason. This project is 
Senate bill 4475 of the present session. 
I have requested the Treasury and Post-Office Depart: ‘ 
re their estimates for replacing or repairing the other G 
1ildings in San Francisco. These estimates will be read) 
while and will then be laid before you. 
| THEODORE R 
THe WHITE Houses, April 25, 1906. 
War Depa 
| Washington, A] 
The PRESIDENT 
| Replying to your letter of 23d instant directing that 
made regarding the buildings required for the War Dep: 
Francisco, I have the honor to invite your attention t 
memorandum from the Quartermaster-General rel e to 
ment of a general supply and storage depot for s ply 
the Army and the transport service on a part of the ! 
tion of Fort Mason, Cal. This project is set forth in Se 
of the present session, upon which, in response to call 
Department, on February 21 last, submitted to the « 
Committee on Military Affairs, United States Senate, ré 
Quartermaster-General, the Judge-Advocate-General, and | 
Staff. ee 
The subject of establishing a general supply depot in 5 
to cover all branches of the Army service was first taken u 
has since been very fully investigated and considered ! 
concerned, and particularly by the Quartermaster’s Dep 
memorandum herewith from the grt: sg gee 
( the subject, from which it will be seen that the Depa! 
no buildings in the city of San Francisco, ‘but occupied 
~ lath ms at a total annual expenditure of $76,550. As s 
1aster-General very pertinently remarks, this project 
oxtatnadie presented on its merits in the interests of good a3 


tion and a saving of time and expense for rentals and et] 
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1 a character of indispensable and imperative necessity for | no economy in constructing a wharf and erecting a1 
service on the Pacific coast, Hawaii, and the Philippine | storehouse, and quarters at Fort Masor 
The Quartermaster-General, under date of November 6, 1905, 
t called for has been increased from $1,350,000 to $1,500, “This scheme of transfer of the San Francis d t » I t \ i 





amount to be immediately available from $500,000 to 
view of the necessity of adopting a stronger, more durable, 
nt system of construction than the type originally consid 
construction of this depot will afford ample and modern 
all the supply departments of the Army and result in an On January 29, 1906, the Secretar f Trea wrote to t 
ig in rent of at least $60,000, leaving as the only branches | Secretary of War referring to House bill No. 10117, f t rectior f 


| 
i 
| 
| 
unprovided for the division and department headquarters, a building for the 
| 
i 


was submitted by this office to the S« tary of Wi with d i 
estimates for buildings, roads, walks, wharves, et i I 
$1,256,280, December 10, 1903. This included all the ly d 
ments of the Army and the transport servic 









> of Government fl i 
juired by convenience to be located within the city; and | quarters at San Francisco, inquiring with regard to spa 

















offices, which, as stated by the Chief of Engineers in his | occupied by officials in the War Department in rv 1 quarts 
gy letter, will be accommodated either through renting | city of San Francisco i the an nt required to meet p ‘ I 
; ters or perhaps in securing quarters in the proposed new | prospective needs, to which this office replied as \ 
: ’ 7 j to letter dated January 29, 1906, f t se 
1 Department does not own any public buildings at Sacra- | the relative to amount of space required LD 


in proposed building in San Francisco for use of su Governme 


Jose, and Oakland. 














respectfully, ROBERT SHAW OLIVER, cials as may now be occupying rented quarters t . ! 
Acting Secretary of War. ferred by you to this office r report, 1 have tt ! rt 
[Inclosures. ] the chief commissary of the Department of California wi i 
™ rooms, only two rooms being allotted now for his needs, and e de 
. War DEPARTMENT, and purchasing commissary will require 36,800 square feet of s] 
OFFICE OF THE CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, for office, storage, and shipping facilities, while the pre t spac 
Washington, April 23, 1906. pied for this purpose is 18,420 square feet The increa is I 
the SECRETARY OF WAR. to meet prospective needs and to provide for eme I 
S ive the honor to acknowledge the receipt of a copy of a From the foregoing it appears that the matter has been t 
President relating to estimates for public buildings in | COmSidered and that detailed estimates have been submitted. A 
; bill No. 4475 appropriates an amount just about equal to the ¢ 
thought that the Engineer Department of the Army is of the Quartermaster-General, it is recom! i that t 
e matter, however. Heretofore two offices have been | Teturned to Congress, urging favorable ns I I ‘ 
rented buildings in San Francisco in connection with that some provision sh yuld be promptly made to | rly f 
or and fortification work. The office buildings occupied | 8Ubsistence department in San Francisco, so 


bot . ; “oper suppl he trs , and the forware 
royed, and new provision must be made, but this will be | Proper Supply of th , aneporte Sn tae | = 
p troops in the Philippine Islands 






















































































through renting private quarters or, perhaps in the a late : 
1g quarters in the proposed new custom-house. HENRY G. SHARPp, Commiss — 
inies of engineer troops are quartered at Fort Mason, 
ed that no damage of a serious character has occurred W DEPARTM 
the repairs of these garrison buildings would, in any OFFICE ¢ THE QUA { 
le by the Quartermaster’s Department, and would be covy- vi ngton, A 
mates submitted by the Quartermaster-General er the 
Preside oe ett r of April 33. 1906. oo under th Mem randum relative to est shment of c 
rennet fnthy depot for supply departm he 1 
, ae A. MACKENZIE. on a part of the military m, ¢ 
Brigadier-General, Chief of Engineers, U. S. Army. The project contemplates the f ss 
wharves, roads, walks, tramways, water sup} yerag l 
and power plants on public lan til part of 1 
War DEPAI reservation, Fort Mason, Cal. k Point 
OFFICE OF THE SURGEON-GENERAL, The purpose is to do away gs and 
Washington, April 23, 1906. rented at very high annual I I ( 
lum for the information of the Secretary of War. concentrate at one place all the 
aie el : > f 7 . it and operation of the quarterm: ip] 
of th rreasury, under date of January 29, 1906, n | the Army, and the transpor o 1 connect { 
Hi J aod oy fe . ore tion of * oe _ a service at San Francisc 3 vi { 
en WiciaiSs aS may 1iOoOW ve occupying rented quarters | slandse ne hea hilir 3 d 
requested to be advised as to the space at present eS ee oad : ~ 
of the War Department in rented quarters. pat ie Cer Petet gr erge. pittaintee sek. nrenal 19 
ae 4 ‘ ee i As outlined in plans origin repared ] 
of February 5, 1906, the chief surgeon, Depar | t contemplated construction of: . 
ed to this officer that he would require for } ‘Beg 4 Seeman ‘an buildin > for the admini tive and 
square ‘t floor space; for the attending surgeon's yg art salar yp oclltast: meng see = 9 leer pe rong , 
1,008 square feet, and the officer in charge of medica | as oa . = wenn oP cae a i en iie : ae 
ld require 47,000 square feet in the event of a Govern- | suesniien ee ee ee 7 
eing ere ted in San Francisco ’ ; . ' i oOo storehouse for the subsistence depart! 
Ss the space that has been occupied in San Francisco by , ace ili lomartmas 
- +. Tn cos oe hee R One storehouse for the med | departmen 
rtment. The offices of the chief surgeon and attend- One gen 1 packing house 
in the portion of the Phelan Building occupied by Geek. anauan ee 
lepartment of California, and this office does not know ee anpenbendbik . agsoee 5 ehede tor wheel trananort 
» its proper proportion of the rental paid. The annual eee a vn ae Heed “few Caretel : 
lical supply depot on Mission street was $18,000 per ; aaa oe adie ' ee ; at r 
r the trananort cé« 
R. M. O'REILLY, a ee e, ergy ee ‘ v « lg i 
Surgeon-General, U. 8S. Army. of af re saad four ships of the ; ‘of the re “Arn , 
a Preparing ground for buil sites, t t 
War DEPARTMENT, drainage, s¢ ige, wat u ete. 
OFFICE OF THE COMMISSARY-GENERAL, Five sets rs of the s d 
Washington, April 23, 1906. } services wi depot a 
he Secretary of War in re Senate bill No. 4475, intro-| The esti vay 
Senate February 15, 1906, by Senator PERKINS. | 43 Phis did : ai 
R truction at Fort Mason, Cal., of wharf, storehouse, and | to acquire. 1 ( 
pancy in lieu of the various buildings rented in San | owners to Ww i 
inspection of the station of San Francisco made August | glips for tl i it w 
September 1, 1905, the inspector, Colonel Chamberlain, | sym neede: { 
) r 3, 1905, states : | inereased t 
annual rental paid for offices, wharf: and storage in| ‘The plans as red had ir 
for the quartermaster’s depot, the transport service, the | puildings with é found ! 
and medical supply depot amounts to $49,400.04, ex- | wooden floors and for roofir M 
2 d for commutation of quarters for the of rs On | and experience in i igh f t « \ i 
1 with the said depots. That the amount so expended | j¢ will be far pret t tronger ar i 
very improbable. On the contrary, an increase is | manent system of ict having in view 
¢ : ai and concrete mason with ste l frames, truss ‘ I 
st of convenience and economy it is recommended that | with enhanced cost ns ‘ nd ski l i 
e office building, storehouses, and quarters for the} demands that will i sources ¢ ; 
onstructed at Fort Mason. A suitable site, owned | the reconstruction of ity of Frar 
nt, is, I believe, available.” sum than that above given to comy t pro , 
was referred to this offi and the depot commissary in | therefore recommended that the total ar nt be ir i $1 
s ‘date of November 1905, reported as follows: and that the amount to be immediately av 
> letter (173223) the 14th instant, I have the | $750,000. 
follows for your information: The destruction of nearly every facility ‘ ] 
iment s $4,800 rental per annum for the premises | with the supply departments and the transport s« S 
t ce d in part by this depot. One-fourth of the } renders it imperative that work on a larger s t 





by the Quartermaster’s Department, which makes the plated be commenced at once. 
e assigned to the Subsistence Department $3,600 per In a memorandum on this subject prepared by t 

1906, it was stated: 

stores for posts in the United States, except large lots, “Carrying out this project would | the est S 

















e warehouse and prepared for shipment. Large lots | San Francisco in possession of a syste f termir ties 
ivered by the sellers direct to the railroad or steamers. | and water which can not be s issed and y r the d 
se of transports are delivered direct to the transports vision of the responsible officers the operations ‘“anspo 
pounds of subsistence supplies purchased and shipped | and the several supply departments which n l 
ies each year are delivered to the transports by the | dependent upon each for prom: 1 efficient 
reby to the Government the cost of handling, storage, “The necessity for an estab! ent of t | 1 in San I I 
December, 1903, when the rep ss l I 





+} 





e Subsistence Department is concerned, there would be | than it was then. Not only are rents rising all over the city, it 
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) re at any reasonable cost a m- | been added, in the draft of the bills, to cover the cost 
‘nt and expeditious transaction of opera- | merged lands. 
and owners of premises now held under 


neces that leases would not be udge-Advocati 


operations of the military Wark DEPARTMENT, 
d inadequate during a OFFICE OF THE QUARTERMASTER-GEN 
seen what would be the Washington, Februar 
iry greater activi- Respectfully returned to the Secretary of War. 
‘partments at this impor- The accompanying bil s. 4475, Fifty-ninth Congress, fi 
‘a nhart i accordance with recommendation made by the Chief 
- = ao ‘uary 13, 1906. It embodie the appropriation that was 
een Bee office for provements at Mason, these being 
nare ? . etary of War December 10, 1! 
ites to that part of the subj 
lands, estimated by the Jud 
$1,550,000. Of this, the esti 
S94 000, 
--Advocate-General’s indorser 
erewith, ibmitting « fts of the bill, 
1 lands was discussed by him in ¢ 
he 10th instant on the sub 
by Willia $3. Sharp, attorney for the owners, to 
in the citv of San | ™ sed land to e Uni ed States for $400,000. The 
wervices. ¢ coal f this office concerning this offer was that no action be t: 
in re “4 its acceptance on account of the difficulty in determini: 
z een aati, ie s question of title is, according to the estimate of 
; 4 ate-General, one it ¢ d reasonably be expected t 
led for $94,000, i stated above, is included in 
riation of $1,350,000. 
These claims have been developing and pending for mor 
irs, and a favorable opportunity to bring the matter to 
ision seems never to have been offered in such manner 
yer solution. 


the Judge-Ady 
to contain all the infor 
this sul t, an is presumed that all f 
the su f ti of these submerged lands 
» Judge-Advocate-Gener: office. 

“his bill as it stands appears to cover all the essential 
establish the depot required at Fort Mason, with a 
part of the Government to the land which has 
subject to adverse claims, and the passage of 

mended. 


ocate-Genera 


Coe 


Quartermaster-General Unite 


Mr. NELSON. I offer an amendment, to come in at t 
line 11 on page 15. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnes 
an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 15, after line 11, it is 
insert: 

That upon written application to the Secretary of War, 
to the conditions and requirements hereinafter contained, t 
each surviving major-general and brigadter-general of vol 
United States Volunteer Army of the civil war, and ea 
field officer of a volunte regiment therein, who was at 
pointed and commissioned by the President, by and with 
and consent of the Senate, as brigadier-general or maj 


900, 00 
100. 00 | 


"40. OO 


379. I 


voluntee y brevet, on account of services rendered in 


0. OO hall be entered on a roll, to be known as the volunteer 
Each person so ent i shall have served as an officer 
man not less than two and a half years in said Vo 
tween April 15, 1861, and July 15, 1865, at least one : 
i shall have been in the field with troops: he sh: 
discharged from said service and shall have r 
70 years; he shall not belong to the Regular Army 
been retired; said application to be accompanied y 
identity of applicant, and both the applicatior 


under oat! 


e 


th: Py i, That an officer who lost an arm 
eyes by wounds in | le, if otherwise’ qualified, ll b 
retirement without reference to the length of his servi 
Volunteer Army. 
That each applicant whose name shall be entered wy 
all be entered as of the highest rank held by him whils 
said Volunteer Army, and when so entered on said list 
paid, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwi 
one-half pay, according to his actual rank, which 
same as that now received by retired officers of like ran 
lar Army, and shall be paid in like manner; such pay 
date of filing his said application with the Secretary 
y of War. s continue during his natural life. 
eneral supply depot on a portion That each person 10 shall receive pay under this ac 
t San Francis ‘al. Senate relinquish all his rig and claim to pension from the 
above stat ratted by | after the date of filing d application, and any pay 
n in the § rte. nsion made to him covering a period subsequent to the 
carry! an af said application shall be deducted from the amount due hin 
de outright, and ar payment or payments under this act; and pay allowed by 
in the operation of not be subject or liable to any attachment, levy, lien, 
struction of works | under any process whatever; and persons whose names are 
> tv t ‘ity | said list shall not constitute any part of the United & 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I have a great d 
pathy with the object of this measure, but of 
tor from Minnesota will agree with me that it is 
sible at this time on the pending bill. The matte 
the Committee on Military Affairs; it has been « 
one or two meetings; hearings have been had, 
» | more will be had. But it is not estimated for; 
the | amendment recommended by any standing committer 
my judgment, is legislation. Therefore I feel tl! 


stated, that Att +4 


demnatien pro. | make the point of order, although I will not make it 


ments imposed on such | Senator from Minnesota desires to be heard. 
lired at a co oe Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 


il estimate 


“sum about $94,000 ha Mr. WARREN. The amendment may lie over, if 


DEPARTMED 
;E-ADVOCATI 
Lgt “#, dD. C , Fel 
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; not wish to take it up at so late an hour. But I will | Mr. MARTIN. It is here, and I would be 1 vlad t 
the point of order. | it printed. 

NELSON. If the bill is not to be disposed of this | The VICE-PRESIDENT. ] 1 a ha B 
let the amendment lie over until morning. The matter referred to i + follows 


WARREN. I suggest that it lie over. I reserve the 1 


























der on } t ( 
IDGE. Oh, yes; the point of order is reserved. ; CLERK SENATE (¢ ON M 
. Ty T ‘ ’ r } , . , ] ft il i 
ICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The proposed amendment will lie 
Dra S I ; 
7 ’ + 1 . tion of St Ooo t 
\RTIN. I send to the desk an amendment which I | ] ‘ ‘ nd 1 
ricks i e State of Vi 
i — ~ war rr ‘ . — . . i SS 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia pro- United § 
; re -. I trodi i f t 
ndment, which will be stated. 
) 
R It is pi ed to add tl end of the | w LIL 
11 in i l 
l 
i V I 
led 1 1 the ) l 1 t Q ’ 1 
2 i ‘ t i V nea 
< l AY S fe i t . 
I t Frec burg, \ t I f $30,000. \ 
rin Mr. President, I desire 1 say that 17.000 
i this cel ry nd the Govern nt « 5 R t { : 
roadwa il i tl ( \ f Fred ksburg to AY c this | 
rr r i ’ 
the cemetery The Govern t t j i la , , 
( leres t 
ture for the improvenx of t road, b the sum 
uate rhe read is n n mise ble eo! Q 
: +V<e-r 
ve rec LLY he 1 over if, and IS almost mpassa S d i 
i to the Natior | Go ! j v 
REN j Governm it « is 1 I l self, does Siena retni Sa . ‘ 
f I i States 
In fee simple 1 width. and | of ) \ 
eX] 1 : it mpr in al 
i ‘J s Iiprove- | , 
: oul ENT inadequate to , \ 
I dwa 1d ¢ from bad to Cran r } ‘ 
oc 1 KEAN. If the Sen r fro \\ 
it 1S a seandal and ais we to the Gove l 5 1 +} 7 4 
} : } 14 ts : fo on any Il ler this ey l Y st 1 ve 
nn a roadwa should eXISt petween the « y ol . . 
tional tl ono | executive session. 
rg a La hati ai cemetery where ere al L¢ LAK 7 . cae . 
r Mr. WARREN. Very wel 
ried. 
. : . 1 EXECI 5 
furthermore, that this amendment has been to the ’ 
War and comes back with his approval. The Mr. KEAN. I move that the Se » proceed to 
s I originally prepared it, carried an appropria- | eration of executive business. 
)} but the Secretary of War estimates that $30,000 The motion was agreed to; and the Senate l 
1 onsider: tion of execu ve bi . if 
in executive se the doors were 
nd 50 minutes | = 1jo unt ; 
Cn rsd | : (}t t B 4 
‘ 
‘ 
1 \\ Né [ N La 
\ lhe general pub e it like th use a 
» a national cem \ e th ire 17,f : ay 
Henry L. Janes, of W 5 
A VWAY I understand: but is it used only for the it | ae ecret t 
the cemetery Santiago. ¢ vice Ed iW 
\ I suppose it is t Chere is 0 prohibit 
. ; S SVEYOR ¢ ( 
rovernment can d lt + abou ( j 
, » T | 
\ in regulate t t R ae = f h 
VAY I do t thinl l , tor understands | 1 1 the ¢ ‘ict of B 
pa a | } rh th t « a (he D ! 1 } 
I t. My unde ding is it runs to 1 : 
, 2 1 Sure. Holton C. ¢ . 
{ . There may r roads lead r. a re 
, i 4 ‘ , 
ut t re not a | ‘ s highway. This ; 
“+ rt I 
cs ( \ | rovernnie 
' to ‘ ect 
{ VAY I derstand th Sars : 
. on ¥ 1 1 \ i 
] I have 1] } i » YW Der tment 1] I l 
rT } tig refi t ere. that fl sti of S eX! ‘ 
: : + ( ' 
widtl der the al » dominion. cot 1 Kx r. Kint . 
e Governm Ales , ; 
, . }? TT | 
\ ) § i i ™ T T l public Ss l . 
I R 
. I } ve no 1, - 4 + n od ravels tw ) i ea (x ( yt 
Sey ‘ ¥\ wis Waldo P. Druley. 
. ; > 
) vay ] ) I 
I tl ) ( oe the S ‘ . 1 
i. me CA I | 
hy Ss 4% } r f ‘ ‘ 1OT ° 
, = Vhi id §S 
i ‘ » 
I i that ver oan ; CR 
) ) ? iis 
‘ — 1" . ; = iii 1 
ESIDENT. > a uiment will go ove eo Wastin S ‘ 
the Senator \ i wish to h 
‘ ‘ 
he bh t to » I u 5 
[ thir l had be pi l 
Let me suggest ft! f the Senator from La Fevre Webster to be postr \ 
‘ . > > : ‘a ‘ tea f I j \ 
the recommendation of the Secretary of War, it | of Ventura id State of Cal ‘ vv 


ster. Incumbent’s comn 
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ILLINOIS. 

Levi W. Davison to be postmaster at Earlville, in the county | 
of Lasalle and State of Illinois, in place of Levi W. Davison. | 
lncumbent’s commission expires June 4, 1906. 

Milion A. Ewing to be postmaster at Neoga, in the county of | 


Cumberland and State of Illinois, in place of Milton A. Ewing. | 


i ] ent’s commission expire s June 10, 1906, 

Joseph BE, Helfrich to be postmaster at Carthage, in the county 
of H ck and State of Illinois, in place of Joseph E. Helfrich. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 8, 1906. 

Frank Rockwell to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the county 
of Kane and State of Illinois, in place of Frank Rockwell.  In- 
cumbent’s commission expires June 10, 1906. 

Jerome B. Stewart to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the | 


county of Will and State of Illinois, in place of Jerome B. Stew- 
rt. Ineumbent’s commission expired March 14, 1906. 


Sylvanus S. Thompsen to be postmaster at Marseilles, in the 
county of Lasalle and State of Illinois, in place of Sylvanus 8. 
pson, Incumbent’s commission expires June 80, 1906. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 

John McFall, jr., to be postmaster at Ramona, in district 4, 
Indian Territory. Office became Presidential April 1, 1906. 
KANSAS 
Frank KE. Shoemaker to be postmaster at Neodesha, in the 
county of Wilson and State of Kansas, in place of Frank E. 
Shoemaker. Incumbent’s commission expires June 5, 1906. 


\lonzo H. Williams to be postmaster at Holton, in the county | 
of Jackson and State of Kansas, in place of Alonzo H. Williams. | 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 5, 1906. 


LOUISIANA, | 
John A. Duplan to be postmaster at Patterson, in the parish 
of St. Mary and State of Louisiana, in place of John A. Duplan. 


commission expired April 17, 1906. 


lucumbent’s 


MISSISSIPPI. 





ibent’s commission expired April 2, 1906. 





Sallie Millsaps to be postmaster at Hazlehurst, in the county 
of Copiah and State of Mississippi, in place of Sallie Millsaps. | 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 25, 1906. 

Louis J. Piernas to be postmaster at Bay St. Louis, in the 
county of Hancock and State of Mississippi, in place of Louis 
J. Viernas. Incumbent’s commission expires June 27, 1906. 

Neal M. Woods to be postmaster at Water Valley, in the 
Wl of Yalobusha and State of Mississippi, in place of 
Thomas B. Leland. Incumbent’s commission expired April 2, 
MISSOURI, 

j s II. Nay to be postmaster at Holden, in the county of 
Johnson and State of Missouri, in place of Cyrus H. Hartzell. 

l imibe s commission expired March 14, 1906. 
NEDRASKA 
Ndward R. Sizer to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 
Laneaster and State of Nebraska, in place of Edward R. 
Sizer. Incumbent’s commission expired January 31, 1906. 
NEW JERSEY. 

Edward S. Hance to be postmaster at Wharton, in the county 
of Morris and State of New Jersey, in place of Edward S. 
Han Incumbent’s commission expires May 14, 1906. 

NORTH CAROLINA, 

john O. Burton to be postmaster at Weldon, in the county of | 
Hinlifax and State of North Carolina, in place of John O. Burton. | 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 27, 1906. 

NORTH DAKOTA. | 

‘ 1 J. Brunner to be postmaster at Minot, in the county of | 

Ward and State of North Dakota, in place of Peter Fugelso. 


ts comm 1906, 


ission expired March 1, 


OHIO. 

William TH. Aj 
arren and 

| unbent’s commission expired January 16, 1906, 


itram to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the county 
of Ohio, in place of: William H. Antram. 


Stata 
eocallt 


\V. B. Bryson to be postmaster at Wooster, in the county of | 
Wayne and State of Ohio, in place of Thomas L, Flattery. In- | 
ent’s commission expires June 9, 1906. 


rt D. MeIntyre to be postmaster at Orrville, in the county 
yne and State of Ohio, in place of Gilbert D. McIntyre. | 
l hent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 


PENNSYLVANIA, 


J. Graff to be postmaster at Blairsville, in the county 
liana and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Edgar J. 
( Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 
I. La to be postmaster at Chicora, in the county of! 
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| Franklin and State of Washington. 


| the Whole House on the state of the Union for the furt 
| sideration of the bill H. R. 18537—the agricultural 4p) ae 
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Butler and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Simon Fray)-jo 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 

R. A. Fulton Lyon to be postmaster at Greensburg, iy +) 
county of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania, in pk an 
R. A. Fulton Lyon. Incumbent’s commission expired Ap 
1906. 

TENNESSEE. 
Gale Armstrong to be postmaster at Rogersville, in the « ty 


| of Hawkins and State of Tennessee, in place of Gale 
strong. Incumbent’s commission expires June 9, 1906. 

Frank E. Britton to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the ty 
| of Washington and State of Tennessee, in place of Frank fp. 
| Britton. Incumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1906, 

William A. Pamplin to be postmaster at Fayetteville, 18 

county of Lincoln and State of Tennessee, in place of \ nm 
A. Pamplin. Incumbent’s commission expired March 1, 190, 
TEXAS. 
William S. Hart to be postmaster at Humble, in the county of 


Harris and State of Texas. 
1906, 

Tom Richards to be postmaster at Sherman, in the county of 
Grayson and State of Texas, in place of Tom Richards. [newip- 
bent’s commission expired March 25, 1906. 

Walter S. Yates to be postmaster at Forney, in the county of 
Kaufman and State of Texas, in place of Walter S. Yates. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires June 27, 1906. 

WASHINGTON, 

Emery Troxel to be postmaster at Connell, in the county of 

Office became Presidential 


Office became Presidential Ajyi| 1, 


April 1, 1906. 

James M. Vernon to be postmaster at Everett, in the county 
of Snohomish and State of Washington, in place of James M. 
Vernon. Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 

WISCONSIN. 


im F. Elgin to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county | Christian N. Johnson to be postmaster at Merrill, in the 
orn and State of Mississippi, in place of William FE Elgin | county of Lincoln and State of Wisconsin, in place of Christian 
i «ti » < ‘ + os i . < ’ < . sini . 


Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1) 
Lybrand to be postmaster at Richland Center, in 


N. Johnson. 
Rollin Cc. 


the county of Richland and State of Wisconsin, in place of 
Rollin C. Lybrand. Incumbent’s commission expires June 19, 


1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 2, 1° 
ASSISTANT SECRETARY OF THE TREASURY. 
John H. Edwards, of Ohio, to be Assistant Secretary of ile 
Treasury. 
ASSISTANT TREASURER AT SAN FRANCISCO. 
Julius Jacobs, of California, to be assistant treasurer of the 
United States at San Francisco, Cal. 
POSTMASTERS. 


NEW YORK. 
Frank N. Webster to be postmaster at Spencerport, in the 
county of Monroe and State of New York. 
OHTO. 


E. R. Titus to be postmaster at Middleport, in the county of 
Meigs and State of Ohio. 
PENNSYLVANIA. 





Rudolph Neiman to be postmaster at Red Lion, in the county 
of York and State of Pennsylvania. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 2, 1906. 
The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap 


proved. 
AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I move that the [louse 
resolve itself into the Committee of the Whole House the 
state of the Union for the further consideration of the asth 
cultural appropriation bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved 








into 


itself Com! of 









tion bill—with Mr. Fosrrer of Vermont in the chair. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Bureau of Entomology. 


















B. Ir. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to be 
for one minute. I desire to return to page 21, under 
u of Animal Industry, and move to strike out ~ 

HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks leave 
; to page 21 for the purpose of offering an amendment. 


jection ? 





: is ho objection. 
\MB. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out from and 
line 20, page 21, to line 4, page 22, inclusive, as fol- 
| collection, purchase, testing, propagating, and distribution 
uncommon seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
2 forei countries or from our possessions for experiments 
; nee to their introduction into and cultivation in this coun 
¢ and the seeds, bulbs, trees, shrubs, vines, cuttings, and 
llected, purchased, tested, and propagated shall be used 
il tests, to be carried on with the cooperation of the 
periment stations. 
the amendment for this reason: The amendment I 
| iy offered embraces this very appropriation for extra 
it will be duplicated unless this is stricken out. 
{[AIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
PBURN. What is the amendment? It has not been re- 
I n the Clerk’s desk, has it? 


[AIRMAN. Unless objection is made, the Clerk will 
r e amendment. 
| k read the amendment. 
[AIRMAN. ‘The question is on the amendment offered 
! tleman from Virginia [Mr. LAMB]. 
stion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
rk read as follows: 

‘rricultural statistics: General expenses, Bureau of Statis 
sstic and foreign agricultural statistics, compiing, 
‘ating statistical matter for monthly, annual, and 
special investigations and compilations; purchase of 


stationery, office supplies, blanks, blank books, cir 


envelopes, postal ecards, postage stamps, office fixtures, 


























¢ 1 telephone services, freight and express chars including 
€ r in the city of Washington and elsewhere, actual 
4 veling expenses: Provided, That the monthly cro} 
t shall be issued on or before the 10th of each month, sh: 
its of the.conditions of the crops by States, in the 
1 h such explanations, comparisons, and informat i 
for istrating the above matter, and tl it é 
i officially approved by the Secretary of Agricultu ‘ 
published: Provided further, That the iditio 
crop shail be issued on the same day as the first 
rt actual cotton ginned in each month, respect , 
hs in which both condition reports and ginners’ reports 
$95,000, of which not more than $2V,000 shall be expended 
the city of Washington, D. C. 
-UMPACKER. I move to strike out the last word, 
‘ to asking a question upon the subject of the collection 
iral estimates. I read over the report of the Keep 
( respecting the collection of agricultural statistics, 


pressed with the criticisms that Commission made 

to the manner in which the estimates are collected 

nse, the unnecessary expense, that the Government 

to under the present system and the lack of accu 

reliability in the estimates. I suppose the appropria 

year are substantially the same as those made last 

y they contemplate, I suppose, a continuation of sub- 
ie same methods of gathering the agricultural sta- 


ISSWORTH. They do. 
MPACKER. The report of the Keep Commission 


there are about 250,000 people in the United States 
{ bute somewhat toward the collection of crop and 


tics or estimates, and the Commission reports that 
un ent relies almost exclusively upon the special agents 
al te agents for the accuracy of the estimates and that 


of work and tabulation is made necessary by this 


f volunteer guessers throughout the country that 
at all. 


SWORTH. Now, Mr. Chairman, in answer to the 
from Indiana I would say we gave the so-called 
full consideration, but as against that the repre- 

the cotton growers, representatives of the cotton 
representatives of the cotton ginners, appeared 
mmittee simultaneously on the same day and they 
these statistics, or if you please to call them so, 
‘ses,” were practically correct, or as correct as it 
le under any circumstances or under any other 
ake them; and in view of that fact, all parties in- 
ling to be satisfied with their accuracy, the commit- 
n the bill the clause as it has existed for several | developed in the course of these 
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crop reports not upon tl 
teer reporters throughot 
tention to their estimats 
whole question is one of 


estimates and reports 


HOUSE 


1e 
if 


‘Ss 


from d 


together and the avera 


nearly the truth; but as 


mates differ widely fr 


garded throughout the country, 


m 


4 


ae 


growers, as of vital importance: 


they are of any real be 


ne 


tend to encourage gambling in 


that they do more to encourage : 


bling than they do to 
Stock and provision ga 
increase the wealth of t 


en? 

the unt 
at na 
averag me 
‘ tT S¢ 

ze obt | 
a matter of 
the uth 
a | 

fe) 

iit or ! 

advance the i 
ling not o 
country, | 


mi 
} 


Lie 


commerce and trade generally 
ideals. But I am not disposed 
the judgment of men who are so dee] 


simply wondered if a good deal of this ot rres} 
be eliminated and just as good 


estimates are averages of guesses. 





results 


e 
people at random and let them take the 
products for the past year and guess u 
year, and the average would be about 
made by the Agricultural Dep } 

Mr. WADSWORTH. Touching g 
I think if this item was transferred t 
would cost a good deal more mon 

Mr. CRUMPACKE I think so t 

Mr. WADSWORTH (continuing). A 
fact that all the parties interested see 
way in which the work is now done, w 
sert the paragraph just as it is 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would not fi 
work to the Census Bureau. I know i 
cause the Census Bureau would take an ;: 
not afford t do the work het Vi 
has no business with these est S 
longs to the Agricu! 1 Depar nt 
Bureau if it is to be done 

Mr. WADSWORTH. 1 Census ] 
ning reports. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 17 { t 
sus Bureau would be e 
that 

Mr. STEPHENS of Tex 
man uestion. I desire t 
of SOS 000 overs et « 
the cotton statistics, the number of 
gins? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is don 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas Then w 
when you say gatherin nd Lle y 
cultural country? Is that f trave 
I see that you say that not more tl 
pended in the city of Washingto1 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That is for « 
returns 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Th ! 
ing expenses. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. That for 
the country conferring with special an 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Is not tft 
the Census Bureau? 

Mr. WADSWORTH. No; I do not t 
is duplicated. 

Mr. SIMS. No, sir; no part of it. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. The ginning is 
| done by the Census Bureau. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I mov 


two words. I offer this pro forma 
of directing the attention 


nection with this statistical 


ana [Mr. CRUMPACKE 


Ri. 


of the 
work 
cient answer to the objection made by 
This 


is 


has investigated more carefully th 


tion with the work of the Dep 
into 


very carefully inquired 
hearings, and Members will find 
ing it in the hearings 


| the forecast has bee! 


which 


1 someti 


MPACKER. The Agricultural Department makes its | was stated that during the pas 


ine 
‘ 


< 


Li 





al 


H use 
that 


( 





irtment 
by the OI 
several 


are now hea 
heari! 


ey 
é ) 
< t 
} 
ad 
Mu 
ye 
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thre 
sion have not been more than 14 per cent in error. 

It may interest the House to know that the report of the 
Bureau, which is published this morning, and shows 
10,575,000 of cotton the crop of 1905, varies only 3 
per cent and a small fraction over from the estimate made by the 
Statistical Division of the Agricultural Department last De- 
cember, which showed a probable crop of 10,168,000 bales. 

The work of the Bureau has justified itself amply, it seems 
to me, in a great many ways. 
from Indiana that it promotes gambling can hardly be main- 
tained in view of the fact that if the Department did not 
imuke the estimates private individuals would make them, as 


Census 


bales as 


they have always made them, and certainly a report that came | 
from a firm of private statisticians would promote gambling in 


the same way. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SCOTT. TI will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The trouble about the statistics from the 
Agricultural Department has been that some one in the Depart- 
ment has promulgated the information before the time it should 
have been given out. In other words, gamblers have been able 
to use it for their purpose by reason of the fact that the in- 
formation got out improperly. 

Mr. SCOTT. It notorious, of course, that a scandal did 
arise in connection with the work recently, but so far as my 
information goes it has been only one time during the whole 
history of this work that such a scandal has arisen. 
have now been made in the manner of collecting and collating 
and publishing the report which, the officials think, will make 
it impossible hereafter for such a scandal to be repeated. 

Mr. BARTLETT. The gentleman says it only occurred once. 
Hie means by that that they only got caught one time. It had 
been done before on prior occasions, and prices had been im- 
properly forced up and forced down. Last year it was ascer- 
that this sort of information had been given out im- 
properly, and that it 
improperly. 

Mr. SCOTT. There was no information before the commit- 
tee that there had been other scandals of a similar nature. 

Mr. SIMS. I want to ask the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will yield to the gentleman from Tennessee. 

Mr. SIMS. Is it not the opinion of the gentleman that actual 
information from reliable sources and disinterested sources 


is 


tained 


will have a deterrent effect and tend to prevent gambling in the | 


product? 

Mr. SCOTT. 

Mr. JAMES. 

Mr. SCOTT. I will. 

Mr. JAMES. If I understood the gentleman correctly, 
said that this leakage had only occurred one time from the Sta- 
tistical Bureau of the Agricultural Department. 

Mr. SCOTT. That was the information 
mittee, 

Mr. 


There is no doubt about that. 
Will the gentleman yield for a question? 


before the com 
JAMES. 


was not 


cultural 


Did it not occur in regard to tobacco, and 


Department saying there was more tobacco planted 


set 
the 
the farmer who was holding back for a higher price to sell at 
the trust? When that matter was investigated, 
not found out that the report was false, and instead of being 
statement went forth was in reality and truth only a 
recent crop? 
benefit of the trust 
holding their crop to sell for fear of this great increase in 
] roduction of tobacco. 
Mr. SCOTT. This statement 
nes to me for the first time. 
Mr. JAMES. It is a matter of common knowledge, published 
throughout every newspaper in the United States. 

Mr. SCOTT. 
committee, and I have no information in regard to it. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
] three words. I do so for the purpose of calling the atten- 
tion of the House and of the country to the most important 
factor in the prosperity of the country which we now enjoy. 
We 
hear 
of the causes of the prosperity of the American people. Our 
friends on the other side claim that it is due entirely to the 
protective tariff. I desire to call attention now, while we are 


once To 
as the 

(ih 
tobacco 
neeh 
the 


which gentleman 


Ct 


ist 


have heard a great deal recently, and I apprehend we will 


census reports, the forecasts made by this statistical divi- | 


The suggestion of the gentleman | 


But changes | 


had been given out on other occasions | 


he 


a statement issued purporting to come from the Agri- | 


than ever before and giving the per cent of acreage in | 
dark-tobacco region, which is in Kentucky and Tennessee, | 
as greater than ever before, the purpose of which was to cause | 


was | 


Yet this false report redounded to the great | 
by causing the farmers who had | 


makes | 


I merely say that it has not come before the | 


a great deal more during the coming campaign this year | 


upon this subject, of the means for obtaining statistics 
| Agricultural Department of the cotton crop, to the fac; 
is due in the largest measure to that great staple crop 
country, raised in only one section of the country, fron, 
of which I have the honor to come as one of its Represe; 
on the floor of the House, that the immense suin of ex 
exports over imports has flowed into the Treasury of the 
of the United States; that it has been the exportation of th. 
South’s cotton crop which has produced this remarks}! 
perity that we enjoy to-day. The figures taken from tho po. 
ports of the Chief of the Bureau of Statistics of the ' 

| and imports show that this country has exported du; the 
past year a very large excess over and above the amoy that 
it has imported, and by reason of that fact is a sellin ation 
instead of a buying nation, the balance being upon ow le of 
the books, instead of upon that of the foreigner, and that this 
great staple crop of the South is responsible for the pr 
which we now enjoy. Not only the prosperity of th 

but that of the entire United States. I hold in my hand ficny 
which, in my judgment, show this beyond question or 
During the last year we exported $1,491,744,641, and 

| $1,117,513,071. The excess of exports over imports 

to $401,048,595. Of that amount exported raw or unm 

| tured cotton formed $379,965,014. So that out of the $401 
of excess of exports over imports the great staple agricy 
product of the South produced all except $21,000,000 of 
So I say to-day, and eall the attention of the 

and country to the fact, that that part of the country \ 
has prospered and will continue to prosper and which has pr 
duced the prosperity in which the whole country has si 
has brought it about through its cotton crop and produced t! 
great excess of exports over imports, fer which ¢ 
| penny of tariff protection exists, and none is wanted. 

Mr. Chairman, the South has poured into the lap of t 
tire people of the country more than her share, and nearly all 
this prosperity of the country, and to her the entire country 
indebted. [Applause.] I hold in my hand a statement 
by the Manufacturers’ Record, of Baltimore, of January 
which shows that during five years—from 198060 to 
| the cotton crop and its by-product of seed amounted 

$2,974,000,000 and that the entire output of the gold 
| silver of the whole world for those years did not, by 
| $400,000,000 equal the value of this staple product o 
| South for the same period. [Applause.] The whole am 
of gold and silver produced in the world during those 
| years amounted to only $2,578,852,000. This is the raw 
| uct of our farmers, and of the South, and not 
| not one-hundredth part of a cent, of -tariff is levied for 
benefit or protection; and it is this export of cotton to thi 
world and its consumers that has brought prosperity to the 
| South and prosperity to America. [Applause.] We are proud, 
Mr. Chairman, to exhibit to the country the wonderful prog 
and prosperity of the South because, when we show it w 
figures, which can not be disputed, it shows that tha 
has contributed more than any other in bringing to our s! 
millions and millions of foreign gold, and with this inf 
foreign gold has followed prosperity for all. [Applausé 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I ask permission 
as a part of my remarks the compilation made by tl 
facturers’ Record, of Baltimore, which shows the 
wealth and farming products and other matters, in \\ 
South has advanced during the past five years. It 
like a romance, but it is true. By these figures it w 
that for every day during 1905 the South’s wealth 
$2,750,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Georgia 
mous consent to insert the document referred to as a part o! 
remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The following is the article referred to: 

[From Manufacturers’ Record, January 4, 1906 
STEADY ADVANCE IN SOUTHERN WEALTH. 

With a population 5,900,000 or 6,000,000 less than the | 
the whole country in 1860, the wealth of the fourteen So 
is now greater than the wealth of the whole country in 150\ 
| tative figures compiled by the Manufacturers’ Record 

assessed property values in the South in the year just 
| $6,648,000,000. These may be safely estimated as repr 
values of $16,620,000,000. Such a fact is not surprising 
has studied recent southern development. Three weeks 
shown through letters in the Manufacturers’ Record receive 
ers in the cotton belt that the true value of farm lands in 
had increased by about $1,000,000,000 during the past two | 
this enhancement is beginning to be effective in swelling as 
was apparent a year ago. It becomes more apparent in | 
the assessed valuation of property in the fourteen South 
1905, which, through the friendly cooperation of the ¢ 
other officials of the States, the Manufacturers’ Record p! 
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le. furnishing a basis for comparison of 1905, 1904, and As a corn grower the South is doing well in con 






























































































































whole country. It increased its corn production between 1900 d 
‘i _ wees 1905 from 476,655,808 bushels to 643,468,897 bushe or nearly ; 
. per cent, while the increase for the whole country was from 2,105 
State. 1900. 1904. 1905. 102,516 to 2,707,993,540 bushels. or something more 1 28 pe , 
= te a In 1900 the southern crop was 22.6 per cent of the tot rop. and in 
1905 it was nearly 24 per cent of the total. fhe South’s corn crop 
2 : ¥ $970. 408. 432 $344, 224,221 | of 1905 was worth $116,000,000 more than that L900 
c 201. 908, 783 | a 270,000, 000 The production of hay in the South increased in tl { ‘ * period 
\ ok ane 965, 686, 954 j mo,000 | from 3,730,053 tons to 4,409, tor or 18 per « t d in _— : 
, a 433, 323,691 { 938 | country from 50,110,906 to 60,531,611, or 20 per t rath : 
sa paeecebiasmainet 640, 688, 240 79,771,884 | vorable showing for the South, where for a ge portion 
= #8 ate 276, 659, 407 896, 821, is no necessity to make hay or other forage er 
am eke oa 616, 719, 782 } 705, 561, | The South dominates in the ising of swe : ; ! 
= alee at 215, 765, 947 | | 284.3 output being valued at between $16,000,000 and $18.000.000 RB 
\ 4 isidasadapnanaateitaia 715 | 460), 52 is steadily going forward as a producer of Irish +} , 
Gonth Carolina ...--------------- 288 | a?19,000.000 | between 1900 and 1905 beir from 16,940.410 ¢ 4 ) e ; 
Sena eee eee rns 96, 566 | 445, 882 45 per cent, while the inere * in the whole count is from 210.- 
‘ssiesahcihuaii 914, 007, 684 } 1,139, 926,897 to 260,741,294 bushels, or not ite 24 } t : 
. a ee AS), 425, 025 54, 7 rp <3 
v Bp en ccee eene cesses 240, 634, 580 382. 048. 35 = ae I I = 
n > } 
weibbiasintat 5, 266,594,044 | 6,246,964,247 | 6,648, 203,217 Suanets va 
vad State. ae 
_ 1900. 1905 “ > 
= « Estimated. Ee ee ae 
| f the States, as noted, the figures are estimated, it is be I A a 417.933 763.520 SO HF on] 2 
} rather than above those which are yet to be officially | Arkansas_............. 22... 2.127.816 | 1.425.710 | 1.212.855 1 04 
: e ures for Mississippi must be read in the light of the | Florida ee NPT ACP oP se es 104. 280 IR Oy 110 A 20)" Oxy) 
ssessment of realty has been made since 1902, and the | Georgia ._...........2....--.... 91.816 a0). TH 1 GOR fx 
ock had not been assessed in Virginia at the time that | Kentucky -.............-.- a 2 807.490 | 3.012. SPF 1. 4083. 745 1.506. 79 
that State were compiled. But the approximate total, | Louisiana Pas re 85, 344 $25, 308 663 
: 7, is an advance of $401,238,970 over the total of | Maryland rm alae nad 1, 268 2, 758, 895 685, 50K ¥). 159 
{17 in 1904. Between 1900 and 1904 the advance was | Mississi pi RE Re aan 347, 004 14 ) : 48 ris 
‘ r at the rate of about $245,000,000 a year. North Carolina .............. : 1,033. 474 1. 992. o ( 258 1 
etween 1890 and 1900 was but $755,668,807, or at the South Carolina._........-- 235, 46 767, 750 >. Ode 
75,000,000 a year. In the last five years the total in- | Tennessee -______. wits 1, 365, 660 1. 888.000 " R33 1 
$1,381,609,173, or at the rate of about $276,000,000 a | Texas__..__...._- wii if ‘ 116,918 2 236, 1¢ . 
ee increase per year between 1900 and 1905 was more | Virginia. _..- _.-.| 2.223.778 4. 628, 820 ] my ) ? ) 
3; the average increase per year between 1890 and 1900, | West Virginia ____.._......_.... 3.029. 120 8 (PF ORS 
se in the five-ye: period was $625,940,373 greater 
increase in the preceding ten-year period, and was equal Total South 16. 940. 410 4 509 (3 1 ‘7 65 , 
half of the increase in the twenty-year period between Total United States -..... ri 07 260.741, 294 | 90 ; ") 8 ) 
r advance in southern wealth since the turn of the | ~~ —————— — - 
ediately connected with the betterment of the cotton The aggregate valu », hay a t ‘ the 
period. The crop of 1899-1900, 9,422,000 bales, fol South in 1905 was h § 0,48 ( ‘ i 
] great depression for the cotton grower, as in the | corn, $49,473,362 hay, sh pota . lo these I 
‘ 100 the price of cotton fell to its lowest point since the | be added the values of ‘ 021 oats, $26,413,9 
; e of the 1899-1900 crop, with its seed, about $362z,- | rye, $1,550,471; of tobacco, $35, . and of @1°2 834. w : 
i a turning point in cotton history and a starting point | will bring the total to $5481 In addition. the 1 
1ent in southern agriculture and greater prosperity | products may be safely estim: 25,000,000 dairy produ 
\ : } $130,000,000, of poul $150.000.000 
I irs had, in bitter experience, impressed upon the | fruits and vegetables , of \ c and mis 
Q sity not only to systematize its efforts in making and | products at $155,000,000 Che value of all southern ilt prod 
tton crop, to the end that the crop of this season, | ucts in 1905 may be conservatively estimated, th in 1 i 
3 will bring about $685,000,000, or $300,000,000 | bers, as follows: 
» the season of 1899-1900, but also to direct its Cotton, with seed _ $685. 000. ( : 
er Crops. ° } Corn . 4 ( ) 
g tables of corn, hay, and potato production clearly | ponit: products : sah +444 
y toward diversification of southern agriculture Dairy "pre : ; 
CORN. Fruits and getables Z ) 
— ——. —_- — — is Live-stock roducts - 145. O00. ¢ ) 
Bushels. Value. Wheat : 6 00. OO} 
a | Hay Z i 14 iM) 
1900. 1905. 1900. 1905 Vats a - ) 
+ robacco ( ) 
:? . re 2 = Sugar mow ieon - - - <3, 000, OU 
: Irish potatoes . 16 
Sweet potatoes ; 1. 
Rice - 2. ) ( ) 
Miscellaneous —-- a aie Sioa 10, 000, O00 
‘ Totai..... : teal . 1, 808, 000, 0 
, . ‘he total, $1,808,000,000, is the farm value of t | 1 1 
} or » with the value of products consu iw 1 ant 
=a 37,596, 331 000.000 as the value of ft! S i 
5 ,137 20, 480, 860 ~s ey 10.000 in 1880 and $773.0 : : 
7,880 | _ 77,207,912 CSRS Peewee oe hae ae rete, 
: > 910 | 189,146,404) : _ it is not surp! a a ee ae 
> yp 2’ & ‘ tions of etween 31,5 1 Sz, = 
5, «60 43,514, 874 °, 042 “> c wealth of the South, cl icated 1 the 
708 22, 813, 122 9, 649, 854 12,090,955 | and 1902 the lat st year for which figures l 
aos natiot State. savings 1 ] v 1 . 
808 | 643,468,897 | § 123 50, 482,290 | panies in the fourteen Southern States increased ft 1é 
States. 2 2 516 |2, 707,993,540 | 751,220,034 1,116,696) 738 P08. 000,000, or by $392,000.000, is alread; 
™ a — / . ’ erease in assessed valu property n one ‘ S4 
HAY which, with the usual propt on ol 1 and 
- —_—— -— ——---— I iiled in recent years, Means an it > in t > ¥y 
Tons of at least $1,000,000,000 
Of course, agri re 1s y no meal the 
1900. 1 ing wealth, as ving figures show 
ree 94, 061 , 
weteda 228 , 580 
nahdana 6,418 : 
; 5 ial 190, 237 | Cotton mills 
sal 390, 064 | 599. 343 Spindles . seccease : 6,4 { 
ae 50,302 | 49,422 _, Bales consun 2 | 2, 215, 674 
3U2, 292 | 871,814 3ituminous c short tons mined -..-.- 49, O48, ( wm), Of 
99) 922 | m Pig iron, long tons made -.....-..... shite 2, i 
, aor 176, 680 | O13 | Petroleum: 
ah rans 192, 453 84, 479 | are) a Kw Ow ) 
i Lactation 313, 132 | 543,114 Railroad mileage -.....- : uy, 
: | 548, 879 | 751, 760 | aie er “ ; ‘ 
W wr eneeeee | 589, 133 | 572, 607 Since 1900 the output of southern coal 1 3 fr 
o------ 047, 600 | 173, 463 49,000,000 to 70,000,000 tons a year; its oil w 
> ae eee a ? production from 17,000,000 to out 6 ) ; 
------| 3, 730,053 | 4,409, 238 are now turning out 3,100,000 tons of | iron, vit 2,600,000 tons 





States_...... 50, 110,906 | 60,531, 611 


in 1900; and its cotton mills, increasing as to their spindles from 
6,400,000 to 9,300,000, consumed during the last season 2,215,000 bales, 
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against 1,600,000 bales in 1900. Contributing immensely to the general | farmers each believed himself robbed of $1 or $1.50 by a mo 
ad t the ime time consequent upon it, is the extension of | graft established and promoted by the Government, and nd 
railroa The § is now rapidly increasing its railroad construc- | hardware dealer and tin shop in the country felt that it had ol 
d nee 1900 has laid 8,386 miles, making its total mileage | of legitimate business by the same fraud.” I 
( | I received a reply from Private Secretary Cortelyou that 
relation of the railroads to the growth of the South is | would be brought to the attention of the President. r 
etter illustrated than by statistics of railroad | { later got the impression that the graft had been sto 
on Taking the ton-mileage of the United States | surprised that it still exists in your country. : 
l years, we have the following: | While this was going on, so-called examiners or Inspector 
—— —————— | the routes and made very obnoxious rulings and arbitrary q@ 
a 1.74;,| @ulf and Mis- | relation to moving posts (even “6 inches to confirm our 
ak rrntte® Sted South Atlantic) <.. ni Valley | and any were the sople whose indicnati 2 he F 
y ¢ United States. States sissippi Valley al many were the people whose ndignation at their ti : 
= : States. great. One widow had a wooden box. The examiner saj 
ieicassaitipiagtneNiasocaicae seats not be delivered in it. She said: *“* Throw it on the F d 
| | will not be delivered. She dared them to carry it by 
Tons. Tons. Ti | aminer told the carrier, *‘I guess you better de} ver hi 
39, 302, 209, 249 1, 152, 261, 588 84 let her have her way,” showing the elasticity of their s | 
79, 192, 985, 125 8,921, 778, 157 3 ‘| trouble was likely. ; q 
’ . 141, 162,109,413 | 10,598 5, 12, 555 Congressmen must have known of these almost univ 
li 762, 130 13, 964, 62 (,626,175,199 | and I have always been surprised that some of them did 
influence with the Government in behalf of the peopk 
t S I t years with the rest of gratt. . : - P 
a pit cae : | Some Congressmen took upon themselves all the « 
’ ti 0 and development of the system and that their own 
United States. | & special favors and bought votes, so to say, under t 
Toor Southern : eluding | Of,, their gre influence, getting special favors (?) 
ne | States. ee stituents of thelr own district, when the fact was that 
, to Maine other districts were getting just as much 
ty = eer - | district of Michigan. 
| _e 7" I ran for Congress in 1902, and my attention w 
1 9 046. 445. 980 55 763.989 | proved cases where carriers were taking a poll of vot 
eras te 7,540, 077, 084 j1 | book they carried as to whether voters were going to 
i ee 28 400. 100 13 | or Smith; also that in some places they were sticki1 ; 
Be FS thoes i ad 21590, 802. 732 » QP? 959.398 | buttons on people's paper P 
j . In the midst of the ec: n I wrote, by registered 
- | President protesting against such partisan iniquity, and 
So 1 had less than one-eighteenth as much as the rest hat it would be investigated. 
Oa f tion i e less ‘bruary following I ote the Civil Service Commi 
t 1904 nearly April following an inspect six months too 
‘ that wl tl roads of | value except to correct future evil. I suppose it was ; ( 
i 1904 as abou times as great aS | whitewashed by the report 
5 s of the South i 1 than ten times as | But it was not always thus. I was a civil service c] I 
ISS< | heard a New York Congressman § to Col. J. F. Bate t 
e,1 z, lumbering, anc ufacturing, based upon these | of free delivery in Post-Office Department, when he 
é I é l a committee to select the large newspaper boxes for cities, 
id t wealth of the South at a and Department want the best box—are entitled to the best 
750,! ( ult to give a correct esti e of | box is the best, and moreover, Colonel, if you select the 
f ill these ener 3s, but with agri vill be no need for you to sit in a poor man’s seat the res 
00,000 and manufacturing and min- lie was led out of the office and told never to return, and 
estimate of $4,000,000,000 as the gross income for | Colonel Bates died a poor man. 
3 The people are entitled to the very best public sery 
of 8 gs was reflected in an | possible fair cost and full and prompt report upon all | 
s d ¢ I ut $980,000,000 between | Truth is i table, it does not change to suit circu t 
l d « $400,000,( st year shows that the | exists re s of the belief or unbelief of men. 
S z its mo in j mdition in all directions. Partisanship and government by party, life tenure 
s of 1905 will be 1 -d in betterment of farm | of public officials to secure it and increase their o 
in in n purchasing up-to-date | menaces to free institutions. 
I ‘ in 1 fencing, in adding to | Parties are vehicles for the people to ride in, not to be 1 Pe 
‘ g I l in constructing new | to get what they want, not to be coerced by absolutism 
) and ildings in city, town, and Rules and system must prevail to secure public order, but 
i i road highways in the cities, | are the Government, the people are the State, and publi 
j \ é in extending railroads, | their temporary public servants, and any sentiment that t 
ty « t ent I aided materially by southern | granted favors is un-American, corrupt, illegal, and dan 
with better facilities than they ever enjoyed be- | ; gestions from political charlatans lead to false concept 
of many kinds, and investors of mind, money, | menace to future patriotism and present public good. 
I t] ’ surely profit if they Favors imply that some receive beyond their deserts w Q 
t { and will partici- | denied their common hts. Equal treatment of all citi 
I l 3 tru nt of the South | law leads to just appreciation of the true principles of ¢ 
u f I Ct of the nation, | tends to satisfaction, content, pride in public service and 
( I 1; follows |} permanent patriotism. 
a | I have the honor to be, very respectfully, yours, 
f of Agriculture, $25,880. | W. H. 
ir. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last word. P. S.—Please send me copy of your speech. ; 
/ ; Lal mou COl S¢ nt et in the REC mpm re that I | MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
have just received bearing on the question of rural mail boxes . : _ 
ha CHTATRM : so te fo oe it noes me ee The committee informally rose; and Mr. Buttre of | 
CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Tennessee moves to } : ee. eet dil ie - aaa , 
‘ it the last l, and asks unanimous consent to insert a | sylvania having taken the chair as Speaker pro e, a 
Latter in the Hannan Tu thes chiles ti > ee > ~ | message from the Senate, by Mr. Parkinson, its 1 
(ii ii... announced that the Senate had passed without am 
i ‘ ’ , ;* , . . . . . . 
lotter } follo and joint resolutions of the following titles : cs. 
HOWELL, MICH., April ' H. R. 15334. An act to authorize the construction of « l 
M. C., Washingt D. ¢ a ' | power stations on the Coosa River at Lock 2, Alabama; 
; by tl tt one lone Coneress-| H.-J. Res. 145. Joint resolution for appointment 0! 
I i moral cot enough to attack the | of Board of Managers of the National Home for D 
a 1 _ . , | unteer Soldiers; and , : 
é‘ , cuca ot Gee H. J. Res. 149. Joint resolution extending the th 
V . essful in exposing the tap- | gress to Gen. Horace Porter. ’ 
:, y pull the st s of The message also announced that the Senate | 
] 













pik Boanyrng eine dynami ®. | of the following title; in which the concurrence « 
to $1.50 . Coe ee "~~ * Representatives was requested ; 

: farmer of Deerfield Township, told me that| §, 5811. An act to amend section 3646 of the Re 

* fe caaihanaen samen ed to go to Fenton and} of the United States as amended by act of Fel 














>. d 1 by t Depart : . 
nd only four or five to select from, at | a8 amended by act of March 23, 1906. 
I it : Rone 1 tter than those alreac AGRICULTURAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
ed, I vy ort oorer fa el could n rd to | : 
nor t 1 ssary boxes no better than home industries| The committee resumed its session. 
F ’ { the ] rtment, ar while it might be The Clerk read as follows: : to 
the | ent to ify size, material, and general dimen- Nutrition investigations: To enable the Secretary 0 
t in 1 as the boxes were paid for and owned by the | investigate and report upon the nutritive value of t 
; ae Pegs all 1 to buy where they could buy the | and commodities used for human food, with spe ial 
them t ves. . wholesome, and edible rations less wasteful and more 
I 1 ed a pl d statement of law that if one mutilated | those in common use, including special investigations 
t to he e and imprisonment value and economy of the diet in public institutions , 












are hereby authorized and 





‘esident Roosevelt, stating the | tural experiment statio 





| t Administration can hope to make | operate with the Secretary of Agriculture in carrying out a 
i | 1 the A rican people when 4,000,000 to 6,000,000 | tions in such manner and to such extent as may ! ’ 











i to the varying conditions and needs of the respective 
tories, and as may be mutually agreed upon; and the 
ulture is hereby authorized to require said stations 





$20,000. 


\RKINS. I wish to make a point of order upon the last 
the ground that it is not authorized by existing law. 

1 ay that as I understand from the chairman of 
this is one of the expenses that once begun forever 

liow many years have appropriations of this sort 


\] \DSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, appropriations for these 
' nvestigations haye been made ever since I have been 
of the committee and, I think, for a year or two pre- 


time—anyway, for ten or twelve years. 
RKINS. Very likely. 


\DSWORTH. ‘That item has been carried on the ap- 
bill for at lease twelve years, and that is the only 


1 f law that there is for it. 
Mi -KINS. That is it exactly. 


\ \DSWORTH. And the question is whether it is sub- 


oint of order or not. 
RKINS. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that 


; rs these investigations with reference to wholesome 
food have been made, we ought to have some results. 
It inly trifling to carry an appropriation like this year 


nd year after year that furnishes a livelihood for a 
vees, whose successors will be on the rolls a hundred 
iow. I raise the point of order because I think it is 


waste that is bringing us no valuable results. 
\MS of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I should 


on of the work. 


[AIRMAN. The Chair would like to interrogate the 


from New York [Mr. PERKINS]. 
KINS. I shall be pleased to be interrogated. 


AIRMAN. Will the gentleman state his point of 


-KINS. The point of order is that the appropriation 
$2001 s made to enable the Secretary of Agriculture to in- 
d report upon the value of various articles, 
first part of the paragraph, and that such work 

een authorized by law. Appropriations have been 
year to year, but, as I understand the rule, no ap- 
made in an appropriation bill amount to the crea- 
authorizing appropriations to be made in the fu- 

make the law for that one year, and no more. 

st year, but it does not as a result of that become the 
That I understand to be the effect of the rulings 

( ‘on these questions. If the point is a good one, I 


ke it. 


if the Chair will hear me. 


\IRMAN. The Chair will be glad to hear the gen- 


Colorado. 


BROOKS of Colorado. I submit that there is specific au- 
for this appropriation. The Chair will note that | 
it we are now considering are under the head of 


0 f Experiment Stations. Now, the Hatch 


( hing the experiment stations (I have sent for the 
ly authorizes investigations in nutrition, in physi- 
stuffs, and in all subjects allied to agriculture. 
ition is under direct authority of the Hateh Act, 
r the purpose of more fully carrying it into effect, 
can not be subject to the point of order which the 
ses. It is, I think, authorized by existing law. 
\IRMAN. Will the gentleman from Colorado direct 


1 of the Chair to the act? 


SSWORTH. I have it here, Mr. Chairman, and will 


‘ gentleman from Colorado. 


XS of Colorado. Mr. Chairman, I read from see- 


~ Hateh Act: 


} 


siderable number of other objects— 
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e results of any such investigations which they may carry 
in cooperation with the said Secretary of Agriculture or 


like to 
yord with reference to the point of order. This has 

for a number of years, and under the operation of 
rk has been carried on in this mattes of nutritive in- 
which is really of vital importance, and in connec- 
hat work the Department has been assisted by the 
ite experiment stations, and they are doing work of 
| of very great value. Now, I think the point of or- 
od, because this work has been authorized for years 
he work is in progress, and this simply provides for 


BROOKS of Colorado. I should like to say a word on the 


e the object and duty of said experiment stations to 
| researches or verify experiments on the physiology of 


_ composition of manures, natural or artificial, 
igned to test their comparative effects on crops of dif- 








ferent kinds; the adaptation and value of grasses and forage | 
| the composition and digestibilit of the different kinds f food 
domestic animals; the scientific and economi S volved 
production of butter and chees and such other “are 3 or @X] 
ments bearing directly on the agricultural industry of » United S 
as may, in each case, be deemed advisable, having d I urd 
varying conditions and needs of our respective S es or Territories 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like to e the 
man from Colorado point out anything in that ¢1 r 
ing the Secretary of Agriculture to make any su y s. 
Is it not limited to the experiment stations? 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I have not read the whole act, but 
I submit that this provision authorizes the Secretary of A 
culture to do, through the experiment stations, and 
tion with the experiment stations, the things | fied 
item. I call the attention of the Chair to lines $ 1d 10 of 
bill, on page 50: 
And the agricultural experiment stations are her¢ authorized and 


directed to cooperate with the Secretary of Agri: 
such investigations. 

And so forth. 

Mr. Chairman, I read further from section 3 of the Hatch 
Act as to the point the Chair last mentioned. This 
passed when the Department was under the head of a « 
sioner, and by the act incorporat the Department all 
referring to the Commissioner are now made applicable to 
Secretary of Agriculture: 

That in order to secur 











ir a i e, | i 
and results in the worl Lid ati ; it shal e t 
United States Commissioner of Agriculture to fur: fe 
practicable, for the tabulation of results of \ gation « 
ments; to indicate, from time to time, such lines 
shall seem most important; and, j ; 1 


assistance as will best promote tl 





Mr. PERKINS. I would like 

| the purpose of this act, as stated, is only in reference to 
agriculture. Under the general authority it is claimed that 
the Secretary of Agriculture may, under this clause, inv rate 
the nutritive value of various articles used for hum: food 
with particular investigation into the various penal ji 
tions. Certainly, Mr. Chairman, under the act that gives ; 
eral authority to investigate questions of agriculture there 
not be included the power to investigate, f beef 
mutton to be used for human food or in penal institut 

If you can cover that you can cover anything that mig! 


required for the use of man or beast. 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. I call the € 





language of Mr. Hutt, of Iowa, in the chair, in the first 
of the Fifty-fourth Congress, which, though obiter, illustr 
the proposition I am stating. There the point of order ~ 
raised against a provision in the bill providing for the pul 
ing of dairy tests at the Columbian Exposition. It y | 
out of order because it was made by private par but t 
Chair states : 

There can be no question as to the right of the Agri r ( 
mittee to insert a clause requiring the Department of A 
make the tests and publish the results. 

Now, that kind of test was, it seems to me, identical 
ciple with the kind of test provided in this sect ; 4 
again to the same decision to which I referred last gr] 
first session of the Fifty-seventh Congress, at page 4847 
upon the pure-food investigation and experiments Mr. ¢ 
made the point of order, and after a very elaborate discus 
the point of order was overruled on the general aut! 


the act organizing the Department of Agriculture 
of the Hatch Act entirely. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, this is a ques f 
order, and its importance is far greater than the 1 
ment of matters in the paragraph under considerat 


| Hatch Act, as quoted by the gentleman from Colorado, | 
for an investigation respecting the composition and dis 
| of foods. This appropriation authorizes the Secretary of A 
culture or the experiment stations to investigate S 
upon the nutritive qualities, not com] 
but the nutritive qualities of various articles and 
used for human food, with special suggestion of full, w! 
and edible rations, and to report, not upon the 


| digestibility, but upon the palatability and u 
qualities, and also upon the amount, upon the 
rations that the ordinary citizen of the country « | 
| atong with. It involves a great deal more than i ithorized 
by the Hatch Act. It is the law of the House 1 
tion contains more than is authorized by law, although it 
be partly authorized, the whole provision must go out. I tl 
there is no provision in the Hatch Act authorizing investigations 
respecting the nutritive quality of food or respecting the : t 
of food that a person should eat at any particular time 
respecting the edibility and procurement of edible rations 
wasteful and more economical than those in common use, ‘The 
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Ma 


ucts, and it is my belief that just as long as an appr 
of this sort is carried, which should finally result in som, 














































definite information, just sg long we shall not have the - 
tion. If for twelve years we spend $20,000 a year fo) e 
investigate, they certainly in the ordinary progress of - 
if they are competent to do the work, and if they ar : 
to bring their work to an end, should tell us what is ¢ > 
what is bad. We will never have a result so long as this . 
is continued and the appropriation is made. So I must 
with great regret, to withdraw my point of order, 7 
Mr. MANN. Will the gentleman yield to a question ? 
Mr. PERKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. MANN. Has the gentleman examined the reno 1 
have been made of this investigation? : 5 
Mr. PERKINS. No; I took the facts stated by { * 
man yesterday; when any branch of investigation wa , 
it was his experience it was never brought to an @, 
stated the chairman of this very committee yesterd : 
| floor. He stated also that this particular approp 
been made much longer than he remembers, and sti S 
appropriating and trying to find out. It is a very si; 
to find out the nutritive value of the articles used fo 
food. After they have been trying for twelve years, as |] 
stand, they can not yet tell us the nutritive qualiti 
and mutton and pork and beans. I think when we have . 
we might as well, for a while, take a rest. ; 
Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. That is just exactly th I 
want to make clear to my friend. Neither in one n 
nor in ten years will all the problems of science be wo; out 
| to their perfection. We are making progress. You this 
very matter of nutritive rations, the rations given to y 
cows. For twenty-five years the dairy judgment of thy ed 
States and the agricultural scientific judgment of th: ed 
States accepted the German ratio, which had been worked out 
in Germany, of five parts of carbon to one of nitrogen. Throug} 
the experiments that have been carried on at the experiment 
stations of the different States and at the Agricultural Depart- 








Hatch Act had more relation to the healthfulness and whole- 
s of food This relates to the economical features of 
food « tion and the palatability aspect of it. 
I BROOKS of Colorado. I would like to ask the gentle- 
] un Indiana a tion, if he will permit. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. I will be glad to yield to the gentle- 
I 
M BROOKS of Colorado. The gentleman said, I think, 
W thority in the Hatch Act to make this line of 
I ld lil to ask the gentleman if he does 
t s of the investigation will be “ useful and | 
in n on subjects connected with agriculture?” | 
fr. CRUMPACKER. I do not. I think when we use the] 
t j e” in legislation it must be given its rdinary | 
I n ulture m«¢ production from the soil. 
1 It does not mean the marketing of | 
ts rd « t embrace questions of wholesomeness or | 
ty of f 1 It } no relation to questions of health 
i f th \ h is produced, or of what 
l l or L € mical meal for the 
( of the cou This provision goes far beyond 
ined in the Hatch Act. 
Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman thinks that agriculture is | 
I 2 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is not diet. | 
Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. In this decision in the Fifty- | 
f ith ¢ ‘ss the Chair distinctly held that “food matters | 
were connected with agriculture in the widest sense of the | 
t and the Chair will remember that the original expres- | 
s in the organic act was, “ agriculture in the widest and most 
hensive sense of the term.” 

e CHAIRMAN. The Chair would like a more definite idea 
ird to the precedent than the gentleman has just proposed. 
BROOKS of Colorado. It is in the first session of the 

] y-seve s, at pages 4847 and 4848. The gentleman 
n M J Powers] was in the chair. The point of | 
( \ le by Mr. CANNON on pure-food investigations in 
Department of Agriculture, and upon that the Chair ruled 
that ch work was connected with agriculture in the widest 
of the term. 
ir. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I simply want to call 
‘ n to section 520, which I think also may cover this point, 
rhe I d n and duties of which shall be to acquire and 
( s the people of the United States useful information on 
f ‘ with agriculture, in the most general and most 
sive ise of that word. 
y, according to the old saying, “All flesh is grass,” 
a ‘icultural production, and investigation as to its 
ve i is in line with the general purpose of the 
] tm 
Mr. P Does the gentleman think that dyspepsia is 
ricultural product? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Yes. , 
BROOKS of Colorado. The precedent is an important 
‘ The matter directly under consideration is not important, 
! é ting of the work of the Deparment in that way, the 
of Congress to legislate in the general appropriation 
l 1 certait be unfortunate, 
\ ADAMS Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I would like the | 
‘ House to say a few words, and to ask my friend 
f Ne k {Mr. PERKINS] to withdraw his point of order, | 
t reason for this kind of work is this: That it is well 
friend from New York that men engaged in the | 
of raising stock, not only for the last ten years, but 
1 years, ve been studying the matter of a scien- 
hat is, to find out in Germany, England, and in 
everywhere else what kind of food the farmer | 
‘ horse, or his hog and not waste his food 
( in these nutrition investigations carried | 
‘ t stations in the Department of Agricul- | 
{ ‘ g the s » theory to the food used by the | 
1 this work is important. It means an instruc- | 
i ! 1 people, through careful and scientific | 
‘ s t t food they can most profitably and eco- 
Sé 1 appeal to the gentleman from New York 
use of the practical value of this work, to 
point of order. 
<INS. Mr. Chairman, I would love to oblige my | 
\ [Mr. ApAms], and if I thought his sug- | 
‘ e I certainly would withdraw my point of 
no d ‘e to make a point of order that may be | 
1 ( t against work that I regard of actual value. | 
B itleman truly said, for a hundred years they | 
hi 1 endeavoring to find out the value of these food prod-! 


ment we have found that this is not the most profitable ratio. 


We find that less nitrogen is required, which is the most e 
sive part; and we have economized the forces which the 


consumers of the United States shall get a cheaper food p 
You can not work out this problem in one year or one < 
Mr. PERKINS. It seems to me, from the time tl 
taken to develop the telephone and the automobile, that 

might have found the nutritive value of beef and chi 
this time. 

Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin. 
develop the telephone problem. 

Mr. PERKINS. 
made so far back. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Ni 
and myself are built somewhat on the same mold. 

Mr. PERKINS. The gentleman does me great honor. 

Mr. MANN. Well, I feel that I take great credit to ! 
in saying that. But I have very little hope of getting 
tleman to withdraw the point of order on that account 
I wish to say to the gentleman that in the course of the 
tigations which it has fallen to my lot to make in 1! 
pure food and food investigations I have had occasio 
amine the reports and methods followed in this investi 

I say to the gentleman that, so far as my judgme 
cerned, there is no investigation carried on by the Gov 


It took two thousand 


| of more practical value than the investigation of the 


value of food. The gentleman assumes that they 
learned the nutritive value of beans and pork and 
“an ascertain on an investigation of these matters 
far more important lessons to learn as*to the differ 
of food. They never will be through investigating 
food and people exist. Now, there is not a cooking 
this country—and there are thousands of them 
country—there is not a cooking school in this cor 
does not receive and study carefully these reports 
vestigation work. 

Mr. PERKINS. As to the nutritive value of the 2 
Mr. MANN. That is the good part of the report. 
the gentleman makes an objection because of the 
pense. It differs from the great modern method. 
man from New York does the same thing in the chan; 
ment as to the foods used in the section from which 
Only a few years ago they used to eat pie for breal 
laughter] and now they eat breakfast food. It w 
ago when people coming from Rochester to my _ 
country and asked what they wanted would ask to 


1 


— 





I did not know that the first application 


yy 
pen- 


ers are constantly using to produce as cheap an article as | 
ble, that not only may he make more money, but, finally, th: 


OSS]- 


rs to 


Was 
























CON ( ‘ RES 
WL UA EL) 











are responsible in large part for its greatness and | willing, of cour: that 
nt, ate doughnuts and pie. t he desi [1 
[ANN. Yes; and they showed good judgment; and if Mr. SCOT! I sim] k 
the same kind of lives that they lived I do not know | tion for a moment 
tand doughnuts and pie for breakfast. The CHAIRMAN The 
\DSWORTH. And pickles. | Srts] reserves the ] ' 
{ANN. But we do not live that kind of a life now. | Mr. SCOT’ I \ r te 
many a man and woman in this country who wakes up | the fact that this is a | 
ning with a headache who does not know the reason | is certainly « iry for t 
is beeause they are endeavoring to eat the kind of | direct that i ( 
h the gentleman would have the country eat. I will | devoted to a en |] 
he g leman frankly, after a good deal of study of that is done by this pl 
ct, that, in my judgment, there has been no work of | The CHAIRMAN. T! Cl 
ment which has been of more practical value or | by the gentleman from EK 
le more use of throughout the country by people who | already provided for by law 
sted in the subject than this very investigation. | to know whether there is 
[AIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The Chair project. 
1 to say that it seems to the Chair a matter| Mr. SCOTT. I think there 





that general k 
year after year in these appropriation 


n of this importance should be | 


ills and that 








i n of continuing the work under them iould finally | 
| ed on a point of order. But, as the Cl} indicated | 





n these points of order were raised, the Chair 
, but must follow the rules of the House. 

judgment of the Chair there is no authority for this 
xcept that found under Title XII of the Revised 
The Chair does not think that the law relating to 
stations, to which the gentleman from Colorado 
| called the attention of the Chair, has any force 
ti 0 of the Revised Statutes does give the 

















uliture authority to acquire and to diffuse | 

» of the United States useful information on 

d with agriculture, in the most general and 

nse of that word. That is a very broad and 

And yet it seems to the Chair that it ean | 
ithority “to i rate and report upon the | 

. of the various articles and commodities used 
i, with special suggestions of full, wholesome, | 

I 3 less wasteful and more economical than | 
n use, including special investigations on the | 

1 economy of the diet in public institutions,” | 


n on subjects connected with 





meral and comprehensive sense 


sterday that certain work provided for in 

other things, authority “to investigat 
and laws, re 
ms relative thereto, of foods, condiments, bev- 


when deemed by the Secretary of Agricul 








Ise labeling or branding 





subject to a point of order, and it seems 
portions of this paragraph are equally sub 
f order. The Chair therefore sustains the | 


1 say in this connection that the precedent 
Fifty-seventh Congress, to which the gentle 
io [Mr. Brooxs] called the attention of the 


m to be in point. While the case may be 

















is not a similar ease. The Chair sustains 
The ¢ *k will read. 
| f lows | 
ny ? OT ‘ > the ye ‘ e 
’ ir rt wpon t iws of ft $s and 
rrigation and the rights of appropria $ and 
l titutions relat » irl 1 and on 
1 ( tC home and 1 ith I rl Fg 
I he zat 1 of n waters 
pon pl f see is 
nad i er } } ids l l 
n d r t it 
t I i b Ie t n a i 
‘ ¢ he it of Washington 
I | ir it $s are r i 
the t of A ure 
1 such manner and to such extent as 
» the varvings $3 and ne 5 i 
States and Territories as y be! 1 


ry expenses, $102,200, $5,000 of which am OL 
may be necessary, shall be expended in making a 
the Neosho Valley, in the State of Kansas 


s. I make the point of order against the following 





rs of which amount, or so much thereof as may 
expended in making a drainage survey of the 
in the State of Kansas. 











= 


thority in existing law for a 


1t claim that there is for tl 


eall the attention of the 


Statutes, in which this langu: 





There shall t 


distribute among the people 


It seems to me that this cert 


Agriculture authority to 


tion problems. It is certainly as n 


nse of t! 


invest 


ment to help the people grow 


upon lands that are too dry 


tended to do by the work 


in the matter of drainage 


propositions. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 

Mr. SCOTT. Yes. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
generally termed, confer 
Agriculture in irrigation 

Mr. SCOTT. I th 
under consideration. 
ing drainage investigati 


tion of the Secretary of 


here are now a number « 


Y 1 1 


‘] 
year there was expe 
The CHAIRMAN. C 


to the Chair any law un 


earried on? 





Mr. SCOTT. I think the inv 











the general provision of the 

The CHAIRMAN. But u 

Mr. SCOTT. Under nos 

Mr. MANN. Will the ¢ 

Mr. SCOTT. Cert y. 

Mr. MANN. Does the g 

| bill making an appropriation 
would be subject to of 
there is any warral n | 
million or ten million dollars 

Mr. SCOTT. I do tl 

Mr. MANN. TI! » not | 
how is there any law for 1 
will cost’ 

Mr. SCOTT. Because by 1 
ful information among the ] 
mote the interests of 
provides 

Mr. MANN. Oh. no: 
ful information thro 
law for doing the I 
making the sury 

Mr. SCOTT. I! 
cause there is no tl ( 
United tes tl ‘ 
showing the pe » do 


and a great many her 


different burea 





| diffusing useful informa 





ps on | 
iture 
the Depa 


y 

i 
’ 
r 
} 
} . ) 
Let 

Ly 
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| 
the law would confer on the Department authority to go ahead experts to show us how to do the work with the least pos 
expense and the best results. 
a project to drain the Dismal Swamp. | 


which the bureau points out the way to do. 
Th 


itleman think 


d do the wor! 
MANN. 
Doe tl ge! 
agricultural 
ndred thousand 
! find out how 
oviding for it? 
Mr. SCOTT. I think if it could be shown that the drainage 
ey of the Dismal Swamp would result in furnishing infor 
» the people which would promote the interests of agri 
that such work could be dene under the authority of 


‘re is 


we would have a right on un 
appropriation bill to put in an item spending a 
dollars or a million dollars to investigate 
that was to be done without passing a law 


that 


ill Oki 


( ulture. 


the general statute. 

Mr. MANN. If there be general authority, then to give spe- 
cial authority is a change of law and absolutely makes it sub- 
ject to a point of order. 

Mr. SCOTT. I can not consent to that construction of it. 
It seems to me, as the chairman has just stated, that if the 


is authorized by law then this phraseology simply places 
a l tation upon the appropriation. 

fr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from Kansas 
. Scorr] will allow me to make a statement in this matter, 
I believe the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] will with- 
his point of order. 

SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I am quite willing that the 
gentleman should make his statement. 

Mr. LEVER. Mr. Chairman, the Department was spending 
$74,000 already for this kind of work, and it asks for an in- 
crease of $38,000. They estimated for that increase and came 
before the committee and made their statement. The com- 
mittee really gave them an increase of over $30,000, and that 

‘ntirely sufficient to do the work in which the gentleman 
Tennessee [Mr. Srms] is interested and in which I am 
rticularly interested myself. I am satisfied that none of us 
be burt by diverting this fund to the work in Kansas. 


draw 


Mr. 


hi 


Mr. SIMS. Why is it that the committee is pointing out 
here a specific work where the money shall be expended. 
Mr. LEVER. I admit the point of order is well taken. 


Mr. SIMS. Is it not bad policy to establish such a prec- 


Mr. SIMS. Without this provision here could not the x, 
tary of Agriculture under his general authority do that 


. vy 
thing? ; 

Mr. SCOTT. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. SIMS. Then why distrust him on the merits o; the 
proposition? 

Mr. SCOTT. I do not think he regards the insertion of t)joc. 
words as in any way a reflection upon him or as conveying the 
idea of distrust of him. 

Mr. SIMS. It must necessarily be that. 

Mr. SCOTT. I can say frankly to the gentleman that I sim. 
ply wanted to see to it that this project was done this year 

Mr. SIMS. But the gentleman is not willing to trust the 
Secretary of Agriculture unhampered by statute. 

Mr. SCOTT. There may have been pressure on him to do 
other work in other parts of the country. The hearings broveht 

| out the fact that precisely similar projects were under way in 


other parts of the country, but the hearings also brought out tho 
fact that they had been sufficiently concluded so that the iyone 


asked for in this respect could be diverted to a new }) ject 
without interfering in any way with the prosecution of the work 
already under way. 

Mr. SIMS. Why not increase the amount $5,000 and leave it 
to the Secretary? 

Mr. SCOTT. Because the amount stated is all that is needed. 


Mr. WADSWORTH. I would state to the gentleman that the 
committee did increase this item to meet this in the gentleman's 
absence. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am informed by the chairman of the commit- 
tee that during my absence the amount was increased to eet 
this item. 

Mr. SIMS. Now, then, it comes right down to the point that 
the. gentleman wants to put a legislative halter upon a Cabinet 
officer after having appropriated the money to do the work, 

Mr. SCOTT. I think the gentleman will remember that that 
is very frequently done, and I trust that in asking that it be 
done in this case I am not violating any precedents or casting 
any reflection upon a Cabinet officer. 

Mr. SIMS. I certainly have no objection to that work being 
done. The only objection I have is to point out and specifically 
require a certain amount of a general appropriation to be spent 


/ for a particular work that the whole country is not interested 


| thing, 


in. In other words, suppose I want a job of that kind, and I 
go to your committee, or another man does, and asks the s; 
the first thing you know the whole appropriation is 
specifically appropriated and nothing is left to the discretion 
of the Secretary of Agriculture. 


le 


Mr. SCOTT. I simply repeat what I said, that this is 
| provision that is frequently inserted in appropriation bills, and 
the work is very important and so much desired that I very 
much hope the gentleman will withdraw the point of order. 

Mr. SIMS. Do you not think all that will appeal to the 


| Secretary of Agriculture? 


Mr. SCOTT. 
Mr. SIMS. 


Undoubtedly it will. 
Now, Mr. Chairman, it looks to me that is enough. 


| There is no gentleman in the House for whom I have a higher 


ecdent s 
Mr. LEVER. So far as that is concerned, the bill is full of 
these specific directions. 
Mr. SIMS. If the bill is full of such as that, I am sorry 
somebody did not notice it before I did. 
ir. LEVER. We had an instance of it yesterday in which 
lirected that a certain amount in the Bureau of Soils should 
‘pended in the State of New York. 
‘ir. SIMS. I suppose no one made any point of order on it, 
ey were willing to accept it. 
r. LEVER. That is very true, and for that reason we 
uld like to treat the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Scorr] 
ial fairness. 
M SCOTT. Mr. Chairman, I should like to call the atten- ! 
tion of gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Srms] to the facts 
| in the hearings here which show that work precisely 
lar to that provided for in this appropriation is now being 
rried on. The engineer in charge of the drainage service is 
Ir. Eeiliott, and on page 795 of the hearings and on two or three 
succeeding pages he states that last year they had several such 
projects. One was that of making a drainage survey in Red 
River—the valley counties of North Dakota. They did similar 
the Kankakee Marsh, in the State of Indiana, and they | 
similar investigations of the tidal coast lands of South 
( ( i with a view of benefiting the rice-growing industry in 
thos ds, and if I cared to take the time I could show the 
£ eman a humber of projects precisely similar to this which 
w under way. I may as well say that this phraseology 
was inserted in the bill at my request, and I asked to have it | 
d f the reason that for the past four or five years there 
have been very disastrous floods in the Neosho River Valley, 
troying many millions of dollars’ worth of property. The 
peo] have attempted to remedy that situation by building | 
dikes and cutting canals, but their work has been done without | 
expert advice. ‘There is nobody in the State who is competent to | 
that advice. Consequently the money to a large extent has 
been wasted. At the same time it seemed to them and it 
seemed to me and to the committee that if these drainage ex- | 
perts could be sent there to make a drainage survey of that | 
r they could make a report which would show the people | 
¢ along the valley where to expend their money to the best 
e advantage. It is not proposed to follow this up with a 
that an appropriation be made to do the work. Nothing 
ind is expected or desired. We are perfectly willing 
to the work and bear the expense ourselves, but we do be- 
lieve that it is a proper function of the Government to send its 





regard than the gentleman from Kansas. I would like the 
best in the world to help him, but I see where it is going. We 
will all have these kind of things, and inasmuch as the case is 
so meritorious I am perfectly willing to trust the Secretary of 
Agriculture to do justice. Now, the chairman of this committee 
says the appropriation has been increased with this work spe 
cifically in view. Now, certainly after this discussion and 
statement on the floor of the House by the chairman himself 
the Secretary of Agriculture will so spend the mone; the 
work is as represented, which I do not doubt. 

Mr. SCOTT. I certainly would not ask the gentlema: 
Tennessee to withdraw the point of order as a personal matter, 
although I appreciate the expression of the gentleman's per 
sonal regard. I believe the point is not well taken, a! 
await the decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. It seems to the Chair this is not 
tion upon an appropriation, but an affirmative limitati: 
the judicial functions of the Secretary of Agriculture, : 
Chair therefore sustains the point of order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Salaries, Office of Public Roads: One director, who shaall be © sci 
tist and have charge of all scientific and technical work, $2 
chief of records, $1,800; one instrument maker, $1,200; on¢ 
clerk, $1,200; one clerk, class 1, $1,200; three clerks, at $1,0' 
$3,000; two clerks, at $720 each, $1,440; in all, $12,540. 

Mr. MANN. Mr.,Chairman, reserving the point of « 
that paragraph, I would ask the gentleman whether there 
authority of law for this director of roads? 
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"ADSWORTH. Under the ruling of the Chair, I admit} quick transportation, easic I 
ne. great many other things to thi 
[ANN. Is there any authority for the next item in the} It will be a mistake on a point 
I ask the gentleman? item go out of the bill. 
ADSWORTH. The item you are reading now? | Mr. PERKINS. Ne ’ 
[ANN. No: we have read the one creating the officials, | North Carolina 
» not know whether it would be fair to strike out the} Mr. THOMAS of North ¢ ‘ 
to do the work and leave the officials in, and that is | ily concur in that ol 
, } . = 7 
hy I ask IRKINS (cor ~~. J ) 
DSWORTH T ler the ru , t made, Mr. Cha no surveyol f 
ede that the whole ite £ roads is sul t of th 
of ordet Lin have 1 1 
WN i I : the gentl 1 what is the value of | of inforn I 
1 thi thev built « pul I ad « I qais- | the righ i Tt ST 
} | } W ther 
SWORTH rl bject of the appr tion, I think, | Mr. THOMAS J ( . ra 
1 in the paragray n pa ya | diverted on the 1 \\ 
\ ) } } s in 1 | bt | | \ hy 
{ United St to | of good 
’ } ] r ivesti t re . 
i ] ; } 
' ne i st } i i y Seetee it 1 : 
to ivate the < 1 | experts 
i ! ‘ yme ol | Mr. PERKINS. I l 
; . or = Mr. THOMAS of North J 
i } 1 < itil < I rr so } ’ : - 
resu t 1 ex] s j th ex l 
lay I say t 1 from New Y« t] it | U but 1 ol ¢ fF » N ‘ 
] a l S » what tl y Vs ‘ » t tl 1 
{ : . ell: ; 4 . ed to « 
h ] l it the 1 l ERKIN ¥ 
. hn ; 1 
1 in Lay I 1 practi , vu : > WW 
i around the country advertising themselves | ! l, in which he 1 s ) 
cf ; 1 s2 | Enon v} 2 ' 
actual work, and if I am mistaken about it | *"0% ) vi 
: } 7” TY uf ‘ ‘ 
» know it. Mr. THOMAS \ ( I 
rn : a1 rontle? t fron ‘ vy \ 
ORTH. Let me say in answer to the gentle »} Senti ! : A NCW 101 L ¢ 
that the char n makes perhaps had | N A Varonne ¢ ot Ss t 
‘ truth iz ago ut that } ll \ » to the oct ) for 
. . t y { ] ‘ 
i now, and 1ead of the Bureau a id i be material 1 will i 
t, hone road to which I referred in my own distri M 
Then th 1 there now? Kenansville—is being constructed by 
ORTH. is. citizens and State and N l 
S N Mr. C a road expert there. He y 5 i 
h. we rved tl t of ordet tive of the State and county, and 
‘ L it i 





tt I know the| tion of this road, which runs 10 or 12 


partment of Agriculture has 
} 








} 
‘the a a advised how to select the very | 1 
; 
; 
| 
| 











ex valuable work, not only throughout Ag ul 
e . .— ° > Ox es Wr? - ’ ‘ ) 
it esp at this particular time in North R s, besi tu : 
and advise the § nd l 
NS. What particular thing has it don aus tio} d 
. _ J } } } ' 
[AS of North Carolina I will state to the gentle 3 ; 
cg { i 
<INS. What particular specific, valuable work is yW 
lL all the 1 
N h ( ylir The langu re of +} bill l b 
VV Vv I I Ll by the Pul j i > experts di " N 
follo rials 
r of A } > » make i n 1 SKINS If v ] I 
t I / 
I t tt I is s: l l Cc ] ) 
‘ ] would ! r 
would dis , Ll | 
the sai in North Caro 
Mr. MANN , ! l 
Mr. PERKINS. T 


Mr. THOMAS « 


= 
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- 1 
i Ss rig 3 I I 
the adv 1 I ( 
neers down in North ¢ ’ 















roads. tl ; 
f materials ho itive in t 
nstruction 
tlantie Coast | ct 
J Kenansyille, | tion of 
e or Bureau of Ros re preparing | Pparagra yh Ww t | , 
lent work in other counties in that portion of | however, that o 
There is no question but that Director Page | By leave of the Hi and 
Ti it man, and that his Office under his direction | this subject, I submit the folloy 
‘ient work. The gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. office of public r ads, obtained 
gentleman from New York [Mr. Perxtns], I During twelve years 
Members of Congress as well as myself, are | Roads, the aggregate appt 
i this particular item, or should be. The building | O® this small approj a 





neers 


ans the extension of the rural free delivery, ! known methods of road cot tion and 
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conducted careful tests and experiments for the purpose | 


terials; have 
of discovering or providing substitutes for natural road materials 
which could be used for road building without excessive cost. The 
benefit of its investigations has been given to the general public in the 
way of engineering advice and expert supervision in the construction 
approximately 100 object-lesson roads. All of these roads were 
built at local expense and served a most excellent purpose, the entire 
st to the Federal Government being limited to salary and expenses 
of the engineer and expert Road machinery was secured by the office 
in most cases from the manufacturers without cost to the Government. 
A road-material laboratory is maintained for the purpose of testing 
free of charge to citizens of the United States samples of road ma- | 
terial. The value of this laboratory work is apparent when it is known | 
that certain qualities are absolutely essential in a stone in order to 
make it suitable for road construction. The tests of the laboratory | 
determine what material available is best suited for a particular road. 
During the past year, with an appropriation of only $35,000, 21 
object-lesson roads were built and much assistance was given to local 
munities in the form of lectures, advice to local officials, and by 
» dissemination of information through publications of the office. 
At present object-lesson roads are being constructed in North Caro 
1, Alabama, Louisiana, Washington, Oregon, Maryland, Nebraska, 












The work of collecting this information has consumed about 


and the expense has been about one-tenth of the total appr. ay 

for the Office—that is, approximately, $5,000. a 
It is proposed to continue and enlarge this investigation n, 

by collecting information regarding the methods and cost of 


roads throughout the United States. 

The Office, through both foreign and domestic publications, ys 
means possible to keep in touch with modern methods of road 
ment and the testing of road materials, and has complete fi|; : 
reports and journals dealing with the subject, which are ayaj et 
all road builders of the country. 


Mr. MANN. Some years ago this department of the A ul- 
tural Department came down into the district that I th 1) 
resented to build a road. We certainly had many engi bs 

| Chicago who would do it just as cheaply or cheaper th hey 
did. It was of absolutely no value to anybody, except { en 
ple living on the road, and they did not want to pay r it 
Now, it may be that this service is valuable. I do n ow, 
I have never seen anything of it. I have read their rep and 
their reports are silly, as a rule, as far as any value i ting 


Kentucky, Indiana, District of Columbia, North and South Dakota, and | 
Montana An example of the value of this work is that in Duplin 
County, N. C. The county officials did not feel that the county could 
afford to build hard roads, and they had tried, without success, to 
build other types of roads. An object-lesson road was constructed at 
Ix¢ sville of sand and clay, mixed in the proper proportion,, which is 
proving thorough success, the total cost being only $500 per mile. 
This short section of road has had the effect of inducing the local 


ithorities to continue improving the roads of the county in the same 
manner 
, special problems arise in carrying on the work, and discoveries 
which will undoubtedly have an important bearing upon the 





re fF road building. 
During the past summer experiments were conducted at Jackson, | 
I in the use of oil and tar as road materials. Important resuits 


» obtained, justifying continuance of the experiments, and arrange- 









have been made whereby sections of road will be treated with 
oil and tar, in cooperation with the War Department, within the next 
few weeks The results of these experiments may be far-reaching in 
prolonging the life of the ordinary macadam road and in satisfactorily 
disposing of the dust problem. 

Vast areas of country in the Mississippi Delta and in the prairie 
region are destitute of natural road materials. The Office has been 
conducting experiments in burning clay or gumbo, with a view to its 
u s a hard substitute for rock. Results thus far obtained are grati 
1 c, and it is hoped will have some effect in mitigating the conditions 
now prevailing in those sections of the country. 


he sand-clay method of construction is being introduced by the 











| criticising the past conditions in the Department her 


building roads is concerned. In cities where they haye ¢, 
gineers engaged in constructing a macadam or other l of 


street, they do not need the service of any engineer fro the 
Agricultural Department. The people of the country who aye 
to work on the dirt roads do not need the services of these 
people over here. It may be in -North Carolina, where tiey 


have plenty of material at hand, that they can build the roads. 
Road building is not a great problem. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The gentleman from Illinois js 
and | 
think the points he makes are very well taken, as applying to 
the bureau of road inquiry several years ago. 


Mr. MANN. I was just going to remark, for the benefit of 
my friend from Connecticut, I dislike very much to interfere 
with any work carried on by the Agricultural Department, which 


1 think is the best Department of the Government, so far as work 
is concerned. And, so far as I am concerned, I am going to 
withdraw the point of order and allow this to go over for an 
other year, and see whether this Bureau of the Agricultural 
Department will do any good. I hope the time will come when 








paper “ile well eas hoes Of SEs COM ool — bane - eat ee | that will be taken out. I withdraw the point of order. 
and where hard roads are impracticable, and gratifying results have | Mr. HENRY of C .ticut. 1 thank the gentlen: 
been achieved in North Carolina, Alabama, and Florida especially. ; Mr. aNint O onnecticut, ank the gentiemiit. 
For some time past investigations have been carried on in the The Clerk read as follows: 
che uical renee ry, of the Office <So Roads on a number of aes Pichi wen: “Mie dba dhe Gilisilee il ee | ; 
lems the solving of ich are ¢ » st i ‘tance » 4 : ublie roads: < enable > secretary Agric re to in 
ligent road builder. “Asa result of these Investigations much valuable | quiries in regard to the systems of road management throughout the 
information has been obtained, which will in the near future undoubt- | United States; to furnish expert advice on road building; I 
edly help ng ease = ae a. yore in —_ eee | ee ar on poets ee eee og Te wee and the 
As a result of the st ; he effec r water Or ‘ders the vest k 8 rOz aking materials several States; to investi 
direct « aa of the camesiiienn sania of aiiiesaat waa oneal ear Ane gate the chemical and physical character of road materials t! 
explained. This property is one of the most important factors in the | employment of local and special agents, clerks, assistants, doth 
of a road, as upon it depends the preservation of the road proper labor required in the city of Washington and elsewhere ; for 
the destructive action of rain and wind. A good cementing rock | digesting, reporting, and illustrating the results of such inve 
produce a clean, compact wearing surface, while one lacking in | 4nd experiments; for preparing, publishing, and distributing 
‘espect will produce a loose surface, easily rutted and worn away. | 20d reports; for rent and repairs of a building not to exceed $1. 
; been found result of work done in this laboratory, that | for necessary office fixtures and supplies, apparatus, and 
{ cementing value of rocks which are ordinarily poor in this respect | telegraph and telephone service, traveling and other necessary exp 
reat nereased by mixing in proper proportions with rocks of | 2nd to enable him to assist the agricultural colleges and 
d rent nature, and that the results obtained from thus blending ma os Cencenine ae ee ae subject, $47,660 
the two materials may be increased to a point far beyond that of otg or ce 0 IC OAS, HOV, ! ao 
either separate ty. For instance, a granite jveaie cementing value was | Total, Department of Agriculture, $7,040,460. 
found Re ee ia a - a Sie ane oe a 8° a le WAS | =6Mr. LLOYD. I would like to ask the chairman of the co! 
~ ive a materliai whose ceme ng vaiue ‘a - Oa, é crease OT | ‘ ® ® . : > F 
over four times that of the limestone alone and over seven times their | mittee what connection there is between the Public Roads In 
common averas one ‘ ; | quiry department and the National Good Roads Associition: 
bead ae as oe "Heersten wail pee rg pete pe t that the idea } Mr. WADSWORTH. None whatever, that I know o! 
i un Tt i ash erate a ul ve SO free né * 1dea | , : + . > 
d itself of using the material as a fertilizer. Acting upon this| Mr. LLOYD. Is it true that the National Good Ro: ane 
SI ion, experiments have already been made in cooperation with the | ciation has been announcing to the country that it does lave 
a 1 of F a oa a aes gg the ground fela- | connection with the Bureau of Public Roads Inquiry? 
ri Rertiizer, aC Up to uM es ae > results obtained | ; r WORT ‘i ‘ : ry of. I have never 
have surpassed all expectations | Mr. W ADSWORTH. Not that I know of. LL VE ! 
This Office is now engaged in collecting information from every heard it and have never seen it in print. ‘ 
county Se Se 9 ~~ preheas ip elie Byes of Socoves a Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. I think that is true; but it Is 
Limproved roads, e amou f cas ax, 2 e en rer "eX . -. 48 " 1 se 
to work a on the roads, the amount of bond lam whith hes” been | an assumption on the part of the National Good Roads Associi- 
| for road improvement, and other information of a similar nature. | tion. The Department of Agriculture, the Secretary and Mr. 
9 . . - * . sna ll 2am niete nia natarity “ . a e : 7 
Oe ee — ton oe W A on ae vr — hatin any | Page, who has that work in charge, repudiates any ‘ 
t sta St S for tne + ates oO as 2Zzton, Arizona, Ark: sas, | rh ~ ° ‘ . . 
O n id Virginia hav ing been published up to the ‘peeceut ‘time. | with the National Good Roads Association. 
rs for North Carolina, Alabama, and Iowa are now availa- Mr. LLOYD. ‘That is exactly my information. 
se Pontes ime ergy ge Mog the retgg = re including the} Mr. HENRY of Connecticut. The claim of the ial 
‘ t \ ul i the abpor ax, or 1e rear 9 re as | . e * : ele 
ere — » Were 8S Good Roads Association has brought discredit upon the work 
Wushit . in cliesaoatvantic $1, 426, 070.19 | of the Department. ; 
4 oo» - > . . . 13 te 
A ----= .43| Mr. LLOYD. My purpose in calling attention to th tt : 
ia ; ae ‘5; | was to draw out exactly what the gentleman from Connecticut 
---- - - ~vt - ° ae * . ne 
I = ) | Says—that the National Good Roads Association has be —_ 
Alabama -— 4 27 | ing that it did have connection with the public road ‘nau'ty 
Novth Canolian 1. 258’ Ga7 52 | department, and the effect of it has been to disc unis 
mins - - - “<< ee 7 oe ’ Ob. aod “ 
es ges of roads which have been permanently improved | branch of governmental work. of 
States above named are as follows: | Mr. WADSWORTH. I answer the gentleman to th 
WW igtol -----~----------------------- : |my knowledge. I had no knowledge that they had Pr 
N : rrr rrr *, 7 | themselves in that way at all. ' ae 
crrryriiriicricrnscrcccecccccocs ff] Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. I wish to ask le 
IL : ae ---- 1.7| man from New York a question that I had intend: aaa 
\ aa 2 4 | when the point of order was made, and I want to join illi- 
2.5 | gentleman from Connecticut in thanking the gentleman - 
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- having withdrawn the point of order. 
renu of Public Roads the amount which the Department 
S year? 

wr. WADSWORTH. 
the appropriation $10,000 over last year. 


Do you give to 


We do not give them the estimates; we 


vy THOMAS of North Carolina. 
‘ry WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I want to remind the 
Ch , correct that total. It has been changed by the addi- 
t have made to the Bureau of Plant Industry. 

CHAIRMAN. The Clerk does not make it. The Chair 
tate to the gentleman from New York that it is neces- 

the changes be suggested. 

WADSWORTH. Very well; let it be passed for the time 
he and I will make the computation and give the correct 


I am glad to know it. 


erk read as follows: 
e the Secretary of Agriculture to meet the emergency caused 
itinued spread of the gypsy moth, $65,000, or so much thereof 
necessary, is hereby appropriated and made immediately 
And the Secretary of Agriculture is hereby authorized to ex- 
ippropriation by establishing a quarantine against such 
ad in such manner as he shall deem best, in cooperation 
thorities of the different States concerned and with the | 
iment stations. 
Mr. PERIKINS. I move to strike out the last word. 
r seem to be two appropriations for the same thing here. 
Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, if my colleague from 
» will read these items, they explain themselves. 
Ir. PERKINS. I have read them, but I do not understand | 


\DSWORTH. One of them is for the Bureau of Plant 


he Secretary of Agriculture to meet the emergency caused 
ied spread of the Mexican cotton boll weevil in the South 
encouraging the diversification of crops, improved cul 
breeding of new cottons, and to study the diseases of 


ler the Bureau of Entomology : 

the habits and damage of the pest, the collection of data 
st the study of parasites and diseases, the testing 
uggested, and the completion of experiments now under 


tus 
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PERKINS. It is not the same thing then? 
Mr. WADSWORTH. -Oh, no; one is under the 
iustry and the other under the Bureau 


Bureau of 
is of Ento- 
RKINS. 
vork? 
\DSWORTH. Absolutely. One treats absolutely of 
| methods and the other of the parasites. 
[AIRMAN. If there be no objection the pro forma 
will be considered as withdrawn. 
ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
that motion, Mr. Chairman, for the purpose of 
e indulgence of the committee that I may make a 
st mcerning this paragraph which has just been read. 
an understanding, while general debate on the bill 
ogress, that I should be allowed one hour, but owing 
e occupied by the tariff speeches it was not possible 
‘granted any time. I therefore ask the unanimous 
the committee that I be allowed to proceed for thirty 


I do not care about the bureaus, but do they 


\ \ 


\'} ( 
i 


auae 


ITAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [| Mr. 
sks unanimous consent to continue his remarks for 
ite Is there objection? 
as no objection. 

IBERTS. Mr. Chairman, as the result of bills intro- 
ie the Committee on Agriculture have incorporated 
ling measure an appropriation of $65,000 for estab- 
juarantine against the further spread of the gypsy 

pest was not known in this country prior to 1868. 
known in foreign countries for over a century prior 

and had ravaged extensive tracts of country in 
i portion of the Eastern Hemisphere, doing im- 


Vrof. Leopold Trouvelotte, a distinguished French 
and scientist, residing at that time in the town of 
Mass., introduced some of these gypsy moths for the 
experimenting with them, with the idea of introducing 
worm into the United States. In the course of his ex- 
pel some of these moths escaped. It is not known defi- 
nit , but it is thought that some of them escaped from the 
m which he was feeding them in his garden, by rea- 

high windstorm which destroyed the netting he had 
llowever it may have been, they escaped, and imme- 
the professor’s becoming aware of that fact he 
local authorities of the danger which menaced the 
trom the eseape of these insects. 
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The people knew nothing of the insect or what it would prob 
ably do in the community, and little or no attention was paid 
to it. 

For twenty years nothing was done to exterminate or in any 
way to control the spread of these insects. In that time 
veloped quite rapidly, and in 1888S it became such a serious 
menace and was doing so much damage in the town of Medford 
that the local authorities took the matter up, and in 1890 they 
brought it to the attention of the State legislature. In that 
year the State legislature began to appropriate money for thi 
extermination of this pest. 

Let me read briefly from a handbook issued by the State of 
Massachusetts in 1898 for the information and guidance of ou 
citizens. That was some eight years after the State had con 
menced spending money to exterminate the pest. They say 

The gypsy moth destroys nearly every useful grass, plan 
shrub, garden or field crop, fruit, shade, or forest tree which i 
Massachusetts, and is a menace to the agriculture, horticult i 
forestry of the entire United States. 

That was not an alarmist statement by any means, as will 
be seen if anybody will take the trouble to examine the docu 


ment I have here, which is issued by the city of Medford, show 


ing the conditions existing in that city resulting from the 
depredations of this moth. 

Mr. JOHNSON. How does the moth extend itself? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The moth extends itself largely by m 
of the automobile, carriages, freight trains, and such thods 


as that. I will come to that point a little later, if the ¢ 
man will permit me. 

The moth of itself does not spread rapidly, for the m 
that the female bearing the eggs can not fly to any consid le 
distance. If the female moth attempts to leave the tree 
she may be she comes to the ground within a distance of 100 
200 feet. She can not fly off laterally, as can most moths that 
we know of. For that reason the spread of this moth has not 
been as rapid as has been the spread of other insect pests of 
that nature in the country. The danger, however, fro s 
moth lies in the fact that it is omnivorous. As I have edd 
from this pamphlet, it eats almost everything that grows 


State of Massachusetts. It was stated before the C 
on Agriculture, at the hearings held this year, by Profe 
Fernald, of the State Agricultural College of Massachusett 


who had been for years connected with the work of exte1 


ing the gypsy moth in our State, that he had been in char 
of the experiments carried on in connection with that work. 


His efforts were directed to ascertaining what the moth fed 
upon, and he found that it ate nearly everything that grew 
our State. He says: 





In regard to the destruction of this insect: Many of ou ts 
feed on a single food plant, and they may destroy that oc 
plant; but here we have an insect that feeds upon about everyt 
that comes along. I have a list of plants which he has fed 
the State of Massachusetts, which reads as follows 

“Food plants of the gypsy moth: Apple, crab apple, » 
cherry, quince, apricot, lime, pomegranate, pea 

“ Grape, gooseberry, currant, strawberry 

“Rose, wild rose, woodbine, hydrangi wisteria i 
barberry, poison ivy, Japanese quince, lilac 

‘Cabbage, dandelion, lettuce, celery, horse lish, plan 
other weeds. 

“Corn, herds grass, other grasses 

‘Elm, linden, maple, poplar, balm of gilead, birch, beecl 
butternut, buttonwood, walnut, hickory, locust ur ‘ 

“ Horse chestnut, ironwood, English hawthort ital ps 
hornbean, hazlenut, witch-hazel, wild red ry, wild \ 
chokecherry. 

‘Spruce, pine, fir, larch, cedar. 

“Cotton plant.”’ 

When we go through that list we have not much e in M ! 
setts for them to feed upon. I will mention tl fri 1 Mr. K 
land, who was at that time in charge of the scientific part of t ‘ 
under my direction, sent down into the South and had 
cotton plants sent North, and the caterpillars were pu n and 
they ate the whole thing I wonder what would be the result if t 
insect were allowed to spread and should get into the ds t 
cotton belt. 

This gypsy moth is unique in this respect, that it attacks 


coniferous trees, and one stripping of a coniferous tree means 
the death of that tree. It attacks the other kinds of trees as 
well, but the deciduous trees will stand two and sometimes th 
strippings and still live. Usually, however, the third stripping 
means the death of the tree. 

The life habits of this insect are what make it so extremely 
dangerous when introduced into any community That is owing 
to the fact that the female seeks the dark and obscure places 


in which to deposit her eggs. They do not deposit their eggs 


out in the open, like most moths, where they can be seen and 
easily destroyed. If they can find a place under the bark of 
a tree, if they can find a place under a loose stone or in the 


crevices of stone walls, or get under a dead and rotten tree, 
there they will deposit their eggs. They not only deposit eggs 


there, but in thickly infested districts they swarm over tl 
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these regions. The writer has repeatedly found the caterpj}) 
his team after a day spent in the moth colonies. Several pe 
reported finding the gypsy moth caterpillars in electric cars, 
Oak Grove station on the Boston and Maine Railroad the ea; 
literally have hung in festoons, under which it was practical]! 
ble for passengers to walk without picking up one or more ¢a{ 
Dr. lL. C. Jones, of Malden, an observant naturalist as well as 
physician, informs the writer that he has seen female moths 
erable numbers laying their eggs on trucks and sides of fre 
at the Oak Grove station. These few facts, taken at rando: 
large number of authentic instances, show the means by 
moth is spreading from the neglected colonies and portend 
tribution of the insect in the course of a few years. 

I started to tell the committee a moment ago that t! 
of Massachusetts began this work of extermination 
They carried on that work every year until the 1st 
ary in the year 1900, and during that time the State 
out of the public treasury nearly a million and a q 
dollars, and succeeded in reducing this pest to a com) 
small area. When the work ceased in 1900 the gy; 
was found in an area of only about 350 square miles. ‘| 
was not taken up again in Massachusetts until last ; 
and when it was taken up it was found that between 
February, 1900, and the year 1905, a period of about 
these pests had extended over an area of 2,224 
Not only had they spread from 350 square miles to 2,22 
miles in the State of Massachusetts, but they were 
to be in the State of Rhode Island and in the Sta 
Hampshire, and it is believed they are in the Stat 
Since the entymologists of the New England States ap 
fore the Committee on Agriculture I have seen a st 
the press that gypsy moths have appeared in Connecti 
the line of the New York, New Haven and Hartford R 
showing they are spreading more rapidly now than tl 
the decade from 1890 to 1900. The scientific men att: 
great and rapid spread to the large increase in the 
automobiles which are traveling about the country 
through these infested districts taking the mot ! 
caterpillar state along with them and depositing them t! 
remote sections. But as I have before indicated, that t 
only method by which these moths are transmitted. 1] 
connection I desire to call the attention of the comu 
communication received by Professor Marlatt, Acting 
the Division of Entomology, since the agricultural bil! 
under discussion. It is from C. Abbott Dayis, the cur 
Roger Williams Park Museum in the city of Provid yak. 
and is as follows: 
































































squ } 


£o 





Rocer WILLIAMS Park MI 
Providence, R. I., Aj 

Mr. C. L. MARLATT. 

Dear Sir: A short time ago Professor Stene, of Kingston ( 
and myself began a systematic survey of the gypsy moth 
see if they were spreading. We hunted up and found the 
Mr. James M. Southwick, and have discovered startling fa I 
have spread over Ward 6 till they are within one block of | : 
ams Park. They are on all the principal avenues of the 
are known to be in six out of ten wards, and may be in 
We got a $5,100 appropriation 1ed through at I 






tl e la 
the State legislature, and are now at work on the city « 
additior The United States Government ought to 
as they are within one-half mile of the docks and will be car: 
the Atlantic coast by our ships. Professor Kirkland sa they 
have been carried to Connecticut from here on the New N‘ 
Haven and Hartford Railroad, whose track is badly infest 

places. They will be spread all over Rhode Island by the 

as they are along E]Jmwood avenue, Cranston street, Broad s 

way, and Westminster. My time will probably be devoted 

save our parks. If you can come on now it will do a lo 

try to impress on the authorities that the gypsies are spre 
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toward New York and Washington. Special appeals \ 
directly to Senator ALprRicm and President Roosevelt 1 


Ss 
League of Improvement Associations and others. We bé 
day here on Roger Williams Park and surrounding ore 
little money work with. 


Respectfully, C. ABBoTtT DAVIS, ' 


Now, for the eleven years that the State of M 
was at work on this problem we were trying to hold 
within the limits in which it appeared, and we we! 
ing to exterminate it within those limits, and, as I 
we expended nearly a million and a quarter of do! 
own money in that effort; but in spite of all the 
spent, in spite of all the care we exercised to 
spread of these moths they got outside of those limi 
the adjoining States, and they are probably spreadi! 
to day now. It is not at all improbable that there 1 
nies of these moths now located in New York, 
Pennsylvania, Delaware, and all that tier of States 
west of the New England States. When they first 
appearance they do not attract particular attention, 
they have not developed to a sufficient extent to 
nuisance, but having been once established they, ¢! uh 
a wave rolling in from the sea, increase every 
the first thing the people of the vicinity know there |< ; 
break of this pest, and it is firmly established in ther . 
only to be controlled by great effort and the exp ure § 
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5 s of money. If this pest finds lodgment in the newt the middle of summer: the white linen hung out to 4d n 1 
. a. ss : : 1 ws entirely bl: one ads ae i . ' 
if this country, it is impossible to calculate the amount | W@s ent ly blackened by terpill: Che ca 
ies ; . s adel which has thus devastated the ft t in , d j 
re that will ensue, largely because of the difficulty Of | strovea the hones of ou! ' ; : 
; it and the great labor and expense of controlling or | (but well known). * * I see nothing h can recon 


. . cardener * eECeOnam thi { ! y 
tinge these insects. |} gardener or economist to this hatef 





extel . > - | 194 Panzer (Germany says ; 
| eral expenditures of Massachusetts, aggregating more | hae maken iars at Snel for many f 


t illion and a half of dollars, spent and being expended, | ful numbers, and destroyed our fruit trees, to tl » utmost 1 ist tune of 










































































eu I 
heir owners 
hy any means measure the cost to the State and her | ' "180k. a saath ale ant 
a. . > . . oe ne OU 4. n accoun Oo its large } ods re ¢ y 
f their fight against the gypsy moth pest. Professor | moth is a formidable insect, agains ere ' 
vI n Circular No. 58, issued by the Bureau of Ento- | . Linneus calls it the pest ruit ¢ B 
July, 1904, estimates that in the two preceding years | “°'P7'6) ts ppvasa 
: : Ranonay : — | IXTREME DEVASTATION i ‘ 
s an expenditure by individuals aggregating $200,000 | ~ ™ 
at SI ss e fine cork oaks wl xtend f B t to | 
Ile Bays. | (France) are completely devastated 4 
nt expended during the last two years in such work of | which have destroyed not onl; leave | 
ing from careful inquiry and estimate, probably almost | of caterpillar is not at | part lar ¢ it i ! 
int expended by the State during the years of its most | with anything, feeding, ind n! rl every I 
tions against the gypsy moth, namely, approaching $200,000, | leaves. It has attacked our corn and millet ast 
\ dividual, Gen. 8. C. Lawrence, has, for the last three years, | Vines, and our fruit trees in neral The hou I { 
force of men working on certain gypsy moth colonies in are filled with insects, and can no longer furt ifor y 
i adjoining forest lands, expending each year, as he assures | ¢'s with dwelling places (From French j ls of the time, g 1 
ore than the actual value of the lands.” Hundreds of indi- | by lrof. E. Henry and others.) 
h town have expended sums ranging from $10 to $100 in , 1828 Daudeville, speaking of the gy y moth ‘ tl ( 
the gypsy and brown-tail moths. Nearly every town district (near St Quentin, France f about 6O s ‘ 
is made expenditures of from a few hundred dollars to | Satiable insects stripped the trees bare as in win d ‘ 
and dollars for the same purpose. A number of experts. only the leaves, but the buds, blossoms, and fruit of t 3s, and 
ive gone into the business of clearing the premises of | 4 result, many trees died 
f psy and brown-tail moths, and find constant employ a ISS9, 1842 fhe gypsy moth completely devastated ir 
derable forces of men. In general this work is excellently | Ye@'s & region around Toulouse of about 220 square 1 
extent of the whole region in Massachusetts which has so 
; % 7 : ‘ ; j infested by the gypsy moth]. The osts of terpillars a 
It his estimate is very conservative, and it is beyond made, in feeding, an ominous noise, plainly audible fro ad 1 
it the annual outlay by municipalities and ee | (Joly.) 
: . . ENORMOUS HORD! tEES KILLED 
s enormously increased since his report was made. F = ae _ 
mething very singular with regard to insect pests. |  78°/-1893.—Abstract of account of D r Gerstiicker, Gert 
: j ‘Of destructive caterpi ; this ) } med 
INTRODUCED PESTS THE MOST NOXIOUS. |} being the Jargest and most ravenous I know of instances in w 
. ; . : . : a | Crean beethes and other: have died from tl ts 
I e shows that pests introduced into a foreign country | In the great devastation of the Zoological Garde R 
them are far more destructive than in their native | 1853, the gypsy moth caterpillar attacked s l 
| both native and foreign 
A a : iat ata ; 1852 A vast army of gypsy moth caterpillars, ' tripped 
THE SAN JOSE CALE, foliage from the trees in tl provinces K in. Kis . 7 
. lose, or “ pernicious,” scale was introduced into this | terin, betook themselves to the young shoots and « 
et ad . ‘ . many trees. (Keppen, R ia.) 
S70. Though scarcely noticed as a pest in foreign 1961.—Gypsy moths were seen marching ir : 
s already developed frightful capacity for injury | of Majorca, the trees of which, including everg 
pietely Strit e 
‘ ee , IS68 th ery ‘ I ] 
THE COTTON WORM. rt ey eateries ; aa ri 
n worm, an introduced native of Mexico and the | Paris.) 
aie ‘ . : . . . 1857 —18¢€ In the pro é i’ I 
\\ , and not especially noxious there, has ravaged the | so.ccts) orehards. mm 7 ‘ ; 
of this country nearly every year since 1825, and | devastation by the cate sé 
s n the United States a recent average loss of from | template. By June t 
sat ; pl , l ( j i } 
t to fifty million dollars a year. ts lying 
: : m es whi poll W I j f Ine 
NDREDS OF MILLIONS OF DOLLARS WASTED. 1569.—So 0 wer ( 
: ‘ : no tree or shrub was spared: the all s | ‘ ! ting 
phyloxera, a native of this country, has never | tranches like fir =< aa si Je ' ; 7 
| here a serious pest. Introduced into France | his protection against s i if 
vears ago it nearly destroyed the entire grape indus- ae eco Waldwerderbet : 
. 5 ¢ r . 187 ihese caterpll strippe r [ ( i 
n France. extending to Portugal, it destroyed ce | en extent anit with & severity. that wan frizht ‘ 
ny thousands of people. They, emigrating to! were destroyed. (Appelle Dei.) 
1 the pest there, and it is to-day as great a scourge _ 18i1 fhe gypsy-n — : i ’ tw ‘ 
r)> . : : Crimea In enormous hordes ’ ne Sal 
Portugal or France. It has also been introduced somata at tin Cotens rs i 
intries, notably Spain, South Africa, and Aus- 1872.—The dama done by t vypsy 1 1872 
t has become a plague of the first magnitude. It | >arne, aes - ee 
> . > > = rn ny died (i’abst, Grern n 
» hundreds of millions of dollars, and the people eo The « is “on ned tin the vicinits 7 
ng it at a heavy cost. The Governments of Ger- | that in migrating s i 
sia, profiting by the experience of France, have literally covered the walls of the houses g ) 
| energetic measures to stamp it out wherever it VA i INS OV 
it has made no headway in these two countries. ale yR 
1879-80 Nine provinees of tus 
e pests were known in European countries since sive as all our At nt Ss . M I 
they have done great damage in various sections | sive) were overrun by the gypsy moth 1879-80 
4,8 : > . authorities 
in this same handbook, from which I quoted a mo ee ! 1 
- S80 gVDSV - ¢ ar ( 1 
re appear many extracts showing what has been | era, I ence g It strinped s of nort 
. . . . . . i : : me a . . 
‘ning them by the scientists of various countries, | 188’—1889.—-It devastated the woods « ' { ¢ 
uote: | is at times a veritable scourge in Italy Antonio A 
: ; wincrns a" wieucien 1890 n the forest of Perlacher, Germany, the 
: p “nae EA RAVAGES. ‘ -" pillars massed on the tree trunks rdered mn the 
een scientifically med only since 1758, and there-| ground was literally covered to a nside e depth w 
before that date can not always with certainty be constantly dropped by the caterpillars Eekst« ) 
efinite species. Since then, however, the recorded ol 
mpetent observers show that the gypsy moth has ap FROM TI HOMES 
s and destructive numbers in some part of Europe 1891.—In and abo. rk lioi th R > \ 
ul rhe following, selected from among many other | culture the invading ¢ y-moth ite 
will give a fair idea of the destructiveness of the gypsy caves, went to the gardens, grasses, s ‘ ed nd ¢ 
houses, filling every crevice, climbing to the roofs, « « 
THE PEST OF THE FRUIT GARDEN. habitants to leave their hon (From Bull N 12 
n account of gypsy-moth ravages, by Jacob C. Schiiffer: | Superior School of Agriculture, Portici, Ita 
rease and great harmfulness of some sorts of cater 1891-92. In the government of Warsaw, Polar t 
idy known to me. * #* * but alas, all the ideas red in immense num The fruit trees \W 
tertained heretofore were as nothing to the spectacle | jured that they bore no fruit. ( Nasonov.) 
ww beheld; I,.found, not only in many places in Saxony, 1898.—It is hardly possible to enumerate he 
nburg, Naumburg, Sangernausen, and other counties, | gypsy-moth cate illar eat TI 
ardens and vineyards, the bushes in fields, yes, even | bearing trees, and even evergreens, a 
re stripped of their leaves. The branches and limbs | culture. (Doctors Judsich and Nit e, ¢ 
vered with caterpillars instead of leaves, and the cater 189 When the gypsy-moth caterp s ‘ re 
hosts upon the ground.” trees * * * they move to the ‘lds of ig 
ur G. Rimrod, pastor of Quenstedt, in the dukedom of | ley. and wheat Consid e . : 
. ny to see the immense damage they « se in the ees | 
‘ ning of July, on returning home from a week's ab pesring in such enormous numbers, as was the in 1894 (IKK. EB, 


ny whole orchard presenting a winter's appearance in | Lindeman, Russia.) 
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7 
( il j tion at hand indicates that mat | ‘ause not all the people owning property attacked 
; +h ~ ze od a melodia tain millionaires or in a position to expend annually more 
; aT ae value of their land in their effort to prevent the fur 
at in 1891 in Italy these moths became so of this plague. What we are asking the National G 
y drove the people from their homes. That | to do is to assist us along the lines of quarantine 
ition, because we have had that same eondi- | Want the National Government to come in and draw 
n Massachusett These caterpillars h aye | tine line around these infected areas wherever th¢ 
residences in such numbers that people ha ve | fi various States, prevent the further spread of { 
They have depreciated the value of r i and leave us to fight it inside of that quarantine. Ang 
ple uld not live in houses that were in these | We are not making an unreasonable request; that 
3 on a int ¢ th e terrible nuisanee of these | 2Sking the Government to do something which it has 
hich wi ks over the house. & to the doors and | Under almost similar conditions, but in another |i 
etting int » beds. and were an unendur: ible | Work of the Department of Agriculture. 
v. Professor Kirkland said before the Com- You will all remember that about three years ago 
ulture: an outbreak of the foot-and-mouth disease in the 
simply tremendous. Real estate was Boston. The Department of Agriculture, through 9 
in uces ul bl Mortgages wer came in and established a quarantine to prevent t! 
, ee teen vo Raglan for it, and the spread of the disease. But they did not stop there. 
[assachusetts has heretofore called the atten- | S°mething we are not asking the Department to do. | 
l Gove nt to the conditions existing there inside of our quarantine lines, they went to the bari 
the aypsy moth, but nethiae has been eae. in pastures of the farmers and dairymen within that 
’ -Selinads Cinuaeniiin tne: thin tndabhens tie | iemeehaered every animal they thought was infect: 
aa: een, * Sees can aie seins det. foot-and-mouth disease. 
eequiiiieay tear ainting iational assistance, AS 2 | They came right in there and took that work in ¢| 
effort the agricultural appropriation bill of 1906 effectively stamped it out. Now, if for the prote: 
ision of $2.500 for the investigation and intr 1 animal industries of this country the Government 
ites and other natural enemies of the gypsy at ‘a it does go in, to different localities and quarant 
._ At the same time the State of Massachusetts | rash spread and also stamps out the disease wit 
ition of $10,000 a year running for three years— ‘ted area, why should not the Government step \ 
° mine purpose, and out of that $10,000 appro- serious pest like the gypsy moth threatens the whole of 
State of Ma achusel tts $5,000 was set nside to be [United States—threatens every agricultural interest 
the direction of Professor Howard, head of the 7 
i] ang. f the 1 Dey artment = eee aa I stated a moment ago that these insects eat eye 
went abroad hi if [ am not mistaken. and | grows in the State of Massachusetts. They do, \ 
thought to be parasites of the gypsy moth, and | ception. They seem to have the discrimination not 
€ the Stat Ma ssachusetts brought over a | Oion, but they eat every other plant, every other veg 
parasites, which are now being propagated in | every other tree. There is no end to what they will « 1 
he expense of the State, so that up to the | effort was made to find out some of the things they would { 
that the National Government bas done in this | 02 growing outside of the State of Massachusetts. 
1 to pay, o1 f an appropriation of $2,500, the entists conducting these experiments sent down int » the § 
expenses of « f its scientists to make this | ern States, had some cotton plants brought up with i 
. cost of collecting, transporting, and propaga- the boll, if that is the proper term, put these insec 
ed parasites being borne whollv by the State of | cotton plant, and they ate up everything, boll, leaves, IS, a 
But the State of Massachusetts did not stop | everything that could be eaten about those cotton plants 
priation of $10,000 a year. The same act which | Our friends from the South think they are | 
‘opriation went further. It declared by statute | trouble with the Mexican cotton-boll weevil. I w 
be a public nuisance and appropriated | consider what the effect would be if these gypsy 
1905, $150,000 for the year 1906, and | carried into the cotton belt, as is more than li 
1907 for the purpose of extermination and further spread is not checked. As to the immine! 
n ad m to the $10,000 a year for three | danger, I refer you to the letter from Mr. Davis, 
irk. making $830,000 that the State of Mas | land. What would be the effect on the cotton ind 
ited and is now herself expending in the | South? I want the members of the committee to 
exterminate this pest within her own bor- | the effect would be if these insects got over into y Y 
1 to the other States of the Union, | Pennsylvania, Delaware, or into any of the State eE 
) was the most comprehensive and the most far- | that have great agricultural interests. Think w! 
Sr ever enacted with regard to this in- | pen to the peach crop of Delaware, with the gypsy 
the gypsy and brown-tail moths to be a public | ciled in the peach orchards. 
1 that communities and individuals musi Mr. SPERRY. Do they eat tobacco? 
they do not suppress it, then there are | Mr. ROBERTS. I am given to understand that t lo ¢ 
r public officials to go onto the premises, | tobacco plants. They eat everything that grows Mass 
rge up the cost to the own the expense | chusetts, I am told, and we grow tobacco up in the ‘ 
rl taxes and to constitute a lien upon Valley. 
ilso provision 1 the law compelling the | It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, this is one of the 1 
» I t] work in hand, dividing them objects in this whole agricultural bill. I want the ! 
¢ to their wealth, and providing that | this committee to consider just for a moment what 
ex 1 a certain amount of money in | benefit would have accrued to the Government of 
' they shall be reimbursed by the States and to the people of the United States had 
ll expenditures over that amount. | ment of Agriculture stepped into the State of ¢ 
BS ¢ yped in handling this question of | the San Jose scale first made its appearance there 
t into diland lot. The wood | stopped its further spread. The orchardists all over 
part valuable, yet for the | States would not now be troubled with a pest which 
to ni pest would cost more | hundreds of thousands of dollars of damage an! 
Now, that statement not all | sider for a moment what a blessing it would have 
| right the « of Medford, which | agricultural interests of this country if the Gov 
O h I have before referred, one public- | gone into the State of Colorado when the potato bu 
ho h ens to be a very wealthy man, en- | its appearance there, quarantined it where it 
bat tl moth, which attacked his pr prevented its spread from one ocean to the otl 
n int dl, spent $70,000 already t] | for a moment the benefit that would have accrued 
not eeded yet in fully exter: iting growers of this country if the Government had ¢ to t 
the stat nt to Professor Marlatt, who | State of Texas when the cotton boll weevil made it ral 
lusetts at my request in 1904 to investig | there in 1894, quarantined it, and stopped it from a 
nsect, that he was paying out annually in | We should have saved hundreds of thousands of d Sree 
nate t moth more than the value of hi lic money that is now being and will hereafter be : , 
dition of affairs it can be readily seen how | to control and exterminate that pest, and we woul . 
op the spread of such an insect as that, be millions of dollars yearly to the growers of cotton. 











r. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, the | 
a duty to the people of thi 


M 


it 











ent owes Ss s country 
of this nature appears, one that is likely to spread 

if not checked, overrun the country, cat ¢ damage 

in its wake, to step in and stop its further spre id, 

ot expect the people of one State to lk ut for the 

1 the States to stop the spread of these sects that 


border We have done in M 


their 


thin S. S 
we could exterminate an insect and prevent its 
1 our own borders, but it is not in t nature of 
j one Stat to hand a pe of th 3; §s { i to 
i to other parts of the country. [Ap e.] 
EN. Mr. Chairm , while I am not of 
‘ 1 Committee, I feel the deepest t t in al 
» f iculture and to any legislati king to 
‘ -. ; 
» direct special attention to a certain pro a 
ival bill, and incidentally to refe to tl é 
ropriations for agricultural purposes. 
of th ‘icultural appropriation bill which u 
iture <« $20,000 to fur r deve » the 
ry of the Southern States by conduct expel 
r institutes, and giving ol ssons in - 
ition incorporated in the bill at tl ce 
[Mr. LEVER], is a good n ure, and I wish to 
artiest indorse! it of t Che only ( } } 
to the measure is that the int riated is 
But many measures which prove t of 


rtance have had just such 


once its advantages have been impressed upon the 
may find more liberal support in Congress, 
‘ iy advantages which peculiarly re end t] 
rying section, and that this is not one of its chief 
day is due more to the lack of information on 


n to any other cause. 


of the greatest advantages that the uth offers 

section is the cheapness of land and the sparse 

ilatio1 Pasture lands are necessary for profita 
ind pasture lands come pretty high at forty and 

acre, the common price in populous sections. 

( olina we have some 19,000,000 acres of land, of 
\ ut 6,000,000 acres are in cultivation, and South 
( rhaps, offers little advantage over other Southern 


thirds of our land 
of farming 


is well adapted to 


rticular. More 
measure unprofitable 
A large per cent of 


than 
for lack 
this land 


Twi 


sufficient 


| beef and dairying purposes. If only our farmers 
ght to realize the profits of dairying as an inde 
istry, these lands, now unprofitable, would furnish 


of wealth to that section; or if dairying could be 
extensively and more systematically as an 
the well-conducted farm, the advantage to the 
f nd building as well as in receipts from dairy prod- 

well worth his while. 


il 


( ( more 





it 





e Southern States have a luxuriant growth of 
that is green nine or ten months of the year, and 
State Bermuda and many other introduced grasses 
g tion. The hay from this Bermuda grass is un 
f » world. This I can personally vouch for. 

s alone 1 y not be relied on for profitable dairy 
ntial, and properly used with cotton-seed hulls 
uces splendid results. The natural grasses of 

» VV ¢ { i sh an | ie Dp STU ive tor re at herds 
( s the 5 ir. N ‘ sive effort has ever 
I ‘ n : = Sees, | it { Sal is ol y: as 
f seen a practical d ynstrat 1 of fact 
I | n gi both ¢ y th beau | 
tl¢ 

y h ou uthern people has been tl 

{ » prof le ] been this ¢1 the |] 
1 ve tl fel tne nD Ul it} 
r we Ti ie < i l er { KS tha if 
SK thing ¢ Ise 
i for dairy products in tl f 

‘ say nothing of the d d, at mos 

rom our lar cities. It would be hard to 
South that has not had its periodical 
vet nature has made this a favored spot for 
t t article. 

y of object lessons has been ck Cle 

4 which has resulted in higher grad rf 
{ 


counties surrounding the college, 
of the products. In 
instance, individuals and corporatious are 


and in better and 


some of the counti 
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000,000, and the demand far « 
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Returning to the pre : 
Sny t I G e! os 
a vast field of It t 
pro r ited i ‘ t 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


extensive work along this line 


lustry: To enable the Secretary 
‘rimental work in the cooperation 
the ticks transmitting southern cattle 
col vhich sum $20,000 shall be immediately available. 
WADSWORTH. Mr. Chairman, I want to insert a 
after line 15. 
a follows: 


State 
fever, 


with 


ttee amendment 


’ insert the following 
of a wire fence 
preserve, to provide 
herd presented by the New York Zoological 
the maintenance of said herd, $15,000; 
“1 $500 shall be expended in building.” 


rord “‘ available, 

eS or the erection 
Wir forest ond game 
nd 


sum not 


rovide for 
» question was taken; 
HE PBURN. I want to 
if he wants these two lines 
they? 
WADSWORTH. Simply 
ay know wuaat the 


ask 


the gentleman in charge of 

to remain in the bill, and 
so that the committee and the 
total amount appropriated by the 


HEPBURN. 
them as 


Having served do 
a part of the Jaw? 
WADSWORTH. I ould think it would answer a useful 

ose in giving the amount ¢ appropriated by the bill. 
Mr. HEPBURN. I do not see how. 

Mr. WADSWORTH. — By leaving it in you have in the 
I ount appropriated, and to obtain it otherwise you 
em by item and paragraph by paragraph, while 
two lines. I unanimous consent that 
change these totals according to the figures. 
IAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will 


ctions. 


that purpose, you not 


this 
the 


1] 

ai i 
Ss = 

them in ask 


1 
Ke 


mia 
rk read as follows: 
it of this bill is $7,481,440. 
ADSWOR' rH. That is the total of the bill. 
‘rk resumed and concluded the reading of the 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
remarks in the REcorp. 
10 objection. 
IBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I 
remarks in the Rrecorp. 
vas no ‘tion. 
ADSWORTH. 1 
; ll with 
I de 


bill. 


ask unanimous consent 
bie 
move that the committee do now rise 
amendments to the House; and, pend- 
sire to give notice that a yea-and-nay 
» free-st item, 
“1 to. 


dingly r 


ed 
ose, and Mr. Foster of Vermont, 
> of the Whole House on the st 
iat committee had had under 
and had directed him to 
with the recommendation 
and that the bill as amended do pass. 
move the previous question on the 
passage of the bill. 

and the previous question 


report the 
that the 

1 to, 
RTH. I 
nts to the 


TADS We 


is taken; was or- 


$a separate vote demanded on any amend- 


WADSWOR ask a separate vote on the seed-dis- 


rate vote demanded on 
ill be taken on the 


any 
remaining 


being demanded, 


amendments in 


the question 
gross, and they were 
entiem 
I the C] 
to yo the 


T 


in demands a 
rik will read. 
amendment. 
consent, the 


Is there 


separate 


, 
l 


ulik mous 


; y reading of 
e dispensed with. 


the 
objection? 
Shale hears 


yADSWOR’ CH. 
is and 


none. 

I ask for the y 
ordered, 
and there were 
voting 135, 


153. 


yeas and nays. 
nays were 
as taken; 


10, not 


—veas 153, 
as follows: 
YEAS 
urnett ‘hap 
irton, ‘lark, 
ale ler ‘ark, 


B ( man 
Bi ( 

Cc ( 
Calde rhe ad Cc 

( ( 

Cc { 

( 


Fla, 
Mo, 


Del. 


ole 
amp! ell, Ohio ‘onner 
andler ‘rumpacker 
‘haney Curtis 


+ 


in | 


Darragh 
Davis, W. Va. 
Dawes 


|} Dawson 


of Agri- | 


| Dixon, 


De Armond 

Deemer 

Dickson, II 
Ind. 


Dunwell 


| Ellerbe 


Ellis 


| Finley 


Flack 


| Flood 


and | 


Floyd 
Fordney 
Fowler 
French 


| Fuller 


| 
and the amendment was agreed to. | & 
| Gardner, 


Tenn. 
Mich, 
N. J. 


Gaines, 


Gardner, 
Garner 
Garrett 
Gilbert, 
Gill 

Gillett, Cal. 


Ind, 


| Glass 


Graham 
Greeg 
Gronna 
Gudge 


% | Acheson 
two lines : 
have | Ad: 


Bartholdt 
Bates 


Birdsall 


Bonynge 


Bowersock 


to | 


Brick 
Brooks, Colo. 
Burke, Pa. 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler, Pa. 
Capron 
Cocks 

Cc Pa. 
Cc Wis. 
( 
Ll) 
D 


oop er, 

ooper, 

‘ousins 
alzell 


ixon, Mont. 


Boutell 
Currier 


| Goulden 


vote | 
| Allen, 


N. J. 


|; Ames 


ate of | 
consider- 


Andrus 
Sabcock 
Bankhead 
Bannon 
Bede 
Beidler 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bingham 
Blackburn 
Bowers 
Bow ie 
Bradley 


| Broussard 


Brown 


| Buckman 


| Burke 


, 8S. Dak. 
surleigh 


| Burleson 


Was | 


vote | 


[ After | 


nays 83, | 


| Butler, 
other | 


Tenn. 
By rd 

Cc ‘amp ybell, Kans, 
Cassel 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Cromer 

oC us! iman 
Ls 


Daves, La. 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Denby 
Dovener 


Hale 
Hamilton 
Hay 

Heflin 
Hienry, Tex. 
Hepburn 
Hill, Miss. 
Hinshaw 
Hopkins 
Howell, Utah 
Huff 


Humphreys, Miss. 


Hunt 
James 
Johnson 
Jones, Va. 
Kennedy, 
Kinkaid 
Klepper 
Kline 
Knowland 

Lacey 

Lafean 

Lamb 

Landis, Chas. B. 
Landis, Frederick 
Lever 

Lewis 

Lindsay 

Little 

Livingston 

Lloyd 


Nebr, 


NAYS 


Draper 
Driscoll 
Esch 
Fitzgerald 
OSS 
Foster, Vt. 
Fulkerson 
Gillett, Mass. 
Goebel 

Graff 
Grosvenor 
Haskins 
Haugen 
Hayes 
Henry, Conn. 
Howell, N. J. 
Hubbard 
Hull 

Keifer 
Keliher 
Ketcham 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"— 


Greene 
Hoar 
Jenkins 


McKinney 
MeLain 
MecMorran 
McNary 
Macon 
Maynard 
Meyer 
Michalek 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Mouser 
Murphy 
Nevin 
Palmer 
Pearre 
Powers 
Pujo 
Rainey 
Randell, 
Reeder 
Reid 
Rhinock 
Rhodes 


Tex 


Richardson, Ala. 


Richardson, Ky. 
Rixey 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark, 
Rucker 

Russell 

Ryan 

Samuel 


83. 


Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, 
Knopf 
Lawrence 
Lilley, Conn, 
Littauer 
Littlefield 
Lorimer 
Loudenslager 
McCall 
McCarthy 
McCreary, 
MeGavin 
McLachlan 
Murdock 
Needham 
Oleott 
Page 
Parker 
Payne 
Perkins 


Pa. 


Madden 
Mann 
Olmsted 


NOT VOTING—135. 


Dresser 
Dwight 
Edwards 
Fassett 

Field 

Fletcher 
Foster, Ind. 
Gaines, W. Va, 
Garber 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gilbert, Ky. 
Gillespie 
Goldfogle 
Granger 
Griggs 
Hardwick 
Hearst 
Hedge 
Hermann 
Higgins 
Hill, Conn. 
Hitt 

Hogg 
Holliday 
Houston 
Howard 
Hughes 


Humphrey, Wash. 


Jones, Wash. 
Kahn 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Knapp 

Lamar 

Law 


Lee 

Le Fevre 
Legare 
Lester 
Lilley, Pa. 
Longworth 
Loud 
Lovering 
McCleary, 
McDermott 
McKinlay, Cal. 
McKinley, Ill. 
Mahon 
Marshall 
Martin 

Miller 

Minor 

Mondell 

Moore 

Morrell 

Mudd 

Norris 

Otjen 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Parsons 
Patterson, N.C. 
Patterson, 8S. C. 


Patterson, Tenn. 


Pou 
Ransdell, La. 
Reynolds 
Rodenberg 
Ruppert 


So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 


For the 


Mr. 


session: 
SHERMAN with Mr. RUPPERT. 


Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Hirr with Mr. 
CROMER with Mr. 
JENKINS with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 
OTJEN with Mr. 
MANN with Mr. 
Watson with Mr. 
MorrkELL with Mr. Suttivan of New York. 


LEGARE. 


VAN DUZER. 


PADGETT. 
How Arb. 
SHERLEY. 


Wim. W. 


10. 


Minn. 
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Schneehe}j 
Shacklef, 
Shartel 
Sims 
Smith, ¢ 
Smith, M 
Smith, 1 
Siny ser 
Southall 
Sparkman 
Spight 
Stanley 
Steeners 
Sulloway 
Talbott 
Taylor, A 
Taylor, 0 
Thomas 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Trimble 
Underw 
Watkir 
Webb 
Weems 
Wiley, 
Willian 
Wood. \ 
Woodya 


Pollard 
Princes 
Rives 
Robert 
Scott 
Smith, | 
Southwi 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Sullivar 





















HEARST. 


with Mr. 





ck with Mr. CocKRAN. 
eR with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
MAN with Mr. Butier of Tennessee. 


f South Dakota with Mr. CLAyToN. 

with Mr. McDEerMort. ( 
‘LEIGH With Mr. Byrp. 

ortH with Mr. Bowler. 

eLL with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 

with Mr. GARBER. 
hio with Mr. Gitsert of Kentucky. 
GRANGER. 
Mr. GILLESPIE. 
innesota with Mr. Goxpros 
with Mr. LESTER. 
: with Mr. Harpv 
» with Mr. LAM 
vith Mr 


oO 


I 





K. 
of Florida. 


AR 


AIoor 
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Senate 


‘conferees on 


the following titl 
R. 11796. An act 
LE. mento River, 


EK. Tl 





jt» 
1 


ay 


Mr. 


GROSVE 
amend 

The n 
Mr. GROSVE 


iotion was 


ference. 


The 


motion wa 


] T)é 
the pi 


and Mr. SPIGHT. 


Mr. WACHTER, 


orted that they h 
HH 
H. 


iOmMmpson : 


H. R. 14990 












HOUS 


Dp 
SOT 
OR. 


e 


it 





4 


I 


in the State « 


R. 14989. An act 


W. Smira with Mr. Parters of North Caro- H. R. 14993. An 
M. Smile 
y of New Jersey with Mr. Patrerson of Tennessee. H.R. 1 if. An t grat 
NBERG with Mr. TOWNE. | Hares ; 
with Mr. WEISSE. H. R. 1501 An act 
{LDEN SmitH (for) with Mr. Suepparp (against). Eldridge, jr. ; 
th Mr. ZENOR H. R. 15024. An 
( C. Keyser 
) with Mr. Br (: t) H. R. 15050. A 
f New Jersey (for) with Mr. Date (against). | H. Near: 
of Texas (for) with Mr. Oversrrrer (against).| H.R. 15061. Ar g 
» ¢ inst) with Mr. Patterson of South Car Allen; 
H.R 119. An a 
gr st) with Mr. Lee (for). nelius West l 
f \ ington (against) with Mr. Staypren (for). | H.R. lo2 An g 
j sylval (for) with Mr. BeEnNet of New | C. Stevens 
H. R. 15240. An act ¢ 
t) with Mr. Houston (for). W. Fowler; 
for) with Mr. AMES ( iinst). H.R. 15256. An act g 
( ith Mr. GOULDEN (ag st). min F. Green ; 
st) with Mr. ANDRI (for). H.R. 15277. An act g 
( t) with Mr. Grice (for). W. Pierce: 
) with Mr. Pou (for). H. R. 15380. An g 
l ‘ (f with Mr. Braptey (against). | tine Gunselman; 
Connecticut (against) with Mr. Fretp (for). H.R. 1 » An t 
inst) with Mr. WALLAcE (for). I. Jacobs: 
t) with Mr. RANspDELL (for). H.R. 15416. Ar 
) with Mr. PARSONS (against) Nelson 
h Mr. Brot (against). HI. R. 15484. An ac r 
) th Mr. BANNON gainst). | Dick; 
Rn. I should like to inquire if the gentleman H.R. 15487. An y 
BURLESON, is recorded as vi 12? man Aldrich; 
AKER He is not recorded. Hi. R. 15548. An 
! I am ired with the ¢ tleman. If he had | Ferber; 
would have voted “no” and I would have | H.R. 15616. An tg 
I wish to have my name called and to be recorded | ant Calo 
H.R. 15621. An act g 
I should like to know if the gentleman from | M. Tartar; 
WALLA‘ is recorded as having voted? H. R. 70. An act 
ER. He did not vote. | E. Durgin: 
I ed ** ne I am paired with the gentle- H. R. 15683. An act g 
withdraw my vote and to answer “ present.” Brown; 
l he gentleman from Massachusetts, Mr. H. R. 15701. An t 
‘ liam Brown; 
.ER. He is not recorded. H. R. 15717. An t 
Ni I ve 1 “aye and I wish to withdraw my | zer A. Rice; 
ver “ present.” | H.R. 15780. At g 
of the vote was announced as above recorded. Cole ; 
ent of the result was received with applause. H.R. 15794. An 
rdered to be engrossed and read a third time; | Pepper 
y read the third time, and passed. H. R. 15835. An act 
Mr. WapswortH, a motion to reconsider the last | M. Thompson ; 
table | H. R. 15840. An act ¢g 
YE TO EXTEND REMARKS. B. Hughson ; 
[TAS nf Nat ‘ : ' H. R. 15868. An act 
S of North Carolina. Mr. Speaker, I made some liam Louther 
I ricultural appropriatio di oO > subject | wz on ine 
l ask oe a occas ur ceo = ie H. R. 15894. An act g 
j ; . — ee ~1L. Wells; 
KER ‘ i em H. R. 15928. An act 
pov Raw Pint ee bert D. Ingersoll ; 
H. R. 15982. An act g 
FOREIGN-BUILT DREDGES. rietta W. Wilson: 
R id before the House the bill (H. R. 395) H. R. 15956. An act 
4) lil dredges, with Senate amendments } F. Bean: 
H. R. 16023. An act 
amendments were read. B. Fargo; 
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“9 
en ola bi sc Si Ne ay 
Hi. R. 16024. An act granting an increase of pension to Katie | Whole House on the state of the Union, with Mr. Lacry in tha 
B. M ter; chair. 
li. &. 16179. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent t] hin 
liam N. J. Burns; first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 
il. R. i6182. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
F. Williams; | Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, no requests have been mado to 
i. R. 16190. An act granting an increase of pension to James | me for time for general debate on this bill, and hence [ jaya 
lr. Caskey ; no objection to the bill being now read under the fiye-:)jpy4, 
H.R. 16210. An act granting an increase of pension to Abra- | rule, with the understanding, however, that no objection hall 
ham G. Long; | be made if a Member wants an extension of time; ana I 
H.R. 16250. An act granting an increase of pension to Augus- | understand that this plan is agreeable to the gentleman rom 
tus J. Morey; | Iowa who is in charge of the bill. This bill comes from our 
li. R. 16266. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar- | committee with a unanimous report. I do not think there js 
garet A. Rucker; | a single provision in it that can be objected to successfully 
ii. R. 16206. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry | Mr. HULL. There will be no trouble about that. [ thin 
C. Coffin ; | there is no disposition, Mr. Chairman, for general deh at 
H.R. 16334. An act granting an increase of pension to Enos | this time, and I ask that the reading of the bill be com) enced 
Day; | under the five-minute rule. 
11. R. 16376. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I do not see how tho 
Muncher ; | gentleman from Iowa can make that agreement, for any one of 
If. Rt. 16428. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin | the 386 Members can knock it out. 
Hicks; The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 
Hf. R.16433. An act granting an increase of pension to Marius | gentleman from Iowa to dispense with the first reading of tho 
S. Cooley; bill and that the reading of the bill be commenced under jhe 
li. R. 16487, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel | five-minute rule? The Chair hears no objection, and the Clerk 
H. Frazier ; will read. 
Hi. It. 16442. An act granting an increase of pension to John A. | The Clerk proceeded with the reading of the bill, and read as 
Powell ; | follows: 
H. it. 16445. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry | yor completing the necessary improvements at the United Stat 
Hf. Sibley ; Military Academy at West Point, N. Y., in accordance with t 
Ii. R. 16454. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel | plan approved by the Secretary of War, the limit of the total ex 
KE. Carlton: for this work fixed in the act. of Congress approved June 28, 1902, is 
: ere : extended $1,500,000, and the Secretary of War is authorized to | { 
Il. it. 16455. An act granting an increase of pension to John | with the work under the conditions already prescribed for it 
Long; | Provided, That all limitations and restrictions in the act 
H. R. 16504. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas June 28, 1902, shall apply to this increased authorization. 
W. Barnum; Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point of order 
If. R. 10514. An act granting an increase of pension to John | on this section. I observe that the limit of the amount appro- 
W. Barton; priated under the act of Congress of June 28, 1902, is extended 
Hi. R. 16523. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | $1,500,000. 
P. Hopki Mr. HULL. Yes; that is right. 
Ii. R. 16578. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward Mr. PALMER. The amount appropriated by that act was 
lley $5,500,000. 
I. 2. 16583. An act granting an increase of pension to David | Mr. HULL. That is right. 
R. Walden; Mr. PALMER. As I understand, this $1,500,000 is in addition 
Ii. R. 16650. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert | to the $5,500,000 appropriated by the other act. 
B. W vy; | Mr. HULL. Yes. 
i.R 85. An act granting an increase of pension to Gilson| Mr. PALMER. I notice by the act that before any money 
Lay : could be expended under it the Secretary of War was required 
li. . 17028. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenzo | to “ procure complete plans covering all the necessary buildings 
D. Hartwell ; and improvements and for each and every purpose connected 
[. R. 17194. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie | therewith, which plans shall involve a total expenditure of not 
W hite more than $5,500,000.” 
Hi. R. 17235. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha Now, I suppose the Secretary of War, in compliance with that 
Ilo rd | very just act of Congress procured complete plans covering all 
if. R. 17274. An act granting an increase of pension to Audrew | the necessary buildings and all the necessary improvements, and 
J.M + the inquiry I want to make is how it happened that si 1902 
If. R. 17589. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney | the cost of those buildings has been increased $1,500,000 
A. Lawrence Mr. HULL. In reply to the gentleman from Pennsylvania I 
H. It. 17608. An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney | will state that the original act made a great many restrictions, 
Ss. B erton; | and among others that no architects could be employed on a per- 
i S997. An act to regulate the practice of pharmacy and | centage basis, as was employed on the other academy in the 
1] f poisons in the District of Columbia, and for other | United States. The Secretary of War called into consultation 
I ses; and | eminent architects, and after explaining the situation to them, 
If. R. 18709. An act making additional appropriations for the | finally succeeded in getting them to go into the business of sub- 
| service on ount of earthquake and attending conflagra- | mitting plans. The plans that were submitted all exceeded the 
ti 1 the Pacific coast. | original amount fixed in the act. No work would have been done 
aes saa ees | if it had not been for the appropriation carried in this bill in 
SENATE BILL REFERRED. Pee ee ye Te ae re re 
| different years, waiving original restriction. We had t righ 
Uy clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following | to let them go on with the work as far as the plans were per- 
{ vas taken from the Speaker's table and referred to its ap- | fected, and in order not to delay further this matter, if this au- 
] ite committee as indicated below: thorization is not given I should say that they would go on with 
S. 5811. An act to amend section 3646 of the Revised Statutes | the work until they do conclude the amount fixed in { 
of the United States as amended by act of February 16, 1885, | The act would be set aside whenever the Congress mak: 
3 ded by act of March 23, 1906—to the Committee on | propriation going one step beyond the $5,500,000, and this Congress 
Way ul Means. | would have a right on this bill to-day to appropriate >s,' v 
MILITARY ACADEMY APPROPRIATION BILL. absolutely for buildings at West Point, and no point = r 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House now resolve 


into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
(‘nion for the purpose of considering the bill (H. R. 18030) 
appropriations for the support of the Military Acad- 
the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 

i tie n was agreed to. 
Ac gly t Iiouse resolved itself into Committee of the 





would lie against it, because we have the same right in 
ing these buildings that the Naval Committee has in t C 


struction of ships. Of course, on its merits Congress d fix 
any amount a majority would favor. We can make t pro- 
priation, or authorization, and I do not believe that it | ject 
to a point of order. Congress always has the discretion [0 Si) 
whether or not it will give a certain amount of money tor & 

It may increase or diminish it from to 


certain purpose. 
time, as the judgment of Congress may determine. 




















I want 


for the information of the committee, and the | 


tion of my friend from-Pennsylvania, to call his atten- 


of a document submitted to 
Document GAS. 


part 
Affairs 


has been diverted cut of the original amount for build- | 
Point as provided for by Congress $546,000 for | 
In other words, the committee | 


West 
ehts and other purposes. 


the Committee on 


ted West Point two years ago found a deplorable con- 
1 respect to their water supply and made an exhaustive 
ition of the watershed that could be made available at 


int, and at a 
a supply that will be abundant for all time. 


had been using makeshifts to supply West Point. 


large expense, going off several 


miles, 
Before 
If 


re a little short this year, they would take in another 


ream that was liable to dry up in 


another season. 


It 


neet the demands, and finally Congress took hold of it 


| appropriate enough to 


pply. 


money 


supply a 


permanent 
That $546,000 was diverted by act of Congress 


Military Academy bill, not by the Secretary of War. 


of buildings is set out in this 


list 


document, 


after 


een figured over by the War Department, by engineers, 
ademie board, and all parties interested in the matter, 
it to say to the gentleman that in this matter the very 


conomy has been manifested by the authorities. 


They 


“i a stone quarry and are running it with the labor 
posts, supplying the stone that enters into the con- | 


of these buildings. They have saved in many ways 
1 the cost of several of these buildings by 


their 


Y. Is it not true that the large increase in the cost of 


iterials is one reason for this? 
i. Yes. 
ye 
plete it to appropriate this sum of money? 
LL. 
thank the gentleman for calling attention to it. 
MSTED. 


LL. Yes. 
MSTED. 
le of our country, cost about $6,000,000. 
LI Yes. 

MSTED. 


They can not possibly complete the plan without 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield to 


The Congressional Library over here, which 


The State of Pennsylvania is just building 
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And is it not absolutely necessary to continue this | 


and I 
would raise a question of this character, 


is supposed to be quite a progressive State. 


reputation, judging from some testimony from 





HOUSE. 


am that 


from 


because 


surprised any gentleman 


Philadelph 
intended 


Mr. PALMER. This act of 1902 y 


as 


provements. 


Mr. HULL. Yes. 
Mr. PALMER. 
Mr. HULL. Yes; 
took it out of this. 
Mr. PALMER. 


and took it out of this, 


The act reads as follows: 














To increase the efficiency of the United States Military Acad 
West Point, N. Y., and to provide for the enlargement of 
and for other necessary works of improvement in connection the 
and provide for an increased water supply at a t not to 
$100,600, made necessary by the increased number of cadet 
thorized 1 law, immediately available and to remain so unt 
pended, $2,000,000: Provided, That before any part of thi 
is expended, except so much as may be necessary to provid ! 
diate increased water supply; to install a heatin nd lig 
and to complete the improvements begun on the cadet mes 
complete plans shall be prepared and approved by t Sec i 
War, covering all necessary buildings and improve1 t W 
and for each and every purpose connected therewith, whi 
shall involve a total expenditure of not more than $5,500,000, 
the sum herein appropriated: Provided further, Thi 
aration and approval of the plans herein provided, the S« 
is authorized to enter into a contract or contracts for any 


of the improvements herein authorized witl id 
appropriations annu y made f 








be paid for from the | 

Provided further, That no money shall be expended r i 

curred for architects after the plans for improvements a 

for have been approved by the Secretary of War, ex 

retary of War is hereby authorized to employ, in his d 

sulting architect at a compensation not exceeding $5,000 | an 
Now, there was authority for the Secretary of War t 

cure complete plans and enter into a contract, the total « 


which should be $5,500,000, which almost 


was an adequate sum for that purpose. Now, it 


appears 


| somehow or other, by some method that has not been exp] 


ledicate in October a magnificent capitol, with offices | 


its State officers, 

LL. Yes. 

MSTED. 
in aggregate of $7,000,000 at West Point? 


T 
LL. 


at a cost of $4,000,000, 


What kind of buildings are these to be that 


If the gentleman will read this document he will 


| will say that there is no parallel whatever in the 


rent buildings. 
STEED. 


I know there is enough parallel so as to 


ssible to cover the ground with marble palaces up 


7.000 000, 
LL. 
st $15,000,000, 


The State, War, and Navy building, as I under- 
This Capitol, 1 think, cost more than 


0, so that I ean not see that that has anything to do 
Here is the full list, providing for a large number of 


sted men, and cadets. 


Y. What is this office building that is being put up 


Is it not $3,000,000? 


» cost? 


LL. That, I think, is to cost only two millions and a 


MER. 


LL. There is one for every Congressional 


How many cadets are there at West Point? 


district, | 


‘y Territory, ninety for the Senate, and forty for the 


MER. 


Well, that is a few more than there are Con- 


LL. And we have in addition to that some that we 


special resolution from other countries. 
MSTED. About 500 in all. 
LL. Oh, there are more than 500, 
» than cadets. 


but West Point 


Then there is a population there of 3,500 people. 


MER. 
population ? 

1. Yes; of course—for the Army service. 

that 


Well, the committee is not providing build- | 
We have 


lL. There is an artillery detachment there, a cav- | 
nent, an infantry detachment, an engineer detach- | 


ere are other offices of the medical and every other 


Army. 


There is also a large corps of instructors, 


e the best equipped Military Academy in the world, 


394 


yet, this sum of $5,500,000 has been already exceed 
$1,500,000. 
Mr. HULL. No; not at all. I will say to the gentk 


Mr. OLMSTED. But we do things there at so much 
expense proportionately. 
Mr. HULL. Well, that has not heretofore been the St: 





Pennsylyal 


ite 


6289 


Pennsylvania 


l 


Ss 


undoubtedly 
in its appropriation of $5,500,000 to cover the cost of these 


IlLi- 


It appropriated $100,000 for water supply. 


The next Congres 


pro 


st 


anybody would say 


4} 


we have not appropriated yet near the amount of $5,500 
This is simply an authorization to adopt a cert pl 

Mr. PALMER. At any rate, if you have not spent 
you propose to expend, in addition to the $5,500,000, $1,5¢ 
more? 

Mr. HULL. Yes; and it should be done 

Mr. PALMER. And you propose to put that ex] 
United States on an appropriation bill. You |] 
before the House or any committee of Congress any f 
warrant or authorize this expenditure. It is on 
methods by which an improvement is begun and by 
some officer of the United States—the Secretary of W 
somebody—goes on and incurs obligation md ti 
Congress has authorized, set up his judg g 
judgment of the Congress of the United States, and thet 
in and on an appropriation bill asks Congress to shu 
and swallow the whole job without any estigation. M 
is this: That if this $1,500,000 is necessary 
tion of these buildings, it is also proper that 1 
should be judged of by this Congress li e 3 t me 
of War. 

Mr. HAY. Mr. Chairmar 

Mr. HULL. Just one word and I will yield. 

Mr. HAY. I just wanted to ask a quest 

Mr. HULL. All right. 

Mr. HAY. Is it not a fact when those plans were orig 
proposed that the Committee on Military Affairs r 


S6.500, 000 7 


Mr. HULL. Yes. 


Mr. HAY. And that a million of that was stri ( 
tloor? 

Mr. HULL. That is correct. 

Mr. HAY. And $500,000 of this money has 


some other purpose 
Mr. HULL. Five hundred and forty-six thousand 
Mr. HAY. So we really now asking vw 
plated in the original bill. 


are 


Mr. HULL. Now, Mr. Chairman, if ren 
me I will give this information. I do n to « 
| time for debate at all, but, Mr. Chairman, t! rentle 
the point that this ought to have been su ed to s 
| mittee of the House. Well, with all due respect to t 


of 


t 


ned 
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man, I have been laboring for some sixteen years under the Mr. PRINCE. Oh, no. 
impression that the Committee on Military Affairs was one of Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me state it, and the gentlem in 
the committees of this House, and sometimes I have taken great | correct me if I am wrong. He started to do certain w ; 
pride in it. Mr. HULL. He has not even done that. 

ir. PALMER. Mr. Chairman— Mr. FITZGERALD. What did he do? 

Mr. HULL. Just one moment further; and if he will read Mr. HULL. He has only made contracts from year or 
the report of the full hearings before the committee he will see | under the authorization, and not spent a dollar more thay © om 
it was gone into very exhaustively, and that we are, I believe, | gress authorized for this year. 


prepared to furnish him the proof that this authorization is 
oe 


PALMER. 


eCPCESS 


Mr. In answer to the question of the gentleman 
from Virginia; it was stated the Committee on Military Affairs 
reported in favor of an appropriation of $6,500,000, and this 
House eut off a million. 

Mr. HULL. Yes; it did. 

Mr. PALMER. Very well. 

Mr. HULL. If you will turn back to the old debates on that 
subject you will see it is said it is better to limit it as much as 


T) sible, 
+} 
I 


the additional amount. 
Mr. PALMER. Whether that time has come or not can only 
be ascertained when the facts in relation to this business have 


been laid before the Military Committee or some other commit- 


tee of this House. The House judged that $5,500,000 was 
rh for this improvement, and I guess they were right, but 


enougcn 
' I do not know who—has increased this 
I say, without any right or authority to do 


ebody or other- 
st $1,500,000, and, 


t. There was $100,000 appropriated for the waterworks, and 
hat was supposed to be enough at the time, and if somebody 
has spent $550,000 on the waterworks that is another outrage. 
ir. HULL. Mr. Chairman, Document No. 648 sets out in full 
whole list of buildings, the cost, the architect’s estimate, 
d the total amount required by the working plans. Now, I | 
say to the gentleman and to the committee that we had 
1g of this same nature with the Naval Academy, and I | 
yy refer to that now to criticise them at all, but the orig- | 
limitation of that, as I understand, was $8,000,000. They | 
d their plans were exceeded, and they came in for an addi- 
$4,000,000, which was given on the appropriation bill, 
test 
tl virtually putting back the amount, as the gentleman 
Virginia [Mr. Hay so well says—the total amount that 
( llv estimated by the committee after investigation, 
ll the evi e that could be gotten was given. And 
é s f« he Government of the United States 
these buildit at what is now proposed if it were | 
t I have before alluded to, that they have 
r own quarries and have the purehase and ship- 
stone, and that has to some extent offset 
cost of building material. But it is a 
1d is in order on the bill and should 
te good judgment of every member on the 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Mr Lit rT. Cert lx 


i\. 


FITZGERALD. In order that I may get this in my 








mind correctly, I desire to ask this question: Did the Secretary | 
of War have plans prepared in accordance with this act of 1902? 
Mr. HULI Yes. Secretary Root commenced it. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Did he have plans prepared for the com- | 
te il yvvement at the academy? 
I ULI He had the plans completed and adopted—— 
FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will answer my ques- | 
I ( » the point I want to find out. 
[ Let me get at it in my own way, though, please. 
g yes or no. Iam not exactly on the witness 
to give testimony. He had prepared plans 
lopted, | ley were not all figured out as to | 
time ey were adopted. When they went 
pla they found it to be necessary to drop 
build to bring them within the amount 
( d by Congress. 
| HERALD. What I want to find out is this, and if 
[ correct in 1 opinion of what has happened, it merely | 
y I ' that the then Secretary of War, the present 
of §S e, has on many occasions shown an utter in- | 
to lim ions placed upon his official acts by Con- 
L unde nd, if I gather correctly, that Congress author- 
g of plans for a complete new Military Acad- 
/ The buildings contemplated by these plans were to cost 
$5,500,000; that plans were prepared, and that when | 
received it was ascertained that the buildings 
1 within the limitations fixed by Congress, 
hout reporting that fact to Congress, the 
Wir ¢ ed into contracts-—— 





because when the time came the House could grant } 


that this plan should be complete and cover buildings that yoy) 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the law conte: lated 
Sa ; ‘ 1 
cost, complete, $5,500,000, with $2,000,000 to be available 





has 
the plans were approved; that would enable the co; ied 
| new Military Academy to be built for $5,500,000. Wh: Se 
| plans were approved the Secretary had the right to enter into 
certain contracts, but, with the information before him { the 
completed plans could not be earried out for $5,500,000, en- 
| tered into a contract to do a certain amount of the work up to 
| the $2,000,000, utterly ignoring the limitation fixed by Concress, 
| Now, it may be that it is proper and necessary to incresse the 
limit of cost; but it is utterly indefensible for this exernytiya 
| officer to flaunt the action of Congress in its face and eed 
regardless of the law; and this is one of the things, if I remem. 
ber correctly 
Mr. PARKER. Will the gentleman wait for the answer, that 
it was not done? 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Iowa has n ed 
| me to wait. This is one of the things that compolled Congress. 
| 


| if I recollect correctly, to make it a crimina) offense to eat 
| just such a performance. 

Mr. HULL. Well, the gentleman’s speech would be fine, but 
is not based on any facts. I ask that the Clerk may read this 
letter from the Superintendent of the Academy. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I stated the facts, and I have | 
| tening to the gentleman’s explanation. 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 


The CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON MILITARY AFFAIRS, 
Hlouse of Representatives, U. 8S. A. 
Having reference to my testimony at your recent 
Academy bill for the next fiscal year. I have 
to request that I be permitted to submit a short supplement 
ment bringing out more clearly than I did at my hearings 
having an iportant bearing on the recommendation t 
of appropriation for the improvement at West Point as 
fixed be extended in order to permit the carrying out in fu 
general plan the Secretary of War has approved. 

I wish particularly to state that in all of the steps tal 
mulate the complete plan required by the act of 1902 faithfi 
endeavor was made by all the authorities concerned to ean 

giving the improvements, demonstrated to be necessa i 
could be executed within the appropriation made, and as f 
dence of this fact I ask attention to page 2 of the 
which governed the architectural competition held for the 
general plan. An examination also of this latter plan wil 
the amounts originally allotted for each of the 
and the other improvements were scaled down proportiona 
complish the purpose named. 

In the subsequent work of developing this preliminary | to 
the prescribed general plan when detailed consideration of | 
buildings, their necessary capacity, arrangements, and e t 
was had, it became apparent that buildings satisfactory 
in each instance could not be built within the limit 
notwithstanding the fact that every possible and rightfu 
was rigidly insisted upon at all times. 

It was then at this time that the policy, clearly authori the 
statute, was adopted of planning buildings, each of a sat t 
capacity, and building as many of such as the appropri 
permit. The reverse of this procedure would have resul 


1 lis- 


Dear Sir: 
on the Military 





| est 
plan 


at 


necessa 


etir 





fixed this 











ted 


| ing buildings which could be shown beforehand would be « 
| isfactory capacity when completed. 
| Very respectfully, A. L. Mt 


Brigadier-General, United Stat 
FITZGERALD. Does not the gentleman think t 
confirms my statement of what has been don this 
case? Iam confident it does. 

Mr. HULL. I want to say to the gentleman that tf! 
not bound the United States for a single contract b 
$5,500,000; and they can not, nor will they. Before t! 
were originally adopted they were submitted to the « 
and looked over very fully before the original act » 
But, naturally, we had not the information that the | 
Corps had at the time. It is true that there were | 
believed that the Engineer Corps, being purely Arm: 
were not the ones to finally pass upon it; and we : 
| the Secretary of War to employ architects, not on 
| basis of 5 per cent at all, but on such basis as he co 
At first they refused to act, but eventu 


Mr. 
letter 





with them. it : 
architects, as a matter of pride in the academy, aid 
their plans, changing somewhat the plans of the Arm) 
| of Engineers; made it a better plan, according to all . 
| ments at this time. Now, as to just how much that w “a 
| running over a period of eight or nine years, it was h 


\ to tell with anything like absolute accuracy. If they 
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n agreed upon, it will increase the cost by authorizing it 


Ul 


but unless Congress gives authority they have no power to 


Mr. CAPRON. They have not vet expended th money. 
Mr. HULL. Do you not think they have done pretty well 


‘] 1 my judgment. But after they have expended $5,500,000 | to save over $4,000,000 as compared with the other acad 
mittee has the right and Congress has the power to act Mr. PALMER. That is a good deal like Micawber paying ! 
propriate $1,000,000 a year for as many years as it | notes, is it not? 
for the additional buildings. They have got the plans, Mr. HULL. There is not much extravagance in it. 
iitects’ fees have been paid, and, if Congress wants an | Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose now to 
eal administration of affairs, it will authorize the con- | discuss the point of order that the gentk man from Pennsy 

' of the work without waiting four or five years from | vania has reserved, because, in my opinion, this appropriation 
tuthorize additional expenditures. | is not subject to a point of order. It is a continuing appr i 

\ PALMER. This bill appropriates $1,000,000 to be ex- | tion for a public improvement, and under the rule is not subject 


to a point of order. 
f{ULL. Under the present authorization. Now, let me say a few words in regard to tl ecessity for 
ALMER. So that if this provision for expending the | this appropriation. I desire to say to tl , leman f 1 
$1,500,000 goes out of the bill it will not do any | Pennsylvania and to the Members of this House tl s 
| appropriation is for a very important public work that must 
iULL. It does do harm not to authorize the adoption | go on and must be finished, and the necessity for it must b 
ted plans. It makes no difference as to the appropria- | apparent to every man who will give the matter the slig 
ried for the ensuing fiscal year. | investigation. This appropriation will conclude the work, and 
HAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania | the West Point Military Academy will be complete in al 
erve the point of order? buildings and the finest institution of its kind in the y 1. 
LMER. I have reserved it, but when the proper time | I take a deep interest in this matter, a just pride in our s| 
expect to make it, after I have got the facts of the did academy, and I believe it will be a sad mistake—a p 
I understand it, the chairman of the committee says | wise and pound-foolish performance—if this necessary 
000 of this money was diverted to the water supply. | priation to finish the work now going on at West P 
that be? | stricken out of this bill. The work is being do1 and 
Mr. HULL. Not all for the water supply. |or later Congress must pay for it. T! whole matt s 
' \LMER. I supposed that $500,000 was appropriated | strongly recommended by the Superintendent, a most « 
ter supply by Congress if that amount was spent. and reliable officer and a very excellent ¢ is 
LL. No; that was diverted out of the appropriation. | of the best superintendents the Military Academy has ever 
LMER. Then this Secretary of War was authorized | had—Gen. A. L. Mills. It is approved by the War Depa 
d, after he made his complete plans, to make a | and that great Department of the Government t pre t 
r the entire building, which was not to cost more than | Charge of one of the best and one of the greatest Sect ’ 
Now, if he had done his duty, if he had made his | War this country has ever had—William H. Taft—a « 
hen there would not have been any question about | honest, and conservative official, who knows how very Or t 
materials, and if he had obeyed the act of Congress, | it is to this institution that this appropriation be made 
e would not have paid any attention to the pride of Mr. Chairman, when the original appropriation was co1 I, 
but he would have built the buildings for the | the Committee on Military Affairs recommended and rey» I 
ind I submit that for $5,500,000 he could build | 29 appropriation of $6,500,000 for this entire won 1 { 
uty to cover the cadets at West Point or anywhere | 2mount, it was estimat 1 then, would comp! the new 
; ings and all the other improvements in accord 
PRON. Will the gentleman yield to me? plan and scope of the Government, and 
MER. Yes. had passed it would have been entirely sufficient fo ll y 
PRON. There seems to be an impression in the gen- | POSes. 
ind that this is an appropriation to build another When, however, the matter came up in the Hou 
propriation was cut down $1,000,000, be Ist 
LMER. No; it is a series of buildings. not just then required, and it was stated at th 
ZER. In fact, it is an entire rebuilding of the West | @dCitional million was required Congress could su 
rv Academy. appropriate it. That was the understanding 
PRON. The Secretary of War has submitted several Mr. PALMER. Who made that understanding? 
buildings. He may drop out one or two or five or Mr. SI LZER. It was stated here on the floor he R 
to bring it within the specific amount of the appro- | Will show it. . 
le closes his letter upon the subject by saying: |. Mr. JOHNSON. Does the gentleman argue, as 
ve that Congress is bound by some sort of a promise n 
the building other Congress? 
‘carrying out the whole scheme which it has been | Mr. SULZER. These continuing appropriations are 
of Congress to build— | made by Congress, especially in river and harbor work and 
‘ the building probably can not be completed before 1912, other public agra veo nem : . , 
hoped that within this period the additional necessary Now, Mr. Chairman, West Point is one of ir sre 
made available for carrying out the entire approved | tions—the greatest and best military s 
Every American takes a just pride in this enduring 
roved plan is a seheme for building a magnificent | Army Academy. 
building, and, if the gentleman will permit me, that These new buildings which are being erected there are abs 
considerable list of buildings—like cadet barracks, | lutely necessary for the health and comfort and accommodation 
$2% <teen sets of officers’ quarters, $180,000; power | of the cadets and officers and soldiers and other employees Up 
distributing system, $600,000, which is being built as | to the time of this work very little money had been s 
he original scheme, and it is all here in the commu- | improvements in fifty years. The old buildings wer 
n the Secretary of War, and if the gentleman will | cramped, crowded, and unhealthy. They had becon 
ext ten minutes sitting down and reading it instead | unfit and unsuitable. This work had to be done or th 
up and talking he will agree with the proposition | object of the academy would fail. This whole m ! 
ittee on this subject. | carefully considered, and these improvements must be 
M LMER. I will say to the gentleman that my mind | the interest of the general welfare and proper and eco 
1 IT am standing up. I do not at all doubt that the | administration of the academy at West Point. This 
ns f War and the architects, who have pride in the busi- | necessary in order to carry out and complete the wor 
ntemplating a magnificent series of structures. I | ized to be done and now going on. The mone) 
ibt also that they do not care one continental cent | priated and that’s all there is about it. 
will cost, either. They have not paid the slight- Mr. PALMER. Why have we got to appropriate it Be 
( n to the act of Congress. That is what I am com- | cause the architects’ plans demand it? 
gna Mr. SULZER. Because the work is necessat 
ane RON. Does the gentleman understand that they | ments urgently demanded and authorized—the work going o1 
d every attention to the act of Congress providing | and must be finished sooner or later. 
nstruction of the Military Academy? | Mr. PALMER. What other reason is there? 
, LMER. They have not paid the slightest attention Mr. SULZER. Good business reasons, sound common sensi 


and because the plan and scope have been approved and carried 
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Or n pal We started and authorized these improvements. 
It te now to 

Mr. PALMER. Who approved it? 

I SULZER. Co approved it, and—— 

Mr. PALMER. N Congress never approved it; all they ap- 

1 set of buildings, to cost $5,500,000. The archi- 

S i the Secretary of War have approved the scheme that 
to cost S7.000.000, 

Mr. SULZER. The gentleman is quite in error. The amount 
Ol I required was $6,500,000, and only about $5,000,000 of 
{ has be 1ilab This appropriation of $1,500,000 
( | he or l timates. This entire matter has been 
‘ lly « at i by the Committee on Military Affairs, and 

! ion ipproved by every member of that com- 

rl l t of the committee is unanimous, and if 

{ 1) a t it that was susceptible to any criti- 
( \ tever on account of unnecessary expense I would be 

, inan on the Committee on Military Affairs to get up 

1 « 

Chairman, as a member of the Military Affairs Commit- 
te [ have been to West Point and have investigated these 
ts, and know something about this matter. I be- 
| { the work that is being done is being honestly done; 
that it is a most important and necessary work, and that it is 
being done in the most economical manner. These necessary 
ovements redound to the credit of the officials that have 
‘ ze of the matter, and their early completion will reflect 

on our entire country and benefit every Congressional 
d 1use every Congressional district has a representa- 
t ] \ de ly 

\ ld do justi to West Point. Before these improve- | 

s were commenced the academy was overcrowded, the | 
! s old, uitable, and unhealthy. These improvements | 
] t l these new buildings had to be built, or the 
‘ \ iitely had to be abandoned. That is all there is 
BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield to 
Ir. SULZER. I yield to the gentleman for a question. 
Ir, BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What amount of money will 
be uired to complete the buildings? 

SULZER. The additional amount appropriated in this 
} i. million and a half. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will you be perfectly satis- 
fied ith that? 

SULZEI That is the amount required to finish the work 

\ -ALME]I Will the gentleman from New York yield for 

ULZER. I will ith. pleasure in a few moments. I 

itleman that this amount of money will complete 

buildings, and there are several new buildings. I 

! t of the amount originally called for $1,000,000 

1 off in ft Hlouse at the time the bill passed, and 

4 ’ was used for a new water plant and reservoir. 

‘I {ter is business matter—a publie necessity—if 

\ end to keep up tl ficiency of the academy, and I am 

» distinguished gentleman from Pennsylvania, 

; ied ned to be a broad-minded statesman, 

! ld quibble ut it 1 make a point of order against it, 

utely necessary, and we must make and pay 
provements, 

BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman yield? 

fr, SULZER. Ye 
BUTLER of Pennsylvyar When was the first appro- 
de for t buildings? 
ADT 12. 

M BUTLER of Pennsylyat And the plans were then 

Mr. HUI ¥ that was the time of the authorization. 

Mr. PARKER I will state that all in order; I have it here. 

M SULZER Phe ct was originally passed in 1902, au- 
t these improvements The work has been going on 

( id it requires about $1,500,000 to complete every- 
» make the academy the best in all the world. This 

f is the balance to finish these authorized and par- 

( leted provements 

BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Appropriated for a general 

ir. HULL. No, sir: there was nothing appropriated then. 

\ PALMER. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; there was 

rLER of Pennsylvania. Was it a general plan? 

Mr. SULZER. That act authorized a general plan. 





| 
| 
| 


| work should be done until complete plans had been ma 






Ma 


Mr. 
this is to complete the general plan. 


BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Then, as I unders 
Mr. SULZER. , Quite so; and we must, it seems to mn: 
I will now yield to my colleague on the committee, the 
man from New Jersey [Mr. PARKER], and all I want to 
conclusion is that I am earnestly and sincerely in favor 
necessary appropriation, and I hope the House will ap) 
and stand by the committee, the Secretary of War, and ¢ 1] 
Mills, the praiseworthy Superintendent of the Milita; 
emy. , 
Mr. PARKER. Mr. Chairman, after the words that 
from the gentleman from New York [Mr. Firrzqerarp 
ing the Secretary of War, it is due to that Secretary « 
now the Secretary of State, as well as to this comn 
state the law and what Congress has done. In the y OV) 
the provision already read was passed. It did provid 


pared, and approved by the Secretary of War, cove: all 
necessary buildings and improvements at West Point, for 
each and every purpose connected therewith, whic! ns 
should involve a detailed expenditure of not more t $5,- 
500,000, including the sum then appropriated. 

That was in 1902. There is no one in this House wh 
not know that expense of building very largely incre: 
1902. No one can consider this matter without 
ordinarily general plans would be prepared and approy 
then detailed plans would have to be gone into in order to 


seell 


|} at the expense, but meanwhile Congress increased the 


of cadets at West Point, and they were being crowded in their 
barracks, so that they were living three in a room. That fact 
was reported to the House, and in the year 1904, it being abso- 





lutely necessary for the accommodation of the boys at West 
Point, Congress modified that law and provided that in « , 
out the provisions of the act of June 28, 1902, after ¢ | 
plans—not specific—have been prepared and approved hy the 


Secretary of War “he may proceed with the necessary con- 
struction of cadet barracks and such buildings as shall be needed 
to replace barracks removed in such construction of cadet bar- 
racks upon detailed plans approved by him before the coimple- 


tion of detailed plans for the whole work, provided 1 the 
limit of cost is not increased thereby.” ‘That is to s s to 
other buildings he must have detailed plans before he went 
ahead. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentlem eld 
there? The provision he has read authorized him to ; head 


with the buildings for the barracks without detailed plans, pro- 
vided the limit of cost was not increased. Is that ris 

Mr. PARKER. I did not state that at all. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Iam asking what the gentleman l. 

Mr. PARKER. I read it once and I will read it agai 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Just the last part of it. 

The CHAIRMAN. From what does the gentleman fr New 
Jersey read? 


Mr. PARKER. The appropriation act of 1904. That 
vided that, in carrying out the act of 1902 after genera! iS 
“have been prepared and approved by the Secretary of War, li 
may proceed with the necessary construction of cadet barracks 
and such buildings as shall be needed to replace the | ‘ks 
removed in such construction of cadet barracks upon led 
plans approved by him before the completion of detailed plans 


for the whole work, provided that the limit of cost t in- 
creased thereby.” He did not go ahead without aut! v of 
Congress. That work was done by the authority of Co 

Mr. MADDEN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yi 

Mr. PARKER. I would rather get through with 1 
ment first, unless it is on this particular point. 

Mr. MADDEN. I just wanted to ask whether or ! 
authority granted to the Secretary of War limited hi the 
expenditure of $5,500,000, how he secured the authorit; I 
ereased that cost to $7,000,000? 

Mr. PARKER. He has not got it yet. 

Mr. PALMER. That is what they are trying to ge 

Mr. PARKER. The authority given to him, hows vas 
that, while the limit remains the same, he could go a! tn 


; 


| the cadet barracks and necessary buildings, making 


buildings come within the $5,500,000. 
Mr. HULL. Or else not build. 
Mr. PARKER. But he could go ahead with the « ir 
racks anyway, without any restriction, as long as he di 
ceed that amount. 
MADDEN. 


Mr. Always assuming that he could not 


the authorization for the expenditure of $5,500,000. 
That is so as far as that act is conce! 


Mr. PARKER. 
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I | bring the gentleman’s attention to another act, if he will Mr. MADDEN. I would like to ask the gent i 
a moment. tion 
SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, as I recall it, the Secretary Mr. PARKER. In one minute. Should aceuse the Se 
Var was specifically authorized to undertake, first, such | of War of bad faith. Now, I will yield to the gentleme 
nes aS were urgently required to meet existing conditions | desired to ask me questions, and the first person who ask 
academy. to yield was the gentleman from New York [Mr. FrrzGerat 


PARKER. Although he had not completed his detailed Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I simply wish to s: 


the gentleman I do not desire to ask a question, but to 


SLAYDEN. Although the detailed plans for the whole | did not accuse the Secretary of War of bad faith: but 
‘ e had not been completed—such buildings, for example, | state later what I do accuse the committee of, and w 
racks. that statement in the light of the gentleman’s own st 
PARKER. Yes. Mr. PARKER. I yield to the gentleman from Tennes 
SLAYDEN. Where the young men were crowded in an Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is it not a fact that w 
iithy and insanitary way. were building the Annapolis Academy we first approm 


PARKER. Yes. $8,000,000 for improvements, and the Secretary of the 


SLAYDEN. Now, did that permission, given him to | Mr. Moody, came up to Congress and called for $2,000,000 


take those buildings at that time and under those condi- | more, saying that the building-material fraternity had put 


W 


result in unavoidably increasing the cost of the construc- | price of building material up to such an extent that he 
‘the whole to some extent—has it not done so? | not go ahead until we gave him $2,000,000 more, which we ¢ 
PARKER. I am not inclined to think it has. I think Mr. PARKER. I have no knowledge of that. 
ustruction was of the very cheapest fashion that any such Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. That is a fact. This is the 
b ngs could be put up, and although it is a large expense it | ond offense the steel trust is putting on the Federal Goverm 
» only because they are large buildings. The increase in Mr. PARKER. I thank the gentleman for the suggest 
st comes from the rise in the price of building materials Mr. MADDEN. I just wanted to ask the gentleman 


1e general plans were adopted. could tell the committee what increase there has bee! 
FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- | ing material since 1902, if he knows? 


Mr. PARKER. I can not give the details. I know ver 


PARKER. I will not be interrupted at this present mo- | that in everything that I have tried to do since 1902 there 


because I want to get to another law, and I can not get | been an increase in price. 


{ in order if I am interrupted now. In the year 1905 it Mr. SULZER. Let me say to the gentleman from Illi 
v irther found that other buildings than the cadet barracks | [Mr. MappEN] and the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Ga 
essary, and that the work had to go ahead, and there- | that this is not a question of the increased price of mater 
f ‘ther modifieation-of this act was made on the appropria- | all. It is simply appropriating the balance of money to 

| of that year, which is much broader than it was before. | out the original plan. Congress originally appropriated 
It is as follows: for the purpose, but not enough. 


‘ TINS Nes LcAG “C > : roine to 
rying out the provisions of the act of June 28, 1902, after cen- Mr. GAINES of Te nnessee, Are we still gz nS 
; have been prepared and approved by the Secretary of War, | feeding these steel robbers and rob the Treasury? 


L1Li© 


within the limit of cost fixed, proceed with their execution in Mr. SULZER. That is not the question, or what we are 


- as the detailed plans may be approved by him and in such at all 
y contract or otherwise, as he may see fit. et ee 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Put a lot of them into th 


is thereby authorized to construct such buildings as he | tentiary and then we can erect buildings cheaper. 


onstruct within $5,500,000, leaving other buildings to be Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman made a statement to th: 
re y eTress reas ‘ rar sas <a ° * Tr 
C 1 by Congress. I will read that over again. It says | mittee a moment ago that this additional appropriation 


quested because of the advance in the price in building 1 
rying out the provisions of the act of June 28, 1902, after gen- | since 1902, and in response to a question as to what the i 
s had been prepared and approved— in the price of building was, he says he does not know. 
( ral plans neyer give you the cost, detailed plans are neces- Mr. SULZER. Who says that? 
that Mr. MADDEN. The gentleman. 
Secretary of War he may, within the limit of cost fixed, Mr. SI LZER. What gentleman? ; 
vith their execution in such order as the detailed plans may be Mr. MADDEN. And I wish to say in reply to that, as 
y him, and in such manner, by contract or otherwise, as he | perienced handler of building materials, that thers 
increase in the price of those materials since 1902 
t authorizes him to do what he said he did, get the cheap- Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am not a builder of tl 
best plans he could, proceed with the necessary build- | but I think I can show to-morrow that the gentleman 
d if necessary leave out some because he could not con- | taken. We are being robbed every day, Mr. Chairmat 
hem within that limit. It says he may proceed. Now} Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it seems im) 
frankly to Congress and says this work is to be con- | inquire about any great project under way by the F: 
and he tells Congress this: When this work was first | ernment without being accused of charging so1 
1 it was estimated to cost $6,500,000. Five million five | bad faith. Despite the very elaborate statement 
thousand dollars was all that was appropriated, and | man from New Jersey [Mr. Parker], I a1 till con 
f that sum, in round numbers, has been taken out and | the facts in this matter are practically as follows: 17 
purchase of the best improvement ever done for West |} Congress authorized the Secretary of War to ! 
1 which was not included in these plans at all, namely, | pared for a complete scheme of improvement at W 
isition of 20 square miles of watershed for the obtain- | At that time $2,000,000 were appropriat | 


ha 
Las 


ure water for West Point, the best thing that was ever | that purpose, but with limitation upon the | r 
that place. i tary of War not to expend a single dollar 
\INES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, can I interrupt | single contract until he had approved the plan 
leman at that point? scheme of improvement, at a cost not exceeding SF 
"ARKER. In a moment; wait until I get through. 1904 it appeared that, on account of the necessity of 
\INES of Tennessee. But I want to ask a question at} tain buildings quickly, Congress authorized the § 
‘ular point. War to proceed with certain of the buildings r 
‘ARKER. And considering the rise in building ma-| waiting for detailed plans for all the bui 
‘y have found that in spite of that rise by making | Congress reiterated the limitation upon his 


in various directions they can get through really for | the limit of $5,500,000 in completing the w 
mount of money that was asked in the beginning, and Now, a letter was read here from so 
e to Congress and say the completion of these plans} who - 





so much and we have to enlarge that limit. Now, Mr. PALMER. The Superintendent of West P 
point of order. That limit is not a limit upon us. It Mr. FITZGERALD. The Superintende of W 
upon the man to whom the appropriation is given; | which he stated that after the plans 

heless, it is a limit which can be removed, just as we | were approved, if I recall correctly, it w 

hy new legislation. It is fair that it should be re-| the plans adopted were followed, there would 
1 it is not exactly fair without reading or remember- | cient and inadequate facilities, and therefore 
different provisions of Congress that Members of | changed for certain buildings, and these chat 


an inerease in cost, and necessarily would make the 


Should accuse the Secretary of War—— 





yu 


the 
d 


oOis 


yer" 
irry 


NES | 


ial 


t 
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than the amount authorized by 
is specifically prohibited by law. And, 

ing the approval of Congress for a change or for an in- 

in the without asking Congress to authorize the 
inges entailing additional expense, contracts were made 
as could be done with the amount available. 
effect 


more 


cost, 


as much 
practically the 
Ll: while 
committee, so far as I find out, view 


that I do. 


the 
the same way 


not on 


satter 


can 


Congress, | 


| 
with- 
| 


to | 
That | 
of the statements of the letter just | 
members of the committee may shake their heads, 


I stated that the then Secretary of War had manifested a | 
disposition, which he has since manifested, to utterly ignore or | 


he indifferent to limitations placed upon him by Congress, and 

eed only 

of the Committee on Appropriations this year in which he 

ndly suggested that an act of Congress to prevent the crea- 

of deficiencies should not apply to certain contingent funds 
Department, if it were ever intended that it should. 

do not care whether it is pleasant for any official or any 

inl’s friends to hear criticisms of their official conduct. I 

criticise actions as those mentioned 

re called to my attention or wherever I can find out about 

it let me add, that the House reduced the limit 

t of these buildings, as recommended by the committee, 

$1,000,000, yet because some gentlemen stated on the floor 

t if it afterwards the limit would be 

creased, it that official undertook to believe 

the statements—the irresponsible statements, 

of Members of the House, in the Recorp, were binding on him, 
t the law as enacted by the Congress. 

that this work has been conducted 

ieve the attention of the country should be called to 

it is necessary now to change the limit of cost 

entually appropriate the additional 

k, the same as it was for the Naval Academy. It 

ary to increase the limit of cost, but that does not deter 


to such 
: 
Luiey 


them seems, 


were necessary 


seems some 


is 


tuation. 1 have great pride in the Military Academy. 
l nt many pleasant days in recreation in the waters 
about it and in the surrounding country. 

[ have spent considerable time at the academy. I 
to see continued there what 
school the world knows. I desire to see adequate and 

facilities for the young men who are to be educated; 

en to accomplish these things I will not sit silent and 

‘st against the action of officials who appear to desire 

their purposes regardless of what the law is, or 
authorized to do under the law. 

Mr. Chairman, that if Members were more 

alling attention to the action of officials of the execu- 

rtinent, and more careful to compel them to obey the 

here for authority to act in all matters properly 

lled by the Congress, there would be less necessity for 

m. I do not charge the Secretary of War with bad 

I charge him with ignoring the limits put upon his 

vy Congress. I believe now that 

they actually existed, and in doing what he did he must have 

ed the and ignored the limit placed upon his power. 

gainst such action on the part of officials that I protest. 

r. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I think that no Member 

i will deny that the gentleman from New York 

when he directs the attention of Congress 
country t violation of the law, either in the 
executive official of the Government, however 
. placed 
unfortunate 


arded 


va ? 
\ ST) 
I 


are 


l < 


law 


does 
ublie service 


that in the .past we have 


About 
idea, conceived 
attention of the House to a 


ildings and other public work. 
an illustration of 


all the 


a 
this 


to « 


to recall the fact that he wrote a letter to the chair- | 


whenever | 


| the 


in- | 
that | 
if you please— | 


from the committee, $6,500,000. As it passed the Hou: 
amount was decreased to $5,500,000. Of that sum $546.00 
set apart for the development of the water supply or aequ 
of its source. 

Then, Mr. Chairman, the exigencies of the situation re 
that there should be immediately undertaken the constr 
of barracks and quarters for the accommodation of ¢} 
creased number of cadets authorized by Congress. Every 
ber of this House who has ever been at the Military Aca 
knows that for years there has been crowded into prac 
every room of the barracks three cadets; and the co; 
sense and experience of every Member of this House wi! 
him that that was not a wholesome or desirable condition 
because of that fact, the Secretary of War, notwithsi 
the fact that the whole scheme of improvement had not }, 
made and agreed upon, was authorized to undertake the 
mediate construction of these urgently needed buildings. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, these buildings were built according: 
the design of the architect, honestly built I do not doutt- 
economically built as any Government work is ever 
Superb structures are being made, in every way meeting 
requirements of the Military Academy; but, sir, they ar 
ing a considerable amount of money, and it is now evident 
entire scheme for the Academy can not be completed | 
the limit of cost fixed by Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, will tli 
tleman allow me to ask him a question there? I see you 
used the word “extend” in the paragraph. Does that 
an extension of the building or an extension of the appro) 


* to 


as 


| tion? 


in violation of | 


Mr. SLAYDEN. If it is to extend the buildings, it in 


| extending the appropriations, I will say to the gentlema: 


money to complete | 


ing those whom I believe to be responsible for | 


I stated the facts to be | 


of | 
| 20 per cent more than the original estimate? 


letter | 


I entirely sympathize with him in the | 
had | 
limitations fixed by Congress upon the | 
year | 
it to be | 
remarkable in- | 


of cost upon one public building erected for the use of | 


my under the of 
ised by 
ginally given to us as its ultimate probable cost. 


ase, I am pleased to say, the increase has not been 


supervision the Corps of 


ures orl 


sO 


Engineers. | 
100 per cent before we completed it over the 


In | 


and I occupy this position with reference to this particu- 


provement : 
i beginning, 
ment of West Point was 
d large fixed for it 
that the Naval Academy 


undertaken, I believed 
was unnecessary. I did 
should have had 


the 
not 


cost 


as 


when the project for the enlargement and | 


| very fully informed on the subject. 


Mr. BUTLER of 
so that I may have it in mind. 


Pennsylvania. Another question is 
I think that the gentlem 
If this money should 
appropriated, it would carry out the general purpose or })! 
made by the War Department—— 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Oh, yes, Mr. Chairman. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. And that plan 


as 


| by the War Department is in violation of the limitati 
should | 
is there now—the finest mili- } 


upon it by act of Congress? 

Mr. SLAYDEN. ‘That is a question of fact, as to whether or 
not they can erect buildings after the plan agreed upon, 
they hoped could be built within the limitation. Whether 
can be done or not I can not answer, and I do not suppose t! 
is any man who can answer the question absolutely at this 1 
I believe they have shown that it can not be done wit! 


| original limit of cost, I will say to the gentleman. 


Mr. MADDEN. Are they endeavoring to erect more ly 
ings now than were contemplated in the general sch 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I think not. I think, indeed, the; 
erecting less. 

Mr. MADDEN. That would involve an expenditure of 
per cent more than the original estimate. 

Mr. SULZER. The estimate originally made was 
amount. That is where the gentleman is in error. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I will say to the gentleman that 


| of the appropriation has been used for the development 


water supply. 

Mr. MADDEN. Then it would be an expenditure ot 

Mr. SLAYDEN. 
propriation. 

Mr. MADDEN. If the gentleman will allow me, it se: 
me the man who made the plans and estimate of the cost 
to be able to make a closer estimate than what he has : 
made. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the ¢ 
from Illinois, I will say that I congratulate myself 
House upon the fact that we can get within 20 per ce 
observation of the tremendously had shot made by tli 
officers who built the War College and the Engineer Sclv 
vinced me that when we can build under the super 
architects and the administration of an efficient and int 
officer, such as we have at the Military Academy, we : 
much nearer the estimates than we did under the old 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of « 
the paragraph in line 9 to line 20, on page 29, that the ex! 
of $1,500,000 beyond the act of June 28, 1902, is contrary) 


Nineteen or 20 per cent more than 


| and can not be carried on an appropriation bill. 


much | 


Congress gave it: and I did not believe that the Mili- | 


muld 
we 


it. But 


have had much money as we 
did agree to give it, as the bill emerged 


as 


agreed | 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is ready to rule. 
Mr. HULL. I want to say a word on the point of ord 
Mr. SULZER. I want to be heard on the point of ort 
Mr. HULL. I want to ask the Chair if he has consi 
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the provision in the rule in regard to increased appro- | tinuation of the former appropriation 
did not apply in this case. This limitation is on| provement. Hence it comes within the 
rintion bill which carries the appropriation for the | to a point of order. 


The decision in the Digest referred to a different 


The CHAIRMAN. It is a sufficient 


buildings. The Committee on Buildings and Grounds | that if the former act did not fix a lin 


ost of a public building. Of course, the Committee on } 
ms could not increase the amount. In this case | 

rv Committee has exclusive jurisdiction, 
[AIRMAN. It is law, notwithstanding. 
LL. It is law according to some Chairmen, and it is | 
her Chairmen that no law is made by an appropriation | 
it includes the word “ hereafter.” 
HTTAIRMAN. It is in the appropriation bill, it is true, | 
, sneral law, and this bill provides that the limit of total 
| 

| 

| 

| 


for this work fixed in the act of Congress of June 


; extended. The bill itself states that it is fixed—fixed 
, us law. It is also fixed by the act of 1904 and also 
| t of 1905, so that there are three different bills fixing | 
t to exceed five and a half million dollars. If there is 


law on the subject, then this bill creates a law, and | 
an existing law then this bill changes it. In either 
new legislation. 
SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I desire briefly to discuss the | 
rder. Let me read Rule XXI, section 2. 
HAIRMAN. The Chair is familiar with the rule. 
\ SULZER. It says: 
tion shall be reported in any general appropriation bill, 
‘ an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre- | 
rized by law, unless in continuation of, appropriations for | 
ks and objects as are already in progress; nor shall any | 
nging existing law be in order in any appropriation bill | 
ndment thereto 
an, the matter under consideration is this appro- 
ra public improvement, and this is a continuation of 
lf ppropriation. 
[AIRMAN. Congress has already fixed a limit to that 
t by specific law. 
LZER It does not say so in the act of 1902. 
[AIRMAN,. This bill to which the point of order is 
that limit. 
LZER. There is nothing in the original law that puts 
the cost. That act appropriated an amount of 
1 this appropriation is a continuation of an appro- 
1 public works now in progress. 
AIRMAN. The Chair would call the attention of the 
from New York to the fact that this is not a con- 
the appropriation. . This is a change of limit. It 
limit is extended $1,500,000. It is not an appro 
ion and a half of dollars, but it is a change 


of $5,500,000 to $7,000,000, | 

Rk. It is an extension or continuation. They | 

d the word “ continuation ” in the bill. 
[AIRMAN. There is no appropriation in this para- } 
changes the previous limit fixed by Congress. | 

R. There was no limitation in the original act 


s. That act does not say that the amount 
1 should be limited to that amount of money | 
vements at West Point. All the law said was 
ount was appropriated. This is a continuation 

il appropriation for public improvements now 

under this provision of the rule it seems to me 

order is not well taken. 

f Tennessee. This is clearly a change in exist 
he paragraph says that it is to “ extend” or increase 
ppropriation made by existing law. To extend 

z law we must change it, and in this case by increa: 

ropriation $1,500,000, making the total appropriation 

1 believe. This increase is needed, we are told, be 

ng material has increased in price. 

Chairman, I do not care particularly to discuss the 
he point of order. I simply want to call the atten 
honorable body to one fact and then I am done. 

moments ago to the gentleman from New Jersey, 
second time the steel trust and other trusts, singly 

l, have held up the Government and forced increased 

I certainly hope the Attorney-General of the 
tes will at once investigate this matter, if not to save 
to save the Treasury from being emptied by unlawful 


RMAN. The Chair is ready to rule on the point of 


4IiR. Mr, Chairman, I desire to call the attention 
to the words of the act of 1902, and if the Chair 

provisions of that act the Chair will see that 
mitation in it and that this appropriation is a con- 








now rise and report the bill 


there is no limitation this creates one, 
existing law. If there is a limitation, 
Chair sustains the point of order. 


Mr. SULZER. Well, I am sorry 


nothing to do but gracefully submit to 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose 


resumed the chair, Mr. Lacey, Chairmat 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, 
committee had had under consideration 
the Military Academy appropriation bil 
to report the same back without amendme! 


mendation that it do pass. 


Committee of the Whole House on the 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman fror 


to the House 


1 the 


| 


1 Ie 


ports that that committee has had under 


H. R. 18030, the Military Academy bill 
report the same back without amend! 


tion that it do pass. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Speaker, did I 
point of order was sustained to the las 
The SPEAKER. Paragraphs that go o 


are not reported. 


reading of the bill. 


The question was taken; and the bil 
grossed and read a third time, was r 


passed. 


| been not to wait upon formal mo 


On motion of Mr. HvL1L, a motion t 


was laid on the table. 


the present consideration of the 
send to the desk and ask to have read. 


mel 


JAMES D. VERNAY 


Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, I 


The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That the S » bill (S. 2 
relief of James D. Vernay be returned 
their request by Senate resolution of Ay 





account of WU 


The SPEAKER. Is there objection 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I obj 


Speaker that I shall not have object 


hood conference report comes in. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman fr 


The SPEAKER. The Chair lays bef 


lowing request, which the Clerk will 


The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. Houston, of Tennessee, requests leay 
‘tant business 


ort 


The SPEAKER. The question is 


absence. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, is 


the House? Did anybody 
The SPEAKER. Strictly speaking 
Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, | 
granted 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I 
granted. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair 


are granted as matter of course. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I 


granted. 


The SPEAKER. The question is o1 


tleman from Mississippi, who is n 
that the request be granted. 


The question was taken; and the m« 


ADJIOURNMEN 
Then, on motion of Mr. Hur 
p. m.), the House adjourned until 1 
EXECUTIVE COMMI 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, 


NIif 


and 


The question is on the engr 


foll 


munications were taken from the Spe 
| as follows: 


A letter from the Secretary of 


nd i 
to 
this 
‘ 

] 

Sr 

Like 

rep 


that 

T 
mot 
e 





; 
; 
| 
} 
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estimate of deficiency appropriation for transportation of minor 
coins—to the Committee om Appropriations, and ordered to be 
printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of War submitting 
an estimate of appropriation for the relief of Cornelio Alcan- 
tara—to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appzopriation for reproducing official 
records of the land office at San Francisco—to the Committee 
on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Interior sub- 
mitting an estimate of appropriation for survey of boundary 
line between Idaho and Montana—to the Committee on Appro- 
priations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Ir. ROBINSON of Arkansas, from the Committee on the | 
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
5979) to grant the thirty-sixth section of public lands in each | 
township to the State of Arkansas for school purposes, reported | 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3707) : 
vhich said bill and report were refered to the Committee of | 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3436) to provide 
for the settlement of a claim of the United States against the | 
State of Michigan for moneys held by said State as trustee for 
the United States in connection with the St. Marys Falls Ship 
Canal, reported the same, together with the minority views, 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3710) ; which 

d bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


> 


2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions 


Under clause 


of the following titles were severally reported from committees, | 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: : 


Mr. GUDGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
hich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18319) grant- 
ng an increase of pension to Newton Kinnison, reported the | 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3706): 
hich said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. LACEY, from the Committee on the Public Lands, to 
ferr the bill of the Senate (S. 1725) granting cer- 


‘h was re | 


tain land to the Missionary Baptist Church, of Rock Sink, Fla., | 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report | 
(N TOS); which said bill and report were referred to the Pri- | 
vate Cal lat 


Mr. PARIKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2325) for the relief 
of James D. Vernay, together with the request of the Senate for | 
th said bill, reported the same, accompanied by a re- 
709) ; which said bill and report were referred to | 
ate Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | 
of the following titles were introduced and severally referred | 


“as TOLLOWS: 


By Mr. HIGGINS: A bill (H. R. 18891) to aid in the con- 
truction of a railroad and telegraph and telephone line in the ! 
district of Alaska—to the Committee on the Territories. 

Mr. MURPHY: A bill (H. R. 18892) to remove the re- | 
sti ous on the alienation of land in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, | 
Cherokee, Creek, and Seminole nations, Ind. T.—to the Commit- | 
1 mn Indian Affairs. 


By Mr. KLEPPER: A bill (H. R. 18893) for the improvement 
the Missouri River near Camden, Ray County, Mo.—to the | 
Committee on Levees and Improvements of the Mississippi | 


By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 18894) to amend 





section 653 of the Code of Law for the District of Cojy))));. 
relative to assessment life insurance companies or associ; : 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 18895) to provide for ; 
imbursement of the United States for expenses incurr: 
specting and stamping distilled spirits contained in i 
and wholesale liquor dealers’ packages—to the Comn 
Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolu 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred 
follows: 

3y Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 18896) erayy 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Smith—to the Coy 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 18897) 
ing an increase of pension to R. A. Hillman—to the Con 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 18898) granting ay j 
crease of pension to Sophia A. Brown—to the Committee on Ip- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COLE: A bill (H. R. 18899) granting an increase of 
pension to John Watters—to the Committee on Invalid I ns, 

By Mr. GRAHAM: A bill (H. R. 18900) correcting the iili- 
tary record of E. J. Kolb, alias E. J. Kulb—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

By Mr. GREGG: A bill (H. R. 18901) granting an increase of 


| pension to John E. English—to the Committee on Pensions. 


By Mr. HOPKINS: A bill (H. R. 18902) granting a pension to 
Cornelius Meek—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 18903) granting an increase 
of pension to Julia A. Abney—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 18904) granting an increase of 
pension to Henrietta G. Carter—to the Committee on Leusions. 

By Mr. MANN: A bill (H. R. 18905) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel H. Davis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. MURPHY: A bill (1. R. 18906) for the relief of J. M. 
Rodgers—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 18907) granting a pension to 
John Moore—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18908) granting an increase of pension to 
Ferdinand Schlegel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18909) granting an increase of pension to 
Peter Farley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 18910) granting an increase of 
pension to Philo E. Davis—to the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions. 

sy Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 18911) granting an increase 
of pension to Frances Becker—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. POLLARD: A bill (H. R. 18912) granting a pension 
to John E. Latta—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A bill (H. R. 18913) granting an 
increase of pension to George W. Hilling—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: A bill (H. R. 18914) for the 
relief of Joseph Flewheart—to the Committee on War Cluaiis. 

By Mr. WEBB: A bill (H. R. 18915) granting an increase of 
pension to William R. Watts—to the Committee on I[nyalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. WOOD of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 18916) granting 4 
pension to Mary A. Laurient—to the Committee on Invalid len- 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18917) granting an increase of pension to 
John Martin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; wich 


! were thereupon referred as follows: 


A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 57) extending the | $1018 
of the act of June 27, 1890, to include the officers and tes 
of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth Regiments Kansas Volunteer 

| Cavalry and the widows and minor children of all : per- 
sons—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 


to the Committee on Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 12330) granting an increase of pension. 
Hester A. Van Derslice—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
charged, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 











‘ 1 (H. R. 17934) granting an increase of 
J. Byrd—Comunittee on Pensions discharged, 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
(Hi. R. 18677) granting a pension to Martin A. Luther— 
on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the | 
ee on Pensions. 


to 
Fe- 


pension 
and 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

clause 1 of rule XXII, the following petitions and 

ere laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

ir. ALEXANDER: Petition of the Buffalo (N. Y.) 
nen’s Association, for two classes of mail matter only 


iunittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| ANDREWS: Petition of citizens of Raton and Las 
Ve \Mex., against religious legislation in the District of 


to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


BATES: Petition of Grange No. S38, of Shadeland, | 


Pa. { e Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Inter- | 
Foreign Commerce. 

‘ tition of the Society on Political Study, of New York 
' bills S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (the child-labor bills) and 
gy the children’s bureau bill)—to the Committee on the 
1) Columbia. 


RELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
to accompany bill for relief of Elizabeth S. 


savage 


Mul- 
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Also, petition of citizens of Huntingdon, Pa., 
liquor in Government buildings 
Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. MANN: Paper To accompa 


| bill for re 
H. Davis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


against sale 
to the Committee on 


hy 


lief of Samuel 


iy Mr. NEVIN: Petition of Thomas J. Littlejohn and 6 

others, for legislation to pay $2 per day to ex-Union soldiers 
| while confined in Confederate prisons—to the Committ \ 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. NORRIS: Petition of the Lincoln (Nebr.) Credit 
Men’s Association, against repeal of the bankrupt law—to 
the Committee on Banking and Currency. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of citizens of 
Lebanon, Ky., for an appropriation to acquire a right of w 
and to build a road from the town of Lebanon to the national 
cemetery—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also, petition of the National Business League of Chicago, 
Ill., against anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of Russe & Burgess, of Memphis, Tenn., for th 
reclassification of mails and for two classes of mail matte 
only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads 

Also, petition of the Society for Political Study, of New Yor! 
City, for bills S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (child labor in the District 
of Columbia )—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. PEARRE: Petition of John F. Reynolds Post, Grand 
Army of the Republic, to accompany bill for relief of Frances 
Becker, widow of Ferdinand Becker—to the Committee on Il 


» Committee on Pensions. 
BENNETT of Kentucky: Paper to accompany bill for 
Hardin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\ er to accompany bills for relief of William H. Tritts, 


susan 


Li hnson, and William J. Meadows—to the Committee on 
Mi \ffairs. 

By Mr. BURLEIGH: Petition of Lamoine (Me.) Grange, No. 

{ al of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the 
( on Ways and Means. 

iy } COLE: Petition of citizens of the Eighth Congres- | 


ct of Ohio, against the ship-subsidy bill—to the Com- | 


he Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
I M DUNWELL: Petition of the Society for Political 
New York City, for bills 8S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (child 
District of Columbia) and for S. 2962 (children’s 
the District of Columbia)—to the Committee on the 
| { Columbia. 
of the Associated Alumnze of the Normal Col- 
York City, for the pure-food bill—to the Committee 
te and Foreign Commerce. 
tion of the Brooklyn League, Temple Bar, for the re- 
| of Fort Hamilton post on the lines recommended by 
. Grant—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
Cli: Petition of the Society for Political Study, of 


ion 


New } City, for bills 8S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (child labor in the 
Dis Columbia) and S. 2962 (children’s bureau )—to the 
m the District of Columbia. 
LACK: Petition of Gouverneur (N. Y.) Grange, No. 


t the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the 


Mi Marine and Fisheries. 
| FLOYD: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
( haffy—to the Committee on Pensions. 
FULLER: Petition of the Rockford (Ill.) Manu- 


d Shippers’ Association, against anti-injunction legis- 
he Committee on the Judiciary. 


By i GOULDEN: Petition of James M. Ginn et al., of St. 
| . il, No. 438, Knights of Columbus, for bill H. R. 


e to a suitable memorial to the memory of Chris- 


bus—to the Committee on the Library. 
[OPKINS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Co ek—to the Committee on Pensions. 


[OWELL of Utah: 
( of Utah and 
em)—to the 


Petition of the Telluride Powder 
Colorado, for the Littauer bill (the 
Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 


\ m of the Y. L. M. IL. A., of Salt Lake City, for an 
| to investigate the industrial condition of women 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 
JOHNSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

LACKEY: Petition for an amendment to the pension 
arrears back to the date of discharge at $8 per 
idiers 70 years old and $4 additional pension after 
ige—te the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

y MAHON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 

-4 to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


| States 


it*y 





valid Pensions. 

By Mr. PUJO: Petition of the Deep-Water Convention heid at 
Morgan City April 10, 1906, for an appropriation to procure and 
keep a depth of 20 feet of water through the channel of the 
Atchafalaya River—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Also, petition of the Southern Cypress Manufacturers’ Asso 
ciation, against bills H. R. 4445 and 9328 (the anti-injunction 
hills; the Little and Gilbert bills)—to the Committee on th: 


Judiciary. 
Also, petition of the executive council ef the American F* 





tion of Labor, against bill H. R. 5281 (the pilotage bill) » the 
| Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the Southern Cypress Manufacturers’ Ass 
ciation, for an appropriation to obtain and maintain dee} 
in the Atchafalaya River—to the Committee on Rivers and H 

| bors. 

iy Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 
| 451, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Weaversville, Pa., fa 
voring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Imn 
gration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, of Cl £O 
Ill., against anti-injunction legislation—to the Committee « 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the National Board of Trade, of Ph li 
Pa., for the ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the M 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of the T Square Club, of Philadelphia, Pa 
preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivet 
Harbors. 

Also, petition of the Trades League of Philadelp! I 
against the Little and Gilbert bills, relati to i ' 
labor organizations in disputes—to the Committee 
Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Indian Association « Bethleh l 
for legislation for the California Indians—to the Commit 
Indian Affairs. 

Also, petition of the Western Pennsylvania Branch ( 
sumers’ League, for legislation to regulate child labor it 
District of Columbia and for a children’s bureau—to the ¢ 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accom b 
relief of John C. Vanfleet—to the Committee lid J 
sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of ¢ ford H 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of 65 
women of Molly Pitcher Council, of New York ¢ 
tion of immigration—to the Committee on In y 
Naturalization. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to a 
bill for relief of heirs of Micajah Hardesty—to the Committee 


on War Claims. 

By Mr. WOOD of Missouri: Petition of Limba 
| for the Littauer bill (the metric 
i Coinage, Weights, and Measures. 


‘ nte & Raffaele, 
to the Committee on 


System ) 
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SENATE. Mo., praying for the enactment of legislation providing 
_ . purchase of the Wilsons Creek battlefield, in that s 
Tuurspay, Jf Y os, 1906. } use as a national park; which was referred to the ¢ tte, 
: , : on Military Affairs 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp E. HALE. abe : ane P 
iin ialiebsiaehhares saat aatiell ‘to aan the Journal of yesterday's | . He also presented a petition of St. Louis Chapter, 
proceedings. when, on request of Mr. Lopaz, and by ‘unanimous | Institute of Architects, of St. Louis, Mo., praying for { : 
; ann a seed andl a a Bion send with ; | ment of legislation to remove the duty on works of a) 
‘ { ne I ther rei ing was spe > ° } > . . "9 ’ 1 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved | was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Se ee IS oe . feo , | He also presented a memorial of Local Division 999 
MILITIA ORGANIZATIONS IN CIVIL WAR. | Amalgamated Association of Street and Electric Raily., "omy 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- | Ployees, of Springfield, Mo., remonstrating against ul 
tion from the Secretary of War, transmitting, in response to a of the present Chinese-exclusion law; which was ret ) 


resolution 

tary of the Army, containing a list, arranged by States, showing 

which of the military organizations accepted into the service of 

» United States during the civil war were so accepted as mili- 

tia organizations; which, with the accompanying papers, was 

erred to the Committee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be 
MESSAGE THE 


FROM HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brownina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 


passed the following bills, in which it requested the concurrence | 





if the 18th vltimo, a report from the Military Secre- | 





| the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented sundry petitions of citizens of s 
Mo., praying for an investigation into the existing litio 
in the Kongo Free State; which were referred to the Commit; 
on Foreign Relations. 

He also presented a memorial of Ozark Council, No. - 


He | 


| United Commercial Travelers of America, of Springfield, \ 
and a memorial of sundry citizens of St. Louis, Mo., ren nstr: : 
ing against the enactment of legislation to consolid third 
and fourth class mail matter; which were referred to the ( ie 


| mittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
Mr. DOLLIVER presented sundry papers to acco) ny t] 

















of the Senate: | bill (S. 423) to recognize the military services of Geors R 
If. R. 18030. An act making appropriations for the support of | Burnett, late first lieutenant, Ninth United States Cayajy 
the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, | which were referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. ° 
er os eee ee a ‘ati for the D ' t REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
I 2. 185387. An act making apropriations for the Departmen Wn ‘ ; Hi 
of sonia for the Seco cone ania June 30 1907. | Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
a ae es _ : a whom was referred the bill (S. 2241) granting an honorable dis. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. charge to Benjamin F. Helmick, reported adversely thereon, 
: ‘ . y d e bi ras pos ad ij initely. 
Mr. SCOTT presented a memorial of Bluestone Council, No. und the bill w is postponed indefinite ly , ¢ 
: ; a i ee gin: ae ; DP : Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to w! 
110, United Commercial Travelers of America, of Bluefield, | referred the following bills, reported them severally with ». 
w. \ remonstrating against the enactment of legislation to | a = , ie came ea oe eet 1em severally w mel 
CO date third and fourth class mail matter; which was re- | - bill Ag a os ees ‘ : ee to Willi r ww; 
ferred to the Committee on Poat-OGices and PostdRoada. a ill (S. 8728) granting a pension to illiam H, W ‘ 
’ . . . . é ( 
lie also presented a petition of sundry pharmacists and phy- | ‘ a : ‘ 
ns of Jefferson County, W. Va., praying for the adoption of | oe (S. 2179) granting an increase of pension to S. An 
‘ nh amendments to the present patent law; which was re- | 7**55_ aaa e ‘ ; 
, i to the ‘eoeatitaes on ean Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to w! were 
Mr. SMOOT presented a petition of sundry citizens of the | Teferred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
. ara s oe one ae a : | ment, and submitted reports thereon: 
Si f Utah. p for the enactment of legislation to con- | A bill (S. 3649) granting ¢ tall to S ] a 
third irth-class mail matter; which was referred | and Sees eee > ena ae een nee 
to Committee on Post-Oflices and Post-Roads. ae 
TI , i+: : > , os S. 3270) granti increas sion to | 
GALLINGER presented a petition of the Board of War- | 5,“ . ibe Gigen  ) Stanting an Increase of pension to William 
di f the Village Lmprovement Society, of Franklin, N. H., | “:.*** apes : s 
4 el eterna of legislation to prevent aoe impend- | Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
wii e Niagara Falls on the American side by the | referred the following bills, reported them severally wit! 
e 4} in aaa rooting nirnneas* whieh, wae | amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
f ( ters for manufacturing purposes; which was | : Soe : : ‘ 
; ( mittee on Foreign Relations A bill (H. R. 17586) granting a pension to Harriet A. M 
da petition of the Board of Wardens of the and Z ated al . ; : , 
\ | ent Society, of Franklin, N. H., praying for | w oe (H. R. 17085) granting an increase of pension to George 
ment of legislation to establish national forest reserves | Y. O18. a ‘ 4 , 
n Appalachian and White Mountains: which was |. Mt. DOLLIVER, from the Committee on Education and 
5 lied n the table : Labor, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5665) to regulate the 
iC OlL CLIC UI, Dae : = . whi * * 0k ‘ “a : at 
ented a petition of sundry citizens of Washing- | ¢™Ployment of child labor in the District of Columbia, reported 
bD. C., and the petition of Donald MacPherson, of Washing- | 1t with an amendment, and submitted a report ther 
1 D. ( vine for the enactment of legislation to reculate | Mr. HEMENWAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, 
street railways in the District of Columbia: | t? Whom was referred the bill (H. R. 115438) to corr he mili- 
= ee sos : a 2 ary rae Nis i * ‘ ‘ | ‘Te i \ th nd 
9 ed to the Committee on the District of | tary record of Be njamin F. Graham, reported it with am id 
ments, and submitted a report thereon. 
presented a petition of the North Capitol and Eck- 6 
( s’ Association, of Washington, D. C., praying for Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6005) granting an in 
legislation to require street railway companies | crease of pension to John G. Bridaham; which was read twice 
D ‘t of Columbia to sprinkle along their tracks; which | by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensi: 
Committee on the District of Columbia. | He also introduced a bill (S. 6006) granting an S 
sundry papers to accompany the bill (S. | pension to William H. Crouch; which was read twice by its 
‘] tary record of Mirick R. Burgess; which | title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
f » Committee on Military Affairs. Mr. ALGER introduced a bill (S. 6007) to correct Litany 
BURKE presented sundry affidavits to accompany the record of John J. Waters; which was read twice by its ul 
5 -) granting an inerease of pension to Alexander | and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
y: which we referred to the Committee on Pensions. Mr. McCUMBER introduced a bill (8. 6008) grant 
Mr. STONE presented a petition of sundry citizens of St. | crease of pension to Joseph Lamont; which was read twice 
Lo Mo., pray for the enactment of legislation to remove | its title, and, with the accompanying papers, refe! to 1 
on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the | Committee on Pensions. ; 
e on Finance. Mr. SCOTT introduced a bill (S. 6009) for the 1 of st 
» presented a petition of Colonel Louis A. Craig Camp, | John’s Episcopal Church, of Charleston, W. Va.: was 
\ the Philippines, of Kansas City, Mo., praying for the | read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying 5, | 
of legislation granting special medals to officers and | ferred to the Committee on Claims. 2 
mien who served beyond their legal enlistment in the | He also introduced a bill (S. 6010) for the reli bi 
h § which was referred to the Committee on Mili- | Bell; which was read twice by its title, and referred ' 
| mittee on Claims. 
tion of Frank P. Blair Post, No. 1, De- | Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 6011) gr - 
I iri, Grand Army of the Republic, of St. Louis, | crease of pension to Isaiah De Puy; which was r* — 












1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





ind, with the accompanying paper, referred to the such matters as may he referred to the committee for its 





| on Pensions. the expense to be paid from the contingent fund of the Ser 
\{ NEY introduced a bill (S. 6012) for the relief of | FOREIGN-BUILT DREI ~ 
inten {. Shannon; which was read twice by its title, and}; The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befere the Senate t] ‘ 
J the Committee on Pensions. the House of Representatives disagreeing to the 
1 introduced a bill (S. 6013) for the relief of Julia D. | of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 205) conce : 
i iministratrix of the estate of Stephen Daggett, de- dredges, and requesting a conference with the « 
nonsl h was read twice by its title, and referred to the | disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon 
( on Claims. Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate insist 
iT ntroduced a bill (S. 6014) for the relief of the estate amendments. agree to the conference ask 1 ] th Tie 
i | M. Solari, deceased; which was read twice by its Representatives, and that the Chair appoint the co 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- | the part of the Senate. 
( laims. The motion was agreed to: and the Vice-Presid 
Mi RGAN introduced a bill (S. 6015) to carry out the | Mr. Frye, Mr. GaLuincer, and Mr. Berry as the conf 
the Court of Claims in the case of Mrs. Frances A. | the part of the Senate. 
ch was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- | i 
er, referred to the Committee on Claims. PROPOSED INVESTIGATION OF METROPOLITAN POLICE. 
1 roduced a bill (S. 6016) for the relief of Le Vert & The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is | 
Mast ch was read twice by its title, and, with the accom- | The Chair lays before the Senate a resolution coming over 
, rs. referred to the Committee on Claims. a previous day. 
\ w SE introduced a bill (S. 6017) granting an increase The Secretary. Senate resolution 126, by Mr. TrmLMAN 


Elizabeth F. Snyder; which was read twice by 
| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
troduced a bill (S. 6018) granting an increase of | Such time as I see fit to call it up. 


| 

| 

| Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to have the resolution 
lenry Pensinger; which was read twice by its title, The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so 


the accompanying papers, referred to the Commit- 


nis. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED, 


roduced a bill (S. 6019) granting a pension to 


H. R. 18080. An act making appropriations for the sup] 


|} and lie on the table withort losing its place or its rights 


ld; which was read twice by its title, and, with | the Military Academy for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
iving paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. and for other re read owe a by its title, a 
iroduced a bill (S. 6020) for the relief: of Clay | ferred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

was read twice by its title, and referred to the | H. R. 18537. An ner making appropriations for the Di 
n Claims ment of Agriculture for the fiscal year ending June 30 


troduced a bill (S. 6021) for the relief of the was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committe¢ 


Charlotte A. Armstrong, deceased; which was read | 48ticulture and Forestry. 


itle, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 
\ ‘ RICH introduced a bill (S. 6022) to amend section Mr. TILLMAN. I 


cs : F ask that the unfinished business be 
titled “An act to define and fix the standard of | pefore the Senate. 
intain the parity of all forms of money issued or There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of 
United States, to refund the public debt, and for | Whole, resumed the consideration of the bill (IH. R. 12987) to 
ea,” approved - March 36, 100; Wich wae read | amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” ap 
ice by t tle, and referred to the Committee on Finance. | February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof. and 
Mr. 3 MBER introduced a bill (S. 6021) to amend section | large the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
2 ‘252 of the act approved May 28, 1896, entitled,“An| Mr, NELSON. Mr. President, in the remarks I made in 
x appropriations for the legislative, executive, and |} earlier stages of the consideration of the pending bill I 
expenses of the Government for the fiscal year ending | pressed some doubts about the right of Congress to depriv 
ind for other purposes ; which was read twice | courts of the power of issuing preliminary or tempo 
nd, with the accompanying paper, referred to the interlocutory injunction. Since then I have given the 
Appropriations. | tion more thought and consideration, and 1 propose brie 
REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. ee the reasons why I conceive Congress has not the 1 
Mr. TILLMAN. I submit an amendment to the rate bill. I | to deprive the courts of that power, and I shall do 
+) read. | brief and concise terms as possible. 
ent was read, and ordered to lie on the table | Can courts of equity in a case in equity of which they 
1d, as follows: a be divested of the power to grant relief | 
page 11, at the end of line 9, add: | porary injunction in a case justifying such relief accord 
shall find that the order was beyond the authority | the established principles of equity? This is, in substance 
m or was a violation of the constitutional rights of | is involved in the amendment and the contention of the Sei 
He an injunction agninst, the enforcement thereof: | from ‘Texas. And as he bases his claim and contention 
ocutory proceeding.” | power of Congress to withhold jurisdiction, in whole or in 
Mr. STONE submitted an amendment intended to be pro- | from the inferior courts, I shall briefly discuss the subject 
to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled general way before coming down to the ultimate point il 


vulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and | troversy. 


lair 


t} 


latory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the | Under the Constitution, “ the judic ial yp wer of the U 
merce Commission; which was ordered to lie on | States is vested in one Supreme Court and in such infe 
be printed. | courts as Congress may from time to time ordain and establis! 
pd a | This paragraph vests the judicial power in two kinds of cour 
NDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. : ’ ; : : , 
uf ; ; : |} to wit, a Supreme Court and inferior courts, but neitl 
: ‘Y submitted an amendment proposing to appro- | these courts could well exist without the affirmative act 
reimburse John M. Hill, late register of the Congress. There could not well be a Supreme Court until 
a Office at Walla Walla, Wash., for clerk | gress prescribed the constituent elements of the court | 
uded to be proposed by him to the sundry civil | to say, the number of judges—for the Constitution is sik 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on | that point. While the President can appoint the judges 
t and ordered to be printed. A | power is not committed to him to determine whether 
\GER submitted an amendment proposing to | shall consist of one or more judges, or, if more than one 
) for paving South Carolina avenue from | many. And hence we find the judiciary act of 1789 pre 
eet to Fifteenth street SE., intended to be pro- | that the court “ shall consist of a chief justice and rac 
» the District of Columbia appropriation bill; | justices.’ The act of 1802 added another ass stice 
erred to the Committee on the District of Colum- | py the act of 1837 two additional associate justices were ad 
L to be printed. | making eight in all—the present composition of the 
COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDINGS AND GROUNDs. | Without such legislation there could not well | Supre 
submitted the following resolution; which was | Court. , ee 
Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent If ¢ ongress could allow the power to establish infe lor ¢ 
Senate : to remain dormant, so it could also allow the power of presci 
ing and defining the composition of the Supreme Court to re 


the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds | 
ed to employ a stenographer to take hearings upon 








i dormant, and thus through legislative inaction the whole 


judi- 
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cial power of the United States would be in abeyance, and one | to the Constitution. That instrument uses the ter siti 
great department of the Government would not be put in opera- | the common law as it existed when the Constitution y act 
tion. In a limited class of cases the original jurisdiction is | Thus, all criminal cases must be tried by a jury, a 
with the Supreme Court; in all other cases it is in the inferior | common law, where the matter in dispute exceeds ¢: a 
courts to be established by Congress. Congress has not only | tried by a jury. Now, the Constitution does not deseen. 
tle power to create these inferior courts, but also the power to | what a jury consists, or what the term “ verdict ” j, ae 
prescribe the cases over which they shall have jurisdiction. ascertain these facts we recur to the common law, an, 
fter the Supreme Court has been established Congress can | find that a jury consists ef twelve men and that +) 
not deprive it of its original jurisdiction, but it can deprive it of | must be unanimous instead of a mere majority. So 
ll appellate jurisdiction by failing to establish inferior courts. stitution declares that “the judicial power shall ex; dt 
Congress can not only allow the judicial power to lapse and be | cases in law and equity.” Now, the Constitution doos noi. 
d int by failing to establish inferior courts, but it can also | fine what a “case in law” is, or what a “case in , ace 
w the larger share of this power to lapse and be dormant by ; nor what the difference is between the two. To asec i : 
f iv to vest such inferior courts with jurisdiction in a large | facts we must recur to the common law and equity jurisprya... 
el: f cases, and so a large portion of the judicial power would | prevailing at the time the Constitution was fran fee 
be in abeyance, and thus the judicial department would be to a/| Jawyers know, there was then, and still is, a deep 1 hy 
large extent dismantied and to that extent the people of this | difference between the two elasses of cases. and tl : siftoe. 
country would be deprived of the inalienable right, which per- | ence is so pronounced that even in those States \ art 
tains to every free, civilized, and enlightened government, to | classes of cases are tried in the same court, upon the ca... 
have their controversies settled and adjusted by peaceful meth-| form of pleading, and in the same action—which aes 
ods rather th by brute force and violence, as in the primitive ease in the courts of the United States—the real “eg 
state of our race | between the two classes of cases has not been oblite ae 
The Constitution of the United States is not a self-executing | cially in the matter of relief sought and accorded. Ag to tg 
instrument. It is only a people, able, willing, and ready to ac- | the distinction still remains. oO 
cept and act under its provisions, that can breathe life into it A United States court trying a case in equity sits ag ; 
and make it living reality. The people might refuse to elect | of equity and administers equitable relief. A court of. 
Senators and Representatives in Congress, or Senators and/| from the very inception of equity jurisprudence, 
Representatives might refuse to meet and act. In either case | granted relief by a permanent injunction, but also } 
the legislative power would be in abeyance, and the legislative | porary injunction. The latter was oftentimes necessary 
department would be entirely dormant. So the people might | make the former of any value. There were many cases where 
refuse to elect a President and Vice-President, or these officials | it was necessary, in order to give proper and effective 
or any of those in whom the Presidential succession would vest | relief, that the property, or subject of litigation, should pe pre. 
might refuse to serve. In either case the executive department | served intact until the final disposition of the case, for without 
would be vacant, and to that extent the Government would be | such temporary stay the final relief might prove abortive oy 
dismantled. | incomplete, and it might be impossible to restore the parties 
While the mere physical power exists to do all these things | to that condition in respect of the subject of litigation, which 
that I have mentioned, it would be a most violent presumption the court, by its final decree, might determine to be just and 
to assume that such power would be exercised to the extent | proper. ' 
I have suggested, for it would amount to a dismantlement of | Judge Story in his commentaries on equity jurisprude 
our Government. It would involve a gross violation of legal points out the distinction between cases in equity and at « 
nd moral duty—such a violation of duty as is foreign to the mon law in the following language: 
people, the offic ials, and the institutic ns of this country. | In England and in the American States, which have derived t 
rhe judicial power of the United States shall be vested in | jurisprudence from that parental source, equity has a iined 
one Supreme Court and in such inferior courts as the Congress | qualified meaning. The remedies for the redress of wrongs and 
may from time to time ordain and establish. cagihep on The | Secon Gada oe totetenned kn Ga ans ie a ved 
judicial power shail extend to all cases in law and equity aris- | those which are administered in courts of equity. Rights w 
ing under this Constitution, the laws of the United States, and | recognized and protected, and wrongs which are redressed by t 
fs treaties made,” ete. These are the mandates of the Constitu- | memehentl a osha ee es eR eee Sd 
tion to us as legislators. rhe judicial power shall extend to courts only are called equitable rights and, equitable injuries. 1 
‘ ises in la and equity,” ete. And this power can not be | former are said to be rights and wrongs at common nd 
thus extended unless we create “ such inferior courts” and vest | fe"sights and wrongs in equity, and the remedics therefor. ater 
in them the irl ction, minus the original jurisdiction of the | in equity. * * * The remedies in courts of equity a 
S ec t f “all cases in law and equity arising under | different in their nature, mode, and degree from those 
this Constit ‘ - aan law, even when each has a jurisdiction over th: 
kor us s legislators to refuse or neglect to put this power | at vere als ‘ . ‘ : — 
ef the Constitution nie elfeetine sqmeaties Sedu meieedene neg- | Relief by injunction is one of the remedies freque 
| to perform our moral and legal duty. When we enter upon | voked and accorded in cases in equity. Its object 
( , es in this Chamber, we take an oath to support the Con- | T@ther than to redress a meditated or threatened wrong, é 
1 of the United States and to faithfully ‘discharge the | is oftentimes of as much importance to grant the r rd 
‘ of out hice We do not support the Constitution of | the pendency of the sult _ at the end of the " 
i lited States and we do not faithfully discharge our duties | especially where the litigation may be prolonged. , 
: llow 1aterial portion of the judicial power of the | Of an interlocutory injunction Is to preserve the * 
1 Stat ie in dormant and in abeyance, and thus de- | to. maintain the subject of litigation intact, so t 
people of the United States of a part of the judicial | relief may not prove abortive. Justice Miller, i 
Constitution aceords them. the United States v. Duluth (1 Dillon, 469), lays « 
have the physical power, but we have not the moral in such cases as follows: 
ght t rive the people of this country of a tribunal W hen the danger or injury threatened is of a chal 
( tried and determined. should be granted, unless the case made by the bil 
| sident, I do not make these observations because Con- | refuted by the defendant. 
to provide the preper courts and to equip them In a case in equity the court has the power, w! 
r jurisdiction. Congress has, except in a class | warrant, to grant relief by interlocutory as w 
! LN | the circuit court with ample original | injunction. Both forms of remedy may be essen 
n s extended to this court the judicial power | sary in many cases in order to afford complete l 
ited by the Constitution. I have made these remarks | relief. 
1 n rest to th eral contention and argument of In its ultimate analysis, the Senator from Te 
{ . tor fr rexas. proposes to give a court of equity jurisdiction se 
t coming the precise point and gist of the amendment of | equity, to wit, a case reviewing the action of the | sion, 
S tor f 1 Texas and his argument in support thereof, | yet he also proposes that the court shall only |! wer 
derstand it, it is this: grant a part of the equitable relief that pertains t 
| uld confer upon the circuit court of the United States | In other words, while he would give the court j 
t by riginal suit in equity, to review the action and | the case, he would say to the court that, whil 
the Commission, but he would withhold from the court | and determine this case, yet there is a part ol 
er to t a temporary injunction in such a ease. relief which under the well-known principles 01 
| w where this contention would lead to we must recur | prudence appertains to such a case I will not 

















d this is nothing more than dictating to the court 


cess of law,” prohibited by the fifth amendment to 


irisdiction from the court of such a case, yet after 
1 has once been conferred, it is not in the power of 
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| judges who are occupying seats for fe on 


nt of relief it shall be privileged to grant. And | had but little time to devote to but I h 
s would be unconstitutional, for it would be a denial | from one source and another half a dozen o1 


aa E J iC | various transactions in which the judg 
tution. While it might be possible, by legislation, to | have felt that it would be justifiable under 


to put these facts in the Recorp. 
I want to say, before I do this, that I 


{ limit the court in the relief which it may grant. | class, if there be one, which holds all « 
( ay confer or withhold jurisdictic n of a2 given case majority of them, in ontempt or distrust I 
ss of cases, but when once jurisdiction of a case is | a Supreme Court composed of hich. } 
n an appropriate court that court becomes pos- }men as any other like tribunal » Y 


full judicial power of the United States over that 
, action at law or a suit in equity; and that power 


| changed front or reversed themsely: 


little on certain important questions, but 


in equity includes the power to give not merely | that I think the judges of that court h 
partial relief, but to give every form of equitable | actuated by pure and honest motives. 
h was in vogue and prevailed when the Constitution | We have very many great and good iud 
| district benches of the courts of the United 
| power over a case within the jurisdiction of the | are not confined to am narticuiar sect 
ot be circumscribed or limited by any action of | come of this high tvpe of men in the &§ 
| fortunately a larger percentage of those y , 


ides what I have already urged, another con 
traint upon us in this matter. It is conceded on | 
t we can not permanently deprive the carrier of 
without just compensation, and if we can not do 
tly, manifestly we have not the right, by legislation, 
ie carrier of such compensation for a limited time; 
the court of the power to grant a temporary or 
injunction might, in such a case, deprive the car 
property without just compensation during the 
the case, be the time long or short. 
d it seems clear, and I have sought to reach a dif- 
sion, that the proposed amendment of the Sena- 
as, so far as it attempts to withhold from the 
ver of granting a temporary or interlocutory in- | 
th under Article III of the Constitution and the | 
ient, manifestly unconstitutional, and therefore | 


ingrafted upon the bill. I can readily see how the | 


likely to resort to this remedy in many cases, and 
through ignorance, indifference, cr sympathy, may 
reckless in granting such relief, and therefore I | 
ry glad indeed if it were in our power to prevent | 
‘ rm se to the courts, for I realize how many Commission 
thus temporarily hung up and placed in abeyance 
Yet baneful and discouraging as all this may be, 
my way clear to do what I conceive the Consti 
s me to do. 
are many reforms in the matter of rate regulation 
essary and urgent to the public and to those who 
elfare at heart, that are not included in this bill, 
system of “ common law ” was built up gradually 
eal, so in this matter of statutory reform of rate 
an not expect or hope to effect complete reform 
We shall haye to accomplish the task gradually 
al. 
mplishes two great reforms, two great results. 
vests the Commission for the first time with 
ng power—the vital and controlling principle 
culation. Second, by the broad definition given of 
nsportation”’ it eliminates many schemes and 
h extra and unreasonable rates and charges 
These are great reforms. And if we can give the 
results we shall have accomplished much, although 
ve gone to the length that many honest reformers 





\ is measure may be sometimes loaded down with 
1at 

nd yet they may serve to embarrass and weigh 

isure so that its legislative journey may become 

re difficult. I hope that this may not be done in 

that all those who favor vesting the Commission 


1 


aking power will practice as much self-restraint 


st | in the matter of amendments as possible. 
MIAN. Mr. President, some time since, when the 
su ilicial power and jurisdiction was under dis- 


ounced it to be my belief that the trouble which 


es Ss met with in coming to a friendly understanding 
in regard to the judicial-review feature of the 

was that the people of the country had lost faith 

il judiciary. It was a broad statement of my 

|! opinion. I was taken to task about it. One 
s another spoke of the difference existing in the | 
‘ mm which he came and paid high compliments to 


rt things, I thought it would be a healthy and 








in themselves may not be bad—indeed, may be | °* : Se 
| with such authority. 


| of the railroad (for that is the subje 


| 


i for the people of the country as well as the Senate | 
to | familiar with some of the actions of some of the ' upon so vast an industry; but its theoretic basis n 


'as I will produce them have been guilty o 


tionable and discreditable acts 


I am specially influenced in making tl 


misdeeds and mistakes, to say nothing \ 
judges by reason of the fact that we have |! 


learned and eloquent speeches hers 


hour, in which the country is told and the 8 


to stand by the court, to trust it, to believe 
any of its powers or functions; i t 
the exercise of this power « f injum n, base 


and the contention that to rob these judg 
them by Congressional action the power to 


Senator said, would be Jacobinism and it 
anarchy. Other Senators have declared that 
jeopardize this bill and render it unconstit 
ind of thing. 

When the Interstate Commerce Commi 
out, as the bill provides, to the number of s 
ries increased so as to command the ver 
type of talent that we can get in this countr 


high in dignity that it will compare favorably 
every thoughtful person with any tribunal in t 
But we are told that the body thus comp 
takes; that it may be led off to issue orders 
erty of the railroads, which would j« | 


| ence and would be confiscatory of their prope 


} 


fore we must leaye untouched in the hands « 
powers in equity which they have hitherto ex 
ing these temporary restraining orders and 
tions upon the flimsiest and slightest kind of 


have the machinery of the Interstate ¢ 


| stopped, have its orders suspended, and let thi 


own time to settle the issues. 

Mr. President, 1 propose to show that 
not infallible; and I remind the Senate t 
standard of money (the district and circu 
believe, only $6,000), there is no justification f 
no good reason for the feeling that tl 
done if Congress should limit and restrain 
cising an unbridled and ofttimes, I am 


in favor of the railroads. I believe it is ¢ 
to realize that some of the judges right nov 
with this power, exercising it whenever 

shown themselves wholly disqualified and 


That being the case, the question f 
is whether or not the damage which will « 
will result to the country, will not be g 


court untrammeled than it would be if we put 


upon the action of the judges as will preve 
their aid to interminable delays and to the det 
To illustrate how prone to error and how 
to agree, and courts as well, and to sho 
of the contention that the judges are higher 
nobler, and more to be trusted than other n 
a brief extract from one of the New Yor! 
Saturday Evening Post—published a | 
headed “ When doctors disagree.” 
The census is silent as to the anr 
| fession in the United States, ‘ 
between dairy products and the hay crop 


Either of which, as you all know, runs up int 


| millions of dollars. 
Nobody with an economic conscience would seek 
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The fe paid and accepted in the complimentary assumption that 
the lawy knows what the law is; but every day brings its depressing 
‘ lence that, in fact, the lawyer does not know and can not possibly 
know 

('o take only one day’s evidence, the Supreme Court of the United 
States, four out of the nine justices dissenting, has declared unconstitu 
t l New York law limiting the hours of work in bakeries. The 
hi ourt of New York, three out of seven justices dissenting, had | 
d ired the same law constitutional. Thus sixteen of the most 
eminent judges in the land—nine of the Federal Supreme Bench and 

ven of the New York court of appeals—have passed upon this law, 

1d en of the sixteen were wrong about it. If that is the proportion 
of error among the highest judges, what chance has the poor, busy 
ster to be right? 
st same time the Federal tribunal handed down a de- 
‘ in aad Jand-damage case, also from New York. On the 
s et the New York court of appeals had once held against 
t ! road In this particular case the lower court held against the 
id; then the court of appeals, by a divided bench, held in favor 
0 railroad. rhe Washington court, four of the nine justices dis 
8 ing, reversed the court of appeals which had previously reversed 
itseif, and upheld the lower court. In the famous Northern Securities 
Case ir of the nine Supreme Court justices dissented, and a fifth, 
while asting the determining vote which settled what the law is, 
re l his « lusions on grounds different from those taken by his 
colleagues of the majority. 

rm law must and will be upheld. It means civilization. It is 
ciy n Whoever raises a hand to it save by way of kindness is 
a | ic enemy) But the assumption that any merely finite being can 
tell you what it is can not be tolerated. If you must pay somebody 
because you think he can tell you what the law is, go to a fortune teller 
‘ spiritualistic medium. The knowledge you seek lies beyond the 
bounds of the ta . Pay your lawyer, if you will, as your philoso- 
I ind friend, and the less he tells you of what he knows about the 
law the better friend he will be. 


Mr. President, that is a very sarcastic and unpleasant arraign- 
of these high fellow-citizens of ours, the men whom we are 
‘ained from childhood and have for the last one hundred 


ul twenty-five years been taught to look up to as the persons 


or} 
=! 


hose brains and hearts the determination of causes and 

2s to their righteousness or injustice should be settled; 

i this instance we have seen how they differed and how im 

s for them to agree on the same statement of facts. Then 

| a strong illustration of this same trouble in the decision 
income tax. That taxation had been held to be perfectly 

ate and constitutional for a century or more, and yet 

few years ago a hearing was had on it by the Supreme 

‘ | 


It was given out by the newspapers that the court was 
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( ded; that the majority upheld the constitutionality of the 
] but the opinion was not handed down. A rehearing hav- 
| i asked for, the rehearing was argued some months later 
i tl apers gave out the statement, and one of the 
his mind, having in the first count, or ballof, 

ec law as constitutional, but he had found some | 





his opinion. 


Anyway, by a decision in which 
in the majority, the decisions of ail of 


imply one 


lecessors for a century were reversed and the law was 

( | to be unconstitutional. The country submitted, because 
court of last resort had so decreed. 

\ en W ask here—some of us, at least—that there 

he l tat yn the minor courts, the subordinate courts, 

irts we ourselves create, looking to the granting of imme- 

id pract | relief to the business interests of the coun- 

when shippers go before the railroad commission com- 

ng about injustice and wrong from which they are suffer- 

gy, Ser rs argue and plead here for a continuance in the 

f these judges of this great power and authority to 

se the functions of chancery and equity and to grant pre- 

decrees suspending the order until the court—this in- 

le court spol of, nothing about the other influences— 

letermine whether the rate is right, just, reasonable, and 

I n not myself, Mr. President, be converted to the idea that 

the s anything holy about a judge. He is entitled to great 

l , and is always given it if he is at all worthy, but he is 

thing more nor less than a man; and when I see how 

‘ is for these great and high judges, against whose char- 

nd integrity of purpose not a whisper has ever been 

breathed that I know of—the court of appeals of New York 

and the Supreme Court of the United States—when I see how 

{ differ and how they change sides, and yet the vote of one 

who, it may be, on that occasion had indigestion or some- 


thing wrong with his stomach, which deranged his mind in the 


night, changed the whole law of the land—I say I can not sub- 
ibe to the doctrine that these men are infallible or that they 

re to be any more trusted than the railroad commission. 
I t shall be contended that it is necessary for us to incor- 
te in this bill such a provision as that which I introduced 
orning, and which has been introduced in other shape by 
in whieh it is forbidden for these courts to issue pre- 
ary or interlocutory decrees—if, I say, it is argued that 
sucl provision will make the law unconstitutional, why, I 


y, let us try it and give the people the benefit of the doubt as 


| do that; other Senators say we do not want to do 7+) 
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to whether or not the commission will be wrong—at |, until 
the judge has tried it. Let the judge meet it; give omer 
road the opportunity to go into court and produce { aie 
let the judge determine once for all, but let him hear | es se 
determines. That is all we ask. Some Senators say we ¢;, as 


so the people will watch to see how they vote, and dotom,;, ; 
for themselves whether or not they like it. . 
But some other things are said in connection with ¢) 


chinks 
are not very pleasant, although what I have just re — 
pleasant—this division of eight to eight of two supr cme 
benches, and the balance so evenly rocked up and down that i 
one can say which eight were right. 

I will pass on to some other arraignments of the be: Whos 


transactions have shown that they are not only not infaljinjo 
but apparently not incorruptible. The first one I come 6) } 
ever, will cause you to laugh a little, because it is not < 
very serious case. It is from the New York World of March 2 
It is headed: 
IOWA AMAZED AT FEDERAL JUDGE—M’PHERSON CLUNG TO TA 
QUET AND MADE INCOHERENT SPEECH. 
[Special to The World.] 
Drs MOINES, Ma; = 

Iowa Republicans are stirred by the publication of the ci st 
that brought about the introduction of a resolution befor ‘ 
Bluffs Business Men’s Federation demanding the remoy 
Federal bench of Smith McPherson, who was appointed jude of + 
southern district of lowa while representing the Ninth low strict 
Congress. 

The charge made concerns Judge McPherson’s condition \ i 
dressing a banquet given by Council Bluffs merchants in ho of Gov 
ernor Cummins. Judge McPherson is an extreme “ stand-; ‘ i 
an implacable foe of Governor Cummins. He was scheduled to respond 
to one of the toasts, preceding the governor. He seemed t it , 
the table for support while speaking and talked in what is declared | 
have been a rambling and incoherent manner. 

Iie remarked that one was not allowable to choose the company 
should keep. Could he have done so, he declared, he would have kent 
far away from Council Bluffs, for he always detested the town. So 
too, in politics, he had no time for reforms or reformers. He thought 
it an outrage that so-called and self-styled Republicans sho 
reforms that really branded them as Democrats and were 
with traditional Republican teachings. He ignored the to; that | 
been assigned to him, because unintelligible, and wound up \ 
the function of the toastmaster and introducing the \ 
self. The governor ignored the circumstance, and in his s 
no attempt to reply to anything McPherson had said. 

The Council Bluffs business men were indignant, and at 
next day a resolution was introduced demanding the impe 
removal of McPherson. <A subcommittee named to consid Ss reso 
lution permitted it to die, taking the position that, Mcl’ "8 i 
having been outside his official duty, President Roosevelt 1 not 
expected to take cognizance of it. 


Of course it is very absurd to think that the President could 





| do anything more than lecture him, as he did Judge Humphrey 


| known is that announced by the Gridiron Club 
| to wit, 


the other day, because, being appointed for life, he can 
removed by impeachment if this little pececadillo of being w 
able to stand up without clinging to a table warranted 
thing like that, and I do not see what the President 
with it. This article goes on to state: 

This matter has been published extensively in Iowa wit 
as known, enlisting a denial. 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
Carolina yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CARTER. One of the most appropriate rules | 
at dinners 
Ladies are always present; reporters never present.” 
This report by a certain gentleman who invited Jud 
son to a dinner in Council Bluffs certainly was ill tin 
subcommittee referred to treated the matter with just «a 
contempt. Smith McPherson, the judge referred . I have 
known for many years. y and 





fri 


“ 


He is a man of great !e ng 
unquestionable and unquestioned probity of char Ea 
he behaved like a good fellow in the city of Council 's 
dinner simply shows that he is human and was inc! 
into the spirit of the oceasion. I have never heard 
mate that Judge McPherson was given to excess in mn 
of imbibing at banquets or elsewhere. I think the ( 
gested by the Senator from South Carolina was a j » begin 
with, treated as a joke at Council Bluffs, and will |! treated 
everywhere where the people have knowledge of Ss: 
Pherson and the good fellows who were at that bang 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am entirely wi 
should go that way, but, as the Senator from M 1a 
volunteered, will he take it on himself to tell us w! Toy 
about this? 

Mr. CARTER. I know quite as much as the 5 
South Carolina knows, and he gets his informat a 
clipping he read, I suppose. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is all. 

Mr. CARTER. That is all. 
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\I LLMAN. I am content to leave it that way. I have and with great approval, thereby reversing his procedure in the 
inst Judge McPherson, nor against any of these | Humphrey case. I read an extract, which I have had « L in 
that matter. But suppose that night after leaving | typewritten form in order to condense it, from the Kan City 
Judge McPherson had been approached by a warm | Times of January 29, 1906: 
iend, like my colleague from Montana, who had a From the Kansas City Times of January 29. 1906. we od 
se pending, and some adroit and well-worded plea | that the State game warden, J. H. R , inte 
nger to the corporation unless an injunction was | Te a Sea oan — half a doze 

= . A 1e Ss e and geese ere returnec o the party ivit t 
n and there, does the Senator contend that Smith | but che” prairie chickens he contiscated, , athe xhus elagar a 
would have been a proper person to have signed | this game. J. H. Durkee, coal dealer, of Kansas Cit was 
ee that night? | having this game in charge. 

s an s : We quote from the newspaper’s report o e date 
LIVER. Mr. President—— | City Times): oa = eee OS cae: s ; : 
f-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- “The game was not mine,” said Mr. Durk t night I 1 

; . the Senator from Iowa? taken it to the train at the request of a friend of 1 ‘ } ‘ ‘ 


Y : 7 rs 3 mm party to have the birds. I have always been activ 
M MAN. With pleasure. laws and went to Jefferson City last winter in the 


LLIVER. I regret that I was absent from the Cham- | measure. I regret very much that the matter should 
. ‘ ‘ . | notarietv.” 
ment when the Senator from South Carolina made | <_< ~~ Met lect nicht im Mr. tet 
: . he ATTV eC as nigh Ir athron’s priv 
tions in relation to Judge McPherson. In reply to | the Santa Fe train leaving aaa oO oO ck The \ 
just said I will call his attention to the fact that Judge Smith McPherson, United States district judg 
ny days ago Judge McPherson, dealing with a rail- | district of lowa 


: ini Judge John F. Philips, United States district judge for the v 
one of the ablest opinions that has been recently ae te Vane ee SNRCS es 


| i district court, declined to follow the famous ruling Judge John C. Pollock, United States district judge for K 
llumphrey in the meat-packing ease. On the con- I ved - meets, Guasenl Goleman for the Kansans City & 
: et Miele a elles. ce ieee PT . dian tailroad, Kansas City. 
lered judgment requiring a great railroad corpora- | “"jy4ave'0. M. Spencer, general attorney for the Burlington, St 
its responsibilities in the suit pending against it, | Gardiner Lathrop, general solicitor for the Santa Fe system, ¢ 
ng a specious plea of immunity. a — - = kson, Kansas ( — 
r ; tnatica ‘ tie Me . ~ ‘ > \ N McLeod, one of Senator VARNER’S 
I ought, in justice to a citizen of my own State, | = aio next dav’s issue of the Kansas Citv J 








tever else has been charged against Judge Mc- | of persons as constituting the party. Frot 
s not been charged in any quarter with a want | January 30 we find that tl ving of these | 
‘ness or a want of good conscience in the dis- | Sar 2 wees ot } the matter seems to have been 4d 
duties as a district judge of the United States. final y, on February 18, at the reg ; ar week y me S 

MIAN. Mr. President, replying to the statement just | university, in the university building, Jud J. MeD. TI 


a ar fr T ‘ , | aw ‘ Sans; 4 ‘ to the pleasure trip to Tampico, which three Federa gre 
iator from Iowa, I would say to that Senator that the guests of Gardiner Lathrop and two other general solicitors 


ected in the slightest degree upon Judge McPher- | railroads, said (Kansas City Times, February 19) 





called attention to a statement coming from his ‘I do not think there was anything like corruption inte i 
Sta , special dispatch to the New York World, giving —— = — ee eee a ed v : : ae 

a banquet at which the judge had shown himself | tertained would consciously allow the recollecti m of if 

able to stand up without the help of a table, or influence him in the conduct of cases in which s } ts were ir 


I believe if the thought had occurred to them that 


e that. But those of us who have attended ban- | 4, ‘agverse construction upon the affair not « 
















‘ w how the thing works are ready to make all due | have dreamed of going off even on a pleasure t 
that. [Laughter.] I had no purpose, as I said | torneys. But the fact remains that 1 matter | l 
g, other than to start this little recital of mine, | the!t motives the action begets distrust in the } ey ‘ane 
w more tragie as it goes on, with something that " Judge Trimble dwelt upon the high standing of 
y to give the Senate an opportunity to smile. | Tampico party, and that by reason of their ascender 
bas since refused to lend himself to following Sais at = deat ian ae de al six irds : 
ey’s decree possibly ought to strengthen me | car, the fact that three Federal judg 
, because, without being a lawyer and without general s itors of three railroads | 
e trouble to examine into the matter at all, I PunThe distingvished ruests were dg in the distr 
Judge Humphrey's decision was good law. But] or all of the three railroads represent v t 
r not, the point I am trying to make is that these er poms ited th that : nage anes Shen a 
with great power, having their offices for life, | nt lg coche Ho a delete. Ganarentiv. werd a 
rusted too far, when the Senate has an oppor- “But the men of the caliber of t three 
which we are considering to clip their claws | and must have know n that there was dope in 
As I go on I hope I shall show stronger rea- ee ee eee the eee i i an ~ "Ss ; 
proposed amendment which I submitted should go | the Tampico pleasure jaunt begets in the people a ; 
d become a law rather than this mere joke, I | and a consequent disregard f eee Sere eens ee ee 
dge MePherson’s expense. en ek eet eatet. t} is com! ent [ J dge ! 
NS. Mr. President— in the Kansas City Star the aft n of Fe 19 
RESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- | open letter over his signature, which was given t 
Senator from California? a " 
Certainly. : : “To THE STAR: 
I want to say a word to my friend from “In view of the ence gi en t 
1 reference to Judge McPherson, as the Senator | Times of this morning I feel constrained t 
t least, reflected upon his habits. It was | 6 py Be he te eee 
for four years, while I was a Member of the | of facts. = ; iiss 
entatives, to be associated with Judge Mce- _* Responsive to the intense spirit of de ery of 
board at the same hotel with him. He is a | Pe@sut a rons a So oo Ser 
re and of education, and no one stands higher | ites Ce 1 ae to pla e unde - ! ‘tion tl 
if the law than does the judge. As for his justice to him and the truth I state t 
he was a teetotaler, and he set an example aoe Seen = : : 11 = 4 of , : 
uld have followed as closely as he did. If | at that pl I had en it recre 
that respect he has only departed from the | Pass and desired to test Tampico. As both 4 
a rule and cuide to his conduct. ee sa nat l Ww: Mor ~ had also fis d 
N Mr. President, whatever may be the outcome ever conditions made it r ti Ww 
( n of mine into the field of judicial pecca- | = 7 eee oo = * , 
nani Ditaiee as ; : : rovide f IN pe ns > party : 
oe ty wh ch has been given to Judge approached | seen the Guaeaiteh. and 
apse will warn him to sin no more forever in | sent if he could t away from |! 
ly at banquets. If it shall have that salu | “As I was considered the origina 
m £0.98. ana probably from this time forward ceaeee Park oe col pany wit Ju 
ons that are lucid and powerful and strong | It seems that these two judges espe ( 
iw as it is, not as the judges make it. That is | gp private cars of railroad magnates. , 
to try to do, and it is all I want any of them . 
, : ‘““My personal knowledge of |! 
: brought him to view, and I urged 
matter which I will present for the informa- | he did so. Judge Pollock vy 
deals with another friend of the President, | ¥@S doing work on the court of appea 
friend, whose opinions he quoted with unction eS ee tn Si a or ; 
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personal friend. A more delightful traveling companion, a more un- 
st h, big-hearted man does not live. I urged him to go, and he 
ited I also invited Doctor Heddons, of St. Joseph, to go. I 

had traveled with him through Yellowstone Park and knew his worth. 
ile could not go I invited our fellow-townsman, Dr. Jabez Jackson, 
1 he went, as « ‘friend and physician.” Mr. McLeod, attorney of 


this city, my close personal friend, joined us. 

‘It is true that we rode in a special car, just as I would have gone 
fishing in a private wagon of a friend, standing my proportion of the 
grub and bait.’ From its inception to its close the ‘ outing’ was dis- 
tly social in its makeup and character. Whenever I shall avoid 
my friends of long standing, and they me, because they are lawyers 


representing railroads, and because I am a judge, I shall despise myself 
and tl office If anyone thinks that such personal friendships and 
intercourse can not be indulged without judicial corruption, sub- 
erviency, or sinister design, I only beg to be allowed to indulge the 
opinion that such a person judges others by his own conscious lack of 
virile virtue and integrity. From a lifelong acquaintance with Gardiner 
Lathrop, I entertain such opinion of his character and his ideals that 
[ believe him incapable of doing aught to unduly influence a judge or 
to pervert justice 


‘Very respectfully, JOHN F. PHILIPS.” 


Mr. President, there are two editorials here from the two 
Kansas City papers. They deal with some questions of rail- 
road litigation and other matters, and it would take too long 
to read them, but with the consent of the Senate I will ask 
to incorporate them in the REcorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none. 

The matter referred to is as follows: 

{ Editorial. ] 




































PRAIRIE CHICKENS AND TARPON FISHING—-HOW BY MERE CHANCE THR 
I WAS TURNED ON THE RAILWAY SPECIAL CAR JUNKET OF THREE 
FEDERAL JUDGES. 

A luxurious, tarpon-fishing junket from Kansas Citg, Mo., to Tam- 
pico, Mexico, upon which three United States district judges, McPher- 
son, Vhillips, and Pollock, presiding, respectively, in Iowa, Missouri, 
and Kansas, were the guests in the special car of Mr. Lathrop, general 
SO tor of the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe, began with the de 
parture from Kansas City on January 28 of Mr. Lathrop’s palace on 
wheels, with it ‘ll-stocked larder and buffet and an unlimited supply 
of * transportatio General Solicitor Lathrop was assisted in enter- 

ng the eminent jurists by Judge O. M. Spencer, general attorney of 
the Chicag Burlington and Quincy Railroad Company, and by Judge 

M , general solicitor for the Kansas City Southern. 

i peculiarly interesting features of this spectacular pleasure 

nt of these tl lederal district judges as the guests of three lead 

i railroad attorneys never have been brought to public atten- 

t d the subsequent close scrutiny and scorching criticism which 

l iched to it, | for the fact that a bunch of prairie chickens, 

\ by Jud Spencer’s direction were being conveyed to Mr. 

] Ys cart e presented to that gentleman to grace the Lucullan 

its dining tables, fell into the hands of the State game warden 

were confiscated by him, it-being the closed season for prairie 

and tl person in whose possession they were found fined 

days, when the regulation of railroads and the relations of 

to 1 courts are the subject of universal consideration, it is 

g hi fishing bee of railway attorneys and Federal 

s created no little comment and distrust in the public mind, 

t o in view of the fact that the railroad solicitor’s three jurist 

ere t iding judges in the three districts in which one or 
hree 1 roads represented operated. 

n affair as the Tampico expedition and the preliminary con- 

t 3 ¥ tion of tl ime laws by Judge Spencer had the effect 

‘ the pe to ard for judg and laws. 

ile tl zeneral solicitors of railways would not 
I ed ‘ I ho were their guests had the latter not 
\ aid by Judge Trimble, a distinguished jurist of 
K Cit Men of the calling of the three judges in question ought 
known that there was dope in the middle of the 
was held out to them. While the dope may, 

oison them, the people will believe it will.” 
s to be a farce, and the administration of 
ie and the railways but a pipe dream, in view 
{ of three Federal judges accepting from rail 
recently been before them charged with violation 
free transportation, but free lodging, free drinks, 
da the rest that goes with the blow-outs of railway 
The acceptance and use of the ordinary everyday railway 
for the common people, who have to put up good money 
compared with such junketing as was partici- 
} Judge ps, Pollock, and McPherson is but as 

vith breach of trust and burglary. 

returned from the blue waters of the Gulf 
l nd invigorated in mind by their close com- 
i S i with the railway attorneys who were their 
it they will need all their strength and vigor 

{ I ys to the people, who have conceived a most per- 

‘ s idicial tarpon-fishing junkets personally conducted 

1 airie , neident by rare chance cast illumination upon the 

‘ eck , and in the same light it may be inter- 
look ove e past as well as the future decisions of the three 
Col m with controversies in which certain railways are 
i d 
[Editorial.] 
nt case of accepting free transportation and other favors 
| United States judges has recently come to light. 
i ( he western district of Missouri, was tendered by the 
I nd Santa Fe Railroad Company, through Mr. Gardi- 
il solicitor. the of a private car for a junket 
Mexico, and given carte blanche in choosing his com- 
é | Acting upon this Judge Philips invited Judge 
Mcl n, of the district of Iowa, and also Judge Pollock, of the dis- 





trict of Kansas—all district judges of the United States. 1, 
party were Judge Spencer, general attorney of the Burli: ' 
Judge Moore, general solicitor of the Kansas City Southern Mins 

The peculiarly interesting feature of this spectacular ple: 
of the three Federal district judges, as the guests of three 
road attorneys, might never have been brought to public att . 
the subsequent close scrutiny and scorching criticism whi: <a ak 
tached to it might have been avoided, for the fact that , * 
prairie chickens, which by Judge Spencer's direction were bein, nv 
to Mr. Lathrop’s car to be presented to that gentleman to Ce tha 
Lucullan feasts of its dining tables, fell into the hands o; 
game warden and were confiscated by him, it being the c| 
for prairie chickens, and the person in whose possession 
found was fined $35.65. 

Judge Philips was criticised in the papers, but so obtuse ; 
ceptions that he seeks to justify this on the ground that it 
matter of personal favor. In his public statement over his oy 
nature in the Kansas City Star of February 19, 1906, he toa thes 
each paid for his own “ proportion of the grub and bait,” and seore 
the idea that anybody could be influenced by any such court = 

A decent regard for the ermine which they wear should 
vented these judges from even incurring the risk of pub A 
That law which they violated might at any time come bef ther 
interpretation and enforcement. 

Judge Philips had this law before him for construction « 
time prior to his going on this junketing trip, and strang: 


appears that one of the defendants at that time was FE. I, pjp) 
president of the railroad company whose hospitality the « t Was « 
soon to accept. Another one of the defendants was Paul Morton 


is unnecessary to add that to these defendants a clean bi 
was given. 

Judge Philips’s record for years shows that the majority 
which corporations were parties before him were decided 


the corporations. Judge McPherson held in a case where railroad 
company was defendant that a tender—a car carrying fu nd 


for a locomotive—was not a car within the meaning of 
appliance act. The Supreme Court says a tender is a car 
Is it any wonder that the people have a distrust of the | il iu 
ciary, when their rights as distinguished from the demand the 
riers are to be passed upon by such judges as those carried e Sant 
Fe private car? Can it be doubted that Judge Philips is unfitted Jo 
to sit upon the bench, when litigants have reason to fear 3 dec 
whenever one of the parties is a railway company and wh: t 
gant has not a railroad and a private car to place at the disposal 
his friends? ; 


Mr. TILLMAN. As TI said, Mr. President, Judge Philips wa 
quoted with great unction and satisfaction by the President 
that now famous case of the Santa Fe road, in which he went 
out of his way to declare that Mr. Paul Morton was absolutely 


free from any suspicion of wrongdoing in the way of rebates 
and all that kind of thing, and the President adopted that view, 
as I said, with great satisfaction, and sent a special message 0) 
gave out a report or something here which was printed: and as 


the Executive now seems to be indulging in a different policy 
from that of any of his predecessors, in lecturing a judge w! 
happens to give an opinion that does not suit him, it is ver 
for lawyers who want to examine into the merits 
eases to compare Judge Philips’s opinion in the Sant e 
with Judge Humphrey’s in the meat packers’ case, and see 
which one of them is the better lawyer. I do not know. 

I will just remark that while Senators and others sometimes 
ride in private cars of railroad magnates—I have done it 
sometimes ride on free passes—I have done it—we are not to lx 
supposed to be debauched by any little courtesy like that, and 
probably these judges are equally innocent. But as they hold 
such immense power, very much greater than any hold, it 
might be just as well for them to keep themselves, like Cysar’s 
wife, above suspicion, and not run into temptation and things 
like that. I have put this record in the Conaressio RECORD 
with a view of framing an admonishment. My f: 1 on my 
left corrects me by saying, “ Like Czxsar wanted his wife to be.” 
I believe he did divorce her because he had some suis n. I 
correct it very gladly, because I should like to have our judges 
not only upright, but to lead so clean and high a li 1 apart 
from temptation that a suspicion that they are wrong or are 
likely to go wrong will never be indulged in by any ‘ty news- 
paper reporter or editor. [Laughter.] 

Now we get down to something a little more serious. Swing- 
ing on.down the other side of the Mississippi River—I am ru 
ning this thing geographically—I will come to a ca n Texas. 
I have heard a great deal about “ due process of 1a\ nid that 
if we take certain action here it will be a denial of 88 
of law, and that it will render this bill unconstitu 1 if we 
incorporate in it provisions of that character. 

I am getting a little tired of reading, and I 1 ask the 
Secretary to read what is in the shape of a petiti ddressed 
to the two Senators from Texas now in this Cham! 1 to t) 
entire Texas delegation in the House, pleading for ! of a 
grievance in regard to the action of one Judg ( 
circuit judge in Texas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator wi 
all read, or only the part that is marked? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Read it all, from A to Z. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary wil! 1 as re 
questetl. 














retary read as follows: | 
; C. A. CuLBERSON, J. W. BaiLey, THomMas H. BALL, SAM- } 

CoorperR, R. C. De GRAFFENREID, JOHN L. SHEPPARD, C. B. 
DUDLEY G. WooTen, Ropert L. HENRY, S. W. T. LANHAM, | 
eESON, GEORGE F. BuRGeSS, RUDOLPH KLERERG, JAMES L. 
d Joun i. STEPHE> Senators and Members of the 
tepresentatives from Texas in the Congress of the Unite 





respectfully show that they filed 
tember, 1855, 


’ » a 
ipany for dam- | 


levsigned petitioners, 
listrict court of Grayson County, Tex., in Se 
st. Louis, Arkansas and Texas Railway C 
nt of a breach of a contract One of these suits, to wif, 
Batsell, was, 
sae tions were involved in all the cases. On a trial of said 
1 e in said district court a demurrer of the defendant having 
d, the said case was appealed to the appellate court, and 
11. 1895, said cause was reversed and remanded by the 

to the said district court for trial on its merits. Phere 

ded petition was filed in said cause where all your 


lditional parties d 


by consent of parties, made a test case, sink 


ade parties to said cause, and also 
de, including the St. Louis and Southwestern 
e bondholders of said <« mpany; and your I 
yse a lien on certain real estate situated in tl 
on some of the defendants filed an application 
of the United States 


| of said cause to the cirenit « 





. ¢ 
< 









































eastern district of Texas, sitting in the city of Il’a 
S 1 was granted by said district court and an order made | 
d cause to d United States court on the 7th day of Lx 
id ever since that time said cause has been pending in | 
t of the United States. The Hon. D. E. Bryant, one 
f the said circuit ¢ ‘t by virtue of being the judge 
list t, has continuously held himself to be disqualified 
x to make any order therein by reason of his having 
said cause. Your petitioners, through the said C. W 
de repeaied applications to the H« A. I’. McCormick, 
the United States in and for the fifth circuit, of which | 
S s a.part, either that he, the said McCormick, should sit | , 
iid cause or designate some other district judge of the | 
to sit in lieu of said Bryant, as we are informed the | 
e has power to do. But the said Hon. A. P. McC 
io either on the ground, as he states, that he does not 
blic good requires such action on his part. 
show that by reason of said McCormick's action 
“l of an opportunity to be heard in the courts of their 
they verily believe is a just cause, and they are thereby 
tice Your petitioners would be loath to believe, and 
that the said McCormick, in pursuing said course, is 
y other than a sense of duty as he sees it, but your peti 
lly represent that they believe that he is mistaken, and 
public good in a free government requires that every 
ter how humble his condition, should have an oppo. 
rd in the courts of his country, and they believe that 
er Federal or State, should have the power to prevent 
rmed that there are other causes pending in this Siate 
e same condition as their cause, and that the said Mc 
( sued the same course in them 
ir petitioners pray that you, as their representatives, 
1 aS you may deem best to give your petitioners and 
: be in the same condition relief. 
Cc. W. BATSELI R. WALSH. 
W. H. LANKFORD. JoT GUNTER. 
H. L. HA. JOHN SUMMERFIELD. 
J. Ira HALL, ZAUK & KRUEGER. 
L. F. Eby. E. F. HALSELL. 
M. H. ANDREWS. J. W. ODNEAL, 
\. R. ANDREWS. ID. FOWLER. 
rURNER WILSON. A. A. FIELDER. 
Mr LMAN. Mr. President, it will be observed that 
Judge McCormick has absolutely refused for the last six years, 


I t s, and if not, the Senator from Texas will correct 
{ any other judge to hold court for the purpose of 
case. The case was transferred to this court by 
was himself disqualified. There haye been two 
which judges have offered to swap, to change 
t there in order to relieve this condition or varaly- 
sis in the course of justice is involved there, but Mec 
( ‘ reasons known only to himself, will not permit 
tl complainants, which is against two railroads 
oads, to be tried, and he has held it in that condi- 
ears. 
\ t would a judge like that do when a case involving 
ng power over those roads or others in his juris- 
ight before him, and an effort made to get him 
rate and let the Commission go out of business 
80 t decree is concerned, and let the shippers whistle 
101 lement? This is a view I wish Senators to take 
if er. It is whether you propose to keep out of this 
Ls rovision as will stop judicial tyrants from such 
is that—a denial of justice. I do not know why 
een done here in this Texas case. I understand 
her source that a bill passed the House, I think, 
leeping in the Judiciary Committee of the Senate. 
tor from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] can probably 
es fit, what is its exact status. 
SON I did not hear the question of the Sena- 
ik. 
was merely trying to elucidate the situa- 
this petition, which seems to deal with a very 
grievance in regard to Judge McCormick’s 
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} th t the m lo ‘ s were cf ting 
of pre tin th prope i 
£ or 1 I vers that the « yees 0 
e exe i heads spectiv 
f é ir ms made, if 
I 1 1 rike, and pr the « re 4 
{ | Oo I il ali ot 
{ 1 t) irt forthwith (Decem 
l ‘ ers (For i 1, see p 
‘ ) 
] lenki 1 I ions to odify 3 
I kari I i 
N I i { I Fed. I 
f } aid ir 
‘ 4 | o> 384 ( 
I j-~2 f ti ( 
Cireu isti i lar with w 
Wi 3 ] t e Bun T j i 
l t ive feat i \ men 
aT s t7 ly + 
Mr. P2 1 it will be bs 1 tha i 
t th » rece thi 
under 1 I i law i 
ne €C { servants oL t 1 { 
loy f t j everal thi oO 
t tf ti I ( the ure tT I 1e 
i 1 rece luced wages, and then 
nd time, and the men began to combine or 
: 1 : » 4] nth 
tl ng of bread out of the mouths of 
f fearing a general sirike, } 
| «hint etn in) = thraantana; +) 
“dd, Which certainly was threatened, ti 
j ng every employee ir quitting 
? 7 
5 Li tired I tl k I have understood 
’ } 2 ] l } 
7 , . 
1 S I . 
} 4} 
Le it ii 
OL Ui I 
. oe 
n Tol) 
od but J 
) pill j 
rhe S« 
RR. The Senator from South Carolina forgets 
Mr. President, and decent among Senators to 


ny such way when he interrogates m<¢ 
Mr. President 


a ee. 
1 ‘fore. 


TILLMAN. I hope the Senator, before he goes any fur- 





ise he has already said two very mean words, and 
litt 1 blood in me sometimes - 
SPOONEI No more than I] 
[LLMA) N let me disclaim the slightest purpose 
ect | ny bh yr but merely a ing, as 
1 wl 1} ] I coul ay 
7 T ‘ { int to set i 
( l | s the co 
lges in iss 
11 sil l as a 
INER Mr. P i w hi m 
d aly have been, to sul t to interrog 
\ Ve ] hen will the S« n 
n i apologize for having ruded 
YONER. I | » apology from the Senator 
LMAN. Then { wn 
NER. The §& ) 
VII PRESIDE | Chair will state to Sena- 
00? g I Ss itor forgets - 
VIC] ESIDENT. Will the Senator from Wisconsin 
The rules f the Senate forbid Senators 
S wit t first having had recognition 
{ 
LM > SEES sident, who has the floor? 
\ H-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin had 
i i ‘upted by the Senator from South Caro- 
ut the per! 1 OL the sen r or the 1 ognition of 
LL) I , lent ll al n I had th 
’ | 168 1 of » Senator. The Senator 1 n 
the qu 1 d did not address the Chair 
\ I5-P] | , rh . rator irom south ¢ oiina 
inte tion by fl ~ tor from W nsin 
\ I | sul nd quit for the time being. 
j [DENT The Senator from Wisconsin has 


of the Senator from South Carolina. 


R. Ir. President, the Senator from South Caro- 








Vy 


lina accentuates what I regard to be a very great pi 
ness by ordering me in a mandatory way, after I b- 
the Chair, to sit down. 

Mr. TILLMAN, I apologize for that. Does that 

Mr. SPOONER. I always grant it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I simply want to get it clear, and 
contention with the Senator to-day, because he 
was ill. 

Mr. SPOONER. Neither 
nor any other Senator, Mr. 





the Senator from Sout! 
! President, need be in th 
degree complaisant to me. If he wants a controvers) 
he can have it. I think he wants it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have sat down, Mr. President. 
orders, but of my own volition. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I want to repeat 
dressing the Senator from Wisconsin in asking for 
I had no suspicion that he would take it ill, that he 
hurt or in any wise evince temper. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have not. 

ir. TILLMAN. Well, the Senator must have. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
ean not be interrupted except by his consent. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I have not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, if the Senator had 
by the use of a word that he was angry, I would 1 
called on to so quickly try to set him straight. H 
something I did was hardly decent. He used the word “4 
in the negative in connection with my action or u 
other words, intimating, insinuating, or asserting t] 
had done was indecent. Now, if that does not n 
his part—the Senator is the very pink of courtes 
know 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from § 
lina yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Oh, certainly; always. 

Mr. SPOONER. Probably the word “ indecent 


CS 


» 





strong. I rather think it was. I will withdraw t! d and 
substitute for it the word “ rude.” 
Mr. TILLMAN. Well, being a rude man, and : caring 


about it, I take that. 

Now, Myr. President, having stated the facts, or had 
read, and supplementing them by a brief personal I 
simply wanted to offer in connection with this ax ’ 
Jenkins the conclusion of the Judiciary Com: of the 
House in its report which I have quoted, Report 1049, ] : 
third Congress, second session: 

Y 





* committee therefore recommends the adoption 
ion : 

* Resolved, That the action of Judge James G. Jenkin 
order of December 19, 1893, being an order and writ « 
the instance of the receivers of the Northern Pacific Rail: 
directed against the employees of said railroad compan 
forbidding employees of said Northern Pacif g 
from quitting it ‘vice under the limitations therein 
issuing a similar order of December 22, 1893, in effect 


















officers of labor organizations with which said employees y fii I 
from exercising the lawful functions of their oflice and ; ; ; 
an oppressive exercise of the process of his court, an a licial 
power, and a wrongful restraint upon said employees and 

said labor o nizations; that said orders have no sa! l ! 
precedent, we in invasion of the rights of American ci 

t , to the genius and freedom of American institutior 

- 


rving of the condemnation of the Representatives of 


I simply want to repeat, because I should li 
the idea Criven home, if by repetition it can be « 
this power be given to a judge who will ) 


the decencies of his profession and of his p S 
ignore the law and the rights of his fellow-ci 3 l 
attempt, because of the fact of this receivers! ( 
pel several thousand men to remain at work, g them 
in effect slaves? I want to know what a judge lik 1 
do in this case; and we have had several other 


one kind and another, so much so that the party ich t 
belong had as one of its platform planks a d that 
government by injunction in the United States sh » ft 
want to know what a judge like Judge Jenkins \ 
rate made by this railroad commission which we a! 
displeased these railroads. Would he hesitate a! | 188 
his decree ordering the suspension of the rate : il 


that the railroad should run on under its own | Would 
such a decree be a denial of justice if we suspe 
to issue it until after he had heard the case? 


That is all we ask. We want to prohibit and 
preliminary and interlocutory decrees by a j a 
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thing but takes the simple affidavit or complaint of the M’BEE APPOI} ) 
the road who goes to the judge, and the railroad com- | / 
eoes up into the air, and the shipper waits indefi- 


facts leading up to tl] ‘ 1 Jd f 


ry of the State whik 
























J ii ae : il months ago application wa N 
some instances, as at Titusville, I for an oppor- b Sinlte® Mhetes a , let : 
o redress, waits like those people in Texas are wait- lina, f er for the At 
g years, because one of these judicial high priests, ilroad in me 8 t 
ee ‘ _ . 7 } . ‘a s piiec on was I Finel j | t 
mins of the inner temple, who are so sacred in the | Norfolk appoi ; 
‘ e of our legal friends here, because one of this | State. On the 1 day Judge | l to J 
S or other sacred persons must not be interfered with | 12S {he fact that he had no right t 
: , ' . : a the State, made another der again ap n o M 
( ss, although Congress created the office, and under the | jmmediately took cl a Jaa len aacmd- maeie <4 3 
( n, as we understand it, has the right to say, “ You Simonton to vacate Judge Purneli’s ord 
. far and no further.” We want these judges to try ; ver ni ; : 
‘ : so . x ‘ sefore this anpplicatio as heard bv J Sion ay = ™ 
nd hear it all, and then if they decide that the Com- | issned for Me Bee aan “ was neared Ize Si ; 
act is unlawful, or an invasion of the constitutional | before Judge Walter Clark, chief justice of the su; t N 
ue your injunctions, but do not do it until you have | C#tolina, and it was proven that Finch did not o 
es: : of the road and that there was a conspir to throw the 
Case, ea a se - | the hands of a receiver The defendants ere ft ‘ ‘ | 
now to a different class of judicial tyranny; in other | to court to answer the charge of conspiracy, which a felony in } 1 
railroad judge. Your railroad judge seems just as | ©2?ollna. 
if holding the scales evenly and deciding a cause on _ a , IARGES RECEIV! 
Ses . o : ‘ ’ : a s en Judge Simonton |! rd the appl it 1 to d 
erits as though he had but one side to his head and | ceiver, the receiver was promptly discharged and the railroad 


only toward the railroad interests. to its owners, the State of North Carolina nd | 











rather a long recital, but it is pertinent and interest- ar ge highly indignant ind d t } i ’ 
" » next case I am informed by a most reliable gen- | 76.0"° ee aa ee ene, eee ag aan { 

1 I am not altogether willing to give his name, al- | receivership. Such wa ( 5 

has not asked me not to do it, for the simple reason | 2@0ther application was nb Purne 


for this road. This applic 

















































































this Jeffreys, this judicial tyrant, as I call him, | was made a party thereto. ver. was gh 
hesitate to rule him for contempt, but I ask permis- | when this application would be heard Judge Purn 1d 
the Secretary read the famous contempt case of | Sa@e was heard the state was represt i A bond 
Daniels, of the Raleigh News and Observer, in the or oom i saan ontactes “ee nee 8 PREICABE tO 
ie receivership of a railroad in North Carolina, in | hands of the State, was t eae ed by 1 Neate rei J 
road was put under receivership by Judge Purnell, a a. Judge rnell, ho ever, appointed T. D. M i \ 
liter was east into prison because he refused to pay aioe’ Manel Phe . ai Miche me Bin Ble ; 
<2. 000 for having exercised his right in the editorial ‘igh News and Observer, 1 h i e of the leadi a 
ymmment on it. papers in North Carolina, of which J¢ i 
PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary | PERS ,.p2 jas acl a . 
requested. much so that it ar e P ie ‘ MI 
. tary read as follows: issued an order on D apy efore him Tuesd M 
? 10 o'clock and show cause why he should not be at i f 
MPT CASE HAS BEEN FINALLY ENDED—EDITOR JosEPiius | Of court in writing and publishing the edit ils J ‘ 
fF NORTH CAROLINA, HAS BEEN RELEASED FROM CUSTODY complained of. The following are the editorials of § iv, M y 
EN EDITOR BY JUDGE* PRITCHARD—-GRAPIIIC REVIEW OF | Which aroused the judge and which he filed 
ASE WHICH GREW OUT OF FEDERAL ATTHMPT TO PLACE | THE EDITORIAL WHICH GAVE OF! k IE LA 
AND NORTH CAROLINA ROAD IN RECEIVER’S HANDS. TIC AND NORT 4 AD : \ 
RALBIGH, N. C., June 4, 190}. The fourth act o t nd North ¢ | 
Constitution this morning, the famous contempt case ership play took pl: I‘ederal court buil ‘ 
North Carolina for the past week and which grew out day afternoon, when Judge Purne ippointed T. Db. M 
criticism of Federal Judge Purnell appearing in the _ The first act took place in Norfolk, when J l 
ind Observer, was ended yesterday by Judge Pritchard V. E. McBe receiver upon the application of Fir 
proceedings and ordering Editor Josephus Daniels re share of stock in the road 
ther custody. Che second act took place in the Federal court 
s had severely criticised, in his paper of Sunday, | When Judge Purnell, finding that his order in Ni . 
M tion of Judge Purnell in appointing receivers for the | Cause made outside of the jurisdiction of his 
North Carolina Railroad, of which the State of North | 4nd made the order over ag 
et irths owner. Mr. Daniels, who is one of the most The third act was pulled off h t 8 scene 
of the State and was for a number of years the | When, after the conspiracy proceedings, 
mit er of the national Democratic executive commit nant,” the receivership was vacated, the story of the McB« 
$2,000 by Judge Purnell for contempt, and on refusal | 0 ‘bunco”’ having been exposed 
nt was placed in custody. I fourth act in the same yj} di l e Fed 
t of receivers for the Atlantic and North Carolina | bu ng yesterday afternoon It was at one 
iled by Chief Justice Fuller, of the United States | Was determined to appoint a receiver, ] t 
s and Judge Pritchard, the new judge of the fourth | to talk a little he ide the appointment 
iown from Washington to hear the ease. Mr. Meares, who was named as receiver, is the mat ho w 
the Federal court room was filled to overflowing with | McBee, who was fi ipp l elve Fi 
e deeply interested in the outcome of the habeas | own his stock, was n : \ Ss ve set 
lings The prisoner, Mr. Daniels, in custody of the ment was but the fir ip of what w N 
mpanied by his attorneys and friends, filed into the | McBee and Meares are so close togeth« t | 
in a few moments Judge Pritchard opened court. | Tweedledee the other would appropriately be 
read the writ of habeas corpus and his return It is to be hoped that those newspape! " 
unced to the court that in accordance with the said | Which have been clamoring for Federal judg ver nt of N 
Josephus Daniels was before the court. District | lina affairs are satisfied They seem to ve t 
Skinner, at the suggestion of Judge Pritchard, repre the State of North Carolina owns two-thirds of the st 1 the At 
Purnell in the hearing. and North Carolir oad nd that und t i 
\W. Winston, representing Mr. Daniels, made a clear, log ternal improvement tl ver! i 
nd feeling speech, in presenting the reasons why the | with the man ft pe W ! 
be discharged. He reviewed the statute under which | or otherwise y are responsibie to the people 
d and the decision of the court on same. and are, and not to any Federal judge The Fede 
utmost clearness that Judge Purnell had no jurisdic intervene. There is not an instance of receivers! f | 
‘re was no legal reason why the rule should have | in this State that has not resulted disastrously. Can we 
rved. other result in this instance? 
ey Skinner. in answer to Judge Pritchard, stated As evidence that Cuyler did not bring |! suit to protect | $371 
| had made an order authorizing the prisoner to | stock (if, indeed, he has any stock at : the § ffered 
discharged upon his perfecting the appeal and giving | a bond, in any sum, to guarantee him against los in t st 
statement was made, Judge Pritchard asked if this | a receiver will not be appointed for propert f i 
efore or after the writ of habeas corpus was granted | give bond to save a minority stockholder ¢ editor f 
ritchard). He was informed that the order was made | loss by reason of continuing in charge. The Feder: 
after the writ of habeas corpus had been granted. | matters relating to receiverships, in this follow th es 
en stated that, in his judgment, the rule and order | courts. 
urnell were not warranted by the law, that the pris- No stockholder up to this hour has ever comp! i to the . 
( | to be discharged, and directed the clerk to enter an | internal improvements of any wrot l ctior ( 5 
( ! him. every act criticised. Does he own can | 
der was made the marshal found it impossible to keep | which this suit is predicated? No beliey 
rt room. ‘The intense strain under which people had | for the correction of any evils, bi 
since the arrest and imprisonment of Mr. Daniels | disclosed. 
pleasure and satisfaction were observed on every face. Judge Purnell graciously stated that a meeting st ers 
ends crowded around Mr. Daniels to shake his hand | to agree upon a lease would not be consid { f 
ate him on the fact that he had been vindicated in | his court, provided the lease they mig ‘ % ve ! a 
: for the freedom of the press in North Carolina. to him! The day will never come n sp : asked 
ce Pritchard's first case after he was sworn in as cir- | by State officials as to how they s! m ft y i i 
and his fair and impartial action in discharging and | them by the legislature. There is 1 ce t t f N ( 
who was unjustly imprisoned has made a deep im- | lina who would ever give the govt rv of this ¢ nwealth i 





I e people of North Carolina. i humiliated it by submitting a lease to any Fed t Some thir 3 
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| 1 %« € ( ily W 
i ( rul ' 
0 long tor any sort that w not 
¥ i ] news ) Was an t 
Mear McPe ¥ ‘ 3 
‘ ( 1 Rai ad I al e was | i 
in t red 1 ¢o rena l 
eek t id North ¢ 1 gladiator The art 
- 
‘ in tri ra < € He } l 
S i at t I t g 1 
ea l 1 ¢ s 
ment, ¥y the utr t 1 
s : st at s h sn 
/ l s ld hear their sid f 
I ivings rf) ver od 
I gs argume hen, wit in 
exed look on face, ¥ *h 
Finall the last IWVel 
1 tl ) { i nd s i 
o » a e Jud t » time 
; J Ll « e so n ve xed me 
/ not ! ige oH 1d was made up 
. i e yinted a ceiver 
( R 1 Co vy, at lea ‘ 
t 2 ich he l 
il ster » | r th ‘ 
; l 
1 I D of W I 1, Is i 
: t a 3 
: r ing a ‘ ( 
1 as ro e 
¢ Vy ¢ br ) 
\ it, the re V 
e yesterday . eI 
i, private stockholders, rep by Judg 
ie 1 } t with the defendant railroad the 
; k I a ti nce of this hearing in order that the 





stocl] 


holders might meet and vote to 


lease the road. Jndve 
will now use every endeavor to bring 


about a stockholders 










































soon as possible. . 
Counsel for the Atlantic and North Carolina appealed the 
United States circuit court of appeals at once. The hearin 
was over a little after 5 o'clock, and before 7 the appeal 
given, the citation by ie other side completed, and the : 
appeal set for June 28 at Richmond. That is said to be t 
appeal completed on record. 
DANIELS FINED $2,000 FoR CONTEMPT. 

e contempt order was served on Mr. Daniels on Monday, 

mornil in company w his attorneys, he appeared 
l ll a asked for time in which to prepare an answe: 
to show cause why he should not attached for cont 
Purnell declined to give time, but finally consented to p 
fendant long enough time for the stenographer to finish 
\ h was being typewritten at that time. Mr. Daniels fi 
in which he admitted the publication complained of, but d 
was libelous, and said that, as editor of the News and Obse 
ceived it to be his duty to freely and fearlessly discuss all 
public nature which concerned the people of the State of 
lina; that the said articles were conceived, prepared, and 
him in order that the people of the State might be informed 
a matter in which they were vitally interested. He deni 
publication was in the presence of the court, or that the co 
diction to try and punish him for contempt in making said 
The jud in an angry manner, announced that “ the defe 
judged guilty of contempt of this court, and it is a sentence 
that the defendant pay a fine of $2,000 and stand committe ’ 
fine and costs be paid.” 

Judge Winston, representing Mr. Daniels, asked the 

hear Judge Winston or to look at his authorities, and decli: : 
defendant had the right to appeal. The court peremptorily 1 to 
hear Judge Winston or to look at his authorities, and decli: t . 





an appeal or to fix a bond, and committed Daniels to the custody of 
the marshal until the fine and costs were paid. 
FRIENDS RUSH TO PAY PINE. 
No sooner had the notice of a fine of $2,000 fallen from t! 


© lins of 





Judge Purnell than there was a rush of men who fought 

through the dense crowd to be the first to contribute tow: 

ment of the fine. In a moment men were thrusting big handfuls of 

bills and checks into Doctor Danie!ls’s lap. For several minu e was 

bu declining these well-meant and comforting offers of assist . It 
the crowd's substantial, impulsive method of expressing t tion 

that became general on the streets that the fine was one 


lm] 


osed for the courageous performance of conscientious duty. 
As soon as sentence was announced, Editor Daniels stated that he 
would not pay a cent. ‘I will rot in jail first,” he said, and 5 
determination he was applauded by his friends. He was at o taken 
into custody by the United States marshal and was held in custody in 
room 28 at the Yarborough House, Steps were taken at once to secure 
a writ of habeas corpus. 

Editor Daniels stated in his editorial published next morning, writt 














n 
while in the custody of the United States marshal: “I haved g 
to justify the order of the judge under the Constitution and 3 
country. I have written freely, fearlessly, and plainly in cx fa 
wonderful act of a Federal judge. If I had written a a 
would have lost my self-respect, been untrue to my convi l 
unworthy of the position I hold. An editor owes a duty to 

He has no higher duty than to criticise, ‘ unawed by influen 1 
bribed by gain,’ the unwise, arbitrary, or injurious publi of 
public officials. If he fails to criticise such action as that ige 
Purnell on last Saturday, he is not worthy to belong to a fession 
honored by Seaton Gales, Hale, Engiehard, Saunders, Josiah 7 i 
other men who have made the annals of North Carolina jourt @ 
brightest page of North Carolina. My criticism of Judge P was 
true, it was moderate, it was as plain as language could ma B 
fore I would retract a solitary sentence of that editorial or abuse myself 





I would rot in a dark dungeon all my days. If editors must in 
dust before Federal judges and make obeisance to them and | t them 
to become censors, it must be so declared by the Supreme ‘ f the 
ited States. Until that tribunal makes that decision I e 
<ercise my right and duty to freely criticise the public a I Ly 

































» people in every part of the State were aroused by tl! 1 
imprisonment of Daniels as they have not been since 
reconstruction, and there is generally held the opinion tl 
nell made a very serious mistake in attaching Mr. Daniels f 
Letters and telegrams and offers of assistance, financial or y 
came to Mr. Daniels from every section of the State. 

UNITED STATES SUPREME COURT INTERFERES. 
xt mort after Mr. Daniels had been placed ’ 

Justice Fuller, of the United States Supreme Court, 

vacating Judge FPurnell’s order appointing Mears and 
ceivers of the Atlantic and North Carolina Railroad, and o @ 
bond, the property was taken possession of by the State. 1 3 
it first refused to surrender the property, and Governor Ay i 
the officials of the railroad company to take possession ; e 
power of the State would be used, if necessary, to put the C 
and the officers of the railroad in possession of the Atlant \ 
Carolina Railroad property. On this sort of an intin 'e 
ceiver retired, and the Atlantic and North Carolina Raili y 
is now in the hands of its owners. ; 

Attorneys of Mr. Daniels applied to Judge Pritchard, \ : 
been sworn in as United States circuit court judge, for a V s 
corpus, which was issued by Judge Pritchard and set fol vl 
Raleigh at 3 o’clock Friday, June 3. 

After this writ of habeas corpus was granted by Jud rd 
Judge Purnell made an order in which he said that he we ! 
Daniels an appeal, which right had been denied when |! 
the court and his attorneys asked for the “fit of ar 
writ of habeas corpus was heard before Jt -ritcha 
Friday afternoon and the prisoner released e Co \ 
lanta, Ga., Sunday, June 5, 1904.) 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I wish to have r : 
editorial from The State, of Columbia, S. C., and I do am 


it does the fullest possible justice, and not only that 
1] 


in the most complimentary way of our former colle 
| C. Pritchard, who was once a Senator here from the 

















a, and is now a United States circuit judge in that 














\ 
the more gratified because of his action in this 
. pws that he is an ornament to the bench. 
PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 
| read as requested. 
read as follows: 
THE RIGHTS OF THE PRESS. 
Y ng the importance of the decision of Judge 
in ase of Kd r Josephus Dan S 
. f e edit I 1] i di a f ( temy 
rv i ° ised y v f ¢ m ti 
1d that opinion justifies t als ° the ox 
s : e iton It is a i e yet 
t t estior . l ve 1 
( i 1d i¢ acts ft eo « nas ee! 
{ eis familiar. The R N S ar 
i 1 l ell for is n y 
> A ntic and North Carolina Railroad 
l . | had Editor Daniels arrested and 
t of court, sentencing him to pay a fine § 0, 
i t yma writ of habeas co! is the editor went 
e Prit d, an Daniels d not only 
' e ds m of the i t of the press to 
the he on the I ol hat not. 
s of t pinion jf ed in this paper yesterday, the 
( V k every reader's attention 3 declaration 
etimes engage in uny ted criticisms of 
denied. In s e in y constru 
license t tl gaze in a whole 
I but tho stances are rare and do not wal! 
from the well-settled principles of the law de 
nd construed by the courts. If judges charged with 
‘ the law are not to be criticised on account of 
t the liberty of the press is abridged and the rights 


ed. 
d went further than that. 


He had already quoted 








w that “mere libels on a judge, as a man and an 
1 newspaper, are not contempts;” that a judge 
ense for personal criticism in the same way as any 
or any other private citizen; that while the office 
the court as a court, yet the judge as a judge and as 
expect to be shielded from criticism by the fact that 
Having gone to the law books to show that this has 
ver the question has come up, and having enun 

f liberty of speech as it may affect the bench, as 


+} 
t 


hat 
the law 


tchard went to elaborate 
officials, laying down not only 
ials to pursue as well. He said 
tizens should entertain due respect for the courts of 
low that editors and public speakers are to 
criticism of the acts of any tribunal. Such 
ted by public officials in order that the 


on 


doctrine and 


re Pri 
Lic but the 








people 







! nd what is being done by those who are acting as 
ally settled in the right way, and the fact 

{ e is di in a large measure to the free and un- 
on by the press of the country. The courts are 

the purpose of protecting the rights and liberties of 
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d the enactment of any Ww ich gives a judge the 
the free and unrestrained discussion of questions 
‘fore the court for adjudication would in many in- 

ry object for which the courts were established.” 
ind it is sound litical principle In the Daniels 
ress was seriously and unreasonably threatened, 
have such clear, unequivocal declaration of 
rnals as Judy ritchard has given. The News 
er directly interes , does not exaggerate when it 
ff Judge Pritchard will be quoted in every State of 
printed in the publications of all editorial associa 
egarded as the most nota cision affecting the 
endered in more than half a century. No one 

‘ sion so essential to the freedom of the press and 

will lessen the respect of the people for the courts. 

eir respect a hundredfold. Every editor knows that 

erved criticism of judicial officers his paper will 

ess The decision will have the effect of adding 

judiciary, when men of learning and fitness are 

it teach that the press has a right, which 

ns marily take from it freely and plainly 
‘ duct demands criticism It effectually en 

l sures to the people a free press—the only 

ect it retat n of the decision’s effect 

s careful not to abuse his privileges and 

ent ~ age and cor ti S editors ar 

t s idves Phe as a rule i 

of the law, quick to dé 1d ect for 

he le zealous of its rights, wh e th 








. President, as I said a moment ago, I 
e in having that editorial inserted, because it 
o, and also speaks in the most compli- 
Senator Pri rd, who is now United 

that circuit. 
i. I could recite a story of some judicial 
State, that in outrage and tyranny, and 


that is indecent, surpass anything that I will 


to-day ; but the judge is dead, and therefore 
‘e to say about it. He has settled his accoun 


of 


some judicial transactions in Georgia, and 
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» Which, if I had the time to get the facts, would | to have that faith, confide 
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be very interesting reading, as s \ 
and criminality of these judges, \ oO 
ity for life, exemplify th yph ( 
reach out and sneak over the 
| and there a little, like ef 
|}exact words; I am g re 
| cover it all, le lig eS es 
I come now to Flori : 
in this cat cue a ti 1 of 
ise ‘ med by the ru S 
BAIL in s l ya M 
are st ed thus 
fa ft } 
g 1 uy 
N e | 
pert 1 
alu 
a 
$ on this man’s athd 
restrained om i y 1 al 
of | 1 to enf é I e wit 
The legislature changed the rate for 
cents to 3 cents per mile, and in this 
Pardee the transaction just as I ve 
that, too, in the face of this statute, 


from section 720 of the Revised Statutes 


Sec. 720. The writ of injunction s I 
the United States to stay proceedings ir 
cases where such injunction may be a 14 
proceedings in bankruptcy 


But what does one of these railroad jud: 


them, for statutes? The Senate 
rein in dealing with railroads, or with 
fusal to impeach one of them, it does 
tions may be proved, what vill: 

brought here and ind 
This high court, which should 


care 


uny, il 


sworn to 


rel 
protect 


judges, from partisanship or some cause 
say, because I was not here at the tria 
country any protection, and the judge w 
solute immunity, told to go on his wa 
and obey the railroads that own him apy 
The country looks on, and when we tr 
that a railroad rate fixed by this high C 
ting high salaries, so as to command the | 





to determine what is a just and 
letting that rate hold good and go 
creatures must be left free to do the 
decrees of injunction on any kind of 
This man Pardee it to be impea 
was in the laws of the country. 

law and the Constitution, yet, in dire 
ders the authorities of the State of | 
fering with this railroad and ¢ 


ougi 





njoins 


der 


But what if the people of Florida tl 


Congress 


tives in were to bring |! 
imagines that there would be e! 











I gine that when the votes o 
not these judges shall be limited } 
could get a pretty fair idea of how 
any il peachment procet lings ag ist 
if a Senator will not limit th ‘ 
conditions which would obt \ 
voting rovisi in this 
tion, he cert: y would t vote t 
we proved him directly viol ig h 
the rights of the people and of a State 
I come now to the last and in some 


lot. It is so fresh in the minds « : 
it worth while to read it. It is 

Florida who acted in such an 
with the lawyers and the 
and rights of the people there th: 


interest 


impeached him, but the Senate ce 
Of course I must consider that 
sciences dictated, and therefors 


} 
fi 


about it. But when the people a1 
of these judicial officers who | 
protection under the Constitu 

not work, how can S 


ltors e) 
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| him a question: What does the Senator propose to « 





} another when it comes to valuing the property in reg: 
| stitutional rights. 





upon it finally, in what way does the Senator propose | 
final injunction the people can be protected from t), 
rupt” and “dissolute” and “ unworthy” judges? 
Mr. TILLMAN. By decree of the Supreme Court 
the judge to try the case according to the constitution 
ments, but I do not want him to half try it, or to | 
try it, and take advantage of the opportunity offer 
lying complaint, like that of this railroad official in F) 
goes in and swears to one thing when it comes to th 
the property for taxation and turns right around and 


I do not want that sort of thing 
mitted by the Senate. The Supreme Court may 
provision unconstitutional, but let us give the court 
I want to give the people the benefit of the doubt. 

In regard to fixing rates by the Commission, let t] 
into effect; let the appeal of the railroad company 
court; let the court try it, not issue any preliminary 
try it all, and send it up to the Supreme Court. 1 
contention, 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I y 
the time of final decree by the circuit court and the 
the Supreme Court? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Do nothing except let the decree 
cuit court stand. If it is by injunction, let the inju 
but rush the case to the Supreme Court in the most 
way possible and get the decision of that tribunal, 
matter will be settled once for all, either by revers 
cuit court or by indorsing its action. 

Mr. BACON. I understand, then, that the Senat lor 
propose to interfere in any manner with the operation of | 
injunction, when that shall be ordered by the ci: 
between its issuance and the time it goes to the Sup 
Court? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want a full hearing before the circuit cou 
grants the injunction. 

Mr. BACON. I understand, but I repeat the question. |] 
understand the Senator does not desire to suspend in any y 
the operation of that injunction after the final decree by tly 
circuit court and between that time and the final « n 
the Supreme Court? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Of course not. 

Mr. BACON. Of course not. I simply wanted to know 

Mr. TILLMAN. No amendment like that has | offered 
by anybody here. 

Mr. BACON. I understand, but I wanted to eall the Senator's 
attention to the fact. 


Then, as I understand, the objection of the Senator is not so 
much to the character of the judges, to their “ uny v 
| and to their “ disposition to do wrong,” as it is to the f ait 
| they might hear it and make an interlocutory decree without 


wl \ all know ought to obtain and which we should like 
t unto them‘ 
j J k permission, without reading, to insert in 
t f in relati to the Swayne case, sent to me 
| ve LAM of the Florida delegation. 
I 5 C-ESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
( ‘ x from South Carolina? 
\} INER I ask that the paper may be read. 
! i-PRESIDEN'T \t the request of the Senator from 
\\ will be read by the Secretary. 
rh tary read as follow 
SWAYNS CASE. 
In 1 la ¢ d Peninsular Railroad, in the State 
] » ¢ n th collection of $96,000 of back | 
x f road, which had been levied upon | 
Florida The litigation lasted for quite a 
ul I s court of Florida finally settled every 
1 1 ir iti ion in favor of the claim of the 
t rt se ¥ irried to the Supreme Court of 
1 the road ympany. 
att ey as the Hion. Wayne MacVeagh argued | 
| v on behalf of the lroat ci 
( f tt [ States decided all Federal qu ns | 
} npany 1d affirmed the judgment of 
Florida 
1 t ceeding between the State 
l 1 ipany for t collection of a debt, viz, 
t d n of the two yurt was the hi st 
i y of the railroad company 
t th of these court decisions, Judge C les 
l ri 1 for the ‘rn district of 
I it st f Florida, through it nptroller, from 
\ y of this railroad company and collect 
I n » issued against the comptroller was issued 
no to him and without requiring any bond from 
y re issuing it The injunction was issued on 
( il ‘rust Company of New York, which held the | 
ri 1 nv 
1o0f J e Swayne was “ government by injunction,” 
ve d siderable complaint in late year 1 
f Cen rrust Company was purely a dilatory pro 
I tive proceeding to hold the State off from 
t! ter, to save to the railroad company the in 
N i no! ent of the amount due 
f Florid y its atto eneral, submitted a demurrer 
1 I ( : ipany, and also interposed a 
‘ djudi tti sions of the courts in favor | 
it of Florid l nd pleas were argued before 
J 1, who is no m rt. 
‘ ' ver! i ‘ er 
f d, but be > ever went a hearing the 
t neys, who id no « fidence in their case, paid the full 
6,000 to the St of Florida. The railroad company, | 
inju tion, had btained two years’ delay and 
t $10,000 in interest saved. 
d attorney on behalf of their railroad client, paid th 
St: not they doubted Judge Swayne’s decision 
t f th must have felt that such de 
| tly 1 wed in the Supreme Court of the ( 
Dp eeding of delay and obstruction wo be 
f yuurt, and that Judge Swayne might 
ye re e from that tribunal. When all 
pos e had been obtained, then, of course, pay 
‘ I da were entitled to about $50,000 of these 
s t counties issued bonds before the civil war 
1 of a por d the lines of this railroad. 
1 to th hool funds of the counties, and a 
nterest on the very bonds issued by the coun 
‘ this railroad. 
e at all for Judge Swayne’s action in this matter. 
if know willful rongdoing. I should have 
t this matter in the charges laid against him in the 
é ives for his impeachment but that I knew he and 
v ] ll back at once for justification upon “error of 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have nothing more to say. 
m rry to have trespassed upon the patience of the Senate 
t long recital of facts, but I thought it a good thing to 
. There is need of some physic somewhere, and if the Senate 
ide to understand that these’ judges ought not to be 
to roam up and down the land and lend themselves to any 
i every dirty transaction that a railroad wants done, and 
ery effort to relieve the country, to relieve the people, 


s all I hope for; and if I can get anything 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from South Carolina permit 

e to ask him a question before he takes his seat? 
r. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator from South Carolina, I presume, 

nows the fact that in the equity practice of the United States 

ere is no jury; in other words, the final decree is made by the 

Che point to which I wish to direct the Senator’s atten- 

is the fact that the judge who would pass upon the ques- 

of an interlocutory decree is the same judge who would 

lly pass upon the question whether or not there shall be a 

t injunction. The question I want to submit to the 

se t this: If among these judges, taken as a whole—not 

f but if there are among them generally so many ob- 


1e 
i 


practices and characteristics, as they have to pass 





having sufficiently investigated the case. 


Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from South Car 
me? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from § 


Carolina yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to suggest to him that if a} 
injunction is issued by the judge, then the trial of th 
be postponed in the pleasure of the judge, and thus y 
three years before it reaches the Supreme Court of | “il 
States. But if no such order can be issued until final 
then the trial is direct and prompt. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Texas a e to 
ask him a question? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from ' s yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? { 

Mr. BAILEY. I yield, with the permission of (he Senator 
from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. I yield the floor ee 
lawyers. I have got you started again. ; 

Mr. SPOONER. Is there not an appeal from of 


the circuit court of the United States granting or sing a 
preliminary injunction? z 
Mr. BAILEY. There is not in the absence of a d itute, 








Mr. SPOONER. Is there not a direct statute pro rity 

Mr. BAILEY. Iam not sure, and I would not sa ut an 
examination that there is a direct statute which er 
this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think the Senator will find 

Mr. BAILEY. I would not be willing to say [P that 
the statute as it stands to-day covers this case. — 


Mr. SPOONER. 
weeks. 


I think we passed one within 











\ILEY. 
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NER. 


fy 





+4 


QO} 


ft 
si 
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Wisconsin tell us if that bill has also passed the 


resentatives ¢ 
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Will the | 


If we have passed an act within the last four 


ay it had escaped my attention. 


It passed the House first, did it not? I ask 


n Georgl 


. It passed the House, and then y 
ith an 
the House. 
simply an amendatory act as to one 
meral law which gives an appeal from an inter- 


of 


ss there is a statute which allows an 
taken from an interlocutory decree. 


But the proposition here is not to appeal from 
rt to the circuit court of appeals, and that is why 


ssion now is that the general law would not 


It 


} a 
] 
I 
aah 
NER. 


n constr 


t 


t 


es 





as passed by 
immaterial amendment, a matter of form, 
But I will say to the Senator 
feature of 


he circuit court of the United States to the 


Is has been upon the statute book some six | 


My own impression is that there would be no 


rlocutory decree in this ca The Senator 
Is his dissent from that. He will note I 
” I venture to go no further than 


ssion is 


But the Senator from Wisconsin and I will 





appeal, no 
The Senator 


l agree to that? 
Certainly. But as I understand the law to 


for I do not know how many years—the 
said six or seven 
It is the act of 1891, creating the circuit 
lich allows an appeal from the appointment 
nting of any temporary restraining order 
it courts or district courts. 








is evident that the general law did not reach 
se the statement here is that within four 
been called upon to amend the law ina 


The amendment was proposed because as 
ued, as I understand, there had been an 


because in the pleadings they raised constitu- 
and took the cases to the Supreme Court. 
Will the Senator from Texas allow me to 


Ns 


RESIDENT. 
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Does the Senator from Texas 


ir from Minnesota? 


YY. am always glad to hear a fact. 

ON. The bill to which the Senator from Georgia 
from Wisconsin refers has passed and become 
more than a week ago. I have seen it in 

ite. Under that statute appeals will lie to the 
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} 

Vi 
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t of 


ppeals from a temporary or preliminary 


But the proposition here is not to go to the 
peals from the circuit court that tries the | 


al} 
1 here, as I understand, will go direct to the 
Whatever else may be the | 


the United States. 


tion of the Senate, I sincerely hope the appeal 
d direct from the court that tries the case to 
urt of the United States. 


IR. 


That is easy. 
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| which is free from any suspi 


tor has had no occasion to hay 
hat subject, 


| me 
| Constitution so 


under 


on 
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provides, 


be use 


that 


the control of Congress. 
tor alludes, speaking of the bill 


cree direct to the Supreme Cor 
constitutional competency of C 
no less within the constitution 
provide for an appeal direct to tl 
States from any order granting 
giving it preference in the Supre! 
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IS entire 


case there would be no dire 


restraining order, but there would be fro 


on the question. 


Mr. BAILEY. 


and again say it is my impression. 
But the purpose for which I rose 
that it is deemed important to deny 
and I use that adjective to describe 
office ; ; 
| ferior one—the power to grant a preliminar 
recognize that 


we 
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understanding. 
was ‘ 


I will not say a corrupt 


final injunction. 


ors 
Sia 


I know that is easy, and that is what I have | 


amendment which I had the honor to offer. 


there is in the Senate a general concurrence 
» only one appeal allowed, and that shall be 


I 


n a moment. 


ne Court of the United States. 
Mr. President- 
Then, if that is true, I reiter- 


n that the general law would not cover an ap- 
eu 


iol 


ourt of the United States would not, 
tion in that case, because it w 


i 


. 


it court which had granted an interlocutory 
i, to the Supreme Court of the United States, 


ould have no ap- 
at last over the decision of the circuit court 


Therefore it seems to me 
1 


ippeal to go from the circuit court that tried 
. . . | 

ourt of appeals or else, passing the circuit | 
an 


> 
a 


PRESIDENT. 


d allowing the appeal direct to the Supreme 


ted States, we must make some provision—— 


Of course the Senator from Texas—— 
Does the Senator from Texas 


tor from Wisconsin? 


hat 


I 


f the Senator will pardon me for a moment, | 
he assents to my proposition that there can | 


‘rom a preliminary injunction order unless the 
lly allows it. 
DR. 


We agree on that, I believe? 
Of course we agree to that, and the Sena- 








that either we | 


in my judg- | 


| 


at iast he 
If he sought to : 
nt a temporary injunctic 
in his court, from month to 
cause the granting of a continuance 1 
discretion of the court, and for one 
continue the case from term to 
might elapse before the case would | 

Now, if this judge is denied the 
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mon 
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he cou 
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ately interested in a prompt an 
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partiality we may suspect, our | 


Ls 


deciding it at all until he de 


gives a prompt appeal to another 
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from Georgia, who asked me 


light on one point. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. BACON. 
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observed the Senator from Pennsylvani 
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Mr. TILLMAN. 
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63 M } 3, 
! ippose the Commission's order is attacked in court by - seeking the stay that he shall pay into court the ¢ 
t! ‘ier | ceeds from freight shipped over and above the amount cif, > 
SACON. Very well in the rate of the Commission. In other words, if t}, ‘ 
‘ir. TILLMAN. Then the judge grants a preliminary sus- | the Commission, for illustration, permitted $1 and the e} 
} ion order or injunetion, and the Senator pointed out, I be- | rate was $2 and he sought to have the rate of the Co ‘= 
lieve, that this act which I hold in my hand gives the right of | arrested, before such order could go into effect there st} 
| | from that to the circuit court ef appeals. j another order which will require him to pay that additi ye 
Mr. BACON. No; not in this bill, but the general law. lar into court, not only on that day, but on each sucee * dae 
Mr. TILLMAN. The new act to which allusion has been | and also the machinery is specified for a return by thx ar 
ade, to the court giving in detail the statement of all shipme : thus 
Mr. BACON. Go on. | made affected by that rate and the names of the shi 3 a 
Mr. TILLMAN. What becomes of the rate? Does the rate} that upon the conclusion of the case the court ean distri), 
¢o on while this appeal is going on to the Supreme Court; and | this money, if the carrier’s complaint is overruled, to + eople 
then the rate is suspended by a preliminary injunction, and | from whom the money had been improperly collected, anq ;; 
t] i] to the circuit court or to the Supreme Court, either, | on the contrary, the carrier’s complaint shall be held to he yxjiq 
son a technicality, will the Supreme Court determine the whole | the money may be returned to him, that that may not taken 
se or will it merely determine the point before it and send it | from him to which he is justly entitled. = 
back for further action below, thereby playing battledore and I can not go into that now, Mr. President. Possibly when 
shuttlecock, and thereby doing nothing to relieve the shipper? | come to discuss amendments I will go into it a little n full 
rh is what I am trying to get at. but I state it merely for the purpose of showing that there 
Mr. BACON. Is that the Senator’s question? not a monopoly of a desire to protect the interests of iho py} 
Mr. TILLMAN. That is the question. I have made it clear, | in this regard; that there is not a monopoly in this desire ayq 
or I hope I have purpose enjoyed by those who seek to accomplish tl; iets 
BACON. The Senator always does. by a denial to the courts of the right to use the process of j) 
1¢ suggestion of an appeal to the circuit court was not made | junction. 
by myself, but by the Senator from Wisconsin. Under the The Senate will mark the fact, Mr. President, that y , 
ent law, if there were an appeal given, it would go to the | else may be said about that proposition, there can be no doy 
irt of the United States, unless the matter involved | about one result from it, that is that the carrier haying jo 
iiional question, when upon final decree it would go} this amount of money into court of the daily proceeds of )j 
direct to the Supreme Court and not go to the court of appeals | business over and above the Commission rate, he will be as 
1 do not think, however, that the question of the learned | extremely anxious as he could be made by any other process 
S tor from South Carolina is very practical in its nature, | to expedite the proceeding in the courts. There weuld be no pos. 
from the fact that, as has been suggested by another Senator, | sible inducement to him to delay; on the contrary, there would 
the g | consensus of opinion in the Senate, so far as I have | be every possible inducement to him to expedite. 
» learn it, is in favor of an appeal direct from the | Having said that much, Mr. President, I desire to say further 
1 ourt to the Supreme Court. I know of no one who] in regard to the proceedings in the courts that the rales j 
{ rs easure which will give an appeal in a case of this | equity are, under our law, made by the judges of the Supr 
1 fi the circu court to the circuit court of appeals. Court. The rules in equity in the United States courts 
M1 s, so far as I know, a determination on the part of the | tremely simple and extremely efficacious. It is possi! or a 
Sen that there shall be only one appeal. There is one | case to come to trial in three months after the first rule day 
nt pending—possibly there are more—providing for a | Of course it is unusual that that should occur, |! ise th 
d ppeal in these cases from the circuit court to the | taking of testimony and other matters in the trial of a eas 
e Court. I myself would certainly favor that provision | will frequently delay it beyond that time. But it is perfec 
( I think it would be a very great mistake to do other- | competent for the Supreme Court to make special rules 
i to have an appeal from the circuit court to the cir- | trial of cases of this class; and I think it would he 1 
1 neals. wiser plan to require by some provision in this bill that 
s to t would be the effect of an appeal, is the Sen- | Supreme Court shall make rules which will expedite 
of an a il from the final decree or an inter- | of the case in the circuit court rather than to atte: 
/ dec , | complish this end by other means, 
ILLMAN There comes my trouble. There is my | We have now on the statute books a law by which such cases 
ible. If the circuit court is left with the opportunity | are expedited on the trial upon an appeal from the final de 
y adjudge t use, and the appeal is made on that, | of the circuit court to the Supreme Court, and tf! 1 
» up to 1 s Court and take a year or some- | amendment pending here to apply that particular ma 
7 at—I do not know how long—to get it back. And | cases which will be decided in regard to the rates m: 
will k ier year for the inferior court to finish | Commission. 
1 nt, and that will go up. I wart to prevent that kind; But I think we should go further, Mr. President. 
hus | sufficient to expedite the trial of a case after it has b i y 
Mr. BACON I think the Senator is very correct in his de- | determined by the circuit court and when there is peal 
regard, and I entirely sympathize with him. | taken to the Supreme Court. There ought to be hing 
President, it is recognized by us all, I think, that when | which would insure the expedition of the trial after » filing 
, { ( ssio tikes an order the public should have the | of a bill and until the time when it is finally heard by the cir- 
( that | promptly so far as is practicable. Of | cuit court. While I believe there is no amendment g 10 
law’s delays have been proverbial, certainly from | that effect, one, I imagine, can be framed, and I trust | 
f Shakespeare, and long anterior to that date. | brought before the Senate. 
continued to this date, not because of any desire | It is a great injustice to suggest that those who may not f 
of the lawmakers that there should be delay in the | any particular proposition are therefore opposed to 
tion of the law, but because-in the natural imper- | end which the author of that particular proposition 1 
| human institutions this has been found to be one | view. For myself, I desire that there shall be here 





{ ( ulties which could not be thoroughly cured, where 


vent delay is met frequently by the necessity 
rder that justice may be done. That neces- 
ndoul lly frequently taken advantage of improperly, 
{ delays constitute a serious evil now, as they 
have cor ed a serious evil from the beginning of courts. 

In this ] ticular case, I repeat, we all feel that the rate of 
nd Col ssion should give to the public the benefit of the 
q le by the Commission as soon as practicable. There 

two propositions, as I understand them, for the purpose of 

that requirement. One is to deny to the courts the 

! to issue an interlocutory order. The other is one which, 

/ e IT can not im that it was in its entirety original with 

, is an amendment offered by myself, in which it is proposed 

that there shall be no stay of the operation of the rate of the 

Commission by an inerloeutory order unless there shall be a 

} requirement by the court of the carrier making the complaint 





cient bill. I desire that there shall be a bill which, v t will 
do no injustice to any of the carriers, shall at the sar » put 
them under the most perfect control in the matter of 

tion of their rates by the Interstate Commerce ‘ 
I believe that the death of competition—because that 

est word which can be applied to it—the absolut 
which is upon every man to employ the agencies of 1 mon 


earrier whether he wishes to or not, the absolute y 
that he can employ any other agency, the consequent m 
the power of the carrier the arbitrary fixing of t! 
absolute denial to the patron of the carrier of the « 
to agree with him on the rate, the absolute neces € 
part of the public to accept the rate, make it an abs es 
sity also that there shall be some one who will stand SI 
tion to see that so great and so arbitrary a power 1s 
ner abused. 

sent of 


Mr. President, I say I desire earnestly the accomp!' 
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t] nd. I desire not only that, Mr. President, but I desire | of the fact that we are watching them. I say. Mr. President 
{ » machinery of this bill shall be so arranged that there | if that general plan is pursued by the Senate we will have 
a the most speedy accomplishment of the determination | vaded the functions of another branch of this Governm 
’ Commission as to what shall be the rate. At the same |} and we will have done what is wor \ will have, by pre 
{ um also desirous that the great safeguards which our | judgment, in a measure disqualified ourselyes for the proper 
( ition has thrown around the enjoyment of property by | performance of the high function with which the Constitution 
ms shall also be enjoyed by these interests which we | of the United States has clothed this body 
: ime and undertake and intend hereafter to control. Mr. TILLMAN. Now, will the Senator allow me to ask him 
I ese reasons I desire, as much as those who favor the | another question? 
, ir amendment which is now under discussion, that there The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
<] provisions in this bill which shall prevent undue delay. | yield further to the Senator from South Carolina 
| favor of having provisions in the bill which shall give Mr. BACON. I do. 
to lic, so far as it may be practicable, the benefit, from Mr. TILLMAN. Did the Senator vote to impeach Judge 
il nning, of the orders of the Commission, so far as that | Swayne? 
my lone without destroying the rights of other parties. Mr. BACON. I certainly did, and I would do so again. 
T recognize the fact that in the suggestion which I have made Mr. TILLMAN. The other 
as juiring railroad companies to put up a deposit or to Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me: I must answer 
court moneys which are to be received over and above | his question; and then I will yield to another question. 1 


the int specified in the orders of the Commission, there 

» difficulties, and that there are serious imperfections 

an. I will be very glad to have those difficulties and 

erfections removed, if it is practicable to do so. I will 

to discuss it now, because these amendments are com- 

us for discussion, and when they do come I shall 

to speak with a little more definiteness as to the par- 
rovisions of them. 


voted, Mr. President, for the impeachment of Judge Swayne, 
and I did so in the direct exercise of the exact function 
the Constitution of the United States had devolved upon n 
a Senator. I not only voted for his impeachment, but I very 
deeply regretted that other Senators in this body did not agree 
with me, according them, however, fully the merit of conscien- 
tious judgment as I fully claim for myself. I thought that his 
impeachment was demanded, and therefore I voted for it. 





WW this is very disjointed, Mr. President, still I want to But, Mr. President, before that impeachment trial came I was 
order that I may not be misunderstood, to my inquiry | not here ventilating before the Senate what I now believe, and 
of 1 1ator from South Carolina, in which I used certain | what I then believed—because I knew of many of the thines—to 


| 
| 
in connection with judges. I suppose it will be | 






be the improper conduct and acts of Judge Swayne. But 
d, but to guard against possibility to the contrary, || would not have become me then, before the House of Re] 
\ that those adjectives were intended to be in quotation | sentatives presented at the bar of the Senate those articles of 
cause I do not sympathize with the wholesale (Titl- | jmpeachment, to have brought before the Senate questions as to 
h has been made of the judges of the United States | whether he had done right or wrong or had been corrupt or un 
{ have no doubt there are unworthy members of that | worthy in his high office. 
y of functionaries. It would be very remarkable if| Mr TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me— 
ot so. I have no doubt there are many cases where | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
dg ve acted with harshness and with cruelty and with | yield further to the Senator from South Carolina? 
I will go further and say, Mr. President, that there |" wr BACON. I do. 
$1 rt in this land, Federal or State, as to which, if parties | wre TILLMAN. I understand the Senator by his 1 
ho had been before the court, were allowed to pre- | intends to criticise unfavorably my action to-day, and whil 
Senate their one-sided statements of their cases | recognize the nice sense of propriety and the keen, I cht 
e had been losers, those courts would be made to appear | say the almost squeamish, regard of the Senator for doing thing 
unfortunate and more than unfortunate light before diplomatically and in a parliamentary way, I want to him 
whether these judges are any more above criticism or e they 
} * President, while it is true, as I have no doubt, that | more absolved or drawn apart, as it were, from crit 
inworthy members, I believe, in the first place, that | their acts by a Senator than the Supreme Court h ! by 
t is true of the great body of judges of the courts of the | others—Lincoln. for instance. in several of his speech 
{ States. I believe that, taken generally, they are men | stump and probably in the halls of Congress, when he found 
and men of character, and I say further, Mr. Presi- | fault with the Dred Scott decision? There have been numerous 
while unworthy members of that official body should | instances in which the judges have been criticised. and w} 
I out if possible and held to public view, it is a great | the Supreme Court is a coordinate branch of the Gi 
» attempt to magnify the imperfections of the judi- | entirely independent of the Senate and Congress, do 
hus to try to bring them into contempt and disrepute | Senator think that it is improper or an invasion of the 
people of the United States. of the courts for a Senator to express his opinion upon 
M ident, the great sheet anchor of conservatism in the | actions which these men perform or acts which tl ey do wl 
| tates must be with the courts, and whenever it comes | are unworthy or unlawful? For instance, take Judge P 
t the conservatism of the courts of the United States | dea—— 
ver be depended upon, it matters very little whether Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will put his questio uch 
iservatism in the other branches of the Govern- | a shape that I can answer it and that he will make it 


Mr. TILLMAN. Well, what does the Senator tl 


Mi LLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a | the criticism of Judge Humphrey by the President the 
|day? Was not that straining the Executive authority and ¢ 
CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia | outside of the proprieties? 
» Senator from South Carolina? | Mr. BACON. The Senator is wandering from the part 
i \CON. With pleasure. | question we are investigating. 
M LUMAN. When there are so many evidences of usur-| Mr. TILLMAN. I have been wandering around until I \ 
t iuthority and of willingness to strain themselves to | got the Senator in a place where he does not want to ans ae 


they ought not to do, as a matter of justice, and | am afraid. 

remedy except by impeachment, does the Senator | Mr. BACON. The Senator wanders. He present , 
the attention of the country being called to these | tion and then wanders to another, and at the end th 
let the judges be put on notice, so to speak, that | particular question asked. 


s thinking about what they are doing and what they| Mr. TILLMAN. I have asked half a dozen. Let the Ser r 
h | answer them at once. 
} ON. Mr. President, the Constitution of the United | Mr. BACON. I have no hesitation in my mind as t { 
st invested in this body a very high function with re- | the President said with reference to Judge H ey, t 
- e judiciary, but it has not invested this body with | is not the place to say it—not under these circumst 
n of originating charges against the judiciary. The | least. However, as the Senator, with his usual sot ‘ 
S ould not forget, it seems to me, that while, of course, | way, is suggesting that I am not answering his quest 3 an 
tl be occasions when it is proper—I do not deny that, | that he is wandering around in a way that has lost 1 OD 
Speaking generally—the Senate should not act upon | maze that I am not capable of replying 
assumption of that which is now suggested by the| -Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will excuse me, I had n 
~ 


hat in such criticisms of the judiciary, in such re- | intimated—— 
their general course, and in such animadversions The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgi: 
particular acts we should put them upon notice | yield further to the Senator from South Carolina? 
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Mr. BACON Mr. President, I could not do otherwise. 
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matters uttered in the Senate or even in the House of 


| sentatives, where they have the origination of such » 


the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is charging me with things that 
I r said because I have never thought of them. I am not 
{ r him of 

Mr. BACON. The Senator says I was accusing him of things | 
t he | not been guilty of. I want to know if the Senator | 
refers to the fact that I said that he had been saying soft and 
i 1 


Mr. TILLMAN. No: I was never accused of saying many 


£ l ger things in this body. I have been accused, and 
J se I have been guilty very frequently, of saying harsh 
{ le things, and sometimes unparliamentary things; 
| I least always try to bring myself within the rule that | 
‘ to govern, and not criticise men unjustly. Everything 
I e produced this morning in animadverting or criticising 
t 1dges, which I have brought out here, was worthy of the 
ntion of the country at this particular juncture, when the 
‘ tor from Georgia and others like him have been appealing 
to us with almost tears in their eyes to take care of this sacred 


Mr. BACON. Does the Senator interrupt me for the pur- 


] king } questi If so, I hope he will propound it. 
\M rILLMAN If the Senator dislikes what I said 1 will 
Ir. BACON. Mr. President, I think the Senator asked the 
Mr. TILLMAN. I will ask this question, if the Senator will 

I t me: Will he tell me whether he thinks Mr. Lincoln and, 





d Seward, probably, were entirely wrong 


yf their jurisdiction and rights when they criticised the 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, before I answer that question I 


to answer the previous question the Senator asked 


me wl he rather plumed himself upon having woven a sort 
of labyrinth and maze. ‘The question, the Senate will remember, 
that the Senator propounded to me was whether I thought it 
was improper for him to call the attention of the Senate to spe- 
i ‘ of impropriety on the part of judges. I think Senators 
will remember the fact that while the Senator proceeded much 
further than that, that was the original question which he asked 
D n that particular bunch of questions. 





Mi sident, I do not go to the extent of saying that a 
judge should never be criticised in the Senate of the United 


j 
Ss There are occasions when questions will arise when 
tl y | it only proper, but necessary. I think I can re- 
‘ that I have myself, if such was an impropriety, been 
cuilty of that impropriety. I want to say, however, before I 
nroceed more definitely to answer, that the Senator miscon- 
I when he assumes that I am in what I am saying 
i 1d to personally criticise him. I do deprecate, within a 
certain degree, and with the utmost deference to the Senator, 
the particular line that he has seen proper to indulge in in this 
o is It is not the fact, Mr. President, that a particular 
i opriety on the part of a judge has been alleged by the 
Senator, but it is the fact that the Senator has endeavored to 
cas I will not use the word “ endeavored,” but the effect of 
what the Senator has done has presented the appearance of an 
eff to cast discredit upon all, speaking generally, of the Fed- 
‘ ju with the exception of the judges of the Supreme 
Ce , whom he specially excepted. 


r. BACON. Pardon me one moment. I will yield to the 


directly, but not now. 


President, the Senator in so doing absolutely took the 





| for 


but were matters uttered on the stump. In the second } 
will say that that related to a period which was the inci 
of a great revolution, and that men were not to be jud 
they are now as to nice questions of propriety, which qu 
are questions which should never be forgotten in the Se 
the United States. 

I have no desire to continue this discussion, Mr. Presid 


felt it due to myself, in view of the fact that in the eo 


vith the Senator I had used certain adjectives in refe) 


judges, to state that those adjectives were intended to 
quotation marks, and were not original with myself. 


But I want to pursue the thought which I had in mind - 


time the honorable Senator interrupted me with the 
which have been propounded by him and by the sue 
which he has made. I said substantially that, whe: 
came to the point that the judges of the United States \ 
longer to be entitled to be regarded as the conservative 
of this Government, it made little difference thereafter | 
the executive and legislative branches of the Governm: 
conservative. 

Mr. President, we must not forget one fact, that w! 
legislative branch of the Government—and when I say 
lutive branch” I mean the legislative power, which is | 
of the Congress and, in certain instances, of the Bxecuit 
his approval—that while it is ultimate in its authorit) 
enactment of law, the courts of this country, unlike 
any other country, are absolutely authoritative and ulti 
the decision as to those laws, not simply as to their const 
but as to their validity. So far as I know—I do not p: 
be accurately informed, but I think it is true—that co1 
affairs does not exist in any other civilized country 
world where the judiciary is authorized to set aside as 
null, and void the laws enacted by the legislative branc! 
gevernment. Whenever it comes to the point that the 
who have this supreme and stupendous power are no lo: 
be trusted either for conservatism or for honesty, wher 
protection of the Government, however conservative t! 
tive and legislative branches may be? 

Mr. President, another thought. There are great fo: 


unrest working in the whole civilized world, and they are | 


which need proper direction. They may be correct for 


they need proper direction. They are forces which tln 


the fabric of civilized government; they are forces whi 
not entirely quiet in this country; and, Mr. President, 
sider it to be the highest duty of this highest body to so : 
so speak not only as to avoid stirring up the passions of t! 
ple and destroying their faith in their Government and i: 
who are called to administer it, but that it is better to ¢ 

other extreme, if need be, and inspire even more confiden 

their individual merits may entitle them to. 

Let us, Mr. President, make our people believe that w: 
good Government; make them believe that, while there 1 
here and there an unworthy man, the great body of th 
are called upon to administer this Government are ho! 
and patriotic men—executive, legislative, and judicial. 
do away, so far as we can, with this disposition to d 
officials of the Government and to produce in the mind 
masses of these people, and especially of the unthinking 
the extreme idea that those who are called upon to ad 
the Government are corrupt and unworthy of their co! 
[Applause in the galleries. ] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will remind the ; 
that manifestations of approbation or disapprobation 
bidden by the rules of the Senate. 

Mr. TELLER obtained the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Colorado yi 
1 moment? 

Mr. TELLER. I yield to the Senator from South C 
Mr. TILLMAN. I want to call the attention of th 


| to the fact that in my discussion of the judges and 


g raphically. I was called out during the delivery | 
of } peech, and do not know whether ‘he entirely covered | 
{ ‘ raphy of the United States, but the Senator took the | 
‘ ° raphically, and with this instance and with that in- 
stance and with the other instance certainly produced upon my | 
I i ion that the effort was to show that the judges | 

United States courts were so accustomed to doing things 
\ h ought not to be done, were so in the habit of stepping 
( le of the domain of proper personal conduct, so in the | 
] t of tyrannically using their power, so in the habit of using 
their 7 r for the defeat of the ends of justice, that they were 
to be trusted with the exercise of the injunctive process in 
1 bill. If that was not the purpose of the Senator 
that was not the impression made upon everyone else | 
tened to him, then I was unfortunate in being singular. 
lent, that, I think, in a general way is an answer to 

t eral questions of the Senator. 
t] ions propounded with reference to Mr. Lin- 
coln, Mr. Seward, and others discussing the Dred Scott case, 


e, I might answer that by saying those were not 


tation of unfortunate occurrences and transactions, I « 
declared that all of the judiciary were not under cri 
deserving of it, that many of them were as pure, as 
as good as we had any right to expect. 

The Senator from Georgia [Mr. BAcon] goes very ! 
he undertakes to say that I am endeavoring to bri 
respect for the judiciary as a whole. I paid the high 
pliment I could to the Supreme Court of the Unit 
because I believe that great tribunal is worthy of our : 
tion and confidence. There are many circuit judges 2! 
district judges who are equally worthy. But are we 
bill, because of the existence of these pure and upright. 
some places—are we to turn over to the tender mer 
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. ones the unfortunate people who have to live under | things will be. If there are in the United States few 
‘ iwisdiction? ‘Take the case, for instance, where two cir-| who are incompetent and ought not to be on the be 
es have been shown here to-day by indubitable evi- | because of their ignorance or their dishonesty. in my ju 
; be tyrannical and outrageous—Pardee and McCor- | it becomes our duty, in dealing with the sul t in hand, to ] 
1 the district judge whom the Senator from Georgia! yide that they shall not have the oppo1 aene 1 
voted to impeach—what are we going to do if we can} operations of this law. If there are such ju 3 in the cou 
ct that section of the country and those other places | the litigant who wants an unfair advantage knows where they 
re is an unfortunate community with a corrupt or]! are and how to reach them. 
nt judge in power? When the Senate refuses to im- Mr. President, my education and my life busin | 
f we can not criticise, what is left to us? brought me in contact with the courts. I a] } , 


(ELLER. Mr. President, a bill which has recently | bar and I am. by the theorv of mv profess! an 
he House of Representatives, and subsequently passed | court, and yet I know, not only from history. but I 
and I am told has become a law, has been presented | observation, that there are ineompetent iu . [ 
oe a neon] ju 


ng the attitude or condition. It dees not seem to me | know that in every hour of our historv and everv bh 


hanges it in the slightest degree. It is intended, un- history of every other country where a syste! 1 as 
( to provide for an appeal from the issue of an inter- | yails, injustice has been done by men sitting on the ben 
order. It provides: | have exercised the power that was given to them for the b t of 
‘e, upon a hearing in equity in a district or in a ect all simply for the benefit of a few. In my own State, whet e 
a judge thereof in vacation, an injunction shall be grantec were Raw of Maeewttrwt« 8 «caliente . ae a 
ra receiver appointed by an interlocutory order or decree, Y re unde r a Territorial i rm ol sove rn é vw. 5 live sf i 
an appeal may be taken from such interlocutory order or judge appointed by the authority of the United States perform 
ing or- continuing such injunction, or appointing such re-/| acts of such great injustice to the people there that they rose up 


circuit court of appeals. ; | practically in arms, and the unfaithful judge esca 
es also, and this is what I want particularly to call | 'perritory and never returned. 


n of the Senate to: 


The history of the world will sustain me in saying th 


ppeal must be taken within thirty days from entry of such | most disgraceful acts of tyranny that ever have been 1 
e, and it shall take precedence in the appellate court; and ate ava heen noermotrata ao : le ‘ 

rs in other respects in the court below shall not be stayed — d he e been pe rpetrated by judges, creatures of ‘ 
wise ordered by that court or by the appellate court or a under the color ol law: and yet I do not Sympath > W 
f during the pendency of such appeal. general attack upon the courts. I know that « 


sident, the judge of a court having made an order that | infallible. I know that no system of selection, whether 
ll not take effect, the appeal must be taken, if at all, | pointment or by election, can always give either com] 


mission, because the carrier who has brought snit, | honest or upright men for the bench. I 
licits this injunction, certainly does not want the | the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] when he sa 
e has got a stay of proceedings. So the Commission | fidence in the judiciary is the sheet anchor of our 
he appeal, if it is taken; but it is absolutely within | ence as a nation; but I reserve for myself the right here d 
f the judge to grant the interlocutory order and to | everywhere, whenever a judge transcends the law or wh 
the effect of that decree shall be. The judge having | in his ignorance, he fails to observe it. the right to 
ier that this rate shall not go into effect, will surely | him. There is no place so sacred but that an Ameri 
his order to the extent that it shall not go into effect | has a right to complain of injustice, whether it be per 


appeal; or, if he does not, the appellate court may or | by a judge, by a member of this body, by the Executive, o1 
thereof may. There is nothing in this provision of | any organization whatever. 
‘h changes the situation in the slightest degree. | I want to say for the Federal judiciary—and TI have | 

| sident, there has been something said about the char- | quainted with it, as I have said, for fifty year that wl 


» Federal judges. I am in favor of that provision of | you find an unfaithful judge he is an ex { ‘ 
ent offered by the junior Senator from Texas | Mr. | exception. There has been nowhere in the hist 
hich provides that there shall be granted no inter- | a judiciary in whom the people of right could have greater co! 
‘der suspending the operations of the Commission’s | fidence than the judiciary of the United States. If you \ 


he final conclusion of the case. I do not put my | search the history of English courts—and you need not zo bac! 











of that proposition on the ground that I suspect the | twelve hundred years, you need go back only one hundred 1 
I put it on the ground that the Commission, having | fifty years—you will find that a condition existed then in Eng 
d with a public duty, and having performed it, is | land that never has existed in American courts, and never could 
assumed to have performed it well. Therefore its | hnve existed, for the people would not have tolerated it if 
ld stand and be in full effect until such time as the | there are here and there exceptions, where judges are either too 
upon final investigation and final determination, de- | ignorant to discharge their duties, or too corrupt to do t 
ise. That is exactly what the President of the | great mass of Federal judges have been not only leat l 
tes asked Congress to do in his message of a year ago | the law, but they have been honest and upright in the inis 
r and, if I mistake not the intention of it, that is | tration of the law. 
1 Congress to do in the last annual message he sent Mr. President, I repeat that judges are not infallible | 
| decisions of the best Federal and State courts and you d 
t any question about our power to prohibit the grant- | to-day that they have held the law to be one thing and to 
nterlocutory decree. There have been a large number | they have held it to be another. That do ; 
ted showing that Congress has repeatedly exercised | tion; that may not mean ignorance, because different men see 
‘ and that the courts have upheld Congress and | the law in different lights. We have had an exhibition that 
it power to be legally and properly exercised; and | here. The best lawyers of this body have f i t eres to 
great number of cases which have never yet been | what the law is. Is it strange, then, that men on ( ich 
to this body, that could be presented in support of that | also should fail to agree? If the decisions of ever) rt in 
Both upon principle and precedent we can stand this country were unanimous and one way e would L 
conviction that the exercise of such power by Con- | lieve that they were not the judgment of all but that thi s 
g t such an invasion of the carrier’s right as would | some method of compelling an agreement. 
( to say that due process of law is not afforded him. It is unfortunate when, in the decision of a great question b 


itor from South Carolina [Mr. T1LLMAN] has given | the Supreme Court of the United States, five judges say t 
as why he thinks such a provision should be incorpo- | is one way and four judges say it is another and differ 
bill his fear that some of the judges may act im-/} but you can not devise any system of judicature tl 
Whether that be true or not, it is certain that the | cape that if you have honest, upright men. 
mpany, having brought its action, has it absolutely We disagree here in the Senate, Mr. President, a 
wer, if it can get an interlocutory injunction upon | to disagree if our judgment is not in accord with t 
e hearing, to practically suspend the operations of the | fellows, but in this case I believe it to be our dut 








| w and nullify it entirely. the great shipping public, if we can, to the extent that they 
ble, Mr. President, that the railways will not do it. | may have the full benefit of this bill when it shall have become 
le that they may not find a judge who will grant an | a law. 
y order. However, during fifty years acquaintance Mr. President, I did not intend to make any remarks upon 
Wit irts I have seen several hundred interlocutory orders | this bill at all. I have firmly satisfied myself what the ch 
solute violation of every principle of justice, issued | ter of this bill ought to be. I am prepared to vote on it. 1! ’ 
\ hearing, issued upon ex parte affidavits, issued some-| in favor of the bill as it came from the House of Repres 
ume iubers and sometimes in court. tives with a proper modification, which I find satisfactory in tl 
i i things have been is a certain indication that such | amendment offered by the junior Senator from Texas who sits 
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! ny side [Mr. Batmey]. I believe that amendment will give 

t i nh opportunity to question everything that the 

‘ shall do which he may think interferes with his 

lent, for one I should be ashamed to vote for a bill 

I did not have confidence enough to submit it to the 

f DF d determination of that great body to which 

tt i, not only questions of this kind, but the 

{ nm OF our power to enact laws. When a court has 

1 to determine every grave question that we have 

us, to ‘termine whether the laws we enact are 

power, whether they come within the constitutiona 

] a e not trust that court with a question of d« rs 

‘ ¢ Dollars and cents are not comparable, after all, with 

t! t quest s of personal liberty and personal rights; 

and man in this country holds those rights subject to the 

decision that court may make. I repeat, if you can trust the 

court in such matters, you can trust them with the questions in- 
volved in 1 ling bill. 

I know that this bill will have to stand the criticism of the 

courts, I be ve that every feature of it can be sustained, 





i the question of what some say is an interference wNh 
1 * the courts by prohibiting an interlocutory 
j n; but if the courts should say, in spite of the prohibi- 
t { issuance of the writ of injunction, “ We will grant 
1 the remainder of the bill, in my judgment, will 


I believe that this bill might be benefited by amendments. I 


I ve I can 7{ out half a dozen Senators here who can sit 
( 1 modify the bill to great advantage. I know that will 
J e done I know the public expect that this bill will pass 
t nate practically as it passed the House. Practically it 
\ n m) idgment. I am in favor of making it certain that 
‘ rrier and every shipper shall have his day in court. I 
\ trust e Federal court with that question. I believe it 
will se , as it ought to see to it, that every just and 
} st complaint can be redressed, if at all, at its hands. 
h BAILEY obtained the floor. 


FOREIGN OFFERS OF AID TO CALIFORNIA SUFFERERS. 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
































message from the President of the United States, which was 
read 
” S iH of Representatives: 
the disaster at San Francisco many offers of as- 
of « tributions were tendered by foreign indi 
gove ents, and municipalities. The Cana- 
wit an instant generosity peculiarly pleasant as a 
ties which knit us to our neighbors of 
t 7 | I lutic appropriating $100,000 for the 
‘ quake and fire With a generosity 
‘ I ked nd ¢ i ppreciated the Republic of Mexico, our 
I ted to appropriate $30,000, and the 
h appropriate $10,000 for the same pu! 
I f of- China, in addition to sending money to be 
! fered in San Francisco, offered to send 
I ed fo inhabitants generally. 
d v i to send oss the 
) { ed } ships to be used in 
‘ fi re i 200,000 yen to the relief 
‘ ) nt to Japanese sub- 
. r land voted $25,000. 
M \ ij ! The mu ipality 
( ) [any ipalities, corporations, 
Gi Japan, 1, and 
profi a here these offers of aid 
i relief committees organized to deal with the 
‘ Francisco J ive, of course, no official action to take 
W e they were tendered to me in my official 
f ’ nted in accepting them, but I am ce 
{ ngs of : yuuntrymen when I 
tion < the hearted generosity 
r tion shown by t 
the rations, and the individ 
t m, and we are deeply 
in such practical fashion 
i ti , >. 
vere | 
f I ( Belgiun t} I Ss 
the President of B th 
{ the of J] r 
Fewnt t Presi 
( I Great Br t 
: t kk I I 
I e oO M t 
e J President 
g . vy, the P ent of Peru, the King of 
R Kir {f Servia, the King of Spain 
tion, the King of Sweden, tl 
la, the wvove 
| i Ct e, Costa Rica ( 
I ( Britain, Guate 
( J ] Pe I tu Paraguay, Peru, 
S 1, Spair Urug Sweden, Ru 
of ( irs of Chile, Greece, 
,ua , an Russia ; by the Vice- 
x-General of Australia; by the governors 
‘ ( t Bermudas, Natal, the Azores, the 
Iv j é f apan; by the premiers of New South Wales, 
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Victoria, South Australia, and New Zealand; by the Nationa! 
bly of Salvador; by the Cuban House of Representatives: by 
tional Assembly of Guatemala; by the mayor, senate, and 
Bremen; the mayor, president, and the senate of Hamb 
mayors of Adelaide, Queensland, Hobart, Madrid, Osaka: 
chambers of commerce of Nagoya, Japan, and Calentta, Ben 
ti Tea Traders and the Silk Fabric Guild of Yokohama 
Asahi Shimbun of Osaka; by the C ian Manufacturer’s A 
of Toronto and the Latin Union of Habana; by the prime mir 













England; the lord mayors of London, Liverpool, Bristol, Leic« 
S|] wsbury; by workingmen’ councils, religious associati 
by a multitude of other associations, organizations, and pvriy 
viduals. 

Appropriate expressions of gratitude to all these 


returned by the State Dep: 
the real depth of gratefu 
evidences of genuine symp: riendship should 
by formal action of the supr tive power of the natio 
i recommend the passage by the Congress of an appropriat 
tion to that end. 
THEODORE Roos 


‘tment or by 1 vself, but it se 
fe ; ned in our peoy 








THE WHITE House, May 8, 1906. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, I suggest that the Pr 
message be referred to the Committee on Foreign Rx 
and that that committee be requested to formulate ap 
resolutions, conveying to the foreign governments and 
cial and other bodies named in the President’s mes: 
grateful acknowledgment and appreciation of the peopl 
whole country, but especially of California, of their | 
sympathy for and kind offers of financial assistance to 
flicted people of San Francisco, who have suffered so n 
the great calamity that has recently fallen upon that ci 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the | 
will be printed and referred to the Committee on Foreig 
tions, as requested. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I wish to say a few words regarding 
message. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas | 


floor. Does the Senator from Texas yield to the Senator fr 


Nevada? 
Mr. BAILEY. I wish to occupy but a few moments, ar 
the Senator from Nevada can proceed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas d 
to yield. 
REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


The Senate, as in the Committee of the Whole, resu: 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an 
titled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved Feb 
1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enliu 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from South 
lina [Mr. TrLLMAN] does not need my assistance or the 
ance of any of his political friends on this side of the C 
in defending himself or his position against a misconst 
But the evident satisfaction with which the rebuke to |! 
received by our friends on the other side of the Chamly 
me to fear that if it were left to pass unchallenged the 
might assume that the only argument of those who sup) 
proposition to prohibit preliminary injunctions aga 
orders of the Commission is based upon our suspicion 
both the integrity and the intelligence of all Federal ji 

Speaking for myself—and I have no right to speak 
one else—I have declared on a former oceasion, and I 1 
clare, that I hold an overwhelming majority of all the 1 
sit to construe the laws of Congress in the highest est 
believe in their intelligence; I believe in their integrit; 
lieve in their patriotism. But, sir, I am not so blind 
myself to see that there are unworthy men amongst the 
am I so shortsighted as to think that, strive as I might, 
ever make the people of the United States forget the u 
men who wear the judicial ermine of this Republic. 

I do not mean that all of those against whose im] 
issuance of a preliminary injunction I would guard w 
it under improper motives. When I look to the cases wl 
been decided, I find that in almost every instance \ 
railroads have appealed to the Federal judiciary ag 
railroad rates established by State commissions a pr 
injunction has been promptly granted. I do not say, 
do not believe, that these judges were dishonest. It 
lieve it, I would say it, because, with all my respe 
courts, I have no reverence for them. I revere no 


| except those who consecrate their lives to the unsel! 


of God. They are the only people in this country 
I cherish a reverence. For all the others I have only 
For the faithful and useful publie servant I have a 
respect, but I have no awe of them or reverence 
I am not one of those who believe that when we 
the presence of a court we ought to take off our hat 
as if it were holy ground. It is enough to stand with u 
head, and standing thus we have the right to stand 








—_ } 
the image of our Maker, without being required 
pon and cringe to a fellow-man simply because he 
a judge. If I believed these men were dishonest, | 
y so here; I would say so in their courts if the occa- 
but I do not believe that every time an injunction 
properly issued it was dishonestly done. 
se from my own State the Federal judge enjoined 
sch ule of rates which the commission had fixed 
irt of his decree was affirmed by the Supreme Court 
ed States, the State introducing no testimony on that 
fter having introduced some terwards withdrew it 
ded the plea—but he went further. 
ed the enforcement of any provision of that law, 
eround that it was contrary to the Constitution of the 
And yet when it was brought to the highest court 
land that court unanimously reversed that part of 
Kentucky case the Federal court in that State was so 
ijoin the Commission that actually the Supreme 
( ersed their decree because it enjoined them too soon. | 


S iat in case after case these Federal judges have either | 


dishonestly or unwisely; in most cases, I 


{ sely; in some cases, I think, dishonestly. So long as | 
I ‘e sits on a Federal bench one man for whose con- | 
y npeachment I have voted, I will never agree to allow | 
t ind if we allow it to all the others we must likewise | 
to him—the right to suspend, without due and full in- | 
-considered decision of a Government tribunal. 
did a large number of Senators in this body vote to | 

judge whom I now have in my mind, but I saw 

ys stand at the bar of the Senate and object to the 

of a part of his sworn statement made before the 

Committee of the House. To my mind, a man who is 

judge is not afraid to be confronted anywhere with 

! rds, made under oath or otherwise. We can not for- 

t man still sits as a judge, and that he has the power 

the people whose misfortune it is to suffer under his 

tion the benefits which a wise enactment of this 

( eht confer. 
ent, 1 am not willing to see the Democratic party, 
I lling to see-even the single Democratic Senator to 


gement and care the bill has been 
untry and charged with seeki 
junction because we distrust the judiciary of tl 

Mr. President, confiding, as I do, in the up- 
I of our judges, I do not think the judge is any more 
the security and the permanence of this Republic 


unitted, 


to deny the 


co ar- 


re the ¢ 


n 
ne 
ng 

the ec 1is 


“wr 
But 





or t elfare and happiness of these people than is a patriotic 
( a wise and firm Executive. It is just as necessary 
ngress which will make just and equal laws as it 
udiciary which will construe them correctly after 

» them. 
that I have not yet learned in what respect an up- 


d honest judge is better than a Senator who is 
upright, and honest, and an Executive who fear- 
tially executes the law as Congress has made it 
courts have construed it well of his 
‘ither. The safety of this Government depends 
on any one of its departments. 


nough to cultivate a respect for the courts, but 


deserves as 


re important than it is to cultivate a respect for 
1 for the executive department. 
if a Senator disgraces himself nobody thinks 
I e to say so. It is true that some who write for 


ul upright Senators because some are not 
n ie that produces no mischief. The Sena 
- tor will at last be judged by what it or he 


} 


vy what others say 
ely as it is with a 
re warranted in judging him, and 
ice, Shall mis the 


p= 





if a iu 


construt law, sha trample 


defeat the ends of justice, he ought to be 

uit y of the American people, and every man 
despise him without despising his great office. 
unworthy Senator should be turned from 

i. brand on him, am I bringing the Senate into 


when I denounce the unworthy Senator 


‘ihute 


to the worthy ones. The fact that a Sen- 

: right to the respect of his associates, is 
itself a guaranty to the American people that 

correct behavior are still the rule in this great 


mly those enjoy its respect who meet the re- 
that rule. 


it so with respect to judges. 
na 


If a judge borrows 
palatial car of a railroad president, and from 
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its luxurious appointmer 
forbidden, because ] hapy } S 
No, Mr. President, the r 
free land of ours is tft] 
he does it shall be denot 
place where men are gatlh 
the denunci n ‘ ly 
thi ne, si 
The g judge, 1 
his side a 1d l I l i 
all the history of the world 
of courage th that s I 
his King wanted to 
this «ks t he ¢ » | V 
I will de de This ( CCE l ) 
-_ 1. Such me b e } 
civilization of ] l 
day no man in ;: yur | 
the peop tha the brave. t ] } 
and no man respects him more t 






I would denounce the man who so t 
belief that a judge’s robe should be as u 
name. Every judge who does inj 
for it. 

He should be driven from his great « 1 « 
spect of honest men, and in saying tl I 
assail the foundations of this Re 


Mr. President, I have heard en declare 
be the imperfections of this law, the Sur 








dare, out of a fe ublic sentime! to 
friends of this n ougt t oO 
unction to their We 1 rt si 
the skill or the willingness to make a law free f 
tional defects and vices, it will safely pass 
great tribunal. I record it here I | 
they will hold it void unless we make V 
that this bill is invalid in its pres but 
we could free it from grave obje s | ) 
which it would be easy to draw 

But that was not the pi ose fi wl 1 I 
rose to protest against an appal t etl ) l 
party in the attitude of wanting to 
judges because we distrust he ] est 

Mr. FORAKER obtained the floor 

Mr. BACON. Will the S r | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does - 
to the Senator from Georgi 

Mr. BACON. I \v oc y t ! 

Mr. FORAKER. I yield to the § 

Mr. BACON. So that it n f the I 
this debate, I desire now to read 
propose and of which I have alrea giv 
guard against hasty or incons 
the part of any judge, if such 
] il It also protects tl g 
‘ the bill, and insures speedy 1 so 
can effect it I read it 

vo . har ' 

nission I rest 

) ! y < p } 

t heat i 1 I Si 

S ed h 

it le t 

} a 

: a f t) & 

P at 

Lid 

‘ may | 

j nent nd ¢ 

y ‘ pre bak 

, iy or aifvir 

3 ed Vv ¢ ( mr 

ord or decree sha 

‘ rporation sé I . 

registry of the < is ) 

specified, su a 

money of the Unite s S 

at the |] \ € 

the ( 

or rulati n 

to its d e 

the 1e, the 

‘ 1 or de t the 

arrier or ‘riers aff 

in q on prescribed ( 1 

the court and sub : 

month pending the it 

in lawful money of the United States, a I y 
carrier or carriers during the calendar month next pr 
























































































rv or 


m the 


ent t 


the date 


upon 





oO ig said complaint from the collection 
rates and charges in question in ex 
fixed and determined by the order of 
10th day of each month there shall 
or carriers, through their duly au- 
statement under oath of the shipments 
ections have been made, setting forth in 
1 shipments, the point of each 
names of the consignors and con 
the amount collected for said shipment, and sepa- 
collected as aforesaid, and the names of the persons 
ted. The said court at the time of granting said 
locutery order or decree, and in its discretion there 
m time to time, shali require the said carrier or carriers to 
} id and security may be deemed sufficient to insure the 
id reports and the payment of said amounts; and in addi- 
to shall, by the orders and processes a court of equity, 
mmarily the prompt payment of said amounts into the 
from which orders of the court there shall be no 
or failure to comply with said orders and to pay 
id sum money as herein provided shall consti 
» court. For the purpose of said orders the court 
to be always in sessi 


the 


as 


| shipments 
es and charges 
on On tl said 
court by said carrier 
officer or officers, a 
said coll 
e character and amounts of s 
ts destination, the 


tl amoun from ¢ 





( 
2 











ich 
excess 


1 
oll 





inter 
I as 


of 





of 





l From said orders cr decrees 
nt into court of the said amounts no appeal shall lie. 
f decree in said cause the rate or charge prescribed 
shall 1 court shall, by 
crees out of the said deposit or the proceeds of 
additional payments made into the court by 
‘arriers, caused to be paid to each of the persons 
ms have been made the eral amounts paid 
carrier or carri in excess of the said rate 
: the Commission, with interest thereon from 
ich payment at the rate of 6 per cent per annum. 
final decree in said cause the rate or charge prescribed 
ion adjudged to be invalid and the enforcement 
shall be enjoined, the court shall, by proper orders and 
ct to be paid over to the said earrier or carriers the sum 
th theretofore deposited and paid into the registry of the 
for costs as the court, in discretion, 
any ¢ may in justice and equity deem 
to said carrier or carriers. 
shall be within the power of the court, by 
either in court or through a master in 
sioner, imine into the correctness of the reports 
made oath by the said carrier irri 
amine, h, their officials and employees, 
1 of the books and papers of 


sion. 


e adjudged to be valid, the 





sey 
or 
the 





rs 


7 





umiss shall be 


iunts its 


cll mstances of ase, 
ea it 


it 





opel 
to ex: 
under 

under 


production 


or ¢ rs, 





oat 


said 
said 
1, the 


nination, it shail 1 
not made complete 
lected tt n, as in i 
id carrier or carriers to pay into 
urt, in lawful money of the United States, the 
unt of said shipments in excess of the amounts 
the court. 
nything about the amendment now, because 
to do so when the amendment comes up 
sired that that much should be now mentioned 
raced as a part of this debate. 
Mr. President, I do not to take 
it has been said by the Senator from Texas 
er Senator to the question of 
1 the part of Congress to prohibit the granting of tem- 
the courts, nor do I intend to dis- 
t of providing for a court review 
by the Commission, if this bill 
effect of omitting to provide such court 
call attention to the attitude heretofore 
t to both these questions by the Interstate 
sion. I that feeling that there iter 
the junior Senator from Wisconsin | Mr 
addressed the Set a days ago and i 
red praise told us of the experience of the 
and their competency by 
us to the character of 


the 


f 
‘ 


hai 
all 


specif 


© adjudged t 
returns of 
het 


ints c§ ere 


require the sa 


) 
n ace¢ 

) 
oper 


rise issue 


| any otl as 





rre 
gre 


do is 


1 it since 
rate few 
Commissioners 


to advise 


( ommerce 
f that 
h uld 


another 


experience as 
icted. 


reason, 


| e el 
Mr. President. Until within the 
hs, according to my recollection, we never 
any source to confer upon the Inter- 
power to make rates and to adopt 
governing the operations of the rail- 
ils niry without making the exercise of that power 
But suddenly, since the begin- 
mgress, the proposition has been 
1 1 the Hepburn bill, which is 
re the Senate, and in other bills tha@this great power 
‘erred upon the and that it should 
any review of it by the courts. 
the first place, to the report of the Inter- 
1897, being the 


Commis- 


or tour mont 
ry)? T i 1 
TODOS! i 
position 
) ssi0on 
= +35 
hal ! ns 
the ceourws, 
' present session ot ¢ 


, } 15 , 
en embodied it 


Commission, 


nmerce Commission made in December, 
Annual Report of the Interstate 

; is the first report that was made by the Commission 
m in what is known the “Maximum Rate 
ich ease the court held that the Interstate C 
ission had no power to make rates under the orig- 
act, which was under consideration in 


Commerce 


as 


out 


7 


commerce 


having called attention to that case, and to the nature of 
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by | 


a 


in that respect, and after having called attention } not the 





May 


to the fact that it was necessary, in the opinion of th, 
state Commerce Commission, for us to amend the law 
give them this rate-making power, the Commission 
up for discussion what I now want to read, at page 34 
report, under the subhead “To what extent should ord 
subject to judicial review.” The Commission said: 

if this view should prevail, to what extent and in what 
ought the orders of the Commission be made the subject o;: 
review? It is generally understood that under the Constitutio 
United States an order for the payment of money can not |\ 
without giving the defendant an opportunity for a trial by ; 

That general and common understanding continue util 
this particular bill was framed in the House and sent the 
Senate as passed by the House. Continuing, the Iy : 
Commerce Commission said: 


Such orders must therefore stand very much as they do a t 
They are, however, a very insignificant part of the entire nit ] 
from their very nature will be such that ordinarily the carrie 
ply with them without the necessity of any steps for their en} 
The great bulk of our orders, as already stated, must pertair 


ture. They will be orders fixing either a maximum or 
rate. The only power which courts can exercise over orders 
sort is to vacate them. They can not be invested with 
under the Federal Constitution to make and enforce 2 modi 
For what reasons, then, should the court be allowed to 
order? The only appeal which lies from the decrees of th 
railway commission is upon questions of law. ‘There is 


upon questions of fact as to which the decision of the com: 
final. This is analogous to the verdict of a jury or the find 
fact by a special master in chancery under the equity 
some States. s 

Much might be said in favor of applying the same idea to 
of this Commission. It can hardly be expected that ordinarils ( 
upon proceedings in review, will come before a tribunal wi ; in 
theory better fitted to determine questions of fact than the 
passes upon them in the first instance. 

Upon the other hand, the right of review is always a safeguard 


Now, I want the attention of Senators to this, beca it 
authority which surely at least the Senator having this bill in 
charge ought to give heed to: 


ne 
L 


Upon the other hand, the right of review is always a safi d. It 
puts a certain restraint upon the judgments of any tribunal 


not probably embarrass the practical operation of the law : 
might prevent the occasion..l miscarriage of justice if the w! 
both upon the law and the facts, were submitted to the court 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER (reading)— 

The question of review would then be— 

Now listen— 
Is the order lawful, just, and reasonable? If so, the pr 
review are dismissed. If not, the order is vacated. No ney 
be made by the court. If the order is vacated, the casi 
sent back to the Commission for further proceedings. 

I ask the Senator to bear with me a minute until 1 ] 
another paragraph. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was just trying to find what 
ator is reading from. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am reading from the eleventh 
report of the Interstate Commerce Commission. I a 
the views of that Commission as to the propriety of « 
upon the court the power to review an order of the C 
making rates and establishing regulations, a power t 
asking in that report to have conferred upon them by ( 
gress. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will allow me, there 
no difference of opinion between us, I think, on that | I 
have always said I am willing and anxious to get a re\ 
to give both the shipper and the carrier an opport y t 
have the court pass upon their rights. 

Mr. FORAKER. That is true; but I want to call t S 
ator’s attention to the extent to which the Commissio 
mend this review shall go. Now, further: 

The right to apply for review should be exercised wit! 
limited or not at all. When application is made for revi 
mission should send to the court the testimony taken be 
should constitute the record upon which the case is revit 
the court is of the opinion that there is testimony whic! 
to a proper disposition of the case and which could not 
circumstances ought not to have been given before the ¢ . 
In that case the court should instruct the Commission t I 
send up the additional testimony. 

Now, one other paragraph as to whether or not | 
should be authorized to grant temporary restratiin¢ ers 


pending this review: 


The important question is, What effect should be given t! 
the Commission pending the proceedings for review? If | 
obliged to obey an improper order, ordinarily it can 
redress. If the carrier is not obliged to obey a proper order 
can ordinarily obtain no redress. When a question has been 
fully tried before the Commission, it appears to us that ord - 
order of the Commission should be effective until the court hi 
against it. There are manifestly, however, instances In 
ought not to be true. Probably the court sbould be  inv¢ , 
power, when application for review is made, to determine \ 
order shall take effect pending such proceedings. 


is 
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tain any such provision. A f other 
same time were introduced t 


vi ston. Now, 





\ ’ ils ‘ 
-DOLLIVE Mr. Pres 
The VICE-P RE SIDI NT. Does the § ( ‘ ] 
to the Senator from Iowa? 
Mr. FORAK { tainly 





Mr. DOLLIVER. My recol! 












‘ i i ‘ 

by the bill sent to the Comn ( 

the Interstate Commerce Comm i 

one proposition to be considered by 

lawfulness of the Commission’s or I 
that? 

Mr. FORAKER. That was the g 
determining whether or n 
have before them the complete ré 
ings and a l th Les hy l l ‘ 

| ders and alli the steps taken. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator from Ohio \y 
suggestion, he says that nobody ever suggested t 
ought not to be clothed with ) d 
these findings. I eall his a on to } 
Interstate Commerce Commi ,, 

Ul . 
a: M 
thea 
i \ » 
{ ntion to 
b V i l 1 i 
mittee that you ean not, without violating ( 
the United St give over to the s 
the wisdom and discretion of the Interst ‘ 
sion, and upon that ground they |! 
power of making rates ought not to be ] 
mission, because in the nature of our jurisprud ’ 
directly or indirectly, turn over the find ; of the 
to be reheard, reconsidered, and read 1 
justice. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Sena y 
prehends what the witnesses named t é 
terstate Commerce Committee of ‘ 
fied to in that connection was that we could 
istrative board and have the character of 
that we wer id 
then when i : 
of it, take i) ) 
court woul al from an 
thority. But they never said, neither did 
before that committee say, that we could not 
pendent action complaining of an order that 
and thus review it in an independent pr 





t rend further to the same effect, but I have read 
» show the views entertained by the Interstate Com- 
. : rn . . 4} 1 
l at time. That was a time when they 
exceptionally careful attention to the subject, and 
hey said in regard to it, in their first official report 
had been, by the decision of the Supreme Court, 
f that power which until then they had claimed to 
their 3 rts from that time down to the present 
F never appear i anything in conflict with what they 
heir eleventh annual report. That they had not 
their views prior to November last—November, 1905 
melusive evidence in the form of a bill which at that 
sent to the Interstate Commerce Committee of the 
the consideration of that committee as a proper 
mend to the Senate for passage. After pro- 
they should be invested with power to make rates 
1d put them into eff ceeded, at 
e bill, as it y printed at to say as 
v ithin thirty « from t servi on it of 
i 1 order f t payment of m in 
United St 3 f ed t ir $ prin 
tuated pr ‘ 2 7 set a vacate 
ase order a two o ' rie ich 
) I them in the di t i 
an ce ettd thaen ta attention ’ 
oe g Ol > equ side of the cour 
vhi shall lieth) tate 1 matters em 
1 rs in which it is a d to be 
3 ‘ pla t and the ¢ i n 
h a petition or the clerk of ich t 
} { la thereof ft tl Commiss oS n 
4 ] n filed ; and the Commission shall th pon, 
y day fro the receipt of such notice, cause to | 
court a complete certified copy of the record in the 
t! order nplained of was made, including the 
ny, ext the report and opinion of the | 
and its ord 1 f it is impracticable to 
FP any exhbi 1 ex may be f rarded. The 
answer or demur to such petition or bill according to 
in lity ¢ 
t petition the cot ull be of opinion that the 
S is not a it sl all et aside and 
» it I ss the petition. In either 
ill file with its decision a statement of the reasons 
j i is based, a copy of which shall be certified 
( n. If the order of the Cor ission is va- 
lefendant d n peal to the i yurt of 
1 ' Com n y reopen the for further 
| 1 o7 , or it may make a new order without further hear- 
with the decision and opinion of the ircuit court. 
t order shall be subject to the same provisions as an | 
f etition the court may, upon such 
nd to the Cor as the court deems 
within which su shall take effect, n« 
sixty days from the date of service of the order upon 
court may also, if it plainly appears that the order 
tt otherwise, suspend the ration of the order 
y of the proceeding or until the further order of 
ON. Will the Senator allow me? From what bill 
KER. I am reading from the bill that was framed 
state Commerce Commission ait sent by that Com- 
! the Interstate Commerce Committee of the Senate 
iment of their ideas of what this legislation 
I am reading it to call attention to the fact that 
t November, at the beginning of the present 
ngress, the Interstate Commerce Commission con- 
rtain precisely the views so elaborately and so 
1 in their eleventh annual report in regard to the 
full review by the court, including a review not 


e evidens 


e submitted to the Commission, but upon 
idence that the courts might hold it was proper for 
( ‘J rder that equity, justice, and right might pre- 
’ ‘eading it for the purpose of showing that they 
1 down until last November to be of the opinion 
‘m in their eleventh annual report, that not 
1 there be this full, complete, broad view by the court, 
should also be power conferred upon the court 
review to restrain by interlocutory order the exe- 
Commission’s order until the court could finally 
ts validity. 
President, not only was that the well-known view 
rstate Commerce Commission, but it was the view 
else who discussed this subject, so far as I have 
tion or any knowledge. Not until after that time 
of anybody proposing a bill conferring this au- 
* upon the Interstate Commerce Commission such 
bill re for without subjecting the orders 
> to a review by the court. Suddenly there came 
The Hepburn bill was introduced. It did not con- 


been discussed, such as has been pro} l 
what we call a “court-review plan” 

Senate. That is the distinction. They did wu 
Nobody ever controverted that propos 

to the contrary. 

But, Mr. President, suddenly there 
that I am about to call attention to. W t ] 
particularly was the record made by tl 
never heard of any bill omitting t 
court review until some time after th 
Commerce Committee had been bi 
and had been co 
able discussion all over t : 

A little bit later a bill was introduced by 
Iowa himself . 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. D 
to the Senator from lowa? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. The bill toewhich the § 
refers was introduced in the Senate 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that I 
it was introduced, but not until er tl 
believe the Senator omitted to provide t 
his bill. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I recognized tl fact in t] 1 which I 


Y > 

Lis iti AULIS 
} 

i 


had the honor to introduce that it wa 
to take away from the courts their ri: 
the Commission on account of its be ha ; 
say, on the ground of its being a violation of constitu | 
right. 

Mr. FORAKER. Whatever the reason may have been, I 























































































| 

ply t g about the fact. I am not disposed to have any 

ersy with the Senator as to whether there is power in | 

( ess to take away from the courts the right to review an 
rider mode by the Commission. 

Mr. LONG. I was not present when the evidence to which 
the Senator refers was taken by the committee, but I have 
read that evidence, and if the Senator will refer to volume 2, | 
page SO1, of the hearings, he will find that Mr. Morawetz ex- | 
pressed the opinion that it was not within the power of Con- 
sress to confer upon the courts the performance of duties of an 
administrative or a quasi legislative character. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, nobody takes issue with that 
statement. I have no doubt that Mr. Morawetz has so testified. 
I never heard of anybody testifying to the contrary. All are | 
agreed that only judicial power can be conferred upon the | 
courts, and Mr. Morawetz no doubt so testified. 

‘he question raised by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLLiver] 


whether or not the three witnesses named by him testified | 


that it was not competent for Congress to confer upon the courts | 
power to review the orders made by the Commission. My 

‘ er is that what they testified to was that it was not com 

petent for us to authorize an appeal from an administrative 
board to the court direct, but they never pretended any such 
thing, nor did anybody else, so far as I have any recollection, as 
that you could not bring an independent action and that we | 


uld not give jurisdiction to the court to entertain an independ- 


ent action to attack an order, or complain of an order and seek | 


to have it enjoined, that the Commission had made and was 
seeking to entorce, 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I have before me the testi- 
mony of the witness to whose testimony I alluded a moment ago, 
and [ find that Mr. Morawetz said: 






Congress can require the courts to pass upon the question whether a 
t xed | commission is confiscatory. It can also require the 
termine whether a rate fixed by a commission or by a rail 
I is excessive—illegally high But Congress can not re 
rts to p upon the mere business policy of fixing a rate 

I petween ti se two extremes 
{ venture to say, without occupying too much of the Senator’s 
time, that the other great railway lawyers to whom I have re- 
ferred coincided in that opinion; and it is not a mere formal 


liment to the honorable Senator from Ohio to say that his 
own speech, made here early in the session, seems to coincide 


yrniy 
t 


with this view. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator is mistaken 
out that. What the Senator reads raises a different question 


together from what I supposed he was raising by the interrup- 
bt . 


n that he subjected me to a few minutes ago. In the speech 
I de here February 28 I pointed out, in agreement with what 


tid by these witnesses, that it was true that where rates 
on the one hand were confiscatory and on the other were extor- 
tir te, anywhere between that, rates may be considered, in a 
cel n sense, to be reasonable. 

Mherefo1 if fixed by legislative authority, they can not be 
reviewed by the court, unless we confer on the court express 
power to do so. That is what I contended for. 

Now that I am on that point, I will say there is a difference 
of ion betwen lawyers as to it, and I do not remember what 
this ess or that witness or another witness may have said 
on that particular phase of the subject; but I do remember, Mr. 


that no witness testified that we could not confer 
courts jurisdiction to entertain an independent bill to 
review and set a an order the Commission had made of 
h the carrier wanted to make complaint or of which the 
r or the community desired to make complaint on the 


upon the 


side 


suund that the order was not in conformity with the standaré 
reate, 
Mr. LONG. So far as I know, no one contends that we could 
mfer such jurisdiction on the courts. I believe that the 
courts haye such authority now, without any special statutory 
p) \ 1 
| ring to Mr. Hines’s statement before the committee, 
\ the Senator says, was only upon the question as to 
whether an appeal could be taken from the Commission to a 
urt, I sh to call his attention to this statement of Mr. Hines 
1 the hearings: 
If you get an order from a commission making,a rate, no matter how 
you word the power of the judicial review 


t the appeal—I eall the attention of the Senator to this— 
e judicial review 





t is t going into those facts any further than is necessary to 
irrier from confiscation, in my judgment. So, no matter 
ht you might wave theoretically to do that, the matter is 

ft 7 tically with the Commission, unless it palpably 

es its d 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, as I have already said upon 
that phase of the general question, there was and is a differ- 
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| understand what I am talking about. 








9 
) 


’ 


Ma } 








| ence of opinion among the lawyers, and I would not pretend to 
say what this lawyer said or that lawyer said who appeared anq 
testified before the committee. I happen to know that eo of 
| the lawyers, and among them Mr. Hines, I think, have ¢) nged 
their opinion upon some of the points they discussed since ¢\y y 
testified before the committee. That is only natural. Moy are 


called before committees; they are cross-examined, qu: 


LONS 


are brought suddenly before them, which perhaps they h hot 
carefully considered, and they make the best answers {! can 
under the circumstances. It is not strange that now and la 
lawyer who appears before a Senate committee should ce 
| statements there which, upon reflection and further ip: on. 
tion, he might wish to modify or change. . 
jut, however that matter may be, Mr. President, | not 
want to be diverted from the point I want to make. I» to 
the time I mentioned, nobody ever thought of such a t 9 
not providing in any bill presented to the Senate or to ; 1- 
mittee of the Senate for a court review and full autho: ir 


the court to suspend by interlocutory injunction an ord 
Commission pending the hearing of that review. I ny 
view in an independent action. Suddenly, however, th 
the bill of the Senator from Iowa, and I think that 
first one, that omitted the broad court review. I am 
tain about that; but, if I am in error, the Senator is present and 
he can correct me. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If the Senator will permit me, I wil) gs» 
that there is no sense in which that bill omitted the « 
view. It provided that the orders should continue in ee 
unless they were vacated by the court. It provided a yenue in 
the circuit court of the United States for the hearing of ; 
independent proceedings in equity; and, while doubt has 
thrown around the legal sufficiency of these provisions, | 
never maintained, and no other friend of the bill has ever 
trained, that there is absent from that bill, or from the 
bill, an adequate facility for entering into the court to 
determined any right which the carrier affected by the ork 
has a right to have adjudicated. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, Mr. President, I will not | 
controversy with the Senator about that concerning which we 
are talking. In the Senator’s bill as it was originally iniro- 
duced, if my recollection serves me correctly, it was provided it 
the restrictive review, if I may employ that term in a s 
which is a correct one, that the question to be passed upon by 
the court was as to the lawfulness of the order made; ut in 
this bill which we have under consideration, and in this hill for 


ine 


s the 


ve any 
ive rh 


| the first time, appears the provision that the question to be re- 


viewed by the court is whether the order was regularly made— 
not lawfully made, but regularly made. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I dislike very much to interrupt the Sen- 
ator’s discourse, but the matters to which he has just referred 
have absolutely nothing to do with the independent action of 
the carrier going into courts for the purpose of deno ig 
an order of the Commission as unlawful or unconstitutional. 


The Senator is referring to the Hepburn section which auth 
izes the action on the part of the Commission to bring suit in 
equity to enforce its order. 


Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator be right about th Mr. 
President, then he has conclusively established what I was 


contending for, that there was omitted from his bill what v 
in the Interstate Commerce Commission’s bill, which is the pro 
vision that the carrier, or anybody else interested, may go into 
court in an independent action as a complainant and have i re- 
view. There is no such thing as that in the Senator's bi 





there is no such thing as that in this Hepburn bill, aud uniil 
this Hepburn bill came before the House of Representatives, 1 


never was in any bill—I mean the omission of a review of that 
kind—so far as I have any recollection. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, one of my main troubles 
has been, as the Senator from Ohio knows, to get anybody to 
read my bill or the House bill. 

If there is no provision made in the Hepburn bill for 4 re 


view in the courts, what does the bill mean when it says that 


| the orders of the Commission shall remain in effect unt le 

court suspends or vacates them? What does it mean U 

' deliberately provides for a venue and trial of suits bro 'V 

the carriers affected by those orders? That is a te 
| method of conferring jurisdiction—to provide a venue. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the Senator does S- 

+ the 


I am talking : 
fact that there is not in this bill any conferring of po' upon 


any court to entertain any such independent review (l- 

ings as I have been discussing. There is no such pro ky 

| the Senator’s bill as is found in the Interstate Comm mn- 
ie 


; 
| 


mission bill. That was left out. Why was it left out’ 7! 


Senator knows why it was left out. 








\} XOLLIVER. I know, and I think 
» state. 

. ORAKER. I should be glad to have the Senator do so. 
; KOLLIVER. It was left out for the reason that it was 
‘ The jurisdiction of the courts of the United States 
; the legal validity of an act of Congress does not de 
: any affirmative conferring of power in the act, but 
ion of the court is independent of our action here. 
on was left out because it was obvious that that 
1, could not be disturbed by an act of Congress. So 
n personally concerned, I left it out because I wanted 
e unimpaired the power which from time immemorial 

s have exercised in dealing with acts of Congress. 
\ MAKER. Mr. President, the Senator does not quite 
he real reason why it. was left out. I will state the 
and the Senator knows when I state it that I am 
truth. Although I not at any of these 
es, I know what was done at some of them upon 
ity as I would have if the Senator himself should 
s left out because it was pointed out when the 
mimnerce Commissioners’ bill was presented to the 
that by that bill, as by every 
perhaps, that had been up to that time in- 


exact was 


as 
It wa 
| C 
cauke Commerce Committee, 


he fifty bills, 


there would have to be, if it should be enacted into 
rials to which the shipper would have to he sub- 


would have to have a trial before the Commission, 
» would have to go into court and have another trial. 
\ ver before questioned but that that would be the right 


er or the right of the shipper or the right of the 


and everybody felt that to subject a shipper to 
as wrong if there was any way to avoid it—to a 


the Commission and a trial before the court—and 
ould have only one, and it should be a full and fair 
final trial, except subject to appeal. But nobody 
iat time ever thought of such a thing shutting 
door against anybody. Everybedy supposed, 
of course, that was a right inalienable, and there 
(merican citizen who could be deprived of it; and 

M President, in all these proceedings, whether you 


as 


use 


them before a commission or not, they must sooner 
into the court to have that hearing. So it was 


some of us on the committee, who were just as anx 
the Senator from Iowa was, and as others of his col 
to find a remedy for the evils complained of, that 
as incumbent upon us to find a remedy that would 
t the shipper to more than one such hearing, and that 
have one anyhow, and one must be had in the 
s anyhow, it ought to be there in the first instance. 

| hy I brought in the bill I introduced here, Senate 
2s oviding that the Commission should be restricted in 
to those which properly belong to an executive 
xecutive powers; that it should discharge only ad 
and that when it determination 
hts, to the end that there might be only one hearing, 
be, in the first instance, in that tribunal to which it 
any event. So it provided that the Commission 
cting in the first place as a prosecutor, then as a 
lg | then as a legislator, should act simply as an executive 
i act, and discharge only executive duties; it should 
nts, and if a complaint when heard was of such a 
at it could by the exercise of powers of con 
g the parties together, it should exercise its powers 
tion; but if it found on trial that the carrier would 
from that of which the shipper complained, then it 
sl he duty of this Commission, not to sit for a full and 
¢ running through a period of time ranging 
one year to two, three, or four years before it could 
making an order, but that it should immedi- 
hought there was probable ground for the complaint, 
court, where by necessity it must go anyhow, and 
¢ been sent, it was the duty of the court to pro 
ately, the district attorney having filed a complaint 
of the United States Government, and give a full 

ing, subject to appeal to the Supreme Court. 


IS simple. 


t @£ re, 


duties, came to a 


its 


nt of 


such an advantage to the shipper over every other 

ted; it was such an advantage to all concerned to 

ve e hearing instead of two and to have it in the court, 
‘essity he must have one anyhow, that at once there 
nt topie taken up for consideration, and that was 
t they could so frame it as to prevent any review 
of the work of the Commission. Then it was, 
tter was thus pressed upon our friends, that they 
the first time from the bills they introduced a pro- 


\ L——396 
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I ought to be per- | 


any- 


s 7 4 
It was such a saving of expense to the 


vision for this 


broad and generous, and properly gen s 
| court review, which the Interstate Commerc Commiss rs 
placed in their bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. And providing for due pi ! 
Mr. FORAKER. And _ provi for due pi ss. as the 


Senator from 


Wisconsin well 
Mr. i 


President, it is getting late I did not expect 





‘ ) » «le i 
the Senate so long, but I did want to call e 
of the discussion to the fact that, s S 

cerned and so far as a rest ‘ 
state Commerce Commission |! d 

this very last utterance, w 3 

the bill it framed and sent to us r | t re ! 
interlocutory restraining order the 7 

and just that such an order shot 

Mr. WARREN obtained f ol 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. Pr l 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. |! the Senator m Wvor , 
yield to the Senator from Sout Cn i? 

Mr. WARREN. I ask the §S r ff vuuth ¢ 
he will consent to the laying as » té rarily of the pending 
order, so that I may ask the $ t ) | ‘ ‘ 
moments until we finish the Army appropriation bill? I 
it will take no more than five or ten minu 

Mr. TILLMAN. I shall be very h y to 
Senator: but before doing so I I to | 
amendments of my own to the pending bill, ar so to 
privilege to submit, as ¢ ing the In t 
Commission, some additi ul endments, wit <p] ons. 
not relating to the features we have beet tine n 
one sense quarreting about, but to the administrative f ires 
The amendments are to prevent itradicth sand otl S 
of inconsistencies, to which the ttent n of the Co nission 
has been directed I asked them in my letter to point o 
thing of that sort which their experience vould sue I 
ask that the batch of amendn ts and the explanations ) 
gether with the report of the Int tate ¢ Nmerce ) l 
on one of the cases mentioned herein, ju as I ser t 
desk, be printed in document form, and that each of the 
ments be printed in order. 

Mr. CULLOM. How many are thers 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not know, but I thi thers i 
dozen or two 

Mr. KEAN. Then I understand the Senator fre Sou 
Carolina is not for the House bill unamended 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am for a good bill, Mr. President, an eff 
ive bill, and a just bill. 

Mr. KEAN. Then that means the Senator from South Caro 
lina is not for the House bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not for it as it came from the H 


I never have been, and have said so four or five times 
Mr. KEAN. I am glad to know it 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is 
of the Senator from South 
Chair hears none, and that 


there objection to the 
Carolina 


order is made. 


Mr. BACON. I beg to present an amendment to the v 
rate bill, which I ask may be read id also printed i 
read because it is immediately preceding the 1 ‘ \ wo 
be called upon to upon it, and I should like to have : 
the Recorp, so that Senators may exan 

Mr. WARREN. Will the S« , es ee 
printed in the Recorp without re y 


Mr. BACON. Very well, I will ask to hay 
RECORD. 


rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection the amendment 


intended to be pr posed by the Senator fro Geol 


printed and lie on the table. It will also be pr i 
RECORD. 
The amendment referred to is as foll s 
On page 11, line 5, after the word | 
line down to and including the word 
line 9. 
On page 14 strike out all of line 18 down t | ’ 
‘effect’ in line 2, page 15, and in lieu of t 
page 14 insert the following 
“That all orders of the Commission, ey i seca 
money, shall take effect at the end of 1 
to the carriers directed to obey ‘ 
period of time, mn t CACE ed ne two \ “Ss ~ . 
order of the Commission, unless ‘ ‘ ( 
or suspended or set aside in a t ag ; 
the circuit court of the United Stat sitting ; i 


jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the t 
States in any district where any 

to hear and determine in : lit vy 
was beyond the authority of the Commission conf ! t 
in violation of the provisions of 
of the carrier secured by the Co tu And 
hereby conferred on the circuit courts of the United St 
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trict wherein the plaintiff or plaintiffs reside, to hear and determine in| The Secretary. The next passed-over amendment 
a ch suit whether the order complained of is in violation of the pro- | x ; a oT ited alae ‘ aa le 
v of this act, or whether the rate authorized by the Commission to | proposed by the senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer], on @ 
ed by the rrier is unjustly discriminatory, or unduly prefer- | 41, after line 18, to insert: 
prejudicial to the shippers * vs he carrier more than | ste . a 
ane a Sor ea aes My Byrntebie | the carrier more than | To erect a guardhouse at Fort Keogh, Mont., $11,000; to ; 
ee ca eee oe egg ; | double barracks at Fort Keogh, Mont., at $55,000 each, $110,00 r 
Mr. TILLMAN. I now ask that the unfinished business may | $121,000. 
be ter rarily laid aside M ; oN i 
1. : Mr. WARREN. I will ask the Senator from Mont; 
TI VICE-PRESIDENT absence jecti is : : ¢ ; oe e 
- E-PRESIDENT. In the absence of objection, it 18) yi}) not withdraw that amendment? It properly belon« 
So orcere % * 3 = * - e > 
) a. another bill and ought not to be considered in connect vit} 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL this bill _——— 
Mr. WARREN. I now ask unanimous consent that the Sen- Mr. CARTER. After conference with the chairman 16 
ite proceed to the consideration of the Army appropriation bill. | committee, the Senator from Wyoming, realizing that + 
There being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the | amendment may with propriety be offered to the sun Civil 
Who resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. 14897) | appropriation bill, I withdraw it. . 
making appropriation for the support of the Army for the fiscal The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana wit). 
year ending June 30, 1907. : draws the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment which was| The Srcrerary. The next passed-over amendment one 
passed over will be stated. | offered by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Marin] to add at 
Mhe Secrerary. On page 15, line 6, after the word “rank,” | the end of the bill the following: 
he Cor ittee ilitary Pairs ‘eporte é é » » ul * . s . 
the mmittee on Military . Affairs reported an amendment,| 1, pe expended under the supervision and direction of the § 
to insert the following proviso: | of War in the improvement of the national boulevard own 
Pi led furthe That officers who served creditably during the civil United States, between Princess Anne street and the gate to the 1 
v i who now hold the rank of brigadier-general on the active list | cemetery, at Fredericksburg, Va., the sum of $30,000. 
of the Army, hav previously held that rank for two years or more, | TARREN. The oc itte ave sidere hn 4 : 
shall, when retired trom Getive service, have the wauk and setired pay | Mr. WARREN. The committee have considered th 1end- 
of major-general | ment and will accept it. 
Mr. WARREN. I understand that the Senator from New The amendment was agreed to. 
Jersey ir. Kean], who asked that that amendment lie over, The Secretary. The next passed-over amendment is 
does t now object to it. proposed by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson |], to ins 
Mr. KEAN. ‘That is correct. Let it be agreed to. | on page 15, after line 11, the following: 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Jersey | That upon written application to the Secretary of War, and subject 
vi vs his objection to the amendment. The question is on | to the conditions and requirements hereinafter contained, the 1 : 
a r to the amendment each surviving major-general and brigadier-general of volunt: 
a cee aa i a a aaa United States Volunteer Army of the civil war, and each 
e amendment was agreed to. | field officer of a volunteer regiment therein, who was at any ap 
The VICK-PRESIDENT. The next amendment which was | pointed and commissioned by the President, by and with dy 
D - will be stated |} and consent of the Senate, as brigadier-general or majo 
ms : a . oo , | Volunteers, by brevet, on account of services rendered in said A 
le SECRETARY. The next amendment passed over was that! gnall be entered on a roll, to be known as the volunteer ret 
sed by Mr. BULKELEY on page 17, line 19, after the word | Each person so entered shall have served as an oflicer or ar i 
ts” to insert: man not less than two and a half years in said Volunt 
: : tween April 15, 1861, and July 15, 1865, at least one year of 
n paid on June 30, 1906, as shown by the books of | service shall have been in the field with troops; he sh: l 
1 I ( s Office, said sum to be transferred in the} honorably discharged from said service and shall have r 
I Depa t om pay the Army to the c1 of the de-| of 70 years; he shall not belong to the Regular Army 
I i cre tion 1305 of the Revised Statutes, as he 1} have been retired; said application to be accompanied wi 
| the identity of the applicant, and both the application 
2 1 1308 the Revised es of the United | be under oath: Provided, That an officer who lost an arm, | 
‘ ended ) take effect July », and to read as | eyes by wounds in battle, if otherwise qualified, shall b« 
retirement without reference to the length of his servic said 
Ar d man of tl Army may deposit his savings, | Volunteer Army. 
it y Army pa te who shall fur- | That each applicant whose name shall be entered upor 
\ sh e el ‘ > | shall be entered as of the highest rank held by him wt 
f 1ount, ¢ of s said Volunteer Army, and when so entered on said list 
sited sh be a | paid, out of any money in the Treasury not otherwise 
f shall be dep re , | one-half pay, according to his actual rank, which pay 
S k ra a Ps same as that now received by retired officers of like rank 
) ot d man on 4d lar Army, and shall be paid in like manner; such pay to 
1ade t f i create i | date of filing his said application with the Secretary of W 
1 l tence of continue during his natural life. 
in F not be That each person who shall receive pay under this act 
i r to » heirs o1 ‘ relinquish all his right and claim to pension from the | 
I s 1 dep s be exe f after the date of filing said application, and any pay! 
S « s ( ‘. = the Govern! s pension made to him covering a period subsequent to th 
nt deposited to e€ person so depositin said application shall be deducted from the amount due hir 
payment or payments under this act; and pay allowed by t 
S. ¢ y ting to ft soldier's credit not be subject or liable to any attachment, levy, lien, 
I en ’ to im upon his discharge, be | under any process whatever; and persons whose names are 
I n y of th I for the then <« | said list shall not constitute any part of the United States A 
ae WARREN. Mr. President, that amend i ia | Mr. KEAN. I thought the Senator from Wyoming ! 
, . I esluent, 1a amen 1e1 vas “al ° . . 
} ot thn Bount from 'T uM o ; : | point of order on the amendment. 
I equ t Ol He wt itor Om AXaS - ULBERS< * . an * - tas + on 
1 lay. bef ] - tl C} 5 her +i - Mr. WARREN. I made the point of order, but wit S 
ad aay, we re iea iz i€ hamper 1a e ‘ * lr ie naan . 
with sa aitinie Toit deeds ta @ a of tl » Ehat He | that the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELson] cou 
S », And was 1 iavor ol 1e@ amendment, . * 1, aa 
1 IDENT 1} . ere et — the Senate upon the amendment if he desired. I um 
i E-PR SIDENT. The question is on the amendment . ’ s p ° . 
ee Rasa tor from Connecticut [Mr,. Br ~) | dees not so desire, and I make the point of order. 
) 1e Senate on onnectic Mr. GULKELE 1heT. SON j 
aaa i ' ULKELEY]. | Mr. NELSON. Mr. President—— 
rree( Oo | a aun . i ~ 
LEN. I desire t ll attention, o1 26 to the | Mr. WARREN. Pardon me. I did not observe th 
aes » Cal attention, oO ge 36 ( > a * 
7 rt Sam Houston T “a 1 » tO the | tor was in the Chamber. 
ey = +] a ar Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, while I am very ! 
words from the amendment. here is : ; very glad 
n duri hurried eHere 1S) ested in the amendment, and should be very gla 
hn UTing Hurrier consideratio ) : . - — 
a Aft ty vee - 7 | adopted, I concede the fact that the point of order is 
esteraay d er he roras ”“ ‘ - : : 
/ we words "®a0 | ond that being the case, I do not feel warranted in ta 
A Lex . out the words ior use. ‘ . ‘ . ae P +] : It 
a time of the Senate to discuss the merits of the li 
vases passed-over amendment 1 would be love’s labor lost. 
cagsr rant teone ; Se, a 2 One? Mr. FORAREE. Bie. Pees eee ony 
ed \ ‘ I ’ ma | Mr. ( ARTER |, on page ne : . “der = t- ont st the ani 
Mon 4 silina + sorry the point of order does lie agains ‘ 
> é ser ) ne . “< 
cause I think the men who would receive the | 
3 oon ee ae horized “ disere t the |} amendment are men worthy of grateful recogn 
' in of the | IK filite "| hands of the Government in the declining years of 
lay not his opini i | J merely wish to say, further, to the Senator 
| sota that I would gladly sustain and help him in « 
\W N. The co ittee have considered the amend- | could if the situation were different. 
It. Mr. NELSON. I will add just one word more, aK 
was agreed to. ‘take up the time of the Senate further. There is : ae 





iv trust that the committee will give it careful and 
cousideration. I think the old veterans are entitled to 
tion. I trust the committee, although this amendment 
it on the point of order, will not regard the subject- 
outlawed. 
\ \RREN. Just a word, Mr. President. The subject is 
will have the friendly and sincere consideration of the 
There is one feature of it I do not wish to go into 
and that that the amendment includes only the 
de of officers. A question comes up, in fact has been 
‘veral with the committee, as to those who did not 
igh rank and who are equally deserving. However, 
matter will be considered in due time by the com- 
{ will not discuss it further now. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Chair understand 
it Minnesota to withdraw the amendment? 
ii LSON. Yes; I withdraw the amendment. 
LLER. I desire to submit an amendment to come in 
as an independent proposition. 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator 
ment, which will be stated. 
! It is proposed to add at the end of the bill 


is 


the 


from Colorado sub- 


sident , and he is hereby, authorized t 
of the act of April 23, 1904, pr 
retired list to certain officers of the 
as of the date of said act such officers with such civil-war 
the grade of brigadier-general as have heretofore been 
son of disability contracted in the line of duty under the 
act October 1, 1890, and also such officers with 
below the grade of brigadier-general as have hereto 
red under the provisions of section 1243 of the Revised 


o include within 


viding for increased 
Army with civil-war 


the ¢ 
ile Ou 


ARREN., 
vet before the Military Affairs Committee in such 
the committee does not feel that the amendiment 
on the pending biH. I am therefore compelled to 
int of order, but I will withhold it until the Senator 

f ( do has had time to state the case. 

| LLER. Mr. President, this is substantially an amend- 

wt ed at the last session of Congress, and it is to amend a 

| t the former ‘session of Congress. The Department 

in a way so as to leave cut some eighteen or twenty 
hought they were entitled to partake of the benefits 
of tl At the last session of Congress, when I offered the 
and made some few remarks on it, the acting chair- 
Senator from Vermont [Mr. Proctor], said: 

nt, I sympathize with the amendment, but I hope 

‘olorado will not press it to a vote. He knows very 

vorked in harmony with him to get the most liberal 
enefit of these retired officers. 

got at the last ion involved a 
For that reason the nominations 
nt session. The officers were 

that they could not be 


the 
well 
law 


ses deal of 
not come 
months be 


until they 


in 
us 
the 


been 


labor 
to 
hind, 
had 


great 
did 
seven 
paid 


ttee on 


the 


Affairs, 
to send 


Military 
Department 
niirmed 
imperfections in the law. I think there are certain 
not great in number, who ought to be included. I 
when that bill was before Congress to insert in it the 
but it did not include all that I think ought to be 
not think the Senator’s amendment does. 

session I called on the Judge-Advocate-General 
f that act, and he has submitted a very extensive report, 
imit I have not had time to read, as I saw it wa m 
nit. I should think there are 20 or 30 pages, perhaps 
the committee at the next session will take up this 
isider the views of the Judge-Advocate-General. and try, 
heir power lies, to bring in a measure that will correct 


the 
used all 


immediately after 
in the list, and 


session 


possible 


mec 
are 
ed 


rme 
rms, 


lo 


for a 


re 
ir 


I “¢ the 


amendment is amenable to a point of order. 
[ cle » Say, 


however, that in my judgment there would 
for the adoption of the amendment if the De- 
construe the existing law it ought to be 
as some of the best lawyers in this country de 
| be construed. If the Senate was in a condition 
ild present this matter properly and have a yote on 
embarrassing the Senate, I would certainly insist 
vish to say to the Senator that I am going to 
and whenever an opportunity is presented in the 
ise to endeavor, if possible, to secure for these 

: vhat I think they are certainly entitled. to. 
A -REN. Mr. President, there is merit in some of these 
hey are being very carefully considered. A ma- 
Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate as 
ted are new members, who were not members of 
ee one year ago when the Senator from Colorado 
Ss matter—that is, seven new men have gone on to 
‘at the present session. I can assure the Senator, 


ity 
| 


ould 


as 





! 


iittee on Military Affairs relating to the same matter. | 


Mr. President, I regret very much that this | 
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without stating with exactness, what will be dor 


that the subject will surely b« msid 
the committee. One trouble that Se 
to the number that are ent | to the 
legislation and the number affected | 
present law by the Department. We h 
inquiry at the Department, to find what it 
and to get further information to ind ‘ 
hope to be able eventually to epare 
please the Senator and others int ted it 

Mr. TELLER. I have no special interest 
happen to know a number of ex-soldiers who ar 
the construction put upon the act by the D t 
believe the number can exceed eighteen 
the number the Senator from Vermont estim 
I do not believe it will exceed that number But 
does not make any particular difference | 
If it is an act of justice it ought to be done, eve 
pretty late day to do it. 

Mr. WARREN. I feel that I must mal 


Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


order, as the proposed amendment is clearly agai 


The CI 


Hair SUst s 


Mr. WARREN. That completes the imittes 
and all others so far offered, Mr. Presid 
The bill was reported to the Senate as 


amendments were concurred in. 
The amendments 





were ordered to be engrossed 
to be read a third time. 
The bill was read the third time, and passed 
HEARINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE ¢ 
Mr. PENROSE. I move that the Senate adjour 
Mr. KEAN. Will the Senator from Pennsylvani 
for a moment? 
Mr. PENROSE. I yield to the Senator fr Ne 
Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Con ter 
Control the Contingent Expenses of the Sen 
was referred the resolution submitted by mys« 
to report it with amendments, and | ask for its pre 
ation. 

The Senate proceeded to consider the resolution 
The amendments of the committee were, in li 
word “committee,” to insert “or its subcommitt 
same line, before the word “ hearings,” to strike « 
insert “such:” in the same line, before the ord 
strike out “and bills;” in line 6, before the we 
strike out “for the use of the committee ” 1 ij 

use;” and in line 7, after the word “ paid,” to 


of” and insert “ from ; 
Resol That the C 
same is hereby, authorized 
may be ne to report 
or other matters pending before 1id 
and have such 
rapher be paid from the 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agree 


so as to mal the resolut 


Ac 


red, nmittee on 


to emp! 


as essal Ss i rings as 


hearings pr 


contingent f ad of 1 


to Ss 


LANDS 
Mr. HEMENWAY. I 
tary Affairs, to whom was referred 
empower the Secretary of 
neapolis certain lands in exchange 
for flowage purposes, to report it favorably witl 
Mr. NELSON. I ask that the bill may be con 
present time. It is a local bill relati 
sippi River at Minneapolis. 
There being no objection, 
whole, proceeded to consider the bill. 
The bill was reported to the Senate 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, a1 


IN MINNI 


\POLIS ‘ N 


am directed 


sis 


the Sen: 


AGRICULTURAL LANDS WITHIN FORES S] 
Mr. CARTER. I ask the Senator from P: ‘ 
to me for a moment. 
Mr. PENROSE. I yield to the Senator from M 
Mr. CARTER. I ask unanimous consent ! 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 17576) to pre 
of agricultural lands within forest reserves. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator f 
unanimous consent for the present considerat 
will be read for the informaticn of the Senate 
The Secretary read the bill. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objectior 


consideration of the bill? 


inted fe its use, and ft! 


War to convey to the 
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| 
Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me that this is rather an impor- | 
t bill and needs some explanation. It is so late that I hope | 
or { Montana will not press it. 

Mr. WARREN. I hope the Senator from South Carolina will 
e bill go through. It has been carefully considered in | 
Ifouse. It merely provides that if within a forest reserve | 
has been luded some agricultural ground the Depart- | 

| 





»entry. It is entirely with the Department. 
Mr. CARTER. A similar bill has twice been reported by the | 


. TILLMAN. All right. 

Mr. FULTON. This is a bill, I am sorry to say, to which the 
from Idaho |Mr. Hrysurn] especially requested me to 
ntion in case it came up, as he wishes to be heard on it. 

ally I do not wish to make an objection. 

CARTER. The particular part of the Senate bill to 

le SS t ‘rom Idaho objected was comprised in the 
his discretion ” as applied to the Secretary. In the | 
Is do not occur. | 





FULTO? I simply make the statement to the Senator. 
| ati | that this bill will not be objectionable to the 
iator from Idaho, of course I will not insist upon objecting. 
ir. CARTER. The feature of the bill to which he called 

| attention has been eliminated from this bill. 

» being no objection, the Senate, as in Committee of the } 

proceeded to consider the bill, which had been reported 


the Committee on Public Lands with an amendment, in 
6, page 1, after the words “ forest reserves,” to strike out 
t in the State of California.” 
| imendment was agreed to. 
The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 
nt was concurred in. 
rhe amendment was ordered to be engrossed and the bill to 
read a third time. 
bill was read the third time, and passed. 
TOWING OF LOG RAFTS, 
Mr. PILES. Mr. President 
Mr. TILLMAN. I shall have to move that the Senate ad- 
. It is y ry la . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Such a motion was made by the 


rv from Pennsylvania [Mr. Penrose], but was withheld. 
PENROSE. I made the motion, and I am willing to | 


to the Senator from Washington, unless there be objection. 





Mr. PILES. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
ion of the bill (S. 5872) to prevent dangers to naviga- 
! rafts of logs or timbers on coast waters of the 
tates. It can not affect anyone seriously. The Sen- 
fy Calif asked for an opportunity to look into the 
has los l into it and has withdrawn all objection. 

MI LLUMAN. IL withdraw my objection. 
| n us consent, the Senate, as in Committee of the 
1 to consider the bill. It directs the Seer ry 
( erce d Labor to prescribe rules and regulatio1 rovV- 
» dimensions, the methods of binding together, and the 
ti ¢ by steam or other power of any raft or rafts 
of logs, piles, timber, or lumber on the coast waters 
necting waters under the jurisdiction of the United 


ill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


ROE REISINGER. 


FORAKER. I ask for the present consideration of the 


ul 1 (S. R. 13) authorizing the Secretar f War to 
» Congressional medal of honer to Roe Reisinger. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsyl- 
es tor from Ohio? 
| Ce} J 
Ise ! _ ca in Committee of th 
( to « he joint resolution. 
RR \ I} 1 mmitt s the joint resolu 
+ ? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Committee on Military Affairs. 
KEAN. The Committee on Military Affairs, by the Sen- 


Ohio | Mr. FoRAKER] 

resolution was reported to the Senate without 
nt, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
| time, and passed. 

PISNROSE. I move that the Senate adjourn 


ion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’eclock and 


( 53 minutes 
ie Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 4, 


MOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Tuurspay, May 3, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


CouDEN, D. 


EXPENDITURES IN AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT, 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimoy 

for the present consideration of the resolution which | 

sk and ask to have read. 

as follows: 

no examination of the expenditures in the De; 

by the Committee on Expendit 

f Agriculture for a ( 

nation is now necessary in the interest of the pu 
Whereas said examination can not be had by 

committee : 


Agriculture 
Department 


Committee 
authorized ni ' I 
is concerned, all of the matters ; 
XI of the House of Representative 


Agriculture 
Agriculture 
paragraph 42 of Rule 





examination, sessions of the 


examination 


The SPEAKER. 
WILLIAMS. 
ject, I desire to say that this is a very important mat 
Does the gentleman from 
the gentleman from Mississippi? 
LITTLEFIELD. 
rises for the purpose of making an inquiry. 
man rise for the purpose of inquiring the purpose 


Is there objection? 
reserving 


SPEAKER. 


I yield to the gentle) 


WILLIAMS. 
right to object, and in the interim making a statement, 
the gentleman yield to me or not? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


I rise for 


Oh, yes; I yield to the gent! 
Very well; I want to say that this 
important matter, but it is not half so important as gi 
facilities and school rights to the people of the Indian 
by the admission of the State of Oklahoma. 

Mr. Speaker, I object to any such stat 
And I therefore object. 

Objection is heard, and the stat 


Mr. PAYNE. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
SPEAKER, 


WILLIAMS. 
the statement. 

The SPEAKER. 
He is merely announcing the facts. 
LITTLEFIELD. 


But the gentleman yielded to me 
The Chair is not criticising the ¢g 
understand 


SPEAKER. 
WILLIAMS. 


Objection is made. 
And for the reasons stated by 


LITTLEFIELD. 
If the gentleman wants to stop this investigation, 
And the gentleman from Missis 
not care whether the gentleman from Maine cares or 1 
So the honors are even. 


WILLIAMS. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


move that the 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the st 
Union for the consideration of the naval appropriation | 
Mr. Speaker, pending that motion, I desire to ask m 
on the committee [Mr. Meyer] if he has any suggesti 
as to limiting time for general debate? 

Mr. Speaker, I would suggest, 


MEYER. ‘ 
reral debate run on dur 


my colleague, that we let 
limiting the time for general 
to-morrow 
ean then fix a limit for general debate. 
st that the debate to-day should be apportioned, « 
genileman from Illinois and the other half to 


morning, is deemed 


that general debate go on to-day without fixing an) 

WILLIAMS. 

that, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. 


unanimous 


That is correct. 

And that the time be divided equal! 
the two sides, one-half to be controlled by the gent! 
Louisiana and the other half by myself. 


WILLIAMS. ulanimous consent 


The 
ntleman 
would ret 


an presiding 


Chair 


over 


recoguition 


LIAMS. 
hat. 
ARERR. 
sion ¢ f time 
i the gentle 
mn agreeing to the 

1 was taken; 
i to have it. 


sion (demanded by 
27. 

LLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I 
ent. 


HAKER. 
1 present. 
ill be closed, 


the 


from 


puire 


That being the 


‘man from 
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will state 
[llinois 
unanimous 
the 


motion of the 


Mr. 


and the yeas and nays will be called. 


hh of 
“i will vote “ no,” 
resent.” 
LER 


\KI 


the gentleman from 


of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. Speaker, 


‘R. The gentleman will state it. 
.ER of Pennsylvania. 


that the time 
and 
consent; 
Committee 
and also an equal division. Is 


usual course, I 


the 


WILLIAMS) 


suggest that there 


Illinois will vote 
and those present and not voting 


Is there any way 


to be 
the gentleman 
otherwise 
of the Whole 
there 


have no ob- 


The Chair hears no objection to the request 
i to be controlled by E 
Louisiana, half 


nan from 
half. The 


gentile 


and 


gentleman from 


and the Speaker announced that the 


there were— 


is no 


The gentleman makes the point that there 
Evidently there is not a quorum present. 
Sergeant-at-Arms will bring in the | 


Those in favor 
“ aye,” 


The Clerk will call the roll. 
a parliamentary 


by which 





will show the gentlemen who are present at this | 


\RK of Missouri. 
I 


(KI 


tecular order! 
t The Chair will state to the 


gentleman from 


that that is hardly a parliamentary inquiry. 
1. I wanted it to appear in the 


LER ¢ 


yi 
t is all. 


tion was taken; and there were—yeas 
present” 10, not voting 154, 


YEAS 





nry, Tex. 









yhrey, Wash, 
phreys, Miss. 





»hnson 

nes, Wash. 

is fer 

Kennedy, Nebr. 

Kitchin, Claude 
Kitchin, Wm. W. 
Klepper 


Kline 
Knowland 
Lacey 


F Pennsylvani 


217. 
Lamb 
Landis, Chas. B. 
Landis, Frederick 
Lawrence 
Lester 
Lever 
Lewis 
Lilley, Conn, 
Lindsay 
Littauer 
Little 
Littlefield 
Livingston 
Llovd 
McCall 
McCarthy 
McCreary, Pa, 
MecGavin 
McKinney 
MeLachlan 
McLain 
MeMorran 
McNary 
Macon 
Madden 
Mahon 
Mann 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Meyer 
Minor 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Norris 
Oleott 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Page 
Palmer 
Parker 
Payne 
Perkins 
Pollard 
Prince 
Pujo 
Randell, Tex. 
Reeder 
Reid 
Rhinock 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—10. 


Crumpacker 
Davidson 
Gardner, Mich, 


Goulden 
Hill, Miss. 
Hoar 





217, nays 0, 


as follows: 


Richardson, Ala. 
Richardson, Ky. 
Rives 

Rixey 

Roberts 
Robinson, Ark. 
Rodenberg 
Rucker 

Russell 


Shackleford 
Shartel 

Sims 

Slayden 

Smith, Cal 

Smith, lowa 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Pa. 

Smith, Tex. 


Smyser 
Snapp 
Southall 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Spight 
Stafford 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass, 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
‘Tavgney 
Taylor, Ala 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N. C. 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Underwood 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wachter 
Waldo 
Wanger 
Webb 
Weems 
Welborn 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wood, N. J. 
Woodyard 
Young 


Hopkins 





NOT 
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VOTIN¢ Lo4. 
Acheson Edwards K f s t 
Adams, Wis. Ellerbe I 
Alexander El | 
Allen, N. J. Fordr I 
A Foster, I I 
k Fowler I 
head French I 
I r ! 
, hfeld dus t I l 
; { it G: ne M I 
; > ( N.J I 
sennet, N. Y¥. ( K I : 
ee I 
; el 3 M { 
. ie Mol 
t he Af ik ‘ ’ 
‘rs t Vv Mek Tl ‘ 
re rd MI ; 
31 lidge AT k 
> nan M 
surke, S. Dak. M e i 
, eign M ell I 
, © : N l ; 
butier, Tenn oO ! \ ” 
ybell, Kans. } tt 
pbell, Ohio I 
ayton lr’ N. ¢ \ 
ckran P S 4 \ 
‘onner I n VW 
‘romer I t W ¢ 
Dale I’ Vi 
Dalzell Br Vi 
Darragh R WW 
Davey, La. h La W A 
| Davis, W. Va. Re Ww N 
Deemer Ihio R \ { 
| Denby R La. Z 
LDovener R 
Dwight Ry 


A 


So 


The Chair announced the followin; 


lo 


Mr 





quorum present. 
the motion was agreed to. 


r the session: 
*, SHERMAN with Mr. Ruppert. 


Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. GouLDEN. 


Until 
Mr. KENNEDY 


M1 


Mr 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


further notice: 


*, DOVENER with Mr. 
". Hirr with Mr. Li 
CROMER With Mr. 
JENKINS with Mr. 
OTJEN with Mr. PADGET1 


Ae 


SPARK 
ARE. 


SMITH of 


MANN With Mr. Howarp. 
*, WATSON with Mr. SHERLE’S 
MorreE_t with Mr. SuLiivas 


CRUMPACKER With Mr. ZENor. 
NEVIN with Mr. 
ALLEY Of Pennsylvania wit! 
DALE with Mr. Bowler. 
DAVIDSON with Mr. LEE. 
SOUTHARD with Mr. 


‘TELD. 


For the vote: 


Mr. 


GILLETT of Massachusetts w 


Mr. HEepGE with Mr. Hunr. 

Mr. DALZELL with Mr. Griacs. 
*, ALEXANDER With Mr. CLAYTON. 
For the day: 


Mr 


Mr. 


WEEKS with Mr. 


STANLEY. 


of Ohio with Mr. He 


PATTERS( 


ith Mr. 


ig pairs: 


IUSTON. 


MAN 


VAN DvuZER. 


Kentucky. 


f New Y 


Mr. GILBER f Kentu 


IN of 


Mr. KeTcHam with Mr. BuRLESON, 


Mr. 
Mr. HAtt 


Hurr with Mr. Girt. 


with Mr. ELLERBE. 


Mr. Frencu with Mr. BuTier of 
Mr. Dwicut with Mr. Brunpiper 


Mr 
Mr 


*, BURLEIGH with Mr. Broussar 
*, BurKE of South Dakota with 


Mr. BUCKMAN with Mr. Bowers 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Mr 


Mr. Winey of New 
Mr. VAN WINKLE 

Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


BeNNET of New York with M1 
BaRTHOLpDT with Mr. BANKHI 
BARCHFELD with Mr. W 
BANNON with Mr. WEISSE. 
*- ANDRUS with Mr. WATKINS. 
Jersey with M 
STEVENS of Minnesota with \ 
STERLING with Mr. SMALL. 
Srptey with Mr. RYAN. 


Mr. MILLer with Mr. RAINey. 


Mr. McKrntey of Illinois w 
Mr. 
Mr. LonawortHu with 
Mr. Le Fevre with 
Mr. KNaApp with Mr 


Mr. McCreary of Minnesota with Mr, Davis of West Virgitia 


th Mi 
LOUDENSLAGER With Mr. Pat 
Mr. ROBERT 
Mr. Moore. 


LAMAR. 


Tent 


A CLUICSS 


Mr. BRANTI 


-. Woop of Missourt 
AD. 


ILEY Of Alabama 


r. WALLA‘ 


with Mr. 'TRIMBLI 


{ "| v NY 


‘ Po 


SON 


of Li ana 


i, 
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Mr. Bepe with Mr. Ranspett of Louisiana. 
Mr. Apaus of Wisconsin with Mr. Patrerson of North Caro- 


ir. Bincuam with Mr. HEARST. 

Ir. Bapcock with Mr. CocKRAN. 

Mr. BuckMAN with Mr. Butler of Tennessee. 

Mr. Densy with Mr. McDERMOTT. 

Mr. CAMPRELL of Kansas with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 


Mr. Wa. ALDEN Smitu with Mr. SHEPPARD. 


Mr. Pearse with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 

Mr. KAuN with Mr. GARBER. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I inadvertently voted 
“aye,” and I am paired. I desire to vote “ present.” 

Thereupon the clerk called Mr. CRUMPACKER’s name, and he 
voted present,” as above recorded. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the consideration 
of the bill (HI. R. 18750) making appropriations for the naval 
service for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, and for other 
purposes, with Mr. CRUMPACKER in the chair. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
first reading of the bill be dispensed with. 

The CHAIRMAN, If there be no objection, the request of 


the gentleman from Illinois will be granted. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I have tried to make an ex- 
haustive report on the different items in this bill, but there are 


i few corrections which I desire to make in that report, and 
which in the reprint of it will be made. For instance, in the 
first table, “ Pay of the Navy,” the appropriation for last year 
reads “‘twenty millions of dollars.” The appropriation was 
seventeen million five hundred thousand dollars,” and a reap- 


two and a half million dollars, making in all the 


ropriation of 
twenty millions. 
Then under the appropriation for public works, “ Bureau of 
and Surgery,” for 1906, it should read “twenty thou 
t “forty thousand.” The appropriation for 
uld read $845,000 instead of $945,000; so that the 
bill of last year was 
reappropriation in addition thereto of 
irman, this bill which is now 
(04,215.77, a very material 
tion bill of last year. I wish to say 
val Affairs had very exhaustive hear 
into the subject more carefully than 
sire here and to express my appre 
cooperation I received from members of 
appropriation bill. 
by the Department amounted, 
makes a deduction from that 
it virtue for 
to reduce estimates furnished by an 
sure that the Committee on Naval 
‘redit, because, probably, taking all 
ther, there will not be shown a 
all estimates than has been made 





ippropriation carried 
the 


before 


Alo 
thi year. ,e went 


how 


ng up this 
mitted to us 
This bill 


831,000, If be a 








Chairman, I said a few minutes ago that we cut the esti- 
to t I f $22,000,000 ; and that being so, we do not 
feel that we have sacrificed in any way the efficiency of our 
fiscal vear. These reductions from 
» from a comparatively few items. 
Navy. There was a reduction of 
recommended that we allow 3,000 
resent quota 37.000: but in 


The Department 


Our ] 


is 


t developed t 
but were in fact 5,500 short on the 
judging from past experience they would 
than the full quota during the coming 
ar, the committee came to the conclusion that the present 
ld stand for the coming year; and also that the 
the pay for the Navy should be the same as 
This made a reduction, as I have said, from 
nate of nearly $3,000,000. 

['TTLEFIELD. I would like to inquire right there if 
he gentleman is advised of the practical difficulties that have 
been met with in not being able to secure the recruits in ac- 
rdance with the requirements of the service? 

FOSS. I will speak of that a little later, if the gentle- 
‘xcuse me. I will reach that in a few moments. 

next important item from which we made a great 
from the estimates is that of yards and docks. 
submitted by the Department amounts to $9,000,000; 


e full number, 


e TO eT more 


that of last year. 


71) 

Vill ¢ 
Lie 

readuction 


estimate 


the legislative | 


by the 
aval Affairs upon this one bill during this session | 
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| that quota to-day if we wanted to. 


reduction | 
| 





hat the Department had not been able | 


| there is not another reason, which exists in the sev 


The | 





May 





and we reduced this by $6,200,000, leaving an appropri: 
about $3,000,000 for yards, stations, and docks for the 
year. We went carefully over the whole subject dur 
hearings, and we came to the conclusion that that wou), | 
sufficient amount to appropriate to keep our yards j), 
present state of efficiency this coming year. 

Then the next item was that of reserves. The De) 
was anxious for large appropriations for reserve guns. 
nition, and powder. The committee, however, after ; 
considering that, made a reduction from their estiny.)joc 
$9,000,000. The subject of reserves is a matter of Hee, 
largely—whether we shall pile up our reserves in large ay)yoy) 
during a single year or two or whether we shall extend 4), 
over a number of years. The committee thought it ld | 
unwise to make this large appropriation for reseryes ¢} 
but have given the substantial appropriation of a millio nd 
half for reserve ammunition, guns, ete., which is as mu 
believe the Department can economically expend and yse 
ing the coming year. 

Then the Marine Corps asked for an increase in the nyyyhor 
of officers. The committee did not see fit to allow that 4); 
year. 

From these items that I have mentioned have con, 
ductions from the estimates down to the amount which) 
ommend to appropriate this year—$99,724,000. 

Upon all the items of general maintenance, such 
tenance of the different bureaus of the Department, th, " 
tee have been liberal and have granted practically t the 
Department has asked for, so that there need be no defi 
the judgment of the committee, for the general mai 
of our Navy up to its high standard of efficiency. 

Now, just a word upon the personnel of the Navy. The pr 
ent quota allowed by law to-day is 34,000 men and 2,500 appr 
tices; in all 37,000 men. On the 8th of January last the nu 
ber in the service was 31,457, showing a shortage { th 
quota allowed of 5,443. We could enlist enough men to fill , 
Last year there were 41,() 
applications for enlistment, but the Navy Department is trying 
to secure the very best men, and therefore they have 
raised the standard of enlistment or entrance to the Na 
than ever before. They are seeking to secure the best and, 
for instance, rejected last year nearly 15,000 for physical dis 
ability and 13,600 for other causes. 

That is to say, of the 41,000 men who applied for enlistment 





in the American Navy, 28,000 of them were reje . The 
total number enlisted last year was 11,719. 

Now, there is another thing which the Navy Department is 
seeking to do, and that is, as far as possible, to weed out the for- 
eigners in the Navy. A number of years ago our Nav; $4 
posed in large part of a foreign element. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Unnaturalized? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; unnaturalized. But we are n \ 


canizing the Navy, so to speak. Ninety-five per cent ot 
petty officers of our Navy to-day are citizens of the Uni 
States and 90 per cent of the enlisted men are citiz of th 


United States. So that of the total enlisted force, nearly ‘2 
per cent, or, to be accurate, 91.8 per cent, are citi of t 
United States. Practically the only foreigners thi: I 


have in the Navy are the Japanese and Chinese seryants and 
the bandsmen. 

Now, the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LItTLerie.p ke a 
moment ago about desertions. Last year we had 3.22% f. 
tions. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman explain the di 
culties which are met with in enlisting the men? 

Mr. FOSS. The real difficulty in the matter of en! nt t 
day, I think, is due to the fact that the times are pros ‘| 
the demand for labor is great, and the rewards ot r are 
greater in civil life than they are in military life. 

Mr. KEIFER. I should like to ask the gentlem: 


rule in the Department in accepting men? Former!) y took 
people who were not always sober men, and all that, under 
the present rule men must have a good character L good 
habits. 

Mr. FOSS. I think that is undoubtedly true. 
raised the standard, as I mentioned a moment ago. foil!) 
best men that we are getting to-day are coming fro! 
dle West, from the farms of the West, and in my « 
with our naval authorities they say that they are ge! 
intelligent farmer boys, who are coming into the N 
spirit of energy and vitality, and they are really m 
seamen than any men whom they have secured he! . 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Will the gentleman state U 


required by the Department? 











I haven’t it here, but I can get it for the gen- 
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| 
| 


7 

I say, we had 3,227 desertions from the Navy last 
; t is a better record than the year before, when our | 
ai s were 4,488, 


ms are due to a number of causes. They are due to 
4] ; spirit of American youth—that is one reason—and, 


y are due to the hardships of life at sea. A great 








enter the Navy thinking it is largely a life of 
but when they get in there and find there is hard 

; he done, then they want to get out. Then desertions 
irgely, too, to the fact that men do not distinguish 

oath they take to serve the Government and a con- 

‘h they make in civil life, and when men get tired of 

service they simply quit and go home, or go some- 

\ » the same as they do, for instance, when they have 


ant to a contract of employment with any civilian. 

this subject of the enlisted men I desire to read 

t of the Chief of the Bureau of Navi 
who, in my judgment, is one of the brainiest 

P e have to-day in the service of the United States Navy. 


enor or 


= « 





ation, Ad- | 





priated of $103,000,000, you will find that ab fo +} 
lions of that went to new construction, 1 that that 
| $60,000,000 which went to the m tenance f the Na 
year. 
In that $60,000,000 it should be taken into nsid 
that the development and i ry { e] s 
included, as well as the maintens f the M e Corp B 
of the bill last vear, $60,000,000 nl no more, « | e con 
sidered as the cost of maintenan oft r Navy 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD Will the ge e viel 
Mr. FOSS. With pleasure 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. While the gentleman on tl ] 
I would inquire whether the committee has 1 | ny ¢ 
as to what the expense will be annually when tl n | pro 
gramme now indicated is completed 1 the ‘ 
ished? What will be the annual charge, approxi: 
time? 
Mr. FOSS. I have a statement which was made |] he S 
tary of the Navy last year—which I think went into t Ry 


I ¢ of this subject he says: 
military or naval organization in the world are the in- 
welfare of the enlisted personnel sc closely guarded, their 
so great, their conditions of life en board ship so closely 
. view to lessening the natural hardships of life as in 
i until public sent nt is set right and a larger percent- 
enlisted who have a true sense of their obligation to their | 
eciable decrease in the percentage of desertions may be 
much for the personnel. 
ZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield? 
OSS. Yes. 
rZGERALD. The gentleman in discussing this ques- 
rtions has not referred to one other cause that for 
always omitted in the discussion of this matter. 
\ his attention to the fact that the Secretary of the 


report 


Says: 








;, in my opinion, due substantially to two causes—either 
} officers 
yuuld like to have the chairman of the committee 
S ion on the part of the officers of the Navy that 
desertions. from these ships and why no attempt 
made to correct the abuses that occur in that 
SS. I will say to the gentleman that I do not care 
that line of thought at this time. Later on in the 
the bill, if the gentleman desires, I will answer his 
ZGERALD. I wish to call the gentleman’s attention 
that there is no time when this will be more perti- 
the gentleman has just given a statement of the 
ion from the Navy, and it is a notorious fact 
who are in close touch with the conduct of the 
st instances large desertions are caused from 
s, because of the intolerable conduct of some officers 
nd in my opinion we should consider that ques- 
fearlessly as we should consider other questions. 
. There may be a few instances of that character, 
as a general rule, it is not prevalent throughout 
Navy. 
t to say a word about the matériel of the Navy. 
from the report I have prepared, we are build- 
uniber of ships at the present time. Most of those 
put in commission during the coming year. For a 
there has been considerable congestion in the 
ur ships due, primarily, to delays in securing 
so to delays resulting from strikes. 
nstance, the Nebraska. There is a ship that was 
ne six years ago, and yet she has barely reached 
y of completion on account of the labor occur- 
pened out in Seattle. 
hs of our ships at other yards; and so, while 
s report that we are building a large num- 
t the present time, we want to take into consid- 
‘ fact that many of these ships are at least two 
contract time. During the coming year most 
( 1 will be wiped out, and there will be com- 
s on the stocks. 
I 1 | have been asked questions with reference 
» of the Navy, How much does it cost t 
: ‘avy? J ar in my report I put in table 
: much the maintenance of each type of ship cost. 
t battle ship costs about S$500.000 a year to 
then the armored cruiser and the other different 
: I also mentioned in that statement. If you 
tance, our naval appropriation bill of last 


yeaur, 
ed money appropriation appropriated and reappro- 


but I am not sure about it—which 
cost of maintaining the naval « .blishment 
the vessels now under consideration 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That would not include the sl 
thorized by this bill, which would make 
Mr. FOSS. It would make some 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
bill? 
Mr. 
Mr. 
tien? 
Mr. FOSS. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
man mentioned for maintenance 
in navy-vyards? In other 
construction refer exclusively to ships of war and coll 


shows the estimated 


. upon complet ‘ 
at $76.591.000 


Some i Tilo! 





rhe 


FOSS. Yes. 


BURTON of Ohio. Will the gentlema: eld 


Certainly. 
In the $60.000.000 w h t 
is there includ: 


words, does the $4 














Mr. FOSS. It refers exclusively to new ships and 
ments on contracts already entered into. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentlem S m was, D 
include the ships now being constructed the nay 
well, or are those included in the sixty n ( I 
some under construction in the navy-yards, ; thers 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; it includes those. — 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyly I unders L 1 
which the gentleman has, which he furnished 
inquiry of the gentleman from Ma M 
cludes all the ships provided for in all t s 

receding this bi 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Yes 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. About s 
of dollars a year will maintain our Navy 
in the navy-yards. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The whole De 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsy] Y¢ 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And this wi 
lars? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I 
million dollars a year 

Mr. GAINES of West Virg Does t 
struction from year to year to keep up the N 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvyan I \ 
to the chairman of the committee, t g 
[Mr. Foss}. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Ch I t 
day. so that evervone « S¢ L sé 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Wh t oe 
of construction of naval ve ‘ I 
the report an item relating S ( 
there is recommended f 
GooO.000, being an i ease OL > ( 
vided, made neces y t 

1 the navy-yards 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Has the 
that we n now tell whetlh G 
havy-Vards Ss che Ct « I ‘ 
not, what the diffs eis 

Mr. FOSS. We have t 
two battle ships. For in 
in the navy-vard in New \¥ 
at Newport News. The cl 
be unable to furnish us : 
eompleted, but he states t ( 
be greater than that of ft! ( 
ship will cost more than that « ucted 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But is 1 ( w t ‘ 


| centage, 
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», 





Mr. FOSS. No; and he recommends this year that there be 
an incrense in the limit of cost of nearly $400,000 on the 
Connecticut, and the committee recommends that, and has | 


inserted a provision to that end in this bill. I may say in that 
connection, that upon all the ships which are to-day being built 


by the Government the battle ship Connecticut and the two | 
training vessels and the colliers which have not yet been started 
we recommend an increase in the limit of cost. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What is the occasion of that? 


Mr. FOSS. Due to the increased cost of Government con- 
struction. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Does that involve increased cost of 


material largely or increased cost of general operation of the 


yards other than was anticipated when the original estimates | 


were made? 

Mr. FOSS. No; we expected—the constructor expected—that 
it would cost more to build originally. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And it is partly on account of the fact 
that experience has demonstrated the accuracy of the expecta- 
tions. 


Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, is it not a fact that in 
the case of the two colliers for which an additional amount is 
asked that the increased cost has been largely due to the fact 


that si 


the original estimates were made the plans have been 


changed ? 

Mr. FOSS. That may be true to some extent, but I don’t 
think entirely. 

Mr. KNOWLAND. At the proper time, Mr. Chairman, I 




















| 
j 
| 
I 


shall go into this entire question and show that the additional 
cost has not been due in the case of the battle ship and also 
the two colliers to the fact of their being built in the navy- 
yards. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a question? | 

Mr. FOSS Yes; for a question, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to inquire whether the chief 
constructor, when he asked for additional money for the Con- 

cticut, made a detailed statement of the objects for which it 
was necessary ? 

Mr. FOSS. He did not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is there any way that the gentleman 
kno of b hich any Member of the House can obtain such 
infor 

Mr S. Only by calling upon the constructor. 

M FITZGERALD. I understand that a Member of this 
House } done so and he has been unable to obtain that in- 

ri 1; and the constructor has asked for an increase in 

st « ut 10 per cent at a time when the ship was more 
t| 97 cent completed. Some Members of the House would 
like to ] w why, with only 24 per cent of the ship to be fin- 
S La ‘© than 10 per cent of the original cost is asked. 
FOSS i a that information, I think, from the 
chit l Es 

No Mir. Chairman, there is one thing I overlooked. I want 

the target practice in our Navy. It is important 

» ha ps and, of course, it is important to have men, but 

re important that the men in the Navy should be 

{ t, and I shall put in my remarks a state- 

1 the great improvement which we have been making 
during the last few years in target practice. I shall not read 
say that we are indebted to Commander Sims for 

ovement as much as to any one officer in the American 

‘ t t records which have been made in great-gun 

r 4 | t) ve shows a cortinuous and vid 
s id that this improvement has been genuine 
{ regulations under which all vessels 
ighout this period, except for 
thie ere even more stringent, the 
T ) 
er of actual hits made by 
i ( screen 12 feet high by 21 
«+ it pierces the canvas. 
tain guns had attained the 
ere | e with that type, but each 
i e! rds established with nearly 
nere e j Li ng ability is due to the as- 
nd the t t practices wh ch have been carried out 
. a ig this } d, and also to improvements in 
» 18 vhen the Nay was using black powder, and 
nd other parts of the ‘chanism were poorly developed 
ot slov nd ina te. At that time it was consid 
‘y if a 12-inch gun fired once in five minutes, a 6-inch 
; minutes to 40 seconds, depending on the type, and other 
port ’ It days the target was 100 feet long by 25 
dt per ge of hits was very smal! With each sub 
vem 1 ordnar the rapidity of hitting was somewhat 
t i 1s only by carrying out systematic training and 
S e present efficiency has been attained For ex- 
I guns that were but a few years ago allowed 5 
I \ to a shot have recently fired 3 shots and made 


« 


3 hits in one minute, while the 6-inch guns that were formerly 

40 seconds per shot have recently fired at the rate of 13 shots » 
hits per minute. Eight-inch guns that were formerly allowed | 
utes per shot have since attained a rapidity of 3.6 shots and : 
per minute. Five-inch guns which formerly fired two or three « 
minute have made 13 hits in that time, and 3-inch guns rece, 
tained a record of 15 shots and 14 hits per minute. Six-pound 

formerly were expected to fire five shots per minute have rece; 

25 shots and made 22 hits in a minute, firing at a target x f, a 
by 21 feet long. While it is thus shown that the most j; : 
guns—12-inch and 13-inch—now fire 15 times as rapidly as { 
merly did, it must be remembered that at the same time the 

has improved to about an equal degree, for a high score in mS 
minute can be made only when practically all shots that fired 
make hits. Many ships now average between 75 and 90 per ee 
hits with all their main-battery guns, whereas in former days +) 
centage of hits was rarely over 40, even though firing siow 

target more than seven times as large as the present one, 

Though the scores which are given above are the best that } a 
made with the respective calibers, they indicate the possibilities t 
guns in the hands of men and officers who have been trained y 
present system, and also what we may expect any man to aci+mplish 
who has had this training and has had the indispensable ex omnia 
afforded by a number of target practices. It follows that with han 
ing enlisted personnel, which necessitates the continuous trajni; . 
new pointers and new crews, these target practices must be , , 
if we are to maintain our present efficiency, not to mention 
ing it. 

The great increase in accuracy and rapidity means not only 
will be able to hit the enemy much more frequently in a gi 
but that we will waste vastly less ammunition in action, for j 
found that under the present system increase of rapidity and 
of accuracy go hand in hand, and with the limited number of 
which can be carried on a modern man-of-war this is of great 
tance. All of the advantages incident to this improvement 
sulted from the systematic target practices (two practices e; ve 
the improvements in ordnance, and the conscientious efforts w) ha 
been devoted to the training of the enlisted personnel, said 
being based both on subcaliber firing and upon actual full-chare: 
the latter having been increased by a small percentage only. 

Though it may be suggested that target practice could be held 
reduced charges, it must be remembered that inasmuch as f 
must be fired in action, and inasmuch as the behavior and re 
the gun, the gun mechanism, etc., is greatly affected by th. 
recoil, it has been found that firing reduced charges creat 
sense of security and confidence in the weapons, and actu: 
men under different conditions from those which will exist 
For this reason the Navy has for the past three years 
abandoned the use of reduced charges. It is interesting to r 
the leading foreign navies, though they have heretofore used juced 
charges, have recently followed the custom of this Navy in 
charges for all target practice. 

So various are the methods of target practice in different navies 
that it is difficult accurately to compare our results with thos 
tained abroad; but it may be confidently stated, however, t t 
new methods of gunnery training which have been applied d 
past three years have increased the hitting ability of our shi; east 
twentyfold, or 2,000 per cent, taking the average of all | Ins, 
and it is believed that under target-practice conditions t 
average scores and our best scores exceed those of any othe 
In preparing the gunnery personnel of a ship for battle, ex 


has shown that two distinct stages of training are necess I 
tirst stage in gunnery training demands great skill on the p 
crews to load rapidly and on the part of pointers to aim 


and quickly, and this can not be achieved without firing t! 
target practice. The next stage demands skill on the pa t 
officers whose duty it will be to control the fire of the guns in ba 


and similarly this can be accomplished Only by holding sp: target 
practices under conditions resembling as nearly as 
battle. Each of these stages involve the expenditure of two 
amounts of ammunition, one for training the gun crews a 
training the all-important fire-control officers; and in order 
critical time when our ships go into battle we may have 
and gun crews who are thoroughly trained in their duti t ‘ 
penditure is absolutely necessary. 

Much can be and is done by the use of mechanical tars g 


possi 


machines, and subcaliber apparatus. In fact, the train 
pointers and gun crews is accomplished almost exclusively 
means, but it is only by shooting the guns rapidly with 1 


that we are able to train and classify our gun pointers, g 
crews the experience of actual firing, learn and remedy t! 
our ordnance, and, most of all, give our officers the nec 
rience in controlling fire at long and unmeasured ranges. 
For the above purposes we require a certain minimum 
rounds per pointer per year. This number is very 
ample, the total number of rounds now required for the | 
heavy turret gun (from 13-inch to 8-inch caliber) is, 
shots on record practice (for the training of the pointer and 
4 shots for the second practice of the year (for training 
officers), or 9 shots in all for each pointer. Similarly, | 
gun, the total number of rounds required is between 11 
order to attain the present accuracy and rapidity, experie! 
that each gun requires two pointers, one of whom gives 
exclusively to pointing in direction and one in elevation ; 
of these men must be equally trained, the expenditure of an 
gun is double that given above per pointer. 
' It will therefore be seen that the number of rounds nov 
the minimum that could be fired with benefit to the traini: 
crew and the officer, and that to diminish this allowanc 
diminish at once the battle efficiency of our ships. It is 
posed that we now expend much more ammunition per point 
ing former years, but this is not the case, as the amount 
under the new system of training does not average more 
cent greater than that formerly allowed. The increase 
amount of money required for target-practice ammuniti 
due almost entirely to the increase in the number of shij 
crease in the number of guns now carried by modern shi] ; 
In this connection it may be well to state that our pri 
ture per gun averages less than that of any of the prin 
the world. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, there is one question further 
sire to speak upon and that is upon the subject o! 


sina 


on 


is p 








this bill. Of 


in 
that there are many Members of this House who are in 
building up the Navy much faster than other Members 


ne authorized course the committee 


a louse. Some say we can not build the Navy too fast, 
0 . * e. 8 . 
ers. on the contrary, are of an opposite opinion. Now, 
W ae * : ° * 
‘| ittee has sought this year to bring in here a proposi- 


i , recommend a naval programme that would meet the 
nent of the Members of this House, and in considering 


, stion they have studied somewhat the lessons of the 


and Russian war. The highest naval opinion which 
‘ upon that great naval war is that the battle ship is the 
sd ing ship of navies. Lord Selbourne, who was at one 
first lord of the English Admiralty, made this state- 
D 
ns from the war in the Far East are the importance of the 
, he necessity for having a margin of strength, and the fact 
; battle ships no power can hold or win command of the 
neh naval authorities to-day are in favor of increas- 
‘ force of battle ships. For a great many years they 
sais sers, torpedo boats, and all sorts of small craft, but 


y are coming back to the battle ship. And so it is 
‘orman naval authorities. They have recommended in 
‘ramme this year an increase in the tonnage of battle 
: ir own great Admiral Dewey, in an interview, in 
an \f the lessons for the American Navy to learn from the 

and Russian war, said: 


ships, more big guns, and good shooting. The American 
than anything else battle ships of 18,000 tons, carry- 


euns, with a few, like 3-inch, for defense against torpedo- 


\ more 


iral further stated: 


I nged my mind on this subject. When that programme 
ed with a great many other naval officers that we had 
‘ idy to meet the enemy at each and every range, but I 





at the modern battle is fought at a range of 3 or 4 miles, 
range your 8-inch guns are nothing but so much dead 
» ship. You might as well be firing with a pistol. No; 


ships such as the English are building and the big guns 
the battle. 









t 

. miral Converse, as I stated a moment ago, one of the 
rs in the American Navy, speaking of the lessons of 
se and Russian war, Says: 

‘ f greatest importance taught by this war—the importance 
ne is likely, lest we be on our guard, to unduly magnify 
in our mind the value of various types of ships as exem 
t instances of the campaign. Upon the insecure con 

mm these an edifice of theory is erected, in the 
wl 1 the principles which have governed for all past 
will always govern, are recklessly abandoned or shaped 

to architect’s plans. 
istory of other great wars upon the seas, battle ships have 
turned the scale of national success. Land battles, in 
three-fourths of a million of men have been engaged at 
t settled as much as two fleet engagements. 
ining factor of war is sea power, and the determining 
f power is battle ships. 
it are foreign nations doing in this matter? I want 
t 


efly some of the recent building programmes. For 

isngland has just launched the Dreadnought, a ship of 

18,7 s, carrying ten 12-inch guns. Germany’s naval pro- 
his year will be two battle ships of about 19,000 tons 


rmored cruiser of 15,000 tons; France, six battle 
bout 18,000 tons, and some smaller craft. But this 
g 1 an idea that the naval authorities of the leading 


ts are recommending large ships and large guns. 
DERWOOD. Will the gentleman from Illinois allow 
him a question now? 
\IRMAN. Will the gentleman from Illinois yield to 
n from Alabama? 
SS. Yes. 
ERWOOD. I would like to ask the gentleman, if 
ship or’ships of the Dreadnought type, how many 
this country could that ship enter? 


Ss. Well, it would not be necessary to enter but a 

ld enter New York harbor, if 1 remember correctly. 

l ‘ will have a depth of 40 feet. Now, the Dread 
VS 28 feet. 

DERWOOD. What is the number of feet that this 


is proposed to build will draw? 
Ss. About the same. 


\ DERWOOD. Then, so far as the southern coast and 
( 1 Atlantic and Gulf coasts are concerned that ship 
» there at all; it could not protect that coast, because 
‘no harbor that it could go in for supplies. 
That ship would never go into a harbor to pro- 
tl st. That ship would meet the enemy out on the sea 
ttle 
“URWOOD. It has to have a harbor to go back to in 
\ 


tain supplies. It has to have a base of supplies. 





6329 


Mr. FOSS. 


Our ships draw nearly 27 
Mr. 


feet ft -day. 
UNDERWOOD. Well, I 


ind for a 


know . 


| of our coast these ships that draw that much will have no hat 
bor of refuge at all. 

Mr. FOSS. There would be a few harbors in which the 
ship 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. And on account of the water they draw 
they could not defend a large portion of ow lin But 
does the gentleman think it wise 

Mr. FOSS. They would defend outside; tl! uld le- 
fend inside. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Does the gentler +] ee r 
enter upon a naval programme to build ships tl! ‘ | 
sibly defend at least three-fourths of the co line of tft 
United States? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I do not agree with ft] gentle n that 
it is necessary for a ship to be in the harbor to defend the coast 
line. I hope if we ever enter into a war with any nati 








| 


| 


our ships will not remain in the harbor, but that they 


will go 
out and meet the enemy. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Unquestionably: but we have got to 
have a harbor of supply—a harbor to start from. 

Mr. FOSS. There will be plenty of harbors which this sl] 
ean enter. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. If I am correctly informed, I ¢ 
think there are any in the southern waters 

Mr. MEYER. I would state to the gentleman from Al 
|Mr. UNpDERWOooD] that New Orleans is one of the harbors \ i 
that vessel will be able to enter, although there are now about 
28 feet only, and in less than two years, long before this battle 
ship can be completed, she will have from 33 to 35 feet 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I hope that in the course of 1 ve 
will have much deeper harbors than we have now. 

Mr. MEYER. But this work, I will say, is in the course of 
construction and will assuredly be completed within two year 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Is it not a fact that the commanders of 
big naval vessels do not like to carry them to New Ork S 
to-day, even where they have a sufficient draft of wat 

Mr. MEYER. They do not now, because they rega 
channel at South Pass as somewhat narrow. but this ni el] 
nel, the Southwest Pass, will be of amp! 
world. It is not something that is in doubt « } 
tion. It is something that is in the course of « struct nd 
will assuredly be completed within the next y 
in a year and a half, long before this battle ship w! Dp 
posed can be completed. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is only one hat nd a danger- 
ous harbor for battle ships. 

Mr. MEYER. Pensacola has about 30 feet, I am told 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman. l ng up t 
gramme and coming to a determination thereor we 
ered the recommendations of the Secretary « N 
the different Navy boards. The G ral Be i om l 
that we build three battle ships this year, t 
and some destroyers and torpedo boats I 
would have cost $35,960,000. Then ft] I l ( 
made a recommendation this year that \ build ft 
| ships and some smaller boats, at a total cost of S28 
Then the Secretary of the Navy made reco j t 
year that we build two battle ships, some scout 
destroyers, at a total cost of $23,300,000. The C 
Naval Affairs recommends this year one |} 
believe that it ought to be a great b: » sh | 
any ship afloat, if not more so; and y 
tion, three torpedo destroyers, and that S14 
discretion of the Secretary to expend on st 1 
marine boats after he shall | e} le t 
parative merits of the different boats whic! y be 

Mr. SULZER. Will the gentleman yield t 
tion? 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield to 1 friend fr Ne ‘ 

Mr. SULZER. I am a friend of the N 
telligent, up-to-date naval policy. I a 
this new battle ship—the best, the fastest, 
midable battle ship in the world. Now, I wish to 
man from Illinois, the chairman of the ¢ 
Affairs, if there is a provision in t 
battle ship is to be built—whether in a G dl 
or a private shipyard? 

Mr. FOSS. No; there is no such | 

Mr. SULZER. Then will th lvise 1 - . 
is any objection in having t! tt G 
navy-yard, the New Y« Nay rad, . e? |] ! 
like to see this done. I believe it | itly to t 


vantage of the Government in the long 1 
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making a speech, and the distinguished gentleman from 


| sippi is not entitled to take him off the floor. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. In reply to the gentleman from « 
wish to say that this House can not do business, even m, 


lL 
ing business, without a quorum. 
Mr. KEIFER. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that the ge) ar 
from Mississippi has not the floor for the purpose of t: a 
gentleman in charge of the bill from his feet. ae 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not hear the gentleman from : 
Mr. KEIFER. My point is that the gentleman from de 
sippi has not the floor for the purpose of taking the ge: . 
from Illinois from his feet for any purpose. ” 
Mr. WILLIAMS. It is a matter of privilege to m: tha 
point of no quorum at any time. The Constitution pn 
quires a quorum to do business, and the rules prescrib. ta 
quorum is in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. KEIFER. Oh, well, it is a matter of right to ke 9 
motion to adjourn and to do various things, if a gentle: can 
get the floor; but he can not make a motion to adjour: = 
minute, and take a man off the floor simply because the motion 
to adjourn is privileged. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I have not made a motion to adjourn at all 
Mr. KEIFER. That is a matter of higher privilege, ~ 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I could make the motion to adjor but 
I can suggest the absence of a quorum at any time. 
Mr. KEIFER. I submit that the gentleman was not pecos. 
nized for that purpose. 7 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I do not have to be recognized for 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of opinion that a qu n of 
order involving the presence of a quorum may be ra nd 
the Chair will count to ascertain whether a quorum is p t 
After counting the committee, the Chairman annou 1 129 
Members present. 7 
Mr. KEIFER. That constitutes a quorum in the C tee 
of the Whole. 
The CHAIRMAN. A quorum is present. The ge nan 


from Illinois will proceed. 


Mr. GOULDEN. I should like to ask the gentleman 4 «yes. 
tion, if he will yield. 

Mr. FOSS. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I wish to repeat my question, now t the 
committee has a quorum. What is the contract pric the 
Louisiana, built in a private shipyard, if you have the rma- 
tion convenient? 

Mr. FOSS. I haven’t it right here, but I will fun t to 
the gentleman. It is $3,990,000. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Are they asking for any additi sum 
by way of an increase over and above the contract price the 


| Louisiana, as they are doing for the Connecticut in the New 


York Navy-Yard? 
Mr. FOSS. They are not. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have but one word more to s Th 
committee has submitted what they regard as a m 
| gramme. In view of the recommendations which wi de 


by different boards of our Navy and by the Secretary 

Navy, we have submitted a most moderate programme. In f 
the Naval Committee is surprised at its own moderat 

in a dozen years, whenever Congress has authorized a val 
programme, has there been submitted a programme the tonnage 


of which is so small as the tonnage of this naval pr ) 
recommended this year. They believe this prograi will 
satisfy the naval economists, and at the same time we believe 
that it will inspire the naval enthusiasts, because we rl end 
here a ship that shall be the largest battle ship ii th 


world if the Secretary chooses to make it so. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman yield for a ques 


Mr. FOSS. Certainly. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I notice in your report that you 
$252,000,000 have been expended in the new Navy. \ s 
the gentleman refer to as the “new Navy?” WI 


begin? 


Mr. FOSS. 


my 


It began on the 4th of March, 1883. 


ization of the four battle ships, Atlanta, Boston, ¢ nd 
Dolphin, sometimes called the “A, B, C, and D of the n 
was made by an act of Congress at that time. 
Mr. JOHNSON. We have now expended already $25 
Mr. FOSS. Two hundred and fifty-two million d 
been expended. ™ 
Mr. JOHNSON. And those authorized and not co! , 
| cost $52,000,000 more? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes: making over $300,000,000 for t! ree 
tion of the new Navy. 
Mr. JOHNSON. Now, if it will not disturb the ¢ I 


Mr. FOSS. In the bill is a provision putting it into the dis- 
cretion of the Secretary of the Navy to build it by private con- 
tract « the navy-yards, and that is the recommendation 
which the ommittee make in the bill. 

Mr. SULZER. Do you not think it would be wiser and better 
for the Government to build it in the New York Navy-Yard, 
because the Government has spent a great deal of money fixing 
up navy-yard in New York, so that it could build a great 
battle ship, and in order to give it an opportunity to build the 
Connecticut, which it did build quicker and, I believe, better 
and cheaper in the New York Navy-Yard than it could be built 
in any private yard? 

Mr. FOSS. I do not think cheaper. I believe that when we 
get the full facts that they will show, outside of the cost of 
fitting the yard up, that the cost of the Connecticut will be con- | 
siderably more than that of the Louisiana. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Can the gentleman give me an approxi- 
mate estimate of the difference in the cost? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, it would probably be in the neighborhood of 
8 or 10 per cent. 

Mr. NORRIS. Which way? 

Mr. FOSS. More than in the private yards. 

Mr. NORRIS. That is, that the ship being built in the pri- 
vate yards costs less by 10 per cent than a ship of the same 
type precisely built in the Government navy-yard? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Which approximately makes about 
Sur 1) OOO, 

Mr. SULZER. Not at all. I differ from the gentleman in 
that respect. My information is that it costs the Government | 
in the construction of the battle ship Connecticut about $305,000 
more than it cost the Government for the construction of a 
‘ batt ship identically the same, called the Louisiana, 
built at a private shipyard; but in that connection I desire to 
say that when the Government began the construction of this 
batt! hip, the Connecticut, in the Government yard at New 
York the Government had to make many improvements, and 
the Governme now has a great and efficient plant there, as | 
good as any shipbuilding plant in any private yard in the coun- 
tr 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But were the improvements charged 

M SULZER. I believe they are. Take it all in all, the 
‘ in cost was little. 

Mr. FOSS. They were not charged to the construction of | 
t] hi 

Mr. SULZER. Then another thing in this connection. The 
G rnment at the New York Navy-Yard works the men only 
eight irs a day, whereas in private shipyards they work the 
} 1 te saday. Another thing, the Government pays a 
little | er wages to the skilled men in the New York Navy- 
¥ lt 1 they do in the private shipyards. These men who 

1 in the Government navy-yard are skilled, cg@mpe 
t 1 we need these men in this country to build 
: lo hips of war, but merchant ships; and it seems 
to mi OULU I eT DB licy of the Government, whenever it 
i I to ulid the Government’s naval ships in the 
(,; : ent’s own yards, pec) lly where the Government can 
‘ | d as ck and as cheap as it can be done in 
I yards. I hope the proper time the bill will be 
‘ ! that it shall provide that if this great new battle 
“ . iorized to be built she shall be built in the New York 
I ’ 1 that she shall be called New York. 
) R of Wisconsin. What does the gentleman think 
‘ that without the Government yards it would 
I ls to effect a combination and raise 
1 ‘ e t y 
I I h entleman from Wisconsin. 
t abe { I y nt to Say that if 
i ( e Govern! t as | lding 
i n s l l | tion with th 
] s buil gt Louisiand, the pri 
v ld have been over 
. G t yard should be maintai l 
it s tary che reed of the private shipyards and 
] comil ions among them. 
FOSS Ch I should like to go on. 
YULDEN. ¢ ge eman give the committee the 
‘ ( thi siand, being built by the Newport News 
‘ Chairman, I rise for the } ( 
no quorum present in the Comm ttee of 
ir. Cl i , I make the point of order that 
t J ois in charge of the bill has the floor. 


wi to ask a further question. I notice that you ! 
estimate $21,000,000 from what the Department as 


int 








CONG 


1d! 


w if those cuts were made in departments where 
: ount, or are they in departments where the charges 
1 later there will be a deficiency? 

, S, No; we do not anticipate anything of that sort. 
Wi cut only in those places where we could reasonably 

{ explained in the early part of my speech just what 
: tems were reduced. 
ae RTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 

ian a question. 

"ag ss. I will yield to the gentleman. 

MI RTON of Ohio. I would like to ask the gentleman 
fron is this question: Is the shortage of men most notice- 
a ranks of the ordinary seamen or in the gunners or 

nd other branches of the service? 
\l S. I do not know that I can state accurately at 
time. As given here, the shortage is among the 


n. I should say probably the greatest shortage is 
aid the special classes, but among the seamen generally. 
‘TON of Ohio. On page 15 there is a list of twelve 
, under construction: At what date will those twelve 
hat be completed—that is, all of them? 
\fy SS. Of the twelve battle ships under construction 
; on page 15, the Virginia is already in commission. 
ra, the Georgia, the New Jersey, and the Connecticut 
jana 
rLEFIELI 
t! 
sS (continuing). 


». They have all taken their trial trips, 


Ought to go into commission dur- 


t few months. The Connecticut and the Louisiana 
y in two or three months, and the Vermont, the 
the Minnesota will probably be completed during 


al year. Se that we will have comparatively few 
n the stocks at the close of the coming fiscal year. 
RMAN. The time of the gentleman from Illinois 


fTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
gentleman’s time be extended until he completes 


t‘ERALD. Mr. Chairman, does not the gentleman 
; control one-half of the time? 
IRMAN. He does. 
RALD. Then why has he not a right to occupy 
time himself? 
RMAN. Because the of 


rules the House provide 


er of the House shall speak more than one hour | 


US 


n from 


eonsent. Is there objection to the request 
ema Ohio? [After a pause.] The 
TON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the gen- 
ition to the fact that two battle ships, the South 
the Michigan, appearing on page 3 of the report, 
jeted in 1910. So that it appears that the present 


authorized battle ships will not be completed 
1, 1910. 
That is true. Those two ships were authorized 


| they have just finished the plans for them. 
ON of Ohio. Nothing has been done in the way of 


ietion? 


No; the keel of neither one of them has yet been 


'ON of Ohio. On pages 15 and 16 there is a list of 
construction. Are there armored cruisers au- 
idition to this list, under construction? 

None. Two colliers and two battle ships. 
ON of Ohio. No other boats authorized not under 
q n addition to these? 
M None others. 
(RY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
stion. 
I will yield to the gentleman from Connecticut. 

-RY. I would iike to ask the gentleman two ques- 

juor rations served now on board of our vessels? 
I do not understand that they are. Grog has 

| from the Navy for years. 

ON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, one further question. 

tl a list of six armored cruisers under con- 
California, South Dakota, Tennessee, Washington, 


ieTe 18 


a, and Montana. At what date is it anticipated 
t of these armored cruisers will be completed? 


M .. The date of construction of the Montana, the 
Ss January 3, 1905. The contract price was $3,- 

me completion of the machinery plant is stated as 
— 0S. The contract time is thirty-six months. It is 
€ r the North Carolina. The Washington and the 
an re August 9 and 10, 1906. The California and 
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two ve 


South Dakota, January 10, 
over their contract time. 


1904. 
In 


They were 
regard to the 


nearly 3 
battle ships, I can 





give the exact time as far as they are concerned, if the gent 
man wishes it. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. If the gentleman would kindly sta 
that, I would be obliged. 

Mr. FOSS. The Virginia, already in commission, w two 
years beyond her contract time. The Nebraska, the G ] 
the Ne w Jerse y, and the Rhode Island sh uld have peen Mh 
pleted in February, 1904. They are over two years behind. 
The Louisiana, March 15, 1906. The Connecticut is not given 
here. The Vermont, the Kansas, the M a should 1 
completed in December, 1906; the Mississippi in March, 1907 
the Jdaho in May, 1907, and the New Hampshire in February 
1908, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Are those the contract times? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; these are the contract times 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. So that it really does not ne rily 
show what the actual fact may be? 

Mr. FOSS. No; but the gentleman was asking for the 
tract time. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Is it not true that in nearly all « 
the dates of actual completion has been one to two yea1 
than the contract time? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, that has been due in a large numb: 
cases, 1 would say to the gentleman, to the strikes and 
| troubles, and also the delays in the furnish 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Whatever the cause may | 
that the fact? 

Mr. FOSS. I think that has been largely tr that tl 
| have seldom been finished within the contract 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. When the date is give { 
pletion, that includes the armor and armament? 

Mr. FOSS. That includes the completed ship, as I 1 
stand it. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. The equipment, as it is called, t 
| putting in of the plant, such as coaling and p1 sions ft 
on board—is that included in this contract time? 

Mr. FOSS. Iam not sure. I think that is the time wl 
shipbuilder turns the ship over to the Government, and 
far as putting the supplies in and things « t 
cerned, it is a matter of course for the N pal 
regulate. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. That only « 
days, I would suggest. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I think I |] now covered 
| Subject. I was going to speak further on so 
nection with this bill, but I do not think I will up f 
time. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to 
inquiry or two of the gentleman before he ta 3 St \ 
there any naval vessels that are now out of commis f 
| reason, especially because of the fact that they : 
get sufficient officers and men to man tl 1? I do 
what the fact may be. 

Mr. FOSS. Well, I don’t know that there are a 
fact. Of course there are a number 3 ¢ ( 
sion undergoing repairs and things of that 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Oh, yes; but the 
the gentleman knows out for any other re: 

Mr. FOSS. No. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I notice one or two 
salary and one or two increases in the m er oO 
the bill. Can the gentleman give us, \ 
|} about the time of the beginning of the 1 ling t 
estimate of how much the increa in s s it is 
in the bill and how many offices are added? 

Mr. FOSS. I do not think there is a single iners 
ary in the bill. I would state that there is co! 
new legislation in the bill. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There is at least one o 
That is where provision is made that the S ry « \ 
shall expend $5,000 for legal sery ; That pra 
volves an attorney for the Departn 

Mr. FOSS. That may not necessarily be an « 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I think it would be 
tleman could have his clerk prepare r us s 
of the bill in that respect, showing the increased « re 
the Treasury by reason of any new offices that are created, 


and any increased charge upon the Treasury 
crease in salaries. 

Mr. FOSS. I will have that done. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It was our purpose, 


not, that there should be no increase in salaries in this bill? 


by 


x ir 
was If 





M FOSS. I d to the gentleman there has been no in- 
[ELD. TI think that is entirely probable, but I 
DEN ] Chait n, IL understood the chairman 
of tte { sav that 1 vy of these sh ps were one or 
e ve | mpleted beyond the contract time. 

a) V« 


LDEN. [he question I desire to ask is this: Is 


ure to live up to the contract as 














t e ships at outside yards? 
[r. FOSS. Tt) there is a penalty clause. 
! I O more question. Has the penalty clause 
FOSS I could not inform the gentleman. 
GOULDEN I think it should be, of course. 
LOS Mr. ¢ n, just one word in conclusion. The 
tt year that t is a very moderate programme 
tl port of every Member of this House. 
( on this hemisphere are great, and they are also 
s he er he phere, and it behooves our country 
{ t sition always to protect those 
l utl ion < this programme—not a 
i cl ( C Carry r as it does, the construction of 
{ t batt hip—will be notice to all the world that we 
» forsake our interests on either hemisphere. 
\ that is 1 I have to say at this time on t subject. 
DD ( the bill under the five-minute rule, 


leration of 
J he | to answer any questions or to explain any parts 
| which I may be able to do. [Applause.] 


















































vf is 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 14, 1905. 
fy D M I I take pleasure in sending you herewith a copy 
c ( Constr i ive to the estimated 
\ Ww 1 ships now under construction 
! E 1 t copy of this report also to Mr. 
Wa M ‘ Congress from Indiana, in response to his 
\ ly, yours, PAUL Morton, Secretary. 
I t ( i M. ¢ 
('j n Committee on Naval A fairs, 
Het of Representatives. 
mi NAvy Di RTMENT, 
BoaRD ON CONSTRUCTION, 
Washington, January 25, 1905. 
( per ar m, of maintaining Navy when all ships now 
- 1 S tion have been « mple ed. ] : 
Department's memorandum of January 18, 
ng ‘a 1 Board on Construction as to 
iintall en all the 
5S rt the Board 
| 
€ t f tll 3 1 aes ed, rre 
i the ) es, repai 
ry 8 ner expendit il 
! fs ‘ .ccounts did not permit such 
ae er d to arrive at approximately 
‘ S ul r each bureau would 
f rt beyond the time fixed 
! 
‘ l the following assumptions: 
t p | be such as to_ permit 
t 1 ! ll vessels now under con- 
‘ I itt lips of the Missouri class, 
‘ ( ttan a class, four protected cruisers of 3,500 
f y and cruisers of from 1,000 to 2,000 
I r of small gunboats, torpedo-boat 
1 1 now on the Navy Register, with t 
f pecial-service vessels, tugs, etc., as now 
now in cor iss except those of the Maine 
i re re u r general repair. 
‘ turreted 1 ors now in commission will 
le al repair. 
fi r offens purposes will be as follows: 
f ( t t iss. 
wv nia iil 
] class 
if I ania class. 
. j ‘ the 7 nN¢ ee « ss. 
‘ “ i fe ti f rleston class 
1 ) 00 to 4,500 tons. 
ae t ( f l ~ 
+} ( ° elas 
d ilisers of fre 1.000 to 2.000 tons. 
it 
( ist, the following are now under construction: 
i »f The ( 7 recti 
-. } ks e Jd ¢ 
the J yin 
an t! Penn inia class. 
d rf e Tennessee class. 
; ted f f the Charleston class. 
) ( i Chatta oga class 
~*~ ‘J t ‘ of the Chester class, 
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Two gunboats of about 1,100 tons. 
Two training sailing vessels of 1,800 tons. 
Two torpedo boats of the Stringham class. 



























in order therefore to arrive at me definite estimate of ; ] 
cost maintaining the fleet, including the charges f. i Mt 
shore stations in connection therewith, the board h: me : 
current annual appropriations will suffice for maintaining ¢ 
it n xists and under normal conditions, and in order to - 
the cost of maintaining the fle when vessels now © 
st have been completed, has made a separate estim 
cost tintaining in commission the vessels now under eo 

In making this assumpt | I >it make = 
understood that the current for 1 
maintenance of the fleet must eased by 
amount in order to provide for the larger repairs to hull and 1 
armament and equipment, as the vessels now in commissio 
rate and are subjected to general overhauling. The amo int 
increase can not be determined at this me, being nec = 
tingent upon the character of the service, the number of . 
commission, and the general wear and tear of the fleet durin nert 
three and a half years. . 2 


Sul 


ject to these comments, the estimates submitted are 1] 
cover the actual cost of maintaining the Navy when all the vy. 
























under construction have been completed. The actual cost of : 
ing in commission the vessels now under construction, includiy 
of officers and men, and all charges of maintenance afloat, is « ' 
a separate item, the basis of this estimate being the acty ‘ 
intaining in commission vessels of similar character n WwW “5 
lowing a proper percentage for increase in displacement : 
for the ips now under construction, the total cost of m = 
the fleet as at present existing being the total of all approy of 
evi character for the naval service, except those for “ [n om 
Navy” and “ Public works.” ‘ 
of maintaining the naval establishment, as per ap- 
opriations 1904—5 and deficiency estimates___ ie ne ) 
Increase of estimates for maintenance, etc., submitted by 
the Bureau of Yards d Docks to cover extra cost 
of maintenance when ublic works now under con- 
struction are completed ca a _ ‘ Oo 
Increase of estimates submitted by the Bureau of Medi- 
cine and Surgery to provide for increase in number of 
vessels in commission and hospital accommodations on 
ape pci-e iclcibisttialaaaliaiaiaadeat cecieilendiechl petit Dtans Milena teed ( 
Increase of estimates necessary under the Bureau of Navi- 
gation and all working bureaus to cover incidental in- 
crease of expenses due to increase of work consequent 
upon enlarged fleet and personnel_____________. cai iataes 1, 10 
Cost of maintaining in commission all vessels now under 
construction, including pay of personnel, coal for steam- 
Ing PELPRREE, Cte... 565 ~dmeatedindomnewnsaa 20; 610. 000 


Total cost of maintaining fleet upon completion of 
vessels now under construction_________ --.  %9, 591, 300 
Estimated decreased cost of now 





maintenance of vessel 


in commission which will ultimately be in reserve 

upon the completion of vessels now under construction_ 8, 000, 000 
Estimated annual cost of maintaining the naval estab 

lishment upon the completion of vessels now under 

COMME UCT. ners cinissctnnioniacknhiiblnphniesaitiiatacenimmien aa |S 

With respect to that part of the Department’s query request vhat 
proportion of the above charges will be for repairs, sup; f 


officers and men, etc., the board begs to state that the consolidat 
ments of accounts are such as to render it extremely diffix 
a subdivision in the detail required by the Department, 


the figures at hand, the 


as can be determined from c 
total estimate, for the various items « 


portion of the above 
would be as follows: 


Pug of eGiente Ga WOE... eee am. Goa ) 
Supplies of all kinds, both afloat and ashore, including 
coal for steaming purposes, provisions for the crew, 
etc.; also, repairs to the fleet, in all departments, and 
maintenance of shops and machinery plants on shore in 
{ 
t 


ann? 
appt 





onnection with repairs to the fleet, and all incidental 





‘xpenses in connection with the naval establishment __ 
Ordnance bit stale, sels ak tats Ste ca as 2, TO0, OOO 
Target practice cnt oe St eal l ) 
Yards and do¢ for maintenance and preservation ae l 
CRRA TR OI CUE IOT ease sie cctctncnih atne a nnanions 0 
7 ) 


Total  - NES tae eee Ee 76 ) 
Very respectfully, 

G. A. CONVERSE 

Chief of Bureau of Navigation, President 

Cc. W. Rag, 

Engincer in Chief United States Na 

Chief of Bureau of Steam Engineering, 

W. L. CAPPs, 
Chief Constructor United States 
Chief of Bureau of Construction and Repair, 
H. N. MANNEY, 
Chief of Bureau of Equipment, 

N. BE. MASON, 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance, 


The NAVY. 
[Mr. MEYER addressed the committee. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
nized for one hour. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, it is not my purpose at 
to speak upon the naval bill. Later on I shall submit 
marks on the appropriation bill for the support of the > I 
might add here, however, in passing, that since [ hay a 
member of the Naval Committee I know of no time 
Naval Committee has given more careful considerati: 


1 


SECRETARY OF THE 


See Appen 


The gentleman from Virginia | g 


appropriation bill, and, so far as I am advised, the poil i 
ference between the members of the committee are te) 





perhaps, provoke less discussion. Some amend 


































ll be offered when these matters of difference are 
but I do not apprehend they will take a great deal 
At present, Mr. Chairman, I wish to take advantage 
julgence allowed in general debate to submit some re 
( . : . ‘~~ 
veral subjects of general interest—the tariff, rate 
1, nd the necessity for Congressional investigation. 
ian, in a speech delivered by me in this House on 
of February, 1905, I said, speaking of the election 
, 1904, and of the attitude of the President and 
( 1 regard to the tariff: 
re were those in the Republican party in 
did not construe the November vi I 
of the « t: fostering, shel t 
sts combines; or the present 
s by freight discriminations to one n i 
to build up one city and crush anot to go on wil 
dea, piling up expens¢ for t! I ry int not 
f the Re lic should be endangered by its mili 
t the very ergies of the pe: would be exhauste 
| e sufficient revenue to keep at the great war 
t i land armies, and pay pensions 
f tl Republicans w balked at the interpre 
t} result of the els m y the *‘ tand patters 
hi f, who, elected al unpt! it ted | I 
well e construed it 3 not y a pel 
| the Republican policies ut tl V1 
mic ques to be to some extent i rd wi 
d tendencies 
esult of the elec 1 than the FP: 
( that the contenti« “if Id be 1 
d, and it was semioffi y given that |! 
sion of Congress in March to con chi t 
seized the “ stand-patters.” Their 1 ners 
. Conferences were held, and for a 
nt had the upper hand; but he was 
them, with the result that the project f 
ss in the spring of 1905 was abandoned, with 
nt that it might be held later in the year—say 
rst tilt the stand-patters win out. We will see 
an October session of Congress, and, if there is, whet! 
10 question but that the sincere advocates of tariff 
1 the abandonment by the President of his intention to 
\ S of Congress in the spring of 1905. 
it delay is dangerous for the friends of tariff revision. 
rtunity for all the protected interests to get together 
neficial to the people and in many ways to dis 
‘ neutralize the influence of the President with th 
pe It does not require half an eye of prop! 
‘ it is stronger and more powerful and potent 
t } ith Congress now than he will ever | gain 
nd of his Administration. Backed by a tremendous 
y h many Republican Members indebted for their 
» his popularity, it would be difficult, if not im 
tand-patters t resist the demand of the President 
re on of the tariff. But twelve months hence how 
is not only the thief of time, but, I fear, is the tl ief 
( 
the twelve months have come and gone, and ap- 
] riff revision by the Republican party is a mere “ will- 
( ” vanishing as it is approached. 
itters,” emboldened at their success in pre- 
‘ of the tariff and in quieting the 





President 
intend 


on 
‘lare that nt 


7 
‘ 
ie Congressional 





to prev 


elections, and whether 
fter that date will depend upon the result of the 

The chairman of the Ways and Means Committee 
hI 


publican leader on this floor, in an open letter, dated 
1906, to a leading Republican revisionist, which let 

‘ess and prepared presumably after consulta- 
peaker of the House, declared that 





t prepared to revise the tariff schedules in that calm, 

f nd so neces y to the pr r preparation of a 
time so near the coming Congressional elections. 

ws that the next session—the last of the Fifty 
es will be the short session, of only three months 
1 that Congress during that session will have all 
prepare and pass the appropriation bills. Whether 
tariff revision after that date will depend 


the Congressional elections in November. 

lently the opinion of the Speaker of this House, for 
to Col. John N. Taylor, of t 

wwles Pottery Company, at East Liver 


which was published in the Was] 


ldressed he Knowles, 


Ohio 












(\pril 6, 1906—he said: 
there will be no tariff revision this Congress, but iy 
that the desire a change which exists in 
lrive the Republican party, if continued in | 
bn. I do not want it, but it will come in the n 
tleman from Illinois should be the Speaker of t] 


the 
s, 


lopted, 


and 
he « 


the same rules which now 
‘an prevent it, just has 
of this subject by this Congress. 


the 
prevented 


He can do 


govern 


as he 
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again what 

















he did at this Congres place 1 i \ 

Means Committee, in the place of 
revision, gentlemen whose only of r tl 
revise it upward. 

The only hope for tariff r 
by the Speaker in another st ‘ 
as many believed, because of | 
from Illinois [| Mr. 
necessity for refor1 

In this statement the S 
eople demand revision they will ! 

rs of this House in favor of 
Al l » S71 Wwe 1 

Chis posith ld I 
fi empn ed by f 
Republicans | forward as tl : 
t pol ey the g tle1 n 1 | i 
gentieman fro I< i Col H 
from Washington [Mr. Cus ( 
effect that the Ri 1] y » idea 
cessions to the popular ! 
They one and all defended the sel ules, espe 
ind steel, which had nm v1 

rticles abroad at consideral l l 

learkeri 

In giving protected ests the |] 
never contemplated that foreig 3 shot 
the matter of prices than the home co1 

The responsibility ople—] é 
recognized lers of Dp | ¢ 
Republican ijority ( I 
Republi r. BPA 
Republi 1 a cont nce « 
Republic ni yuunced | { 
gentlem | el L te 
publication in time to give n e to t y 
the elections. 

The only hope for tariff revision is the « 
eratic House, which means a Democratic f ead 1) 


eratie majority on 
jority pledged f 

All hope for tariff 
party may as well 


be abandoned. The last 
the President barely 


referred to 
he no longer his 

the tariff. The people ve 1 rizht to e3 
if they elect as Representative 


protective tariff platfor 


expects 


on 


eh 


a hi 








It is more apparent now than ever that the ] 
count! for tariff revision lies w tl l) 
Divided upon other questions, it is 
subject. and is perfectly willing to 
f 1 revision of the tariff and f 

thea 7 
ti 
lec bit ‘ 
, 7. « 
v ll set f I 
re +t 
tT » 
a17 ‘ 
I i 

The farmers and s ! en < 

ring lv I 1 
to tl bens iries ¢ { 
min rhey : i 

v i dl t 
; : 
‘ ' zy S 7 e } ? 
~ 1 ’ - 
An ni m } I 
1 ice would 5 
| } 
| ¢ 12 | Ar 
' 
er ils ft S ‘ ] 
-&. =. 
} ] i farm |] | 
hw ( al i 
against u 1 1 ‘ 
hint . I 
‘ merece d | I t 
nentior 
\ es of 
| e duty wi I t 
vely i 1 ) 
| it, Is ly 
\ ) nder tl} ' 
nal The l 

ilore n 190 

7 nt und I 

} it fi r wh h a ) ] , 
1157 r cent in 

\ n) 1 40 per « 
net d va " | 

{ 117 per cent ad v 

eral tariff and 87 per « 

vhich formed 9 pe ] l 
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nder the new general and left unchanged under the conventional 

rhe rat on provisions have also been greatly advanced sacon, 

hit! 1id the highest ad valorem in the list of provisions 

e United States, viz, 28 per cent, is advanced 80 per cent 

in ‘ eneral tariff, while no rate is provided for in the conven 

tional he duty on pork, which amounted to 21 per cent ad 
v ‘ 1903, is advanced 176 per cent. 

fhe duty on beef, amounting to 15 per cent ad valorem in 1903, is 

I 1! 200 per cent under the new neral and SO per cent under the 

ntional tariff Lard, with a duty of 11 per cent ad valorem in 

103, i f ! t to a rate 25 per cent higher in the new general 

tariff hi in the new i ntional the rate re 1ins unchanged. Agri- 

‘ | machinery, which pays on the average about 4 per cent ad 

va will be subject to rates from 20 per cent to 88 per cent higher, 

] x to the weight.” 

The conventional tariff referred to in this report applies only 
to those countries having reciprocal relations with Germany. 
The higher rate would apply to the United States. This con- 
( nee goes on to state: 

Indian corn is king in the agriculture of the Middle West. It can | 
bee es a ied in the form of meats, in the production of which we 
! the world It is all well enough to po to the enormous divi 
( ds and irplus of the iron m ‘Ts and sugar refiners and to cite 
t t : d and sufficient reason for “ letting well enough alone; ”’ 
l e | ts of thousan ‘ hard-working farm in the great 
eedin nd zit Ss are it so alluring. Receipts of cattle at 
Chik » tl fall have Ol 10,000 to 30,000 head weekly in excess 
of t | l nts, the result being heavy losses to 

re for, say. GO.000 cattle per week at 
er not digest 100,000. While this 

t is famine exists in Europe. With train 

ds ras $3.50 per hundredweight in Chicago 
and w eef i there at 6 cents per pound, live cattle 
and th i ny 15 cents per pound. Surely there is 
some out oint economically when such a state of affairs exists. 

I try has been Javish in its protection to industries now 

ic, some of them world-dominating in their power. It is proba 

o appeal to them to be fair enough to concede that they no 

eed so much protection. It will probably do no good to re 

1 then farmers of the Middle West have stood steadfastly 

| thi ym all these years and that these same farmers 

1 $100,000,000 worth more of breadstuffs and provi 

s i pe alone if these same well-fattened industries 
would now consent to a “ square deal.” 

McKinley in the last speech delivered by him said: 

oO icity to produce has developed so enormously and our 
roducts have so multiplied, that the problem of more markets requires 
‘ nt and immediate attention Only a broad and enlightened 
I y ll keep v t we hav : policy will get more. In 
{ es of I vel busines y and gain we ought to be 
look » the future, strength the weak places in our industrial 
and nercial systems, that we may ready for any storm or strain 

I i ie arrangements which will net interrupt our home 
1 ) ! extend the ¢ ets for our increasing surplus. A 

w idk mutual ¢ hange of commodities is manifestly 
7 | to the itinued and healthful growth of our export tra 
\ t not n fi ied s irity that we can forever sell every 
1 . thing If such a thing were possibl it 
I t s r for thos vith whom we deal. We should 
ers such of their products as we I with 
ies and la Reciprocity is the ral it 
( industrial development, unde1 de i 
' S shed What we produce beyond our do id 
( a vent a a The excess must be d 
t \ f t, and we ld sell everywhere we can d 
l ‘ ne will enlarge our sales and producti S da 
1 * demand for home labor 
I ] ex s ess is pt The expansion of our trade and 
pre em Commercial wars are un} f l 
\ ‘ I ndly trade relations will prevent reprisals 
I re i harmony with the spirit of the tim 
on not If perchance some of our tariffs 
led for venue or to encourage and protect our 
1 hy s ild they not be employed to extend and 

M WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, what the gentleman from 
\ i is saying is said with a great deal of force, because 
s whereof he speaks. I am of the opinion that it ought 

{ to by a quorum of the committee. Therefore I 
sence of a quorum, Mr. Chairman. 

ir. RIXEY Mir. Chairman, shall I proceed or wait? 

rhe CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 
vi the point that there is no quorum present. 

XY EY I ppose it is not competent fer me to waive 

{ yf order 

CHA MAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 

Met rs present, a quorum. The gentleman 

: Mr. Rixey | ll proceed. 

MM RIXEY. In 1904 we exported over $37,000,000 worth of 
j | io Great Britain and $94,000,000 worth « f | 

1OUSe | lucts total of over $130,000,000. In 1905 

reat Britain 414,906 head of cattle. Since 1902 

to Germany of cattle on the hoof have stopped, duc 

» th cid inspection intended to exclude our eattle. 

ng of this market would immensely help the price of 
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at 
f bace Germany 
though we exported in 1904 


is Gre is Ger 


Britain and our next best 
have f 
to that country 


. , 
mm to decre 





ise 4) 





over $25,000,000 worth of packing-house products, $6.00) a 
wheat, $2,200,000 of flour, and $72,000,000 of corn. E 
The report, referred to above, of the Department of ¢, 

merce and Labor shows the pressing and absolute 1 
for immediate action in providing some reciprocal arre; 
with Germany if we are to keep her as a custome; ‘ 


useless to say that she can not do without our product | 
can look to the Argentine Republic, which is able of ‘ 
| furnish what cattle and pork Germany requires. That country 
already exceeds us in supplying beef to our princips| r] 
in Great Britain, and in a few years we must recko t] 
Canada. We should not sit supinely “upon the lid’ 

the market of our second best customer in the wor! 

others, and that, too, as the result of our own stub! nd 


| foolish pig-headedness. If we are to retain our f: " 
| must show ourselves friendly. Our policy of exclusi ld 
be relegated to the rear. We must regain and hold G 

and should expand and extend our exports of farm pri s 


to other markets. Wise legislation, opening for our H]- 
ture the markets of the world, will insure to the farmers yy 
| bounded prosperity. 

| I do not plead for the manufacturer. He already 
the markets of the world, and exploits the home consi 





exorbitant profits. The profits of the farmers are 1 ed 
| and controlled largely by the foreign demand for his t 


Some concession should be made, and that without protest by 
the manufacturing interests, in the matter of a reduction of 
| the tariff rates in order that the foreign markets may by 
wide open for the unprotected farmer. This can 
proper reciprocal relations. 

It has long been contended by the Republican party that 
the tariff should be revised, if at all, by the “friends of pro- 
tection.” When will the protected interests voluntar ( 
sent to lessen their profits, lower the tariff wall, and 
reasonable competition? Human nature is, as a general 1 
the same everywhere under like conditions. The 
well be that these things will be done in this way w 
“leopard changes his spots and the Ethiopian his ski: 
is useless to expect the beneficiaries of protection to 
their own protection. If I read the signs of the times 
however, the time is fast approaching when the tariff \ b 
revised by the friends of the people. 

It is now late in the first session of the Fifty-ninth Con 
gress, and the Republican party, through its chosen lead 


aUSW 





Congress, has stated in unequivocal terms that it intends to 
make no move in this matter for the protection of the ; 
Nothing will evidently be done until after the next S- 
| sional election, and not then unless the people relegate s if 
the “‘stand-patters” to the rear and return, to the next | 


cress, Representatives pledged to reform of the tariff. 
II. 


Mr. Chairman, railroad rate legislation of some kind is, I 
think, reasonably well assured. The danger that 
which will become a law may hot give the full relief it uld 
but be made so complicated and safeguarded and sat ry 
to the corporate interests and so expensive to the shij 
it will be of little practical relief to them. 

If an appeal is to be allowed in every case of a rate 
the Commission and, pending the appeal, the rate suspence t 
will encourage railroads to appeal cases and prolong 
peals with the idea of making demands for reform So « ve 


is 


| that it will discourage the individual and shipper f) : 
plaining to the Commission of the railroad rate. | | 
with an army of legal retainers, costs in appeals, s 
railroad is concerned, would be reduced to a minimu 
the expense of attorneys and the time and attention I 
would be too much for tke individual. The fair tl 
the rate to go into effect after a reasonable time from 
sion of the Commission and remain in effect unless i 
reversed by the proper court. Under such a provision 


trust will be adopted by the Senate, the inducement ! 
appeals and applications for review would be largel; 
The rate bill as passed by the House is more satisf 
might have been anticipated, but there is still room fo1 
| provement, and the great debate in the Senate has 
necessity for many amendments. The necessity for 
lation was tersely stated by the Secretary of War, J! 
in his speech at Cincinnati in November, 1905, when 





| Men have been ruined; men have been made rich, sett! 

destroyed; settlements have been enlerged to 
through the unjust favor of the managers of railroads. 

| Unjust discriminations are abhorrent, whether su 

| inations are applied as between individual shippers « 


heen pire 
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‘ates should be reasonable and so adjusted as to 

to the carrier the actual, but 
value of property. Competitive points rarely 

ion, but it is unfair to build up the man or the city 

the expense and cost of the equally 
ty which has no competitive rate. 

ers and want no advantage of the rail- 


— ; + 
re nneration upon 


his 


nus at deseryv 


passe 


ngers 


' vy want fair treatment. Power by the bill will be 
1 h the Interstate Commerce Commission (supposed 
‘ partial tribunal of able men) to stand between the 


‘ id the people and do justice and enforce equity for 


' seless, however, Mr. Chairman, to shut our eyes and 
understanding to self-evident conditions and facts. 
| corporate interests wield an immense power through- 
; untry. While it is proper that due regard should be 
ese great interests, I have long since found out that 


; ests represented by the railroads, the trusts, and the 
; s of capital will take care of themselves, and the 
ves of the people need lose no sleep for fear injus- 


i done combined capital. Justice is all the people 
equently move than they get. 

\ man, a Representative who demands fair treatment 

ion for the producer and the shipper is frequently 

‘ i as a demagogue who would confiscate so-called 


erests,” especially in railroad property. 
is true that the railroads are private property, it is 
e truth. The people who constitute the State are 
1 in this kind of property. The railroads could 
t or operated without a grant called “ franchise” 
e, which has the right to control and 
The theory is that the franchise is granted for 
the public, and it is the duty of the State or Goy- 
see that it is not used for their oppression. 


III. 


n, another menace to the welfare and prosperity 
the unbridled license to the great trusts. By 
competition is stifled and the purchasers placed 

the trust magnate. In this way enormous for- 
mulated’ and the masses are made that much 
the millionaire, ex- 


sovereign 


fight 
3 taken unfair and unconscionable profits from 
ict i him the home market by 
wall, have unwittingly placed themselves at his 
themselves his easy prey. 

the trusts and pass penal laws for their punish- 
vislation will not cure the evil. 

Corporations James R. Garfield well says: 


ve no to make against 
| 


ms, who, in giving 





e to prevent such abuses by purely penal legislation 
the enforcement of the antitrust law s not 

I has. Its enforcement is npelled some re 
¥, which, until recently, was wholly lacking But 
permanent change of the conditions which t 

has been ‘ The imposition of a penalty 
ply drives men in that combination to e 
evice for accomplishing the same purp and 
that combination is an industrial necessity, and 

’ 


1 in despite penal legislation. 
ly is a provision removing the tariff from any 
lled by a trust, and providing that the sale in for- 
of articles, manufactured in the United States, 
than 1d to consumers here shall be take 
evidence that the commodity is controlled 





1 give us competition from 


Wy 


abroad if we failed to 
ict such a law, and it will be respected. It 


not be necessary to invoke or put it into opera- 


lican party, however, owes perhaps too much to 
‘usts and corporations to expect relief in that 
doubtless owes to them its continued lease of 
The insurance investigation recently con- 

( New York shows that one insurance company (the 
N Lif without authority from its policy holders or 
$50,000 to the Republican campaign fund in 

n 1900, and $48,000 in 1904, and Agent Judge 

d produces the receipt, that $75,000 was paid 

iis insurance company in 1896, thus making a total 
the one campaign of 1896 by this: one insurance 
defeat the Democratic candidate, Mr. Bryan. An 
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te 
4 


illion dolla Who ear the 
by he insurance col | nies ; 
without Federal cont L! ’ I I 
would not the Republican | ‘ 
campaign purposes? Probal many 
to me, after this evidence of greed and 
tion of gall for the Republican party to for 
Fede ral control of insurance. 

It is stated that the national banks were as 
of 1 per cent upon their combined capital and 
this way $2,000,000 was collected by Republ 


How much did the steel trust, the oil 1 
the coal trust, and the great rail: is of t 
in 1896, in 1900, and in 1904 to the Re 
So many millions that even the Republica: 
not spend it, and common rumor, t 
have ever heard, has it that many tl 
in the Republican national committ sury. 
mentary on the political party which p1 hes fi 
elections ! 

In many of the 


laws, 


is, could 


denouncing under 








elections, but the national Republican party | ‘ 
such law. There are signs, I am glad to \ f 
however, and I trust the time will soon : 
political party can revel in its corrupt glo1 
famy of elections bought by 
Wayne MacVeagh. a prot ‘ t ] } 
Attorney-G¢ ‘al of the 1 ed S 
corrupt conditions in Ph ly hat \ 
to corrupt conditions in natio Ss 
Wi er helps to dest t 
for law 1 | llo 1 
mone ffi ny t fo yf 
free stitut s t fathe f led i 
striped per place is ft » 
n v vy of t ” i f 
M eal m s f 
clothed in the s . i ya i t 
It is little wond { a rty wh 
lease of power | et] s s} j res 
duct of the pu S43 I 
WW h se gy i te e + ¢ 1 
the Governme! I d of I 
t seems to | under some s t 
opportunity tor ] vate ¢g tf 
rhe a sis by ex-Attorney-Ge M 
it ~~ re if 4 1 , n Lt il { 
defeated and condemned in the ¢ 
When Ph elphia elt 3 the 
forces an honest ele n and f 
evidence that “ the lest sinnet! 
evidence of the ab ty of the neonle . 
I would not ke indiscrimin ] ¢ f { 
the Government, its Departments, 0 I 
i there is sufficient evidence of corm ‘ 
a proper investigation made for that ! W 3 
the Republican party blocks ey l 
gressional investigation? There « é ( 
result might be damaging discl ires \ 
political party now in power. Love of powers 
than a desire to punish the guilt 
How is it with the people? Will they be ntent 
in power the political party under which this 
graft have flourished? Will they dorse the 
Republican party for Congressional investi 





The P ice Department was shown to | 


and corruption, and men in high places 





tracts for the Government; and yet a Cong 
tion was denied. 

The Agricultural Department dismissed m: 
officials because they too had been making e 


for personal gain; and 
denied. 
The 


others, 


yet a Congress 
Interior 
not 
has fiushed 
and two 
indicted 


and yet 


Department, more energet per! 
only has had to dismiss f its 
bigger game, and sey 

Members of the House of 

for dealings with the Di 3 


a Congressional investigat 


e company (the Mutual Life) gave $15,000 in { The Government Printing Office | its scand 
0 in 1900, and $40,000 in 1904. It does not yet | recently aired, that it seems useless to refer to them at 
the Equitable and the Home Life contributed. Quiet was only restored by the resignati of the | P 
i suppose, it is fair to say these four insurance | brought about, it is stated, upon the request of the Pr 
( 





one city contributed in three campaigns half a | himself; and yet a Congressional investigation 


‘ie 6:3 


cr - 
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There may not be graft and corruption in the other great 
Depar ents of the Government, and then there may be. 

If there is not, investigation under authority of Congress 
should disclose it, and no ene would be hurt. But if there is 
wrongdoing, and the Government has been and is stili being 

bbed by its agents, such an investigation should show it and 
ecure the conviction and punishment of the guilty. 

Th esults of the elections in November, 1905, especially in 
ihe States of Ohio and Pennsylvania and in the city of Phila- 

Iphia, afford ground to hope that there is still a healthy, 
honest, and vigorous requirement for clean politics and honest 

icial What has been done in the rock-ribbed Republican 

mehold of Pennsylvania can be Gone in the country at large. 

( he people Gemand not only honest politics and honest Goy- | 
ernment, but prompt investigation. Within the past few days 


1 evidences of an awakening; resolutions directed 
railroads in their monopoly of the coal and the 
fixing of prices for this prime article of necessity have passed 


there have beet 


against the 


Hist 


both Houses of Congress. Perhaps an awakened public opin- 

u will force Congressional investigations where peculation ard 
graft have been shown to exist. Hew to the line in this and 
other cases, and let the chips fall where they may. ‘The Gov- 

nment is the people’s and its officials their servants. They 
have a right to know whether their agents measure up to the 
standard of the faithful steward not only in their personal 
integrity, but in the earnest protection of the ingerests of the 


! 
ry 


public. [Loud applause. ] 





Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. GorBEL]. 

Mr. GOEBEL. Mr. Chairman, immigration and naturaliza- 
tion necessarily go hand in hand and are subjects of vital im- 
tance to the welfare of our common country. I am a firm 
eliever in stringent immigration laws and in the strict en- 
1 ement of them. Several bills are now pending inthis 


islation will be enacted which will have a tendency to check 
the influx of an undesirable it indeed un- 


class of aliens. is 


ceived such a large and very undesirable class of foreigners. 
rhey are necessarily a menace to good government; and there is 


lently a defect somewhere in our present system which has 
1 ; class of aliens to land in our midst. 

‘hairman, that subject is not before us at this time. 
considering the bill introduced by the gentleman 
Jersey [Mr. Howe u], as reported by the Committee 
on Immigration and Naturalization, which provides, in part, for 
rule of naturalization of aliens. throughout the 
I shall address myself especially to section 9 
the bill, which pr among other things, “that no alien 
ifter naturalized or admitted as a citizen of the 
State write in his own language or in the 
and who can not read, speak, and understand 
language.” The reason urged for this provision is 
rt of the committee, which reads as follows: 





u Porm 
states, 
vides, 
be 
s who can not 
sh language, 


slish 


1ittee that 
advantage of 


ur country cé 


seemed to your comn 
take 
) enship in 
equired in the « 
if + } 


education to comply 


read in his own 


any alien of ordinary intelli 
these opportunities and to fit 
uld, in five years’ 1 , 
ountry be » he can apply for naturalization, 

with the requirements that he 
language or in the English lan 
and understand the mnglish language. If an 
tal capacity as to be unable to meet that 
' the opportunities afforded him, it is 
of your ¢c that would not make a desirable citizen 
refused naturalization. 


who desire to 


esidence 


» elthner 
d speak, re 
so deficient 


t or so careless of 





d, 
in men re- 
the 


mmittee ne 
ian, no one will contend, as an abstract proposition, 
better for the individual that he speak, 
English language; not because, in my 
him a better citizen of the United 
t is the language of our country, and with 
imiliar. But I resent the imputation that the 
of that requi nt makes him an undesirable citizen 

id, therefore, naturaliz: should be refused him. You 
this bill, although an alien may be of good 
believer in our form of government, and 
the Constitution and laws, 
the other qualifications of good citizen- 
ng one qualification, namely, to be able to 
1 understand the English language, is absolutely 
fied. Again, has it occurred to the gentlemen advocating 
‘e that this is discriminating in favor of the English 
fr as against the German and every other non-English- 
ng alien? Why this discrimination? Why discriminate, 
the Germans? Have they now become so 
lacking the qualification required in this bill; 
ey not so at any other time? Read the history 
» United States and you will acknowledge that the Germans 


that would not be 
the 


KC 


renmie 


tion 


defend and 


support and 





king this 


Ii, 


gainst 
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House on that subject, and I hope that in the near future some | 





have taken an honorable part in the development of oy) 
in the tendency toward government for the people an 
people and in the development of national and individy.| 
perity the German influence has made itself felt. 

The German thought tends to strengthen the feeling 
plies not only right, but duty. They have never w;: 
their loyalty, and in that respect never gave blind o : 
to any creed, party, or class, but ever marching on to 
aim of the moral and intellectual growth of this nati 
share of the German in the wars of the United States 
means limited to the rebellion. From the very beg 
their settlement in this country they have always stood poesay 
to take their place in its defense. They took a full 
the war of 1812 and in the Mexican war, and at all ti 
freely of their men and their means to the cause of | 
the war of the rebellion, and wherever they were st 
numbers they gave more than the proportionate strengt), to ; 
forces raised for the defense of the Union. In those 
question was not raised whether he could read, speak, and wndey- 
stand the English language. I point with pride to my Germay 
fellow-citizens and to their history, that in war and in peace 
they have always done their duty. 

But, Mr. Chairman, it is here urged that if an alien is 
careless of the opportunities afforded him as not to be able ¢ 
read, speak, and understand the English language naturali 
ought to be refused to him. The fact is lost sight of 
may not have the opportunities; or that he may not be able { 
avail himself of such opportunities. It is no answer to 
if he does not understand our language, how can he understand 
our form of government and its requirements of him as a cit 

Let me say to you that newspapers and other pub! 
printed in his own language give him the desired informat 
By assimilating and coming in contact with our own people he 
is soon informed of the requirements of a citizen under our 
of government. But, Mr. Chairman, we are dealing here wit! 

| naturalization affecting Federal citizenship, distinguished 
from State citizenship, and there is a wide distincton bhetw: 


pros. 


vier 


rhe 


hy no 


that | 





as 


l 
the two. One carries obligations of a different nature than that 
of the other. But before discussing that proposition let me say 
that this bill does not provide for an examination or test. It 


would therefore depend entirely upon the judge before whom 
the applicant appeared whether he can, at least to his satis 

tion, read, speak, and understand the English language 
instances, therefore, it will be observed, would such an examina- 


tion or test be uniform. One judge may fix a high standard, 
while another may be more lax in the requirements. Again, an 
applicant may be able to speak and understand the English lin 
guage, but not be able to read it; for, mark you, he must |x 


able to read, speak, and understand the English language WV 
accurate shall he be in his reading, speaking, and understand- 
ing? Suppose the judge shall require as a test that the appli 
cant speak correctly the name of the gentleman from Colorado 
[Mr. BoNYNGE], or speak correctly the name of the gentleman 


from Hawaii [Mr. JONAH KUHIO KALANIANAOLE], would tle 
gentleman from Colorado insist that that individual would uot 
make a good citizen, possessing all the other qualificat , and 
that naturalization ought to be refused him? It can | (lily 


seen to what absurdities this provision may lead, and 
way to obviate that condition is to establish a board 
iners, nonpartisan in its character, who shall be governed } 
uniform rules, so that in the examination there may not enier 
the whims and prejudice of a partisan or the hatred of 
against a class. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, coming to the proposition to which I 
have already alluded, I contend that as Congress can « 


with Federal citizenship the educational qualification | ed 
in this bill is not essential to Federal citizenship t 
was never contemplated by the Congress. In the fi 
what is citizenship? It has been defined as “the status of a 
citizen, with its rights and privileges.” “He is a m ‘of a 
nation or a sovereign state, especially a republic, a1 0 
owes allegiance to a government and is entitled to ection 
from it.” (See Standard Dictionary (1898); Webst L)1c- 
tionary; Century Dictionary; 6 Am. and Eng. Enc) Law, 
2d ed.) 
It does not necessarily follow from this definition t = 
grade or quality or privilege of citizenship must lb i 
in all citizens,-even in a republican government. In | es 
arising under our system it has been repeatedly « that 
the bestowal of political privileges upon an individ ot 
essential to constitute him a citizen. (See Wisé 4 
ship, p. 3, and authorities there cited.) There are | iS 
| of citizenship in this country, national and Stat - 


tinct from the other. A person may be a citizen 0! 
| States without enjoying State citizenship and the 5)» right 





——— 


leges which State citizenship confers. For 
tion of the fourteenth amendment to the Constitution 

d States no mode existed of obtaining citizenship 
ted States except by first becoming a citizen of some 
pen after the adoption of the fourteenth amendment 


versy was set at rest, for that provision defines and | 


ho shall be citizens of the United States, namely, 


jurisdiction thereof.” 


( is empowered by the amendment to enforce, with | 


legislation, its provisions, and it did so by enact- 

1] persons born in the United States and not subject 

eign power, exclusive of Indians not taxed, shall be 
f the United States.” Whatever special rights 
it may be within the power of a State to confer upon 
there are certain constitutional rights which all 

; tizens ” enjoy in common, whether they are citizens 
of or not. As to all common rights, the Federal Con- 
tablishes an equality between all persons, although 


unable to confer equality as to other privileges. | 


in common are known as privileges and immunities 
lamental in character. Federal citizenship may be 
inheritance, by marital relations, by the union or 
foreign territory, by naturalization, by treaty, by 
of Congress, by the admission of a Territory to 


Such a citizen owes to the Government allegiance, | 


oney by way of taxes. The Government in turn 

ruarantees him liberty of his person and conscience, 

acquiring and possessing property, security in per- 

and reputation. Anyone may be a citizen of the 

| tes and yet not of any particular State, but not vice 


Supreme Court of the United States, in what is 
the “ Slaughterhouse ease” (16 Wallace, 36), held 


nly may a man be a citizen of the United States 

ng a citizen of a State, but an important element 

g to convert the former into the latter. He must 
a State to make him a citizen of it; it is only 

it he should be born or naturalized in the United 

citizen of the Union.” Federal citizenship is 
tot nnected with the right of suffrage or the elective 
fr It does not confer the right to vote. Federal citi- 
fers no political rights whatever. Civil and political 

been definitely disassociated by the fourteenth 


Stat to e a 


and | 
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prior | aliens, except as to the amendments relating 


| to so prescribe? 


ns born or naturalized in the United States and sub- | educational qualification is essential 





| while the latter has both civil and political rights. The 


This view was strongly maintained long before | 


of the fourteenth amendment by the minority in 


. Dred Seott case, who held that a slave’s lack of political | 


t prevent his being a citizen with a right to sue 
This, however, is no longer disputed. 


citizen owes only a duty to the General Govern- | 
It must be remembered | 


t is limited in its extent. 
leral Government has no greater power than that 


tates haye expressly granted and that all other | 


powers been reserved by the States. 


We must, t@erefore, | 


it the powers so granted are never exclusive of | 


rs existing in the States, except when exclusive 
pov been given, or the exercise of like powers is pro- 
hibited to the States, or when there is a direct repugnancy or 
vy in the exercise of it by the States. 
dy of the question will reveal how little has been 
the Federal Government as to the right of 
ral citizenship and how much has been retained 
for let me repeat that Federal citizenship re- 
fidelity and obedience by the individual to his Goy- 
er! he must bear his burden necessary to sustain 
t by the payment of taxes, and he must be ready to 
or render other personal service for the common 
xr the security of the liberties and general wel- 
Government. In return for this he receives the 
his Government in the manner that I have already 


cont on 


[| vy to ask whether in conferring Federal citizenship, 
the enjoyment of the rights which such citizen- 
is essential that the beneficiary be able to read, 

understand the English language, and whether 

tions (if you may so term it) are essentially pre- 
onferring citizenship and in the enjoyment of it. 

I cor t it never was contemplated by the States that 

ower be conferred upon the Federal Government 

d than was absolutely necessary to safeguard the 

igainst an alien of bad character and not disposed 

order and happiness of our Government; and that it 

the State to enact all further restrictions, and this 
irent. 


acts of Congress relating to naturalization of 





the | 
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to the thirteenth 
and fourteenth amendments, has been in force for more than 


one hundred years. It has stood the test of time and 


exped 


ency. What necessity is there for engrafting upon the Federal 
statutes such a qualification? Why not leave it, as it has been 
left, to the States to regulate, though Congress has the power 


It might with some force be said that the 
in the exercise of political 
rights. Its wisdom, however, I question. These political rig! 
however, are conferred by State citizenship, as I have stated, 
and not by Federal citizenship. These rights were reserved 

the States. Although the Federal authority within i 
supreme and beyond the States, it can not prey 

to its citizens rights and privileges which are not expre 
by implication placed under its jurisdiction. Therefore 


the greatest privileges of a State citizen is the right of suffra 





or the elective franchise. This, I have shown, is not conferred 
upon a Federal citizen. The privilege of voting arises under 
the constitutions of the States and not under the Constitution 
of the United States. 

It is within the power of the State to prescribe the qualif 
tions of a voter, and the power is almost without ] tation. 


In some States the right to vote has been granted to per not 
citizens. It 


ean restrict the right to either sex or give it to 
both. The State may go to any length in determining the qua 
fications of voters. The United States circuit court, in the case 


of The United States against Anthony (11 Blatchford, 2 
held that a State may, without violating a right derived from t 
Federal Constitution, provide that no person having gray h 
or who has not the use of all his limbs shall be entitled to yote 
The only restriction upon the States that they can not ex 
clude a citizen from the enjoyment of the franchise on account 
of race, color, or previous condition of servitude. It is true 
that a citizen of a State owes a dual allegiance, but the nat 
of the obligation is different. 

I have tried to draw a distinction between a Federal « 
and a State citizen, and that the former 


Is 


has only civil r 3 
fications prescribed by section 9 of this bill can have 
ing or relate to the exercise of political rights, 


and hence are 
not essential or prerequisite to Federal citiz 








LIZC li 

Entertaining these views, I shall, at the proper time, move 

to strike out the objectionable feature. [Loud applause.] 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. Dickson of Illinois 
having taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a essage 
from the Senate, by Mr. PArKINSON, its reading clerk, an- 
nounced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to 

| the bill (H. R. 395) concerning foreign-built dredges, disagreed 

| to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the confer- 
ence asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the two 
Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Fryr, Mr. Gat P, 
and Mr. Berry as the conferees on the part of the Sen 

The message also announced that the Senate had p ed 3 

| of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the H 
of Representatives was requested: 

S. 4983. An act granting an increase of pension to J M 
Farquhar ; 

S. 5891. An act to authorize the South and Wes I 





SS 


way Company to construct bridges acr 
the Holston River in the 


the ver and 
inia and Tennessee: and 
road 


Clinch 


States of Virg 
Ne 
‘ 


S. 5890. An act to authorize the uth and Western Ra 
Company to construct bridges across the Clinch River dl 
Holston River in the States of Virginia and T« Sst 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILI 

The committee resumed its session. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman f 1 
Pennsylvania [ Mr. Bates] 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, the American people de 
strong navy. The present bill carries items for ma 
and increase, and in all an expenditure of about $100, 
This desire on the part of our people for an eflicient 


stantty increasing naval establishment is not for t 
aggressive warfare, but in order that peace and tr 
obtain and our rights as a nation be observed. An 


navy will not answer this purpose. 


An efficient army and navy or State 1 0 
the purpose of making war but for the sa preservi 
We are at present appropriating nearly $100,000,000 mn 
for the Navy; about seventy-one million for tf Ar! 


twelve million net for the postal service, including free rural 
delivery. We are paying out for pensions about one hundred 


and forty million; for encouragement of agriculture about seven 
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< lion: for civil establi 

ir appropriations for public buildings and rivers 

rs. We have advanced a large sum in behalf of the 

costs something to administer the affairs of 
the United States. 

seven hundred million. We can congratulate 

revenues to make these vast ex- 





on having sufficient 
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| 


shment about sixty-seven million; we | 


The annual appropria- | 


Never before have we had sufficient money to carry | 
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eee 


manufactured products about 30 cents worth is sold oad 
cheaper than to our own people. The amount is so s ; 
pared with the aggregate output of our factories as 
worthy of consideration. 

The report of the Industrial Commission shows tha} sae 


these articles are protected in this country by patents a) ; t 
so protected in the foreign market. The fact is th : 
country many manufacturers, such as those of h " 
| mowers, and reapers, employ their own salesmen, and 

quite a considerable percentage of the cost to the . 

goes to the salaried general agents, the well-paid selli a 
| and the cost of collections of notes and occasional loss en 
a manufacturer sells 1,000 or 10,000 machines abroad ve 
vast item of expense is saved, and the distribution 0 


lands is effected on a much more reasonable scale. 
Nearly every class of goods brought into this count si 
bought for export to this country at a lower price 
regular foreign market. This is true in _ tariff-fo 
England as in France and Germany. 
During the fiscal year 1904 $35,000,000 worth of m 


was imported at New York below the foreign mai ins 
and the importer voluntarily added $1,500,000 to he 
to make market value as to confessed difference | the 
price actually paid and the regular foreign market } 
the Treasury officials added thereto an additional $4 i 
imposed and collected a penalty of $400,000. 

These goods thus sold by foreign manufacturers cheaper for 
| export to our country than for the home consumpti led 
| cotton goods, woolen goods, silk goods, linen, trimmii s, 

hosiery, rugs, furs, cutlery, glassware, jewelry, furni oo} 
hides, chemicals, machinery, iron, and steel, and in f nN st 
every class of articles from all countries. 

This special commission to which I have referred seem to 
| have made a most careful investigation. They obt: 
| mony concerning a large number of manufacturing establish- 

ments in all parts of the country. From the hundreds of 
answers received from the different manufacturers nm: il 
compilations were made. 

In discussing the testimony adduced the Commission says: 
“A great majority of the answers indicate that pri re no 
lower abroad than they are for domestic consumers, 
siderable number indicate that foreign prices are hig! 

The argument that the tariff should be taken off th roods 


| 


| 


operations. And yet almost daily attacks are 
ur system of revenues which makes these things 
j 
he nature of things that individual citizens as well 
u il ‘ should object to paying what others may 
Bs nsider their re of the public revenue. Town councils 
irds of n and appeal are continually hearing pro- 
a of citiz who think that their property is assessed or 
‘ d unduly. Legislatures meet in the several States and 
( der long and earnestly whether this or that species of prop- 
hall bear a greater or less burden of taxation. We have 
in this session the words “the damnable principle of | 
’ followed by cheers on the Democratic side. There 
} specif pl sts. Gentlemen plead strongly for a 
I of internal revenue on tobacco, “a mere matter of a 
or so,” and others would welcome more moderate 
( on distilled or other liquors. Those interested in manu- 
» of goods would have the tariff taken off raw materials; 
e si consumers claim that a reduction on manufactured 
y would lessen the cost of the product. The gentleman 
Mississippi [Mr. Byrp] made the unique argument that 
i I re | ry robbed because of a tariff on agricultural 
and plements, as if these articles were ever 
cl er to the consumer than now or could be under any cir- 
‘ t é The fact is that the American farmer never 
( such uniformly good prices for all that he sells as he 
d never would his products purchase so much 
( hinery, and in fact all he has to buy, than 
If there is one class of people at present satisfied with the | 
‘ t brought about by Republican policies and Republican 
( it is the American farmer, 
I s to be a popular position to oppose and attack every 
ee! ) of tax and impost and to vote for every apropriation bill. 
i il f delivery is a splendid thing. The country demands 
- ter Navy. Governmental aid for expositions finds 
favor, and we all will hail the day when the waters 
the gres oceans shall mingle across that narrow 
is s. But if all the voices of argument and pleading that 
been heard in this House, even in this session, protesting 
pecif lens whereby the public moneys are raised 
1 pre i, we would suddenly find ourselves without suffi- 
( vays and means to continue our present scheme of govern- 
d awake te a bankrupt Treasury. This all shows 
t eme of 1 ing revenue is composite; that it is the 
! f many men of many minds, a yielding of individual 
i? mi Lo is for the good of society and the State. 
rt is sought to be attached at present to the 
( l state nts that ‘some American producers are 
Se broad cl than at home. No denial or apology 
i offered in this respect. It has been pursued by other 
n for hundreds of years, in fact, by all the manufacturing 
I ms of the earth, and without any reference to whether they 
: ( d under a protective tariff, a revenue tariff, or absolute 
; trade nd pursued this course in former days. In 
1816 Lord I am, in a speech in Parliament advocating the 
1 ex tation of British goods to the United States, 
( t t was well worth while to incur a loss upon the 
order by the glut to stifle in the cradle those 
1 res in the United States, which the war had 
’ In 1854 a British parliamentary com- 
ed as follows: “The laboring classes generally 
districts of this country, and especially in 
1 1 coal districts, are very little aware of the extent 
often indebted for their being employed at all 
7 to 7 losses which their employers voluntarily incur 
( oreign competition and to gain 
S KeTS, 
er bh I gated in this country, and four 





ission was appointed to investi- 
1904, Senator GALLINGER, in a 
aced the value of exports sold at a lower 
home at $4,000,000. The of 
neyer been questioned. Our aggregate manu- 

7 y the census of 1900 at $13,000,000,000 ; 
btless larger now. On the figures given, however, 


Yay { Y 
T e yi 
} pt 


correctness 


the unt sold abroad cheaper than at home would amount to 
thirtiet cent; that is, for every $1,000 worth of 


which are sold abroad cheaper than at home is fal 1 
unwarranted. Such a course would destroy our hom: 
turing industry, which employs about 6,000,000 wag 


and pays to them about $3,000,000,000 per annum, | be- 
cause the manufacturers are willing to forego their profit a 
very small percentage of the value of their products ler 


that they may keep labor employed, end also by incr 
employment of labor through the additional markets which 
they naturally obtain by such foreign sales. 

The president of the great exporting firm of Flint, Eddy & Co,, 
New York, Mr. C. R. Flint, said in his testimony | tl! 
Industrial Commission : 

There are times when there is a surplus, when manuf: 
seek a foreign market at a concession. This is true in 
turing countries. It does not apply especially in the Ur 
but it is true in aH countries. It is true in England, wi 
free trade. 


Being asked if there was any difference in that | iar 
between trust-made goods and goods made indepe1 y of 
trusts, he replied that— 

There was far more of a disposition to make concessions |! these 
combinations from the fact that individual manufacturers w« Laer 
more pressure of necessity to realize on their investments great 


industrial combinations, by reason of the great advantage | 
regulating production, avoid excessive production, and t 
less likely to be under financial pressure. 

United States Consul-General Richard Guenther, in rt 
to the State Department a few months ago from I : 
the-Main, Germany, said: 








The manager of a large carbon works writes to the be 
reference to a proposition of a German firm to establish q 
large works for the manufacture of carbons for elect . 
that the English factory at Whiton, near Birmingham, bh a 
two years turned out carbons for the Government, muni F 
other users of a quality and prices which compete with 
ufacturers. 

He adds: 

The amount of “dumping,” with a view to killing 
dustry in this country would astonish the most Inve 
Foreign manufacturers sell at something like 40 per 
than in their own country. ; 

nr . - etn De tee “¢)] - in 

The statement is made that steel rails are sold hee 
Canada and Mexico than on our own soil. The re: 8 
is that steel rails at those two points are sold und it 


est competition. It is the competition with cheap 
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‘ question with the American manufacturer of ee, was $25,000,000, in 1898 it was $70,000,000, in 1902 it was S98, 

- fair profit in such a market, but rather the question | 000,000, in 1905 it was $135,000,000. 

: he will yield the market at such points and allow for-| ‘The value of our exports of cotton have increased from $17,- 

petitors to gain a foothold. An additional fact is | 000,000 in 1898 to $50,000,000 in 1905. 

{ Canadian government is now paying bounty, or bonus, Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Will it interrupt the gentleman to 

he own manufacturers—$3 per ton on pig iron, and $3] ask him a question right there? 

: n steel ingots. Mr. BATES. No; I think not. 

aon - these conditions, in the face of a bounty and cheap Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, if it should turn out that the 

American manufacturer considers it business policy | exports and imports of all the countries have increased for the 

{ ich a market rather than yield it to his competitors. last ten years, would it not indicate that there was a general 
stimony before the Merchant Marine and Fisheries} era of prosperity all over the world rather than our tariff had 

C e during the month of April, 1906, brought out the | made an extraordinary year of prosperity here? 

fact t the price of steel rails in England and Great Britain Mr. BATES. Why, Mr. Chairman, it might indicate that, and 

g 8 and the export price in Great Britain is $25; in Ger- | it would indicate more; that the daily cry from the gentleman's 

, » home price is $30, the export price, $24; in France the | side of this Chamber that the American people are being op 

1 e is $31, the export price $25.50; in Austria the home|} pressed; that they are poverty stricken; that our | 

331, the export price $25.50; in Belgium the home price | people are ground down in hunger and penury is not 

export price $25; in the United States the home price | out by the facts, and that there is a rising tide of prosperity 
» export price $26.60. shown in this country. There is, however, no such increas 


rures are from authorized publications which give the 
ime to time. It was further shown that the United 


SI el Corporation only manufactures about 60 per cent 
4 tire output in this country, the rest of the field being 
‘ by rival independent concerns. This commission fur- 

EFFECTS OF TARIFF REMOVAL. 
I f the tariff, even in any single industry, should not be 
idered. When the tariff is essential to any industry its 


t d doubtless kill not only the combination, but the industry 
i sing upon the country attendant evils. Evenif the industry is 
a f severe pressure is brought to bear the industrial combina- 
it be the first victim, but rather its domestic competitors 
f less advantages in manufacturing or less financial strength 

i competition. 

il of the tariff, then, will not abolish combinations unless 
industry. The domestic competitors of combinations 
gely cut off by tariff reductions or removal, and the com- 

vive with moderate profits, and yet be forced to sell its 
lomestic customers at much lower prices. But this sharp- 
reign competition by the removal of the tariff would, be 
ibt, lead American combinations in some cases to enter 
tional combinations. Already we have the thread industry 
id of the United States, indeed the thread industry of 
argely in the hands of an international combination. 
x trade is also organized internationally, and there have 
to bring about an international iron and steel combina- 
irope many combinations have crossed national boundaries. 
tes of lowering or removing the tariff in any line of industry 
re carefully whether its effect might be to produce an 
combination, and if so, whether such an international 
t » desirable. 

» eects upon wages of a reduction or removal of duties 

considered, and the further possibility of admitting to 


the 





1 








y the surplus stocks of European manufacturers at rates so 
seriously cripple our home manufactures. If our manufac 
nd their foreign markets by selling at low rates abroad, 


»w the example of European manufacturers, who for years 
1 of surplus stocks in this country so as to keep their fac- 
to their full capacity. What can be gained by helping 

:ts in order to hurt domestic trusts is not apparent. 
I our present tariff laws our foreign trade has grown 
en y in the last eight years. It is still rapidly increas- 
ing s is true alike of exports and imports. We are better 
s of other countries than ever before, and at the same 
time outside world is buying even more liberally of us. 





0 rts in 1905 were greater than those of any preceding 
\ ‘exports so far reported of 1906 are one hundred and 
I llions in excess of those of the corresponding months 
of ‘he imports for the eight months ending February, 
1 $71,000,000 greater than those of the corresponding 
yy f the previous year. In exports of manufactures there | 
has an increase of $45,000,000. 

I \merican farmer will be pleased to know that in the | 
eight nths ending February, 1906, according to the Bureau 
of $ ties of the United States, there has been an increase of 
$1 (00 in exports of farmers’ products. During that same 
t has been a decrease of $13,000,000 in importation of 
i lucts. The increase in exports is chiefly in wheat, 
fl n, oats, and provisions. This does not look as if pro- 
te bstructs the finding of outlets for our industrial pro- 
d nor does it indicate that the American farmer is being 
s f foreign markets. The indications are that our for- 
¢ le for 1906 will reach the astounding figure of $3,000,- 
i Our foreign trade has more than doubled in the last 
U s. There is no better barometer of industrial activity 
tl sale of iron and steel. In 1893 we produced 6,000,000 
tol g iron; in 1895, 8,000,000 tons; in 1898, 11,000,000 
t 1901, 15,000,000 tons; in 1903, 18,000,000 tons; in 
LIU) 00,000 tons. 

‘ of steel has steadily increased from 1898, when it 
t 000 tons, to 14,000,000 tons in 1904. Our exports of 


steel have increased prodigiously. In 1890 their value 


in prosperity in other countries 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


as in our own. 
Is it not that there is a rising tide 


of prosperity all over the world? Another question. Of course 
I do not want to inject my speech into yours. If s true, as 
you stated a while ago, that steel rails sell in all the rest o 
foreign countries above what they do in the United + then 
what sense is there in making this tariff on steel rails L kee 


ing rails out of the United States? 

Mr. BATES. I did not give the price of steel rai 
United States. Besides that, we do not want to let dow 
tariff and allow this country to be made the dumping ground 
of the cheap labor of other lands. This would surely happen 





unless we reduced our labor to the starvation rate paid abroad. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Well, the price here is $28 a ton, as 


a rule, and you said $31 and something in England. 


Mr. BATES. I will say to my friend from Missouri that it is 
because in England, while they sell to their own home con- 
sumers at $31.50, they sell abroad at $25 a ton. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, take that statement. Where 
does the gentleman get the evidence from to support that stat 
ment? 

Mr. BATES. I get it from testimony adduced before a 
mittee of this House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, if our steel-rail mannfa 
turers can afford to sell our steel rails abroad for $20 or $21 
a ton, then how can their market be in danger by taking this 
tariff off when you say the cheapest rails sold in Europe are $24 
a ton? 

Mr. BATES. I do not think the statistics show that tl s 
any profit in steel manufacturers selling rails at such a p1 3 


the gentleman has named, and I do not think 
any sales have been made at those figures. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do you not know that the second 
largest manufacturer of steel rails in this country, wl 
on the floor of this House, as a Member of it, said that steel 
rails could be made at $12 a ton, if you take off the tariff, and 
make plenty of profit to sell them at $16? 

Mr. BATES. I think that was one of the extravagant 


he can show that 


ments that the gentleman, formerly from Ohio, on this 
loved to indulge in. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. But he did make that stat 
and he was one of the largest manufacturers of steel rails 
that time. 

Mr. BATES. I do not know how much he was interested 
manufacture of steel rails. He was interested in 1 Vv, many 
other matters. I do not think he had any special knowledge of 
the matter. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
it is not a fact that that manufacturer of steel rails was mam 
facturing patent street-railway rails, and that he was, of course, 
without competition from any place in the world, tariff or no 
tariff? He had patents, hundreds of patents, that absolutely 


cut off all competition. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not true that in the 1 ufa 
ture of steel rails he had such success as to have made about 
$7,000,000 ? 

Mr. BATES. 


I think the man got rich, but I think the gen 
tleman will recognize a difference in the price of iron that 
produced steel rails at the time Mr. Johnson made his speech 
in the House and the price of iron to-day. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. When did he make that 
speech? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. In 1894. 

Mr. PAYNE. Back in 1893 or 1894. 


Mr. BATES. 


That was not a good year. 








Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Suppose you add to it the extraor- 
din iry cost ? 

Mr. PAYNE. In 1894 he was here and voted for the Wilson | 
tariff bill, and voted for it notwithstanding the fact that there | 





V a large protective duty on rails at that time 








Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman from 
New York a question—— 
*- Mr. PAYNE (continuing). And it passed this House. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Let me ask the gentleman who he 
d it was voted for the Wilson tariff bill? 
fr. PAYNE. This man Johnson. Tom Johnson, of Ohio. 
fr. CLARK of Missouri. le voted against it, and begged | 
oll on the floor of this House to vote against it, and I wish to 
HH en I had. [Laughter and applause on the Republican 
Re Mr. PAYNE. It was the best that the great Democratic | 
party could do. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; it was not the best that the | 
I ratic party could do, 

PAYNE. And a good deal better than they will ever try 
to rai 

N CLARK of Missouri. No; the bill that the great Demo- 
‘ party passed through this House was a good tariff bill. 

M PAYNE. Oh, but that bill passed through this House 
wit 1. protective duty on steel rails, and Mr. Johnson voted 

when it passed the House. 
CLARK of Missouri. No, sir. Mr. Johnson never voted 
: for the Wilson bill. 

M PAYNE. He voted against the Senate amendments. 
That is what he voted against. He voted for the bill as it 
I ssed the House. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Of course he voted against the 
Se te amendments, and he voted against the bill on its final 
passage in this House. 

Mr. PAYNE. No; he did not. He voted against concurring 
in t Senate amendments. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In answer to a question from the gentle- 
man Missouri, the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BATES replied that his statement that steel-rail makers in 
Great Britain sold rails at one price there and at another price | 
for export was founded upon testimony before a committee of 
this House. 

Mr. BATES. The uncontradicted testimony. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Will he please give the House now the 

wm, » of the witness or witnesses who so testified. 

Mr. BATES. I have no objection. The testimony was un- 
( ( 1 testimony before the Committee on the Merchant 

d Fisheries. 

M WILLIAM Who were the witnesses? It was con- 
t by the way. The gentleman said it was uncon- 
i. Now, yé day I quoted — 

Mr. BATES. I object to having the gentleman inject his 
© ! o the b Ly of mine. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am not injecting a speech. I am asking 
1 cel man a question, and instead of answering it he 
] ( e a Statement, and that statement is unwar- 
} ise I ye rday showed four witnesses who con- 

"4 tT 
fr. BATES. I obje to the gentleman making a speech in 
WILLIAMS. Now, I ask the gentleman for the names 
of the 1 es. My question was the names of the witnesses. 
BA S. I will give you one. I remember the name of 
‘ the president of the board of directors of 
i States Steel Corporation, Mr. E. H. Gary. 
LI \M Who el $ 
5 [ do not remember the names. 
[ [AMS. Will the gentleman, if he can find any- | 
| i in the Recorp with his speech? 
} S I I do not think the gentleman ought 
t Is] 1} n my speech. 
t] i better make his own speech. 
LJ I 1 own speech in my own way. 
S. Do you deny that statement of Mr. Gary? 
[AMS [a itely deny it, and defy any cor- 
Y. 1 O1 of it from any authoritative source. 
‘ BATES Where is your authority for denying it? 
[ILLIAMS. My authority is that there is no corrobora- 
ther soures [Laughter on Republican 
Mr. Chairman—— 
Is he gentleman has asked me a question. 
let 1 1nswer it? 
I asked the gentleman his authority for denying 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. 
the question. 

Mr. BATES. Is it possible that the gentleman, oy 
own inner consciousness, can evolve information that wi] 
diet the testimony of Mr. Gary, who knows all about 
ness? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentle 
indulge me just a moment 

Mr. BATES. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will not disturb him long. I a 
gentleman for the name of the witness or witnesses. 
given me the name of one of the officers of the Unit: 
| steel trust, the very people who were charged with thi 
against the public. Now [I ask him, if there are any « 
nesses except this interested witness, please to put the 1 
the other witnesses and their testimony in the Rrcx 
| speech. 

Mr. PAYNE. I will ask the gentleman if there is an) 
on the other side except the interested witness from Mi 
who knows nothing about the business practically. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman can not make tf] 
ment uncontradicted upon this floor. I yesterday pr 
|} names of four witnesses, and they will be in the hk: 
morrow, and the gentleman’s ipse dixit can not do 
them, and you knew that I would produce them when . 
that statement, if you listened to what I said. : 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from New York did n 
and the gentleman from Mississippi had no reason to 
that the gentleman from New York knew it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I 
listened to what I said before. 

Mr. PAYNE. The gentleman from New York did 
any such statement. 

Mr. BATES. 


It will only take me a minute to 





RB 
Je 


ness. 


as much interested in the item of the price of steel for 


and foreign output in Great Britain as is the gentlema 
I do not believe that item would affect th 
cial or any other interest of Mr. Gary half as much as it 


Mississippi. 


the political future of the gentleman from Mississippi 


man from Illinois [Mr. RArnry], have been trying to bu 
this House for the last week—to wit, the fact that th« 
price of manufactured goods is cheaper than the domes 
and therefore warrants an assault on the protective-ta 
of this country. And when we show this same state 
exists in free-trade England the whole card house falls 
gentleman from Mississippi must know it. [Applaus: 
Republican side. ] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 

Mr. BATES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield 


The speech delivered in this House a few weeks ago 
gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Byrp] would lead u 


lieve that the working people of this country were at 
ent time in dire distress. I wish to call 
increase in the amount of money on deposit in the savi: 
of the United States, and, what is more significant, the 
in the number of the depositors. In 1890 there we 


M. 


said the gentleman knew it if 


that one fact tumbles the card house that he and his « 
from Mississippi [Mr. Byrp] and the watch detective, tli 


attention 


AY 3 
y 


ver 


I desire to say, Mr. Chairman, that the 
man from Mississippi called the chairman of the board of 
ors of the United States Steel Corporation an interes 
I do not believe that the gentleman [Mr. Gary] 


> 


4,000,000 depositors in the savings banks of this cou! 
i896 there were 5,000,000; in 1900 there were 6,000,000 ; 


there were 7,700,000. 

The amounts of money they have deposited have 
$1,250,000,000 in the last ten years, or from $1,700,' 
| 1894 to $2,000,000,000 in 1898, and $3,100,000,000 in 1! 


are 


than doubled in the last ten years. In 1896 it was > 
000: in 1906 it was $3,600,000,000. 

And now a word as to the cost of living to the pe« 
United States. It is not disputed that the wage-ear! 
United States receive far higher wages than is p: 
other country on the globe. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Will the gentleman allow me 
right there? 

Mr. BATES. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman from Mississi| 
that Tom Jobnson had stated that if the tariff was re 
could make rails at $12 a ton and sell at $16 a ton : 
I would like to ask my colleague if he knows any way 
the removal of the tariff would enable a manufactur‘ 
rails at a less cost unless he paid less for the manufa: 

Mr. BATES. It would be absolutely impossible, bec 


| the moment the ore is raised from the ground up in } 


The value of the farm animals of the United States | 
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o ts ee 7 ———— | otc eee ~ 
time it is sold as a finished product labor is the large buy everything cheap is 1 rN 
t of its cost. to buy in the 
ARK of Missouri. Well, now, Mr. Chairman, since the | can people are to | hel , Cal ! 


1 is enlled back to the question of steel rails, I would | tons, woolens, silks, linens, 1 
k him a leading question and get him to answer it if | iron, steel, and in fact « 
| that they shall cease « 
RATES. I am glad the gentleman put in any qualifica- | our manufacturers 
be purchased from an: ‘ 
LARK of Missouri. I put it in because I am not cer- | It means that we will | 
the gentleman has the information or anybody else. | Canada, the Argentine R 
is this: Do our steel-rail manufacturers sell at a | bought at the lowest pric It 
profit when they sell American steel rails at $21 a | other countries shall buy w! 


OLMSTED. They don’t sell any at that price. 
BATES. Sometimes at a loss. If there is any profit, it 
| that it could not be considered a profit, considering 
of production and the wear and tear of machinery and 


L 
<4 


‘LARK of Missouri. The gentleman’s colleague [Mr. | 
1 says that they don’t sell any. I think the gentleman : : ; 
a | 1 descendant of Doubting Thomas. | production below the rest of the world 
\TES. I do not know where the gentleman from Mis- 
s authority to say that they do sell them. 
LARK of Missouri. James J. Hill ought to be pretty | 
} 
| 
i 


ice on the sale of steel rails. 


It means the invoking of the law of t 
It means that those industries that « 
Should perish. It n 

the ruin that would be wrou 
GAINES of Tennessee rose. go into hiding and be unprofitahl It 1 { t 


,ATES. Now, Mr. Chairman, I can not yield further; | thrown out of work must find employ nt in s 























J nly fifteen minutes remaining. tries, but it means also that the other industr 
LARK of Missouri. Very well. be those in which the commodities ‘ean be produced 
‘AINES of Tennessee. The gentleman stated a while | than elsewhere. It means that to enabl st ‘ 
a few years ago we exported $29,000,000 worth of | markets we must undersell all compe rT ] 
this year $135,000,000 worth. I want to ask him if | ensue an entire revolution in the methods and « l 
t 5,000,000 was sold in Europe at a loss? business here, and leveling down through « ; 
\TES. I do not suppose that it was. very lowest line of our competitors. Our h ts of l 
AINES of Tennessee. They claim that the exports | have to change, our wages cut down 50 | ‘ 
at a loss. I was wondering how you could increase | mansions exchanged for hovels. This is w! 
rts so much and sell at a loss and still keep the con- | flow in the wake of free trade. All g 3 
nning. how costly when measured by the degred 
\TES. They have sold these exports in competition | €Msue. 
whole world. There is sharp competition in this coun- | It is a principle as old as the |! 
ll as abroad. At present the demand for steel products | unchanging law that when g l 
nd by making large sales we have in most cases still | and the most distressing experiences this l 
r profit. human history have been when everything ; | 
n this country a higher order ‘ivilization than | Cheapest 1 mx red in 1 é ! 
If, then, the consumers of the United States pay | When i by labor. The bes 
the necessaries and comforts of life than they would | day’s labor will produce. It seems to me we | 
ww wage scale, they are simply contributing to the | experience of eap times in this 1] G 
e of that civilization, intelligence, comfort, happi- | in this country from 1855 to 1860. Yet 
h makes the people of this country conspicuo | hardly raise enough 1 ey to | 
s of the world. Whether we pay more for .| President Buchanan, in his message to ¢ "ess 857 
life than those in other countries who w | the case. He said: 
ce, is wholly immaterial. That is not the W ly : 
juestion is, Does it pay them to do it? of 1 Iv 
laws encourage men with money to open mines, build thy - setts 
establish industries, which could not exist were it | to want. We have possessed 
.e tariff laws which shield them from foreign competi- | Tich abundance, and yet, 1 
“eates A demand for labe r. A pre tective tariff, th n. | country, in its monetary inte: 
prot tion to opportuni y. If the people are civen Such a condition of aff i 
for employment, they will fix their own wage | tection law of 1861 was enact \\ 
portunities are destroyed, it is i le te intrusted with po 1 1892 
The wants of men are satisfi rough t] ( 1 e 
The main arguments on the other e of this | country. We had 3,000,000 
m to be based upon the 1 w dem f man Mi had hu I ( ! 
\ h no ref nee W er to his relation to How he S S 
» doctrine of i vidualism; the old, eruel | words of Pres ! 
urvival of the fit t. It is the doctrine of | in 1595, after a 1 es 
( John Stuart Mill, of David Ricardo, and the g« e He ( 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. \ 
onceded a vital point in the controversy in 1886 | 4 
tted that the one way by wl 1 free compet n 
me factories pre served is by 1 reauction ¢ ! 
his, then, is the only alternative. Reduce the tariff 
ng products, admit freer importations 1 then on Le 
iges and degrading labor are our industries to be This was a little over 
carried on. The American market is worth more | an « re Ad I 
uch to us as all the foreign markets combined | “ free trad 
could possess those foreign markets exclusively. When did we 
1 it profit us to tear down our home market and gain | times and a 
orld of markets? | did not ensue? When \ ¢ 
ff bill that would enable foreign goods to compete | general prosperity did not 
h our own products ought to be labeled, “A bill to | party « 


elfare of the people of Leeds, Bristol, and other | assault upon 
England and the Continent at the expense of the la- | there is one tl 
ple of the United States.’ Cleveland, and in 


lat we might sell everything for a good price and | do agree upon, it is to assail 1 
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industry.’ ” 
waged in 
dangerously 
it was 


SOOT! 


whenever possible. 
Senator GORMAN 


I quote as high De mo- 
when I state that “ the | 
lete Democratic victory gained in recent 
ause the candidate stated, ‘We will not 

And on that deciaration the campaign 
the East and Middle West, rather than 
worded Chicago platform, in which pro- 
assailed as unconstitutional, and which plat- 
evoked and, as far as possible, formulated into 
Were industries destroyed? Ninety-two articles 
from the dutiable to the free list by the Wil- 
from the Democratic Ways and Means Com- 
1 the House, among them wool, sugar, coal, 
lumber. The farmers were stripped of the protection 
in the McKinley law. Railroads went into the hands 
‘ivers. Banks closed their doors. The smoke of industry 
to cloud the sky. Three million laboring people were 
‘own out employment. Gold left our shores with every 
The and reels and spindles of Bradford and other 
cities worked double forces night and day to supply 
with textile fabrics, while the workingmen of Amer- 
d, were fed at soup houses, and begging for 
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as 


} 
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any 
ISO2 was 
0] the 
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Was 
transf 
biil, 
or 
and 


forded 
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looms 
nglish 
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i languish being 
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Qjur ste 
bec re 
To dispose of 


nded by 


adily increasing foreign trade for the past nine years 
ble. It is desirable that it be extended fur- 
our increase in surplus products. It can be 
trade arrangements with other countries, 
jing our manufacturers accurately informed of trade con- 
of the world, the state of foreign markets, by fostering 
upbuilding the American merchant marine, by building an 
lian canal; but we must not endeavor to build up our for- 
le by sacrificing our home markets, because in seeking 
markets—the best markets are where 
n sell the most products at good prices and have 
y paid for them after they have sold them, and that 
in America, after practically forty years of pro- 
ascendency. [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. Chairman, I understand the 
time on the other desires us to 
thirty minutes gentleman from 
IX NOWLAND]. 
KNOWLAND. Mr. 
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Chairman, in the consideration of 
val ypriation bill—which bill I shall support, 
ha the careful and intelligent consideration 
an experienced well-informed committee—it would seem 
rtune ti to briefly discuss the general policy 

t the navy-yards of the Government. I will 
declare at the outset that I not class myself 
| ke the extreme view contend that all 
hould be constructed navy-yards. Such 

ould as unwise as I deem the present 
the ate shipyards the 


vessel authorized from year 


appre 
rec eived 


and 
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e an Oppo me 
do 
and 
at 
be 
to 
every 


vhich ssign 


ally 


5 priy con- 


To 


shall endeavor to 
of my remarks, it in the line 
olicy for this Government thoroughly 
important navy-yards for shipbuild 
provide from time to time that a cer- 
vessels authorized be constructed at 
of such a policy would be the 
of an efiictent, skilled, and permanent 
“i a practical demonstration on the part of 
vards were prepared to satisfactorily 
authorized by act of The effect 
ctors would be somewhat analogous to the ef 
that canals affording facili for competition by water 
‘termining rates in certain localities. 
in aragement of the private 
are of importance to our national 
erns have been built up as a result of 
American and have been 
factor in the development new Navy, the 
iting which are equal to those of any nation of 
But the private shipyards are not, and never have 
able cha in and out of Congress, and it 
that these shipbuilding concerns have receiv: 
mpensation for all Government work. 
We tain to-day ten navy-yards, located at the following 
klyn, N. Y.; Boston, Mass.; League Island, Pa.; 
a. 3 uth, N. H.; Pensacola, Fla.; Mare Island, 
Bremerton, Wash.; Charleston, 8. C., and Washington, 
nment yards are all located 
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vessels, but notwithstanding these favorable conditions Jo; 
| present some very significant figures demonstrating ths; 
private yards are favored in the building programme a; 

navy-yards discriminated against. On January 1 of this 


there were under construction, in various stages of compl ; 
at the numerous priv ite shipyards the following yesse! 
signed for the Navy: Twelve battle ships, six armored ery} 
three protected cruisers, three scout cruisers, one gunbo:t . 
torpedo boats, and four submarine torpedo boats, the | 
amount represented in Government contracts held by thes: 
vate firms aggregating over $80,000,000. In the Gover . 
navy-yards there were in course of construction at - ; 
period one battle ship and two training ships, the total : 
involved being less than $5,000,000. Let us compare Sins, , 
ures: Thirty-one ships for our new Navy under constructio at 
private yards, and but three ships at navy-yards—oyer sx) 
060,000 for private yards and less than five million for th 
nayy-yards of the Government! 

Why has the Government adhered to this policy? Pr; 0 
1861 practically all the ships for the Navy were constr 1 
and satisfactorily, at the Government yards. With the t- 
break of the Civil War the exigencies of the times mad ~ 
possible for the navy-yards, limited in number and equip 
to meet the tremendous demands suddenly made upon 
the result being that the contract system was create So 
strong was the hold gradually obtained by these privai \- 
tractors, so great an infiuence have they since wielded t 
until very recently it has been impossible to bring about 
change of policy. The so-called “ political spoils system” was 


for many years strongly 
ing it impossible for 
\ yards 
who were selected irrespective of their fitness for the work 
which they were assigned. In many instances foremen toi 


intrenched at the navy-yards, 
the best results to be obtained. 


furnished employment for innumerable political worke; 


inexperienced and unqualified were placed over subordinates 


equally as useless, with the invariable result that the most | 
satisfactory work was in many instances turned out, re: 
economical construction oe The result of this 

did much to arouse prejudice against the yards. 

Secretary Tracy, of the ce declared that the condit 
in the yards were “ Destructive to the Government 
ulcer on the naval administration system.” In 1891 
an order placing all the employees at navy-yards 
system of civil service. Since the issuance of this 
rules have been made more stringent at the yards, and the 
system is gradually being perfected. For skilled and uns! 
labor there is a system of registration in charge of a | 
labor employment, the most stringent regulations govern 
acts of this beard. Every applicant must take his turn 
order of his registration, preference being given only to 
orably discharged men of the Army and Navy. Political 
ence absolutely does not avail, as I haye found from expe 
Every applicant who registers must be a citizen of the | 
States. He must have a character certificate, signed by 
table citizen of the applicant’s locality, testifying to hi 
acter and habits of industry and sobriety. He must als: 
a trade certificate, signed by the firm or individual for wl! 
has worked, certifying as to his capacity in said trade. 
employment of foremen, whenever a yacancy occurs, 2 
board of oflicers convened, and a competitive exam 
held under proper regulations. The result has natural 
lowed, that the efficiency of the yards has steadily in 
No incapable man is long tolerated. The highest skill 
ployees are demanded, but to retain such a class of work 
at the navy-yards the Government must adopt a policy th 
insure steady employment. 

Whenever an attempt has been made to inaugurate a 
of even limited shipbuilding at Government yards, mosi 
dable opposition has been encountered, some of the argu 
advanced against the contemplated policy being most ing 
Let us consider a few of these objections. It was 
in all seriousness that if an attempt were made to ¢ 
of the modern vessels of warfare at a Governmei! 
the result would be a humiliating failure. Others mai 
that, while it might be within the range of possibility) 
battle ship could be constructed at a navy-yard, it wou 
sume years of time, and when the ship was finally co! 
that the particular type of vessel would have become 0 


Sery lee 
he 
ul 


or’ 


is 


col 


one 


A prominent Member of Congress, reputed to be one 
best authorities in all matters pertaining to the Na) 


clared with all seriousness that he never expected to li 
enough to see a battle ship completed at a navy-yard. 

that the gentleman has recently visited the New Yor! 
Yard where the battle ship Connecticut is nearing comp'<' 
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Union Iron Works, of San Francisco, being ex- {| with this questi 











york nine and ten hours, with practically no} naval au rities. Rear-Admi1 P} 
there a Member of this House who would repeal | always | 1a ng ad 
| now applicable to all G nt employees? | yards. No individual has be in 
$ subject I will predict that time is not far} the development of the new Navy. H 
eight hours will constitute a day abor throughout * a period of years, | 

States. The drift is irresistibly in that direction, com- lipwright, assistant nay 

t as you may. Opposition will not avail, and ; 





ii Chief of 

day will eventually triumph. Secondly, in the i e la pacity . 

Newport News Shipbuilding Company, that plant] in his annual report, treated t! ib: 

hly equipped. Admiral Capps, in his testimony be- Much has been S hedte te 9 
use Committee on Naval Affairs during the Fifty- | vessels in the navy-yards. T! 
$s, Second session, in this very connection said: yar . 





plants and the ever-i : 
ready for and capable of at all ti 3 tal 
orne in mind that the Newport News yard had the ad- | which the growth in “ matériel” of the N 
pletely equipped plant. The building slip was already that the question should be ren f 
l erhead crane facilities and other appliances were at | the present time, in view of the pros] s nd ( t 
; ir mechanics had had greater experience in doing this | ing industry and the nu f l 


ated for, sufficient work to permit th 





























I ! v k to the Government yards without there being a question 
thdrawal or withholding of necessary support and assistance, 
vor} en out, to a private industry, the maintenance of 

n a high st of efficiency is unquestionably of national im- 
a7 conditions make it possible to eliminate from the discussion 
‘ ions of policy except such as affect economy and efficiency. 

j is been the history of all the iron and steel navies in existence to- 

day that the building of the vessels was at first entirely confided to | 

I te industry, and that the existence of the nucleus of a steel ficet 

t necessary that the governments who were their owners should 
thems es provide for repairing these vessels; and that, having pro 
vided the necessary ) 1is purpose, the provision for mainte- 

Be f the eg \ though vastly more difficult thing to 

l, Wiz ficient working organization and adequate efficient per 
nnel, forced them to undertake in their navy-yards a portion of the 

I ilding work The execut of a certain amount of building 

w t the chief Government is necessary to the maintenance 

of s navy-yard staffs as a complete and efficient naval organization 

I i! ind tha 1atever disadvantages such a course entails, they 

\ ‘ i ensated for in the end. It is believed that we have 

I it e in a naval development—still considerably behind 

( national development—-which forces upon us serious consideration 

‘ i ep which other naval powers have found necessary and expedi 

‘ At the outset the disadvantages to be labored under will be 

‘ lerable rime and experience will do much toward the alleviation 

or p ly the entire removal of many of these. While, under existing 

‘ litions, in the case of the first vessels built in our navy-yards it may 

be ¢ d that the cost will not be greatly different from—may even 

ly so iat reater than for the same work executed by contract in 

t vat shipyards, the Bureau believes that such a course once 

e red upon would demonstrate its desirability and practicability in 

a ‘ ised efficiency and economy in naval administration, regarded 

a whole, without interference with a judicious policy of such Gov 
ernment encouragement of the shipbuilding industry as will keep the 

v t number of establishments in a position to undertake and 

execute promptly any naval work which may be required. 

Admiral Capps, chief of the Bureau of Construction and Re- 


pair, in his annual report for 1904, says upon this subject: 


One of the principal objects to be obtained in the building of vessels 


in Government yards is the maintenance of the organization of the 
\ l d tl provision of suitable work for experienced mechanics dur- 
i the ; nee of the fleet. 
fo this I will add the testimony of Secretary of the Navy 
Morton, contained in his annual report for 1904, in which he 
s of the advantages of thoroughly equipped yards: 
tless the fact that there is at command at navy-yards the nec 
‘ ' nt and a force of men trained in such work will have a tend- 
keep down prices, and the equipment of Government yards for 
I lit war ships will have its advantage in time of national emer- 
Nearly all the great nations of the world have given the sub- 
ject of shipbuilding in Government yards most careful consid- 
eration. And what has been the result? Practically all the 
great naval powers are building to-day a portion of their ships 
in Government yards. Let us first cite the case of England. 


Of the six battle ships now building four are under construction 
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| ers, the Government is building four and private ¢o) 








trusted with the building of sister ships can not keep pace ‘ 
work of the royal dock yards. Moreover, the cost of prod 6 
the royal yards is somewhat less than in the private yards. 4 , 
ship Empress of India, of 14.150 tons displacement, built i; ; 
yard, cost a trifle over £861,000; the Resolution, also of 14 
displacement, built in a private yard, cost nearly £883,120, a , 
of upward of £22,000 in favor of the royal yard. 

In Germany the Government is building in its yards one og 


the six battle ships under construction. Of the six sm.) 


but two. France has under construction nine battle ships, ¢)» . 
of which are being built in Government yards. Of the; 


cruisers, the Government is building four and _ pri oe 
tractors one. Thirty-two submarines are under construction fo 
Government yards. 

Now we come to the new great naval power in the Orien} 
awakened Japan. This nation is quick to take advantage of tha 


experience gained by other great powers. Her naval officor 


. . . . . ) 
have given the subject of shipbuilding the most carefy] dy 
visiting every great nation. What has been the result? J.) 
has to-day under construction four battle ships. Two are pejne 


built at Government yards. 


cruisers, and the entire five at Government yards. 


She has under way fiv: 10} 


the twenty-four torpedo-boat destroyers the Government js 
building. 

I shall insert in the Recorp the full statement as furnished 
me through the courtesy of the efficient Office of Nayal Inte}jj. 
gence, under charge of Captain Rodgers: 

OFFICE OF NAVAL INTELLIGE? 
Apri 1906 
List of ships building at Government and private shipbuil; ;, 


ENGLAND. 









Name. Class. Port. G ee 
| or private 
Dreadnaught --.....-- Battle ship......-- | Portsmouth ______. G rnn 
Lord Nelson ..........|....- Wea scaseuuctud | Barrow (Palmer) Privat 
Agamemnon.........-}....- do ............-| Glasgow (Beard- De 
| more). 
Africa ..... crude , Chatham ......... Gover ¢ 
Pettamiie co ain c cc cchcseck do au .-| Portsmouth .__.._. D 
RON god ccd cieawatbcan GO «wanna ccs<--} OVEEINO ss... -- D 
[Ci eee Armored cruiser -!____- io D 
Pena os Fee Wo anne cher as Chatham ._....__. D 
SRN tS Ss oe oh ae [ss ch adoachkon | Pembroke ........ D 
TOO 6 no Be BD ccinden apostle Ps D 
EP , PS. a Aner acai Private 
Natal Ne a dnc eet ee St eee oo... ...... b> 
ER as kn Se Newcastle ...____. D 
BIND ii onion he nen GO ccncacmnamaate ane Oe Do 
+A” do Clydebank. -......- I 
Glasgow ....__.. D 


Government vards, including the Dreadnaught. 

My figures are fr the Office of Naval Intelligence, and were 
obtained last week. Of the ten armored cruisers under construc- 
tior vernment yards are building four and private contractors 

x. he question naturally suggests itself as to the comparative 
Ce and I am able to answer this query by quoting the highest 
Dp ble authority In the parliamentary debates of last year 
( »), volume 148, page 597, when the naval budget was under 
‘ ussion, the question was asked of the secretary of the Ad- 
miralty, Hon. FE. G. Pretyman, as to whether private yards could 
build as economically Government yards. I might explain 
that in England the Admiralty board has the general manage- 

ent of maritime affairs and of all matters relating to the 
oval navy In reply to the question, Mr. Pretyman said that 

his opinion, after considering the question of cost very care- 
fully, there was little difference between private and Govern- 
ment yards. “A good private yard,” he declared, “ would build 
t about the same cost as Government dock yards,” it being in- 
ed from this statement that the advantage, if any, was with | 
iovernment yards. <A further inquiry elicited the informa- | 


tion from him that as high a wage was paid at the Government 


( yal as by private builders. And right here I want to 

‘ e from a work entitled the sritish Navy,” by a highly 

competent critic, A. Stenzel, captain of the imperial German 

1 ‘etired. On page 92 he says, speaking of England’s policy 
of building in Government dock yards: 

usly it was thought that the royal yards worked slowly and 

ely; the numerous and to some extent serious shortcomings in 

rganization and workings may have justified this opinion; but 

of e years the contrary has been proved by actual experience. [For 

le, the mighty battle ship the Royal Sovereign, of more than 

1000 tons displacement, was built in Portsmouth with remarkable 

d: she was finished, stood all the necessary trials satisfactorily, 

put in commission as fully prepared for war and added to 

bannel squadron within two years and eight months from the date 

the first keel-plate was laid down. The still larger battle ship, 

fagnificent, of 14,900 tons displacement, was constructed at Chat- 

ith such speed that she was floated out of the dry dock exactly 

e year, and put in commission twenty months after the first keel 

te wi id down, and it is intended to produce the newest battls 

of equal size in similarly short periods of time. These achieve. 

ments stand unmatched, and the large private yards, that haye been in- 











Torpedo-boats destroyers building at private yards: Six at Thorny 
croft & Co., two at Yarrow & Co., six at White & Co., two at Arinstrong 
& Co., one at Connell, Laird & Co., one at Hawthorne-Leslie ¢ 
Ten submarines at Barrow. 

























GERMANY. 

Name. | Class. Port. ™ ; - 
Lothringen ........... Battle ship........ Beeeee ....<....- .| Pr t 
Deutechiand ..........!....- do | ee I 
IT oan intemcdalaeaon do a a nen I 
RCI cnc ngainioeatetan do I eS oe ae acace G t 
ae tee i i do a a ae Pr 
_ PE do ae l 
Ersatz Bayern........|_... GB a6 sacéntane ia aitedweccs. 

| SCD DRO: o annnch conn ss «aden teecm mle eels when wn 
c. Jccasecesicnccos| AYEROVOG Game.) MIS... 4... D 
Scharnhorst ..........|.- ee ee Hamburg .......--.- DD 
OO AEs tess TS eal eae” | SETS. Ss ee 
Leipzig -..............| Small cruiser. ...- Premeets..........- 
EE ns kiwis aneih nbeanell ES PE ics nce enn G t. 
Konigsberg .......=...|.<..- OO wc cauteee Sh ee 
Ersatz Wacht -......- dion DS nk ae Priva 
HKreates Bittz ..........}..-<- 0 scale eal | (a G 
7 tin hb Aba acons abdnbeseicadcte 0s casseneer eee 
on torpedo-boat destroyers and one submarine building at private y: at 
ie 
FRANCE. 
Name. Class. | Port. ' ; te 
1 
République -.........- | Battle ship.......-. ee ( 
DGMOCTAMEC.. ..<6nccncalacnns OO 2s eel ae EE ) 
| rs Seer | P 
WI. occu mcckconbencuue : 
MN ca caetidubonksaepeenit 
RRND. i cetmanaan 
A. 15 an BIB «nc nncchacsas G : 
A l6and A 19 ._......-. Pi 
RT SE Te cin cetinn acess ‘ 
Ernest Rénan ......... Armored cruiser + St. Nozaire --..---- WE acten 
Jules Michelet_......./....- OO: ccasuaaetaee Lorient ........---- G — 
Victer See 2: sci cchi sede 90 oc dnenddecsanbaceeteel estbbiscerces- 
Edgar Quinet-........ | sacl OO sin St. ..-.-.-------- : 
Waldeck Rousseau ...|.....do...........-.| Lorient .-....------- - ' 
—_— me “ds 


Twenty-three torpedo-boat destroyers building; 16 in pri ' 
and 7 in Government yards. Seventy-five torpedo boats 1S 
private yards and 32 submarines at Government yards. 





1 4, 








7 hips building at Government and private shipbuilding yards— 
, F Continued. 
JAPAN 
‘ | Government | 
“ < » yr 
Class. Port. or private. | 
| oe | 
. . 7 . | 
1 ; Battle ship | wick, England _| Private. 
- sists do. ...| Vickers, England Do. | 
; do ...| Yokosuka, Japan_.| Government. 
: do .-| Kure, Japan Do. 
1 Armored cruiser -!. do : Do. 
; do J do Do. 
| PAS do = Do. 
1 do Yokosuka, Japan Do. 
Protected cruiser_| Sasebo Do. 
I 
ir torpedo-boat destroyers buildin fourteen in Goyern- 


nd ten in private 


yards. 


| 
matter 


L wi 


of the two-fleet colliers mentioned in the pend 
sh to congratulate the members of the Committee | 





‘aoe: \ffairs for providing an amount suflicient to allow the | 
Congress as twice expressed, to be carried out. } 

| al appropriation bill for 1904, as it passed the House 

; sentatives, provided for the building of two colliers 


eed of sixteen knots. When the bill reached the Sen- 

x Perkins, of California, ranking member of the 

( e on Naval Affairs, amended the particular section of 
ipulating that these colliers should be constructed at 

the Pacific 


1 ls, one on and the other on the Atlantic | 
c e New York and Mare Island, California, navy-yards 
} enated. The Senate amendment was concurred in by 


after a spirited contest, the conferees having failed to 
ear d and work was not begun. When Congres 
the then Secretary of the Navy requested that he be 
hority to construct these colliers at private shipyards, 
( hat the Mare Island Navy-Yard was not equipped. 
\ the suggestion of the Secretary, the Committee on 
\ rs attempted, in the naval appropriation bill, to re- 
§ former action of Congress, but the paragraph in ques 
led out on a point of order made by Representative 
rnia, it being rightfully held that an attempt was 
he e to change existing law. I then offered an amend 
» floor of the House appropriating $175,000 to provide 
te equipment for the Mare Island Navy-Yard, which 

was adopted by a vote of nearly two to one. 
\ vear rolled around and still work did not commence. 
WI present convened, we were told that the 
caused owing to the fact that it was manda 
‘se colliers be constructed at navy-yards, and as a 
cous » would more than the 


passe 


t iforn 


Congress 


( i peen 


cost 


amount originally ap- 
{n investigation brought out the following facts: 
| found that since the original estimates were sub- 





tions and changes were made in the plans, adding 


g the original cost. As an instance, a double bottoin 
\ i for protection, the theory being that the colliers 
wi subject to attack. One bureau wanted provision 


lu emergency repair shop, and this was granted. An 

( i wanted the colliers fitted to carry stores, oils, and 
while still another demand was made that these 
serviceable as transports, and provisions were made 
commodation of two commanding officers and for 

( state and accessories, these requests all being 
nd all adding to the original cost, this additional cost 

eins rged to navy-yard construction. 
ts are practically admitted by the Chief of the Bu- | 


| 
rooms 








r istruction and Repair, Admiral Capps, in his test 
the House Committee on Naval Affairs, Fifty 
( cress, third session. In explanation of the additional 
ed for he said it was necessary, “ since the require 
he various departments have made it necessary to 
m for carrying ammunition and stores and a very 
During the same hearing he again said: 
iginal estimate was submitted it has been necessary to 
m for the carrying of ammunition, stores, and a very 
mber of men than was first contemplated. 
ze that the additions made were necessary and will 
to the serviceability of the colliers, but I do take ex- | 
( the statement that the additional cost can be wholly 
( t! 


» the fact that Congress made it mandatory that these 
( built at navy-yards. The price of material used in 
‘ truction has inereased since the original estimates | 
ie over two years ago, as I can prove by documentary | 


CTZGERALD. 


t 


Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gen- 
is not a fact that either in the report of the Sec- 

i¢@ Navy or in the report of the Chief Constructor for 
scal year it is admitted that by reasen of the changes 
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in the plans it would be impossible to build these colliers « 


—_e 
tA Le 
5 

ww ( 


by contract at the original price? 


Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I don’t r havin een 
such a statement in the report of « er official the Se 
of the Navy admitted to me and to Senators Pet is and | 
of my State, when we called upon him to inquire whv we d 
not commenced on these colliers, that he did not th 


contractors would now build them for the amour 
appropriated. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 
reports, and I will put 
Mr. 


The gentleman 
it in the Ree 


KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I a1 


l T 
navy, and have always maintained that th y \ 
not afforé to be parsimonious in r ‘ ‘ . 
modern ships. For my part, I wouk g 
two great battle ships instead of one, as the provi I 
us not economize on the Navy, for such ¢ my is f I 
might prove disastrous. 

In conclusion, I wish to remind this Hou hat the Ame 
people, actuated by the highest patriot otives, | ‘ 
millions, through their Representative 1 Congress, f 
hnavy—a navy that has never failed to “ma good” wh 
to the test. But the people have a right to de nd th 
navy-yards, owned and maintained by the Gover 
corded a “square deal” in the building jn 
longed applause. } 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I yield thirty ite 


gentleman from Mississippi |Mr. Humpnreys 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 











call the attention of this House to some things that » Pre 
dent of the United States said in a message he s to ~ 
House a few days ago in reference to the decision « j ‘ 
Ilumphrey in the packing-house cases at Cl eo, not ‘ 
there is anything new in what the President said, 
cause he announced any principles that are strange 
doctrine not heretofore announced, but rather fo the 
reason, because he repeated in that message some 
he has said on several notable occasions in i¢ S | i 
the language that I wish to refer to, language which |] 
every lawyer in this House will indorse: 
| Our system of criminal jurisprudence has « j 

when the dang \ d 

adequately preserved, s adr i 

but at present the d 

nowadays is not that ent ] 
crime, but that the guilty man ) t-f 

Mr. Chairman, I want to call the ttention of the |] ise to 
that language and some other language s F to 
President has used to call the attention of the country na 
the Members of the Republican side of t Chambet 
fact that the Republican party not only lores What the VP 
dent says, but fails and refuses utterly to follow 1 his good 
lead. He made similar statements to this h speec! 
Little Rock last fall, but I will not stop to id that 1 
When we met last December he called the att mm of ¢ 
to this same situation, and in his nual ssage ‘ est 
words : 

In my last message I asked the attention of ¢ 
need of action to make our criminal y mor ‘ 
arnestly request that you pay heed t 
General on this subject. 

I desire now to suggest that the Repul rit f 
House did not pay heed to the suggestions of either the At 
General er of the President of the | i S i 
t ues 

Centuries esp ¥ ! t 

ind 1 rhe d s k 

the Stat I dange s WwW ex s () i 
customs té ‘ n fave f 1 

s of the | nged S ti ‘ 
which oi ifeguard the tl it l te 

rely work harm to the general body olit I 
the United States stands in zent need of 1 

the President did not stop there, Mr. Chai H 


further. He did not stop with merely this general « 
he specified and filed a bill of particulars, and fur 


message he says this: 








It is gratifying to that t States 1 
West, which have m stake \ 
taking up this subject i trying sup] 
the abdication of its » f 
theless, 1 would urgently | $s upon Cos 
question whether some amendment of 
not be of aid in prosecuti! those 
country as “ bootleggers, who are eI 
United States Treasury of taxes and, s ¢ 
bauching the Indians by ying s i » Te t 





completely under Federal jurisdi 
I wish to call the attention of gentlemen 


to 


on the 
or 


other sid 


those last two three lines 


this Chamber particularly 








t] ho 1} ‘ve that because we get revenue from 
rnal-revent licenses nothing ought | 

I ‘ l g 1 of tl tizens or the good of the 

Ss * the due acCministration of the criminal law. I de- 

ho that particular } far the Republican party 

You passed an Indian appropriation bill a 

3 you did in the last two Congresses since the 

j t this n re, ¢ bill carrying an appro- 

( ( to : en n the Indian 





ng the law i 
and during all this 


ctor had in his possession evidence 


le of liquors, 






































d the men who are engaged in this 
. refused to go into court and give that testi- 
1 to 7 t the courts of the Territory or of 
t! oO] th formation which he has; and yet this | 
- here, as it has now for three winters in the Repub- 
ean not ge vote, can not get consideration on | 
eC si the President sent this message in, 
tl law which the internal-revenue col- 
é oO 1 to enfors and then sends in his | 
thi louse stating that 160 men have what we 
| l-revenue licenses in the Indian Te ry. 
! * words, 160 men have paid taxes in the Indian Territory 
etail li : 1 as retail dealers in malt 
1 t is mat to prosecute and bring 
t! » Jj when internal-reyenue collector is suim- 
l have paid these taxes, he declines to 
to let the officers have a copy of his books. 
in first session of the Fifty-eighth Con- 
) and I have been urging it on 
r and ‘ this floor ever since, but I have utterly 
» far te it side ere. Now, gentlemen, you 
e in | a great majority of you have been dragged 
i H of R itatives, holding on to Theodore 
tail r is the way you got the majority 
nlause on the Democratic side], 
( 1 cept his good advice when every 
! s ready to go with you and put that 
] \ two years I finally got the matter be 
{ ‘ on Warvs and Means. — 
\ YN l the ¢g leman think he can get his col 
Mis i to consent to unanimous consent to 
I | i hich the gentleman is so much interested? 
i PHR S of Mississip] Yes, sir; my colleag 
he I 1 unanimous consent, but it was a 
= on that side of 1 House who objected. [Applause 
Dex de. ] 
-AYNE. Do you believe you can get him to do it now? 
P I PHREYS of Mississippi. After the Republicans ob- | 
consent to consider the bill I offered i 
J ] : } 4 
r thi : 
t I {+ ’ 
. r tl 
Q id the gentk 
‘ uisit h 
rentlema Mr. Lit- 
Cl 1 thereby n its unwilling | 
I I l se, ] 
\ ommittee finally, at my urgent re- |} 
sentlen from Pennsylvania [Mr. Dat-| 
( bill up under suspension of the rules, and so | 
j La the distinguished chairman of | 
¢ \ 1 Means if he knows why that has | 
' 
| 
I not ] 1 t} n. 
BS 7at InRys f Missi D] Why has not the ger i 
ked to suspend the rules of this | 
1 } n purs ice of the instructions of | 
| 
YN J re r whether th instructed | 
} } 
[UMP S of M I Th did. I will refresh | 
' 
PAYNE. I do not know whether they did or not. 
HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I will tell you why he did | 
it was | use he could not get the consent of the Speaker 
Lep l 1 House He asked the Speaker for recogni 
) suspend, in accordance with your instructions, | 
to recognize him for that purpose. 


PAYNE. I am inclined to think they did instruc 
THIREYS of Mississippi. Well, I will 


t him. 
state this 


| 
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| from Alabama 


sell wines, distilled spirituous liquors, 





May 3, 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLr] told mo tyos 
they did, and a number of other gentlemen told me, and 
[Mr. UNDERWOOD], a member of the « 
by my side, says it is a fact, and the reason I have 
is why we can not get the matter before the House. The 
man from Pennsylvania did ask consent. He asked the ¢ 
to let us take it up under suspension of the rules, where j 
take a two-thirds majority of this House to pass it, py 
under these hard conditions we can not get it consider 
would rather spend $30,000 even in a vain and fruit! 
to enforce the law than to pass this bill, that will not.on] 
to the Indian Territory, but will apply to all the oth 
and all the other territory of these United States. 

Mr. PALMER. Mr. Chairman— 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield to the 





| man from Pennsylvania? 


Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. PALMER. Why did not the courts make th 
testify and put them in jail if they did not testify? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The courts did t! 
thing, and a writ of habeas corpus was sued out and « 
the Supreme Court of the United States and there they rele.. i 
the man and said the order of the Secretary of the 
issued through the Commissioner of Internal Revem 
reasonable regulation, and that the collector could n 
to testify as long as this regulation stood on the hbo 
case is reported in 124 Federal Reports and 177 United sj 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. They held that unless there yw 
tional legislation by Congress. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Unless there % 
tional legislation by Congress; and that is what we ; trvine 
to get. The Democrats passed a revenue law once. 
a long time ago, but they did it. 

Mr. PALMER. And it will be a long time before 
another. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I do not know |! long 
it will be before they pass another, but when they p: 

I will tell you what it is going to be like. It is going to | 
this proviso in the internal-revenue law. These receipt 
called “taxes” now, and not “licenses,” but they used t 


called “ licenses.” They were called “ licenses” under thi 
revenue act of 1794 and until the act of 1864. Then 
changed the reading so as to make it “ special-tax 


Now, in 1813 the law read, w! 
on the retail liquor dealers 


instead of “ license.” 
posed this tax of $2: 
dealers in malt liquors: 








Provided alicays, That no license shall be granted to a1 
nes d or merchandise as a 
is prohibited to sell the same by any State. 





Now, that is good States-rights doctrine—it is good « 
honest, law-loving doctrine. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I asked this concession of time s 
for the purpose of calling the attention of the country 
fact that this side of the House is willing now, 
has been willing, to follow the President whenever 
better laws enacted or when he wanted laws already en l 
executed better; and the reason that this rule of the 
of the Treasury has not been abrogated and set aside by leg 
tion is because this House can not get an opportunit; 
on it. 

Mr. NORRIS. Will the gentleman permit a questi 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Certainly. 

Mr. NORRIS. I want to say before I ask the question that I 
am heartily in favor of the gentleman’s bill, as I und t 
but I want to ask when that law which he said was 
the Democratic party was in force? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. In 1813. 

Mr. NORRIS. Is that the last Democratic measu 
subject? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 
one on the subject up to date. 

Mr. NORRIS. You were in power and full stre1 one 
time since that; why did you not reenact it? 

Mr. JONES of Washington. The gentleman was 
gress then. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. I was going to! 
reply that my friend from Washington [Mr. Jones] 
Unfortunately for the country, I was not in Congr 
time. 

Mr. NORRIS. I hope, then, that the gentleman W 
in Congress when the next Democratic machine gets i 
even if it is a hundred years from now. 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. 


Yes, sir; that 





I thank my 


assure him that I am willing to make any further sa 
my people may demand of me. 


[Laughter.] The gent! n is 





1H 
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this bill. All that side of the House that I have 
s themselves say that they are in favor of it. 
o gentlemen on the Committee on Ways and Means 
i this bill, Republicans, who are members of the 
m Rules. Now, if those two gentlemen will vote 
one of the Democratic members of the Committee 


. ean get this bill considered. 
RIS. 


The trouble is— 
Will the gentleman favor the bringing in of 


[PHREYS of Mississippi. I will—to consider this 


RIS. From a Democratic standpoint? 
(PLIIREYS of Mississippi. From any standpoint. 
‘RIS. Would the gentleman want to be subjected to 


\IPHREYS of Mississippi. Yes, sir; I am in favor 
a rule that would permit us to consider this bill, 
a bill in the interest of decent and orderly gov- 
RIS. I think so, too, but then, as a Democrat, I 
link the gentleman would want to be forced. 
iPHREYS of Mississippi. That side of the House 
{t favors this bill exactly as the little girl’s mother 
going in swimming, provided she would hang her 
hickery limb and not go near the water. Your 
House has hung this bill up on a hickory limb and I 
best to get you to let us take it near the water, 
ot consent. 
Ris. The first thing you had to do was to get it 
Republican Ways and Means Committee. 
IIREYS of Mississippi. I got the mother’s consent. 
LIS. You have got the mother’s consent? 
IIREYS of Mississippi. I got the mother’s consent 
njunction not to go near the water. Now put me 
ter. [Laughter. ] 
‘RIS. But the injunction did not come from the 
PHREYS of Mississippi. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do 
are to say anything further on this subject. But 
| the attentiom of the country to the fact that here 
t all the law-loving people of this country want 
iw and you will not enact it. 
f the House is practically unanimous—95 per cent 
t if you give us an opportunity to vote, and you 


and you will force the advocates of this bill in | “ 


1 


f the 
to go to the people every two 
to represent 


years, 
the people more closely than any 
of the Government; you are forcing us to go to the 
this Capitol and have this legislation tacked 
as an 
s humiliating and it ought not to be done, and 
House, mind you 
because I do not intend to let it get out of the 
untry if I can help it—your side of the House is 
IAMS. Will my colleague allow me to ask him 
he takes his seat? 
HREYS of Mississippi. 
LMS. 


a 


Certainly. 
Is it not true, and has the gentleman stated 
» regulation of the Treasury which prevents the 


the 
LLi¢ 


tificates of receipt—— 

HREYS of Mississippi. Yes. 

[AMS (continuing). Of those who want to sell 
eing used as evidence of the fact before the State 
he gentleman stated that? 

PHREYS of Mississippi. I have. They absolutely 


y have issued a regulation here not only that the 
iot testify, but he can not give a copy of the rec 


is no reason on the face of the earth that can be 


t being the law. The President of the United 
empt from the process of the courts, and no other 
the collector of internal revenue, who is 
ort of divinity that relieves him from duties that 

i every other citizen. 

[AMS. In other words, this 
leral Government undertakes 
in a State court. 

PHREYS of Mississippi. 


is 


to 


the only 
suppress 


place 
testi 


It is the only place I 


‘Rk of Vermont. This evidence is not really sup- 


PIIREYS of Mississippi. It is absolutely 


sup 


(ER of Vermont. Are not these internal-revenue 


legislature, the popular branch, the branch | 
because we | 


on | 
amendment in order to get a vote here; | 


and do not let that get out | 


hedged | 





collectors required to keep a publie list of the rsons who pay 
this internal-revenue-tax 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. The <x leman’s 
| tion—— 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. I have not ¢ g 
| question. Is it not true that this list of 
open to inspection by the public, and is it m fact 
fore any person who is interested in the prose ion 
case in the district may go and inspect this list | 
verified copy which is absolute evidence of the facts set ) 


in the list? 

Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. No. Alli the fact 
tleman suggests are facts, but the law he suggests is not 
This officer is required to make a list, an alphabetical 


I 


all who pay taxes, and post it up where it can | 


we Seen, ) 
is not the law, and it can not be the law, that any man can go 
there and see John Smith’s name is on there, and then ) 


court and testify against John Smith, because 
State constitution did not prevent that the Constitution « 


United States says that a man charged with crime shall be con- 
fronted with the witnesses against him, and it is not a con 
frontation that any court will allow for any man to say “I 
saw the list posted on the wall and on it I saw John Smit 


name,” 


| Mr. WILLIAMS. The only evidence is a certified offi 
COpy 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. If you will have an o 


cially certified copy of this list made, and have the offi 





todfan of the original put his official signature to it en 
becomes evidence in any court, and that is what this bill re- 
quires. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Mr. Chairman, I can not 
believe that the gentleman means to state that a perso! 
go and make what is known as a verified copy, and can not 
take that into court and swear to it. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Who would verify it? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Of course the courts in my S 
may not be up-to-date, but I know it is done there, and 
are convicted upon that kind of testimony. The g i 
probably knows what a verified statement is. 

Mr. HUMPREYS of Mississippi. Yes. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. We have a sworn copy 

copy made and sworn to by the officer who has the do 
| charge. In addition to that» we have what is |! \ 
verified ” copy—that is, a man goes and inspe 
ment, makes a copy of it, verifies it as a copy, and 
go into court and swear that that is a ve d f 
| original, and then that document is evidence 
Mr. BURTON of Delaware. Evidence of what 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Evidence of th ts « lin 
the original document. We do that in my St 

Mr. WALDO. Not in a criminal case. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. In criminal cases, under ou ) 
vision of law. 

j Mr. WILLIAMS. What is the difference, if I J 
gentleman, between that and somebody's he vou 

| statement, and taking it down and verifying it by h 

and coming into court and saying that is a v: ed s 

of your statement, and having it accepted : idet | 
seems to me that the reply is that you must introduce th est 
evidence. 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. This is the best « en You 
ean not get the original. The law prohibits that. I 
regulations of the Treasury Department you Ln get t 
original copy, that original list of these taxpayers. So, the 
the law permits you to do the next best thing id get t 


evidence to be had; and the best evidence 
cumstances is a verified copy. 


under the exis 
Every 


lawyer knows that 








is such a thing as a verified copy. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. To be used against a man on trial 
| life or his liberty in a criminal proceeding? 
| Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. Yes. 
Mr. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Of course that we 
evidence of the fact that the officer had performed the « 
the statute required of him. I did not know unt 
had been held in his State that this evidence w 
} 1 am advised that it has been held in one or two 8S 
evidence the gentleman mentions is competen But ~ 
nine States out of ten the courts have held th: 
tent, and, in my opinion, the courts held corm ly whe 
held that it was not competent. Nov ind | I 
| troduced it, if it becomes a law, it will simply require tl 
the internal-revenue collector issues a license, he shali 
a duplicate and preserve that duplicate, and issue 
Copy of that, so that it can be used he St e courts I 
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der |] n will ever say that that is not competent 

we e at it thout taking the officer away from his 
( dist ig the records of his office by re- 
( t ke the with | when he leaves his office 

nd te y in court. He simply gives a certified copy | 
of t rd, which can be earried into court, and that puts him | 
on an equality with every other officer in this Government. As 
was decided in Aaron Burr's trial at Richmond, when John 
M hall was sitting as a trial judge, there is no officer, from | 
t ‘resident of the United States down to the lowest officer | 


Bui 
nal revenue is excused from this duty 


he land, wl 


now the collect 
} 


» is exempt from the process of the court. 
r of intel 


vi he is called on to testify against a man who has vio- 
l he law against retail liquor selling, and as a rule the 
men who violate this law are the most contemptible and despica- 
bl aracters in the community. 


in fayor of the gentleman’s bill, and I 
‘ when he gets it up, and I don’t see why 
he can not get it up some day under a suspension of the rules; 
but tl gentleman from Vermont [Mr. Foster] is right in re- 
gard to rule. You must have a certified copy 
from the officer who has it in charge or a verified copy by one 


PALMER. I am 


- to V > 10Fr it 


} =e" 
the common-iaw 


who goes and sees it. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But the officer in charge won't 
Mr. WILLIAMS. There is no duplicate copy in the internal- 
revenue office of this tax receipt which is issued; there is_this 


sted up. Even if your position were correct, you couldn't 

get verified copy of the receipt; all you could get 

verified copy of the fact that the man’s name was on the list. 
Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. The gentleman from Mississippi 


mg. The Treasury Department requires this collector to 
keep in his office not only list of the taxpayers, but a list of 


‘payers with the amount of tax that is paid, and the 
purposes for which he paid it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Not a copy of the receipt? 

Mr. FOSTER of Vermont. No. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, that is the evidence that you have 

to have, the receipt itself, to show that this man paid it. It 

possible that the list is a misprint. 

Vir. HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Let me ask the gentleman 
fri Vermont this question: What objection can there be to re- 


q ig the internal 





revenue collector to give a copy of a receipt 


that he issues to John Smith or Richard Roe? 
Mir. FOSTER of Vermont. I was not raising that question. 
HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. Can you conceive any ob- 
Jf 
FOSTER of Vermont The only objection is this, and it 
reason for this regulation of the Treasury Department: 
i Creasury Depart under Republican rule as under 
! eru 1d s ‘nin force under Democratic rule 
l Re rule, h no desire to interfere with the 


1 laws of any St 


VN 


HUMPHREYS of Mississippi. But it does do it 














would be a | 





the House very much for the attention I have recej 
applause. | 
Mr. FOSS. 
how rise. 
The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker 
sumed the chair, Mr. Crumpacker, Chairman of t! 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, renor 
committee had had under consideration the naya] 
tion bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED ¢ : 
A message, in writing, from the President of the | S 
was communicated to the House of Representat 
Forster, one of his secretaries. 
SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and ref 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 


Mr. Chairman, I move that the « 


S. 4983. An act granting an increase of pension to Johp 


Farquhar—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

S$. 5891. An act to authorize the South and Wes 
Company to construct bridges across the Clinch Ri, 
Holston River, in the States of Virginia and Tenne 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S$. 5890. An act to authorize the South and Western Rp 
Company to construct bridges across the Clinch Riy 
Holston River, in the States of Virginia and Tenne 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled 
the following titles: 

S. 4739. An act granting an increase of pension to B 
F. Burgess; 

S. 4688. An 

3Urgess ; 

S. 4582. 
Cooper ; 

S. 4576 
Monks; 

S. 4511. 
Hoaglin; 

S. 4392. 
Mobley ; 

S. 4359. 
Lincoln: 

S. 4231. 
Martin; 


S. 4198. 
ri 


act granting an increase of pension to N 


An act granting an increase of pension to § 


An act granting an increase of pension to W 


An act granting 


An act granting an increase of pension to C 


An act granting an increase of pension to M 


An act granting an increase of pension 


An act granting an increase of pension to 

] 

S. 3883. 

Hercher; 
S. 4126. An 

Farrington ; 
S$. 4112. An 


An act granting an increase of pension to | 
act granting an increase of pension 


act granting an increase of pensi 


Swigart; 
S. 4010. An act granting an increase of pension t 
Egan; 


S. 3759. 
4 filler; 

S. 3765. 
Frost ; 

S. 3720. 
Vaughan; 

S. 3655. 


An act granting an increase of pension to 


An act granting an increase of pension to | 


An act granting an increase of pensi 
An act granting an increase of pension 


S. 3555. 


S. 3551. 


An 
An 


act 
act 


granting a pension to Alice A. I 
granting an increase of pension 
Jackson ; 
Ten Eyck; 
S. 3468. 
Daniels; 
S. 3454. 


An act granting an increase of pension to 


An an inerease of pension 


granting 


An an increase of pension 


granting 


- | Wilson ; 


S. 3415. An granting an increase of pension 


Triplett ; 
t granting a pension to Sarah Love ll; 
act granting an increase of pensi 


An 
An 


act gra 





Ss 2979 


An act granting an inerease of pension 


Hirth; 


. - ; j 
S. 3230. An act granting an increase of pension to W 


) FOSTER of Ve i If the gentleman will let me | 
f 1 The Treasury Department has no desire to interfere 
\ the eri 1 lay Stat But it says that this is a 
prov mn entirely and the Treasury Department insists 
t] revenue laws of the National Government should not 
be 1 iting the « inal laws of the several States. 
VILLIAMS. The ] is not used; it is only a copy of 
‘ pli under the law 
UMPHREYS of M Ssip] The proper regulation of 
ti ir. Chairman, is one of the most troublesome 
vex the mind of a‘legislator. It has been 
t ught the most zealous, the most 
requently the most fruitless efforts of the | 
! ires. The traffic is one of t! 
it es of crime in this broad land, and the 
t ; in the danger to society 
l I in I i We have in the 
{ ‘ 1 no licet prohibition and dis- 
le ( tutional prohibition; but | 
\ ‘yer we he traffic, and however we have it, it fur 
He! { ie p judge. It is none} 
M ( ian, which of these methods tft] 
dopt; it is for them to determine in the 
le police power they have left. It is our 
h *. to see that no officer or agent of the United 
interferes with or in any way obstructs the 
‘ f the State law, whatever that law may be. 
‘AN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
YS of Mississippi. Mr. Chairman, I thank | Bourke; 


an increase of pension to Will 














An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. S. 10 


An act granting an increase of pension to William B. H. R. 
I 
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Qn 


, a 


\{n act granting an increase of pension to Daniel S. 1564. An act granting ar 
Reeve: 

4n act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer S$. 5514. An act to amend se 
relating tocar! gof d: I 

\n act granting an increase of pension to George B. S.5515. An act granting 


ict granting an increase of pension to Francis A. S$. 2977. An act 


t granting an increase of pension to George W. S. 556. An act gran 
7 ; Egolf: 
act granting an increase of pension to May E. S.591. An act g 
S.15. An t gi 
unting a pension to Jeremiah McKenzie ; | Johnson ; 
¢ iting a pension to John H. Stacy; S. 5453. An act ¢ 
ct granting an increase of pension to Margaret | Peck! 
S.0338. An act g 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert | Buckner; 
\S 54 9. An ¢ " 
ct granting an increase of pension to William S§S. | Dunlap; 
~ 71 An act grat 
act granting a pension to Mary J. McLeod; Hackney ; 
act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B. S.918. An act gr 
Bake 
\ ranting an increase of pension to Samuel F. 8. 53387. An act gi 
ct granting an increase of pension to Josiah F. | S.1514. An act er: 
| Wicks 
‘ granting an increase of pension to Sallie S.1260. An act g1 


‘ 


I 
act granting an increase of pension to Gabriel S. 834. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Melvin lias 
\ROL 


D BILLS PRESI 


NT 


An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua M. Mr. WACHTER, fr 
ported that this day they ha 
in act granting an increase of pension to Harrison | United States, for 


H. R. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver M. H. R. 
H. R. 

An act granting an increase of pension to Susan J. F. | orne; 


H. R. 38 


An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 


—_ 
ra 


An act granting an increase of pension to Martha H 


An act granting an increase of pension to Willis H. H. | 
An act granting a pension to Sarah S. Etue; H. 
{n act granting a pension to Juliet K. Phillips; H. 
An act granting a pension to Edward T. White; H 
An act granting a pension to Clara F. Leslie; H. I 
in act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. H. I 

ct granting a pension to Ellen H. Swayne; H.R 
in act granting a pension to John B. Lee; H. ] 

t granting an increase of pension to Francis L. H. I 


An act granting an increase of pension to John |} so! 


ect granting an increase of pension to Annie M. H.R 


H. R. 

ict granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. H. ht. 

1. R. 

t granting an increase of pension to Sophronia s | 

H.R 

\ y g an increase of pens to John D H.R 
Cor 

t granting an increase of pension to David N. H.R 

H.-R 

‘ cranting an inere e of pension to John I] H.R 

\n act granting an increase of pension to Alice S§. | 1. ht. 
leng 

An act granting an increase of pension to Christian H. R. 

H.R 

An act granting an increase of pension to Ricard | H.R 


An act granting a pension to Emily J. Alden: ind 
An act granting an increase of pension to William H. H. R. 
E: H.R 








1G5S82. Al 


m the 


se 
his approval, tl 
1565. An act for the relief 
1540. An act granting a p 
2796. An act granting a | 
An act granting a pe 
An act gz! ting a pe 
An act granting a pe 
An act granting a ] 
An act granting a pe 
An act g ting a pe 
An act granting a pe 
An act g iting a } 
An act granting a p 
An act granting ] 
R. 8820. An act granting a pe 
. 9046. An act granting Ie 
. 9287. An act granting a pe 
. 9441. An a J ran 
.. 9442. An act g ting a yx 
. 9606. An act g ting a] 
9993. An act gra gf a ype 
. 10408. An act g 
. 10424. An act granting a 
10775. An act granti 
Litt An y 
l AnD g 
» A 
TTSON 4 f g 
ck Wad 
11918. An act g eal 
12 X, An a 
mis AY . 
LoSUo. AD y 
L521% An 
13726. An t g 
: rw A { 
15 7 
15 lL An g 
15569. An act 
1IDS05. An a g 
16520. An act g o 


| 

17 | 

l \ 
mto 


mt 
1 to | 
‘ 
t L> 
te 
‘ 
| 
t 
| 
| 


Be 
HT 
7 
ry 
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1] 


R. 16930. An act granting a pension to Virginia A. Hil- 
R. 16972. An act granting a pension to Harriet L. Mor- | 
R.17151. An act granting a pension to William T. Morgan; 
R. 17273. An act granting a pension to Mary B. Watson; 
R.517. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke 





- 
H.R. 1875. 
Mosher 
H. R. 1567. 
Duffy : 


sr) 


TT. 


— 





Lee 
H. R. 1858 
LCOS . 
H. R. 1893. 
Maxwell; 
H. R. 1910. 
Nichols ; 
Theall: 
H. R. 2102. 
! 
H, R. 237s. 
Padgett ; 
H. R. 272 
\I t 
H.R 
} ] 
H. R. 2778. 
1 ey 
H. R. 2794 
H.R. 2801. 
M. Low 
Hi. R. 2852 
yvton 
HL 17 
Wr ht: 
H. R. 3419. 
Hi. R. 8450 
Hi. R. 3456 
QO 
H.R. 8689. 
Ivons: 
H. R. 3738. 
ony in 
H. R. 3979. 
H. R. 4250 
R. 4242. 
H. R. 4294. 
7 Nesbitt: 
H. R. 4350. 
Van 
H. R. 4679. 
Clark ; 
H. R. 47638 
$5 sea ty: 
HI 1? 44, 
H. R. 5178 
li. 1] 74. 
1? . 
uk Zhe 
Braden ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
an increase of pension to Isreal 
act granting an increase of pension to George 


et granting an increase of pension to Silas 


act granting 


an increase of pension to Joseph 


act granting an increase of pension to Valen- 


ict granting an increase of pension to David 
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| L. 


| H. 





May 





H. R. 5853. An act granting an increase of pension { 
Corwin; 
H. R. 5956. An act granting an increase of pension to 3 


Wagoner ; 
H. R. 6213. 
Linn ; 
H.R. 


An act granting an increase of pension 


6238. An act granting an increase of pension 





Woods: 
H. R. 6256. An act granting an increase of pension 
mon Riddell; 
Il. R. 6450. An act granting an increase of pension Nan 
Schmitt; 
Hi. R. 6452. An act granting an increase of pension \ 
H. Doherty ; 
H. R. 6864. An act granting an increase of pension ley 
Good; 
Hi. R. 6919. An act granting an increase of pension Jos 
A. C. Curtis; 
H.R. 7540. An act granting an increase of pension 


F. Griffith ; 

H. R. 7687. An 
Hammond, alias 
H. R. 7720. An 

Sexton ; 
H.R. 7745. An 
Lindenbower ; 

H. R. 7821. 

srady ; 

H. R. 7837. An 
McKim; 

H. R. 7902. An act granting an increase of pension to Eu 
Orr, alias Charles Southard ; 

H. R. 7968. An act granting an increase of pensi 
metto Dodson ; 

H. R. 8046. An act 
Thompson Brown; 

H. R. 8157. An act 
H. Wayne; 


act granting an increase of pension to (Ch 
Hiram W. Kirkpatrick ; 


act granting an increase of pension { 


M. 


act granting an increase of pension to Wheel 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mathi 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


granting an increase of pension to J 


granting an increase of pension 


_ 


H. R. 8277. An act granting an increase of pension to Samu 
S. Garst; 
H. R. 8290. An act granting an increase of pension to Lloy 


D. Bennett; 


H. R. 8518. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Meadows: 
H.R. 8711. An act granting an increase of pension 


| F. Howard; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 

An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 

An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 

An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 

An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 

An act granting an increase of pension to Susan 

An act granting an increase of pension to Eugenie 

An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 

An act granting an increase of pension to Ashford | 
An act granting an increase of pension to James 

An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick 

An act granting an increase of pension to Richard | 
An act granting an increase of pension to Alex- 

ry 

An act granting an increase of pension to James 

An act granting an increase of pension to Orestes 

An act granting an increase of pension to John 

An act granting an increase of pension to Peter 

An act granting an increase of pension to David 

An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 

An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 

An act granting an increase of pension to Paul 


An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Annie | 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
An act granting an increase of pension to John C. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
An act granting an increase of pension to William 
An act granting an increase of pension to Miner 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


H. R. 8778. An act granting an increase of pensivn G 
Henderson: 

H. R. 8780. An act granting an increase of pension to A 
ham M. Barr; 

H. R. 8948. An act granting an increase of pension to John 


W. Hammond; 

H. R. 9257. An 
iel M. Stukes ; 
H. R. 9261. 
Herridge ; 
H. R. 9288. An 
erine I. Bragg; 

H. R. 9415. An 
2. Murphy ; 
H. R. 9417. 
Havel: 
H. R. 9556. 
C. Jackson ; 
H. R. 9578. 
3. Menard; 
H. R. 9601. 
Page; 

H. R. 9627. 
Craig; 
H. R. 9791. 
Grimsley ; 
H. R. 9829. 
J. Thompson ; 

H. R. 9833. 
C. Miller; 

H. R. 10030. An 
Frier ; 

H. R. 10161. An 
jamin R. South; 

H. R. 101 An 


act granting an increase of pension to 


An act granting an increase of pension to ' 
C. 


act granting an increase of pension to ‘ 


act granting an increase of pension 


— 


An act granting an increase of pension to G 


An act granting an increase of pension t 


An act granting an increase of pension 


_ 


An act granting an increase of pension to 


An act granting an increase of pension 


An act granting an increase of pension t 


E. 


An act granting an increase of pension to 


An act granting an inerease of pension 


act granting an increase of pensio! 


act granting an increase of pensio 


me 


73. act granting an increase of pension 


H. 


Lockhart ; 
H. R. 10250. 
raim Marble; 

H. R. 10358. 
Dorin; 


An act granting an increase of pension 


An act granting an increase of pension t 
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ing an increase of pension to John 


ing an incre: 


act granting an increase of 


Se oj 
ranting an increase of pension to Samuel 


granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


ing an increase of 


eranting an increas 


ing an increase of 


granting an increas 


=» a 


eranting an increase 
ranting an incre 
ing an increase of pension to Evans 
ng an increase 
ig an increase of pension to John P. 


‘anting an increa 


iting an increase 


ing an inere: 


ting an increa 
granting an increa 


ing an iner 


s 


granting an increas 
granting an incr 
ing an incre 


nting an increa 


eC Ol 


Se 


se 


ing an incre% 


c 


iting an increase of 


nting an increase of pension to Thomas 


» of pension to John B. 


e 


se of 
e of pension to Euge1 
ise of 
se of 


act granting an increase of pei 


pension to Wil- 


nsion to George 
pension to Aquilla 


sion to Jerry 


ion to John C., 


of 


of pension to 


of pension to Jenni 


H. R. 13445. 
T. Blanchard; 
H. R. 13504. 
beth Thompso1 


H. R. 18730 





V. Mul 


Day SOI 
H. R. 14534 
N. H rel 


H. R. 148538 
( Sanderso 

H. R. 14915. 
\\ tracy 

H. R. 14989 
kX. Thomps 

H. R. 14990 
D>. Whale 

H. R. 1499 

H. R. 15007 


H. R. 15061. 

Allen; 

H.R. 15119. 2 

nelius Westmal 

Cc. Stevens: 
H. R. 15240. 

W. Fowler ; 
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H. R. 15256. An act 
min I’. Greer: 

HI. R. 15277. An act 
W. Pierce: 

H.R. 15380. An act 
tine Gunselman; 

H.R. 153896. An act 
Jacobs: 

H. R. 15415. An act 
Nelson: 

H.R. 15484. An act 
Dick: 

Hi. R. 15487. An act 
Aldrich: 

H. 2. 15548. An act 
Ferber ; 

H. R. 15616. An act 
ant Calor; 

H.R. 15621. An act 
M. Tarter; 

H.R. 15670. An act 
E. Durgin; 

H. Rt. 15683. An act 
Brown; 

H.R. 15701. An act 
Brown; 

H.R. 15717. An act 
ezer A. Rice; 

H. R. 15780. An act 
Cole; 

H.R. 15794. An act 
Pepper ; 

H.R. 15835. An act 
M. Thompson; 

H. R. 15840. An act 
B. Hughson; 

H. R. 15863. An act 
Louther 

H. R. 15894. An act 
L. Wells 

H. R. 15928. An act 
bert D. Ingersoll: 

H. R. 15956. An act 
FE. Bean; 

H. R. 15982. An act 
etta W. Wilson; 

H. R. 16023. An act 
B. Fargo; 

Hi. R. 16024. An act 
Bb. Meister ; 

H. R. 16179. An act 
N. J. Burns; 

H.R. 16182. An act 
ew is 

Hi. R. 16190. An act 
r. Cas 

H.R. 16210. An act 
] Gy. Long 

Hi. R. 16250. An act 
1 is J. Morey; 

Hi. R. 16266. An act 
y A. Rucker ; 

H. R. 16296. An act 
( ( i 

1 3. An act 
1) 

1. R. 16376. An act 
\47 

1642S An act 

I. R. 16433. An act 
S. Cook 

HI. R. 16487. An act 
Hl. ’razier; 

Hl. R. 16442. An act 
emall 

H. R. 16445. An act 
H. Sibley 

H.R. 16454. An act 
KE. 

H 16455. An act 
] 

H. R. 18504, 
\\ 3 u ° 


granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
granting an increase of pension to George 
granting an increase of pension to Valen- 
granting an increase of pension to John T. 
granting an increase of pension to Ann R. 
granting an increase of pension to Robert 
granting an increase of pension to Truman 
granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
granting an increase of pension to Pleas- 
granting an increase of pension to Caleb 
granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
granting an increase of pension to William 
granting an increase of pension to Eben- 
granting an increase of pension to Peter 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
granting an increase of pension to George 
granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
granting an increase of pension to William 


Or 
> 


granting an increase of pension to Alma 
granting an increase of pension to Her- 
granting an increase of pension to Walter 
granting an increase of pension to Henri- 
granting an increase of pension to Sheldon 
granting an increase of pension to Katie 
granting an increase of pension to William 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
granting an increase of pension to James 


nting 


gra g an increase of pension to Abra- 
granting an increase of pension to Au- 
granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
granting an increase of pension to Henry 
granting an increase of pension to Enos 
ranting an increase of pension to Joseph 
granting an increase of pension to Edwin 
granting an increase of pensisn to Marius 


1] 


granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
granting an increase of pension to John A. 
granting an increase of pension to Henry 
granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of yension to Thomas 





eee 








H. R. 16514. 
W. Barton; 

H. R. 16523. 
P. Hopkins; 

H. R. 16578. 


An act granting an increase of pension 


An act granting an increase of pension to C)),1, 


An act granting an increase of pension to F 


Lilley : _ 
H. R. 16583. An act granting an increase of pension io J) vid 

R. Walden; — 
H. R. 16650. An act granting an increase of pension { ) 

B. Williby ; 
H. R. 16985. An act granting an increase of pension to ¢ Ison 


Lawrence ; 

H. R. 17028. An act granting an increase of pension jo To. 
renzo D. Hartwell; cal 

Ii. R. 17194. An act granting an increase of pension to Joyy; 
White; 

H. R. 17235. 
Howard; 

H. R. 17274. 
J. Mosier; 

H. R. 17589. 
A. Lawrence ; 

H. R. 17608. 
S. Brewerton; 

H. R. 18709. An act making additional appropriations for the 
publi¢ service on account of earthquake and attending contlagra- 
tion on the Pacifie coast; 

H. R. 8997. An act to regulate the practice of phar 
the sale of poisons in the District of Columbia, and for other 
purposes; and 

H. R. 11796. An act for the diversion of water from the Sacra- 
mento River, in the State of California, for irrigation purposes, 

ENROLLED BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTIONS. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re. 

ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled pill 


An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
An act granting an increase of pension to Sidney 


An act granting an increase of pension to 


Sidney 


and joint resolutions of the following titles; when the Speaker 
signed the same: 
H. J. Res. 149. Joint resolution extending the thanks of Con- 


gress to Gen. Horace Porter; 

H. J. Res. 145. Joint resolution for appointment of members of 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Yolun 
teer Soldiers; and 

H. R.1 An act to authorize the construction of dams and 
power stations on the Coosa River at Lock 2, Alabama. 

THE SAN FRANCISCO EARTHQUAKE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following messag 
from the President cf the United States; which was read, re- 
ferred to the Committee on Foreign Affairs, and ordered to 
printed. ; 

[For message, see Senate proceedings of this day.] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad- 
journ. 

The motion was agreed to. 


on 
oot, 


Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) tl Ist 

adjourned until to-morrow, at.12 o’clock noon. 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XX1YV, the following executiv: . 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and ‘red 

| as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, trans ng a 
copy of a letter from the Postmaster-General submitt an 
estimate of appropriation for file boxes and cases for int- 
ment division—to the Committee on Appropriations, aud or 
dered to be printed. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 


RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause f Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees, ( vd 
to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars n 
named, as follows: 

Mr. McGUIRE, from the Committee on Territories, to ni 


» 


a= 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11787) © IDs 
and approving an act to appropriate money for the pur! ; 
building additional buildings for the Northwestern 4 I 


School at Alva, in Oklahoma Territory, passed by t! 
lative assembly of Oklahoma Territory, and approved 

day of March, 1905, reported the same without ame! t, 
accompanied by a report (No. 11); .which said | nd 


on 


ot 


report were referred to the House Calendar. , 
He also, from the same committee, to which was ret 





the House (H. R. 17186) granting to the Territory of 
for the use and benefit of the University Prepara- 


1 of the Territory of Oklahoma, section 33, in town- | . : s . 
Lo : a“ ‘ ' | the following titles were introduced and severally referred 


2% north of range No. 1 west of the Ind‘an meridian, 
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| 


County, Oklahoma Territory, reported the same without | 


nt, accompanied by a report (No. 3712); which said 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
1 the state of the Union. 

-EEDER, from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 


which was referred the bill of the House (11. R. | 


viding for the subdivision of lands entered under the 
ion act, and for other purposes, reported the same with 
ent, accompanied by a report (No. 3717); which said 
report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
the state of the Union. 


[ULL, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to which | 


red the bill of the House (H. R. 14892) making an 
tion for completing the construction of the road to 
‘aneas military post, by way of the national cemetery 
navy-yard on the naval reservation near Pensacola, 
orted the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
No. 8718) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
ttee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
rs OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
wing titles were severally reported from committees, 
to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
ise, as follows: 
icGUIRE, from the Committee on the Territories, to 


s referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17431) granting | 


ents of the University of Oklahoma section No. 36, in 
No. 9 north of range No. 3 west of the Indian merid- 
Cleveland County, Oklahoma Territory, reported the 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3715) ; 
d bill and report were referred to the Private Calen- 


from the same committee, to which was referred 
f the House (H. R. 18850) donating lands in Okla- 
rritory for educational purposes, reported the same 


mendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3714); | 


| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, to 


; referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18134) for 
f of the Compania de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico, 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
which said bill and report were referred to the 

Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 
use 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
and laid on the table as follows: 

\RKER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1690) for the re- 
odore A. Northop, reported the same adversely, ac- 

| by a report (No. 3716); which said bill and report 
‘ed laid on the table. 

YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
: referred the bill of the Senate (S. 3156) to grant an 
discharge from the military service to Robert C. 
orted the same adversely, accompanied by a report 
}; which said bill and report were ordered laid on 


(LIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
ause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
following titles were introduced and severally re- 
follows: 
GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 18918) to 
r the completion of the public building in Atlantie 
}.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
LEWIS: A bill (H. R. 18919) to increase salaries of 
delivery carriers—to the Committee on the Post-Oilice 
McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 18920) to authorize the 


for other purposes—to the Committee on Military 


ESCH: A resolution (H. Res. 417) instructing the 
mn the Judiciary to report to the House a bill con- 
surance legislation—to the Committee on Rules. 
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utain and Orient Railway Company to construct | 
railway through the Fort Sill Military Reserva- 








PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
follows: 

By Mr. ANDRUS: A bill (H. R. 18921) gran 
Mary Elizabeth McCann—to the Committee on 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 18922) granting an increase of 
pension to Henry H. Niles—to the Committee on 
sions. 


By Mr. BRANTLEY: A bill (H. R. 18923) granting an in 
crease of pension to Edward Shnell—to the Committe on In 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: A bill (H. R. 18924) for the 
relief of George M. Esterly 


ing a pension to 


Invalid Pensio 


to the Committee on Cla s. 


By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 18925) for the relief of J 
H. Davison, alias Henry Bingham—to the Committee on Mili 
tary Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18926) granting an increase of pension to 


William Irelan—to the Committee on Invalid 
Also, a bill (FH. R. 18927) granting an increase of pension to 
Mrs. J. Frank Wyman—to the Committee on Invalid Px 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18928) granting an increa | 
Mary J. F. Day—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18929) to correct the record of J 
Clingen—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 18930) grantir 


crease of pension to Eliza J. Mays—to the Committee on ] 
sions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 18931) granting ar 
of pension to Malinda Wike—to the Committee 
sions. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 18932) for the relief of the St. 
Paul Reformed Church, of Woodstock, Va.—to the C 
on War Claims. 

By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 18933) granting 
pension to Andrew C. Gibson—to the Committee 
sions. 

$y Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 18934) for tl 
relief of George Anderson, of Conconully, State of Wash 
ton—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. LEVER: A Dill (H. R. 18935) granting an ir 
pension to Mima A. Boswell—to the Committee on Pensions 

By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 18936) gran y a pension to 
J. O. Grant—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 18937) 
ing an increase of pension to William 
mittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Pensions. 


e of pension to 


on Invalid Ven- 


OlmMitree 


an increase of 
on Invalid Pen- 


K. Turner—to the Cs 


By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 18938) for the relief of 
Joseph B. Tucker, late private, Company H, Second <A1 s 
United States Cavalry, for depredations committed b 
while he was in the United States Army—to the Com 
War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18939) for the relief c€& Sallie E. B 
widow of Joseph Barnes, late of Gilmore, Ch w Na 
T.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18940) granting a pension to Rice S. M 
Cubbin—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18941) granting a pension to B S 
Musser—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18942) granting a to W 
Pouder—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18948) gr ng al crease ‘ ) 
Samuel Emrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18944) granting : i ease of ) 
William Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid Pens s 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18945) granting an ise of px i to 
William J. P. De Lesdernier—to the Committee on Invalid | 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18946) granting an increase of | Sit 
Frank Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid I’ oO 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18947) granting an increass 
Roger A. Sprague—to the Committee on I Bs 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 18948) r 
John D. Baker—to the Committee on Iny 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18949) granting an 
William Gilbert to the Committee on I 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (HH. R. 18950) ¢ 
Andrea P. Caldwell—to the Con ttee on | 
ty Mr. PAYNE: A bill (H. R. 18951) 
tary record of Charles Koeste1 y 
Affairs. 

By Mr. REEDER: A bill (H. R. 18952) ¢ i 
| to Lydia A. Graham—to the Committee on ] 
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| Presbyterian Home and Foreign Mission Society, for tie 
meg u amendment abolishing polygamy—to the Comn on 
the Judiciary. ; 

By Mr. COUSINS: Petition of the Twentieth Century « lub 
of Marshalltown, lowa, for forest reservations in thy te 
Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. : 

Also, petition of the Central Park Presbyterian Chur nd 
the First Presbyterian Church, of State Center, Iowa, for n- 
| stitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to the Co e9 
| on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DARRAGH: Petition of citizens of Clare « ty 
Mich., against religious legislation in the District of « um- 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Ashley, Mich., against bil] 29 
(the ship-subsidy bill)—-to the Committee on the M nt 
Marine and Fisheries. 

Also, petition of citizens of Torch Lake Township, Mich 
against religious legislation in the District of Columbia the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of citizens of Detroit. Mich., for a parcels-post 
law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Road 

Also, petition of citizens of Big Rapids, Mich., for preserya- 
tion of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Har. 
bors. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: Petition of the Genera! Fea. 
eration of Women’s Clubs, and Mrs. Julia G. Remann, esi« 
dent of Home Study Club, for an appropriation to investigate 
the industrial condition of women in the United States—io the 


Committee on Appropriations. 
By Mr. DUNWELL: Petition of the United Commercial Tray- 
elers of America, against bill H. R. 4549, for 


a consolid n of 
third and fourth class mail matter—to the Committee the 
l’ost-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Advisory Committee of One Hundred of 
the Borough of Brooklyn, for battle-ship construction the 
Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval Affairs 

By Mr. ELLIS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph 
a to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. FITZGERALD: Petition of the Broadway Bord of 
Trade, of Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring battle-ship constr at 
the Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee on Naval A S. 


By Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of t esi- 
dent of the Chicopee Fall (Mass.) Woman’s Club, for t res 
food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreig ym 
Inerce, 

' By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of members of St. Luke’ uns 
cil, No. 488, Knights of Columbus, for a memorial of | 0- 
pher Columbus (bill KE. R. 18304)—to the Committee the 
pees 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of K. Nerdlin, for the Bi bill 
(H. R. 18024) for preservation of Niagara Falls—to t 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors 

Also, petition of A. O. Fording, for the Burton bill for ser 
vation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers : far 
bors. 

Also, petition of the Society for Political Study, of N« rk 
City, for bills 8S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (the child-labor bills) the 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, resolution of the American Federation of Labor 
ting a list of grievances of labor organizations—to the ‘ it- 
tee on Labor. 

By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of citizens 
Hartford, Conn., for preservation of Niagara Falls—to t 
mittee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. HUFF: Paper to accompany bills for relief 
Lybarger and Andrew C. Gibson—to the Committee on { 
Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: Petition of citizens « v- 
litz County, Wash., against religious legislation in the 


| of 


By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 18953) for the relief of 
Ji 1 Kercher, sr., and others—to the Committee on War 
i ns 

By Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 18954) granting an 

se of pension to John E. Minnick—to the Committee on 
Ii lid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18955) granting an increase of pension to 
Jasper Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. WANGER: A bill (H. R. 18956) granting an increase 
of 1x n to Joseph Scattergood—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pons is 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 18957) for the relief of | 
George W. Sedwick—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18958) granting an increase of pension to 
Robertson 8. Maberry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

I Mr. WILLIAMS: A bill (H. R. 18959) granting an in- 
C1 e of pension to Albert G. Packer—to the Committee on In- 

lid Pensions, 

CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged | 
from the consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
were thereupon referred as follows: 

A bill (H. R. 4292) granting a pension to George W. Kelly— 
Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

ll (H. R. 18601) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
\. Barnes—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
“i to Committee on Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

| Mr. ACHESO> Petition of 200 citizens of New Brighton, 
l a st liquor selling in Government buildings—to the 
Con tee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

\lso, petition of the Presbyterian Church of Ellwood City, 
es for a constitutional amendment prohibiting polygamy—to | 
the Committee on Judiciary. 

Also, petition of 2 0 citizens of New Brighton, Pa., for Sun- 
day closing of the Jamestown exposition—to the Committee on 
Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

by Mr. BARCHFELD: Resolution of American Federation 
of Labor, submitting a list of grievances of labor organiza- 

‘ the ¢ tee on Labor. 
\ 1 of E. B. Spaulding, for the adoption by Gov- 
‘ e] il cars—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
f the Society for Political Study, of New 
\ lis S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (the child-labor bills)— 
4 a { Dis "ict of Columbia. 
the Tenth Pennsylvania Infantry, relative 
House bill by Hon. Roserr W. BonynNee, grant- 
s soldiers and officers of the Spanish war who 
rs r time of enlistment had expired— 
e Military Affairs. 
f A. O. Fording, for the Burton bill for preser- 
1 Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Har- 
1 of the Western Pennsylvania Branch of the 
‘ rue, f bills S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (child labor 
| f Columbia)—to the Committee on the District 
l BELL of G : Paper to accompany bill for relief 
} !? i to th Committee on Pensi ms, 
BENNETT of I tucl Paper to accompany bill for 
( W.S. A s—to the Committee on Claims. 
NTLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
: Oo e Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\ UCKMAN: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
h \ ] er the ¢ imittee on Pensions. 
BURKE of Pennsylvania Petition of the American 
] I 1 ibmitting a list of grievances of labor 
the ¢ 1ittee on Labor. 
mp bill for relief of Col. John Ewing— 
on Iny 1 Pensions 
of A. O. Fording, for the Burton bill for pres- 
\ ra Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and 
BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the First 


Westchester, Pa., representing 400 per- 


endment to the Constitution prohibiting po- 
e Committee on the Judiciary. 
3 COO! of Pennsylvania: 


| 


of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colu 


By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief « - 
rietta G. Carter—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of J. H. Lane & Co., ? 


Burton bill (H. R. 18024) for preservation of Niagara | - 
to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

petition of the Advisory Committee of One 

the Borough of Brooklyn, for construction of mo! 
ships at the Brooklyn Navy-Yard—to the Committee « 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the United Commercial Travelers of A 
against bill H. R. 4549, relative to the consolidation of th l 
fourth-class mail matter—to the Committee on the | 
and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. MAHON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of \Wil- 


Also, 


Petition of the Woman’s | liam Gilbert—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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Mr. RYAN: Petition of Buffalo Council, No. 50, Junior | S. 1628. An act granting an increase of pension to Christian 
O United American Mechanies, for restriction of immigra- : 2 Goebel ; 
» the Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. S. 1691. An act granting an increase of pension to Alice §. 
hy Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Petition of A. Hallie Creighton Shepard ; 
i other citizens, of Fishing Creek, Md. : Washington Camp, S. 1692. An act granting a pension to Ellen II. Swayne 
No of Templeyille, Md.; Washington Camp, No. 34, of Ches- S. 1728. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H. 
; Md., and Washington Camp, No. 31, of Delmar, Del., | Allen; 
D tic Sons of America, and Chestertown Council, No. 177, S. 1818. An act granting a pension to Edward T. White: 
7 Order United American Mechanies, favoring restriction S. 1913. An act granting a pension to Clara F. Leslie: 
; gration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natu- S. 2021. An act granting a pension to Julie K. Phillips: 
1. S. 2759. An act granting an increase of pen n to William B. 
SPARKMAN: Petition of citizens of St. Petersburg Mitchell ; 
. nt City, Fla., against religious legislation in the Dis- S. 2767. An act granting a pension to Sarah S. Etue: 
+ Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- S. 2799. An act granting an increase of pension to Willis H. 
1 Watson; 
on Ir. STERLING: Paper to accompany bill for relief of S. 2886. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
J [. Sprouse—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. Hoffman: 
| Ir. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the Delaware | S. 2959. An act granting an increase of pension to W R. 
S of New York, for naming a battle ship Delaware—to Galion; 
' ittee on Naval Affairs. S. 2977. An act granting an increase of pension to David B 
Dp . WANGER: Petition of the Huntingdon Valley Pres- | Neafus: 
| n Chureh, 160 members, for a constitutional amendment S. 2985. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
NI ng polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. Bodenhamer : 
“a ir. WILLIAMS: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 8.3119. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis \. 
>) of Tillman Loggin—to the Committee on War Claims. | Beranek : 
ie lr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petition of the Society for S. 3130. An act granting an increase of pension to G l 
P Study, of New York City, for the child-labor law—to Vallandigham ; 
the nittee on the District of Columbia. 8.5178. An act granting an increase of pension to D 
eas Shelly: 
S. An act granting an increase of pension to W im ¢ 
SENATE, | Bour | 
. Ss. 352 mn act granting an increase of ension to , 
Fripay, May 4, 1906. | saith - An act granting an incr _ ition 
] r by the Chaplain, Rey. Epwarp BE. HALE, S. 6273. An act granting an increase of pension to Abisha 
retary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s | Rick ; 
<s, when, on request of Mr. Kean, and by unanimous] 8.3308. An act sranting a pension to Sarah Lovell 
» further reading was dispensed with. os S. 3415, An act granting an increase of pension to Wil i 
\CE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. | Triplett ; 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. | wa An act granting an increase of pension to W 
ge fre m the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. | Ss. 168. An act granting an iner of sion to M R 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had | paniels: 
the amendments of the Senate to the following bills : 8.5549. An act grant ng an increas pens to M H] 
S==0, 4n act granting an increase of pension to Laura Ten Eyck: 
I , ; ‘ 8.8501. An act granting an increase of | to Solomon 
-ol. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah | Jackson: 
M in; ‘ ; , | §.3555. An act granting a pension to Alice A. Fray 
» An act granting an increase of pension to Jere- | S. 3655. An act granting an iners se of pension to Mat 4 
rd; | ood 
‘4. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- | S. 3720. An act granting an increase of pension to §S h 
Spe ; 4 : 7 . vd Vaughan; 
Sv. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- | S. 3759. An act granting an increase of pension to H D 
Rice ; Miller ; 
07. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis S. 8765. An act granting an increase of pension to C) — 
' rin Frost ; 
v215, An act granting an increase of pension to Mary | S. 3883. An act granting an increas of n 1 
and . y Hercher ; 
21. An act directing the Secretary of the Interior S. 4010. An act granting an increase of pension to ] 
‘ cohvey a certain parcel of land to Johnson County, Egan: 
| 8.4018. An act granting an increase of to E 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. Lusk : 
ssage also announced that the Speaker of the Iouse| = ¢ 4112. An act granting an iy se of S 
the folowing enrolled bills and joint resolutions ; and Swigart: 
‘ thereupon signed by the Vice-President : S. 4126. An act granting an rr of pe to W l 
n act granting an increase of pension to Hautville A. Farington : 
J ; | S. 4193. An act granting an increase of pension to ¢ D>, 
An act granting an increase of pension to William H. Wilber: 
] | §. 4231. An act granting an increase of pension to Owen M 
An act granting a pension to William Cc. sanks: | tin: 
. \n act granting an increase of pension to Lucian W. | 8.4859. An act granting an increase of pension to Marv 1 
] Lincoln: 
‘. An act granting an increase of pension to Edwin N. S. 4892. An act granting an increase of pension to Corn \ 
B | Mobley : 
An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 8.4511. An act granting an increase of WV 
I] : Hoaglin ; 
: An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 8.4576. An act granting an increase of pension to y 
V Monks; 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank S. 4582. An act granting an increas of | ! Seth H 
P ; Cooper ; 
!. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. S. 4688. An act granting an increas ( ‘ m to Noel J 
\ Burgess ; 
t, An act granting an increase of pension to Leander C. S. 4789. An act granting an increase of pension to Px lin 


AI 


& 


act granting an increase of pension to Richard H. 


I’. Burgess: 
S. 4745. An 


Joslyn; 


act granting an increase of pension to Susan J. 
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Ss An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver M. | Conference, New Jersey, remonstrating against the en ' 
St | of legislation to take all of the Alaska native schools on} ta 
s An act granting an Increase of pension to John B. | United States Bureau of Education and place them in th 
J | of the governor of Alaska. The memorial is brief, and 
6 \n act granting an increase of pension to Harrison | that it be read, and referred to the Committee on Territo 
R There being no objection, the memorial was read. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua M. | ferred to the Committee on Territories, as follows: 
: ee : . ; : +.,..:. | WOMAN’S HOME MISSIONARY SOCIETY OF THE METHODIST | 
» AN granting an increase of pension to Melvin CHURCH—NEWARK CONFERENCE. ° 
; y 3 E - : E , baa On April 5 a bill was introduced into the United States § 
JUGd, 1 act granting an increase of pension to Gabriel | purpose of which is to take all of the Alaska native schools o 
( ' | United States Bureau of Education and place them in the ha: of 
Se ai : , J . . ‘ . the governor of Alaska. 
) \ act granting an increase eNS salle . ; i ‘ ; ; : 
' ms a iS A rease of pension to I We believe that if this bill should pass it can not fail to 1 
; failure to the cause of education in Alaska. 
Ss. 5092. A t ting an increase of pension to Mary C. It is also rumored that the management of the reindeer in ka 
1 will be taken from the Bureau of Education and placed 
; eel - newly appointed governor. 
Al ing an increase of pension to Josiah F. We protest against such a change being made, as we believe { ' 
mission schools will be greatly hindered in their work of eleva nd 
< !, An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel F Christianizing the natives in Alaska. 
ve ict granting an increase of pension to Samuel F. It seems to be the purpose of the bill above referred to to cui 
] : communication between the Bureau of Education and the vai 
: 1 act granting a pension to Jeremiah McKenzie; sions <* that country, and we therefore most strenuously 
1 4 . > . s e : 5 oper’ > against 1tS passage. 
!, An act granting an increase of pension to Lizzie B. - sis . . 
‘ Mr. KEAN presented the memorial of R. B. Moore, of Vine- 
’ lan y o strpatine seninge } 20 » e otic) : 
S. 5146. An act granting a pension to Mary J. McLeod: land, N. J.; remonstrating against the enactment of legislation 
~ 2 > " ° ys . ‘ AY » oe » » . pete ** < “te Y 14. 
{ An act granting an increase of pension to William S. | ‘ .tending the time for the interstate transportation of liye 
G stock ; which was ordered to lie on the table. 
5186. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Jersey City 
S and Montclair, in the State of New Jersey, and of the Woman's 
, ; : ‘ + | Home issionarv Societies of i Mniseon: hurel 
“ “0. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret Ee me Missionary Socie ties of the Methodist Episcopal Church, 
P. Fawee « of Newark; of the Market Street Methodist Episcopal Church, 
S.5192. An act granting a pension to John H. Stacey; * Paterson ; of Dunellen, and of Jersey City, and of the Wesley 
- - ° 7 at . q +a ‘ ‘ — ¢€ oad € j . ‘ 1 
S.5205. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. Methodist Episcopal Church, of Paterson, all in the State of 
‘ New Jersey, praying that the direction of the schools of Alaska 


S.5219. An act granting an increase of pension to David N. | be left with the Bureau of Education; which were referred to 
Nineiniadl « . the Committee on Territories. 
He also presented a petition of Jersey City Lodge, No. 119, 


>» An act granting an increase of pension to John D. ; : ee 3 : 
Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Jersey City, N. J., | 


Cutie 8 
my. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. ing for the passage of the so-called “ employers’ liability bill;” 
Sm s which was referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
8.5337. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. He also presented the petition of Rey. John E. Parmly, pastor 
To of the Presbyterian Church of Atlantic Highlands, N. J., pray- 
~ $5388 An act granting an increase of pension to David | ing for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to p1 
Buckner: hibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee on ’ 
Ss. 5842. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary BE. | Judiciary. at in 
Johnson: He also presented a petition of Local Union No. 59, B 
’ An act granting an increase of pension to Sophronia hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers, of El ot 
Robert N. J., praying for the removal of the internal-revenue tax on 
5). An act granting an increase of pension to Annie M. denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on 
\ Finance. 

An act granting an increase of pension to John Mr. PLATT presented a_petition of Local Union No. 261, 
Beatty Brotherhood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of 
S.5375. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances L. America, of New York City, N. Y., and a petition of 

Pp ; citizens of Rochester, N. Y., praying for the removal 
). An act granting an increase of pension to George W. internal-revenue tax on denaturized alcohol; which were re- 
D ferred to the Committee on Finance. sce 
22 An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob M. Mr. CULLOM presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 
P State of Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
Ss » An act granting a pension to Emily J. Alden; remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which was ref 1 to 
5514. An act to amend section 4472 of the Revised Stat- | the Committee on Finance. ' or 
ut relating to carrying of dangerous articles on passenger He also presented a petition of the Woman's Club of ¢ 29, 
ers : Ill., praying that an appropriation be made for a s 
s.5515. An act granting an increase of pension to Matilda C. | investigation into the industrial conditions of women in 
United States; which was referred to the Committee on hdu- 
7. An act granting an increase of pension to William | ¢@tion and Labor. Sa ii 
I ~ ‘er: Mr. FRYE presented the petition of William Low 2 ) 
R An act to authorize the construction of dams and | Other citizens of the State of Maine, praying for the ena 
‘ t ns on the Coosa River at Lock 2. Alabama: of legislation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol ; l 
H. J. Res. 145. Joint resolution for appointment of members of | W48 referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volun- Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Drysalters ‘ 
ts ) ind of Boston, Mass., praying for the enactment of legis: ) 
ii. J. Res. 149. Joint resolution extending the thanks of Con- | Temove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to 
‘ to Gen. Horace Porter. the Committee on Finance. : 
VISITOR TO WEST POINT. Mr. HOPKINS presented petitions of sundry citizens of Chi- 
- =m cago, Philo, Hoopeston, Sidney, Mendota, Rockford 


Afr oy ryveys Mir racident vas design: i om . ' a : , a - . 
TT. Mr. President, : we = nyt d as one of the | Wheaton, Moline, and Dekalb, all in the State of Illinois, 
, the rt of the Sen: » to atten 1e C nence » ® . 4 P Ss s . wv 
, 1 a ae hie a r* va 7 - i noe as neement ing for the enactment of legislation to remove the duty 
ee ae aN, WRC Cae Pee See oe to June | naturized alcohol; which were referred to the Commit 


| 1d that it will be impossible for me to be present at Finance 
es, and T ask to be excused from service upon the | yr, BERRY presented sundry affidavits to accompa! 
n the part of the Senate. : ‘ : » 4s : 
a spa Nenad nea Mgeoe ss Bi : | bill (S. 1482) for the relief of the heirs of John McAnu 

oe ee PRESIDENT. W ithout objection, the Senator | ceased; which were referred to the Committee on Claims 
vest Virginia is excused, and on ( hair appoints in his He also presented sundry affidavits to accompany the | 
» Senator from Indiana [Mr. HEMENWAY]. | 1480) for the relief of Mrs. Sarah Winter; which were lr i 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. | to the Committee on Claims. . 
ir. KEAN. I present a memorial of the Woman’s Home Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of West Branch Grins , 
M iary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church, Newark ! No. 1149, of Germania; of Local Grange No, 875, of Columbus 5 














hells Mills Grange, No. 912, of Somers Lane; of Columbia 
( No. 83, of Columbia Crossroads; of Local Grange No. 
Penfield, and of Center Grange, No. 56, of Limeridge, 
he Patrons of Husbandry; of Local Union No. 288, of 
- of Local Union No. 347, of Warren, and of Local 
No. 809, of Westchester, all of the Brotherhood of 











priation be made for a scientific investigation into the 


conditions of women in the United States; which 
we erred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


» presented petitions of sundry citizens of Canonsburg, | 
t 


t) byterian Ministerial Association of Philadelphia, of 600 

Washington, 300 citizens of Greensburg, sundry citi- 

Ben Avon and Emsworth, all in the State of Pennsyl- 

ving for the enactment of legislation conditioning the 

ition to the Jamestown Exposition on the closing of the 

¢g the exposition on Sunday; which were referred to the 
nmittee on Industrial Expositions. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


-ARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
r he bill (H. R. 4867) granting a pension to Louisa 


{ DoT 


rted it without amendment, and submitted a report 


ked to be discharged from its further consideration, 
it be referred to the Committee on Claims; which was 


. from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
i855) to correct the military record of Malachi Man- 
bmitted an adverse report thereon; which was agreed 
he bill was postponed indefinitely. 

), from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
1215) to correct the military record of William Flem- 
‘ted it without amendment, and submitted a report 


BULKELEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
as referred the bill (S. 4964) for the relief of Thomas 


P. er, reported it with an amendment, and submitted a 
rey l hereon, 
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GER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | 
referred the bill (S. 1209) for the rebief of B. J. D. | 


ete einint comaeinaneenenemnnened 





MISSOURI RIVER BRIDGI 
Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committ 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 594 
nesota, Dakota and Pacific Railway Co 
bridge across the Missouri River, to re 

















an amendment, and I submit a report thereon 
' ; Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, in the Mr. KITTREDGE. I ask wnani: +. Com tf 
c f Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legislation | consideration of the bill just re be “1 
the duty on denaturized alcohol; which were re-| Arkansas 
the Committee on Finance. The Secretary read the bill: and there } 
VOX presented petitions of sundry citizens of Scranton; | the Senate, as in Committee of the Wh 
itizens of Tower City; Camp No. 415, Patriotic Order | sideration. 
S \merica, of Mount Pleasant Mills; Camp No. 46, Patriotic The amendment of the ¢ 
( Sons of America, of Minersville; Camp No. 210, Patriotic | 1, line 12, after the word “sx to s ' 
Oo sons of America, of Ickesburg; Camp No. 494, Patriotic | follewing words: 
Sons of America, of Port Royal; Camp No. 106, Patriotic } Pro i ‘id i 
( Sons of America, of Centralia; Camp No. 485, Patriotic | within t d 
0 Sons of America, of Philadelphia; Camp No. 3, Patriotic | ! > OF t 
( Sons of America, of Philadelphia ; Camp No. 512, Patriotic | so as to make the bill 1 1 
0 Sons of America, of Three Springs; Camp No. 602, Patri- Be it enacted, « That I D 
‘Sons of America, of Rathmel ; Camp No. 591, Patriotic | }o7Pa"%,, 2 Corp oa aia amie 
0 Sons of America, of Clearfield; 11 citizens of Scranton; | to construct. 1 d « aa 
( rravitz, of Tower City; William H. Dietrich, of Tower | thereto, across 1 ri Ki 
( -obert Sterling, of Tower City; F. 8S. Hawk, of Tower | — = — a wit! ow : 
City Washington Camp, No. 591, Patriotic Order Sons of | cc ventate a . ‘ena tructi n e’ f 
of Clearfield, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- | proved March 23, 1906. 
the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration ; sauces ae Sa we Gee pOr } 
were referred to the ¢ ommittee on Immigration. The amendment was agreed to. 
so presented petitions of the Presbyterian congregation ins Ll. re. romembed ne 
of I port: Woman’s Home and Foreign Missionary Society of . : ee — a ae ol as 
Pint : : c sae Ea amendment was concurred in. 
l - Sinking Valley Presbyterian Church, of Arch Spring; The bill was ordered RE ee ee ee ee 
; ; < pe * : s . vs - i 1 vas ordered to be engré ead lor a tbhire 
} : Woman’s Christian Association of Wilkes-Barre; First | ing third time. and passed 
Pri erian Church of Milton; Woman’s Christian Temperance | Se ae : 
f Allegheny County, all in the State of Pennsylvania, | #=4BINGS BEFORE COMMITTEE ON PUBLIC BUILDIN 
raying for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution Mr. KEAN. I am directed by the Committ 
to bit polygamy ; which were referred to the Committee on | Control the Contingent Expenses of the Senate, t 
the Judiciary. referred the resolution submitted yesterday by 
so presented petitions of Rev. H. G. Hall, of Oil City; | from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] relative to hearii 
W. Berry Smith, of Erie; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union | Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, to r 
of Oil City; Rev. M.-H. Calkins, of Mifflinburg; K. G. Kennedy, | Stitute therefor, and I ask for its present consider 
of | urg; Rey. J. L. Williams, of Susquehanna, all in the There being no objection, the substitute resolut 
S f Pennsylvania, praying for an investigation of the | Sidered by unanimous consent, and agreed to, as 
charges made and filed against Hon. Reep Smoot, a Senator from Resolved, That the Committee on Pul B 
the State of Utah; which were referred to the Committee on | 22¢ ee eee ce Se eee 7 
Pr eS and Elections. c ymmittee or its sul comn ittees in 
| so presented petitions of the Civic Club, of Philadelphia ; | matters before said committee, and to | 
State Federation of Pennsylvania Women; Honesdale Improve- | }'S "Se. and that said stenographer be paid ; 
mi {ssociation, of Honesdale; Parents and Teachers’ Club of | oes BILLS INTRODUCED. 
1 h Ward School, of Allegheny ; the Reading ¢ ircle, of | Mr. PILES introdu ed a bill (S. 6024) ¢ 
Ne tle; the Century Club, of Pottstown; Woman’s Club, of | o¢ pension to Franklin B. Beach; which was 1 
Nt Brighton, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying that title. and referred to the Committee on Pensio1 


Mr. PLATT introduced a bill (S. 6025) for tl 
Holly Manufacturing Company, of Buffalo, N. \ 
read twice by its title, and referred 
District or Columbia. 


| Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 6026) to 
purchase of a site and the erection of 
at Grand Junction, in the State of C 


twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
Buildings and Grounds. 

Mr. MALLORY (for Mr. TALIAFeRRo) 
6027) granting a pension to Hattie S. ¢ 
| twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
Mr. FULTON introduced a bill (S. 6028) 
to Kate F. Hoffman; which was read J 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Pensions. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following | 
severally read twice by their titles, and, \ 1 t 
papers, referred to the Committee on TP 

A bill (S. 6029) grant 
H. Isenberg; 

A bill (S. 60380) granting an 
Hamilton; and 

A bill (S. 6031) granting an inc e of S 
F. Snyder. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a l (Ss. ¢ >) 
crease of pension to William Leonard; \ 
by its title, and, with the accom ng ] 
Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. HALE introduced a bill (S. 6053) au 
pointment of midshipmen recently dismissed fr 
| Academy for hazing; which was read tw y 
| the accompanying paper, which was ordered to be 
| referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 





| 
| 
| 
| 








6358 





Mr. SIMMONS introduced the following bills; which were | 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
inittee on Pension | 

\ 1 (S. 6034) granting an increase of pension to William A. 
Hopper ; 

A bill (S. 6035) granting an increase of pension to John Fox 
(with an accompanying paper) ; and 

A bill (S. 6086) granting a pension to Mary Ann Gatlin (with | 

) panbying papers). | 
AMENDMENT TO POST-OFFICE APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. BURNHAM submitted an amendment relative to the pay 
' of rural carriers on water routes who are employed only dur- | 
ing the summer months, intended to be proposed by him to the | 
post-office appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- | 
ittee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. | 
IMPROVEMENT OF PUBLIC ROADS. 

Mr. LATIMER submitted the following resolution; which 
was referred to the Committee on Printing: 

Res d, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10,000 | 
copies of the hearings before the Committee on Agriculture and For- | 
estry of the Senate on Senate bills 3477 and 2539, Fifty-eighth Con 
I s, relating to pu e roads, 

REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 






















































Mr. SCOTT. I send to the desk an amendment to the rate bill. 
T! VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 
and lie on the table. 
M SCOTT. I should like to have it read. | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be | 
sh read at the request of the Senator from West Virginia. 
Che Secrerary. On page 3, line 19, after the word “ unlaw- | 
ful,” change the period to a colon and insert: 
he ve That no rate or set of rates shall be based on a 
TRANSPORTATION OF PETROLEUM. | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the follow- 
] message from the President of the United States; which | 
was read: | 
Nenate ¢ 1 IIouse of Representatives: 
1 t smit herewith a report by the Commissioner of the Bureau of 
( ations in the Dey ‘nt of Commerce and Labor on the subject 
‘ ansportation and fre it rates in connection with the oil industry. 
investigation, the results of part of which are summarized in this 
! was undertaken in accordance with House resolution 499, passed 
bs 15, 1905, but fer the reasons given in the report it has been 
I reneral and extensive was called for in the resolution itself. 
especial attention to the letter of transmittal accompany 
nd izing the report; for the report is of capital importance 
\ effort now being made to secure such enlargement of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission will confer upon the 
( \ some measure adequately to meet the clearly 
t f situat The facts set forth in 
3 I 1t disputed It is only the inferences t i 
d « 1 in respect the dispute is practically 
n ; to whether the transactions ars r are not 
‘ Phe ¢ rt shows that the Standard il Company 
a up a st to the present moment by secret 
t 1 veing clearly unlawful. This benefit 
thre rte of a million a year. This three 
I represents the profit that the Standard Oil Com 
i f the 1 I 1 but of course the ultimate 
t t ich larger | at the expense of the pul 
? \ f the estigation has been that 
se secret rates by the Commi ier of Corpo 
1 of them were promptly corrected by the il 
i 1 ha 10w been done away with rhis 
( ! r », of the evil of the secret rates 
" jan ledgment that they were wrong 
s in until ; and on the other hand a proof 
t n done by the Bureau of Corpo 
( ‘ tJ ce will take up the question of insti 
east certain of the cases. But it is most 
t w bill introduced by Senator Knox to 
n of the immunity provisions rendered in Judge 
hands of the Government have been atly 
t emedy by the recent dec m of 
( i by the Government against the 
( ‘ hh ve iment to examine the 
s f “dir tate commerce 
} on a inishment of the ¢ cago, Burlington 
| 1 <« i of it { ers 
Nn Pe n to ft e sf t rates the Standard Oil pr ts ir 
n ! l Ss arranged as to rive it an vel 
s ind dent competitors. The refusal of 
i) ‘ in cast to prorate produces logous effects. 
Me i s Ing the refusal of certain railw: systems to pro 
ed kee the Standard Oil in absolute monopolistic 
- d ig i » charge from three to four } ! 
i e to the « sumers of oil in New England 
"A i had to pay had the price paid been that obtain 
I fields This is a characteristic example of th. 
‘ wl 1 are inevitable under a system in which the big 
i d ¢ left to crush out all individual! 
| \ of lepende action because of the absence 
going governmental control. Exactly similar 
s i part of the West and Southwest. ‘This 
xe ) s the fact that the granting to the Goy 
tute a proper fer an improper rate is in 
t only effective way in which to prevent im 
in rat 
‘ put into figures the exact amount by which the | 
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Standard profits through the gross favoritism shown it by 
roads in connection with the open rates. The profit, of coyr: 
not merely by the saving in the rate itself as compared with 
petitors, but by the higher prices it is able to charge, and | 
out reference to these higher prices) by the complete cont 
market which it secures, thereby getting the profit on the y 
sumption. Here again the only way by which the discriming 
be cured is by conferring upon the Interstate Commerce Comn 
power to take quick and effective action in regulating the 

One feature of the report which is especially worthy o 
is the showing made as to the way in which the law is 
treating as State commerce what is in reality merely a 
state commerce. It is ciearly shown, for instance, that i 
employed on the New York Central Railroad as well as on m 
railroads, in such fashion as to amount to thwarting the purp 
law, although the forms of the law may be complied with. 

It is, unfortunately, not true that the Standard Oil Com; 
only great corporation which in the immediate past has ben: 
is at this moment benefiting, in wholly improper fashion by 
rate series of rate discriminations which permit it to profit |x 
expense of its rivals and of the general public. The Attorn« 
reports to me that the investigation now going on as to the 
by the sugar trust over the trunk ljnes running out of New ) 
tends to show that the sugar trust rarely, of ever, pays t! 
rate for transportation, and is thus improperly, and probal 
fully, favored at the expense of its competitors and of the r 

The argument is sometimes advanced against conferring u 
governmental body the power of supervision and control over s 
commerce, that to do so tends to weaken individual initiativ: Inves 
tigations such as this conclusively disprove any such alleg Or 
the contrary, the proper play for individual initiative can o1 
cured by such governmental supervision as will curb those | 
which crush out all individual initiative. The railroad itseif « 
without such Government aid protect the interests of its ow: 
holders as against one of these great corporations loosely kn 
“ trusts.” 

In the effort to prevent the railroads from uniting for impr 
poses we have very unwisely prohibited them from uniting f 
purposes; that is, for purposes of protection to themeslves a 
general public as against the power of the great corporations 
should certainly be given power thus to unite on conditions laid 
by Congress, such conditions to include the specific approval 
Interstate Commerce Commission of any agreement to which i 
roads may come. In addition to this the Government must i ere 
through its agents to deprive the railroad of the ability to 1 t 
the big corporations the concessions which otherwise it is powerless t 
refuse. 

The Government should have power by its agents to exami: nto 
the conduct of the railways—that is, the examiners under 
tion of the Interstate Commerce Commission should 
exar as thoroughly into the affairs of the railroad as 


rate 
f 





part 
thi 

















mine 
aminers now examine into the affairs of banks. 

It is impossible to work a material improvement in conditions such 
as above described merely through the instrumentality of 
A lawsuit is often a necessary method; but by itself it is 
inadequate method. What is needed is the conferring upon t ( 
mission of ample affirmative power, so conferred as to 
decisions take effect at once, subject only to such action by 
as is demanded by the Constitution. The courts have the 
and will undoubtedly, interfere if the action of the Commissio | 
become in effect confiscatory of the property of an ind ! P 
corporation, or if the Commission should undertake to do 
beyond the authority conferred upon it by the law under wh $ 
acting I am well aivare that within the limits thus 
mission may at times be guilty of injustice; but far grosset 
more frequent injustice, and injustice of a much more injurious 
now results and must always result from the failure to give t 
mission ample power to act promptly and effectively w 
broad limits. 

Though not bearing upon the question of railroad rates, t 
two measures consideration of which is imperatively suggest 
submission of this report The Standard Oil Company has 

unfair or unlawful methods, crushed out home competiti 
ighly desirable that an element of competition should be 1 
y the passage of some such law as that which has 
ie House, putting alcohol used in the arts and manufacture 
free list. Furthermore, the time has come when no oil or 
held by the Government, either upon the public domain pt 
territory owned by the Indian tribes, should be alienated 
to such lands should be kept in the United States Government 
or not the profits arising from it are to be given to any Indi 
and the lands should be leased only on such terms and 
periods as will enable the Government to Keep entire control 
THEODORE Roos 





set tl ( 





airead i 


THE Wuite Howse, May 4, 1906. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move that the message which bh 
been read be printed and that it lie on the table, at | 
we get through with the discussion which is now in | S, 
for it seems to hit almost every proposition involved 
general debate. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ed. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Is it in order to offer a resoluti 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The introduction of resolu 3 18 
the order before the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I submit a resolution, and ask ts 


present consideration. 

The resolution was read, as follows: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, 
hereby, directed to send to the Senate a copy of the full rep 
Commissioner of Corporations on the oil industry in the Unit 
a part and summary of which report was submitted to the 
day by the President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the 
consideration of the resolution? ; 

Mr. FORAKER. Let the resolution be read again. 

The Secretary again read the resolution; and it wis ‘ 
ered by unanimous consent and agreed to. 
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{RING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 
ON submitted the following resolution; which was 
to the Committee to Audit and Control the Contingent 
if the Senate: 
That the stenographer employed to report the hearing be 
. ifttee on Woman Suffrage given to a delegation of 


Woman Suffrage Association, February 15, 1906, be paid 
ent fund of the Senate. 





COINAGE OF GOLD BULLION, 


\LE. Mr. President, I ask that the regular order of 
' lnid before the Senate in pursuance of the agree 
nimous consent for the taking up and debating of 


RICH. Mr. President—— 
PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be in 
; 1 as the morning business is closed. 
DRICH. Before the morning business is closed I 
to submit a report from the Committee on Finance. 
‘ted by the Committee on Finance, to whom was re- 
f ill (S. 6022) to amend section 6 of an act entitled 
\ define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the 
forms of money issued or coined by the United 
G efund the public debt, and for other purposes,” 4] 
1900, to report it favorably with amendments, 
, t a report thereon. This is a matter which it is im- 
' uld have the immediate action of the Senate, and I 
ideration of the bill. I ask that the accompany- 
he Secretary of the Treasury, which is made a 
report, may be read. 
LE. I will withhold my eall for the regular order 
3 con pleted. 
PRESIDENT. The letter of the Secretary of the 


be read. 
— 
t read as follows: 
TREASURY DEPARTMENT, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 

Washington, May 3, 1906. 
t herewith a draft amending section 6 of the act of 
0, which I recommend be et ted with all reasonable 

asion for this amendment is as follows: 

been an unprecedented influx of foreign gold 

Q ‘ , ; 00,000 has arrived or is en route sin 


to coin this with sufficient prompt 

















‘ usiness. The amendment, you will 
i emergencies of this character. There is fre 
pon the Treasury for gold for export, and the 
ys for bars and never for -_ rey therefore dé 
ificient amount of gold bars in the Treasury to 
ing demand, and the |! it now llowed by law is 
I lows that an un l x of gold like ¢t 
n embarrassment. Tl amendment, 1 think, will 
ts of the situation and affords the necessary 
e discretion of the Secretary there will probably 
l ec tions fifty millions in gold bars, which will 
ed as in the past unusual exportations, and 
increased by unusual importations to the maximum 
tl against a settled policy 
indred 1 which might result 
t 1 iy lt! I Sf 





RESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
} 


SON Che bill has not been read yet. I should like 
seal 


PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in 
the Senate. 


tary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 


Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid 


i 


eported from the Committee on Finance with 
ts, on page 1, line 7, after the word “ the,” to strike out 

| sixteenth lines” and to insert “ first proviso; ” 

the word “ coin,” to strike out “ with” and in 

’ in line 12, before the word “ any,” to strike out 

* and insert “time;” on page 2, line 1, after the 

to strike out “ provision” and insert “ first pro- 

V line 8, before the word “ reasonable,” to strike out 
nd ert “ within; ” and in the same line, after the 

, sonabl promptness” and insert 


ble,” to strike out 
as to make the bill read: 
t etc., That section 6 of an act approved March 14, 1900, 


to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain 
rms of money issued or coined by the United States 
publie debt, and for other purposes,” be amended 
the first proviso of said section 6 the words “one hun 
rting in lieu thereof the word “ fifty,” and by addins 
“shall be suspended,” the following: “ but the Secre 
isury is directed to coin, within reasonable time, any 
ion held in said reserve fund in excess of $50,000,000, 
st proviso of said section 6 read as follows: “ Previded, 





That whene r and 
tl i s i the 
I shal i 
certinceates ¢ ! t 
the ‘Treasur} 

gold bullion held in 


at 


The amendment 


Mr. ALDRICH h 





' 
A 


S were agreed to 


r Pre ley 
~.¥% de 


asked me to explain the prac 
yid-standard act of 1900 provide 
0,000 to redeem the outstand 


(i 
11 


" 


a 





ce 


$100.000.4 


$50,000,000 in gold coin 


a 


se 


ment at the Treasury Department “i 1 
largely being held in gold bars. O 
purposes of the redemption fund 


T 


gold ba 
as coin. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator kk 
hear him, but he speaks in rather a k 
hear him. I want to understand the 1 
no doubt there is one, but I want to ] 
the latter part of the Senator’s statement. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The reason was stated 
the Secretary of the Treasury, which has 
that at the present time there an ex sof¢ 
the Government, and that it is neces yt t 
changed into gold coin as rapidly as »] 
done, because the San Francisco mint i ) } 
work, the Philadelphia mint is now I 
Republic of Mexico under an agreement \ 
Denver mint is the only one which is \ 
gold dollars. 

The proposition is to permit tl £ 
fund of not exceeding $50,000,000 l « 
the bars can be held by the reser l 
anyone. 

Mr. BACON. Is it to be De] 
porary ? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is a per 
that it leaves it within the d 
certificates can t be issued ig i 
be issued as again rold ¢ 

Mr. BACON. The §S I 
present necessity grows out of tl 
narrated. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes 

Mr. BACON. I should ¢ sk ft 
thinks that the original p sion W ( 
to be in gold coin was an unnecess ! 
perience has proven it may as be $i 

Mr. ALDRICH I think v u 
as an excess rt cautio L ¢ l 
the holders of United St ! 
holding a larger proport f 

Mr. BACON. TI Senator t 

nanent provision of law 

Mr. ALDRICH I S 
eept that it is within disere 

s further provided that th oin - 
reasonable time 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, pra: 

makes much difference w! ] 

in or $100,000,000 in = eoin. This §& ( 
he Treasury as a reserve by e t of ki 
bas been there steadily Ever) I 
haps every day in the ir 1 3 
taken out of it. There is a ] siol 
ever any money is taken out of 
immediately taken from the funds in t I 
so there has practically been all 1 $ 
gold coin or in gold bars in ft ‘] : 

‘ifie purpose, the purpose be to 
that is, that any person holding 
and it includes Treasury notes als \ 
amount—any person having gr 

<port, that being practically what it is v te 


ind was required to be | 


provision that $100.000.000 


1 and > 


vit 5 
T | changes 


he bil 
N 


H) CAN be 


provision, however, 


mable time. 


that 


0,000,000 could be held 





‘ fi 
I 
T 
> 
ld « 
' 
‘ 
in 
} 
hel il | 


It is necessary to have the bill ps ssed prompth 
of gold bars we have recently im] I 


reasury is 





If anyone wants 


} 


being wanted for anything else, ¢: 
it. 


gold for ex 


orted 





n go to the 
port he would 


much 
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have the bars to having the coin. That is the experience of 
everybody. It is so stated in the letter of the Secretary, and 
everybody knows that is the fact. 

Just now the Secretary of the Treasury seems to think that 
we ought to coin more of gold. I do not myself see any partic- 
viar advantage in coining it. This $150,000,000 is not repre- 
sented, and ean not be represented, by certificates. I will ask 


the Sen 


‘tor from Rhode Island is not that a fact? 
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| 


| emergency is such that the Secretary 


, cessity 


| go over 


Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; it must be either in gold coin or gold | 
bullion. 

Mr. TELLER. It must be either in gold coin or in gold bars, 
and it is limited, as stated, to $150,000,000—$50,000,000 in bars. 
I repeat, I do not myself see very much necessity for a change 

f the law: but it can not possibly do any harm, I think. I 
nerely wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that 
at all times we have constantly in the Treasury $150,000,000 
for the purpose of the redemption of greenbacks. I do not trou- 
ble myself to take into account the notes, because only about 
¢7 000.000 of Treasury notes have been redeemed during the 
whole time. Since the passage of the act we have redeemed 
€105.000,000 worth of Treasury notes and greenbacks. I ven- 


ture to say, Mr. President, that practically all of that was for | 
the purpose of export. Occasionally a man may want gold, | 
but he does not need go to the Treasury to get it. If he has | 


the greenbacks, he can walk into any ordinary bank and get 


eold for them. If he wishes to exchange silver certificates for 

id. he can do that, if he desires such an accommodation, in 
any bank doing an exchange business. All our money is prac- 
tically on a gold basis. It is on a gold basis, not particularly 
because the silver certificates are redeemable in gold, but those 


certificates are performing the same function as is gold, and 


they are as good for every practical money purpose, except for 

‘ort, as is gold. I know, as a matter of fact, that every bank 

the country will, for its customers, exchange gold for silver 
et ficates, just as it will exchange gold for greenbacks, in 
either way which may be desired. So the purpose of the bill 
is only, I think, for the convenience of exporters. 

1 only wanted to call the attention of the chairman of the 
committee to the fact that I think there is no necessity for an 
additional provision here for the coining of this bullion. I be- 


lieve if you had $10.000,000—or, I will say, $20,000,000—in coin 
the balance might just as well be in bars, for I think I can say, 


without having looked up the matter very carefully or crit- 

lly, that in no one year have we ever redeemed $20,000,000 
sinee the act passed. The average is about $17,000,000 a year. 

I repeat that I do not know that any particular harm will 
( hecause if an exporter really wants the gold he will go 
nd get the coin, while he would prefer the bars, and we save 
money by not coining the bars, by keeping the pars instead of 
ct pine them 

1 do not care to interfere with the passage of the bill, because 
I understand it has been drawn at the Treasury Department 


and sent down here with a statement that there was some rea- 
ought to be promptly passed. 


SO Vuy 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Colorado will notice that 
.e provision for the coining is a very elastic provision. AS | 
nended by the committee, the bill provides for leaving the | 
tter practically discretionary with the Secretary of the Treas- | 
u is to the amount of bullion to be coined, it being limited 
between fifty and one hundred million dollars. 
\e. TELLER. I think it would be a little more shipshape | 
dl little better if the bill should siniply provide that the 
tury of the Treasury should coin the balance, in his dis- 
cretion, as might be necessary. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I should like to ascertain 
the parliamentary status of this bill. 
Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is before the Senate as in 
c too of the Whole, and open to amendment. 
) XEWLANDS. Is it in such condition that an objection 
( resent consideration would prevail? 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks it has passed 
| i that stage. Its consideration was proceeded to by a 
unanimous consent of the Senate. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. It is very important bill and amends 
ef the most important laws ever passed within the last 
ten years. Whilst i am not prepared to consider the bill or to 
ny objection to it, and possibly may have no objection to 
I have fully considered it, still I should like it to go 
( til to-morrow, so that I may have an opportunity of ex 
t I the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AL- 
I vhether he has any objection to the bill going over until 
M ALDRICH. While I might have no objection to it, I 
have already stated—perhaps when the Senator from Nevada 
was absent from the Chamber— that there is an exigency arising 


| the matter 








| amendatory thereof, 






May 


by reason of the fact of the unusually large demands { ‘ld 
during the last few weeks in the form of bullion fo: 
which has brought the amount of available money in th 

ury to a dangerously low sum. This is simply a pr 
that not exceeding fifty millions of gold coin now ly 
part of this surplus shall be available for the issue of gold | 
tificates against it in the current money of the count: ; 
of the Treasury h 

the attention of the Finance Committee of the Senate to 

or the desirability of immediate action. 

If the Senator from Nevada chooses to object to th 
eration of the bill, or thinks he may discover some 
objection to it within the next twenty-four hours, | 
reason for asking the Senate to proceed to its immed 
sideration. I think there can be no objection made to the } 
certainly none was suggested by any member of the | 
Committee, who considered it—and I think the Senat ; 
Nevada will not discover any objection on investigation 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I should like the bill to 
for at least twenty-four hours, so that I may a 
opportunity to examine it. I am certainly not prepared, for 
one, to take action upon the bill now. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit the bill 
the Senate, he will have forty-eight hours in which to « 
further, and then he can enter a motion t 
sider the vote by which the bill was passed, if it s 
passed. There will be no objection to that. 

I think if there was any serious objection to the bill t! , 
ator from Nevada, with his acute mind, would have discovered 
it in the first reading of the bill, but I hardly think it is 
sible that he will or can discover any particular objection to it. 
So I suggest to him that he allow the bill to pass and that he 
can then move to reconsider the vote on its passage if, after 
investigation, he finds any objection to it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. I fear I would not be in the same posi- 
tion on a motion to reconsider. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator would be precisely in the same 
position he is in now, because I should not object to a motion 
to reconsider. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Very well, then, I have no object 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and 
amendments were concurred in. 


NISS 


The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, re id 
the third time, and passed. 
REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed tlie con- 
sideration of the bill (HI. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regwate commerce,” approved February 4, 1587, and 


all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers 0! thie 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will proceed to read 
the bill by sections under the unanimous-consent agreeli 
heretofore made by the Senate. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, let us have the unanimous 
sent agreement read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read t! 


mous-consent agreement at the request of the Senator trom 
Maine. 
The Secretary read the unanimous-consent agreement | \pril 


20. 1906, as follows: 


It is agreed by unanimous consent that on Friday, May 4, 
mediately upon the conclusion of the routine morning | 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of the bill H. R. I- 
act to regulate commerce, approved February 4, 1887, | 
and to enlarge the powers of the Interst 
’ the bill to be read by sections for Ut 
amendment, the discussion upon amendments offered 
under a fifteen-minute rule, the amendments to be dispos 
the discussion thereon is concluded. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will now © 
first section of the bill. 

The Secretary read section 1, as follows: 
of an act entitled “An act to regulate com! 
proved February 4. 1887, be amended so as to read as follow 

“Spc, 1. That the provisions of this act shall apply to : 
carrier or carriers engaged in the transportation of passen 
erty wholly by railroad (or partly by railroad and partly b) 
both are used under a common control, management, or arrat 
a continuous carriage or shipment) from one State or Ter 
United States or the District of Columbia to any other Stat 
tory of the United States or the District of Columbia, or from 
in a Territory to another place in the same Territory, or fro! 
in the United States to an adjacent foreign country, or fro! 
in the United States through a foreign country to any oth 
the United States, and also to the transportation in like 
property shipped from any place in the United States to 
country and carried from such place to a port of transs! 
shipped from a foreign country to any place in the United 
carried to such place from a port of entry either in the tn 
or an adjacent foreign country : Provided, however, Pha 
visions of this act shall not apply to the transportation of pa 





merce Commission ; 
of 


That sectyon 1 


"— Ty 
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to the ree iving, iPeltyerine. ainenae, = heniiins of encaees | carrier owns them or not, without anv regard the question 
n yne State ane oO Suippet 0 or om a oreigzno coul ‘vy | : . . ' : : . : 
wn “State or Territory as aforesaid. of ownership and with ut ‘ny regard to contract. In. other 
1 ‘railroad’ as used in this act shall include all bridges words, it seems to me, Imposing an absolute impossibility 
is a oF operated oe ceepmonttan Wi6h ony rallzoed, ana alee aft the carrier. If the transposition is made, as the Sen rf l 
se by any corporatio operating a ratliroad, whether owne< Ty, as as oven " hea hill e. > 4 . 
nder a contract, agreement, or lease, and shall also include rexas ha — d, the bill would free from that objection. 
irs, tracks, and terminal facilities of every kind used or Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer an amendment to the first 
s nN trolaet danet < oe ae or poet —— line of the first section, at the end of the line. I desire to offer 
so all Treignt aepots, yaras, and grounds used or necessary . raft . ar aan , anita. i . 4 } . . 
tation or delivery of any of said property; and the term the draft whi h appears on page »o, not the one which ers 
n’ shall include cars and other vehicles and all instru on page 1 of the bound amendments I do not know why he 
E i facilities of shipment or carriage, irrespective of owner one on page 5 was misplaced, because it sh uld ne } ed 
ny contract, express or implied, for the use thereof and all ately after the first one I desir : sto) 
onnection with the receipt, delivery, elevation, and transfer | “ ~~"? “© ae Bret ORC. desire to make two slight mocile 
itilation, refrigeration or icing, storage, and handling of tions in that amendment, which I s« nd to the desk ri as 
ported ; and it shall be the duty of every carrier subject | to have read. 
3s of this act to provide and furnish such transportation The VICE _ppre — _— , ; : 
jie request therefor and to establish through routes and Phe VICE-PRESIDEN Ce The Secretary will read th pro 
ble rates applicable thereto. posed amendment as modified by the Senator from Massachu 
made for any service rendered or to be rendered in the | setts. 
if passengers or property as aforesaid, or in connection Tha @ ue es ss - er ees oa oer 
il be just and reasonable; and every unjust and unrea Phe SECRI TARY. In section 1, ine 1, after the word “ to ut 
ve for such service or any part thereof is prohibited and | the end of the line, it is proposed to insert: 
inlawful.”’ : 
inlaw. ny corporation or any person or persons engaged in the trar 
\ ILEY. Mr. President, I believe this section is now ation of oil or other commodity, except natural gas or w 
‘ municipal purposes, by means of pipe lines, or partly pipe line 1 
Tern nent. | el : nS . part!ty by railroad, or partly by pipe lines ar ! vow 
CE PRESIDEN I. Under the rule, it is now subject shall be considered and held to be common ecarri wit n the 


\ILEY. I have myself an amendment proposing to 
ress companies and sleeping-car companies in this, 
re other amendments on the same subject, and as I 
for another particular amendment than I do for 
ll not any to this section and will support 
i by other Senators. But I wish to call the atten- 
Senate to the language on page 3: 


propose 


vehicles 
carriage, ir 
implied, for the 


1 “ transportation ” shall include cars and other 
ntalities and facilities of shipment or 
ywnership or of any contract, express or 


te will see that this bill includes under the defini- 
ansportation,” which is an act, the facilities with 
‘t+ is performed. To me it seems plain that the 


nning with “ears,” in line 3, down to and including 
thereof,’ in line 6, ought to be taken out of their 
here and placed under the definition of “a railroad.” 
nd other vehicles are as much a part of the railway 
ne or the depot or the yard, and I think plainly 
» included in that part of the definition. They ought 
t to be included under the definition of transporta- 
act. If we can do nothing else with this bill, 
t least, free it from the schoolmaster’s criticism. I 
k that kind of a definition would enable any school- 
s his examination. I am not insist on it, 
se in charge of the bill think it is worth their while, 
| e the amendment ought to be adopted. 
GE. I desire to offer an amendment to this section, 
nk is - 
RAKER. Mr. President 
CE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
» the Senator from Ohio? 
IDGE. Certainly. 
RAKER. I only wish to interrupt the Senator a mo- 
| | understand the Senator from Texas [Mr. BaAILey] 
amendment? 
h-PRESIDENT. 
( ndment, 
; LEY. No; I merely suggested to those in charge of 
it an amendment in this respect would greatly im- 
ill, though I do not think it would improve the effi- 
It would simply improve it from the standpoint of 
or critic. 

Mr RAKER. I agree with the Senator about that. I 
to know whether he offered an amendment, as I 
ve are to dispose of the amendments as we proceed. 

OX. Mr. President 
PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

ik. I yield to the Senator. 

X. I only wish a moment. 
enator from 


11s an 


going to 


Senator from Massachu- 


The Senator from Texas did not 


Massachu- 


I entirely agree with 
Texas has said in respect to the place 
definition which was cut out on the third page 
uld namely, under the definition of railroads, 
additional reason, There is a manifest absurdity 
mind. It says: 


LO 


n “transportation ’ 
nstrumentalities and 
ownership. 


shall include cars and other 
facilities of shipment or 


vehi- 


carriage, 


he concluding portion of this paragraph, beginning 
it is made the duty of a carrier to furnish 
portetion—that is, to furnish facilities, whether the 


page 3, 


of | 





and purpose of this act, and to. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I not want to make 
opposition to the Senator’s amendment, but it mn 
that the amendment ought to be further amended, so as to p 
vide that it shall apply only to pipe lines operated for the publ 
I do not understand how you would compel a 
private pipe line of his own to become a 
have a right to regulate common carriers who are engag 
interstate commerce, because they are instrumentalities of co1 
merce; but if a man living on one side of a boundary line of 
State sees fit to have a private line of his own, which p 
into another State, it does not seem to me that we 
him to throw that open to the public use. I 
what I mean... The Senator from 


ao 


occurs to 


man who has a 


common carrie! 


ses 
eould ¢o pel 
want to iliustr 


[Mr. Lop 


Massachusetts 


upon my suggestion, has inserted some words in his amend it 
in regard to natural gas. I live in the city of Cincinnat 
Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow me, the exception 


applies to natural gas or water for municipal purposes 

Mr. FORAKER. I know; but.I wanted to eall 
attention to how it would operate if the amendment 
so amended. At Cincinnati the gas company—not 


the Senator's 
were not 


the city, but 


the gas company—has secured, under the laws of Ohio, an 
amendment to its charter authorizing it to “quire and dis 
tribute natural gas as a substitute for artificial gas, and autho 


izing it in that behalf, under the statute of Ohio, to lay, main 
tain, and operate the necessary pipes to transport that n: 

gas from a point outside the State of Ohio to the point where the 
natural be distributed. They are about to spend, | 
think, nearly $5,000,000 in that behalf to build pipe line 274 
miles long, from Cincinnati into West Virginia, where they will 
find a sufficient quantity, as they understand, of natural 
They are taking upon themselves the burden of that inves 


tural 


gas 1s to 


they are spending a large amount of money, or will be v ) 
they once commence to expend it; they have to raise th sum, 
and they have increased the capital stock so as to enable them to 
do it, and are laboring right now to raise that amount of mon 

for that purpose, so that the people of Cincinnati can have natural 
gas. It is not to be brought there for the municipality Keep 


in the sense that the corporation which has a right to 
gas to that city is acquiring it in order that it ma 
a price agreed upon between the company and the consu $ 
of gas. 

That is not all. I did not think to tell the 
was in consultation with him yesterday that for years 
company located in the city of Cincinnati has been supy 
gas to the cities opposite Cincinnati, on the Ke 
river—Newport, Covington, Ludlow, Dayton, and Belle 
cities in all. They pipe that gas across the river and turn it into 
the pipes of the five cities on the other side, in that way sup 
plying that people. Just at this time it is my impression tl 
that contract is not in operation, because of s 
they have made, but it illustrates what is involved her r 
is a purely private matter; they piping 
public, and it seems to me that they ought not to be put w 
this proposed law. We have no r 
I think such a limitation ought to be 
amendment by an amendment to the 
apply to all pipe lines that are carrying 
not to private pipe lines that an individual or a 
tion may have laid down and put 
benefit. I do not want to press it, but 
to it. 

Mr. MALLORY. 


Senator when |] 


mtucky side of 


are not 
) 
cht to put them unde 
Sey 
amendment that it ill 
mubl ma « nad 
single corpot 


the } 


into operation for its own 


1 desire to call attention 


Mr. President—— 
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I VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield | the gas to Cincinnati, and substitute it for the arti 
to Senator from Florida? which they are now supplying. 


FORAKI Certainly. 


MALLORY. I should like to inquire of the Senator 


fir Ohio if he can say whether the pipe lines to which he 
refers act on the theory of being public servants, to condemn 
] iv under the right of eminent domain? 

FORAKER. As I stated, the company is proposing to put 
in is natural-gas pipe line to Cincinnati from up in West 
Virginia, passing through a portion of Kentucky, as well as 
Ohio and West Virginia. It is authorized under its charter, by 
an amendment to the charter, and authorized by the laws of 
Ohio to construct, maintain, and operate a pipe line for the | 


transportation of oil, natural gas, or water, as the case may be. 
They are not interested in oil in any way, but they are inter- 
ested in natural gas. I think it is all right to make any pipe 
line that is a common carrier subject to the law. I believe 


every common carrier engaged in carriage for interstate com- 
merce should be subject to this law. 

Mr. MALLORY. I did not understand the Senator to answer 
the question exactly as I put it, which is, Do they exercise a 
right of eminent domain on the theory of being public servants? 

Mr. FORAKER. They do. They are allowed to exercise 
the power of eminent domain, and they are, by the terms of 
the statute, called “ common carriers ” for that reason. 
sed to be wholly within the State of Ohio, I suppose, so 
ar 2s the statute contemplates, but a pipe line of that kind is 
ntemplated to be used as a common carrier, but simply 
or a2 specific private individual purpose in the sense that it 


1 
not « 
belongs only to one company. 





Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt him a 
moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from West Virginia? 

FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator probably is aware that they are 
carrying gas now from West Virginia to the cities of Cleveland 
and Toledo, Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. They have a pipe line under the Ohio River, 

d with that same pipe line they are supplying my city and 
the factory of which I am president. I should like this amend- 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts to go over until we get 
it in proper shape, so that we will not find we are tied up by 
something that we do not want. 

FORAKER. I do not want it to go over if we can agree 
1 it now. I do not understand why the Senator should ob- 
putting in the words “carrying for the public,” if a | 
party be not engaged in carrying for the public, but only in 
hi own. 

I int to say further, in answer to the Senator from Florida, 
f will give me his attention, that it is not necessary in 
Ohio under the Ohio statute to become an incorporated company 
u r the statute in order to put down, maintain, and operate 
a line for the transportation of oil or gas or water. If 
you t to incorporate under that statute and have the power 
of eminent domain conferred upon you, you are called a “ com- | 
mon carrier;” but any person—and this amendment applies to 
pe Ss as well as corporations—may put down, and corpora- 
t s so authorized may put down, pipe, and maintain and oper- 
at t for transportation of oil or gas or water. 

\ MALLORY. Well, Mr. President, it oecurs to me that 
tl 1 test is whether they have the right to exercise the 
I f eminent domain. If they have, it is because they are 
per! g a public service. If they have not, they ought not 
to have the right. Now, if they do exercise that right, it seems 
to 1 it is a proper subject for us to deal with. 


Mr. FORAKER. I do not know whether they will get the 


right of way by the exercise of the power of eminent domain or 
by ] ate contract. They will, perhaps, get it by exercising 
tl echt of eminent domain in some instances and in others by 
£ ent. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Ohio whether any of these companies are carrying gas or oil 


than that which they themselves manufacture—whether 
are common ¢carriers in any respect? 


Mr FORAKER. I do not think they are. But I do not re- 


myself as good authority on that subject. I know but 
about it except in a general way. I know some years 
ere were discovered natural-gas fields in Ohio, and we 


n piping the gas around to various cities in the State; 
I know that recently, within the past four or five months, 


t and electric company of Cincinnati had its charter 
) to authorize it to go to the natural-gas fields in 
\ Virginia, by putting in a pipe line of this kind, and bring 


They are | 





| roads. 





| lowed to regulate. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I hope the Senator will explain t! 
sity of making a public matter out of these concerns, \ 
purely for private use. I do not understand the nx 
bringing them under the provisions of this proposed 
they are carrying for the public, of course there would 
necessity of making them subject to it. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator from North Dakota t} 
a pipe line has the right to exercise the power of em ae 
main, and if it does exercise that right, why should 


| held to be exercising the right of a public carrier? 


Mr. McCUMBER. Whatever right it gets to exe) 
power of eminent domain is a right obtained from the s 
not from Federal authority in any respect. But even 
granted that you may consider that the law gives them { 
to condemn land for their particular purpose, that o: 
does not make them a public carrier unless in the law or ; 
their articles of incorporation there is something authorizi 
them to carry for the public. 

Mr. FULTON. Can they obtain the right to exerci 
power of eminent domain unless they are engaged in ; 
purpose? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That will be determined by the laws of 
State. That is not the real question. The question is whether 
any of them are engaged as public carriers of particular co) 
modities. If they are, I concede that they ought to be brought 
under the provisions of this particular law. If they are not. | 
can not see the necessity of bringing them under the provisions 
of the law. I do not understand that under the rule we can 
lay this amendment over. Under the general consent it n 
voted upon at the close of the argument. 


ust he 


I am therefore doubly 


desirous that the Senator from Massachusetts should make that 
matter clear. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from North 


Dakota a question. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I understood him to ask a moment ago 
whether the charters of these corporations made them pub! 
carriers. I do not imagine that any public carrier in the United 
States has a Federal charter except the transcontinental r 
They all get their charters from the States, and they all 
get the right to exercise the power of eminent domain in t! 
way. I think the test is whether they are engaged in interst 
commerce—whether the commodity they are transporting would 
come under the rule of interstate commerce, which we are 
That is my idea of the test of th 
question. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If they are carrying their own go 
and no goods of the public, how is the public interested « \ 
or the other in the matter of their carrying their own goods 
through their own pipe line from one State to another? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let me answer the Senator fr 
Dakota in this way: Take West Virginia, whence, I bel 
comes the gas in the case mentioned by the Senator f 0 


x 


| Of course that gas is not going down yonder thr 


hundred miles without pressure, and therefore it con 
the surrounding country where originally tapped, and 
gas company which has bored its wells may be robbing t! 
owners around it of their gas, because it has great capital and 
the facilities for sending it off and selling it, while the land- 


owner, who is not able to pipe it to the market, is not ed 
to pipe it through the established pipe line, because Congress 
will not help him. That is my conception of a just and proper 
reason—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can not understand how Congress can 
either help him or can interfere with him in any way. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, let us have order, pl 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in ord 

Mr. McCUMBER. Aill the rights the Senator has 5] 1 of 
and all the remedies he might seek under that cond 1 of 
affairs would be in the State in which the wells are lo: 

Mr. TILLMAN. But this man is stealing my gas. | 
he has a hole in the ground connected with a pipe which « S 
it to market, and I can not get any connection with th's e 
pipe because you do not put it under the control of | ter- 
state-commerce clause. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator does not contend tha' 
punish a man for stealing gas in West Virginia or a 
State? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not talking about punishm I It 
why should not this other fellow be permitted to gel ' 
the benefits of the blessings which God Almighty has ! 


him under the ground by connecting with the pipe ! 
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aud be able to sell his gas, by paying for the _In the first place th 
pipe lines have to , perated 1 
rrr - . humerous pet ms are engaged 
UMBER. He can. The courts of the particular | wells, gauging the tank a 
@ « in conformity with the rules of God Almighty tanks of the pipe line 
? , tn : very large prodt nh oO 
senator speaks of, can grant an injunction to pre- | jarye1 te tin = 4 
' ne from stealing the gas. that are necessary to ~# 
I.MAN. You can not prove that he is stealing the | wells Hy only pumped 
7 ; i i ot. aku = sf ; SO sma that the pipe 
ou know it. He might get out of a given field all | month, therefore the p 
F e pressure has driven to the opening. The Senator is | ing expenses 
r a monopoly, probably, without knowing it, though I In other fields where the production 
7 ; porta ion charged jus 
° ° ° ° - a on account of tra sporti! or oO ' 
CUMBER. If I am, it is certainly without knowing it. | no doubt is making fx 
\ LMAN. I do not accuse him of that, for he is too hanged as a whole, would nat ' t t ' 
] i j sc | SMal roducing territory um 
1, but he does not realize and understand that this | ;, 4 a lifie field rf ois I if ' 
eoing from West Virginia into Ohio, is transporting } consequently the oil would have to be t ted 
nterstate commerce, to be sold there to the general | years ag0, at a cost of about $1 pe \ 
es sas . : about $1.56 per barrel i vould e ruin . . 
the municipalities and others. I am willing and ment is passed. eee} — 
for this amendment, because I contend that a The transporta il throug! q ditt 
landowner, who has gas under his land and can | Carrying passen fr t on a | 
va;* : } : : : |} to send a remons » Wast ton | 1 I 
to it, but is not able to build a pipe line three or | gnay producer oe Fyn . 
ed miles, ought to be allowed to tap the established | amendment shou he put into the 
+ for the privilege of selling a gas. js Mr. CULBERSON. sel Re iain Be r 
: , t , ? i P es ‘ e . . . 
\KI R. Allow rn to say vo senator from —s proceeds, I wish to direct his attention to a point to 
: at a eS re TUE aye |} attention has been called by reading e nd 
: ny CE OS ee we the course of this debate | whether his amendment is limited to the int 
ds our attention more imperatively than the abuse : ; : i. Seats ee 
Ited f ! il is bei 1 1 it li! oil. Of course, unless it is, Congress |! no power to s 7 
ultes “( >Tri “oads velng engager 1 ac Po : os us ; : 
peri . aie me “ ti a th nd e! ain | amendment. If the oil lines are wholly within the 1 ts 
ng Cor nines ¢ erating m and engaging ‘ ; : ie ea 
liihg a mines and operating em 1 single State, for instance, the legislation of Congress « 


ss of handling coal. I think it is a matter of com- 


apply. 
ent. something that we all agree to here, that that ppn 


Mr. LODGE. I think I understand that. 


1 be remedied, and the common carrier should be a i: ME <6 diese nak coeur to ma that the an 
rrier and nothing else. That is true not only as to 


ment is so drafted as to be confined to interstate sh ents ¢ 
oil, as it ought to be. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, in reply to the Senator fro 
Texas, I will say that this simply adds to the inters 
merce act the persons described in the amendment; 

It can not apply to anything but interstate commerce, of 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that, and I an 
the amendment applicable to interstate shipments 
we may go, but I suggest to the Senator from Massacl 
that probably the language he uses does not confine it st 
to that. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator allow me to eall his at 
to the fact that the amendment comes afet 
and if he looks at line 12 he will find that this entire on 
applies to traffic 


th respect to coal, but with respect to everything 
( t is equally important, so far as principle is concerned, 
\ ct to pipe lines. 

McCUMBER. Provided they are common carriers. 

MAKER. The point I want to make is this: Accord- 

Senator’s suggestion we would make them common 

by compelling the company that owns the trunk line 

heen built,.we will say, from Cincinnati to the nat- | 

elds of West Virginia, to buy all the gas brought to | 

Virginia and transport it, in order that the men there | 

the benefit that the Almighty has provided, without | 

» the $5,000,000 necessary to make the Almighty’s | 

} 

| 


! 1 available. That is to drive us into the very thing | 
t! Senator has with great effectiveness urged against, as | 
railroads engaging in business, hota 
LLMAN. I do not see—— i n Sar ce * 

DGE. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. Ny 





District of C ibia, o (om one | i 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parlia- place in the same Territory, or from any p the Ur 


iia j} an adjacent foreign country, or fror ny f t l . 
aaa : ; oa | through a foreign country to an ' lnited & 
ODGE. I simply desire to obtain from the Chair an} also to the transportation in liké 
on of the unanimous-consent agreement, so that we | place in the United States to a f n 
: . rr : lace to a port if transshipment r s pre 

w how we are proceeding. The unanimous-consent | ! nae nines’ ts: the " nit  Sentce seal a 

f course, limits the time of each Senator to fifteen | port of entry either in the United States ' t ¢ 
\ 


\re we proceeding under what is known as the five 
fifteen minute rule, or can a Senator speak as often 
es upon the same amendment? 
PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that a Sen- 
but once and for not exceeding fifteen minutes. | 
I Before the 


Is it not true that if the amendment is ad 
provisions of section 1 would ay o it and: lu 
it an article of interstate « 
Mr. LODGE. Absolutely 
Mr. CULBERSON. That is the question I lggested l 


ea aaa not sure it will, but I understand that is the 
RAKER. I want to say that I spoke once briefly— | canator from Massachusetts. because we 
was not called upon me; and then I interrupted a Mr. LODGE. If my amendment is 1 
SK a question, I su] pose I have a right to inter- comme ree then the « lause tl ‘2 does not t ‘ ! ) 


tor to ask a question. 
DGE. I only wanted to know what was the rule un- 


‘ 


were proeeeding. 


interstate commerce 
Mr. CULBERSON. Very well; if the § —_ 


ae . ‘ ; : ’ Mr. LODGE. I am sure that is the case 
Hlas the Senator from Maine been recognized? Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President. in regard to tl 


E-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine has been just read at the desk from an operator in Pe 





ariel af . ; to say that the same statements will hold good 
1. Before the Senator from Massachusetts advo- einia In the development of a new pool 
ulment in his fifteen-minute speech it will be a| wong start off with a very large pi 


better probably for him that any objection interposed 


; . ; course of time, with numerous drillings 

dment should be before the Senate. A prominent og a Bras aaa eniaee 22 Nana 

has sent me certain objections, which I ask the duction very rapidly. and st a | 
; to read. Possibly the Senator from Massachusetts “us the case may be, Ll com) \ I 
e to answer satisfactorily the objections raised in ade. ween will ‘tn * Ce a ars ; 
1 ; me central nun ne oteat we 
= oe remem course, the pip l ne tg owned | t! ) "( 
ry re id as follows: pany or the Standard Oil (* ; 
o the rate bill before the United States Senate re-| it. They lay a pipe | to ’ 
transportation of oil through pipe lines be put upon | munication says, it will certainly be a very great to 
~ a? tonne will work to great disadvantage to the the small operator. 


Vennsylvania, and I dare say of other States where 


n small quantities, i But getting back to my friend the Senator from South Caro- 
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lina, in regard to the gas territory, in all my experience—and I 
ha ed in West Virginia since the discovery of natural gas 
I never have known of a lawsuit where one man claimed that 
another man was stealing his gas. Of course, in drilling oil 
wells or gas wells the owners of a tract of land will get as near 
to the dividing line of the property as they possibly can, in 
order to protect their lines. The gas territory is usually held 
large tracts, because it does not pay, as the Senator from 
Ohio said, to put four or five million dollars into pipe lines to 
go into a territory tnless there is a vast amount of territory 
under control. The same people control the wells who own the 
plant which carries it to market. Of course, it does not inter- 
fere with my business as nanufacturer. We get the gas, 
and IT'y "4 miles to the factory of which I am president, 
be it is within.the State. But this certainly would inter- 
fere with the man who earries it across the Ohio River and 
to Cleveland, Toledo, Sandusky, and to the town of 
id th r Senator from Ohio [Mr. Dick ]—Akron; 
f it would rl hardship upon them and a hardship upon 
} eople, be e the territory would not be so valuable, the 
me ld not be so great to these people to come there 
an uke Ss on ; territory, and it certainly would hurt 
us very I wanted to offer these suggestions, because 
I live rig the midst of this gas-drilling and oil-drilling ter- 
ritory Vest Virginia is not anxious to pipe its gas out of 
the State has been trying to enact laws to prevent it; but 
f the gas does go out of the State, I want the owners of gas 
territory and gas wells protected to the greatest extent. 
Mr. HALE. I rise to a point of order. When did the opera- 
tion of the rule under which the Senate is acting begin? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It began at the conclusion of the 
routine morning business. 
Mr. HALE. What Senators have already spoken on this sub- 
sect 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Senators FORAKER, FULTON, FRYE, 








C1 HALE, McCuMBER, TILLMAN, CULBERSON, note Scort. 

Mr. HALE. I simply wish to call the attention of the Chair 
to the rule that no Senator can, on an amendment, speak more 
than once. 

TI VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has heretofore so an- 
nounced, and he has been observing the rule in that regard. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to find out 

Mr. BAILEY. I rise to a point of order. I hardly think it 
n fair construction of the unanimous-consent agreement to hold 
that if one Senator asks a question of another Senator who has 
the floor the Senator merely asking a questivn shall be deemed 
to have addressed the Senate on that question. It comes out 
of the time of the Senator who occupies the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I understand the Senator from Massachusetts 
who offered this amendment has not yet begun his fifteen- minute 
peecl If what is called a “ question,” which, in the — ce 
of the Senate, is oe 1 into a short speech, is not to be recog- 
nized as a speecl ider the fifteen-minute rule, we may as we all 
hi no rule at all. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will th enator permit me to suggest to him 
th: 0 diffieu could in that respect, because, if, for 
illus Senator from Massachusetts, having the fioor 

! d to fifteen minutes, allows me to consume ten 
of his time, he has only five minutes left. 

Mr. HALE. Undoubtedly. 

M BAILEY. And therefore I have occupied the floor, not 
in 1 time, but in his time. A Senator can easily prevent that 
by lining to yield. It might happen that whether a Senator 
\ sire to talk on a given amendment would depend upon 

r which might be made to a question. I can easily 
that if I should ask the Senator proposing an amend- 
i 1 explanation he might make it in two sentences, and 
t! t interest in the matter 
LODG]I { think the Senators who have been speaking 
] not been speaking in anybody’s time but their own. 

Mr. BAILEY. I only wanted to protest against the intima 
tion of the Chair that a mere interruption by the courtesy and 

rmission of the Senator occupying the floor should be deemed 
to be peech on the part of the Senator interrupting. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is undoubtedly right about that. 
But tl is within the control of the Senator who is speaking his 
fifteen minutes. If he allows an interruption, it does not add to 
] een minutes. The Chair must take it out of his time. So 
it umbent upon every Senator, under this rule, to bear in 
i \ ions are asked, and I have no doubt the Chair will 
‘ the time taken up in those questions is to be counted 
{ Si r who is occupying his fifteen minutes. 

| it I rose to say was that the Senator from Massachu- 
f had not yet begun, and Senators in their own time have 
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| another Senator, 
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AY 4 


ee) 
spoken on this amendment, not in anybody else’s ti, ow 
ever, I do not care to take any more of the time of the s, “a 
Mr. TILLMAN. I rise to.a point of order, lest | nla 1 
judged to have made a speech, and I have not made a; a 
Mr. HALE. The Senator can make one. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I have been put down in that lisi having 
spoken, because I asked a question of the Senator {| Noy 


Dakota. I want this thing clarified and understood perfacs.. 
else we will be gagged and there will be no discussion ody 
change of thought, such as there ought to be in order | 
benefit of all the minds in the Senate to elucidate a ¢' 


Mr. HALE. The Senate understood this agreene 
made it. Every Senator is entitled upon any any 


fifteen minutes, and he is not entitled to any more th 
Mr. GALLINGER. And he can not divide it, 
Mr. HALE. He can not divide it. If the Senator lets a, 
terruption come in—— “tr 
Mr. TILLMAN. It is not against the man who int: : 
Mr. HALE. It is not against the man who interry ry 
fore there is no gagging. We can not have this agre t] 
force and amount to one penny’s worth unless the ¢ 
to its ruling. 


Mr. FORAKER. I have not made any speech, eith 

Mr. TILLMAN. You have made four. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have simply interrupted the Senator fro» 
Massachusetts to try to induce—— 


Mr. LODGE. I have not yet spoken. 

Mr. FORAKER. To try to induce the Senator— 

Mr. LODGE. I rise to a point of order. The Senator fro» 
Ohio has not interrupted me, for I have not spoken u 
moment. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Nobody has started yet. 

Mr. FORAKER. We will have no trouble about this. | 
wanted the Senator to make a change in the amendment whieh 
he added to the printed amendment, to accommodate my pe 
I now propose to offer the amendment myself. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I want to say something on the 
point of order. I understand, according to the universal prac- 
tice of the Senate under similar circumstances, that no Senator 
ean yield his time to any other Senator and thus give to another 


ple, 


Senator more than the time contemplated by the rule. I sim- 
ply desire to suggest, and if necessary to ask a ruling of the 
Chair on the subject, that while interruptions wil! have the 
effect suggested by the Senator from South Carolina and agreed 
to by the Senator from Maine, simply to take out of the time of 
the Senator who has the floor so much time as may be thus 
consumed, certainly that rule ought not to be extended to 


the point where it may be so construed and may 
as for one Senator to take the floor and practically yield it to 
in that way giving an undue advantage. We 
all know that the number of interruptions here, as inti nated 
by the Senator from Maine, frequently results in what purpo: 
to be a question being in reality a very considerable 
and the liberty which the Senator from South Carolina sug 
that he would enjoy of not having interruptions charged agai 
him would certainly be an encouragement to exercise al! 
of latitude. 


so operate 


enoael) 








Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing— 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I should like to k: who 
has the floor. 

Mr. HALE. I can only say that an hour has passed and 
more 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair, if the Sei 





Maine will permit, will have the Secretary read the 1 s of 
Senators who have occupied the floor and the le f t 
they have occupied it. 


Mr. LODGE. In their own right. 

Mr. HALE. I do not think the question as to | much 
time they occupied is of importance. The rule is that a Sena- 
tor can speak but once. 

Mr. LODGE. In his own right. 


Mr. HALE. In his own right. If he chooses to speak only 
five minutes, he can not at another time speak ten minutes. | 
do not want to interfere with the convenience of Senator 
I think everyone sees that unless the rule is strictly : 
and we will make no pros 


istered it amounts to nothing 
whatever. If the Senator from Massachusetts, who _ 
amendment in hand, is ready to go on, I hope he wil! eed, 


and that after that the rule will be enforced. ; a 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the sen 


tor from Maine that no Senator has exceeded fifteen minutes 
One or two Senators who felt that they were not |) a 
cluded in the list of speakers by the Secretary’s - 
full five minutes. 


report 
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vf -\KER. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary | are two about which there is ; 






















they do. ’ 
PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio will state | Mr. President, it is not nee : 
iry inquiry. reading the definitions from the § 
‘1k. When this amendment was offered I was | stitutes interstate commerce. | 
» get it in shape to have it acceptable, as some- ing the definitions of those de 
r + the Senate would be perfectly willing to agree | Mon carriers or exercising eminent « 
| have a right, I suppose, to offer an amendment to | definition of interstate con ‘ 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, and I sup- I will read simply the lead 
nake a speech on that. is in the County of Mobile v. K 
ON. In reference to the amendment suggested by The buying and selling. and 1 
from Ohio to the amendment of the Senator from | constitute commerce, and tl 
I desire to state that if that amendment is tional sense braces the reg 
ll practically nullify the provision, because every There has been legislation ii 
pipe lines can say “ we refuse to do business for the | one States. Eminent domain i 
tically the amendment would be of no use at all. | fornia, Colorado, Indiana, Kentuck, 
GE. Mr. President—— vania, Texas, West Virginia, and Wv 
NER. Now, Mr. President—— common carriers under the laws of N ‘ 1a 1 
PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- | in Pennsylvania were held so in the absen 
» the Senator from Wisconsin? v. The Pipe Lines, and by the Code of W t Vire I 
SER. I wanted to know whether the Senator took | codes and in these laws regulations are made b; > § 
ake a fifteen-minute speech or a part of it. regulating the method of transporting petrol ; | 
PRESIDENT. The Chair assumes that the Sen- | that should be charged. They are 1 ! 
1usetts rose in order. but they are treated as common carriers u 
MAN. Will the Senator let me get this thing | these States. <A letter which was forwar »1 f f 
| should like to have the Chair— | the counsel of the Standard Oil Company to e tl 
PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts | of this legislation stated that they were ¢ t 
1 | of the Mississippi. 
DGE. I hope the Senator will allow me to go on. I have here a list of the authorities. State 17 
ited to fifteen minutes, and I shall decline to | Simply showing that corporations caged in 





of gas, oil, water, or supplied po \ i 
IAN. Then I rise to a parliamentary question. I | into or through another State, are « a erst 
where we are. In the first place, who has spoken | Merce. I will ask to have it printed with my remarks, as I have 
arred from any more speeches on the amendment? | 20 time to go into it further. 


ONER. Nobody has made a speech on it. Corporations engaged in the rt 
LMAN. Then let us begin all over. supplied power, from a point St 









State, are engaged in interstate « e 

State ex rel. Cornelius Corwin v. Indiana 4 » O ( and 
Mining Company, 120 Ind., 575. 

Same case, II, I. C. R., 758. 

Avery v. Indiana and Ohio Oil, Gas, and Mining « 
660 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is no difficulty if Senators 
" : the rule. The Senator from Massachusetts asked 
of the Chair, and he was recognized to proceed. If 

Senator desires the floor following him, the Chair will 











ether he is entitled to the floor under the rule or Benedict ». Columbus Const! ion Compa i9 N. J. 
1ator from Massachusetts will proceed. People’s Gas Company Fyner, 131 Ind., 207 ; 
lot : ae : ; . _ Columbia Conduit Company v. Con nwealtl 0 Pa. S 
ir. LODGE. Mr. President, the purpose of this amendment West Virginia Transportation Company \ nic O Coal 
| the transportation of oil and other commodities | Company, 5 W. Va., 382 : 
erstate-commerce law. Oil is one of the greatest aio OH Company indiat U. 8... 190, 20 


In State ex rel. v. Indiana 
, + } 



























erstate commerce carried in this country, and it is | (120 Ind.. 575) 1) om : “a St : 
y outside and beyond any Government regulation j transportation of as be 1 the 
" void as an interference with interstate m1! In the f 
d Ts ‘ te ; wal the court, at page 578, it is said ‘ 
clad indeed to omit, as I propose in my modified “The gas in the earth may not be a commercial 2 
atural gas or water which is to be used for mu- | br ht to the surface and placed in | s for trar : 
oses. But the amendment suggested by the Senator | #Ssume that character as completely a a On 
. = : : in the tanks. We suppose it clear that Il 
to my amendment, to the effect that no pipe line, | hinit the transportation of coal or petré e 
‘ries for the public, shall come under this rule, | there is no difference in pri 
\ Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] says, abso- eS ee which 7 : wale: 
»y the value of my amendment. varded as a ct nmodity me gg ihe nina Eh 
well owner, to whom there have been pathetic | to another, but property that may be called 
I his morning, has not as yet made his objections So en eS ee ee eee lby as 
| ie. I heard within twenty-four hours after the Avery v. Indiana and Ohio Oil, Gas, and Minins A 
my first amendment, on May 28, from the Stand- | 600) was decided on the authority of State : > (120 | 
ny. A representative of that company came to | X° Sai tes the cone niebe atated that "tae te ' 
e following day, and represented the uselessness Rommel on the anth at ae attains Ine 
| justice of this amendment. I have had a great many | Mining Company (ante, p. 575) ; 
small oil owners and I have had a great many letters | ,, 12, Bonedict v. Columbus Construction ¢ ay (40 XN. d 
f dent refiners in support of the amendment, and the | way <A "prevent an tana ossiniio ef 
uggested by the Senator from Maine and the Senator | Chicago was invalid as an interference with int e@ 
rginia really do not touch the case. People’s Gas Company v. Tyner (131 Ind., 277, 280 t 
» intention in this amendment of reducing the has been settled in this State that 1 l gas t 
( pe lines. It is simply to put the pipe lines where | t surface of the earth and placed i insport 
f mplaint against their rate that complaint can be y rty ae ee oe Ss : SEES (OS TEOREMNENO. lerce |S 
re some jurisdiction. Now, it can not be brought | minerals. possessing in some desree a kindred nat 
be jurisdiction that I am aware of. In Columbia Conduit Company vt. ‘ wealt O ] 
e and I have yet to hear a single valid argument | it Was held that a ae Se 
wl it company, doing this enormous interstate busi- oo ian Guetin Seemann Cammene 2. 'O ( 
f the greatest articles of interstate commerce and | Company (5 W. Va., 382) the court held that i 
( | import, should alone be excluded from the super- | f°", the, purpose of constructing and : 
\ Interstate Commerce Commission. ee ps Rg oe vo ac hogy o- terri ated 
twenty-eight principal pipe lines in the United | “ internal improvements,” as such pipe 
ST he most part trunk lines. There are fourteen local tee ee al memaan a ,* ato 177 g 
| ; lines. Twelve of the principal lines are com- | py. Indiana and Ohio Oil, Gas, and Mir ( 
: e system under one control, extending from In- | was cited with aproval, as was also le ( ( 
a ry and from Tennessee to the Atlantic seaboard. | (1%! Ind., 277). 
; ncipal lines form a system under one control, ex- Now, Mr. President, the oil is brought to the trunk li 
est Virginia and Ohio through the Pennsylvania | through small local feeding and gathering lines, as a rul Phere 


= » Philadelphia. Of the lines and trunk lines re- 


are practically two great companies that cor 1 pine 
ue are known to extend across State lines, and there 


gaged in interstate commerce. One is the Standard Oil, whicl 
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is said, 


roughly, to control 90 per cent. I do not know whether 


that is correct or not. The other is the Pure Oil. They do not 
own the wells, and they buy the oil of the well owner, and the 
charge for the transportation is taken out of the price, as ap- 
pears in the copies of the certificates and receipts which I have 
here 


Those well owners are absolutely at the mercy of the pipe 
lines. I have had cases brought to me, which in this fifteen- 
minute debate I can not enlarge upon, where an independent 


refinery has been deprived of its supply of oil because it would 
not agree to the prices of the pipe lines. A small well owner is 


compelled to take the price that is offered by the controller of 


the trunk line. 
This is not a case of a transportation company owning the 
property, like a railroad owning a coal mine. It is exactly like 


a railroad buying the coal of the coal miner and transporting it, 
which it would have an undoubted right to do. We have an 
dment to come in this bill to prevent railroads from owning 
the properties the products of which they transport, but nobody 
proposes to say that the railroads shall not transport iron or 
lumber or coal which they have bought for their own use. The 
pipe-line companies buy the oil they use in their own refineries 
na 


ue! 


owing to the fact that they buy the oil, if you put in the 
s “carry for the public,” the pipe lines go right out from 
r this amendment, in my judgment. 

kurther than that, we have here in this first clause a state- 
ment that the rule shall apply where the carriage is partly by 
rail and partly by water. Why should it not apply where it is 
ly by pipe line and partly by rail and partly by water? 

There was allusion made in the message which was read here 

lay to the New England case which has been before the In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, where the oil is brought in pipe 
ines to the seaboard in New Jersey, carried by water to Bridge- 
port, and placed there in the great reservoirs of the Standard 









Oil. There is a uniform rate over the roads there. There is an | 
rrangement of prorating, which I do not profess to understand, | 
but the net result is that no oil can come into the territory of 
New England, practically, except the Standard Oil, and that, I 
understand, happens also in regions of the South and the South- 
It seems to me that when we are putting under the control 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission transportation that | 
i artly by rail and partly by water we ought not to omit 
transportation of one of the greatest and most useful commod- 
es that enter into daily life because it is partly by pipe line 
1 partly by rail and partly by water. 
I have no desire to pursue this or any other corporation. 
It appears to » that it is a plain injustice to the railroads of 
ountry to put them all under the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, to make the most drastic regulations to control 
ipervise them, and leave out one of the greatest articles 
terstate commerce in which there are dealings in this 
< } ry 
No small oil-well owner is going to be hurt. There is no 
proposition, as the letter read by the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
HLA! indicates, to push up the prices or push down the prices 
make it impossible for pipe line to operate. It is simply ! 
to give relief, if relief is sought, to those who find that they 
‘e not fairly treated, or think they are not fairly treated by 
the pipe lines, through which alone practically they can get 
weir commodity to market. 
Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish first, before offering | 
nendment, to make a parliamentary inquiry, and that is 
whether an amendment to the amendment offered by the Sena- 
tor from Massachusetts would be in order? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. An amendment to the amendment |} 
proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts is in order. 
Mr. MORGAN, I offer an amendment to that amendment. 
fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment to the 
amendment will be stated. 
Mr. MORGAN. In line 5 of the amendment, after the word 


er,’ I move to insert the following words: 


At any place within the jurisdiction 


United States. 


or within the governmental 
thority of 


Mr. LODGE. 
I offered is the 


If the Senator will permit me, the amendment 
second draft, which is on the fifth page. 


Mr. MORGAN. I have the amendment printed here. 

Mr. LODGE. I offered a second draft, which is on the fifth 
page of the pamphlet the Senator has in his hand. If he will 
turn over two pages he will find it. That is it. 

Mr. KEAN. It is the third amendment. 

wr. LODGE. It is the third amendment. 

‘ir. MORGAN. Yes; in the fifth line the amendment I sug- 


is exactly correct there. After the word “ water,” in the 








| rate of 90 cents ($0.90) a barrel for the crude oil, if eit! 
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fifth line, I move to amend by inserting the words whi -) ] h: 
read. I offer this amendment to meet — 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be state at th 
desk. a 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from A}q) L will 
allow the Secretary first to state the proposed amendieyt. — 
Mr. MORGAN. Very well. : 

The Secretary. In line 5 of the proposed amende + after 
the word “ water,” insert: 0 
At any place within the jurisdiction or within the goyepyy, tal 
authority of the United States. ee 
Mr. MORGAN. I am now trying to provide so ihat ta 
amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts, which | think 
is a correct amendment to this bill, shall apply to the isthy) - 

Canal Zone, and my reason for it is that Congress haying ¢ 
ferred absolute and unqualified and unlimited legis].; power 


upon the President, he has made a contract in reeard i, 4 





pipe line across the Canal Zone in favor of the Unio: Oil Com. 
pany, of California. That is a large, powerful com) which 
is seeking to get into direct competition with all the oil pro. 
ducers who find a market on the Atlantic coast. "4 Presi. 
dent has granted a pipe-line privilege, a charter t is to 
say, a concession, as it is called in Panama—to a certain eo. 
pany to establish a pipe line across the Isthmus. The Goyernmen+ 
of Panama furnishes the charter for the pumping tions at 
either end, one at Panama and the other at Colon, and the 


United States furnishes the privilege of crosstng the | 
upon certain terms and conditions. 

I hold the contract in my hand and will ask that it be printeq 
in the RecorpD as a part of my remarks. I have no 
read it. 

The paper referred to is as follows: 

The President of the United States, upon the recommendatio; 
Secretary of War, hereby grants to the Union Oil Compa: 
fornia, a revocable license to construct, operate, and main 
line and appurtenances for the transmission and delivery of oil over 
and across the lands owned by the United States or by the Par 
Railroad Company—a company in which the United States { 
of all the shares of capital stock—and across the territory noy 


sthmus 


Line to 











trolled by the Government of the United States known t Cana 
Zone, in the Isthmus of Panama. 

The meaning of this revocable license is that, with r t to 
lands which are owned either by the Government of the 1) 1 St 


or the railroad company, authority for such pipe line across wn 
is hereby given. With respect to lands owned by privat: ns in 
the Canal Zone said Union Oil Company must also obta i 
from the owners thereof before constructing the pipe line t! 
lands. This license is intended only to give the rev 
occupy lands which are the property of the United States and ay 
road company with such a pipe, and to extend to the Un Oil ¢ 
pany the revocable right to apply to private owners of th« 
necessary to construct the pipe line, and after havin d tl 
permission, to maintain a continnous pipe line across the Canal Z 
during the continuance of this license. 

But said revocable license is granted on the following express co1 
ditions: 

First. That at any time the chief engineer of the Canal Commission 
may by notice require the removal of the pipe line, not 
lands owned by the United States and the railroad comp but f 
the Canal Zone entirely. 

Second. That the pipe line is to be constructed by the 
in a suitable location to be designated by said chief engin: 

Third. That any change or changes in the location of said pipe lir 
that may from time to time be thought necessary by said engineer 
shall be made by said company promptly at its own exper 

Fourth. That the said pipe line shall be constructed and operation 
on or before the Ist of August, 1906. 

Fifth. That after the pipe line is constructed and ready for the 
flowing of oil the Union Oil Company shall pay into 
of the Canal Zone the sum of $500 a month, in money e 
States, for the support of the public schools of the Can Lone, 
the first of each and every month in advance. Should 
constructed before the ist of August, then the mon 5 
are to be made from the time that oil begins to flow in 1 pe, at 
the monthly rate before stated. Should this license be 1, the 
revocation to take effect at any time after the Ist of 
there shall be a payment to the Union Oil Company of t 





| the part of the month remaining after the revocation of tlic 


This revocable license is granted on the further condi 
shall be furnished, at any convenient point to be selected chief 
engineer of the Canal Commission along the line of the | ne in 
the Zone, to the railroad company or the Canal Commis at t 


Commission or the railroad company desires it. , 
It is distinctly understood that this is not an exclus exe 
granted to the Union Oil Company, and that the Presi sel 
the right to grant other such revocable licenses as it may 
and in the public interest. 
As the railroad company exists under a charter 





as a N York 


corporation, and is under the technical control of the I nt and 
board of directors, this revocable license should be accom i y & 
revocable license from the railroad company concurring i) Bed, 
of this revocable license upon the terms and conditions | roe 
in order that the revocable right to enter upon the lands aut 


road company for the construction and maintenance of 
may be made technically complete. 
THEODORE R 


By the President: 


JANUARY 10, 1906. 
Mr. MORGAN. The other oil producers on the ls 


Wm. H. Tart, Sceret 


coast 








os 


ORAKER. 
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aint against the company making this contract that 
common carrier, that it was carrying oil on pri- 
but created for the purpose of competition with 
ells on the Atlantic coast. 
was presented to the Secretary of War and ar- 
him, and he declined to declare that this pipe line 
jon earrier. If there is a common carrier in the 
pipe line, for the reason that its only purpose, at 
in purpose, is to bring its oil from the Pacific coast, 
its wells are, into competition with all the oil pro 
1d markets on the Atlantic coast, and to cut them 
privilege of going through their pipe lines in the 
on and competing with its wells. 
tract made by the President of the United States, 
for the sake of argument, is the highest exer- 
tive power that is possible in the Government of 
and is to all intents and purposes an act of 
entuates the necessity of the amendment of the 
1 Massachusetts, and makes it the duty of Congress 
se conditions to declare that this law, when it 
ll extend to all places within the jurisdiction of the 
; Government or within the authority of the Gov- 
the United States. I therefore offer the amendment 
dment of the Senator from Massachusetts. I hope 
will accept it. 
Mr. 


States 


is 


President, I offer an amendment to 


GAN. I believe my amendment has not been acted 
E-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Ohio sus- 
it? Is there objection to the amendment proposed 
r from Alabama? 
VERIDGE. Let it be read. 
PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
read. 
rARY. 
water,” 


In line 5 of the proposed amendment, after 
insert : 
» within the jurisdiction or within the governmental au- 
United States. 
E-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the 
ment is agreed to. 
My attention was distracted and I 
amendment read again. 


amendment 


should like 


b-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
read. 
tary again read the amendment to the amendment. 


} 


ment to the amendment was agreed to. 
-AKER. I would like to have the attention of the 
Massachusetts. I offer an amendment to his | 
ind I want to briefly explain it. 
rER. Will the Senator from Ohio withhold his 


a moment? 
mendment. 
I Very well; I withhold my amendment, if 
from Montana desires, for the present. 
ER. Mr. President, the situation presented this 
ry instructive. I anticipated just about such a 
condition as that in which the Senate now finds 
I think every other Senator anticipated the diffi- 


I should like to address myself to 


ten years after the interstate-commerce act became 
the belief that Congress had vested in the Inter- 
e Commisson the right to substitute a just and 
for one found to be unreasonable. The Su- 
of the United States finally held that that power 
vested according to the intent of Congress, and 
t the Interstate Commerce Commission was an im 
of inquiry merely. It has so remained from the 
» decision was rendered up to this hour. It finds 
nable, extortionate, or excessive, as the case may 
the language was employed to cover, but it is 
t power save to find that a wrong is being inflicted 
ic by the interstate carrier. 
lition of that decision up to this hour the people 
f this country and engaged in all kinds of business 
ceasing importuned the Congress of the United 
in the Commission the power which it originally 
is vested with. In response to that long-continued 
demand, the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
ce of the chief law officer of the Government, the 
ieral, prepared and submitted to another branch of 
bill. The House of Representatives, through its 
ter careful deliberation reported that bill, and it 
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was passed by a majority rarely given to any public measu 
presented in either House of Congress 

The pith and point and substance of that bill is to vest in the 
Interstate Commerce Commiss the right ix a re hhle 
rate for a common carrier engaged in the t isuctio f 
ness where a rate is found to be unrea ie | ent 
of this power in the Commission is the ‘ e tl Con 
gress can make to the widespread dem 

That bill came to this body. I am on ‘ ved 
when it reached the Senate, and I believe to-~ hat 
policy for this body to pursue was and is to pass this b 
amendment. If, however, amendment is necessary, consis 
as well as my own deliberate judgment requires that t ‘ 
ments be circumscribed to the narrowest possible limit. I would 
not see interjected into this measure any proposition cal l 
unnecessarily to raise a constitutional question, nor « ote 
for any proposition submitted by an opponent of the b S 
ing the bill upon principle, unless that nent st 
have been given very careful consideration. Such consid i 
I submit, can not be given to the amendment before us rhe 
Senator himself amended it upon its presentation this g 
He had twice before drawn it. It has been amended t 
Senator from the State of Alabama [Mr. MorcGan], an 
are called upon to vote upon it. 

What will be the effect of that amendment upon this b 
is incorporated in it? I observe that the bill itself re 
common carriers. This amendment proposes to make the er- 
state-commerce law applicable to all persons rhe Sen r very 
wisely seeks to remedy an evil from which the people of Nev 


England suffer and from which the people in all other 


of the country suffer, but will he, pray, tell us why, after g 
with the subject-matter which he seeks to remedy, does | ise 
the broad and comprehensive term “or other commod b 


means of pipe lines, or partly by pipe lines and partly by rail- 
road, or partly by pipe lines and partly by water?” 






I am not prepared to say that that will not inject the Inte 
state Commerce Commission as a ruling factor in the 1 ‘ 
ment of the two large irrigation schemes partly in the St 
Montana. One of them passes out of the jurisdiction 
United States into Canada, and the other crosses 1 
the State of North Dakota from our State Is t S I 
from Massachusetts prepared to say, without further 
tion, that this water, not for municipal purposes, be« the 
Senator has guarded that 

Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt | ? 

Mr. CARTER. Yes. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator from Montana is ¢ 1 
about the Interstate Commerce Commission cGarrving 

| pipe lines, I will say that I am perfectly willing to except 

Mr. CARTER. I should think the Senator would b« i] 
should think the Senator should specify the commodit 
end that we may know what commodities xre ended 1 
included in the bill. The commodities probat 1 ft | 
gas. Why not so state, if that be true? 

Mr. President, I do not wish to be und rd oO 
the probably meritorious amendment of the Senator fro Mas 
| sachusetts if applicable to the common car I « 
the injection of amendments into this bill, \ ! 
have not been printed, when the Senate « it dete 
the constitutionality or the general effect 1 { | 
of the amendment proposed. I submit to Ss 
Massachusetts that it would be wise, amended as this 
tion has been on the floor, amended by the Ser 
upon its presentation, nowhere in print for { 
be printed and laid upon the desks of S« s | 
voted upon. 

Mr. FORAKER. I now offer the amendment whicl send 
to the desk, to the amendment heretofore |] seq } { C 
ator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio 
an amendment to the amendment of the Se rf 
chusetts [Mr. Loper], which will be stated. 

Mr. NELSON. What was done with the 
by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morea 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was agreed to I 
from Ohio proposes an amendment, which w I 

The Secretary. In line of the amend: 
after the word “any,” it is proposed to ins 
poration or any;” and in line 3, after the \ 
it is proposed to insert the words “ except natur gas. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, I presume I have a right to speak to 
my amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be « e more stated. 


Mr. FORAKER. I will explain the amendment. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. 
ir. FORAKER. 
fered an amendment 


as follows: 





Let it be again stated. 
The Senator from Massachusetts has of- 
which as I propose to amend it would read 


Any corporation or any person or persons engaged in the trans- 
portation of oil or other commodity, except natural gas or water for 
municipal purposes, etc. 

The amendment I have offered differs from that only in this, 
that after the word “ commodity ” I insert simply “and except 


natural gas;” stopping there, 
for municipal purposes.” 


Now, I want to say that I do not care anything about the oil 


part of this amendment; I do not care anything about the 
water part of it. I am not going to take any time or any 
trouble to answer what the Senator has said about oil and | 


water; but as to natural gas, that is a matter of very great im- 


portance to us. It is one thing to furnish gas for municipal 
purposes and it is a very different thing to furnish gas for 


manufacturing purposes. The people who are spending their 
take natural gas into the city of Cincinnati not only 
want to light the streets of the city with it, which will be a 
municipal purpose, but they want to furnish it to the manufac- 
turers of Cincinnati in the mills, foundries, machine shops, and 
wherever natural can be used. I do not understand why 
the Senator should so tenaciously insist that the words “ munic- 
ipal purposes ” should be added. If he will strike those words 
out, I shall be perfectly satisfied with that amendment with the 
amendment I have offered to it. 

Mr. LODGE. I have not meant to be tenacious about the use 
of the words “ municipal purposes.” I thought they covered a 
point which was made with great force. So far as I am con- 
cerned, I am perfectly wHling to except natural gas and water. 
All I want to get at 
where the great abuse is, 

Mr. CARTER. ‘Then why not strike out the words “ or other 
umodity,” and make the amendment specific? 

Mr. LODGE. Make it apply to oil alone? 

Mr. CARTER. 
it apply to oil alone. I not know, 
what the term “other commodity ” in 
include beyond gas and water. 


monev to 
it) 


i} 


fas 


nor does know, 


that 


do anyone 


connection 


Mr. LODGE. I am perfectly willing to leave those words 
out All I want to get at is the transportation of oil. 

Mr. CARTER. Then I move to strike out the words “or 
other commodity.” 

Mr. HOPKINS. I suggest that that amendment will not be 


in order until we take a vote on the amendment of the Senator 








leaving out the words “ water | 


is the transportation of oil, for that is | 
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I should think that it would be better to have | 


would | 


of | 


from Ohio |Mr. ForRAKER] to the amendment of the Senator 
fr Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois is cor- | 
r The Senator from Ohio has proposed an amendment to | 
tl endment, which will be stated. 

fhe Secretary. It is proposed to amend the amendment of 
Mr. Lopce in line 2, after the word “any,” by inserting “ cor- 
poration or any;” and in line 3, after the word “ commodity,” 
by inserting the words “ except natural gas.” 

Mir. NELSON. I should like to hear the amendment read 
as would stand if the amendment to it should be adopted. 

TI VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- |} 
qut l 

r) Secretary read the amendment as proposed to be 
amended, as follows: 

poration or any person or persons engaged in the trans- | 
rn 1 of « ‘ ( ‘rr commodity, except natural gas, by means 
| pipe lines and partly by railroad, or partly by 
i I nd wate who shall be considered and held to be 
carric within the meaning and purpose of this act, and | 
to, ¢ 

Mr. GALLINGER. The words “at any place within the 
jur liction.”’ « were inserted. 

The Secrerary. After the word “ water,” in line 5, there 
were inserted the words “at any place within the jurisdiction 
O thin the governmental authority of the United States.” 

Mr. LODGI If it is in order for me to say a word or two, 
I wish to spe on that amendment I wish to reply to ques- 
t that have been asked me, not on the floor, but otherwise, 

; to the carrying of oil. 

(hese pipe-line companies carry oil not only from the well 

» their own refineries, but they buy it at the well, and carry 
t f the well to other places and other refineries. By their 

ssion they can run different grades and different lots 
pert lv well. 

i do not care to detain the Senate, but I ask leaye to put into 

e Recorp a letter, which I have here, from which I will read 








M AY 4, 


but a few sentences. The president of the Columbia 0j! ¢o,, 
pany, of New York, says in the letter: " 


I am a producer of petroleum in West Virginia and a refin 
leum in New York Harbor, and have considerable trouble in ; 
quantity of crude oil sufficient to run our works. 

+ = * * z 


I have made application to the Standard Oil Company for { sporta 
tion of my oil, and offered to pay them the usual gathering se 
portation charges. They refuse to deliver me my own oil. hee 
to sell it to them at their price, although I am ready to pry et — 
of 10 or 20 cents a barrel over the market price and the et: Reece 
portation rates. = 


That demonstrates from his experience that the pipe | 
panies have carried oil from his well to his refinery 
is absolutely at their mercy. 

I think, Mr. President, that I should like to have { 
letter printed in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ordered. 

The letter referred to is as follows: 

COLUMBIA OIL COMPANY OF New } e 
New York, March 29, 1 


1e@ Com- 
i yet he 


s a 


‘ entire 


Without objection, it wy be 


SO 


Senator LopGe, 
Washington, D. C. 


Deak Sir: I noticed by the papers that you have proposed 
ment to the railroad rate bill making pipe lines common ca: 
lines should be common carriers whether they are private li: 
lines where they connect with public lines that are common « 
der the law. For your information I give you a short persona 
of my connection with them. It is as follows: 

I am a producer of petroleum in West Virginia and a refine; 
leum in New York Harbor, and have considerable trouble in | 
a quantity of crude oil sufficient to run our works. 


1 amend- 
Pipe 
r publie 
r pu 
| sketch 
of pet 


I feel aggrieved at the treatment by the Standard Oil Compan 
owner of the pipe lines, and the Pure Oil Company, contro f other 
pipe lines that run in that field. Both companies refuse to deliver to 
me the oil I produce, and I have to sell it to both at the prices they 
make. 

I understand you are now trying to frame some bill that wil! put the 
people on an equality ; it would be well for vou to know the condition of 


the business and how both companies have created and keep 2 mono 
in the business. , aoe 

Eurcka Pipe Line.—This company is owned by the Standa 
pany. It passes through Ohio and West Virginia. It receiy 
line oil that is produced on a lease I own in Wetzel County, \ 
takes this oil to United Pipe or National Transit Lines and 
through that system to Jersey City. 

I have made application to the Standard Oil Company for 1 
tion of my oil and offered to pay them the usual gatherin s 
portation charges. They refuse to deliver me my own oil and | have to 
sell it to them at their price, although I am ready to pay a | im of 
10 or 20 cents a barrel over the market price and the current trans; 
tation rates. 

They claim that the “ Eureka Pipe Lines” is not a p 
that it is a private concern, and is not subject to the laws tl 1 
public carriers. The National Transit Line is a public carrier, but 
account of the receiving or initial lines being a private « rn, they 
need not take the oil and are not amenable to the law as public carri: 
are. 

Pure Oil Company.—The Pure Oil Company has been « - 
der the New Jersey law as an independent corporation to aid producers 
and refiners and marketers of petroleum in opposition to 1 
Oil Company. It controls the United States Pipe Line. 

United States Pipe Line.—The United States Pipe Lin: \ 
line and common carrier. It commences at Marcus Hook, on the 
ware River, and runs through to Oil City, Pa. 

The Producers and Refiners’ Line is also owneed by t P 

Company. It is a limited copartnership under the Penns) 
It commences at Oil City, Pa. (where the United States Pipe Line ends), 
and runs down through Butler County, Pa., to West Virgil: I 
gathers the oil in West Virginia and southern Ohio and mps it 
through to Oil City, where it connects with the United Stites Pipe 
line Company. 

I have petroleum production in Wetzel County, W. Va.., t goes in 
that line. The Pure Oil Company also refuses to delive: the oil 
I produce and own, and claim that they are a limited « nership 
and not a common carrier. I have to sell it to them at t 
although I need it in my business. 

The object of this letter is to show the condition of pipe lines th 
are owned by private parties or copartnerships and noi 1 
riers that work in connection with other lines that I 
carriers. 

In my opinion all pipe lines should be common carri and 
producer of oil anywhere should be at liberty to sell the t tes of 
their oil to anyone wishing to purchase them, and the « l 
received and delivered to all on equal conditions. This w 1 er 
an open market and the producers could get all that their | t was 
worth. : 

Common carriers.—They refuse to deliver the oil to r W 
they want it, and generally deliver it in some out-of-the-\ at 
will cost more to take it from the point of delivery t! 
brought by rail from the point of production. 

Difference in cost between rail and pipe-line rates 1 
handled by pipe lines at about one-tenth what it will cos! Sa 

The oil monopolies owning pipe lines generally mak: ae 
public do their business by rail, they, through influence ! g rau 
rates while they do their business by pipe lines. 

Marketing crude petroleum.—On account of the inter: 
pipe lines, viz: Standard Oil Company and Pure Oil Com . 


s into its 
Va. It 


$ pumped 





insporta- 


nd trary 





to receive oil for transportation and deliver it to the « eo 
oil, it prohibits an open market for crude petroleum od 
has to sell it to the Standard Oil Company or its agents ; 
ard Oil Company’s price, and to the Pure Oil Compan) ; 
ducers and Refiners’ Line (which is owned by the Pure ‘ 
at their price, although the owners of the oil stand ready, aoe 
case I have offered a premium of 10 cents per barrel p! 7 


portation and charges for my oil. 








19! iH. 
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1 should be looked into by the lawmakers and laws enacted tat Mr. LODGE. If the Senator prefers that there should be 
would put ea refiners of oil on an equal footing to buy | 9 yote on that amendment, I am perfectly willing to have a vote 
M | their prt tS. i : 

- our information I inclose a blotter issued by the Pure Oil | Upon it, 
a iv. I have orsen a pen edge eags = it ss Oil City. Ae = Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think there undoubtedly ought to be a 

‘ Philadelphia or Marcus ook the two ines are owne¢ vy the | vo e, SS s » Sen; » +? . all ; PS ee i owe 
Ci ‘intes Eipe Line Company. One line transports refined oil; | ¥ te, unless ome Senator will explain why gas should be ex 
inches in diameter; the other transports crude oil and is cluded and oil included, since they are both substantially the 

hes in diameter. — Li ¢ on cit . same. goth are considered as minerals, and the earrying of 

‘roducers and Refiners’ Line commences a il City and runs them in pine lines has beet cided in hk oon cence » inter- 

eto West Virginia. The little red marks show gathering or | - pipe lines has been decided in both cases to be inter 
t . state commerce. I do not see and have not yet heard why one 
rude oil line is from two to six inches in diameter and it | should be excepted and the other included. 
; oil from West Virginia to the United States Pipe Line. It Mr. CARTER. I will now renew mv an 
5 f a and : ; Mr. Ci DR. ny amendment to the 
te e refiners in Oil City, Titusville, Warren, and Brad- . < : ; a ? 
uted to the re " : amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Longe] by 
| been very active in the organization of the United States striking out the words “ or other commodity ” in line 3 
une Line Company (in which I am now a director), and also I have Mr. PETTUS. Mr. Presiden ask for a vote hv venas : 
] y active in the organization and management of the Pure}. I TU fh Presider t, t k for a vot vy veas and 
Oil ‘any. ‘This concern is entirely independent and in competi- | DAYS on the amendment of the Senator from Montana [Mr. 


the Standard Oil Company. It, however, is run on lines that 


as close a corporation if not closer than the Standard Oil 


irther information will be cheerfully given by, 
Yours, respectfully, 
liven KING. 
\ir. BEVERIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Massachusetts a question. 
\ir. CARTER. If the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEvER- 


il excuse me for a moment, I wish to say to the Sena- 
{ mm Ohio [Mr. Foraker] that if he will withdraw his 
nt and permit the one I have suggested to be adopted 
| think it will obviate the necessity of adopting his amendment. 
\lir. FORAKER. If I understand, the Senator from Montana 


| ffered an amendment striking out the words “or other 
eC dity.”. If that should be adopted, of course my amend- 


” 


-erting the words “except natural gas” would not be 
Therefore I am willing to withdraw my amendment 
present, if I may do so. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Ohio withdraws 
idment, and the Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] 
an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 

husetts [Mr. Lopce], which will be stated. 
REVERIDGE. Mr. President, before that is done I wish 
that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] had 
the floor and had not coneluded his address, and I desired to ask 
l question on a matter which has not been made clear to me 
vhat the Senator from Ohio has said, and that is, that if 
sported by means of pipe lines shall be considered inter- 
mmeree and be within the provisions of this bill, why 

ld not gas carried through pipes be also considered inter- 

mumerce and be within the provisions of this proposed 


Sir) 


\f, 


LODGE. Let me say, in reply, that the carrying of 
| gas in pipes has been held by the courts to be interstate 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Why, then, should it not be included in 
amendment? 
LODGE. 


\f 


I have not the references to the decisions by 
I think it ought to be included, as I think in the same 
control of the water supply should be; 


CARTER] to the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts 
[Mr. Longe}. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Montana will be stated. 

The Secretary. On line 3 of the proposed amendment of Mr. 
LopcE, after the word “oil,” it is proposed to strike out the 
words “ or other commodity.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 


to the amendment will be regarded as agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Oh, no, Mr. President; there is 
tion to it. I move to lay the amendment of the 
Montana to the amendment of the Senator from 
on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
will state his point of order. 


‘ pposi- 
Senator from 


Massachusetts 


Mr. GALLINGER. My point of order is that, under the 
agreement, that motion is not in order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair feels uncertain as to 


the precise interpretation of the agreement made on April 30 
of the right to move to lay an amendment on the table, which, 


under the rules, is not a debatable motion and might be a vio 
lation of the agreement. The agreement provides that the 
discussion upon amendments shall proceed under a _ fifteen- 


minute rule, and that the amendments shall be disposed of when 


the discussion thereon is concluded. A motion to lay an amend- 
} ment on the table is one method of disposing of it The 
| Chair therefore feels some hesitation about entertaining the 
| Senator’s motion without some expression of the understand- 
ing and wish of the Senate in the matter, as the Chair has no 
power to enforce the terms of an agreement which might con- 


flict with the rules. Therefore the Chair will inquire whether 
it is the understanding of the Senate that such a motion should 
be entertained before the debate on amendment has been 


the 


| concluded, and will request that the motion be withheld unti' 


but I do not | 


to endanger in any way or complicate the issue and defeat | 


‘rection of the evil which I am seeking to meet. 
this in because I think it is an act of justice, and I think 
it article of interstate commerce, as to which there 
i great abuses, ought to be included. 
Senator from Montana [Mr. Carter] referred to me as 
ny of the bill. I am not an enemy of the bill; I pro- 
the Senator from Montana mean that because of that I 
emy of the bill? I think the bill can be greatly im- 
by amendment. I think as it stands it is crude and 
ent legislation and that it will not meet the evils we are 
to cure. 
of the law itself. It does not follow that a Senator is 
to a bill because he seeks to amend it. 
President, I will say to the Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
GE] that I agree with him entirely as to the soundness 
proposition, but I do not desire to hamper this amendment 
hy unimportant points. 
BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator takes his seat I wish 
llow the question which I asked and which he answered 
s: Since the carrying of gas through pipes is interstate 
erce as much as is the carrying of oil through pipes, why 
| the including of gas within the bill complicate the car- 
: of oil? It is complicated by the other just the same. 
lr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have heard of no abuses in the 


ing of natural gas from one State to another, but there 
ave been abuses. 


ir. BEVERIDGE. 
XL-——399 


\Tr 


It is subject to great abuse. 





I desire | 


the Chair understands the wish of the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. In view of the statement of the Chair, 
I withdraw the motion to lay on the table and insist on a vote 
on the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope the Chair will not decide adversely 
to the suggestion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON ], at 
least not without a hearing. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Senator from Texas with- 
| draws his motion to lay the amendment to the amendment on 


| the table. 


Therefore I want to amend the bill in the in- | 


Mr. CULBERSON. I understand the Chair did not rule on 


| the point, and I have no occasion to press it. 
| o vote for it, but I prefer to have a broad court review. | 


Mr. 'TELLER. I rise to a question of order. 
consent agreement does not deprive a Senator 


The unanimous- 


of his right to 





move to lay a motion on the table. I referred to that fact thi 
other day when we were fixing the rule, when I said that in 
case there was any attempt to evade the rule in coming to a 
fair vote it would be in the power of the Senate to lay the 
amendment on the table, and thus maintain the integrity of the 
rule. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The purpose of the Chair is as to 


the question raised to ascertain the sense of the Senate with re 
spect to its own agreement. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should be very glad, Mr. President, if 
the unanimous-consent agreement did permit of a motion to lay 
an amendment on the table: but I submit to the Chair and to 
the Senate that a reading of the rule must lead to the conclu- 
sion that that motion is not in order when debate is pr ling. 
If it were in order, then debate could be absolutely cut off on 
every amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, the motion to lay upon the 
table is one of the motions of highest privilege in any legislative 
body, and it can not be cut off by an agreement of this kind 
any more than a motion to adjourn can be cut off. An amend- 


COOL 
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ment can be disposed of as well by laying upon the table as it 
ean be by voting it down or postponing it indefinitely. A mo- 
tion to lay an amendment on the table is a disposition by the 
Senate of that amendment, and clearly is within the terms of 
the agreement. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 

The VICE-PRESI 
orcer., 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
ing before the Senate. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. There is pending the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Montana to the amendment of 
the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I rise to a point of order, Mr. President. 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of 
order. 


Mr. 





I rise to a point of order, Mr. President. 
DENT. ‘The Senator will state the point of 


The point of order is that there is noth- 


BEVERIDGE. My point of order, Mr. President, is that 
this time, as Senators have addressed the Senate on this ques- 
whether the 
an amendment 
rovides for debate 


LAN 
i 


tion, 
lay upon the table, since the agreement 
under the fifteen-minute rule. If, then, we 
make a motion to lay upon the table, debate may be cut off 
tirely and thus the agreement be destroyed. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I rise to a point of order. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of 
order 
Mr. TILLMAN. If there any man here more anxious to 
ect this legislation than I am, I want to find him and shake 
1 by the hand. But the agreement declares that an amend- 
‘nt shall be discussed under the fifteen-minute rule, and at 
» end of the discussion we shall vote on it. It does not say 
inything about amendments to amendments. 
ment to an amendment, and unless we have the power to lay 

to an amendment on the table we will be here 


p 
n 
en 


is 


( 
hit 
I 
t 


imendment 
until December. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
endment proposed by the Senator from Montana [Mr. Car- 
Ter| to the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. 


Lopcre]. It will be stated by the Secretary. 
The Secretary. In line 3 of the proposed amendment, after 
the word “ oil,” it is proposed to strike out the words “ or other 


commodity.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask for the yeas and nays on the 
amendment to the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. FRYE (when his name was called). The senior Senator 
from Louisiana [Mr. McENery] is paired with the junior Sena- 
tor from New York [Mr. Derew]. I am paired with the senior 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. GorMAN]. ‘Those pairs have been 
transferred, leaving the Senator from Louisiana and the Sena- 
tor from Maine at liberty to vote. I shaii net make this an- 
noul again during the pendency of the bill. I vote 


nN. 


Mr. McENERY (when his name was called). Under the an- 


ement 
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ts 
NAYS—53. 
Aldrich Clarke, Ark. Knox Penrose 
Alger Clay La Follette Perkins 
Allee Culberson Latimer Pettus 
Bacon Cullom Lodge Piles 
| Bailey Daniel McCreary Rayner 
Berry Dubois McEnery Simmons 
| Beveridge Elkins McLaurin Spooner 
Blackburn Foster Mallory Stone 
| Brandegee Frazier Martin Teller 
Burkett Frye Millard Tillman 
Burnham Fulton Money Warner 
Burrows Gamble Nelson 
Clapp Gearin Newlands 
Clark, Mont. Iilemenway Overman 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Allison Crane Kittredge Scott 
Ankeny Depew Morgan Taliaferro 
Burton Gorman Nixon ; 


is of the highest importance that it should be determined at | 


agreement may be destroyed by a motion to | 
itself | 


This is an amend- | 


Carmack Heyburn Patterson 


So Mr. Carter’s amendment to the amendment of Mr. Io; 
vas rejected. 

Mr. CARTER. I move to insert after the word 
ity,” in line 3 of the amendment of the Senator from 
chusetts [Mr. Lopes], the words “ except water.” 

Mr. FORAKER. I rise to inquire what is the status of tho 
amendment I offered? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Se; 

from Ohio to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, what the Senator from Ohio 
said, if the Recorp be consulted, was, that if the amendment 
of the Senator of Montana should be adopted, I, of course 
would withdraw my amendment, because it would then be un. 
necessary. 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator from Montana could not 
presented his amendment and had a yote on it unless th: 
Senator from Ohio had been withdrawn, because otherwise 


Massa- 


have 


1t of th 


| would have been an amendment in the third degree. 


nouncement made by the Senator from Maine I am at liberty to 
vote ind LI vote “nay.” 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALiison], who is ab- | 
sent from the Senate because he is not well. I therefore with- 


hold my vote. 
Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
‘ral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack]. I 


m advised that, notwithstanding that fact, I may vote on this 
I therefore vote “ nay.” 


question. 


Che roll call was coneluded. 
Mr. KITTREDGE. I have a general pair with the junior 


Senator from Colorado [Mr. PAtrerson], who is absent. In his 
absence, I withhold my vote. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO (after having voted in the negative). I 


sk if the junior Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr] has 


1 


rhe 


T 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that the 
Senator from West Virginia has not yoted. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I have a general pair with that Senator, 
nd therefore ask leave to withdraw my vote. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I desire to announce that my colleague [ Mr. 


HeyBuRN] is confined to his home by sickness. 
he result was announced—yeas 22, nays 53, as follows: 
YEAS—22. 
B ey Dryden Hopkins Smoot 
‘ . Flint Kean Sutherland 
Cis Wyo Foraker Long Warren 
I Gallinger McCumber Wetmore 
1D I Hale Platt 
D Hansbrough -roctor 


Mr. FORAKER. My amendment had been adopted 
the Senator from Montana offered his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] which was adopted. 

Mr. PETTUS. I eall the attention of the Presiding Officer 
to the fact that the amendment has not been reported. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not yet been read. 
the Senator from Ohio—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Then I renew my amendment, if it be in 
order to do that. 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment is, after the words “ or 
commodity,” to insert the words “except natural gas.” 

Mr. FORAKER. To insert the words “except natural gas.” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the amendment be reported from the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 

The Secretary. In line 8 of the proposed amendment, after 
the word “ commodity,” insert the words “ except natural gas.” 

Mr. KEAN. Will not the Senator also add “ water? 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment as I offered it read “or other 
commodity except natural gas or water for municipal purposes.” 
That is the way the amendment now reads, and the amendment 
must be to strike out the words “or water for municipal pur- 
poses.” ‘That is the proper form for the Senator’s amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What does he mean by “ water for municipal 
purposes ? ” 

Mr. LODGE. I thought “ for municipal purposes ” was 
erally understood. A city’s supply of water is what I : 
If my language is not clear, I shall be very happy to modify it 

Mr. ALDRICH. It may be my lack of comprehension. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again report the 
amendment as proposed by the Senator from Massachusett 

The SecrETaRY. It is proposed to amend the amendme! 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts to his original amend- 
ment by striking out the words “or water for municipal pur- 
OSes,” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am still not quite satisfied with the ex) 
nation of the Senator from Massachusetts. I want to 
whether this would include water for drinking purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Or for bathing purposes. 

Mr. LODGE. Of course. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not perfectly plain. ; 

Mr. LODGE. Water for municipal purposes, as I understand 
it, is water furnished to a city for the use of its inhabitants. 
At least I should so suppose. : ae og 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me ask the Senator a question. ‘\ i" 
about natural gas? Natural gas furnished to a city, with which 


bef 


yr 
Te 


Does 


other 


I 





i 
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to licht its streets, would be for a municipal purpose, but natural | opening up their own wells; they are supplying themselves 
‘nished to a manufacturer in his plant in the city would | therefrom; and it may be they will want to buy some gas. but 

for municipal purposes, as I understand. So I hope the} they will buy it as their own. There is no other customer there 

r water for municipal purposes ”’ may go out. except only this one company, which will own the 

“BAN. Strike out the word “ municipal.” It is not our purpose to engag 


5 ; aN ge in the business of a common ¢ 
VERIDGE. Let the amendment as it will read if | rier, and I do not think we ought to be treated : 





Mi ur S i ) 

| be reported. rier when we are not. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the | Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to call the attention of the Senate to 
it of the Senator from Massachusetts as it will read | a contention made by the Senator from Ohio in the beginning 

amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio is/ this discussion. My idea is that if tl eee 

te, | fields of West Virginia is not put under f é | 
creTARY. In section 1, line 1, after the word “to” at | strumentality, this first concern which | g 

of the line, insert the words: | field and get to the gas supply will 


oration or any person or persons engaged in the transp: rta- | OWhers around within the area of pressure. Th 
- other commodity, except natural 




















ol : ~ tte ; _ by means of pipe | of gas will have a monopoly and will exact ti , 
y tly } yipe |! PS and parti vat or ar y pipe | t x : hi 
: — ce renee e yithin ! e wt sdiction ee Within mae : who has gas under his land and who b 3 
ental authority of the United States, who shall be consid would create a monopoly similar to the oil n 
i to be common carriers within the meaning and purpose | ard Oil, and I can see no reason under the sun wl 
and to. | to put the Standard Oil under the cont: e 4 | , 
1 VE RIDGE. If the Senator from Ohio, who offers this | Commerce Commission, and compel it to tr po 
will, after “ gas,” include the words “ for nut 1icipal | producers at a reasonable rate, we should not « ~ 
» I should be very glad indeed to vote for it. | to do the same thing. 
Lom 3. “That is the way it stood. | Mr. _ DRICH. Will the Senator allow me t 
’ REVERIDGE. I know that is the way it originally stood, questior 
! it the way it stands as the Senate is going to vote on it. Mr. 1 sLMAN. 
. LODGE. His very purpose is to get rid of those words. Mr. ALDRI¢ H. to asi n 
ORAKER. I do not want it restricted to municipal I am not satisfies sé r from M 
means by the tert purposes.” In 
EVE RIDGE. Then, unless the Senator from Massa- have certain water iat are o l by 1 
some other Senator can show me why natural gas | Cert lin other wa e owned 
ae included under the provisions of this bill as well | Uons. Now, I se to be subject t 
shen both are carried in pipe lines and are interstate visions of this act? 
shal | have to vote against it. Mr. LODG E. Both, I understand. It is 
POR \KER. I do not know that I am in order, but it is | determine it by the character of the ownershi| 
iment. I have just offered it. I suppose I am. I language of the amendment is “ municipal p ) 
} ready explained to the Senate that it so happens that it is desirable to . enlarge it, as has been suggested, 
‘is time they are building or getting ready to build— | the words “domestic and irrigation purposes.” If the Sei 
nances have already been passed—a pipe line from Cin- | thinks it is defective—— 
to the natural gas fields of West Virginia, a distance of Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know what the pm 
1) miles. It will cost about $5,000,000. The purpose Senator is. i am trying to find out want he means 
¢ natural gas to the city of Cincinnati and substitute know whether he means to cover water “Ml for it 
for artificial gas. It is to be distributed throughout the Mr. LODGE. If there is any doubt Pe mut it I tl 
‘ t is to be used not only for illuminating the streets, which | to _be enlarged. 
be a municipal purpose, but it is also to be furnished to _ Mr. FLINT. I ask that the words S l 
urers, and that is one of its principal purposes. tion” be inserted after the word “ muni al 
N nobody is interested in that enterprise, exeept only the Mr. ALDRICH. Would that include a manufact ! 
1 . who are building the line with the idea of bringing | Pose: 
; to Cineinnati, to do a great public service, and they Mr. FLINT. I do not think so. 
d trouble enough to set the enterprise on foot. They Mr. ALDRICH. The use of water for manuf u yy 
now in the midst of their trouble, trying to raise the | Poses in my part of the country is the most importa 
They have not yet been able to raise it all. If it Mr. LODGE. I think the best way would be to 
go out, after they have raised the money to build the altogether. 
t any man can take possession of it to bring gas there The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
own purposes, and that the line is to be under the the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, w] 
e of the Interstate Commerce Commission, I think it will | 24¢ain be stated by the Secretary. 
d of the enterprise. That is my notion of it. The Secretary. In the modified amendment of the Ser 
uld like to have natural gas excepted. I have no other | from Massachusetts strike out the words “or y 
st in the matter. I do not care what you do about oil or | cipal purposes;” so that it will read 
Ithough perhaps I ought to object to the provision | [pn the transportation of oil or other co1 i 
transporting water from one State to another, be-| by means of pipe lines. 
the truth is we, at Cincinnati, get our water, under the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection. th 
iterworks arrangement, from the Kentucky side of the | jg acreed to. 
ver, as the Senator from Kentucky well knows, on the| yr LODGE. Oh, Mr. Presid I ’ Y 
‘ opposite Dayton, on the Kentucky side. We go across | a division on that question. I tl © that is 
by permission of Kentucky, and we take our water from amendment that has been offered. . 
t being purer water than we can get on the other side.| wr CULBERSON. Mr. President, I d 
e are to be put under the Interstate Commerce Commis- | pending proposition. 
t is simply carrying this thing to a ridiculous extreme. |" the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from T 
know of anybody complaining about the transporta- | a vote. 
1 gas from West Virginia to Ohio to light cor cities | Mt. TILLMAN. Let ws divide. 
a gt Seem | - mr Mr. SPOONER. I ask that it be re-reported 
a heard any complaint. I hope the amendment wel The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from W 
oo sts he amendment be again 
IL Ly — AN. I should like to ask the Senator why the | a an ee ae modifi 
uuld not be open to the pipe line to compel a fair re- from Massachusetts, the Senator fr M 
or 2 reasonable and just rate or a justly compen- | after the werd + Oy mm dite ” t » st 
‘ eee . . : i« ’ PELLERION ’ 
ite, O1 something like that, in the event that the Inter | Mr. LODGE. Excuse me. T! 
— Commission should undertake to oppress this | ment, which I had the right to modify od 
] ORAKE R. I do not know how the Interstate Com- amendment. | rhe amendn _ ae 
ee The SecreTary. The amendm now 1 
nission can ms ike us become a common carrier if we | 
rant to be. We are not building this pipe line with the In the transportation of oil or other al 
ccommodating the people who have natural gas to sell, | °* V*te? *0F Municipa’ purposes, » 
only as we buy it from them ourselves. Our people are It is proposed by the Senator from Ohio to st e out 


ere; they are acquiring natural-gas territory; they are | words “or water for municipal purposes.” 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. SCOTT. I should like to ask the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts what effect that has on the pipe lines through which 
they carry water for mining purposes in the West, and where 
they carry it for irrigation purposes? 

Mr. LODGE. The proposition now is to strike out “ water.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment, which has been stated. [Putting the- question. ] 
In the opinion of the Chair, the noes have it. 

Mr. FORAKER. I demand a eall of the roll. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The yeas and nays are called for. 
Is there a second? In the opinion of the Chair, there is not. 
The amendment is disagreed to. 

Mr. CARTER. I propose to amend by inserting, in line 3, 
after the word “ commodity,” the words “ except water.” 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator will pardon me for once more 
ealling his attention to the language of the amendment. The 
amendment now reads, “or other commodity, except natural 
gas or water for municipal purposes.” 

Mr. CARTER. I object to the qualification “ municipal pur- 


’ 
Doses. 


Mr. LODGE. The Senator wants to strike out the words: 


“municipal purposes ” and leave the exception natural gas and 
water. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That would leave the gas to apply to the 
other. 

Mr. LODGE. No, that has been voted down. The Senator 
desires to strike out the word “ water.” 

Mr. CARTER. I do not desire the qualification “ municipal 
purposes,” as applied to water. 

Mr. LODGE. I see. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Montana pro- 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 


The Secrerary. It is proposed to modify the amendment by 


Se NE eee 


striking out, before the word “ water,” the word “or” and in- | 
sert “and;” and to strike out the words “for municipal pur- | 


poses. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. CARTER. I understand the fact to be that the Senator 
from Massachusetts has an amendment coming in after the word 
“commodity.” Let that amendment be stated. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state | 


the modification. 

Mr. LODGE. It is a part of the original amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state it. 

The Secretary. After the word “ commodity,” it is proposed 
to insert “ natural gas or water for municipal purposes.” 


ee 


Mr. FULTON. I submit that it should be “ana” instead 


of ar." 
Mr. GALLINGER. No. 
Mr. FULTON. That is why I asked to have it read. 
Mr. LODGE. I think it is necessary to divide them, as I 
stated—“ and except gas for municipal purposes.” 
Mr. DANIEL. I have not heard any assignment of ro: 


for making any exception on this proposition. I wil] he ae 

if the Senator from Massachusetts will state the reason wlyy ie 

wishes the exception made. ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginiy will 


suspend until the Senate is in order. 


Mr. DANIEL. I merely wish to inquire for what reaso) this 


exception should be made. I have heard it stated what the 
exception is, but what public service is to be subserved by nak. 
ing these interests exceptional to the balance of the pill’ 

Mr. LODGE. There are a great many cases where the jy. 
nicipalities own the water supply and the lighting supply, and 


it seems to me absolutely unnecessary that they should be put 
under the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Except water altogether. 

Mr. LODGE. It does not seem to be necessary to put 
them in. 

Mr. DANIEL. It does not do any harm to do it: it merely 
prevents any wrong being done. 

Mr. LODGE. I had no better reason than that I thought it 
was needless. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I will— 

Mr. CARTER. Mtr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at present. I think I will have to make 
the same inquiry. What does the Senator from Massachusetts 
mean by “ natural gas for municipal purposes? ” 

Mr. TELLER. We do not hear the Senator over here. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I want to ask the Senator from Massachu- 
setts what he means by “ natural gas for municipal purposes?” 

Mr. LODGE. Lighting a city. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There may not be half a dozen cities in the 
United States lighted by natural gas. 

Mr. LODGE. Quite so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. You do not pretend to exempt the city that 
lighted by artificial gas? 

Mr. LODGE. I had no intention of excepting that. I did 





j 


R 


not suppose there was much artificial gas in interstate com- 


Mr. LODGE. The Senate has just disagreed to an amend- | 


ment excepting natural gas alone and withdrawing the qualifi- 
cation “for municipal purposes.” 


att. 
all 


tain is to except water altogether? 
Mr. CARTER. Without qualification. 

Mr. LODGE. “ Except water.” Then the amendment ought 
to read “ except water or natural gas for municipal purposes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pro- 
posed amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. “ Except water or except natural gas for mu- 
nicipal purposes; ” so as to separate them. 

The Secretary. “ Except water or except natural gas for 
municipal purposes.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
is agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to have the amendment 

ed again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Tex the amendment will again be stated. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, while I have the floor, I 
| state that votes should be taken on amendments, and they 
uld not be submitted by way of unanimous consent. I re- 
spectfully submit that the proper way is to put the question 
whether an amendment is agreed to or not, rather than to say 
without objection, agreed to.” 


What the Senator wishes to 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will be glad to accom- | 


modate the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. FULTON. I should like to have the amendment read 
again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon requests 
a restatement of the proposed amendment. 

The Secretary. After the word “ commodity,” in line 3, it is 
proposed to insert “ except water or natural gas for municipal 
purposes.” 

Mr. CARTER. And the word “and”—. 


’ 


merce. Here and there there may be a case. 

Mr. ALDRICH. There are many communities in the United 
States near a State line where gas is carried across the State 
line for lighting purposes by private corporations. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator does not think it goes far 
enough, all he has to do is to move to strike out the word 
“ natural.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am trying to find out what is the purpose 
of the Senator. I am not making any suggestion. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not suppose there was any considerable 
interstate commerce in artificial gas. It was my ignorance, 
which I freely confess; and if it is necessary—I am glad to 
see the Senator from Rhode Island is anxious to make it 
drastic—I will move at the proper time to strike out the word 
“ natural.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Ohio this morning stated 
that cities outside of the city of Cincinnati were lighted by the 
gas companies of Cincinnati. 

Mr. FORAKER. Until recently. They are not at this time. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Not at the moment. But I have in mind a 
half a dozen cases. I suppose it is the intention of the Senator 
to except those? 5 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. That is met by leaving oat the 
word “ natural.” 

Mr. CARTER. In reply to the inquiry of the Senator from 
Virginia, so far as it applies to the transportation of water, I 
desire to say that my special solicitude in that behalf is to leave 
our irrigation canals subject to the local jurisprudence wihich 
is especially applicable thereto. For instance, one large system 
of canals conducting water from Idaho into Utah utilizes 
pipe lines to the extent of several miles. Therefore it wou d 
be unquestionably true, if this exception were not 1 ae 
that the pipe lines and the canals thus constructed wou be 
subject to the the regulations of the Interstate Commerce ©”! 
mission. The same would be true with reference to a & : 
scheme of irrigation involving flumes, pipes, canals exten ls 
across the line of North Dakota from the State of Monta! 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit a question: 

Mr. CARTER. Yes, sir. 
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‘Try BEVERIDGE. Would not the Senator’s entire purpose 


ho subserved by adding the words “for irrigation purposes,” 
ae ise water is transported from State to State for a large 
io of other purposes than irrigation and municipal pur- 
n I do not think anybody would have any objection to ex- 
« water for irrigation purposes. I suggest that modifica- 


‘ LODGE. Water is excepted altogether. 
\ir. CARTER. I think the general exception will 
\lr. NELSON. It may be a little ungracious to make the sug- 
»n. but this amendment has been adopted, and it seems to 
are discussing it after it has been adopted. 
LODGE. I suggest that in order to make the purport of 
t} mendment clear, it be made to read “except natural or 





il gas.’ 
. VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the modification 

W e made. 
Secretary. After the word “ commodity,” insert the fol- 


I t water and except natural or artificial gas for municipal pur- 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
iment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 
» amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to strike out “for municipal pur- 


nK ” because gas is used all over the United States for a 
thousand purposes by gas companies engaged in interstate com- 


1 e, I move to strike out “ except for municipal purposes.” 
\Mr. GALLINGER. I make the point of order that the amend- 


ment having been agreed to in Committee of the Whole it is not 
competent to amend it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. What amendment has been agreed to? 


Mr. GALLINGER. The one you are trying to amend. 
ir. ALDRICH. It is a part of the Senator’s original amend- 
ment that I am trying to amend. 
: GALLINGER. You are seeking to amend the Senator’s 
amendment 
\Mr. ALDRICH. I am seeking to amend a part of the Sen- 
tor’s original amendment, which, I submit to the Chair, I am 
to do. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is inclined to agree that 
ent is in order. The question is on agreeing to the 
lment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Rhode Island be stated. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. It will again be stated. 
\ir. GALLINGER. Let us understand it. 
The SECRETARY. 
rds “for municipal purposes.” 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
dment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Island. 
amendment was agreed to. 


man 
henan 


to the 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment as amended. 
Mr. MALLORY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. PETTUS. I ask for a vote by yeas and nays. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama de- 
I s the yeas and nays. Is there a second? In the opinion 


of Chair there is not. 
HiOPKINS. Before we vote on the amendment I should 
have it read. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will report the 
ent as it is amended, at the request of the Senator from 
I S 
SECRETARY. In section 1, line 1, after the word “to” 
end of the line, insert: 


rporation or any person or persons engaged in the transporta- 
or other commodity except water and except natural or arti 
by means of pipe lines or partly by pipe lines and partly by 
partly by pipe lines and partly by water at any place 
jurisdiction or within the governmental authority of the 
ites, who shall be considered and held to be common carriers 
» meaning and purpose of this act and to. 
SCOTT. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
'yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
ti | the roll. 
KITTREDGE (when his name was called). I have a 
L pair with the junior Senator from Colorado [Mr. Par- 
as I previously stated. Since the former vote was 
[ have arranged to transfer the pair to the junior Sena- 
in Idaho [Mr. Heysurn], permitting me to vote. I shall 
ake further announcement of this arrangement. I yote 


MORGAN (when his name was called). 


I am paired 
he Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
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In the amendment just agreed to strike out | 


| 


The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 75, nays 0, as follows: : 
YEAS—75. 
Aldrich Culberson Ilemenway Perkins 
Alger Cullom Hopkins Pettus 
Allee Dick Kean Pile 
Bacon Dillingham Kittredge Platt 
Bailey Dolliver Knox Proctor 
Berry Dryden La Follette Rayner 
Beveridge Dubois Latimer Scott 
Blackburn Elkins Lodge Simmons 
Brandegee Flint Lon SI t 
Bulkeley Foraker McCreary Ss] 
surkett Foster McCumber Stone 
Burnham Frazier McEnery Sutherland 
Burrows Frye McLaurin Taliaferro 
Carter Fulton Mallory a 
Clapp Gallinger Martin Tillman 
Clark, Mont, Gamble Millard Warner 
Clark, Wyo. Gearin Money Warren 
Clay Hale Nelson W : 
Crane Hansbrough Overman 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Allison Clarke, Ark. Heyburn Patterson 
Ankeny Daniel Newlands Pen 
Burton Depew Morgan 
Carmack Gorman Nixon 


So Mr. LopGe’s amendment as amended was agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. I move to amend by striking out the words 
“receipt, delivery, elevation, and,’ on page 3, line 7. I eall 
attention to the fact that on page 3 the term “ transportation ” 
is defined, and the term “transportation” is defined to include 
the receipt, delivery, and elevation of goods transported in in- 
terstate commerce. The conclusion of that paragraph is that 
common carriers are required to furnish such transportation 
In other words, common carriers are required to ] ide for the 
receipt of goods to be transported and for the delivery of good 


ry L & XLS 


after they have been transported, which, if it means anything 


roy 


at all, means delivery to the consignee at the place of consig 
ment. They are required also to provide for the elevation of 
goods, which means, I suppose, to provide an elevator ser 
It seems to me those words are not necessary to the ac 
plishment of the purposes we have in view, and that they are 
only included to bring confusion, and it ought all to go out. Ido 
not want to discuss it. I submit the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be st 


ce 
\ : 


The SECRETARY. On page 3, line 7, strike out the words “ re- 
ceipt, delivery, elevation, and.” 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I regret that I 1 not quite 
able to agree with the Senator from Ohio in respect to this 
matter. One of the common abuses of interstate transportation 
is extortionate charges and discriminations in connection with 


the receipt and delivery and especially with the eley: 
grain and such merchandise. 

The theory of this definition of transportation is that who- 
ever buys it buys all that there is connected with it. If a man 
desires grain sent from the interior to Chicago or New York, 
which requires special expenses for transfer and elevation and 
delivery at an intermediate point, such as Omaha, the 
of this bill is that all the expenses incident to the interstate 


transit of the merchandise shall be included in the transport 
tion, and the total price of it computed in the rate 

If these words are omitted, room is left for some of the most 
flagrant extortions and the most flagrant discriminations, esne 


cially in relation to the elevation of merchandise in transit I 
should therefore hope that that amendment would not pre 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. BAILEY. Let the amendment be read 


Son agreeing to 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again read 
at the request of the Senator from Texas. 

The SecreETARY. On page 3, line 7, strike out the words 
“receipt, delivery, elevation, and.” 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand that we are working in 
cordance with the printed amendments in their ord 
Secretary’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendments are considered 
only as they are offered from the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. Then I offer another amendment to section 
1. I move to amend on page 38, line 8, by stril the words 
“ventilation, refrigeration, or icing;” and I » the des 





to be read as the only remarks I care to make about it, for I 
do not suppose anybody’s remarks will do 


nt y ? « lat? . 
any good, 2 lette! 


addressed to a Member of the House of Representatives from 
the State of Michigan, furnished me by the Senator from Mich- 
igan {[Mr. Alger]. It expresses the whole case, except that I 


want to say I have a great number of such letters from growers 
of peaches in Michigan, and a great number of letters from my 
own constituents in Ohio who are interested in the growing of 
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peaches in northern Georgia, all writng to me to the same 


effect; but I ask that that letter may be read as a sample of 
all. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the 
Senator from Ohio will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 3, line 8, it is proposed to strike 


,” 


out “ ventilation, refrigeration, or icing. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The letter sent to the desk by the 
Senator from Ohio will be read. 
‘The Secretary read as follows: 


Hart, Micw., December 15, 1905. 
Hon. RoswEtu P. BisHop, M. C., 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Str: We, the undersigned fruit growers and shippers of Oceana 
ty, Mich., desire to call your attention to a phase of the proposed 
ition relating to railread rates, , now before Congress at 
hington, which keenly affects our interests. 
\s we_understand the situation, practically all the bills now pend- 
ing at Washington contain provisions that will put the so-called 


etc. 


private car lines’? out of business. Such legislation, we believe, 
would be a serious blow to the fruit-growing imterests of this county 

d State. 

Our experience proves that car service, refrigeration service, and in- 
spection service, like we have had in the past from the Armour car 
lines, is essential to the development and prosperity of Michigan fruit 
growing. Since we have had the Armour service our business has pros- 
pered if we are deprived of that service, we have nothing to expect 
but a return to eld conditions. Every progressive fruit grower hates 


to think of that. Briefly stated, the situation that confronts us is this: 

in the days before we had Armour service in this district our market 
was confined almost exclusively to Chicago and Milwaukee. 
markets were and still are to the grower low-priced markets. We had 
to ship our fruit to those markets on consignment to commission men, 
and we were at their mercy We had to take for our fruit whatever 


~ the commission man in his generosity might allow us. He could and 


often did report our consignments as arriving in bad condition and 
selling for barely enough, sometimes not enough, to cover freight 
ch We had no redress. 

Since we have had the Armour service we have become independent 
of the Chicago and Milwaukee commission men. We have the whole 
country for a market. We can send our peaches to the best markets. 
lf we ship on consignment, the Armour service is a guaranty that our 


fruit will arrive at destination in good condition, and no commission 
man can cheat us with a report of bad condition. 
Lut, still more important to us, with the Armour service we do not 


hz to ship on consignment. ‘Che advantages and guaranties of that 
~ operate to bring into our distriets buyers from far distant 
miarkets—such as New York, Boston, Philadelphia, Baltimore, and so | 
on--and we sell to thos. buyers for cash on track at our shipping point. 
This, as you will appreciate, is a great advantage to us. It relieves us 


ot risk, and the competitive buying brings us better prices; or, to state 
t case in another way, the Armour service has compelled the com- 
mission man to become a merchant instead of a broker and has made 
him do business on his own money instead of ours. It has also made 
fruit growing a stable business instead of a gamble. 

As we understand it, practically all of the opposition to the private 
comes from commission men. From what we have stated 
you will readily appreciate and understand why a certain stripe of 
CO ission men are sure to be arrayed against the private car lines. 

; to the complaint against rates for refrigeration and service on 
1ese private fruit cars, our position is simply this: We are willing 
») pay for service when the service enables us, as it does, to get enough 
ve for our fruit to cover that charge and make an additional profit 
irger than we could get without the private car line service. 
to the propesition that the railroads should be required to furnish 
this refrigerater service, we must say we doubt the practicability of 
that plan Leaving out of consideration the millions of money that 
4 
| 


ines 


I elt roads would have to spend for fruit cars and also leaving 
t of consideration the disposition of those roads to provide enough 


















These | 
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* the fruit season and have them idle the rest of the year, our 
ex ience suggests these points: 
e private car lines have an organization of picked men, trained to 
t} isiness of looking after perishable fruit business, both at the ship- 
I point and en route. it guarantees condition. It permits the 
pper to ship to any point and over any road, and no matter whose 
road or how many roads the shipment goes over, the private car taking 
f it all the way and responsible for it. 
the railroads undertake this refrigeration service, it will require 
a x time for them to perfect any sort of an organization. But even 
if fruit-belt road should perfect such an organization we do not see 
how that road can guarantee us perfect service and care of our fruit 
after it leaves that road and goes over a road that handles coal or 
er principally, and probably never handles a car of fruit except 
what comes to it in transit from some other road. “ Everybody's 
isin is nob business.”” The Armour car lines give us a highly 
organized, specialized service and is expert in handling highly perish- 
{ commodities. We can not look for such service from ordinary 
train or yard crews 
his whole question and its sharp bearing upon us is illustrated by 
ou cal railroad situation. At the end of the past season the Armour 
ear line service on the Pere Marquette Railway ceased, and that road 
‘ » provide the refrigerator service heretofore performed by the 
A r car lines. Our experience with the Pere Marquette Railway 
has not made us enthusiastic believers in its ability to furnish service 
eq as good as that of the Armour car lines, as we are reliably 
i med the initial cost to the Pere Marquette Railway for car equip- | 
mm would be at least two and a quarter millions of dollars. 
ot the Pere Marquette Railway is now in the hands of a receiver. 
Therefore its ability to fill the place of the Armour service before the 


next peach crop is gathered would seem to be out of the question. 


certainly appreciate where all this leaves us. With the Pere 


M ette Railway tied up im a receivership, and legislation at Wash- 
j knocking out private car lines, will set us back ten years in 
r ruit industry; it will leave us without refrigerator cars for the 
‘ season, except what the Pere Marquette Railway can borrow, 
‘ ve us without the help of an organized service, and will inflict 
&¢ damage to every peach or fruit grower in the Michigan district. 

ve taken the liberty of thus addressing you at length on this 
g i not only because our interests are affected, but because our 








interests can be regarded in this matter without injury to any 
interests. There is no industry worth mentioning in Oceang i, 
in this Congressional district, or in this State that will be benetit, 
knocking out —~ fruit-car lines, but such legislation wi|| 
ably damage the fruit industry. 


inty, 
~d by 
irrepar- 
We earnestly h you will be able to give our interests 
matter your cout « consideration, and hope you can ‘eevenion 
it to the attention of your colleagues. 
If you desire information more in detail on the questions iny ved 
any one of the undersigned will cheerfully furnish it Si 
Yours, respectfully, 
E. R. Hubbard, F. L. Cerbin, D. Burns Hutchins. 


in this 
tly cal] 


Snyder, A. A. Husted, J. K. Flood, Benton Gcbivrc: 
T. S. Gurney, L. L. Shigley, Geo. A. Hawley, . \" 
Van Wickle, of Hart, Mich.; F. E. Lieweilyn ‘ami 


C. A. Sessions, of Shelby, Mich.; John Hanover a; 
J. B. Conger, of New Era, Mich.; C. W. Tol 

I. W. Loomis, C. F. Hale, A. G. Saunders, C. F 
Wylie Bros., of Shelby, Mich. 

Mr. DOLLAIVER. Mr. President, as the amendment of ¢)o 
honorable Senator from Ohio goes to the very heart of what js 
regarded by the shipping community as a very important, if not 
the most important, feature of the pending bill, I desire to syp- 
mit a few words in reply to the statements made in the lettoy 
which has just been read. It recites an argument made yer 
familiar to the Interstate Commerce Committee in the hearines 
which were held last summer, and it echoes arguments that 
have filled the public press during the last winter under the ay. 
thority of the Armour car lines and other private car companies, 

The trouble about the statements made in the letter is th»: 
they are not founded upon anything that is contained in this 
bill. The committee was strongly urged by fruit growers ani 
fruit shippers and fruit commission merchant to totally abolish 
the private car system. This bill does not do that, and it does 
not go in the direction of that. The bill leaves every railway 
in the country enjoying the exact freedom which it now has to 
contract with the Armour car lines or other private car lines 
fer any service which they may have for sale. It lays no lini- 
tation whatever upon the use of the private car equipment of 
the United States. 

What does it do? It simply subjects the charges made against 
the shipper to the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, by requiring the charges agreed upon between thie pri- 
vate car line and the railroad company to be computed as a part 
of the cost of transportation and to be published as a part of 
the railroad rate. 

Therefore the bill does not disturb any rental agreement or 
ether contract by which the railways are enabled to avail them- 
selves of the private car equipment of the country. It simply 
seeks to prevent extortion and discrimination arising out of tle 








| charges of these private car companies. 


I have had in my possession a bale nearly of freight bills 
indicating not only extortion, but discrimination. I have seen 
freight bills in which the railway charged $26 for hauling a 
carload of berries, and the car company cheerfully charged up 
a very much larger sum for icing it on a twelve-hours’ journey. 
I have seen freight bills of about the same date and about tl. 
same place with icing charges varying in amounts, indic: 
very curious discriminations among shippers. 

The whole fruit industry of the United States has been 
bombarding Congress upon this subject; but the private cars 
and their icing and refrigerating charges do not attach only 
to the fruit industry. They attach to some of our greatest 
agricultural industries outside of fruit shipments. The people 
who are shipping poultry products are especially interested 
in them. The people who are shipping meat products and peris!i- 
able vegetable products of a variety of kinds are interested in 
them. 

The only effect of this definition of transportation is that 





a man who has fruit for sale and desires to ship it may go to 
the railroad company and find out what it will cost to take tt 


to Chicago, including the icing and refrigerating charges, “0 
when he finds out what it costs from the published railway 
schedules, if he regards it as extortionate or if in any other 
way it violates the interstate-commerce law, he goes with th 
railway rate to the jurisdiction of the Interstate Commerce 
Commission for adjustment, disturbing in no way the use 
of private cars and disturbing in no way the long-time 
tion between the railway companies and the private car ser 

of the country. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to (Le 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Forakrt). 
The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I offer the amendment which is printed 
on page 9 of the amendments. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be state 

The Secretary. On page 2, line 12, after the word “© 
try,” insert: 


That all refrigerator cars, cold-storage cars, or other freight | 
whether owned by any common carrier or by any other person oF 
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n. used in interstate commerce shall be covered by the provisions 


is act: that all charges paid by any railroad company for use or 
f any such cars shall be just and reasonable, to the end that 
re - of such cars using the same for shipment of his own goods 
7 ire no unfair or unjust benefit or advantage over any other 


> like goods, and all unjust and unreasonable charges by the 
such cars for the use or rental thereof by any other shippers 
a ing or other service in connection with the use thereof is 
her prohibited. . : ; 

\fr. McCUMBER. It is almost impossible, Mr. President, to 


offer any amendment which will be complete in itself, which 
sill not to some extent possibly duplicate or repeat some other 


yi] or some other phrase in the bill as it now stands. The 


ywhers of 


wi 


pill itself is full of repetitions, and I presume if any amendment 
ina tently repeats a single word or a sentence it can be 
remedied by the committee of conference. 


The principal contention seems to crystallize around the one 
object of a court review. 
n here who, either with the court review or without it, 
be re effective in its operation than the Elkins law, which 
upon the statute books. The amendment which I offer 


for that purpose, and for that purpose only. 


If it is true that the bill as it now reads clearly brings all 
refrigerator cars or cars manufactured for special purposes 
under its provisions, then that portion of the amendment may 
not be wholly necessary. Is it true that it does? I want to 
call the Senator’s attention to the provision which has already | 


to sclne extent been discussed on page 3 


tion of the word “transportation.” That reads as follows: 
ind the term “ transportation ” shall include cars and other vehicles 
] nstrumentalities and facilities of shipment or carriage, irrespec 
{ ownership or of any contract, ‘express or implied, for the use 
{ f and all services in connection with the receipt, delivery, eleva 
ti i transfer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration or icing, storage, 





5 





r of property transported. 


You will see, Mr. President, that this word “ transportation ” 





I anticipate, however, that there are | 


sirous of perfecting the bill to such an extent that it will | 
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| will get $20 back not only for the car for 


| that the rental which will be paid on a railway to the o 


i «ht to be so enlarged that it will cover and include mate- 
! biects. While that broad definition is given to it, that | 
definition is not adopted anywhere else in the bill. It is mani- | 
fes therefore, useless to attempt to make a word mean some- 
thing that is entirely opposite to its natural or grammatical 
ust 
| instanee, if the word “ transportation ” by this definition 
is ded to include not only the vehicle by which the thing 
is transported, but the thing itself, then “ transportation ” 
mi a barrel of salt; and, conversely, a barrel of salt means 
transportation. Certainly the person who drafted this bill has 
been so1 ‘hat unhappy in the use of his terms. I can get no 
re ining out of that section of the bill other than that it 
is led that the word “ transportation ” shall include the | 
! 1y which the thing is moved from one place to another, 
\ er it is stored or otherwise. But, still, its meaning must | 
be ted to the active part of handling the goods or of trans- 
porting them. The amendment which I desire to introduce 
h to make that clear. I provide in this amendment: 
refrigerator cars, cold-storage cars, or other freight cars, | 
\ wned by any common carrier or by any other person or cor- 
| sed in interstate commerce shall be covered by the provisions 
7 Mr. President, is a simple proposition. We know ex- 
‘ hat it means, and if we will amend the other sections in 
col ity with the suggestion of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. | 
Bairey|], and then insert this provision, we shall have a bill 
V vill clearly mean what we intend it shall mean, that all 
re tor cars or cars used and constructed for special pur- 
| whether owned by the company or otherwise, shall be | 
u the provisions of this act. 
to suggest, in connection with this, to the Senator from 
1 that instead of transferring that portion of the amend- 
I 1 page 3, which reads “shall include cars and other 


and all instrumentalities and facilities of shipment or 

, irrespective of ownership,” over to the definition of 

r if, instead of that, we shall add after the word “ ter- 
>, Oh page 2, the words “ and transportation ;” 





I n line 23, 
t will read: 
tracks, and terminal and transportation facilities of every 


k 

, by adding after the word “ thereof,” on page 3, line 6, 
th ords, “and the term ‘transportation’ shall include the 
f n and transfer in transit, ventilation, refrigeration,” 
f would then have a clear meaning, not only in the 
v that will, in their definition, bring within them words of 
l racter in the proper place, but we will have a further 
> n of the word “transportation” and a further defi- 


the words “ transportation facilities.” 
amend it in that way, then we can amend it by insert- 
I have provided in this amendment, making it clear, 


ee 


| petitors.’ 


: : ~~» | will necessarily cut down to the very lowest for this great s 
of the bill, the defini- : ms 


| Francisco. 


shape the amendment which has already been adopted, though 
| doubt very much if anybody would take a great deal of pride 
in it, either in the form in which it was introduced the first or 


| the second time or as amended on the floor by the 
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on page 2, line 12, after the word “country;” so that it will 
read: 


That all refrigerator cars, cold-storage cars, or other freight cars, 
etc., shall be brought under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. President, I have examined this proposed law and the old 
law to see whether or not the real thing intended to be obtained 
by this character of legislation is either in the old law or in 
the present bill. 

Let us take a condition of this kind: We have had before 
us this morning the message of the President of the United 
States defining the method by which the Standard Oil Com 
pany has been enabled to secure a monopoly of the oil business 


of the country. I can make that clear in a few words. Let us 
take, instead of the oil company, the Armour Packing Com 
pany. They have, say, 500 cars all ready in their yards 
Chicago. They have those cars ready to transfer to any on 
of the roads. They can say to any road desiring to secur 
business, “ Here we have cars, 500 of them, ready t y. 
The shipment at, say, $50 a car would be $25,000 in freight. 
We can turn this over in five minutes to one road or to anot! 
road. It is a matter of great importance to you; your trains 
are ready to move now, and you can take them withou 
extra labor whatever. We want the lowest possible charg: 


so low that we will be able to compete with our 


, 


smaller 
The road, desirous to keep up its amount of traf 
in order to hold that business. Now, what we want to strik« 
at is the ability of those great trusts to so control the roads 
and drive them into giving such rebates as will enable them 
drive other concerns out of the market. We can do in two 
ways. The first method is by bringing them under the Inter 
state Commerce Commission, and the second in such 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission will be able 
termine what is a fair rental for the use of those particu 
ears. 

Suppose this same company is shipping through cars to 
The amount is, say, $20 per car, which they char 
to the railway company for the use of their private car. The 
have more cars than they wish for their own purposes, and 

+? 


rent another car to their competitor—that to the railroa 
for the use of their competitor. That competitor must also | 
$20 for the use of that car, or, rather, the principal « 


is, 


its own go 
also for the other car. 

Now, suppose that the real value will be only about 
fair rental value, instead of $20, you will see, then, on each car 
that the owner of the private car conducting his own busines 
will have an advantage of $10 per car, which, on 500 ears in 
single day would be 35,000, or equivalent to $5,000 rebate over 
and above what would be just and proper. This enables him t 
more than compete with his smaller adversary. 

I want to put it within the power of the Commission to : 


of a private car shall also be just and reasonable, to the e 
that the owner will secure no unjust and unfair advanta; 
his competitor. This amendment is intended for that 
and that purpose alone. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the complaints are 
numerous that the House bill is crude and awkward in its 
struction, and therefore unpalatable to the Senate. I w ‘ 
with a good deal of interest the efforts of the Senate to get ir 





author an 
by other Senators or as it finally passed the Senate. So 
ought to incline to drop any controversy about the cruden 





and awkwardness of expression which has entered into the 
framework of the bill. 
I think my honorable friend from North Dakota [Mr. Mc- 


CuMBER] will not deny that the first part of his amendment 
rather effectually covered by the provision which the bill 


as to private cars. 

I do not understand the reason for these complaints ab 
our definition of the word “transportation.” If in 
mentalities of shipment are not a part of the meaning of the 
word “ transportation,” the fault lies not altogether in this bill, 
but in the crudeness and awkwardness with which the original 
interstate-commerce bill was constructed twenty years ago. 

If I understand the meaning of the word “ transportation,” 
covers the thing which a man buys when he approaches a rail 
road freight office to have goods shipped. ‘he most famous 


railway manager in the world appeared before the Interstate 
Commerce Committee last summer and testified that he was 
engaged in the business of selling transportation at so much 
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per ton-mile. That was his whole pholosophy of the railroads’ 
transactions with the public. 

The bill sufficiently provides that jurisdiction over the rail- 
road rate. It is not certain that we have any jurisdiction over 
this car company. They have denied our jurisdiction in the 
courts and before the Interstate Commerce Commission, and, I 
am inclined to think, correctly. 


They were assailed by these Michigan fruit growers on ac- 
count of their extortionate charges, and they replied with be- 
coming humility that they were not engaged in interstate com- 





merce; that they were not common carriers, but that they were 
( in the business—the thoroughly profitable business, 
ind of renting cars in the city of Chicago, and of icing 
them at various points; and we made up our minds, after a 


rather close investigation, that it was not well to encounter 
this doubt whether we had jurisdiction over a man renting cars 


in Chieago or renting an icehouse somewhere else. So we 
adopted the broad scheme of including the charges incident to 
transportation in the published railway rate. We know that we 
have jurisdiction over that. 

There is some force in what my friend from North Dakota 


says about the regulation of a man’s business who owns the 
ear and the merchandise which the car carries. I think it will 
not be disappointing, however, to the Senator from North Da- 


kota if I call his attention to the fact that this bill seems to 
have been drawn after some possibly crude meditation on that 


subject. If he will examine section 15, which is the great re- 
medial section of this proposed statute, he will find, on page 12 
of the printed bill, this provision : 


T 


If the owner of property transported under this act directly or in- 
tly renders any service connected with such transportation, or 


d 
furnishes any instrumentality used therein, the charge and allowance 
; ; 


herefor shall be no more than is just and reasonable, and the Commis- 
nh may, 
charge 


service 


so rendered or for the use of the instrumentality so furnished, 





fix the same by appropriate order, which order shall have the same 
‘ effect and be enforced in like manner as the orders above preo- | 
vided n this section. 
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after hearing on a complaint, determine what is a reasonable | 
as the maximum to be paid by the carrier or carriers for the | 


I am not prepared to say that that provision is a perfect pro- | 


tection 
if it 
for me 
15 covering that point would be appropriate. For my own part, 
it appears to me that the Commission is given power there to 
deal with just such an abuse as he has so correctly described by 
requiring the owners of merchandise who transport it in their 


is to be made more perfect, I think it is not out of the way 


own ¢i 
Commerce Commission, of the contract between them and 
ilway company. If that is not effectually done in section 


at 
state 


the r 
il < 


in the matter to which the honorable Senator refers, but, | 


to suggest to him that an amendment offered to section | 


irs to render an account, upon complaint before the Inter- | 


| vised that the 


15, I, for one, would welcome a suggestion that would make the 
provision more. effective. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
Donuiver] is not entirely happy in defending the precise form | 
of this bill with his quotation from “the greatest railroad 
manager in the world.” The Senator quotes that great railroad | 
manager as declaring that he was engaged in the business of 
selling transportation, which was a very sensible declaration 
from his point of view, and, indeed, from every point of view; | 

it if that is to be accepted in the light of this bill, then that 
great railroad manager is selling cars and other vehicles and 


instrumentalities, which I think it is not the purpose of the 
railroad 
r. DOLLIVER. 


to do. 


He the of them to the 


is selling use 
. BAILEY. If the Senator wants to sell the “use of them,” 
very well, but it must be remembered that the act of transpor- 
is performed in the use of them. However, I care noth- 
x about that. I should like to see the bill pass the Congress 
ch a way that the school-teachers of the country would 


not have an opportunity of teaching their pupils that Con- 


i 


on 


gI did not know how to make a difference between an act 
and the instrumentality with which that act is performed. 

I repeat for the second time that that is not especially im- 
portant, because I do not think it seriously impairs the effi- 





ciency of the bill. 


What I desire to call the attention of the Senate to—and it 


seems to have escaped several of the Senators—is that this | 


bill requires the railroad to do in respect to these special sery- 
ices what it is every railroad’s duty to do, and that is to equip 
itself for the purpose of transporting any property offered to it 
for transportation in a proper manner. 

When the Michigan fruit growers say that under the old sys- 
tem their fruit rotted on the journey to Chicago and was re- 
ported by the commission merchants as unfit for use and sale, 
they stated a good cause of action against the railroads, be- 


cause it is a common earrier’s duty to provide for the citizen | The most flagrant abuses have flourished throughout t! 








proper facilities to conduct its business. Any citizen of 


; “ ; thi 
country has a right to offer at the station of any common -: ios 


any commodity in fit condition for transportation, and it t. 
the duty of the railroad to be so equipped that it can tra, sport 
that commodity to market in suitable condition. 
This bill recognizes, as I believe it ought to do, that ndi- 
tion has grown up in which certain individuals or corporations 
have been supplying the facilities which the railroad itse) iht 
to supply. This bill does not interfere with that. ‘Tj bill 
still permits, as I read it, any man engaged in any business to 
load his own cars, ice them in his own way, and tender ¢}y m 
to the railroad for carriage; and when the cars are so jep. 
dered, the railroad carries them, its only charge being fo, the 
naked act of transportation, But, for my part, I rejoice that 
the Congress in this bill has recognized the duty and has soueh; 


to enforce upon the carrier the duty of properly equipping its; If 
for the public service. 


It seems to have been overlooked that 

the very last part of the sentence under consideration proyidos: 
And it shail be the duty of every carrier subject to the provisions 
of this act to provide and furnish such transportation upon 1 nable 
request therefor, and to establish through routes and just and eason- 


able rates applicable thereto. 
That is simply giving the Commission a jurisdiction to 


. . . . . en- 
force the obligation of the carrier as it exists at the common 
law. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mc(Cyy.- 
BER]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, I present the amendment 
which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated 


The Secrerary. It is proposed to add at the end of s tion 1 
the following: 


Companies or persons owning, leasing, managing, or operating cars 
used in the business of carrying any kind of property, including live 
stock, though such cars run upon railroads not owned, leased, naged, 


or operated by such companies or persons, shall be deemed to 
riers engaged in the transportation of property by railroad wit! 
meaning of this act. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator 
from South Dakota to tell us upon what page of the collected 
print of the amendments his amendment may be found? 

Mr. KITTREDGE. On page 17. 

Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dottiver], in his 
speech upon the pending bill delivered March 1, said 


in the 


First of all, section 1 of the law was incomplete on account of a 
defective, or, I think rather I ought to say, an inadequate de‘inition 
of the word “ transportation.” As defined in the bill, it has i 
tical operation this effect: It left the shippers, and especial], ippers 
dealing in perishable products like fruit and vegetables and ts 
and others of a similar character, doing business not only with thie car 
rier, but with an outside corporation, often entirely independent of 
the carrier, who charged, in addition to the charge made by the ear 
rier, practically what it pleased for certain incidental serv . 
dered in connection with the shipment; and if the shipper complains 
to the railroad about these charges he is informed that tl rges 
are made by a car company with which the railroad has not g to 
do; and when his complaint is presented to the car company, hie is ad 


interstate-commerce law, or what has now cor 





known as the legislative power of Congress, does not reac! ca 
company renting cars in Chicago or running an ice house in New 
Jersey. So the shipper has been left in the hands of the I! I 

I have a job lot of these freight bills here, showing exactly how this 
additional charge which the railway does not make at all made 


the like of which have become painfully familiar to shippers of f1 
and vegetables and other perishable products all over the U! 
States. So flagrant have these abuses grown that even ou 
railways have not been able to protect themselves, much 
patrons, against these extortions and wrongs. Last _sumn t 
national organization of producers and shippers and merch et 
together and demanded that Congress entirely abolish priv eight 
cars by making it unlawful for a railroad transacting intei é si- 
ness to carry one of them. I do not agree with that positi: 


I think it would injuriously limit the facilities of comm« if 
have lived here in the last few months in such an atmosphere « n- 
stitutional doubts that I begin to suspect that perhaps such a I 
sition might not pass the scrutiny of the courts. At any ! is 
obvious to nearly everybody that the ordinary railroad, ha , > 
for refrigerator cars only for a few days each year on its li d 
not economically own them. ‘Therefore, in framing this Dill, have 
left the railroads free to do exactly as they do now, in 1 g on 
any terms which they find satisfactory these cars, so that ean 

| be kept in use the year round and sent where they are needed his 
measure, therefore, does not make their use illegal; it leaves this 
$100,000,000 worth of equipment within reach of the rail s of 
the country, but it requires the carrier to deal with the car pany 
and the shipper to deal only with the carrier. It compels rail 
way company to make itself the sole beneficiary of the mon paid 
for the shipment of merchandise. It follows that if this re 


| 


becomes a law all these extra charges must be computed in | rans 
portation rate, subject to all the provisions of the interstate ree 
act; so that if they are unreasonable, or unjustly discriminat the 
can be dealt with as the statute provides. This is the fi rm 
which this bill introduces into the existing law. 


Most conservative are the statements of the Senator rd- 
ing the wrongs practiced by the private car line co! 
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Nebates, discriminations, and unjust charges of every | tant to those who employ them what “ transportation ” means 
have thrived through such companies and have become | Whatever it means it does not affect them. Nor does the defini- 
rable. | tion lay any foundation for charging the railroad companies 
remedies are presented : | with any responsibility for the dealings of the private car lines 
The elimination of such companies; or | with their customers. All services which the railroad company 
rhe regulation of them, as suggested by the Senator. | performs in such cases it performs for the private car lines, not 
claimed that, for commercial reasons, their elimination | for the shippers by those lines. With them it has no relations 
it be immediately accomplished, but should be effected in | and to them it owes no duties. It does not know them. The 
urse of a few years. Meanwhile, in any event, they | private car line presents to the railroad certain cars, with their 
id be regulated. If the rates and practices of these com- contents, for transportation, and may require other services in 
are left uncontrolled by law or by supervision of the | connection therewith, and it is between the private car line and 
te Commerce Commission the result inevitably and | the railroad that any contract for transportation or other serv- 
y will be that the great advantages enjoyed by such , ices exists, such as would be within the provisions of this bill. 
es in dealing with shippers will be a greatly increased | The shipper of the goods contained in the car has no agreement, 

- of car companies of all sorts and will enhance indefi- | express or implied, with the railroad company. 
the business transacted by them. Such expansion of the The provisions in question, therefore, while they bring within 
and work of car companies may be expected to be in- | the act—what was probably there before—the relations between 
ely great in such a situation, and the railroads in that | the car lines and the railroads, leave the relations between the 
ould become little more than a mere instrument of such | shippers and the car lines unregulated, as they were before. 
es, as under such circumstances they would be the | The only case in which they appear to extend at all the scope of 
carriers of the country in direct relation with the ship- | the law is in making it apply to the use by the railroads of cars 
Unless the charges and other dealings of the car com- | not their own property in the performance of contracts of car 
with their patrons—the shippers of the country—are | riage which they may make directly with individual shippers 

1 the whole plan of the proposed legislation respecting | But this was also probably within the existing law. ae 
ds becomes largely futile, for it is immaterial whether The Senator from Iowa has construed the amendment as hav 
are given or excessive charges made by the railroads | ing the effect of making the carrier deal with the car line and 

elyes or by independent car companies. If the car com- | the shipper deal only with the carrier. It is impossible to see 
are not embraced in it a statute relating only to the | how anything in the bill can effect such result. 
ds and not to such car companies will leave many of the Suppose the shipper makes the usual agreement with the car 
isting under present conditions in full operation. The | line, and the latter presents its loaded cars to the railroad for 
contends that the regulation of car companies is at- | transportation. The railroad can not refuse to transport them. 
by section 1 of the pending measure. ‘To this proposi- | It must, as a common carrier, transport whatever is offered for 
in not assent. transportation. 

ction begins with the statement that “the provisions of Again, the provisions of the bill, all the way through, pro- 
shall apply to any common carrier or common carriers | vide that no “common carrier” shall demand or receive from 

in the transportation of passengers or property wholly | any person more than certain rates or shall give any person an 

id,”’ ete. advantage in transportation. The only persons with whom the 
limits and defines the application of the act, and conse- | railroads deal in these cases are the car lines. They never 

ust be read into all its provisions. Indeed, the same | demand nor receive anything from shippers. The present bus 

» occurs in nearly all the sections of the bill. Nothing | ness may, therefore, go on as at present without any violation 

mtained will apply to anyone not a common carrier | of law, so long as the railroads and the car lines are satisfied 

d. The car line does not violate the law, because it is not a common 
then, is within the act? A railroad company certainly, | carrier; if the railroad violates it the shipper has no remedy, 

e as certainly, no one else. The question is of impor- | because the only charge is made to the car line and to this 
hiefly as affecting “ private car lines,” as they are called, | charge no objection may be made. Nothing in the act will 

vn ears of peculiar construction and intended for spe- | pel the shipper to deal with the railroad directly; nothing will 
ls of transportation. compel the car line to give the railroad the use of its cars 
» lines certainly are not common carriers. They run on | Only the relations between the railroads and the ear lit 

r routes. They do not hold themselves open to carry be within the law. Only the car lines could take advantage of it. 
is offered them. No one would think of indicting them If it be supposed that the railroad is to be held res le 

al to perform transportation service. They are merely | for the charges for transportation and other services by 

ith a plant fitted for certain particular kinds of trans- the private car lines to the shipper, there are two conclusive 
nm, who seek employment from those who need their | objections: 

Carriers they are, for their business is solely the First. The bill is not, in other respects, so framed, for it only 
tation of goods: but common carriers they are not. | makes the common carrier, i. e., the railroad, responsible for 
isiness is quite like that of the owners of furniture vans, | what it receives or grants, and from the shipper the railro 

in all cities, which transport goods to all parts of the | never receives nor to him does it grant anything. What he pay 
vy, always by railroad in case of long distances, but are | or suffers, therefore, in such transportation is not within the 
no publie duty to do so. act, 
1y therefore be taken as undeniable that the act as Second. If it were within the act it would clearly be une 
does not and ean not act directly upon these private | stitutional thus to make one person answerable for the 
; in their relations to those who ship goods by them. | another. To impose upon a railroad a penalty because « 

t regulation of their business is attempted or intended transactions of a car line, of which it knows nothing and yw 
et. it is powerless to prevent, would plainly be to deprive it of it 
t has been argued that this business is indirectly brought | property without due process of law. Such a proposition 
he act by the amendment of the definition of “ transpor- | Hot debatable. 
in this section. That definition is as follows: Perhaps it may have been thought that the railroad, 

“transportation” shall include cars and other responsible for the car-line rates, would insist on regulat 
trumentalities and facilities of shipment or carriage, irt them; but it would have no power to do so. It can not refus« 
ywnership or of any contract, express or implied, for the | to transport the loaded cars at rates reasonable as to tl 
CoE se oat ee wt ea eection’ of ielng, | lines. ‘There is no way in which it could compel the car lines 
nd handling of property ‘transported.’ i to submit to a control which they would certainly refuse to 
ae: eis j , i . recognize. Indeed, the bill itself could be invoked to compel the 
my opinion the definition is awkwardly expressed. ts : co : aad 

0 eae ile ia railroad to transport these cars at reasonable rates. 
sportation ” can not be a railway car or other vehicle. | ‘She not lemever. after Geining “transportation.” dec 

iofinition can be construed it must be taken to mean that} he act, however, after defining — . 
rtation includes all services rendered in the carriage of And it shall be the duty of every carrier subject to the pr 

s - ae : . this act to provide and furnish such transportation 

5 i cars or other vehicles and all services rendered through | p¢quest therefor, and to establish through routes and just 

t e vf any instrumentality or facility of shipment or car- | ble rates applicable thereto. 
rrespective of ownership or of any contract, express or This provision is almost unintelligible. What is the railroad 


|, for the use thereof, ete. That is to say, whatever serv- 


common carrier renders to those who employ him in any 
connection with the carriage of goods shall be “ trans- 

I tion” within the act. 
’ does this affect the private car lines? 


They are not, as 
h en shown, common carriers. 





Therefore it is not impor- | tion and other service as its facilities will allow? 


|to furnish? Must it provide special cars for special kinds of 
traffic such as the car lines provide? The Senator from Iowa 
| expressly says that to require this is not intended, and it would 
| be, he says, a most unreasonable burden. Does the provision 
| mean merely that the railroad must furnish such transporta- 
That every 
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railroad does and, without special law, must do. As to requir- 
ing individual railroad to furnish through routes and just 
through rates, that is impossible. No one road could do so 
alone, and to require it absolutely to come to an agreement 
with other roads would be, of course, indefensible, and a provi- 
sion ipable of enforcement, for this again would make the 
railroad responsible for the conduct of others over whom it has 
no controi. 

I refer to this provision because it may have been in the mind 
of the Senator from Iowa in stating his view of the effect of 
this law. 





ines 


furnish all sorts of cars and service and establish through 
routes, then it might possibly be argued that the railroads will 
do the work directly, will themselves pay the car lines for the 


their 
will deal directly with the shippers. 


use of cars, 


Of course this is a perfectly untenable view. The railroad can 
not refuse to transport the car-line cars nor can it compel 
the ¢ lines to permit it to use the cars. Neither can it 
compel the shippers to deal with it directly. If any of these 
cho still to deal with the car lines, the railroad will be 
helpl Even if both shippers and railroad desire to estab- 


If the railroads are responsible for rates and must | 


and, having thus direct control of the cars, | 


lish the system hoped for by the Senator from Iowa, they will 
be unable to bring it about. The car lines have simply to de- 
cline to permit the railroads to use their cars and the whole plan 
will be frustrated. Of course they will so decline, and there | 


is no power to compel them to consent. 


Therefsre it seems to me that the act as framed will not 
affect transportation by private car lines. As to the railroads, 
the car lines and not the owners of the goods in their cars are 
the shippers, and so whatever rights or remedies are conferred 
upon shippers inure to the benefit of the car lines. On the 
other hand, the car lines may deal with their customers as 
they please, may charge such rates and grant such rebates as 
they choose, and there will be no means of control. 


Section 15 of the bill presents a persuasive argument in sup- 
port of my contentions. It provides that 


Ss 15. That the Commission is authorized and empowered, and it 
she its duty, whenever, after full hearing upon a complaint made 
as provided in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any common 
carrier, it shall be of the opinion that any of the rates, or charges 
Whi ever, demanded, charged, or collected by any common carrier or 
earri subject to the provisions of this act, for the transportation 
of persons or property as defined in the first section of this act, or 
that any regulations or practices whatsoever of such carrier or car 
riers aflecting such rates, are unjust or unreasonable, or unjustly dis 
( inatory, or unduly preferential or prejudicial, or otherwise in vio- 
lati of any of the provisions of this act, to determine and prescribe 
what will, in its judgment, be the just and reasonable and fairly re- 
munerative rate or rates, charge or charges, to be thereafter observed 
ir ich case as the maximum to be charged; and what regulation or 
pract n respect to such transportation is just, fair, and reasonable 
to be thereafter followed; and to make an order that the carrier shall 
cease and desist from such violation, to the extent to which the Com- 
mission find the same to exist, and shall not thereafter publish, demand, 

r collect any rate or charge for such transportation In excess of the 
maximum rate or charge so prescribed, and shall conform to the regu- 
lation or practice so prescribed. Such order shall go into effect thirty 
days after notice to the carrier and shall remain in force and be ob 
served the carrier, unless the same shall be suspended or modified or 


set aside by the Commission or be suspended or set aside by a court of 


competent jurisdiction. Whenever the carrier or carriers, in obedience 
to su order of the Commission or otherwise, shall publish and file 
joint es, fares, or charges, and fail to agree among themselves upon 

apportionment or division thereof, the Commission may after hear- 
ing make a supplemental order prescribing the portion of such joint 
rate t » received by each carrier party thereto, which order shall take 
effect as a part of the original order. 


This section contains most important new legislation. It 


les the remedies for the violations of the law and confers 


i 
upon the Interstate Commerce Commission important powers 
re] ¢ to rates, regulations, charges, practices, etc. A mere 
ispection of this provision discloses the fact that the private 
car line companies are well beyond the reach of the extraordi- 
nary powers of the Commission. By no possible construction 
ean private car line companies be held to be within the curative 
prov ms of this section. 

It must be conceded that the bill as reported at best will re- 
quire judicial construction to determine whether or not private 
car line companies are included within its provisions. A meas- 
ure of such importance should not contain an element of doubt. 
It should be perfectly clear and plain, especially as to the 
agencies of transportation to which it is to apply. A simple 
provision making the bill apply to private car lines, as proposed 
in the amendment offered, will accomplish this purpose without 


the possibility of impairing the structure of the measure. 

Mr. FRAZIER. On behalf of my colleague [Mr. Carmack], 
who is unavoidably detained from the Senate, I desire to submit 
nendment to perfect an amendment heretofore offered by 
him to the pending bill. I ask that it be printed and lie on the 
table 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


an ai 


Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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ADJOURNMENT TILL MONDAY. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I move that when the Senate adjourn to-day 
it be to meet on Monday next. m 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator from South Carolina wishes 
to make a statement, I will withdraw the motion for th»; 
purpose. > 

Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to have the Senator make ¢ho 
statement that he made to me privately in regard to this y+. 
ter, because I am very anxious to press this work. We have 
made very little progress to-day, and unless it should be obyio) 
that we will make more progress by discussing things out 0; 
the Senate than we are making in it, I want to go on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. What I stated to the Senator privately. | 
will state publicly. The senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. Arry- 
son] has some amendments to offer to the bill, but he is do. 
tained from the Senate by illness. I feel quite certain he wij] 
be out by Monday. I do not know how it is with other Senators. 
but my duty upon committees has absolutely taken all my time. 
There are several important matters before the Committee oy 
Finanee which we are going into at considerable length, and | 
should be very glad indeed to have a vacation until Monday. 
I feel sure the progress of this bill will be more certain and 
more rapid by an adjournment than by being in session ¢ 


morrow. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit 
me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 


Island yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I yield. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wish to say to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina that it is my opinion that more progress will be made }) 
allowing Senators on the other side a day for their conference 
than can be made in three days of argument to the open Senate. 
I think the Senator will expedite his measure by agreeing to 
the suggestion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Getting it from both directions, from two 
such distinguished counselors, that we will get there quicker by 
stopping for a day, I withdraw my objection. 

Mr. BAILEY. I venture that merely as a suggestion. I a: 
not in the confidence of the other side. But I have alway 
found that as the time approaches for a vote they find some 
way to get together, and I am more than half of the opinion 
that, as radical as their differences have appeared, they are now 
about to disappear. I think we will not get a vote on tI 
amendments anyway until they are ready, and I think they 
can get ready quicker by using to-morrow for a conference than 
by using it in debate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In view 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator wlll pardon me. I very much 
regret they are going to get together, because out of their divi- 
sions I saw some opportunity for the Democratic minority to 
render to the country a very valuable service. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Democratic minority being united. 
[ Laughter. ] 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from New Hampshire remin 
me of our own differences. Perhaps it does not come with go 
grace from this side to upbraid tbe other about its divisions. 
think it possible that upon a call of the roll the division on tly 
one side would be probably as serious as on the other, with 
important difference, however, that the majority over her 
for the protection of the people, while the majority on that side 
are not for the people. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Both sides are for the people on this side of 
the aisle. I suggest to the Senator—— 

Mr. BAILEY. It is a pity that the people do not so unde! 
stand it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is their misfortune. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that this de- 
bate is proceeding by unanimous consent, 


li 








is 
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Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to say to the Senator from Rhode 
Island that most of this has been in a spirit of badinage, 
cause when he appeals to me to give consideration and re t 


to our comrade and colleague, the distinguished senior Sento! 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], I am ready to do anything to accol- 


modate that Senator, because I think we will derive t 
benefit—at least I hope we will—from the amendments he wishes 
to propose. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for a vote on my motion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode | : 


moves that when the Senate adjourn to-day it be to meet 
Monday next. 
The motion was agreed to. 
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AGRICULTURAL LANDS WITHIN FOREST RESERVES. 
CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the consid- 
of executive business. 
“\e FULTON. Will the Senator from Montana yield to me 
moment? 
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Vr. CARTER. Certainly. 
\fy PULTON. I wish to ledge a motion to reconsider the 
vote by whieh the bill (H. R. 17576) to provide for the entry of 
ural lands within forest reserves was passed yesterday. 
Ty VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon enters 
4 motion to reconsider the vote by which the bill indicated by 
; s passed, and asks that the House of Representatives 
oon ested to return the bill, it having been transmitted to 
h } mse. 
: FULTON. I do not wish to ask to have the motion 

i at this time. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. No. The motion to reconsider is | 
el and the request will be made of the House of Repre- | 
sent s to return the bill. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION. 
\r. CARTER. I move that the Senate proceed to the con- 
‘ nm of executive business. 
tion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the | 
consideration of executive business. After forty minutes 
g] executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 
5 k and 5 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until 
M May 7, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 4, 1906. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Walter H. Sales, of Bozeman, Mont., to be receiver of public 
moneys at Bozeman, Mont., vice James M. Kelly, resigned. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 





E tive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 4, 1906. 
SURVEYOR-GENERAL OF FLORIDA, 
( es H. Parlin, of Apalachicola, Fla., to be surveyor- 
gel | of Florida, ; 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


 H. Sales, of Bozeman, Mont., to be receiver of public 
at Bozeman, Mont. 


APPOINTMENT IN THE 


Wi 
NAVY. 
neer in the Navy from the 27th day of April, 1906. 


SURVEYOR OF CUSTOMS. 
Robert A. Ravenscroft, of Maryland, to be surveyor of cus- 


tr the district of Baltimore, in the State of Maryland. 
POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 


m ©. Roberts to be postmaster at Rogers, in @he county 
n and State of Arkansas. 
CALIFORNIA. 
\V. Henry to be postmaster at Paso Robles, in the county 


of San Luis Obispo and State of California. 
D Hunt to be postmaster at Santa Barbara, in the county 
of § sarbara and State of California. 


CONNECTICUT. 
L. Trowbridge to be postmaster at Naugatuck, in the 
Cor f New Haven and State of Connecticut. 
ILLINOIS. 
\. Leu to be postmaster at Highland, in the county of 


M: and State of Llinois. 
W. \. Lowis to be postmaster at Greenville, in the county of 
Bo id State of Illinois. 
INDIANA. 
( es Carter to be postmaster at Converse, in the county of 
M nd State ef Indiana. 


William C. Nichols to be postmaster at Lowell, in the county 


| Union for the further consideration of the naval 


J. Bean, a citizen of Texas, to be an assistant civil engi- | 


of Lake and State of Indiana. 
IOWA. 
Gordon R. Badgerow to be postmaster at Sioux City, in the | 
cou £ Woodbury and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 
John MePhersen to be postmaster at Blue Rapids, in the | 
county of Marshall and State of Kansas. 
P re to be postmaster at Weir, in the county of Cherokee | 
and ‘iite of Kansas. 
wi A. Sawhill to be postmaster at Concordia, in the 
oun 


of Cloud and State of Kansas. 





| of Grafton and State of New Hampshire. 
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KENTUCKY. 
William A. Waters to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
county of Washington and State of Kentucky. 


MASSACHUSETTS 


county of Middlesex and State of Massachusetts. 
Reuben K. Sawyer to be postmaster at Wellesley, 
county of Norfolk and State of Massachusetts. 
MISSOURI. 
Henry A. Ayre to be postmaster at Oronogo, 
Jasper and State of Missouri. 


NEI 


in the county 
RASKA 

John Cusack to be postmaster at North Bend, in 
of Dodge and State of Nebraska. 

Frank W. Wake to be postmaster at Genoa, in the county 
Nance and State of Nebraska. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Fred H. Ackerman to be postmaster at Bristol, 


the county 


of 


in the cour 


OHIO. 

Joseph A. Shriver to be postmaster at Manchester, in the 

county of Adams and State of Ohio. 
TEXAS, 

John A. Gray to be postmaster at Laredo, in the county of 
Webb and State of Texas. 

TRADE-MARK TREATY WITH ROUMANIA. 

The injunction of secrecy was removed May 4, 1906, fro 
convention between the United States 1. for 1 
reciprocal protection of trade-marks, Bucharest on 
March 31, 1906. 


Roumani 
at 


and 
signed 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frmway, May 4, 1906. 

The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap 
proved. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. Speaker, I move that the House res 
Committee of the Whole House 


Mr. FOSS. 

into the on the state of 

appre l 

bill; and, pending that, I ask unanimous consent that the t 

for general debate be controlled by the gentleman from Lou 

ana [Mr. Meyer] and myself, the same as yesterday, 
attempting to limit the time of general debate. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is under the impression that that 
order was made on yesterday. 

Mr. FOSS. I think that order applied only to yesterday, : 

I would like to have it apply generally. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois unal 
mous consent that all time consumed in general debate on 
naval appropriation bill shall be divided equally bet the 
majority and the minority, the time to be controlled, half and 
half, by himself and by the gentleman from Louisiana [M 
Meyer]. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, that exact request was nu 
and consented to yesterday. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair was under that impression, 
the gentleman from Illinois thinks it covered only yesterday. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The request was not made for yesterday ; 
it was made for general debate on this bill. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the Jon 
shows, and the gentleman from Illinois is mistaken. 


with 


asks 


ween 





MARY DAGENFIELD. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 16215) 
granting an increase of pension to Mary Dagenfield, with a Si 


ate amendment thereto. 
The Senate amendment was read. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the H 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the : 
man from New Jersey that the House concur in the S ( 
amendment. 


The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to 


On motion of Mr. LoUuDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 
WILLIAM F. M. RICE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 15687) 
granting an increase of pension to William F. M. Rice, with a 
Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 
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Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LoupDENSLAGER, a motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 


LEWIS DE LAITTRE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 15907) 
granting an increase of pension to Lewis De Laittre, with a 
Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
concur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Jersey that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. LoupENSLAGER, 2 motion to reconsider the 
last vote was laid on the table. 

JEREMIAH LUNSFORD. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 11635) 
granting an increase of pension to Jeremiah Lunsford, with a 
Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. I move that the House 
Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The ceiestion is on the motion of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire that the House concur in the Senate 
amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

On motion of Mr. Suttoway, a-motion to reconsider the last 
vote was laid on the table. 


concur in the 


SARAH M. D. HINMAN. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 10251) 
granting an increase of pension to Sarah D. M. Hinman with a 
Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I 
ur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire that the House concur in the 
Senate ndment. 
question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
tion of Mr. SuLLoway, a motion to reconsider the last 
; laid on the table. 


move that the House 


cone 


ane 
rhe 
on nie 
ole wa 
LAURA B. IHRIE. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 8226) 
granting an increase of pension to Laura B. Ihrie, with a 
Senate amendment thereto. 
Che Senate amendment was read. 
SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I 
lment be concurred in. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from New Hampshire that the House concur in the 
senate amendment. 


stion was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


move that the Senate 


ine que 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
{ message, in writing, from the President of the United 
communicated to the House of Representatives, 


states, Was 

by Mr. Barnes, one of his secretaries. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

\ message from the Senate, by Mr. ParKINSON, its reading 

clerk, announced that the Senate had passed with amendments 


bills of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the 
House of Representatives was requested: 
H.R. 14897. An act making appropriations for the support 


of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907; and 
H.R. 17576. An act to provide for the entry of agricultural 
lands within forest reserves. 
The message also announced that the Senate had passed with- 
out amendment bill of the following title: 


HI. R. 15485. An act to empower the Secretary of War to con- 
vey to the city of Minneapolis certain lands to exchange for 


other lands to be used for flowage purposes. 
rhe message also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
and joint resolution of the following titles; in which the con- 
ce of the House of Representatives was requested : 
S.5372. An act to prevent dangers to navigation from rafts 
of logs or timbers on coast waters of the United States; and 


currel 


’ 
8. R.13. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War 
to award the Congressional medal of honor to Roe Reisingoy 
SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolution 


of the following titles were taken from the Speaker’s ta}jo and 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated below - 

8. 5372. An act to prevent dangers to navigation from rafts of 
logs or timbers on coast waters of the United States—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. ; 

S$. 13. Joint resolution authorizing the Secretary of War to 
award the Congressional medal of honor to Roe Reisinger to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Also bill of the following title, with Senate amendments: 

H. R. 14897. An act making appropriations for the support of 
the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907—to the Com. 
mittee on Military Affairs. 

EDWARD GILLESPIE. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 15397) 
granting an increase of pension to Edward Gillespie, with 
Senate amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House eon. 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gep- 
tleman from New Hampshire that the House concur in the Sen- 
ate amendment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to, 

JOHNSON COUNTY, WYo. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 16521) 
directing the Secretary of the Interior to sell and convey a 
certain parcel of land to Johnson County, Wyo., with a Senate 
amendment thereto. 

The Senate amendment was read. 

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House con- 
cur in the Senate amendment. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the centle- 
man from Wyoming that the House concur in the Senate amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House a message from the 


President; which was read, ordered to be printed, and referred 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
[At the conclusion of the reading of the message there was 


loud general applause. ] 
[For message, see Senate proceedings of this date.] 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve it- 
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 


Union for the further consideration of the naval appropriation 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House re- 
solved itself into the Committee of the Whole on thie state 
of the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 
18750—the naval appropriation bill—Mr. Crumpacker in the 
chair. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would ask how the tiine has 
been consumed up to the present time? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois has used 
three hours and one minute and the gentleman from Louisiana 
has used one hour and eight minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I suggest the gentleman from Louisiana use some 
of his time now. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from Virginia [Mr. FLoop]. 

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Chairman, while the remarks which | will 
submit will not be upon the pending bill, they will be upon a 
subject most appropriate while the naval bill is under con- 
sideration. I desire to ask the attention of the House to 4 
bill which has been reported from the Committee on Ind ial 
Arts and Expositions, to authorize the United States Gover! _ 

try he 


to participate in the Jamestown Tercentennial Expositio. 
held on the shores of the Hampton Roads, in Norfolk County, 
Va., in the year 1907, and to appropriate money in aid t/iereol. 


This bill carries an appropriation aggregating $1,480,'' my 
$250,000 of which is a direct appropriation to the ex tion 
company, the residue of the appropriation being for the Gov 
ernment exhibit, transportation of troops, entertainme! ind 
other features in which the Government is directly inte™ eo 

While it is an assured fact that the Jamestown Expos''' re 

0 


be held, its magnitude and the impression produced b) 
foreign nations will depend largely upon this appropriavion. 











This exposition is to commemorate the first permanent Eng- | 
ttlement upon this hemisphere. Such an event should ! 
erved in a manner befitting the dignity of our great na- 
ti nd especially so since this nation has invited the partici- 
< of the naval powers of the world. 
‘“\ Chairman, the distinguishing feature of this exposition, 

any the world has ever seen, will be the gathering of war 
¢ f every naval power on the globe. In the ample waters | 
of tiumpton Roads will be such a naval demonstration as has 

i nowhere in all the realms of history, and such as has 
en possible anywhere in the expositions of the past. 
vill likewise be a magnificent military encampment. 
lustrial display will also be a feature of the exposition ; 
ht he main it will be commemorative and historical. It 

n remark that the most momentous events in history 
-en their rise from small beginnings. The Reformation 
; nread the illumination of Protestant Christianity over 
Old World and over the New had its origin in a sudden pang 
4 ice and questioning of the soul by a monk as, upon his 
| r penance, he climbed the steps of St. Peter's. So this 
’ noliticeal and religious freedom had, so to speak, a like 
ent | initiative. This mighty Republic, now spanning the 
~ ree it with a continuous stretch of sovereign States, each in 
empire, had its beginning in a colony of 105 half 
1. unfriended souls, who, on the 18th of May, 1607, 

it Jamestown. 
wuld be hard to describe adequately the effect upon the 
f mankind of the planting of that colony. It was not 


is 


which has made Great Britain one of the foremost powers 
clobe, but it resulted in the almost exclusive possession of 
ican Continent by the Anglo-Saxon ‘race. Like unto 
sinning of the greatest republic of modern times was the 

f the greatest republic of antiquity. Away back in the 

¢ twilight of history a band of fugitives from the flames of 
ttled upon the shores of Latium and laid the foundation 

Rome, a republic that grew to be the mistress of the 

But majestic as was that republic, it not to be 

i in any of the essentials of greatness, in the attributes 

( tal and moral grandeur, in the attainments of the highest 
fruition of civilization, nor in that military prowess which was 

; reme boast—in none of these constituents of greatness is 

compared with the unique and wonderful Republic which 
( ted in that settlement of English within the 
di in of the Indian kind Powhatan and the banks of 
the river which at that time bore his name. 

In this practical utilitarian age, when the spirit of commer- 
cial greed so largely predominates and the great object of life 
seems to many to be to put money in the purse, we occasionally 

with men who are disposed to ridicule and deride what 
ll “mere sentiment.” Such men forget, however, that 
timent that rules the world. Many years ago Andrew 


>» 





is 


colonists 


upon 


F let * a Scotchman, wrote to the Marquis of Montrose a 
] which he said: 
a very wise man who believes that if a man were permitted 


the songs of the people, he did not care who wrote their 
ime immemorial mankind has evinced an inalienable 
d m to recall the traditions of the past, to preserve their 

landmarks, and to cherish their sacred memories, and 


n be surely no higher incentive to honor, to virtue, and 
tism. 





hairman, & more appropriate, nay, an equally appropri- 

t could not be found upon this continent than Jamestown 

h to recall the august and romantic history of the past 

‘rial exhibit, for it will be upon soil and amid scenes 

r in interesting and sacred memories alike of the colo- 
d and of the Revolutionary era. 

i naval and marine display, there can not be found in 
harbors of America, or in the harbors of any continent | 
* hemisphere, so appropriate an expanse of water as 

ake Bay and the ample and noble harbor of Hamp- 

which forms the southern extremity of that bay. 

r is more capacious than that which is entered by the 
Gate, now consecrated to undying memory by the wreck | 
of plendid city to which it gave access and by the peerless | 
haken fortitude of its people. The harbor of Hampton | 
s more capacious than any other upon the Pacific coast, | 
it equaled in capacity or safety, in extent and depth, by | 
other upon the Atlantic coast, not excepting even the harbor 
( ’ York. It is sheltered from the ocean’s storms by the two | 
‘capes, the open gateway to the Atlantic, and the gateway | 

i which civilization and freedom entered this continent. 
Upen its banks the two Virginia ports of Norfolk and Newport | 
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| of the human eye, and upon whose bosom the naval armaments 


| ministration he brought from the London council to the 


or declaration of rights, written by Georg 
Mason, the most luminous epitome of political and pers 
rights and principles ever formulated by the pen of mat 
upon which have been modeled all of the similar bills 
sively adopted by the States of the Union. 

The same convention adopted the Virginia constitution of 
1776, also from the pen of George Mason. This was the first 
written constitution of government ever adopted by free 
people. The preamble of this constitution was written by 
Thomas Jefferson and was sent from Philadelphia, where 
| was in attendance upon the Continental Congress. It co! 
tained a declaration of the severance of Virginia from allegiance 


6381 


News sit like imperial queens of commerce, looking with 


proud gaze upon an expanse of water limited only by the sweep 


of all nations and the combined merchant marine of the entire 
world may ride at anchor with affluent berth. 

Mr. Chairman, in historical interest, memorials of the colonial 
period and of the Revolutionary era, there is no environment 
upon this continent comparable to that in which the Jamestown 
Exposition is to be held. 

At Jamestown Capt. John Smith was tried and acquitted by a 
jury, the first jury trial in America. When Lord De La Warr, 
the first governor of Virginia, came thither in 1610 he found at 
Jamestown a church, the first permanent religious edifice erected 
by Englishmen upon this continent. The ruined tower of 


this 
church is still standing. When Governor Yeardley began his 


ad 
founders 
of the Jamestown colony an order to convene a general assembly, 
the name by which the Virginia legislature is called to this day. 
The members of this general assembly were to consist of 


f bur- 
or borough representatives, of the plantations, tow1 


gzesses, 





and hundreds. In pursuance of this order, on July 20, 1619, 
more than a year before the landing on Plymouth Rock, the 
first legislative body that ever sat in America assembled at 
Jamestown. The event was propitious; the old world had 


passed away and the new was born. 

In 1710 Alexander Spottswood came as governor of the col 
ony, bringing with him the great writ of habeas corpus, a1 
Magna Charta was established in America. 

When the Jamestown settlement was destroyed by fire dur 
ing Bacon’s rebellion, in 1676, the colony removed to lity 
seven miles distant and there established the town of Williams 
burg, the first colonial capital. 


é 
1 tla 
i 


The foundations of the capitol 
buildings are still to be seen where the house of burgesses 
met, and where Washington was received on his return from 
Braddock’s disastrous campaign and was voted a sword as a 
tribute to his military skill and valor. It was the building, 
too, in which, in 1765, Patrick Henry wrote, upon a blank leaf 
torn from an old law book, his resolutions against the stamp 
act, and amid cries of “Treason!” advocated them with an 


eloquence which had never before in the new world fallen from 
mortal tongue. 

This was the alarm bell, the signal gun, of the Revolution. 
Standing at the open door, and spellbound by the burning words 
of the orator, and the icting before his 

eleven years : 


eyes, was a youth of 22, a law student, who, 
ward, was to write the Declaration of Independence, and later 
become the third President of the United States. 

There at Williamsburg may also be seen the site of the old 
Raleigh Tavern, in which the burgesses convened when driven 
from the capital by Lord Dunmore for treasonable denunciation 
of the oppressive measures of the English King and Parliament. 
In the “Apollo room” of that historical tavern the com 
of safety was organized and held those meetings which 
the ball of the Revolution. And there, too, still stands the pow- 
der horn, or magazine, from which Lord Dunmore carried off 
the gunpowder which Patrick Henry, at the head of the Har 
over Militia, compelled him to account for. 

There, too, sat the memorable convention of 1776 tha 
the Virginia bill, 


stupendous scene en: 


iter- 


nittee 


started 


to the British Crown, and along with the constitution to wh 


it was appended was adopted on the 29th day of June, 177 
five days before the adoption, on July 4, of the Declaration 
Independence by the Continental Congress. 

Not far distant from the old capital of Virginia is \ t 
where now stands a lofty monument erected by the <A) 
Congress to commemorate the surrender Cornwallis and tl 


triumph of the Revolutionary armies on the 19th day of Oc 





tober, 1781. The old Moore house, in whi Cornwallis signed 
the articles of capitulation, is still standing, as is the Nelson 
house, the home of Thomas Nelson, the war governor of Vir- 


| ginia during the later Revolutionary period, he who sacrificed his 


large fortune in the cause of independence, and who, at the 
siege of Yorktown, offered a reward of 5 guineas to any can- 
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noneer who would throw a ball into his own dwelling house, 
which was supposed to be occupied by the British general and 
his staff. 

I have alluded, Mr. Chairman, to a circumstance which asso- 
ciates by historical suggestion the beginning of our Republic with 
the foundation of the mightiest republic of antiquity. Let me re- 
fer for a moment to a coincidence in the early history of another 
ancient republic suggested by the momentous event in our history 
to which I have just alluded. Yorktown, the scene of the 
triumph of our armies over our British foes, is 12 miles from 
Williamsburg, the colonial capital of Virginia. About the same 


distance from Athens, the capital of Greece, is the field of Mara- 
thon, where 10,000 Athenians defeated the mighty hosts of 
Persia and delivered their country from the thraldom and dread 
of that haughty Empire, and opened the way to the freedom, the 
supremacy, and the splendor of Greece. The mound still stands 
in which were buried the dead of that memorable field. There | 
nightly the ear of superstition may still hear the clangor of | 


au neighing of horses, and the echoes of their feet as 
they frantically rush across the plains. At Yorktown no audi- | 
ble sounds reach the ear, but the soul of patriotism is there 
stirred by memories of the mighty spirits and great achieve- | 
ment which secured our independence. 

The celebration of these noble events, beginning with the first 
settlement of our race upon this continent, and coming down to } 
the independence of our country, will take place on Virginia 

il near the scenes of the historical events I have described. 
eople of the entire State of Virginia feel a deep interest in 

ent and naturally desire to see it a glorious success; and | 
‘e to see the bill as reported amended in a few particulars 
issed. 

‘hey feel that Virginia’s call for aid will be heeded by the 
Representatives of every State upon this floor, but especially 
by the Representatives of those States with whose founding she 
was so essentially identified. There are some, perchance, with 


‘ tly 
trilis Loe 


whom her appeal should have greater weight than with others, | 
but it is an appeal that should not be disregarded by the Repre- 
sentatives of any State in the entire Union. 

Mr. Chairman, if there is one State Virginia should be able to 





appeal to with confidence that State is Massachusetts. Virginia | 
and Massachusetts are linked together in a common destiny of 
sacred memories and of inextinguishable glory. When Virginia 
organized her committee of safety and correspondence, it was 
Massachusetts that, under the lead of Samuel Adams, re- 
sponded to the signal and formed her similar committee, and 
through these committees the colonies kept in touch with each 
other throughout the exciting events that led up to the Revolu- 


| 
tion until what time the reverberation of the guns of Concord 
and Lexington summoned the Virginia troops to the assistance | 
of their countrymen in the beseiged city of Boston. 


The late venerable Senator Hoar, in an address before the | 





rginia Bar Association a few years since, made a beautiful 
‘ference to the historical and patriotic reminiscences that bind 
two Commonwealths together : 


er 


hese 
Wi 
Said he— 


a Virg 







nian penned the Declaration of Independence Massachusetts 
the greatest advocate on the floor of Congress. When Vir- 
produced Washington Massachusetts called him to the head of 

the Army. When Virginia gave Marshall to jurisprudence it was John 
Adams, of Massachusetts, who summoned him to his exalted seat. | 
But, Mr. Chairman, Massachusetts is not the only State to 
which Virginia can appeal with confidence. We can surely de- 
pend upon Kentucky, cut as she was from Botetourt County, an 
a Virginia county extending in 1792 to the Mississippi 
from which in that year the beautiful State of Kentucky 
ken and presented by Virginia as her fairest daughter to 





i ‘lent 
River, 
W S Tf 
the U1 ; 

\nd there are the elder daughters of Virginia—Ohio, Illinois, | 
Wisconsin, and Michigan. The first four and half of | 
‘ formed out of the northwestern territory which 
a lavish and patriotic prodigality, by the ordi- 
gave to the Union to heal the discords that 
threatened to prevent the adoption of the measures by which a 
‘more perfect union” was to be formed. And then there are 
those great Commonwealths that lie between the Mississippi 
and Oregon rivers, formed from that vast territory which the 


foresig 


10n 


ht and patriotism of Virginia’s son, Thomas Jefferson, | 
d to our country. And Florida, which was acquired for | 
the American Union by the wisdom of James Monroe, of Vir- | 


secure 


o the Union by the action of John Tyler, another Vir- | 
Nor, Mr. Chairman, should the appeal of Virginia be disre- 
garded by the Representatives upon this floor of any State in | 
the Union, As was said by Hon. John Goode, in an address | 


| offense, which was accorded him. 


delivered ‘before the committee from which this bill w: 
ported : 


The American Union is in great part the creation of Virginia. * «+ ; 
It was her son who penned that immortal document which declares +) 
whenever government becomes destructive of the ends for which jt ; 
created it is the right of the people to alter or abolish it and insti:,, 
a new government. * * * It was her son who was confessed 
father of the American Constitution. “* * * It was her " who 
presided over the Supreme Court from 1801 to 1835, and blazeq +), 
way for his successors in the interpretation of the Constitution. [+ w. 
her son who stood by the helm of the ship of state on its perilous yo, 
age, and is now by universal acclaim of all mankind recognized as 4), 
greatest of good men and the best of great men, that illustrious son ¢ 
whom the poet has beautifully sung: : 

All discord ceases at his name, 
All ranks contend to swell his fame. 


But, Mr. Chairman, this is not a matter in which Virginia ; 


Al 1S 


solely interested, nor in which one particular State is solely 


iS re- 
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l¢ 


y i 


interested. It is a commemoration of the planting of the {irg; 
English colony upon this continent; the beginning of the so; 


tlement and occupation of this country by our ancestors, ang 
the introduction of Anglo-Saxon civilization into a wilder. 
ness. It is intended to commemorate the birth of the Americay 
nation in order that the great events which have resulted there. 
from may be accentuated to the present and future 
tions of American citizens. 

Is it not fitting that we shall hand down the beginning of 
such great events to future generations, and can we look with 
unconcern upon the endeavor to commemorate this beginning 

If so, we shall be unmindful of the truth uttered by Edmund 
Burke, that— 


Those who are indifferent to the past will never do anything worthy 
of the future. 


If so, we shall have degenerated from the generous spirit « 
our illustrious countryman, James G. Blaine, who, 
“Thirty Years in Congress” urging for a sufficient allowance 
to be made Virginia by the General Government to compensate, 
at least, for that part of her public debt which might be pre- 
sumptively presented by the territory taken from her in the 
creation of West Virginia, uses these words: 

Nor should it be forgotten that the State of Virginia before the war 
might well be regarded as the creditor and not the debtor of : 
National Government. One of her earliest acts of patriotism as an 
independent State was the cession to the General Government of her 
superb domain on the north side of the Ohio River, from the sale of 
which more than $100,000,000 have been paid into the Treasury. 

He concludes his interesting chapter with this beautiful trib- 
ute to the old mother of States and statesmen: 


In the formal and necessarily austere administration of public affairs 
there is little room for the interposition of sentiment. Yet sentiment 
has its place. We stimulate the ardor of patriotism by the mere 
play of a flag, which has no material force, but which is emblematic of 
all material force and typical of the glory of the nation. We stir the 
ambition of the living = rearing costly monuments to the heroic 

It may surely be pardoned if Americans should feel a deep pe 
interest in the good name and good fortune of a State so closely j 


genera- 


¢ 
ML 
Sg 


in hi 


t 









| fied with the early renown of the Republic—a State with whose s° 


mingled the dust of those to whom all States and all generations are 
debtors—the Father of his Country, the author of the Declaration 


| Independence, the chief projector of the National Constitution. 


Mr. Chairman, as her humblest son, I am not afraid of be 
esteemed arrogant when I avow the belief that whilst this 
nation may becomingly commemorate the fame of that ancient 


| Commonwealth it can not amplify her renown. 


I am confident that those in this body who. have ingenuously 
studied her annals will not look with disfavor upon this appro- 
priation. 

Our governmental organism pulsates with her life. Our en- 
during institutions are the lengthened shadows of her sons. 
She has vivified our history with a spirit which is immortal. 

Nor strong tower, nor walls of beaten brass, 


Nor airless dungeons, nor strong links of iron, 
Can be retentive to the strength of spirit. 


[Loud applause. ] 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I yield forty minutes 
gentleman from Florida [Mr. CLARK]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida is recog 
nzed for forty minutes. 4 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, unwillingly I find 
myself in a position where I am forced to attempt to say sonie- 


thing about the tariff. I have been chary of undertat! . 
make tariff speeches since I heard a story some years 250, -\'- 
| Chairman. It is said that a certain man was arraigned 1 


court upan an indictment charging him with murder. He hi 
counsel, and said that he desired none, but simply asked p«' 
mission to make a statement to the court in extenuation 0! 1's 
He said to the court: 

It is true, Judge, that I killed the man. I admit that I killed | im ; 
but I want to tell you why I did it and how I did it. I am a tarn’’ 
and on the day that the offense was committed I was sitting on 
veranda, at my own home, quietly reading my county newspaper,’ 
in the afternoon. I was at peace with all the world. I had naus 


against any living man, but this man finally came into my gate, came 
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Mr. CLARK of Florida. I w time. I 


the balance of it, as follows: 


-e I was, and proceeded without the slightest provocation to 
| abuse me. I did not resent it. I allowed him to continue 
was tired, and finally becoming tired he left me, went back to 


as saving will re 











f the house where my wife was engaged in her household We denounce, as disturbing to busin the Republican threat to 
t weeded to curse and abuse her, and still I did not resent it. | restore the McKinley law, which has been twice mdemned by t 
a had tired of that he went out into the yard where my children | people in national elections, and which, enacted under the false plea 
os lay, abused them in my presence, and I permitted that. When | of protection to home industry, proved a prolific breeder of trusts and 
‘¥ that he went out and kicked and cuffed my dog; and I even | monopolies, enriched the few at the expense of the many, restricted 
When he had finished with the dog he came back to where | trade, and deprived the producers of the great American f 
nd when he reached in his pocket and pulled a manuscript | access to their natural markets. Until the money question set ! 
t! , and proceeded to deliver to me a speech on the tariff I rose | we are opposed to any agitation for further changes in our tat W 
might and I slew him. ae such as are necessary to keep the deficit in revenue caused 
: : pee the adverse decision of the Supreme Court on the income 
vuse and laughter. ] ak jut for this decision by the Supreme Court there w i ‘ t 
has deterred me, Mr. ( hairman, from ever attempting in the revenue under the law passed by the Democratic Con 
a iything about the tariff, but I find myself now where it ana my of the uniform decisions of that YT 
t a : e . x Tes . § *¢ if ha ing err ‘ y | ne 
io be imperative that I say something upon that sub- 7 cele ok te ee cae, netelnen ee 
d I want to say, Mr. Chairman, and I shall detain the | have ever sat on that bench. We declare that it is the duty of ¢ 
ee but a few minutes, that the Democratic party, to oe to use all the constitutional power wi remains after t 
u belong, has never at any period in its long and eventful | j erative Che cette eg me eee sae eee) 
een a free-trade party. That persons of prominence equally and impartially laid, to the end ti lI 3 
\ free traders have been members of the Democratic | Proportion of the expenses of the Government. 
I that men of great prominence who are to-day advocates | That, I think, is all of it. 
trade are supporters of the Democratic party is undoubt- I am very much obliged to the gentleman for calling my at 
; true, but the injustice of attempting to bind a great polit- | tention to it. I did not care to take up the time to read it, | 
y to support of a particular doctrine merely because | Mr. Chairman, it fully explains the Democratic principles o 
i members of that party are its supporters is appar- | the tariff. 
‘ rhe only just rule by which the position of a political; Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will the gentleman now 1 
nell on a given question can be and should be determined is | the platform declaration in 1892? 
} vestigation of its platform declarations upon that sub- | Mr. CLARK of Florida.’ I am going to read that now. 
by an investigation of its legislative enactments when We denounce Republican protection as a fraud 
ontrol of the law-making power of the Government. 


{Applause on the Democratic side.] 


» only just rule, this is the only fair test, and I con- 


; : : . a robbery of the great majority of the American | f 
the Democratic party in no convention has ever de- | of the féw. ' - ~ 4 
r free trade or has ever declared for anything 2 | [Renewed applause.] 
free trade. I contend further, Mr. Chairman, when | we gecjare it to | . Sfemente! wet f the ] 
: ‘ . . : . ciare 1 0 be { Tundamentai rin I se 
11 of this Government, and it was in contro] for a great | that the Federal Government has = constitutional 1 
rs, in control of all of its branches, the Democratic | and collect tariff duties, except for the p rey on 
. . : . > lam ‘ . ‘ollecti > 1o} ‘ > » ; 
never written into the law of this land a single | We demand that the collection of such taxes s De iimited 
. a . necessities of the Government when honestly nd 
it smacks of free trade. So, I say, it is unjust to | jctereg, 
wratic party to charge it with being a free-trade | 


[Renewed applause. ] 


iuse some of its members are free traders, or very Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS 











: es I would like to ask the 
} so. It matters not, Mr. Chairman, what individual | pan now 
n¢ ers or statesmen, however prominent, claiming alle | Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will read the balance of 
giance to the Democratic party, may have said about the tariff, let me read it all 
that party has never in any platform declared for free trade The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Flot ’ 
ae 2 — 4 SLL. 2 pCi llCiiiiii LV A ut 
or for a tariff schedule approaching free trade. The Demo- vield 
cratic party, when in control of Congress, has never committed | Mr. CLARK of Florida. I will read it all, and then I y 
not mpted to commit this Government to the policy of free | yielq to the gentleman 
tr If free trade were a Democratic doctrine, why did not |~ ,. ? me : oi ae 
; RP a ratte , ie ts fei : We denounce the McKinley tariff law enacted by the Fifty-first ¢ 
esentatives of the party write it into the laws of the | cress as the culminating atrocity of class levisiation: we ine 
land during its long lease of power? It is a presumption of law, | efforts made by the Democrats of the present Congress to modify 
I believe, that when it is shown that a man has it in his power | Most oppressive features = the direction of fre V : 
; - 2 ‘-heaper m: é ired go 3 ¥ enter into general consumpt 
to certain thing and does not do it, he does not want to | \ poe ang pone aes aa Gee et ie ee 
d Therefore the conclusion here is irresistible that the | the action of the people in intrusting power to the Democra 
De atic party was not in favor of free trade, because it had | Since the McKinley tariff went into operation there 
] ° ° , reductions he wages of the laboring men to one in 
{ olute power to declare for free trade, to enact free-trade | "euctions of the wages of t — ewe 


legislation [Applause on the Democratic side.] 


We deny that there has been any increase of 


yet during all its long years of power, in the con- 
ie executive and legislative branches of the Govern- | 


+} 


T 


- CHARLES B. LANDIS. 


CLARK of Florida. 


ment, both in their entirety, it has never declared for any such 


So I am justified, Mr. Chairman, in contending that 
eratic party is not a free-trade party. 


t to call attention for just a moment to the declaration | 


party on that subject in 1896. And this, Mr. Chairman, 
specimen declaration in all of the platforms of the 
It is true here and there in Democratic national con- 
; words have been at times loosely used in setting forth 
ration of principles, but any fair-minded man who will 
e the platform of any year in its entirety will find that 
teadfastly adherred to the doctrine that a tariff for the 
of this Government was absolutely necessary, and 
» never, as I said, broached free trade. 
S96 they said this: 
1 that the tariff duties should be levied for purposes of rev- 
duties to be so adjusted as to operate equally throughout 
and not discriminate between class or section, and that 


uld be limited by the needs of the Government honestly 
ally administered. 





1892, four years before, they said this 
HARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman 
‘HAIRMAN. Will the gentleman from Florida 
yield to the gentleman from Indiana? 





[ Mr. 


‘LARK of Florida. Certainly. 
CHARLES B. LANDIS. Did the gentleman from Flor- 
{ all of the plank on the tariff in the platform of 1896? | 


CLARK of Florida. No, sir. 
CHARLES B. LANDIS. Will he kindly do so? 
I will do it if the gentleman wants 


It was the platform of 1896? 


since that tariff went into operation, and we point to the d 


i 
distress, to the wage reductions and strikes in the iron tr 
best possible evidence that no such prosperity has resulted 


McKinley Act. 





We call the attention of thoughtful Americans to t f 
thirty years of restrictive taxes agair the ir rtation 
weaith in exchange for our agricultural ry 


of the country have become burdened with a ré estate mor 
of over two thousand five hundred million dollar 
other forms of indebtedness; that in é 
States of the West there appears a real estate mortga 
$165 per capita of the total population, and that sir 
and tendencies are shown to exist in the other agricult 
States. We denounce a policy whi 
| does that of sheriff. 


[Loud applause on the Democratic side.] 

Now I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will a 
fi 





one 


is not practically the same platform upon wl 
Government raises revenue to carry on the affairs 
nation? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I think not; but I am n 


oughly informed as to the English taxing system. 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. In other words, is th 
| form of political declaration that is known as 


among nations? 
| Mr. CLARK of Florida. Not at all. I think 
Mr. Chairman, the position of the Democr 
question—— 
| Mr. NEEDHAM. 
| question. 
| Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
| Mr. NEEDHAM. 
| tariff on citrus fruit? 





Will the gentleman allow me to: 


Certainly. 


Is the gentleman in favor of the present 
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Mr. CLARK of Florida. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. 
party base that? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am right with the gentleman from 
California on that proposition. 

Mr. Chairman, it will be seen that the position of the Demo- 
cratic party, then, is this, as I understand it—and I do not want 
the Democratic party held responsible for what I say. I am 


I am, absolutely. 
Upon what theory does the Democratic 


not a leader of the Democratic party. My declarations do not 
make Democratic law. My opinions would not be accepted as 
Democratic authority; but as an humble Democrat, as an 


humble member of the party, I have the right to my opinions 
as to what the party stands for; and my opinion is that the 
Democratic party on this question stands for a tariff for revenue 
sufficient to support the Government when its affairs are ad- 
ministered economically, but not niggardly; not in favor of a 
tariff levied solely for the purpose of protection. I am not in 
favor of the levy of a duty which in its practical operation will 
be prohibitive. I am in favor of the levy of a duty which will 
produce the necessary revenue for the purposes of the Gov- 
ernment; and wheneyer the taxing power goes further than is 
necessary to raise the money to pay the expenses of the Gov- 
ernment, economically and honestly administered, it goes, in my 
judgment, beyond the constitutional power to tax. [Applause.] 
We should levy a duty with a view to raising revenue for the 


purposes of the Government economically administered and not | 


solely for the purpose of protection. Whenever a duty is levied 
upon an article imported into this country for sale to the 
American people it must undoubtedly increase the cost of that 
article to the American purchaser, and to that extent it is a 
burden on such purchaser - 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Let me finish this sentence, please. 
And to the same extent is a benefit to the American citizen who 
ticles of the same kind for sale, grown or manufactured 
in this country. Now I will yield to the gentleman 
Indiana. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The gentleman states that the 

‘t of a protective tariff is to increase the price of the article. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. The effect of any tariff. 







has ar 


eff 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. That the effect of any tariff 
is to increase the price of the article protected by the amount | 
of the tariff. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Approximately. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will ask the gentleman if he 
can cite a single article manufactured in this country the price 
which is higher to-day than it was the day the tariff was 
placed upon the article? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; nor higher anywhere else. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not know that I can at this 
moment, because I have not investigated that. 


of 


Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I: will say to the gentleman 
from Florida that that challenge has been made, in answer to 
that assertion, time and time again, and I have never yet had 


cited a single manufactured article that is higher to-day than 
it was the day the tariff was placed upon it; and if the gentle- 
Iman can cite any such article I should like to have him do it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, if the gentleman from Florida will 
permit a further interruption—— 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I yield to the gentleman from Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I would suggest that he might challenge 
the gentleman from Indiana to name a single article upon which 
there is an American import duty levied, and which is lower 
than it was at the time the import duty was levied, the 
price of which is not also lower in Great Britain, Cape Colony, 


now 


Australia, the Argentine, all over Europe, and everywhere else— 
especially where there is no protectionism. [Applause on the 
De ratie side.] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. If the gentleman will permit 


Tye% _ 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Florida yield to 
the colloquy between the gentleman from Indiana and the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes; I yield. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. With the kindness of the gen- 
tleman I will say that along about 1883 we placed a tariff of $4 
a hundred upon wire nails. At that time, if the year is correct, 
there were no wire nails manufactured in this country. Ac- 
cording to the theory of the gentleman from Florida, the price 
of wire nails should have been increased by the amount of the 
tariff. The price was somewhat increased for some months, 
] — ' 
fell More wire-nail factories 


m the price from $6 to $5. 


| 343 a . d 
started, and the price dropped to $4. In the course of a year} reason and a common-sense view of these propositions. «1! 


from | 


a wire-nail factory was started in the United States, and | 
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| while he sells at reasonable profit to the subjects of Great Brit- 
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or two it dropped to $3, then to $2.50, to $2, and fina) 


> to 
$1.85———_ 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But the price has gone up since. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. The duty still remained »; $4 
a hundred. Now, according to the theory of the gentleman from 
Florida, the price of wire nails should have been continyod as 
long as that tariff existed at the original price plus $4, \-hon 
as a matter of fact, the price fell as low as $1.85. F 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, if the gentleman will pardon so 
the gentleman has not quite stated all of it. After he got pig 
wire nails down to $1.85 he neglected to state the point to \ hich 
they have risen since. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I think the price of wire nails 


at the present time is about $2.20 or $2.30. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And that rise began to take place 
diately upon the formation of the wire-nail trust? 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. Well, I would not be surpriseg 
if that were true. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, in further answer to what ¢he gen. 
tleman has said, this is also true: While wire nails haye gone 
down here, upon the whole, in price—and he has subst:ntis!}y 
stated the history of their going down, with the omission which 
he has just corrected—it is also true that wire nails made 


ime- 


. : ‘ . . in 
Belgium and in Great Britain have gone down exactly in the 
same proportion, and it is also true (which the gentleman has 


failed to mention) that while wire nails are being sold in 


the United States at the price which he has given American 


wire nails are being sold in Cape Colony, a British possession, 
transported by the back door of Great Britain, and are, vere 
a year ago, sold there at a price far below what they are sold 


for in the American market. 
The answer proves two things: First, the American tariff 


has had nothing to do with the reduction of the price of wire 
nails, except to impede the process, as is demonstrated by the 
fact that they have gone down where no tariff existed, and. 


secondly, the tariff has had something to do with enabling the 
American producer of wire nails to fix a higher price than was 
necessary to the American consumer in a sheltered market 
ain in Cape Colony. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I will say to the gentleman from 
Mississippi that the position he assumes is entirely untenab! 
and I place before the gentleman now the challenge that h 
been made time and time and time again, that no Democrat 
living has yet cited a single manufactured article upon which 
there is a protective tariff that is not lower in price to-day than 
it was the day the tariff was placed on the article. [Applause 
on the Republican side. ] 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is true, and the answer to it is true. 


is 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I am very glad to 
hear these gentlemen. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I ask the pardon of the gentle- 
man from Florida, and will simply say that I was led to rise 
and interrupt him because of his statement that the effect of 


levying a protective tariff was to increase the price of the arti- 
cle by the amount of the tariff. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I understand, and I yielded to both 
gentlemen with great pleasure, because I have time enough to 
get through with the few remarks that I want to make, 
am always very glad to hear both of them. But I do not care 
to discuss particular items, and I have not prepared a tarifl 


speech. I stated in the beginning the reason why I never at- 
| tempted to make one, and I simply want to call attention to 


one or two general propositions. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman from 
Florida will pardon me, this is pertinent and it will ! 
long. I read from a list given in the Exporters and [1 
Journal of June 18, 1904, published by Henry W. Pea! 
State street, New York City, and I find on that list t 


export price of barbed wire per hundred pounds was hat 
time $2.20 and the home price $2.70, with a difference of 2) cots 
per hundred, and upon black fence wire, per hundred | Is, 


the export price was $1.25 and the home price $2, with : 
ence of 60 cents per hundred. I will ask the gentleman to alr 
swer that. 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. What does that prove? 
Mr. WILLIAMS. It proves enough for you, unless | 


deny it, or get around it, or evade it, to defeat you in tl xt 
election. [Applause on the Democratic side.] 
Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I can not see how it is re“ it 
at all. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I want to s t Pr 
few general propositions. I have not investigated these - 
items, but, Mr. Chairman, I am undertaking to argue ' 








1906. 


DE 


+ for the life of me understand how it is that a duty can 
| upon an article imported into this country, where it 
e into competition in the open market with other arti- 
e character grown in this country, and not increase the 
the article to the consumer. If it does not do that, then 
\ can business man is not the shrewd, calculating indi- 
t we have always given him credit for being, and the 
n party’s boast of protecting American industries and 
hoa labor vanishes into thin air. 
HN - Chairman, in the very nature of things, when goods 


Mr y 
1 wrted into the United States upon which duties are paid 
a h compete in the American market with domestic 
irchaser and benefit the person who has goods of that 
for I think, Mr. Chairman, there can be no 
it. There may be an isolated case here and there 
. price of the article has not increased, due to combina- 
tio me kind or another—due to some kind of trade relation 
nt—but the effect is, the logical effect and the 


sale. 


m 





is, 


effect is, to increase the price of the article approxi- | 


the extent of the duty collected. 
Af 


ble 


1ust inevitably have the effect of increasing the cost | 





Chairman, recognizing this to be true, recognizing 
fact, as I take it, that in the collection of tariff | 


; some of our people must be burdened with the tax | 


1 of our people must be benefited on account of its levy 
and ion, it seems to me that the true policy of statesman- 
s] ld demand a system by which and in the operation of 

burdens and the benefits should be so distributed as 

ll classes of the people as nearly alike as possible and 
ch a few favored manufacturers at the expense of the 
es of the people. 

my position in this House, Mr. Chairman, on’ this 
( and I am going to get to my own bill now in a few 
1 The farmer, the producer of the raw material, should 
he benefits of this system of taxation along with the 
ts are to be derived, and you can not prevent it, it is 
about levying a tariff and benefiting nobody. It is 
about levying import duties upon various articles 
ting nobody in America having those articles for sale. 
Yo t benefit them. They will be benefited. So I say that 
i ought to be so framed, the tariff schedule ought to 
n, as to give the farmer, the producer, who earns his 
the sweat of his face beneath a June and July sun, 
» benefits while the protected manufacturer is being 

‘and richer as the years go by. 
Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Then, I take it, Mr. Chairman, 
ventleman does not agree with the last declaration of 


{ ratie party, of 1904, ; 
ir. CLARK of Florida. I would like to quote that declara- 
t the gentleman will let me have it. I looked for it this 


hut could not find it. 
[ILL of Connecticut. If the gentleman will pardon me 
‘ ient, I would like to ask the gentleman from Missis- 
si] \ir. WILLIAMS] a question in the interest of the truth of 


rhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I yield for just a momen. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. In making this platform I think 
nan from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] was a member 
nittee, which was out for sixteen hours in the conven- 
Louis, and as the platform went in to the committee 

different document from that which came out. They 
different propositions entirely. As published in the 
ss when it went into the committee we find that it was 


* a wise, conservative, and businesslike revision of the tariff 
I due regard to existing conditions. 


the way it went in, according to the public press, and 
ie out the words “ we favor a wise, conservative, and 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Surely it does not need one-twentieth of 
the intelligence which is possessed by the gentleman from Con 
necticut [Mr. Hix] to know that the real Democratic platform 
as adopted was the platform as it came out of the committee. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understood it 


was reported to 
the convention the other way. 





Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, if these gentlemen will permit 
me, I will read what the gentleman from Connecticut furnishes 
me and what I think was the Democratic platform on this ques 
tion in 1904: 

We denounce protection as a robbe of t to ich t few, 
and we favor a tariff limited to the needs o Gove! eco! 
ically administered and so levied as d te ag t 
dustry, class, or section to the end th I of tax 1 shall 
be distributed as equally as possible. 

[Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I would like to ask the gentleman 
squarely if he thinks a tax of 10 cents a pound on cotton is not 

| purely a protective tariff. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I am coming to that in a moment 
Now, Mr. Chairman, the Democratic convention, in that plat 
form, said, “ We denounce protect as a robbery,” and that is 
what these gentlemen harp on continually. What prote 
were they denouncing as a robbery? There can not be as 
levy of a tariff without some kind of p1 tion. TI 
It must benefit somebody, and when it benefits so1 
tects somebody. They were denouncing the protect of 
Republican party, not protection pure and simple, bu 
as practiced by that party: prote n as levied b 
build up the great trusts that are now absolute 
the stability of this Government. That is the kind of l 
they were denouncing as robbery, and it can not g 
else. [Applause on the Democratic side. ] 

I want now to come to my cotton proposition—the littl n 


| 


I e revision made with due regard to existing condi- 
{ ' stricken out. So that it now reads, “We favor a 
I nd a gradual reduction of the tariff.” Which is the 
( rm, I would like to ask the gentleman from Mississippi? 

My. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, it is rather unprecedented 
to Member who is sitting down a question, but since the | 
gi n has asked it, and the gentleman from Florida [Mr. | 
CI udly yields, will the gentleman from Connecticut 
)) inake his question intelligible? He has asked which was 
the 1 expression. 

MI [LL of Connecticut. Which is the platform of the | 
Dy ic party—that the revision should be made on a wise 
= igent basis with due regard to existing conditions, or 
Vas } 


be a straight revision? 
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that my friend from Illinois [Mr. Bourret] talked about the 
other day and that the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. 
asked me about. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. MEYER of Louisiana. Mr. Chairma I yield ¢ ‘ 
minutes to the gentleman. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Mr. Chairman, I introduced 
with no idea of being wedded to the particular : 
in the bill. I introduced it very much upon the 
lawyer in drafting a declaration in a damage sui 
amount of his damages. He alleges $25,000 whe h 3 
expects to recover $3,000. So I put that amount in tl 

Mr. BOUTELL rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. In a moment n the | exp ng 
that when it went to the Ways and Means Ce it ind 
they undertook to frame a schedule that if tl Ss f 
a tax upon Egyptian cotton at all they would put 
that would be reasonable and just and produce a rey 
the Government. [Applause on the Democratic side.] ‘1 
Mr. Chairman, was 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That was subject to a per tage of 
reduction 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Characteristic of all argu le 
upon your side on this proposition, equally ad dam 
character. 

Mr. WILLIAMS rose. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I yield to the gentleman Mis- 
sissippi. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. There was some confusion in the Hall, but 
as I understood the gentieman he said he exj. 1 t 


mittee to reduce this rate or to make this rate wh i 
be a revenue rate and not prohibitive in its cel 


he himself would not favor a prohibitive or a rate for } 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Surely. Now, Mr. ¢ 
want to call attention just a moment to these fig ! 
there were 34,735,682 pounds of Egyptian 
into this country. In the year 1902, 81,825,158 
imported; in 1903, 63,554,773 pounds were imported 7 


39,249,878 pounds were 
were imported. 


imported; in 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if a duty of 5 cents per | 1 e 
levied upon that cotton, it would have produced in 1901 eve 
nue of $1,736,784.10. At 2 cents a pound it would h iced 
a revenue of $694,713.64. In 1902 a duty of 5 cents per pound 
would have produced a revenue of $4,066,257.90, and at 2 cents 
per pound would have produced a revenue of $1,626,503.16 


In 1903 a duty of 5 cents per pound would have produced a 
revenue of $3,177,738.65, and at 2 cents per pound would hay 
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produced a revenue of $1,271,095.46. In 1904 a duty of 5 cents 
per pound would have produced a revenue of $1,962,493.90, or 
at 2 cents per pound would have produced a revenue of $784,- 
997.16. In 1905 at 5 cents a pound it would have produced a 
revenue of $2,621,833.65, or at 2 cents a pound it would have 
produced a reyenue of $1,048,733.46, 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. And according to the gentleman’s 
own theory it would have raised the price of every pound of 
cotton grown in the United States precisely according to the 
amount of duty. 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. Not at all. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I understood you to make that 
claim. 
Mr. CLARK of Florida. No; because, Mr. Chairman, this 


bill seeks to put the duty upon what we know as “ long staple 
There is not any of it grown, so far as the Agricul- 
tural Department shows, anywhere in this country except in 
South Carolina, Georgia, and Florida. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Well, it would have raised the 
price of all that is grown. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Certainly. 
price, in my judgment, of all the 
cotton that is grown in this country. It would have given the 
long-staple grower the benefit of that raise, Mr. Chairman; 
but I have just been contending that when his New England 
brother in Connecticut gets the benefit of the tariff upon the 
manufactured cotton goods, he in Florida ought to get some of 
that same benefit of Government, if benefit there must be. [Ap- 
plause on the Democratic side.] That is all I am asking for, 
Mr. Chairman. I now yield to the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I would like to ask two or three questions 
in reference to this cotton. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. 
utes remaining. 


cotton.” 


It would have raised the 
sea-island or long-staple 


Well, I have only about three min- 


Mr. BOUTELL. First, the gentleman from Florida is abso- 
lutely sure that none of this long-staple cotton is grown in the 
State of Mississippi? 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. The Government reports show it is 
only grown in the three States I have named. 
Mr. BOUTELL. According to the Government reports, there 


is no long-staple cotton grown anywhere in the State of Missis- 


sippi? 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. No sea-island cotton; I think there | 
is none grown except in those three States. 

Mr. BOUTELL. I will ask further whether a tax of 5 cents 
a pound or even 10 cents a pound would in any way effect the 
price of the short cotton? 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. I do not think it will. I do not 
think that the millions of bales of short cotton would be effected 


} 


in the slightest degree. 


Mr. BOUTELL. I could not see how they would be, even to 


the fraction of a mill. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield to me for a mo- 
ment? 


Mr. CLARK of Florida. I have only about a minute. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I think we can get more time. I think 
ything like a large duty upon Egyptian cotton would effect 
the price of short cotton, and would effect it by reducing pro 
tanto the price of short cotton. 

Egyptian cottons are imported into this country solely for the 


any 


purpose of being mixed with short cotton in the production of 
eertain lines of goods. Their importation, therefore, creates a 
market here to a certain extent for the short cotton itself for | 


the manufacture of those peculiar lines of goods. The Egyptian 
is a cream-colored cotton, and it goes into nankeen goods of va- 
rious sorts and into other goods which my friend from Connec- 
ticut [Mr. Hr] will recall. So if it had any effect upon short 
eotton at all it would be a very slight effect, and it would be an 
restrict its market, and therefore to the same extent 
decrease its price. 

Mr. CLARK of Florida. Now, Mr. Chairman, I want to state 
another fact understand it. The great bulk of this cotton 


eftect to 


as I 


is grown in Florida and South Carolina and in Georgia, and is 
manufactured—a great deal of it; at least—into the finer laces. 


n told, further, that there are no factories, even in New 


J 
England, that manufacture these fine laces, and that the great | 
I 


ody of this product is sent to France and manufactured there 
and sent back here and sold to us at enormous prices. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have undertaken to make my position | 


plain. I am not a free trader. I do not hesitate to say that if 
the Democratic party should declare for free trade to-morrow I 
would quit it on the spot. [Applause.] I look upon it as being 
folly to talk about running the Government with a 
direct tax upon the people. It can not be done. So we are in 


psolute 


favor of 


a tariff to run the expenses of the Government, eco- 
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nomically, but not niggardly, administered. And I am 3) ¢. 

of so levying that tariff, Mr. Chairman, as that the farme, 
producer, will be benefited along with the manufacturer <’ ™ 
body has got to get the benefit of the tariff. 


Some- 


When my frien, 


from Connecticut [Mr. Hi11] is getting the benefit of ;; or = 
people are getting the benefit of it in these protected industries 
when they who are manufacturing the cotton grown in . oF fi a 
are getting the benefit, at least a portion of the blessiye «, ids 
come to the farmer who raises it. I say give the faryoy ot om 
whack at it, give him a little of the benefit. Now. \\; i. 
man, that is my position, and I think it is the Democraiio . 
tion. Equalize the burdens, distribute the fayors. |, ine ‘he 
farmer while you help the manufacturer. I am not w: aa * 
a 10-cent duty, I am wedded to no particular duty: }, it I Sa 
wedded to that duty which will produce a revenue. w) h oo 
not be prohibitive, but which at the same time wil] give mr 
people some of the benefits of government to which they rad 
entitled under this system of taxation while forced to bear its 


burdens. 

I thank the committee. [Applause.] 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the 
Missouri | Mr. SHACKLEFORD]. 

Mr. SHACKLEFORD. Mr. Chairman, on several o 
during this session I have spoken in criticism of the ; 


gentleman from 


‘casions 
c 2 eth ds 
and practices by which the Speaker represses the members)» 
of the House. I have undertaken to show that 
longer a representative Government; that in defiance of tho 
Constitution and the rules the Speaker exercises an absolute 
veto power over all legislation proposed here; that instead of 
being, as the Constitution contemplates he should, the seryant 
of the House, the Speaker has constituted himself its master. 
I have laid out for my task to make it an issue before the 
country whether he shall not be required to give back to tho 
people their free representative Government. I am gratified 
find a hearty response to this call to arms. I will read a few 
extracts from the press from various sections of the country to 
show that the people are coming into a realization of the fact 
that Members of this House are no longer allowed to represent 
the people who sent them here, but must bend to the will of the 
Speaker. The following is from the Pasadena News: 
THE AMERICAN CZAR, 

Representative Dorsey W. SHACKLEFORD, of Missouri, made comp 
yesterday against the absolutism of the Speaker on what must be re 
nized as well-taken grounds. Authority to prevent Member 
blocking business—even so arbitrary authority as the counting of a 
quorum not present—is less repugnant than the exercise of a Speaker's 
authority to unduly influence the course of business and the action of 
the House. The specific complaint of Representative SuackLerrorp was 
that the Speaker had packed the Ways and Means Committee with “ten 


ours is no 


T ) 






|} men who would stand pat as men of stone against any and every 


tempt to amend the tariff.” He went on to declare that if the stand- 
patters would come out into the open they would not stand the ghost 
of a show, but that is neither here nor there. Neither does it matt 
the committee was packed not to amend or to id the 
tariff. The objectionable principle is that one man, entitled to one vote, 
attempts indirectly to say what the House shall and what it shal! not 
consider. 

There is too much such arbitrary action by committees not spe 

Only last week there was refusal to report, even adver 
the Philippine tariff bill. Se it is that our legislation is not by Con 
gress, but by the Speaker of the Congress and his committees. Why 
should the country not be entitled to the benefit of action by the whole 
Congress after full consideration and debate, as contemplated by 
Constitution ? 

Uncle Jon CANNON is a mighty clever old man and the most popular 
personality in the House, but that does not satisfy the country at large 
for the exercise of extra and unusual powers. In personal appeals for 
support of measures the Speaker wields an immense influence, a 
influence was exerted to the utmost in behalf of the joint s h 
Herein is another illustration of the pernicious extraneous gr 
spring up in practice to destroy the purity of the Government it w 
planned. Representative SHACKLEFORD’s assertion that no man 
monarchical Europe exercises such absolute jurisdiction as the Spea 
of the House of Representatives of the democratic United States has 
plenty of corroborative testimony to support it. The question is, \ 
are these admitted evils which have crept into our system not corrected 
when they are so clearly seen? 

Here is from an editorial in the Kansas City Journal, a stauch 
Republican organ : 


Representative SHACKLEFORD may have lost prestige in th 
his plain talk to CANNON, but he has earned respect and admiration of 
the country. He told the truth, and did it bravely. 

I read from the Columbia (Mo.) Daily Tribune: 


Not only the statehood bill, but no measure is allowed to ¢ 
Congress unless it has the approval of the Speaker, and no Represen 
tive can secure recognition unless his bill is satisfactory 2! 8 
previously made his peace with Speaker CANNON. 

Such tactics have been pursued before, always by 
not to the insolent extent to which Speaker CANNON has \ 
methods. That it is a menace to representative government, | 
is plain without argument. Congressman SHACKLEFORD 
edly called attention to the unprecedented action of the Speake: 
results of his methods. 


The following is from the Ohio State Journal, 
Republican paper of extensive influence: 


Representative SHACKLEFORD made a bitter attack on Speaker © *\™ 
NON on the floor of the House the other day. Nothing in | ee 
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a f Speaker Reed’s occupancy of the chair exceeded Mr. SHACKLE- 
] speech in sharp, persona _ attack. “ Unbridled will,” “an en- 
t despot,” “crack your whip,” “ cowers at your feet,” are some 
of phrases that stuck out like bayonets from the speech. 
"an arraignment was expected sooner or later. As wise as 
c CANNON is, as patriotic, he must not think he can escape | 
2 for his arbitrary rule. Our theory of government does not 
anywhere for a censor over legislation. Really, it is a chal- 


a republican form of government to hold that it is necessary. 
SHACKLEFORD charged that “you have packed every committee 
e t no bill can be reported without your consent.” 


This accusation | 


7 to be true; at least that is the popular belief. This is not 
i is legislative theory. The Speaker should not be the sole judge, | 


does show some sycophancy on the part of his party adherents | 


y hey permit it. Why, isn’t that bossism in its 


| ceasion for this outburst of indignation 
I that Mr. CANNON assumed with refer 
I n't like the change the Senate made in the House bill. Now, it 
wssible that the Senate will always injure a House bill, and in 


was the 


unadulterated | 


dictatorial | 
ence to the statehood bill. 


t ‘ticular case there is an extended public opinion that it did 

n it that, on the other hand, it improved it. And so, in this case 

of } SHACKLEFORD’S attack, while there may not be an extended in- | 
d it of its violence and ascerbity, there is considerable sympathy | 
j purpose, and we have no doubt that many Congressmen who are 

§ » nothing and sawing wood smile fondly when they sit alone 

pefore their own firesides and think of that speech. 


[ read now from the Locomotive Firemen’s Magazine: 
DESPOTISM IN CONGRESS. 
employers’ liability bill has passed the National House of Rep- 


r tives. Should it become a law as it now stands, damages can 
1 recovered by a railroad employee's parents unless it can be 
1 1 that they were dependent on him. ‘This feature is embodied 
ir words “dependent upon him,” appearing in the first section. 
I s, of course, a gross and crying injustice to a railroad man's 


I ; It classes as of no consequence and altogether unworthy of 
‘ ration or attempted compensation the harrowing grief and heart- 
1 s sorrow in which the poor old mother of a slaughtered railroad 
i ids over his mangled form, and provides that unless she was 
‘ jent on him” at the time of his death she shall be entitled to 
n nity, as though the loss of his association, of his sympathy, 


support and protection in case that want should overtake 
} it not to entitle her to damages. 


ends of the measure, in their attempt to secure the elimina- 
this outrageous provision, brought to light a condition of affairs 


v -arly demonstrates the tyrannical despotism with which cor- 
D tools rule the national legislative body of the United States. 
| tional House of Representatives is supposed to be, and under 
the nstitution should be, a deliberative body, but the procedure in 
1 clearly demonstrates that it is an oligarchy of the most pro- 


type 
type. 


it was sought by those desiring to improve the measure 
left the committee's hands to have it amended on the floor of 


t jiouse when it came up for passage so that the parents would not 
hi to prove dependency. The report of the incident is to the effect 
{ to this “the Speaker would not consent,” giving as his reason 
; \" 


LITTLEFIELD came to him a few days ago, saying that he was 
¢ away, and that he hoped the Speaker “ would not permit the bill 


wherewith to resist the power of autocracy? 



































Is it necessary to call their attention to the fact that they are c 
Spilling against and trampling on the rig undreds of thousands 
of enlightened American citizens, each on is d, not wit i 
club or flintlock gun, but with a ballot, per use of which 
can relegate to eternal oblivion the wh« f plutocratic usurp 
who are bartering that birthright i erty 1 equal 
rights guaranteed him by the bl y warfare Do 
they know that the people are av Do t al it ¢t 
people are free? Do they appreciate ’ i men are part of t 
people? If not, they soon will y 3 y 1 the 
men are members got to say to the rail: i men of t try in 
extenuation of this outrage on t col t ri Does it 
propose to offer LITTLEFIELD and ‘NON again f es of 
railroad employees? Will it seek * reelect f ‘ ; 

| our interests, and thereby d rate { - Ro 
velt—-to whose every prin« of refor thi n Coners 3 
diametrically opposed eing ft h of peo] s n i not 
just suitable for “ political” purp : if it a co of the n« 
Iiouse, does it propose to reenthrone Cann und at dictat 
adopt the present arbitrary rules of the House which make him the s 
dictator of legislation? Political ties it a meal to an ¢1! 
That the peopie are getting to rea independ 
ent vote in recent e tions clear! m, loy 
good, clean government, an¢ fast i 
seding party “loyalty” and } : ny ay sing 
to such an extent that the officelx ffi ist st i 
their merits. The day is fast passing when th ssfu 
their misdeeds behind party identity and bypn con $ 
by erying for fealty to the “ dear’”’ party t] it } le 
our country what it is’’—whatever that part nd i 
to office that they may continue to bet the peo] I 
stand by the man in office whv represents them é rhe 
demanding a square deal. Railroad men and thei! latives a 
of the * people.” 

The employers’ liability bill is now before the Senate, and, of ¢ 
every effort will be made to kill it in committee rough t I 3 
of interminable, protracted, and oft-continued I if 
tee finally reports it for passage, attempts will be made 

| efficacy by amending it in the interests of rail 1 companis n 
fact, every expedient known to tislative trickery will be re 1 to 
to prevent its passage or rer it useless if it does pass. ‘¢ 
quently every lodge should correspond with th ators f 
State and our members should write personal! surgi: t 
gentlemen to support it, and giving them to unde nd that 
road wage-earners of the country are very much in earnest in king 
its enactment. 

I will not take the time of the House to read more, but I 
might cite hundreds of others from leading papers of all part 
condemning in unmeasured terms the methods by which tl 
House is controlled and the voice of the people suppressed. It 
useless to talk of measures for the relief of the people as g 
one man sits here exercising unlimited c over the peopl 
representatives. The people must first er their G I 
ment before they can hepe to have it conducted in their behalt 


{ mended on the floor.” This man LITTLEFIELD is a Member of | 
( ; from Maine, and since his advent into Congress has, save a 


fs at trust “ busting,” persistently opposed all legislation in the 
of labor and the -people generally. He has doggedly and 
iously opposed this just measure both in committee and out, 
vould not, could he prevent it, have the bill to pass even in its 
I ent form. 
( NoN, the Speaker, true to his compact with LiTrTLerreL.p, would 
I ermit the offering of the desired amendment. It may be asked, 
| suld he prevent the amendment from being offered? How 
! what a Member was going to say when he recognized him on 
t r? The answer to this is that no Member is recognized to call 
| without first “fixing” it with the Speaker. He must first go 
to t Speaker and advise him as to the nature of the bill he desires 
t up, including the amendments, if any, which he wishes to offer. 
If agreeable to the latter gentleman the Member is promised recognition 
( rtain day and at a certain time. 
if the bill is objectionable to the Speaker he will not agree to recog- 
I m 


for the purpose of moving its passage. And should any of 
t yposed amendments meet with the disapproval of this “lord” of 
t louse, aS was the case in this instance, he will not agree to rec- 
‘ the Member having charge of the bill unless he agrees to not 
f ich amendment, and to oppose it on the floor should any other 


propose it. If he will not agree to this “star chamber” prop- 
( ll the howling he can do on the floor of the House will avail 
] thing in securing recognition. 

can, therefore, be seen how Mr. CANNON carried out his com- 
I with LiTTLErigELD to crucify the interests of the parents of em- 
i es in this particular while LiITTL®SFieLD was absent from his public 


is America drifting to when a pee dishwasher can by 
e request prevent the enactment of legislation that involves the 

sts of some millions of its citizens? What is America drifting to 

t of monopoly can by the intimation of a desire block the 

, f our legislative machinery in the interest of wealth, and have 
y denied to the people's representatives in Congress the right 

the enactment or amendment of laws in their behalf? 
thousands of railroad men’s — parents who may suffer gross 

» as a result of the diabolical conspiracy whereby they are thus 

ited against because his occupation classes him as a “ rail- 
ployee.” The parents of a passenger (who does not wear the 

ilroad employee) can recover if he is killed, but Speaker Can- 

Member LITTLEFIELD, by virtue of the authority they have as- 


nd which they enjoy as a result of the prostitution of their | 


trust and the past indifference of the people, have decreed that 
| employees shall not enjoy the protection of the law as_ other 
do, thus establishing rank discrimination against a particular 
ecause—because what? Because the influence of corporations 
lth generally is greater than theirs—that is the only reason. 

Jon CANNON, of Danville, Ill., representing the Eighteenth dis- 
that State, and one CHartes E. LITTLerieLp, from the Second 
of Maine, accomplished this in one brief conversation. Could 
r of Russia do more? Is it necessary to warn these gentlemen 


their zeal to serve the money power, seem to have become ob 
s of that fact, that they are not dealing with ignorant hordes of 
peasantry who possess nothing but clubs or old flintlock guns 


Think | 


could | 


| 


[Loud applause on the Democratic side. | 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That no quorum is present. 


rise to a question 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will proceed to count Afte 
counting.] There are 111 Members present. Therefore tlhe 
point of order is overruled. 

Mr. FOSS. I yield one hour to the gentleman from Ohio. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in opposing our nayal 


policy, it is not my desire to criticise the members of the Co 
mittee on Naval Affairs for their action in reporting the pending 


i 
( 


bill. They have labored long and successfully for a reduction 
expenses. They have brought in a measure which promises 
check upon the ambitious and extravagant naval progran 
which has found so many advocates during the last four or fi 
years. If they have been at fault in1 mimending an excessi 
amount for the construction of battle ships, a principal rea 
has been their opinion that in doing so they were re ing t 
the will of the majority of the American people 

many of us who have at some time yielded to the jin: 

when, if we had relied upon our own judgment, we should | 
favored a more conservative policy. President McK . 
long before recommending action which led to the war wit! 
Spain. It was his desire to avert a conflict, but 70,000,000 of 


people demanded that we take up the sword. 
It is with a hope to promote the cause of peace and to dil 
ish the careless disregard of the calamities of war that I des 


to address the House to-day. I shall give but passing notice 
several valid objections to the present naval progr: e 0 
is its great expense, which has so increased that in the last f 
years it has exceeded by $50,000,000 that of the four f 
the civil war. In the year 1905 there was expended upon tl 






Navy $117,000,000, an amount four times as great as in 1896 and 
seven times as great as in 1888, and once and three-fourths as 
much as the total of all our national expenses in 1860. Al 
though we are said not to be a military the cost of the 
naval and military establishments, with ension list 





a legacy of war, now approximates two-thir ll the expenses 
of the United States Government. Other objections are that the 
construction of war ships is far outstripping the supply of men 
to equip them; also there is reason for apprehension that th 
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Navy will not have either the homogeneity or that proportion of 
different kinds of ships which will best subserve the demands of 
the future should any unfortunate contest arise. 

Under the five-minute rule I may address the committee with 
reference the proposed additional battle ship. There 
grave danger that if one of such a model is constructed, larger 
than any of those in the existing Navy, an almost overwhelming 
pressure will be brought to bear to replace the present battle 


to is 


ships, of which twenty-nine have been provided, with those of 
this larger model. We already have a Navy so formidable that 
it is far in advance of any reasonable present or prospective 
needs, and it is probable that nearly all of them will rust away 


without having fired a shot except for target practice. 
this I 


Lill 


In saying 
do not take the position of the idealist who believes that 
wars are past. There will no doubt be occasional collisions be- 


tween nations. There will exist a necessity for quelling dis- 
orders in foreign countries and for the protection of American | 
citizens against injustice or violence. The world has not reached | 
the golden age of peace, and yet every tendency is in that direc- 
tion. It must be so in the very nature of the case. A potent fac 
tor in the abatement of war is the increasing attention of civil 


ized nations to the pursuits of industry and commerce. 
who are engaged in these pursuits seek to prevent war, 
sanitary science guards against pestilence. Then, again, with 
the growth of the human intellect, with the absorption of men in 


1 
Tec 


inte 


forces, Nations no longer 


war seems more and more appalling. 


Those | 
just as | 
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xist for the sovereign; sovereigns must exist for the nation. 

The State may be supreme, but the individual is more and more | 
year by year and generation by generation. “ Nations,” it has 

been said, “ are now conquered not by armies, but by ideas.” 


But for the inertia which pertains to great political reforms 


1e 





war would have already disappeared. It is a striking fact | 
t] he political movements do not show the same orderly de- 
velopment or the same rational and uniform progress as the 
tt hs of science and of industry. Peoples are often Kept 
b f wholesome advancement by the influence of favored 

isses, who are strongly intrenched in the possession of priv- | 

( which they strive to retain. There is frequently a con- 
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all countries since then religious toleration has existed o that 
religious differences have not aggravated the bitterness o oun 
flicts, but nations have ceased to war with each other Sin 
count of religion. The struggles in which the religious ssue 
is involyed are now confined to contests with Mohammed or 
with Pagan, whose warlike spirit is fostered by the | tter 
fanaticism which actuates the one or the other. 1 
Wars for the aggrandizement of rulers have ceased. If a 
king or emperor should not find a barrier against his ‘1 
ambition in the attitude of his own country, he would ely 
find it in that of others. The contests which changed the 1) 
of Europe and caused the greatest calamities were lars due 


to the personal ambitions of sovereigns, as in the case of Ton 


XIV. The latest wars of this nature may be said to hay - 
those in which Napoleon was engaged; but even he. in n- 
portant sense, was merely the embodiment or the ben ate 
of an uprising by the French people. The French nati ot- 
withstanding frightful excesses, gained a new birth of liberty 
and the other nations of Europe sought to interfere and n- 
| pose a king upon them. With that impetus for freedo h 
| gives the greatest strength to a people, they overcame t}y oes 
and then the glamor of Napoleon's victories led th still 
further on. Had it not been for the French revolution | hit 
have entered the service of the Turk, as it is said he intended 


| to do in his early years, and not have achieved the gresi 
tual pursuits, and with the increased influence of moral | 


of conquest which he attained. 

Another class of conflicts, those wars which are e¢ iy 
uprisings of a people against the existing order and 
government or greater privilege, are becoming less 


frequent. When men are seeking for a freer constitut n 
spite of unrest and tumult it is found that the more rational 


way is by education and the forces of public opinion 
establishment of legislative bodies; and thus this sour« : 
tation and war, while not entirely disappearing from the earth, 
is diminishing year by year. 

If we look for any date when this tendency took 


form and gained its greatest impetus, we may point to the year 
1815, after the battle of Waterloo and the Napoleo vars 


Prior to that date the predominant condition in Europe 


servative element which stands by the traditions of the old | of constant struggle between contending nations. Since then 
régime, however objectionable they may be. So when the cob- | the predominant condition has been one of peace. The nations 
" hich time has gathered are brushed away, the greatest | o¢ Eyrope had found by bitter experience, by bloodshed, and by 
hievement of a popular government will be to uproot some | woe that war was a suicidal policy. The Holy Alliance, which 
or remove some obstacle whfch stands athwart the onward | has been criticised as having been formed for unholy | es, 
march of progress. If we were to study our own political his- | nevertheless recognized that it was best for the nati 
t 1 ily we all would agree that the most notable feature | sented to preserve the peace. What has been the result In 
the whole record was the destruction of the institution of | the ninety-one years succeeding that year of 1815 the th 
n slavery rather than any affirmative achievement. | of invention and the increase of the comforts and lu. vf 
B governments, in their relations with their citizens and | jjf¢o pave been greater than in all the centuries preceding. It 
relations with other countries, must follow the march was quickly followed by the development of steam 
n. They can not linger long behind. On this | steamboat and by the beginnings of the railway, follow: 
t historical writer has said, in words which are as bv the marvels of electricity and by all those improve . s of 
war as to any abuse: civilization which bring practical benefit to each mau’s | 
st fall one ‘arch of opinions and gives | Tt was the beginning of a triumphant progress which would 
I : tho peeult is Wexce doubtful & e 88° | have been utterly impossible had war continued. 
a fter s eg of the dependence of certain systems The ideas and pursuits of men have radically changed 
: n life : that year, and we may rank its advent as constitutins 
bbe witie : opinion is not exposed to these | im the world’s progress worthy to be compared with 
‘ S s ected by the laws of mortality: it t | teenth century, with its twin events, the invention of ; 
nd so far from depending | and the discovery of America; for as they made a landmark in 
es aetna se dn ae iene? a the progress of the race, so did the disposition toward 
s f long periods are found to outweigh after the fall of Napoleon mark another advance in th 
I direction. 
lifest tendency in long periods toward a decrease of There has been a great difference in the haste with w! 
strated by the facts of history. In the first place, | tions go to war since then. No country can take up thi l 
s of barbarians upon civilized peoples, which caused | without grave occasion or it will have the condemnati 
n in the olden time, have ceased. There are | the rest. There have been wars in Europe within 
g such incursions as those of the Goths and the | sixty or eighty years in which one nation has engaged 
\ Scythians and the Huns. With the invention of | bat undera serious handicap because of the potent conde: 
u ogress of modern invention, science is | of the publie opinion of all other countries resting up 
e han lid of war. The barbarian must discover, if | cause it was thought that the war was unjustifiable. <A 
Sat eople, that he is confronted by superior | tions of conquered territory have been limited; no 
cl nd by the advantages which belong | nation is now allowed to overrun and annex another. 
and t unulated resources. Thus no uncivil-| ance of power is preserved. When the defeated nat 
le w cae lized one unless actuated by the! the feet of its foe congresses gather, as at Berlin in 
of ignor or the recklessness of despair. The un-| the result of the victory is limited, as by the concert « 
l ti or the barbarian may find refuge in inaccessible | of three nations after Japan had defeated China in 
i sses or be ‘tected by a pestilential climate, but the | the former case the acquisitions of territory by Russ 
’ ns by them which brought such calamity, in | Turkey were restricted to a very small amount of land 
s were sacked and nations overturned, can never! latter case, in 1895, after China agreed upon a tr 
{| ing territory on the mainland of Asia to Japan, three s 
gious wars, at least between different branches | intervened and denied the right to take it. Acquisitir 
Chris n church, have ceased. Practically they came to | often been limited to territory to which the victorious | 
al ce of Westphalia, in the year 1648, after the | had some claim lasting. perhaps, for centuries, as was t : 
rl Years’ war. This does not mean that at all times and in | in 1866, when Prussia acquired Schleswig-Holstein ; in 15. i 
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when Italy acquired, respectively, Lombardy and Venice, up and call him blessed. His efforts were made the more effi- 


n 1870, after the overwhelming victory of Prussia over 
I e. when only Alsace and Lorraine were ceded. 
s an undisputed 


P seth of nations in the last forty years has not been the 
ea t of war, but has been illustrated in cases such as those of 
1 - and Germany, in which separate peoples of kindred blood 
} united in one great nation. True the sword had some- 


~ to do with the uniting of each of these countries, but it 
more to do in keeping them in a dismembered state, for 
rms of Austria for a long time prevented a united Italy, 

he severed states of Germany were largely the result of 

, years of war more than two hundred years ago. This 
‘s that wars stood in the way of national unity, and the 


1 e themselves, by their patriotic impulse to be one, gained | 


+ power and prestige which come from a united empire. 
ve should ever keep in mind the analogy between the settle- 
t of disputes between individuals and the settlement of con- 
rsies between nations. The feudal barons of the old time 
did not say that they must have war ships to protect their 


fact that the greatest growth in the | 
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sts, because there were no war ships in that time. They 
did not say that they must have a strong navy, but they did | 
I re yassals, who must keep constantly under arms, and 


ngly fortified castles, so every hill was crowned with a 
fortress, every passageway over a river was defended by some 
| _ partly for military purposes and partly so that he might 
leyy tribute. These feudal lords would not admit that the 


j itenance of armed dependents and fortresses was for the 
f aggression. The argument of the modern day that a 
large navy is required to. preserve peace and for defense was 
by them hundreds of years ago. Nevertheless they were 
ently engaged in contests. They did not yield to the au- 
of the magistrate who sought to preserve order or give 
to the priest who sought to preserve peace, but this 
g was compelled to yield to a civilization in which there 
ile of law and in which brute force must give way. So 
stles were dismantled or abandoned and there was sub- 
stituted for force and lawlessness a rule of justice and order, 
which the strong and the weak alike submitted their 
rsies to a tribunal which was to decide what was jus- 
tween them. No one now is in favor of going back to 
old system where each man by his sword sought to enforce 
ts and in which the duel was the common means for 

se ¢ personal redress, 

\ll recognize the establishment of courts of justice to decide 
between individuals as a great landmark in the 
I civilization. Another step just as inevitable is the 
es hment of similar courts as between nations. The world 
afford to maintain these military armaments. Their 
and abandonment will not come in a year, but it will 

I would say nothing to-day against a Navy which, man 

and gun for gun, is one of the best in the world, or as 

I e it may be the best in the world. I would say nothing 
ta state of preparedness. What I do say is that to main- 
;great Navy is not in accordance with our best ideals, nor 
iccordance with our best interests, material or otherwise, 

\ ise.] And that instead of spending $100,000,000 a year 

untry of*ours should take the lead in the cause of peace 

¢ the nations, a leadership which should belong to us, and 

ve ought to maintain. [Applause.] We are not lacking 

eth for peace or for war. We possess that great abun- 

of resources which belongs to a people occupying a land 

eat variety of products. In case of war between 
tions the warring countries would seek to protect our 
ce rather than to prey upon it, because they would need 
lucts of our fields and of our mines. Thus we do not 

great Navy for our protection. 

regards leadership in the cause of peace and arbitration, 


ot 


t avoid the conclusion that with a republican form of 
‘nt, with the stress laid upon free institutions, with the 
of those ambitions for conquest that more naturally 
themselves to a monarchy, we have a far better opsor- 
avoid disputes ourselves and to aid in securing the 
nt of the world’s disputes by peaceful methods than 
‘nation on the globe could have. 
Chairman, the chiefest glory of the Administration of 
Roosevelt, when it becomes a part of history, and his 
t glory as an individual, will not be his part in San Juan 
in the many great events in which he has shown such 
| leadership; his greatest distinction will not be that he 
ted by such an overwhelming plurality to the Presiden- 
ir, the highest office on the globe, but that by his offices 
ed was stayed and the war between the two countries 
1 and Russia was brought to an end. [Applause.] This 
sh to make nations of all climes and of all continents rise 


< e { 
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cient by the fact that he spoke for a free Republic, a Republic 
which had no ambition to subserve in the threater of that fright- 
ful war except those of a peaceful nature. 

Just as there has been very great progress in doing away with 
war, so there has been equal progress in the peaceful settlement 
of disputes, especially in the last ninety years. From 1815 to 
1900 more than 200 controversies between nations were settled 
by arbitration. Since 1900 there have been 40 more, and each 
successive bulletin adds to the list. In these the United States 
was a party in a very considerable share. These arbitrations 
have settled the most irritating questions, not only questions of 
boundary, of indignities to citizens, of property and personal 
rights, but all the great range of questions which in the olden 
times were incitements to war. 

Among the countries which have resorted to arbitration there 
are not merely those of Europe and of North and South Amer 
ica, but also those of Asia, such as Persia and Afghanistan, and 
of Africa, such as the Transvaal Republic and Egypt. We are 
just at the beginning, as it would seem, of this manner of set 
tlement of controversies in a peaceful way, especially since be- 
ginning in 1902 or 1903, as with a beam of light there has been 


a great movement for arbitration treaties in Europe and in 
America. These treaties not only provide for the settlement of 


existing controversies, but look to the avoidance of future col 
lisions. England has entered into a treaty of arbitration with 
France, and both England and France with Italy and Spain. 
Numerous others have been framed in which it is true th 


the reservation that the disputes submitted for decision shall 
not include questions of honor or independence or of yital in 
terest, but in pursuance of these treaties long-standing con- 
troversies of wide-reaching importance have been submitted to 
courts of arbitration. In 1899 The Hague conference was called, 
and while it adjourned without accomplishing as satisi ry 
results as was hoped, it did provide for a general court of arb 

tration between nations, to which our own country bas submitted 
a controversy with Mexico, which was amicably settled in a 
way which, if it did not give absolute satisfaction to both 
countries, at least has met with the cordial acquiescence of 
each, and this gives promise of the submission of further ques 
tions. Denmark and Holland have ratified a treaty agreeing to 
submit to arbitration any and all grounds of controversy with 


out limitation, thereby assuring pepetual peace 


between these 
two countries. 


Neither of them can be regarded as lacking 





in 
martial spirit. 

More than a thousand years ago the Danes held posses 
sion of the city of London and overran England. Hoiland 
came very near to capturing London as late as 1667, by sending 
her fleet up the Thames. This treaty was not an act of weak 
ness on the part of these two peoples. They were rather keep 
ing step with the progress of the age. On the South American 





continent, Chile and the Argentine Republic have agreed 
an arbitration treaty in the same terms and of the same scope 
and as a memorial of it they have erected on the highest ridg 


of the Andes, on the boundary between the two cou 





statue of the Prince of Peace to commemorate the d when 
the two countries vowed that for all time peace and good l 
should prevail between them. Those opposing any abat 

of the naval programme tell us, “ Why, you can not 

wars have ceased; look at the terrible conflict betw J 

and Russia that is so fresh in all our minds.” But th 
readily explained. There have been numerous conflicts | 
nations for the acquisition of the territory of less advanced 
countries. In times past these conflicts have bes tful 
source of war. Military operations have still continued fo 
overrunning the waste places of the earth or the land of the 
less civilized tribes of Africa and other continents. Spheres of 
influence have been agreed upon—Germany th } ! 1 
both with France—and this gradual subjection of the un 
ized peoples of the earth by nations desiring to extend 

of their colonies has been going on for many years. But | 

was in a position altogether different from any of the 1 
expansion of France, of England, and of Ger 

over the sea, but the field of expansion for Ru 

land. Asia lay at her feet, and she might ry 

“Asia is mine.” A great Russian railway sed 

ern part of Asia; another ran east from the Cas . i 
it seemed but a question of time when : ng 
ing to the inferior peoples would come under he ontrol. But 
as Herodotus said of the balance of power between | ype and 
Asia more than two thousand years ago, “ The pendu 5 gy 
backward and forward between the two,” and * arose in 
Japan which challenged the expal n of Russ If Asia 
should gradually come under the control of the great Mus 
vite empire, Japan saw that its independence must be lost; so 
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Russia must not be allowed to go on unchecked. The people of 
Japan, after making marvelous strides in civilization, arose 
actuated with one idea—defense against a probable invader— 
and the result was the war. But it is not likely that further 
mtests will occur between the two. 

It is proposed that The Tague conference shall reconvene. 


er 


I 
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trust when it does meet the influence of this country will be in 
favor of the settlement of all national controversies by arbitra- 
tion Applause. | 

ft sometimes seems that there is a readier excitation of the 
martial spirit in this country than in others. We have not the 
vivid realization which comes from the constant maintenance of 

i burdensome military and naval establishment, from the quar- 
tering of soldiers in our neighborhood. We have not the recent | 
I ries of thousands slain in war. And the absence of these 
sobering influences leads many to think lightly of armaments 

nd of war. Had the fleet of a foreign country with which our | 
relations were strained fired upon the fishermen of Gloucester | 
off the New England coast as the Russian fleet fired upon the | 
fishermen on Dogger Bank it is to be feared that the popular out- 

I war would have been almost irresistible. But we can 
not close our eyes to the increased burden of expense which is 
re ng heavily upon us or to the fact that, instead of looking 
forward to the rising sun, so long as we talk for war we are 
looking backward. 

[t has been said in this discussion that by this naval pro- 
gramme we were showing to the nations of the earth that we 
a1 ¢ to protect our interests. Who is threatening our in- | 
terests in the wide world? Where is there a sentiment in any | 
nation that has one warlike note against the United States? | 
The more we abstain from military armaments, the more we | 
al in from everything that looks toward aggression or the 
preparation for aggression, the more our interests will be re- 
spected in the rest of the world, the more we will be trusted and | 
t zreater will be our progress and the friendship for us | 

ng all the nations of the earth. [Applause.] 
| then again, it is said that we need a navy to protect our 
tr’ Where is there a country in Asia or Africa, or Europe 


Sonth Y 


America, where our products or manufactures are pur- 
“l because of the existence of any battle ship or cruiser of 
the United States? 


Oo! 


chi 


There may be some place where somebody has seen the hull 
of cruiser of the United States and then has made up his 
mind that he would buy a reaper from the country from which 


that 


ruiser came. If there is any such instance, however re- 
mote the place may be, I really should like to hear from it, and 
I trust we may learn of it in this discussion. 

In this connection I wish to say a word of the work of the 
‘parliamentary union in which there is considerable member- 
ship from this House, and which was recently presided over by 
emed colleague [Mr. BarrHorpt]. It has met twice in 


inte! 


our est 





the last two years, and made up, as it is, of members and ex- 
members of legislative bodies all over the world, it has exerted 
a potent influence in bringing men of many nations together and 
devising means to promote peace and good will among the 
natioi It will meet again next year, at which time Russia, 
now having a legislative body, may be represented, and it is to 
be hoped that still further results may be accomplished. It is 
true there is one feature of the situation which is not a hopeful 
one, namely, the enormous preparation of all the civilized 
nations for war, and its ever-increasing expense, each one say- 
ing. “ We do not intend to go to war, but we want to be prepared | 
against our neighbor.” Mr. Bloch, a very practical writer, after | 
portraying in vivid language the evils of the present situation. | 
concludes by saying: 

Such are the consequences of the so-called “armed peace of Eu- 
rope slow destruction in consequence of expenditures om preparations 
for war, or swift destruction in the event of war—in both events, con- | 
vulsions in the social order. 

Rut the very fact that the tension has become so great affords 
the strongest hepe that a change is near. 

An arguinent is very frequently made that it is necessary to 
have the warlike spirit and an occasional war in order to pro- 
mote courage and assure bravery. Some say, “In these piping 
times of peace people become effeminate ; the stronger and more | 


masculine virtues can not be maintained unless there is onee 


in while a fight.” 
If that is true, we are mistaken about civilization. The | 


barbarous tribes which are constantly at war and live on what | 


the 


deed, 


‘y obtain by force rather than by industry are fortunate, In- 
for they are eonstantly habituated by their surroundings 
daring and to trials of their strength. 
d to is valid, the old feudal times of which I have 


to deeds of 
ment referre 


el 


were better than the present, for then every home was 
and the thought of morning and of evening was of con- 
[Is it not true that life has enough of emerge 


ortified 
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tragedies to develop the heroism of a people without compelling 
the flower of its youth to stand in line to be shot at ana +, 
shoot? 

Last January, in addressing a convention which had unde, 
consideration the improvement of the waterways of the country 
I called attention to an act of heroism on the preceding day in 
the reseue of the crew and passengers from the stranded steamer 
Cherokee, off Absecon Inlet, in New Jersey. This passenger 
steamer had grounded some miles out at sea and a fearful storm 
arose, No tug could pull it off, and no lifeboat could be floated. 
The life-saving crew could not take off the passengers, Mean. 
while the billows were rising higher and higher, and it seey 
to those on board on that Sunday that each would sink iy 
watery grave with no Sabbath bell to toll a requiem. But +4 
officers and men of a little sailing craft went out from the shore 
braving the tempest and the storm, came to the side of the |. 
and by a life line conveyed the passengers and crew of {) 
stranded steamer to their boat and sailed triumphantly into 
Absecon Inlet with the hurricane behind them and still wat Es 
and safety before them. The people give enthusiastic applause 
to a conquering general on his return from the field of . 
quest. The crowds shout aloud when the marching host passes 
by with its waving banners, but was there ever louder acelaiy) 
due to soldier or general than to these sailors who, notwith- 
standing their lowly lot and their limited opportunities, showed 
in this perilous rescue that they could be heroes in saving life 
rather than in destroying it? [Loud applause. ] 

So there is heroism outside of carnage. If people are loo! 
ing for opportunities for the display of courage they will find 
them, and it will not be necessary to go to the tented field to 
develop manly qualities. 

Lord Brougham in treating of the law as between individuals 
said: 

It was the boast of Augustus that he found Rome of brick and | 
it of marble. But— 

He added— 
now much nobler will be the sovereign’s boast when he shall have it t 
say that he found law dear and left it cheap, found it a sealed hoo! 
and left it a living letter; found it the patrimony of the rich, left | 


the inheritance of the poor; found it the two-edged sword of craft 
oppression, and left it the staff of honesty and the shield of i 


to 


Ito 4 


ane 





cence. 


If the argu- | 


And now that the world is coming nearer and nearer to 
common brotherhood, may I not say how much nobler yet wil! 
be that nation’s distinction that found liberty the birthright of 
the strong alone and gave it to the weak; that found interna- 
tional justice a neglected principle and made it a controlling 
force; a nation which sought no conquest, but freely offered 
refuge; one which, not unmindful of national strength or honor, 
gained its chiefest glory in the happiness and increased oppor- 
tunity of the individual citizen; a nation which found its com- 
petitors limiting their horizon to the mountains and rivers which 
bound them and taught them to look forth beyond all barriers 
and learn that all men are made of one blood and have one 
common destiny. 

One hundred and eighty years ago Bishop Berkeley, distressed 
at the failure of many of the reforms which he had advocated 
and wearied by constant civil strife, turned his eyes toward the 
New World, hoping that here there would be found, if not 1 
Utopia, at least a land of nobler traditions and ideals, and he 
wrote a poem prophetic in its forecast of the future America, 
closing with the words: 

Westward the course of empire takes its way; 
The fovr first acts alrerdy past, 


A fifth shall elose the drama with the day: 
Time's noblest offspring is the last. 


In material progress, in the general diffusion of knowledge, 
in the privileges and opportunities which belong to an American 
citizen, we have no doubt reached a plane nrore lofty than tle 
good old bishop could have even hoped, but if he undertook 
to sing to us to-day a new song or speak to us another word, 


one 


| I believe it would be in this line: Enjoy, children of the New 


World, the luxuries, the comforts, and the privileges which | 
dreamed not of, but still further there remains a golden oppor- 
tunity, which I trust that you may grasp. It is that mankind 
in this later day may look to your country, to the United States, 
to take the lead in the paths that lead to the world’s peace. 
[Loud and long-continued applause. ] ee 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour or so much of it 
as he may need to the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
| BUTLER. ] 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [\Mr. 
Butter] is recognized for one hour. . " 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, in this publi 
| place, and in the most publie way, I desire to congratulate my 
| friend from Ohio [Mr. Burton] upon his effort. It is the best 


ncies and of | that he has made, in my judgment, since I have been a Member 
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House. [Applause.] I have not joined the Members | bend the natural inclinations of men toward peace? 





The world 
Z ve shaken his hand, but I wish the RECORD to show that | has resolved this problem in the negative. But does the armed 
: humble way I commend him for speaking in behalf of | power of a nation well equipped tend to prevent war? This 
; At the same time I commend him for having, when the | well-explored question the races seem to have concluded in f] 
- demanded, voted with me for war. [Laughter.] Mr. | affirmative. If this conclusion is wrong, then, in my jude: 
( n, witheut reflection upon our records, and without | these enormous expenditures of public money 

of each other for what we have done or praise each The history of the old and middle ages shows th was 
- what we propose to do, I shall strive to reach the same | usually secured upon the mountain tops fire 1] 
; m as that reached by the gentleman from Ohio, but | leys of death, and the nation with the strongest arm i 
} 


other channels. I shall make no attempt at declama- | armor always went home with the fullest bag 
deal in fine phrases; first, because of my inability, | men armed to fight, not to prevent it. Our n 
ndly, because of my disinclination. TIT shall speak by | world over as slow to wrath and only to arou 


an, rd and endeavor to prove that while we are progressing | provocation. Every American is a volunteer 




















: eful lines and are approaching the day when all na- | peace, but most of them clinch their fi r their 

? -ill reduce their armaments, yet when that day comes the | they advocate the adjustment of differences b 

r vill be reached not by reason of persuasion used in the Since Miltiades overcame the Asians at M l 

off ‘or peace, but because we have the means which we can | Germans threw their legions against the hosts of 

a for its enforcement. tion has presented the fighting man equal in \ 
centleman from Ohio pleads for settlement of inter- | gence to that of the North American idier Ay 

I | putes by arbitration. In this appeal he is not | record shows that he has overcome his adver 

alone. The well disposed fer more than two thousand years | cent of the battles in which he drew the 

h: urged the same pelicy. While it is old, no one will deny | sword. The glory of his own country is the cons 

it itages to the races if it eould be enforced. The gen- | leads him to arms, while the milk of the Ar 

t speaks for the ideal life and advoeates greatly to be de- | furnished him all the stimulation required. H 
yuditions, but fails to preseribe a remedy for existing | ance is his just biographer. rhe American 

' [ shall speak of man and his government as they have | nounced their benedictions. His fame xed. 

} ; they now are, and as they promise te be. -I shall ad- Have the nations honestly endeavored at any ft t 

\ » means to save man from his own fury until civilized | tain peace except through the application of 

I is have tempted him to enter the ideal state. not. When man agrees to submit all his diff 

I e I approaeh my subject, I venture a word for this | justment to be made by others he sin rg “t 

g bill, prepared with care, and which, as you know, treats of | When a nation agrees that all its rig ind 

bo ersons and things. It provides for the needs of the | be surrendered to the arbitrament of other natior 

{ r and the care of the latter. Its purpose is not to in- | sovereignty, and what nation stands ready to 

: se, but to maintain; not to expand in size, but to promote | inypot vy? Does not complete submission involve | 

i ficiency. While in its constant preparation the American | quisiment of physical, intelleetual, and moral strength? | 

N 3 intended to be the active, though silent, advocate of | ready for the sacrifice? If not, how can you expect n 

I its engines are designed for the destruction of human life | nation he creates and whose will is his will and subje 
. infliction of terrible damage upon the property of per- | version? Go to the history of all the nations and lenrn 
d nations who may engage us in war. The sailors who | unsuccessful efforts to find the paths which lead to pr 


< se ships in defense of Americans and American honor are | have hunted for them for three thousand yea 
paid their salaries already provided for by existing law. | blazed their course with the dagger and nailed the 
mpt has been made to increase the pay of any ef them. ror | beards to the end of their guns. 








hi ny addition been made to their number fixed by legisla- I believe universal peace can be secured without the 
t ction. <All efforts in either direction have been snecess- | shot and shell, but it can not be maintained unle t is f 
{ esisted; not for the reason that merit is wanting er ad- | by immediate and complete disarma it by every 
d $s unnecessary, but it was believed by the committee | ble of bearing arms. When this hour arrives we will go t 
h gz the duty imposed upon it that the Treasury ought not | for our redress and, waiting for the arrival of 
to taxed at this time beyond the limit herein reported and for | until patience succumbs to old age, bequeath our ¢g 
the purposes named. | our successor. 
attempt has been faithfully made to supply the per- | International arbitration is the only tribunal to we 
sonnel of our Navy with every reenforcement that will «dd to | turn, and at its doors all nations should be persuaded to ¢ 
its comfort, secure its safety, and endow it with strength to | While we parley, we will not fight; in the delay the races 
evercome any enemy which the Congress may direct it to en- | benefit even although they may spend their time in rest 
gage. The improvements already begun in the navy-yards have | preparation. It is insisted by some opposed to inter 
| lirected to continue, but further development, except in | peace that pacification by persuasion is expensive; tl 
{ imperative instances, has been denied. Stations es- | won't fight become corrupt and only comply with decrees 
<1 where our ships may stop for coal and temporary standing on the auction block. Why should the cost of t 
r 's have not been overlooked, but provision for them has | trial infiuence the undertaking? It is said that it cost 
! modest and in keeping with the retrenchment which the | two millions when he risked the experiment of a ge 
¢ ittee has sought to maintain. |} in Gaul. If g 


Cesar had not crossed the Rubicon be 
Piaces where the sailor man may acquire his art have received | recollection of his many obligations in mir 
ttention and marksmanship has been encouraged. Allowances | creditors have said of his disposition to do t 
ide for ships that give notice of threatened disaster, others 
t will avert it. A new magazine for ammunition has been 
I led for, where its presence will not endanger the lives of 


id, what would 
hem justice 

While it is true that but few attempts have been 1 
bring about universal peace during the past cent 
places to the credit of those who prefer conciliat 


ghbors, but sufficiently accessible to avoid unnecessary ex- | 454 instances wherein pacific adjustment of international d 

I of transportation. The ammunition has been increased, | putes were secured. It is true that these settlements 

S it a large reserve will be immediately at hand, and an ad- | volved principles applicable to international arbitration. Li 
d of guns of modern make has also been provided. Three | the pacifier adopt such name as he may please, he is aiming 

battle ships need the attention of the builder and have been or- | the right direction and has the approval of mankind. 

( to the yards. They are to be modernized under the direc- Mr. Chairman, if all the nations agree to disarmament 

1 


the architects, so that their complete usefulness may be | I hope my friend from Missouri [Mr. Barrnorpr], w! 
assured. largely interested in the subject cf international ar! 
Further detail on the bill at this time will be tiresome. Its | Will answer me this question, for I have hunted | 


ror ¢ 
) oO 





provisions are commended by the committee that made | solution—when can they in safety to themselves disar 
1 Large reductions have been made on the estimates fur- Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, will the ge 
! |, but confidence is expressed that our Navy (its personnel | mit an interruption? 
s matériel) is to receive all that is absolutely necessary to Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes. 
tain the efficiency which our splendid sailors have attained Mr. BARTHOLDTY. What I have to say in reply to tl 
’ preserve its stability in both form and reputation. tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvai Mr. BUTLER 1m 
™ (he man with the gun an evil? If so, is he a necessary one? | be crowded into simply an answer to a question, but I will 


1er the maintenance of great military establishments in- | swer the question in this way as briefly as possible. I will say 
eace 18 a question no longer in dispute. It has been re-| that nations cam disarm and can have peace as soon as they 
| in the negative. Does the presence of a great body of | agree to do so. 


5 men, armed with guns and swords, trained in their use, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania, 





I am much obliged to my 
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friend for his answer; and for a reply to the gentleman, who 
is 2 man of sense, he knows as well as he knows the road from 
here to St. Louis, as well as he knows the valor of the people 
from whom he comes, that what he says is impossible. Where 
will be the force to execute the agreement to keep peace? 
1 it always keep his agreements. 


aoes mm 





Why should you expect 


more of his government? If a man can be relied upon to obey de- 
crees and discharge his obligations, why not remove the diso- 
bedient and blow up the houses of detention? Why not abolish 
the time-honored sheriff and constable and forget the writs 


they serve and the processes they carry to enforce the judg- 
ments rendered against the unwilling? I will hope to show the 
gentleman his error before I have concluded. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Will the gentleman permit another inter- 
ruption? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. We believe that the affairs of nations 
ean be adjusted in exactly the same manner as the affairs of 
individuals. When the gentleman and myself have a difficulty, 
the law does not permit us to take the law into our own hands, 
but we are told to go to court. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. That is right. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. And we claim that nations can do ex- 
actly the same thing, and in fact should be held and compelled 
to do the same thing. In other words, what is law for the indi- 
viduals should be law for the nation. That is our position, and 
we hold that when a nation compels a man to go to court that 
the government itself should first obey that mandate and should 
be controlled by the same law that it imposes upon its citizens. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, if I owe the 
gentleman, does he not think that I will respond? But suppose 
that I decline, how is he to obtain that which is his own? 
Would the gentleman appeal to a court for redress when it had 
not the power to enforce its decrees? Think it over and an- 
swer me. What kind of a civilization would we have if we 
should abolish the power to compel submission? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Would it be civilization to knock 
gentleman’s front teeth out? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Oh, my friend and I are 50 
years old, and why do we parley in such dispute? While civ- 
ilization recognizes the application of force and struggles to 
minimize it, nevertheless there are times when our teeth might 
have been knocked out if we had not had sufficient force to resist 


the 


the attempt. My friend is dealing with man’s wicked side, and 
to restrain him I am advocating what seems to me proper 


methods entirely within the rules of civilization. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The first rule of civilization is self-re- 
straint. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The first international at- 
tempt to secure and maintain peace through the means of an 
international tribunal was made by the Amphictyonies more 
than five hundred years before Christ appeared with the con- 
soling declaration in favor of peace upon earth with good will 


toward men. The independent tribes of Greece came together 
twice a year at a little town in the Pass of Thermopyle. At 
the temple of Delphi they assembled to reason with each other 


in the effort that peace might remain among them. It seems 
almost a travesty that within sight of the meeting place of 
these “dwellers around” Leonidas, the King of Sparta, subse- 


quently confronted the hordes of Persia, and upon the very 
ground where these peacemakers had struggled with partial 
success to prevent their wars sleep the 400 and the 300 of their 
countrymen in whose memory there is erected the historical 


shaft on Ww 
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hich there is the doleful inscription, “Go tell our | 


countrymen that we lie here in obedience to their expressed | 


and.’ 
rhese promoters of peace bound themselves not to destroy 
ny Amphictyoniec towns nor turn away from them their run- 
aters, either in time of war or time of peace, and to pun- 
who would violate this compact the Amphictyonies 
themselves to employ their hands, feet, tongue, and 
whole power to bring them to punishment. Even these 
iric strivers for peace encouraged war as an unavoid- 
means of settling disputes between two sides, not for de- 
struction and devastation, but as a means of bringing the dis- 
pute to a conclusion. 


In their decrees they taxed the lands of their enemies, to God 


ning w 


ish those 


pledged 


tneir 


‘Mnibarb: 
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history, the object of which was to prevent strife, fe|| 
the hands of Philip of Macedon, who turned it to his own se; 
purpose, and finally used it to overthrow Sparta; Philip «| 
ing as a reason that the Spartans themselves had become 
victims of the tyranny and the cruelty of the Amphictys, 
It is interesting to note that while this council made , 
the policy of Greece, nor did it assume power to settle , 
putes, except among its members, it always had at its «, 
hordes of men armed and trained te do the duty of enfor, 
its decrees. 

All the designs for universal and international peace { 
have been submitted to the world from that time to this cop. 
tain some provision by which its decrees can be enforced, or 
else the world refused to consider them. 

This great association, composed of the twelve neighoring 
tribes, was as powerless to prevent bloodshed even among its 
own members as the wiser nations of this day seem to be. The 
historians dismiss their account of this great council as power- 
less for good, inasmuch as it lacked ability to execute its own 
decrees. 

Two thousand years passed since the first effort for peace 
was made until the second one was tried at The Hague, in 
which our nation took so important and conspicuous part. I 
do not mean by this that treaties effecting peace and providing 
for its restoration and maintenance have not been made. [| 
mean that the nations having friendly relations with each other 
have not assembled from that day to this (except in the 
stance related) for the purpose of establishing peace and then 
keeping it when established. Many plans have been suggested, 
but none of them have been considered worthy of notice by 
the nations, because their adoption involved a surrender of 
questions and traditions which the nations preferred to settle 
in their own way. 

Henry the IV in 1603 proposed, by the elimination of enyy 
and the removal of the balance of power, to maintain the peace 
of the whole of Europe. He planned to divide Europe evenly 
between a certain number of powers, and thus parceling to 
each power the same amount of territory no fear could be had 
of war because of the establishment of equality. The States 
he reduced to fifteen, each being required to subscribe to recip- 
rocal pledges regarding religion and politics as well as the 
liberty of commerce. 

The Amphictyonies furnished the model, and their policy was 
adopted with some modifications. Henry planned for a con- 
tinual session of ministers, to whom were to be submitted all 
oceasions for quarrels, with authority invested in the conven- 
tion to pacify them. 

Mr. Chairman, to execute the decrees of this great tribunal, 
what was proposed? Answer me the question when you reply 
to-morrow. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can tell you now. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. While Henry’s plan has been 
commended by some authorities, it involved the equal distribu- 
tion of territory conquered from nations not included and the 
perpetual tax upon those who participated to maintain an armed 
force to execute the council’s decrees. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT rose. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. To-morrow, if the gentleman 
pleases, I can not stop now; look at the clock 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Just a moment. It might be a point you 
have not followed. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. It is disconcerting, but I al- 
ways yield to a friend. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Just one moment. In Sully’s Mémoires 
this plan of Henry IV is described, and he says the plan was to 


to 


vat 


ill- 





| annihilate Austria, and the other countries were to combine for 


that purpose, and these armies were to be parceled out to each 
one, and each one had to raise so much money 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I have read it—— 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. But the whole plan fell through, because 
of the assassin’s hand. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Such a scheme of pillag 1 
plunder nowhere blackens the pages of history, and yet we sre 
assured of its execution had not Providence interfered in be! 
of its defenseless people by promptly removing Heary and }) 
ing him where his power of subjugation was broken by | 
dential decree. There is authority for the statement that !!' 
beth, the English Queen, had agreed to become a party to \ 





| was known as the “ Christian Republic,” and had consented | 


| Henry, the King of France, should set the day, time, and | 
| at which the means were to be devised’for the invasion ot 5] 


enslaved their inhabitants, and made their lands an eternal 
waste and an everlasting wilderness. The decisions of the 
council were held sacred and inviolable and even arms were 
taken to enforce them. It is true that this great council seemed 
to have no organized means to enforce its decrees, yet it is | 


in its history that it always had near at hand strong 
tive partisans who were ready and waiting to undertake 
This great council, the first peace effort known in 


t 


and from each confederate was to be collected its share of + 
incurred in the endeavor. All this in the effort to secure | 


The same application of brute force to obtain peace that 
This proposition of S'05 


followed civilization since {ts dawn. 














H can not be taken as the initiative of our present pro- 
for peace, as it did not include the benefits to be de- 
= 1m international arbitration. 
ws lan of the French King suggested to William Penn, the 
of peace, a scheme in which Penn himself said that he 
di i “first to show the desirableness of peace and that the 
, eans of it were justice, not war.” In Penn’s design he 
i “that before this sovereign assembly should be 
+ all differences depending between one sovereign and 
; that can not be adjusted by diplomatic means before 
ss ions begin.” This is a most perfect conception of the 


ob to be reached and would have accomplished the author’s 
int ns had aM nations agreed thereto and after agreement 
kept the faith. But the great author, doubting the effective 
; f his own tribunal, made a further provision: 

if any of the sovereigns constituting this imperial diet should 
oa , submit their claims or pretensions to the diet, or to accpet its 
4 t. and should seek their remedy by arms, or delay compliance 
the time specified, all the other sovereignties, uniting their 
f hould compel submission to and performance of the sentence 
al yment of all costs and damages. 


is comment on this provision he concludes that an ac- 


ce e of the compact would of itself deprive the sovereign 
of power and could not show the will to dispute the conclusion ; 
e juently peace would be procured. It is but just to the 
‘ of this great document that he does not recommend dis- 
ar ent. It is also just to him to conclude that he antici- 
p such result would follow the execution of the compact. 
Ni understood the frailties of human nature better than 
r so he suggested the first assembly should be central and 


that “to avoid quarrel for precedence the room may be round 
e several doors to come in and go out at.” Thus it is 
hat while he was striving to increase “ personal friend- 
S between powers and states,” he was at the same time 
doubtful of his ability to maintain peace even while the dele- 
gates were preparing for it. 
| believe there is no man known to history who so greatly 
desired peace as did this convert to the religion of George Fox, 
of m he was a compatriot and at the same time beloved fol- 
yet he doubted the success of his own design for the 
is found in the statement which he appended to it: 





strongest and richest sovereignty will never agree to it, 
uld, there would be danger of corruption more than of 
» time or other; that it will endanger an effeminacy by such a 

of the trade of soldiery ; that if there should be any need for it, 
1 a occasion, we should be at a loss as they were in Holland in 
167 that there will be great want of employment for younger 
| of families, and that the poor of that time must either turn 
s or 

t sovereign—a thing they will never endure. 

William Penn’s “ peaceable expedient” was approved by his 
own people in religion, but failed to receive the notice of those who 
prefer personal property to personal friendship, real estate to 
real love. “ Those who would not prefer Jerusalem above their 


} 


she 


( joy ’ were in the great majority and were in no wise in- 
f ed by Penn’s expressed distrust in his own scheme. 


; great counsellor, whose word and deed were always con- 
concluded his well-meaning and sensible advice with 
monition that— 

same rules of justice and prudence by which parents and 

vern their families and magistrates their cities and estates 

republics and princes and kings their So and king- 

ype may obtain and preserve peace amo#g her sovereignties. 

dmits that his “ expedient’ was but the modified design 

( lenry IV, as this great prince conceded to the Greeks 

gin of the proposal which he submitted, a trial of which 

“| hand of Ravaillae alone prevented. From the days of 

Oo peacemakers to the present no less than forty-four 

schemes have been proposed, but none of them accepted 

seriousness productive of results. In none is disarma- 

vided for except in the substitution of an international 

th which to compel obedience to the council’s decrees. 

combined wisdom of all the attempts may be summed up 
words of Sprague, who says: 

only be expedient to state now that any tribunal which has 

essory physical power sufficient to procure the execution of its 


ist be essentially a tribunal of arbitration, no matter what 
» denominated. 


unanswerable question comes to the human mind, Where 
a corresponding power to restrain the one provided for 
cue’s scheme? 
is reason ends at this stage. 

tration, to be effective, must assume to settle all disputes. 
‘can be gained by delay, although we may reason one 
nd fight the next week. 
h to the betterment of the races and minimizes the hor- 
war and renders them less frequent. We can’t settle all 
nuces by means of arbitration, for the one reason that all 
ions insist that all disputes affecting their autonomy or 
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thieves; that sovereign princes and states will hereby be- | 


The author does not offer a solution be- | 


Every hour of peace furnishes | 
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their independence shall be excepted. The power of different 
states to give each to itself its own law will always rem 
the state. Nearly all our wars have been fought to obtain in- 
dependence of government. No patriot will to the 
sacrifice which such a surrender involves. 

The result obtained through The Hague conference, in my 
judgment, indicates the beginning of a new epoch in the history 
of nations. Here were assembled the representatives of twenty 
six governments, comprising one thousand six hundred millions 
of people and whose dominions and dependencies cover nin 
tenths of the planet. The outcome was good because it w: 
the direction of good. But what was accomplished by this great 
tribunal looking toward the world’s disarmament? 

“On the question of armaments, agreement between 
powers was, as had been anticipated, plainly out of the ques 
tion; the difficulties were unsurmountable and national distrust 
too deep.” The conference declared “that the limitation of 
military burdens is greatly to be desired for the increase of the 


ain mm 


consent 


the 


material and moral well-being of humanity;” and it resolved 
“that the governments, taking into consideration the proposals 


made at the conference, should study the possibility of an agree 
ment concerning the limitation of military and naval forces ; 
of war budgets.” This proposal is said to be a 
dorsement of the Czar’s appeal for universal peace. 

It will not impose a great burden upon the memory of man to 
recall the fact that Great Britain, Russia, and Japan earnestly 
indorsed this proposal. On the question of armaments thre 
declarations were made and three agreements reached, forbid 
ding the throwing of projectiles from balloons, the use of th: 
only intended to diffuse asphyxiating ga and the employ- 
ment of expansive bullets. 

The commentator on the results secured by this conference 


nei 
SUiNCI 


Ses, 


of 
nations says that while “something has thus been done in the 
way of mitigating the horrors of war in the future, but th 


regulations, however admirable, appear somewhat inconsistent.” 
I believe that the world has concluded that the only real ad- 
vantage obtained through this conference was to minimize 
horrors attending war. 

Can it be expected that any one of the nations pa 
in this conference should proceed to the arrest of its 


rtik ipating 


armaments 
when all the other nations are contributing to increase them? 
No one can dispute the fact that the existence of a perman 
court of arbitration invites the settlement of disputes by argu 


ment. Arbitration, however, will never be completely 
ful until it can be made obligatory. This, of course, is impossi 
ble until all the nations conclude to forfeit their autonomy 

The peacemakers representing our Government were unwill- 


success- 











ing to affix their names to the conclusions reached by The Hague 
conference until this amendment was added to them: 

Nothing contained in this convention shall be so const d as to 
require the United States of America to depart from traditional 
policy of not entering upon, interfering with, or entang g i f ! 
the political questions or internal administration of any f 
Nor shall anything contained in the said cony ion be d 
require a relinquishment by the United States of An f 


tional attitude toward purely American que 


Thus our nation agreed that while all the other nations 1 
arbitrate, if they saw fit, any question they pl 
reserve to ourselves the right to all 


which might a 
judged purely American. This was right. But who are to «d 


ised. we 


sett 





termine whether the question raised is purely Amet Ph 
tribunal was silent when this amendment was made nd its 
record shows an immediate and final adjournment. Th 

autonomy was reserved, and universal and permanent peace post 


poned. 


Peace the whole world over can not be 


maintained without 
armaments, because the world does not contain the same yx @ 
with the same speech, with the same views upon the same su 
jects, entirely different in race, dissimilar in appeara d 
with differing ideas of civilization. 

The Amphictyonies spoke the same tongue, and those who 
| would feel themselves strangers because they were not united 
by a peculiar tie were not invited and were not expecte ( 

councils. 

The first attempt of different races was made at The H 
| and civilization looks to this tribunal alone not for tl 

lishment of universal peace, not in the expectation that 
conference nature will be changed, but for the r¢ y 
result not in complete disarmament, but in its gre 

This is all that can in reason be expected, the y g of 
which, regretfully to be said, nowhere : . 

Since the day when Henry the LV proposed to relieve tl S- 
| eries-of the European races by enforcing with arms the 1 lies 
| proposed in his “grand design,’ European nations have spent 

almost two-thirds of their time in actual wat 

During those three centuries the wars among the nations have 
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decreased in number, while many of their attending barbarities | asked them to subscribe to the agreement that any soy 





aoe ; : an 
have been eliminated. History stands for this statement. who should take up arms against another member of t} it 
If the advance of the British and the Egyptians upon Khar- | “ Peace Society” should be considered its enemy. Thes, 14 


ing monarchs threw the extracts of Rosseau and Puffendo. 


toum, covering a period of three years, can be included, Great 
their camp fires, and after smearing the essay of Grotiy 1 


‘i 
Britain, with her millions uncounted and her soldiers and sail- 
ors standing constantly at “ attention,” has ninety-five years of | the blood of their offenders, hoisted it upon their pikes and 
war to her credit during this period. Yet it would be well to} ried it from the Dardanelles to Culloden field, terrifying 
remember that since the Crimea to this time this nation has | until she fled from the whole of Europe not to return wnti| 
fought but two years, and they were spent in the absorption | discovered that constant war meant annibilation through + 

of the South African Republic. Has Great Britain become the | creased armaments which the nations’ discord demanded. 
leading advocate of peace or has her great armament, constantly For Europe was seldom at rest in those days. Her histop, 
increasing until it is twice that of any other two nations, put | compels her to confess to seventy-seven years of war during tho 
the balance of the world in fear of her? Does her complete | seventeenth century. The eighteenth shows a better re for 
preparation keep her from harm? Her statesmen contend for | She spent but sixty-five years of it on the battlefield. 1) 
4 





his conelusion. The annals seem to justify it. Do the great | teenth shows the effect of pacification upon the milita: “it 
guns on her sixty-one first-class battle ships and her thirty-nine | of the European, for he spent fifty-three years of it in peace anq 
armored cruisers supply the influence her diplomats and her | fought but forty-seven. To our encouragement we must 
pacifiers fail to command? Has the knowledge that her battle | mind that the nations of Europe engaged in war but fou 
line exceeds that of France more than twice over and of the | years between 1850 and 1875, and only nine years between IST5 
United States and Germany each three times over promoted the | and 1900. 

peace of the world during the past twenty-five years? Great lias the spirit of man been broken, or does he walk in In 











: Br n is making the experiment of arming to maintain peace. | With his ambition delivered up and his lust repressed? 
rhe world watebes it with anxiety. | is fast learning that war meins destruction of his fortu 
Sin the French laid the siege which resulted in the capture | damage to the morals of those who engage in it the nations }) 
of La Rochelle, nearly three hundred years ago, France h not made prominent, but the effect on their budgets is 1 
spent one hundred and four years of her time in enforcing her | their most earnest and attentive consideration. Natio: 


views upon others through the lights made by the blazing gun. | under the load of great armies and fast multiplying fleets 
ain, since the days of the archdukes, kept at the throat | they are afraid to reduce them. Let them continue to ada 


of what she called her enemies sixty years, between 1624 and | their burdens until they conclude it to be cheaper to talk th 
1783, and the question might be in kindness asked, What has fight, then the 7 will consent to shift their accounts so that ¢! 
been the advantage to either France or Spain in property or | may balance. A battle between two great nations costs ten 
person for their struggles in behalf of national rights? times as much in money as it did a hundred years ago, and wi 





Yet no man who has the power of refiection would contend | cost more as man’s adroitness is employed in working out 
that all these wars could have been averted without the loss of | trivances to destroy whole armies in one day to m 


honor which patriotism would not approve and buman nature | triumph to the disputed territory in the next. 

tolerate. | Great mobilization tends to confine war to selected spots. 
© Russia made her war against the Tartars, 1686, and a | Pointed instances are fresh in our minds. Belligerents rare}; 

few yenrs later conquered Azor, which marks her entrance into | listen to advice. They are quite ready to obey the command 

the politics of southeastern Europe, she has had but forty-six | those enabled to enforce it. If war must be, let us limit t! 

years of war. confiagration to boundaries in which the interests of others 


Since the Sultan invaded Hungary in 1526 and later fled from | not found. If our armaments bring us to no other good than 
Vienna, Turkey has been engaged in war one hundred and three | this, we will find our money well spent. 
years, and yet civilization seems to make no demand upon What has been our record since the dedication of Americ 's 
Turkey for more than an occasional expression of good will | sacred honor, her lives, and her property to the cause of lil 
toward others. erty? Beginning with this declaration, our wars, includ if 
Since the day when John George, the elector of Saxony, ob- | those with the Indians, cover a period of sixty-two years; ex- 
atinatels refused to break his neutrality and thereby assist | cluding those engaged with the Indians, twenty-five years 
in the dismemberment of the Empire and later surrendered to| They are: 1775, the war of independence; 1776, Cherokees 
the persuasion of Gustavus Adolphus and allied himself against | attack the settlements in eastern Tennessee and North Caro 
it, Sweden has enjoyed the absence of external discord three | lina; 1778, massacre at Wyoming, in Pennsylvania; 1779, ex- 
hundred years, except in long intervals when she has been com- | pedition of General Sullivan against the Iroquois; 1798, war 
pelled to fight. During these three hundred years she is | with France; 1790, Indian war; Harmar defeated 1790, St. 


credited with but sixteen years of war. Clair 1791, and Wayne victorious 1794; 1802, war with Trip- 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman will yield to me, I | oli; 1803, Navajos in hostility to the whites; 1811, war incited 
simply desire to call his attention to the fact that for thirty-five | by Tecumseh; 1812, second war with Great Britain; 1812, W 
years there has been no great European war. It is true that | nebagos and Dakotas take sides with the English in the wai 
Spain had her bloody encounter in America, England in Africa, | against the United States; 1513, Creek war; 1817, border w 
aud Russia in Asia, but during these many years there has not | fare of the Seminoles; 1832, Black Hawk war; 1835, Semino! 
been a European war between two great nations, and the writers | war; 1846, war with Mexico; 1848, trouble with Oregon 
on this subject have reached the conclusion that the great | dians; 1855, Rogue River war; 1861, the civil war; 1562, Sioux 


powers of Europe are really afraid to-day to set the machinery | rebellion ; 1862, Apache outbreak ; 1865, outbreak of Shoshones; 
of war in motion, and to wage the war for which they haye been | 1872, Apache outbreak; 1875, Modoc war; 1876, Sioux rebe 





preparing for so long a time. lion; 1879, war with the Utes; 1890, Dakota rebellion; 1805. 
Mr. BUTLER of anmertesitie: Prussia accepted France, | war with Spain; 1899, Philippine insurrection; 1900, Chinese 
Bavaria, and Spain as allies and made the Silesian war in 1740. | expedition. 
From that time until her coon she 1 fought only sixteen years.| It is true the professional campaigner does not include the 
It can be said to the honor of Austria since she made her peace | Indian wars in our actual fighting time, and to escape the ter 
wit! Russia at Dresden, 745, she has been engaged in war but | rible record of strife we have made he waves his hand and 
sixt years. his is an account of the wars among the dif- | replies: “ You can’t count Indian killing as war.” If th 
fer nations named herein and does not include the cam- | dian wrote our history the inference is safe that he would give 
paigns which they may have made against their own people. his instances of battlefield struggle the name of war. 
The history of these nations during the period which I have The minutes kept by the time marker show us to have n 
so quickly covered shows that the grand design of Henry IV | quarrelsome—ready to settle, equally ready to fight. This part 
made no impression upon them which lasted longer than the | of our history some Americans wish to defend and exp] C 


short hour consumed in reading it. They turned a deaf ear to | our victories every one of us applauds. It is true we are 
the projects of Crucé, who prayed that they might be read by | the restraint which our foremost place in the civilized 
the kings of the whole world and designated truth as their es- | imposes upon us, but our willingness to submit our disput 
ort. ‘The y denied the learning of Ernest Landgrave, who had | surrender our traditions will not entitle us to the first ! 








commanded the united armies of Germany and smote his reli- | when the arbitration day arrives and our ships drop their 

gious ideas with the arguments of maniacs. With defiant shouts ments into the sea at the command of the “ Great Counci! 

they t1 pled upon the scheme of William Penn and laughed in| Who is there among us to condemn the American deleg 

the face of John Be He rs, who proposed a general council to | The Hague conference because they refused to mpeuribe ' to 1 
hich all religious persuasions might go, not for dispute, but set- | final act until an amendment was added thereto reserving | 


They snubl od the “elaboration” of St. Pierre, who | the right to settle in our own way all purely American 4 
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a . - apatite 
. rhis position was right, of course, but lacked the de 1870; February 12, 1871, and February 28, 1885, and m 
em ibmission necessary to secure universal peace. | in 1898, 
a eim, in a treatise published last year, sums up the; Austria, France, Great Britain, and Russia were tl: 
i The Hague conference had upon the world’s peace: tories to an arbitration treaty of November 20, 1815, and I 
« r The Hague peace conference, in October, 1899, war broke | and Russia, by an additional article to the treaty of 


Africa between Great Britain and the two Boer Repub- | May 30, 1814, instituted a special arbitral comn is on 























leads to the latter’s annexation at the end of 1901. The] tajn-n: » sag The Crimear ar a a 7 , =) 10> 
“-f the German ambassador and the general attack on | tain-named purposes. Phe ( rimean wal occurr l in 1853—18 
an legations in Peking in 1900 led to a united action of | the Austro-] russian war in 1566, and the Franco-Prussian 
inst China for the purpose of vindicating this violation in 1870-71. France and Mexico signed a treaty involvi 
ental rules of the law of nations. In December, 1902, | arbitration March 9, 1839, and made war in 1861-1867 
Germany, and Italy instituted a blockade against the | Uni S ae Scart : <a +9 ‘ ; 
( sal for the purpose of making her comply with their | nited States and Mexico signed an arbitration tre \ 
( mnification of their subjects wronged during civil | 11, 1859, and made war in 1846-1848. Chile and Py 
‘ ela, and the latter consents to pay indemnities, to be | treaties of arbitration September 27, 1871, ; 
mixed commission of diplomats. sut as other powers e700 Sn Seal Ih} ial — ae 
ho had instituted the blockade likewise claim indemnities, | 1 i, DOV and Chile signed, De F Si 
is referred to the permanent court of arbitration at The | providing an arbitration, and n -war in 1879 Co] 
in 1904 gives it verdict in favor of | 


ay the Mockading pow 
rv of 1904 war freaks ont in the Far East between 
i Japan on account of Manchuria and Korea. 


the results have not been positive, our first attempt 


Venezuela signed a treaty of arbitration 
In 1899 Colombia had to deal with an i 
declared to have been aided from Venezuela. 


; : ; en its worthiness in that it will inspire repetition. I am satisfied that we have | ut started on tf] Way 
; ten years show the “curse” to be still with us, yet | that condition of amity which forms perfect society l 
. confined it to isolated sections of the world. Russia | form perfect international relation hip. I 1 also 
refused to reconcile, but they consented to confine | that man is yet much nearer the animal than the an 
tles to the fields of Manchuria upon the urgent re | the attractions of the former so gre it that his 

he nations having sufficient guns to compel a compli- | toward the latter 1s seriously impeded. Is all th 

i the guns influence the seclusion? The nations who | f°" ™!tarism? No; but it offers a reason. 
ntertain that opinion. We are safe in the deduction that during the past thr l 
. the great armaments and the fear which the nations | 474 years history shows that the voice of the p 
] ine them have of each other have secured us, at least, been drowned in the din of battle. A comparison of 1 


4 time with the past forces upon us the lamentable ) 
_.. | that we have made but little progress toward general 
that is not secured through armaments. 
. trial of Emerson’s love, as a state basis, address While we have escaped from the age of fable, we hay 
ur sisters of South America? They were once | e@ched that degree of human completeness that will « 
agree to arbitration, but the effort to develop the | us to maintain universal i and m the same time pres 
was not accepted with a seriousness that shows | CUh OW sovereignties. These sovereignties Dave lway 
preciation. A plan of a permanent tribunal of ar- protected by arms and not by love. When will we reach a 
vas adopted by the International American Confer- | @!U!0? of nature where we may in safety completely disar1 
18, 1890, and the signatures of eleven States were With sin came selfishness. To restrain men from their s 
Bolivia, Ecuador, Haiti, Honduras, Nicaragua, Sal- | Purposes civil government was established. To info 
United States of America, the United States of | well disposed and to constrain those who would do « 
B the United States of Venezuela, and Uruguay. are made and above all are enforced when made. No 


armed peace.” Persuasion has proven a failure. 
led for peace. Meanwhile the multitude appeals to 














ty proposed lapsed, but the following Governments, | Of civilization seems to bring with it absolute obedi M 
i ience of a form of extension submitted October 28, | 4Te willing, many are unwilling; to the latter f 
i891, signified their acceptance of the proposal to revive the applied to obtain submission. When will we lay down a 
] | treaty: Eeuador, Guatemala, Honduras, Venezuela, Nic When the soul of man gives up its covetousness 
Salvador, and Bolivia; but the matter never progressed | hides its avarice; when the itching palm is supp! 
| this stage. Ecuador was in the throes of a rebellion in | One that is stretched forth in its fullness; when tl! 
S 1892-94 Honduras and Nicaragua were at war; and in | rushes to the market place to give, not to sell; whi 
H ; in the last three decades military revolts have been | Of the bullet is exchanged f yf prai 
t he circumstances leading to the blockading of the | ‘sword of the spirit ’’ redeem that wound 
Venezuela and the dissensions that have beset that | then, and not till then, can each nation lay down its 
re well known; an outbreak in Granada in 1891 led to | enjoy the peace secured through love; then will the 
insurrection in Nicaragua in 1892, and since 1897 | reached the state where the soldier will abandon the p 
ve been revolts at Nargote, San Juan del Sur, Rivas, | prostrate himself at the altar. The sailor will strike his 
-where; all this in addition to the war against Hondu- | for the last time, donate his ship to the plutocrat in w! 
ras military revolt occurred in Salvador in 1898, and other | Sail the world over, distributing his wealth equal! 
! nded with bloodshed have occurred in that Republic; | the unfortunate, and the 12-inch gun will be 
BR was the seat of disturbances in 1899. sewer pipe through which the moral filth of ten thousan 
0 Government was one of the signatures, but did not sign accumulation will be carried from our sight. The fan 
t The reason for its failure is not plain, and perhaps | yoke himself with his ox to relieve the burden of 1 
] ter be misunderstood. I hope that the history of our while the trader and changer will Pp le their goods i 
( y written by strangers will not slander us and assign as | for the enjoyment of all their neighbors. Then w 
f 1 that we concluded it would cost our Government less be preferred to inheritance and man shall, as Pitt d 
{ | money to fight than mediate. |} only his country. Then will some of the Ten Con 1d 
ountries proposed that all controversies which did not | become obsolete, for the desire to steal and to kill will hay 
i eir independence should be submitted to arbitration. | parted from man’s soul and his neighbor's ass will be no | 
D was excepted. Would our subscription to obligatory | the subject of his covetousness. Then we will dis: 
n, in which all our differences should be settled, shake | change the cannoneer for the priest, the flag for the cl 
n of the other great powers in our ability to provide | the fangs will be drawn from the serpent; but we 
ves in our Own way? Why did we not agree with our | consent, until we see the fangs of the other serpents 
who had no armament, neither had they money with | the lap of love, that America should become her own de 
' » buy it? We had both. Was it worth while for us to | The possibility of such a condition would be a nig! 
‘ principle we had secured with force in order that | civilization. In such a state the ambition 
Wwe t avoid further conflict? We need not look for such | within them, and they would walk the world over wit! 
§ nm until we are ready to confess our own weakness of and without spirit. The suggestion bears upon its f 
pursi | forsake the policy of armed resistance. | absurdity ; yet men would not then fight. 
eat powers, aS well as the small, have made several When I came to this House ten years ago my 
u ‘sful attempts to preserve peace through means of arbi- | unheralded, and when I go my going will be unnotic W 
1 rhe outcome was not entirely without hope. The | my stay here has been without great profit to n mt 
ern arbitration treaty was that between the United | my constituency, it has afforded me the chance of he 
s i Great Britain of November 19, 1794, which instituted | the same lips appeals for conversion and votes for wat W! I 
trations. In 1812 the United States and Great Britain | asked for an assignment to the Committee on N | Afi 


The United States and Spain signed treaties involy- | was with an avowed purpose of using a determ tion to 
rations October 27, 1795; August 11, 1802; June 16, | vent a further increase of the American Navy. Witl 
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from the time my membership began the present Speaker of the 
louse reported a resolution from his committee providing 
“for the national defense and for every purpose connected 
therewith, and to be expended at the discretion of the Presi- 
dent, to remain available until January 1, 1899, $50,000,000.” 
On this resolution the yeas were 313 and the nays were none, 
immediately followed by loud applause. I had joined the 
majority. Preceding the adoption of this resolution, many 
patriotic speeches were made, all encouraging war upon a 
nation loaded with debt and from which its former glory had 
all departed. Not one word in favor of peace. The people’s 
representatives wanted a fight. 

Monday, April 11, 1898, the President of the United States 
sent a message to Congress, from which I have extracted the 
following: 

And in the interest of humanity and to aid in preserving the lives 
of the starving people of the island, I recommend that the distribution 
of food and supplies be continued, and that an appropriation be made 
out of the Public Treasury to supplement the charity of our citizens. 

The issue is now with Congress. It is a solemn responsibility. I 
have exhausted every effort to relieve the intolerable condition of affairs 
which is at our doors. Prepared to execute every obligation imposed 
upon me by the Constitution and the law, I await your action. 

God bless the name of William McKinley, and may posterity 
read of him as we knew him, and appreciate his effort to pre- 
vent the spilling of human blood that the American people 
demanded he should spill. 

Nearly every American wanted a fight. Congress had not 
the power to resist had it been inclined, and had it not been for 
the determination of the intellectual and physical giant who 
presided over the House, those of you who were here at that 
time know, we would have made the mistake of beginning the 
fight before we had the gun loaded. The most pronounced ad- 
vocates of peace explained as their reason for wanting a fight 
that hurganity might be relieved. While the combination of 
peace-war people claimed that our honor was at stake, the every- 
day American of passion and muscle wanted a fight because we 
had been insulted. 

Remember all this occurred but eight years ago. 
better restrained now thanthen? Monday, April 25, 
passed these two resolutions unanimously: 

First. That war be, and the same is hereby, declared to exist, and 
that war has existed since the 21st day of 3 ey A. D. 1899, including 
said day, between the United States and the Kingdom of Spain. 

Second. Resolved that the President of the United States be, and he is 
hereby, directed and empowered to use the entire land and naval forces 


of the United States, to call into the actual service of the United States 
the military of the several States, to such extent as may be necessary to 
earry this act into effect. 


Are we 
this House 


The work was done. America bad gone forth not for con- 
quest, but relief. She has become a world power, and her 


armaments must be increased to enable her to properly keep 
her place. 

The Recorp has no reference to any Member raising his voice 
in opposition to this declaration of war against a nation that 
had withered and decayed with only a recollection of her former 
creatness to sustain her. Young Americans, for the first time in 
our history, volunteered to cross the seas and fight the battles 
of their native land, wldle their parents took to their knees and 
prayed the Master to deliver their sons from the hands of men 
who could not fight and did not want to fight. I have only 
words of praise for those who made our battle, and no criti- 
cism for those who encouraged them, for the cause justified us, 
as subsequent events have proven. I am begging for the pa- 
tience of those who, insisting upon this war, now show irrita- 
tion, not over its victories, but with its consequent calamities 
and unavoidable results. 

We would not have fought the Spanish-American war had 


we been fully and thoroughly prepared. Three more great 
battle ships on this coast where the Spanish could have seen 
them, and they would have kept their thin-skinned ships at 


home and we would have our graveyards yet to fill and our 
money yet to spend. 

Then the Spaniard became obstinate and would not surrender 
his sovereignty over the Philippines until we paid him 
$20,000,000. The law of humanity as well as the law of 
nations required us to retain the islands and take up a great 
duty in a land of blinding sunshine by day and terrifying dark- 
by night. Dewey obeyed instructions from his Govern- 
ment when he destroyed the only power which Spain possessed 
to maintain peace in the Philippines. We were bound under the 
laws prevailing among the nations to supply it. Congress was 
asked for $20,000,000 to carry out the treaty of obligations 


hess 


between the United States and Spain. Who was deceived 
as to the purpose for which this money was to be used? 
No Member of this House who sat in it on the 20th day 


February, 1899, was misled. 


of 


He was forewarned by Mr. 
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Dockery, who offered his defective amendment defiy; 
policy toward the Philippine Islands and declaring it ¢, |. vio 
intention not to corporate their inhabitants with United st: = 


citizenship. For this appropriation 219 gentlemen yote.’ y m 
but 33 are recorded in the negative. The wisdom of {j\);< a 
gressional act has been submitted to the source of power real 
American people, and has their approval. I was amo) th z 
who voted for this appropriation with full knowledge o¢ its 
consequences and stand ready to accept my unimportant share f 
the responsibility. “a 

The Philippines offer but few inducements to the Pilgrim or 
the plowman; but oh, what a field for a conqueror. [)o< the 
fear of an undiscovered would-be conqueror furnish a) excuse 
for urging great armaments? No; but it presents a reason, 
Our ownership of his sovereignty constitutes us his protector 
and puts upon us the burden of bearing arms in his defense 
The duty to feed and educate the Filipino carries wit}, ;; the 
corresponding duty of protection to his home and his property, 


whether his rights are invaded from within or without. 
I believe it to be the common understanding of all A) ericang 


that the Filipino should have the sovereignty of his islands at 
such time that he may be able to satisfy them of his capabilities 


to manage well for himself. When that time will arrive no 
one now living can with even reasonable certainty prophesy. 
I believe the people now born will have secured their passports to 
immortality before the Filipino will have satisfied the American 
people that he has sufficiently matured to stand alone. The 
standard which he must approach to secure his independence of 
us no man can with accuracy describe. While none of us ex- 
pect him to Americanize, he must certainly learn to live in a 
social community where respect for household ties is observed 
before he will have reached a measure of domestication that 
will receive American commendation. Since the time when 
Christopher Columbus offered the new world to Henry VII, in 
their views upon the domestic relation it has been the proud 
boast of every American that his countrymen were in the right. 
Our views upon the method of civilization may have made much 
discord, creating new methods and offering new ideas, but upon 
the immutability of the nuptial tie we have always agreed. 

When will the Filipino learn that obedience is the first step 
to self-government? Until he manifests a resignation to the 
law of his own land, whether made by Americans or his own 
people, and we are Satisfied of his sincerity, his destiny is in our 
hands. 

Whether the possession of these islands by our Government 
is important to us in the eastern equation should have no weight 
with us in the final settlement which we may make with the 
Filipino. We did not embrace the occasion to extend our em- 
pire; we should not consider the Filipino’s wealth when the 
day of his independence is at hand. We can afford generosity, 
but never meanness. That there was an imperative reason for 
the acquisition of these islands is apparent in the purchase of 
what we had already taken by conquest. They came to us in 
the entirety, and when they go from us they shall be undivided. 
The most desolate and empty portion of the islands, along with 
their unopened mines of wealth, is equally entitled to our de- 
fense; not one small acre of them will be disposed of to another 
nation without its owner’s consent. 

Until the hour of his preparation is reached, when he can 
stand unsupported or when he can with intelligence decide 
between us and another, we must bear the burden of | 
fense and further embellish our great name by bearing it with- 
out complaint. We must not forget that we compacted by 
treaty with Spain, December 10, 1898, when she relinquished 
her sovereignty to us, to secure all the inhabitants of tliese 
islands in the free exercise-of their religion and guarantee!s 
to all Spanish subjects therein their rights of propert) 1 the 
uninterrupted opportunity of carrying on such industry, 


s de- 


Ceol: 


merece, or profession in which they might be at that time en- 
gaged. Shall we run from our obligations and designate 
another keeper to whom these defenseless people might olject: 
Spain was satisfied with our offer of guardianship. We will 
not surrender it willingly or unwillingly until our dependents 
assent. > 

The example of our civilization shall be set at all times before 
the Filipino in the hope that barbarous conditions ma) lisap- 
pear. The process must be slow, the American patience “pur 
dant. Has the conqueror appeared? He has not; but we?! end 
to indefinitely delay his appearance by the conseryatio! our 
great and admittedly capable armaments. Does the | ‘ope! 
defense of these islands furnish an excuse for our na- 
ments? 3 as a 

No; but it presents a good reason. We offer 1a oe 


possessions for protection. We have traditions which 
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the world. Don’t let us fritter away our opportunities in re 
viving theories that have proven failures. Every place where 
our national influence reaches quickens with life and blossoms 
with prosperity. Let us give our Government the armament 
she desires for the work she has to do, and make laws of 
which even the madman of the earth will be bound to observe. 
[ Applause. ] 


sense 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield twenty minutes to the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. CALpeEr]. 
Mr. CALDER. Mr. Chairman, I have listened with great 


interest to the addresses of the distinguished gentlemen f1 


| Ohio and from Pennsylvania and subscribe heartily to the views 


- of the sword nor the proffer of gold nor the prayers of 
= i will tempt us to abandon. Questions, purely Ameri- 
eryed to our own keeping for our own settlement, accord- 
ur own conceptions, over which we deny the right of 
aan m from others. By our armaments alone are they 
; | to us, not in battle, but in its postponement. 
a the father of our race, when Abraham was bidden to go 
+, ¢he south and was promised to be made a ruler of the land 
: he might be a stranger, the human family has wan- 
A The Americans grow tired of looking around upon the 
a neness and stray away into the recesses of forests after 
riches and pleasure. When they are imprisoned through the 
} of a despot or held for ransom by a bandit what have | 
ea epend upon to extend the American breastwork of influ- 
our sailor man in blue, with his white squadron? High- 
fellows, with hearts of oak, they are ready to obey 
without weapons; they don’t beg for protection for 
‘ elves, but for their Government, whose majesty is so 
iv committed to them. The crossbow, the sling, the 
‘and the battering-ram will not repress the desire of 
o would prevail over us. A longer-range gun than that 
hose appetite would tempt him to approach will main- | 
listance between him and the object he would devour. 
letermine the weight and extent of our armaments? 
( eyess, Who is to advise the Congress? Those in whose 
attainments the Congress has confidence. 
ons already made known to you we have been com- 
reduce the estimates submitted for cur naval defense, 
ve done it with great care and with a view of adding 
neth rather than adding to its size. We have reported 
ly those reenforcements which our great naval experts 
absolutely necessary to increase efficiency and main- 
ration. We should continue to arm that battles may 
| ed. The fear of awful slaughter and the enormous cost 


hostile attack, with the uncertainty of results, will 


( e unwillingness and prolong discussion. Make war 
and man’s selfishness will avert it rather than pro- 


All other remedies have failed. 
( to employ this one. 
t Britain settled by arbitration 124 international disputes 


The races have ¢on- 






she was interested during the past fifty years; she 
o years of international war during the same period. 
Vi arguments persuaded, the knowledge of her guns 


the food for reflection. The policy of our Government 

| we must not willingly set aside the influence which 

| exert in coming conferences to settle the equality of 

e. That influence will be overpowering if our 

cept brightened. It will be lost if they are decreased 
nd capability. 

he people grow tired of the burdens which great arma- 

|, their militant spirit will surrender to their cupid- 

groaning under the fear of bankruptcy, they will 

reduction of armaments through the mediation of 

nal tribunals. When that great day comes we will 

the supreme task which civilization imposes upon us and 

the movement to diminish, but not debilitate. The 

ur word will be measured by the weight of our arma- 


‘fens 


mly hope for this result lies through international agree- 
et us keep the hope constantly within us and apply our- 
rently to this end. If the nations should engage in 

| destroy every battle ship afloat, they would immedi- 
eed to supply them with others. Russia now pre- 

s example. Then why fight to be rid of our arma- 
Don’t let us strive to wholly disarm by force or 
but to reduce. No well-prepared nation can be 

to set the example, but the time can not be far in 
hen they will all take the initiative. International 
not be contemplated, but compromise expected. Each 
retain sufficient armed foree for the suppression 
, the maintenance of its independence, the protection 
people and property, the enforcement of its own 
the settlement of its own questions, and the defense of 
traditions. All questions arising between nations wil! 


© to court for adjustment because of the absence of 
on for international war. The ideal state will be | 
Compulsory international arbitration is a dream, 


lves complete disarmament. It is not looked for, and 
t be hoped for. Man is not ready for submission that 
Ss him of his independence and his state of its sover- 


let our modesty tend to an underestimation of our own 
ce, and don’t let our official acts interrupt the human- 
iuuence which our nation sows broadcast throughout 


expressed by the peace-loving Quaker from Pennsylvani: 


Mr. Chairman, history informs us that during the Ad- 
ministration of President Monroe the people of this country 
were generally prosperous and contented, and we have al 
ways been pleased to refer to that time as the era of good 
feeling. In some degree this might be compared to the accession 
of President McKinley to the Presidency on March 4, 1897. The 
country had passed through four years of severe business de- 


pression to awaken with new hope after the result of the elec 
tions of 1896 became known. 
I do not propose to enter into a discussion of the causes of this 


revival. We on this side of the Chamber attribute it largely to 





the protective tariff system, while the gentlemen on the othe 
side contend it is the result of the great discoveries of gold and 
the general development of the country. The facts are that 
during the past nine years we have made greater strides 
every phase of human existence than any other country on the 
face of this globe in double that period. In 1896 we were 
classed as the most influential nation on the North American 
continent ; to-day we are the dominating influence in the West 
ern Hemisphere and in the very first rank of the nations of the 
world, excelling all of them in our institutions of learning and 
our agricultural products and competing successfully in all of 
the markets of the world in every branch of manufacture. We 
are indeed a great nation. 

During the past nine years we have acquired vast ter 
in the West Indies, the Pacific Ocean, and in the Orient that 
to-day it may almost be said that the sun never sets on o 
main. All of this has brought us new and greater responsibil 
ties, and we are compelled, as a guaranty to the peace of the 


world, to make this country a great naval power 
Mr. Chairman, the bill under consideration is, in my judgment, 


» Ail 








of greater importance to the people of this country than : 
other measure we will be called upon to conside this 
session. 

Ilere on the floor of this House protests have been made 
against the expenditure of large sums of money for our al 
establishment. I, for one, as long as I remain a Memb Ss 
House, will vote and use my influence for the building of 
navy equal to that of Great Britain; this, as I have dy 
said, would guarantee a lasting peace between this d th 
countries of the earth. 

Mr. Chairman, I submit the following tables, showing the rel 
tive naval standing of the leading nations in the years 1880 
1890, 1900, and 1905: 

OFFICE OF NAVAL I I 
{ 
Sea strength of the principal ne 
Great —_ >, , 
Britain Fra Russia ( 
Class. =- 
No.| TOD ino! 1 No.| Ton- ix 
hage nage nage i 
Armored vessels __........ 48 306,410) 41 214,987) 31 94,112 2 95,917 
Unarmored vessels .........-- 75> 132.954 67 108,424 40 49.160 1u2 
Total 123) 439,364) 108 318,361, 71\ 143,272 47 141,019 
Italy Ur Spa 
Class. 
No.| N ' 
: nag : i ; 
| Armored vessels -_...........-. 13 14 7 : 87 
Unarmored vessels .......--- 12 pa 45 y 4 ; 
I a tahtccpes todas hitb 25 40} 82,128 90 
Rank of principal naval 1 

Great Britain first, France second, Russia ny fourth 
Italy fifth, United States sixth, Spain sevent h 

At this date all nations were building torpedo boats, but few were 


completed, 
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See strength of the principal naval powers, 1890. 
































= ae ae Get | ae eT | l United cae 
| Britain. | France. | Russia. {| Italy. Germany. States. Spain. Austria. Senee 
lar. | Ton- |x | Ton- | fom ia Ton- |x. | Ton- | Ton- | Ton- | Ton- ; TP 
No nage. |"°-] nage. Nx ‘| nage. | No. nage. | No. | nage i> 2] nage. —_. nage. ol nage. | n 
ved Soe © See rt rar eee ae Pi 1 
Armored...........-------ss-------| 72 | 507,490 | 59 | 848,490 | 40 | 167,122 | 19 | 143,121 | 26 | 105,721 | 21| 48,663| 7 | 38,683] 15) 65,800) 6. jo 4x 
Unarmored............ cake nl se | 290,260 | 112 | 161,229 | 57 | 74,628 | 35 | 55,417 | 42 | 77,396 | 3B) 73,706) 43) 69,921 | 29! duloos | 2 x 
Torpedo boat...................... 86 | 4,955 | 125 | 6,100 | 119] “4)520| 60 | 5,000! 60} 5,000} 1] —‘100/ 14] 1,464] B1| “2100 5) ML 
I incl ee re 340 | 802,714 | 296 | 515,819 | 216 | 246,270 | 114 | 203,538 | 128 | 188,117 | 55 | 122,469 | 64 | 110,068! 7% | 107.08 cae 
{ | | | i 46,9 








Rank of principal naval powers: Great Britain first, France second, Russia third, Italy fourth, Germany fifth, United States sixth, Spain seven: 
Austria eighth, Japan ninth. rere 


Sea strength of the principal naval powers, 1900. 





























x x | Great Britain. | France. ~ United States 
Type. | ana dele s i Wl ~ ied i ae cs 
| puitt.| ‘Tons. |Build-| pons. | Buitt.| Tons. |Buil4-| mons | Buitt.| ‘Tons, | Build ie 
| ing. | | img. ing 
(3g Battle chips, first class (above 9,000 tons) __.... _____- | 45 | 562,470 11 | 154,900 19 | 197,920 | 1 12,530 9| 99,830 | 6 3. 
y Battle ships, second class, and coast-defense iron- | j | | | 
Ae CRO CT TI a ons tn sosis eterrencicict ag ec esincd sce 25 142.306 }........ tae a | OF SU See Ltn bearsanetie 8 | 35,060 | 4 11.02 
Armored cruisers pcecinaectt ens ance ll} 71,260 14 | 167,600 10| 63,050 | “1 | 104,000 2) 17,415 6) 6°50 
Cruisers, protected and unprotected, not armored | | | 
a I nine 97 I De i eee j 22) 105,495 2 i 7,860 18 86,200 9 43.) 
ae, ME pk eee era 72 14,615 8 11, 600 | 17 6 7 Re oie 23; 82,915 '\...... 
Cruisers, below 1,000 tons, gunboats ...............-- 5D 49.870 }...... wen ical decane | 15 | SD Bitincneusdlpideniundaned 8 2.500 j...... 
Destroyers .........- Lacpeeeinit ceaul hae en aaeacen tome 108 34, 92 42 12,600 | i (0k 4 1,085 16 6.695 
TORINO NON So a ae 167 . 2 350 | 228; 14,245 14 | 1,220 23 | 2, 400 12 2 OS 
Training vessels ......-.. joie baaamies cones a baebticeae team ee 9 | NIE snciiss wate Recess Od ° PIE Ties node coeonlien 8) 2,106 /....- 
Datel Miegieaewweey oso ei ok hbicekececmdnn 569 |1, 448, 36 77 | 347,050 | 400 | 588,580 28 | 125,610 98 | 302,650 53 
Total built and building ---................---. tons... 646—1, 795, 410 428—714, 190 151—520, 070 
Germany. Japan. Russia 
Type. 2 i B auf oe ee eee ee ee. a eer ee fe 
: = : uild- = et Build- . Build- 
Built. | Tons. ing. Tons. | Built.| Tons. ing. | Tons. | Built.| Tons. ing Tons 





j 


Battle ships, first class (above 9,000 tons) ._.........- 9 95, 782 5 60,000 4| 54, 400 2 80, 400 | 15 | 162,915 | 7 9? By 








Battle ships, second-class, and coast-defense iron- | | i i ; 
ids ( below 9,000 tons Siamese ci ioe a cau 2). 630 1... | scasiamaseaon Bi Ses is nce 19| 74,490 |...... : 
Armored cruisers sepsis baeeee ae een Ce 4| 35,760 2| 17,740] 6] 51,285 | 1 9, 850 | 11} 82,730 ] 7, 8 
Cruisers, protected and unprotected, not armored ' | | | | 
above /,000 tons ssa dpetidlen thicinebacaitcgiai ate acre De Gee t..c Se aae 10 COA Bic thacesais | 8 | 46,680 8 44. 86) 
Charen tener ss, A he GO CO kg cis ni secs ch wm te, 20 33, 660 3 | 8, 400 | 16 | CE Oi ieee A | 
Cruisers, below 1,000 tons, gunboats ._............--- 9 UT Wicca ee 13 | 
troyers ..... Fe cstinic patina aa aa 16 5, 275 8 | 2,800 | il | 12 . 
pedo I ne a Oia oes i ne oe ae ee 12 BRE Bocce enon ree | lt WK 
RI TI oe ainsi iccndcaiiilnbchiabtct ae eda oc as 10 SR Bi cssciiacion 5 5 inate 4 





Total displacement 


With achintcaihiteiamnaaseeeeaae 235 | 258,900 18 | 88,940 124 | 209, 680 14 41,190 204 | 420,440 38 149, 14¢ 
Total built and tuilding ~~... .2.....c00 ccccnose tons. . 253—447, 840 | 138—250, 870 | 332—569, 580 


Rank of principal] naval powers: Great Britain first, France second, Russia third, Germany fourth, United States fifth, Japan sixth. 
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Sea strength of the principal naval powers—Number and displacement of war ships, built and building, of 1,60) or more tons, and of torpedo craft of mor 
50 tons. 


Germany. United States 





Great Britain. France. 
Type of vessel Built. | Building. Built. Building. | Built. Building. Built. Build 


No. |} Tons. | No.| Tons. | No.| Tons. | No.| Tons. | No.| Tons. | No.| Tons. | No.| Tons. | No 





Battle ships, first classa 55 | 754,450 6| 99,050| 19] 216,425 | 6 | 89,190) 18 | 204,581) 6] 78,000) 14| 167,225) 11 106,9% 
; 


ast-defense vessels 0..-........ 5| 43,700 |_-....|_..._-.-.- 1 Wet | 984 Qe la ¢ a 
Armored cruisers poe 30 | 313,900 13} 185,100| 19 | 158, 803 | 5 | 66,360 6| 55,740 2| 21,660 | 6) 72,335 6 ), OM) 
Cruisers above 6,000 tons ¢__...- 21 201,000 }._.... eae 4 31. 754 1...... A eee tt ee eee a 3} 24,450 2 nN 
Cruisers, 6,000 to 3,000 tonse..../ 52 | 224,840 |....../....22 18} 74,476 |...... REISE KE 14 63,840 | 6) 19,650, 17) 61.379 
Cruisers. 3,000 to 1,000 tons¢e....| 37 Oe 63d 17 30,469 |...... eae | 2B) £00 tQ.WL ie | 24) 33,153 
Torpedv-boat destroyers .......| 144 54, 068 18 | 7,510 31 9, 250 23 8,650) 53 20, 281 6 2,478 16 6, 695 w=--5 san 
Torpedo boats ........-...-..-. | @] 8100 1......|.........4 20] SERl Bl see oe BNO he cccentnaccctiecsl 30} 4, 820 : 
NINN oii 6 on ecu | 19 8, 000 10} 3,000 37 4,083| #2! 9,968 )__... 1 oe oe 1| 190; 8] 913 4 on 











— ee es 1,673, 338 |.....- | 204,660 |.....- 619,675 | ae 181, 288 | es: 466,084 |...... | 121, 97) |--e--- | 418,415 |-...-- 
om : ea | eae 





Total tons built and building -- 1, 967,998 | 800, 958 588, 062 701,797 





Includes smaller battle ships and monitors. ; = eaastepern 11 
All unarmored war ships of more than 1,000 tons are, in this table, classed according to displacement as cruisers. Scouts are considered as ci a 
which battery and protection have been sacrificed to secure extreme speed. The word “protected” has been omitted because all cruisers ¢xcc) 
illest and oldest now have protective decks. 


Rattle ships, first class, are those of (about) 10,000 or more tons displacement. 
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Sea strength of the principal naval powers—Number and displacement of war ships, built and building, et Con ] 
7 Japan. Italy Russia A 
ype of vessel. Built. Building. ” ‘Built. 3uilding. Built. Buildi | 
No Tons. No. Tons. | No. Tons. No. Tenn. No. Tons No. Tons r 
— Ds. , first class 4 .......- 9 | 120,246 | 3| 652,200 13 | 165,969 4) 50,500 8 | 4 57, 23 l ] Y 2 1 200 
C . » yessels 0 theta tade 5 j ee 1 | I a 7 | lt iy’ 
a ruisers...- a 9] 81,372 3 42, 000 6 39, 783 | 1; 10,000 3} 3 27, 000 } Ls 
( sbove 6,000 tons ¢_.._..| 2 13, 130 mingle seas cei Aegean tials 5 |} 3 20, 025 
c 000 to 3.000 tons ¢__.- 10 | 40,275 1 3, 420 | 5! 17,668 1} 5,500 4 ae i... 2 s 
( 000 to 1.000 tons ¢_..-. 10 | I is, cvidininds Rescesi ae 12 SID Mecca cesta ais aca 7 2 916 9 14. 
iat destroyers - -- 24 8,166) 24 9,120; 13] 4,150 4); 1,539| 8 51 21.540 0 
aie Se ee 81 MN Been: 9% | 8,036] 27 5,580} 82 38 
a s aiioniaceniate, 9 | 1,200 iid 1 | 107 5 | mo; 13 12 1,380 
| tons built and total | | | | 
ere See gE 8 7 106, 740 |_...-- 208, hone 73, 700 |...... 244,601 |_..... 131,094 |_...-- 122, 756 ¥ 
Total tons built and building a 427, 871 / “B40, 428 375, 69 143, %¢ 
. aio. first class, are those of (about) 10,000 or more tons displacement. b Include *S smaller battle ships and m«¢ rs 
narmy yred war ships of more than 1,000 tons are, in this table, classed according to displacement as cruisers. Scouts are cons ‘ruise 
- ery and protection have been sacrificed to secure extreme speed. The word “protected” has been omitted because all x t 
d oldest now have protective decks 
UT he fvllowing vessels are not included in the tables: Those over twenty years old, unless they have been reconstructed and r 1: thos 
gun, althous gh authorized; transports, colliers, repair ships, torpedo-depot ships, converted merchant vessels or yachts; vessels of s than 1, 
except torpe do er: aft; torpedo craft of less than 50 tons. 
Relative order of war-ship tonnage. 
At present. As would be the case were vessels } d 
Nation. Tonnage. Nation. ‘ 
Start Wark CRA oo esis cealesccnncdlan ne: ceccanleen acta eaieasdo teamed aida deta I 
PPRTIOO .. « nrvnssanncacqenine hed degepren nies ageeeaneetaaeia nani aanadiraiateaaae I 
Serine DY .__...<.. .aucnnknieie ea ana aan a ed 406,084 | United States -_.......... ...........- 
i i I ee ace ct cers mui monnanianna dees 
ee eR a i a i ee i SS ee eee 
wan ae a em a ae EE Sr ae a 
ER NE PEE I inteat mia 
sp) Le ee Sa a ee ea I 
aThis does not include the Mic blown and South Carelien, ‘battle ships of about 16,000 tons, authorized, but not building 
It will be observed that while in 1880 the United States was | in the navy-yards of the country, and will incorporate in my 
th world power, to-day we are third, Great Britain being | marks a table giving the names and character of the ships 
i France second. thorized by Congress and constructed since 1895, with the pl 
‘ir. Chairman, I am going to ask the indulgence of the House | where they were built, the cost, and the time consumed i 
fi few moments to discuss the wisdom of building war ships | construction in excess of the time allowed in the contracts 
Vessels built since January 1, 1896, with cost and excess of contract time. 
} Contract ee re 
ga . : “ Date of con- oe Preliminary Contractt De. 
f vessel. Type. | Built by— irene. — of com- | ‘asceptance ; -- 
—- Months. Da m5 
cshameecia Battle ship...............| Union Iron Works, San Francisco, | Jan. 2,1896 | Jan. 2,1899 | Nov. %, 1899 10 > | $4, 429, 890.69 
Cal. 
Riontueiret oo as Bec a 8 a a ak . do oe ES Dec. 30,1898 11 aT 4 418 ) 
SRO .. Ws 5k vseeeen SE Dit ies cai tenatnad Newport News Co., Newport News, Sept. 26, 1896 Sept. 26,1899 Sept. 16, 1901 23 x) { 
a. 
AS DAIOM... . <c0tsneecmeiasanl OD stint eee Wm.Cramp & Sons, Philadelphia..| Sept.24,1896 | Sept.24,1899 Oct. 22,1900 D yj 
Wiscondlie 6662s. cacao a Si Union Iron Works, San Francisco, | Sept. 19,1896 | Sept. 19,1809 | Jan. 17, 1901 15 x 
Cal. 
n Torpedo boat._.......... Bath Lron Works, Bath, Me .. Oct. 6,1896 | Apr. 6,1898 | Nov. 24,1899 ] " 
CORVGE. 5o naa eee es ee do aad ..do Mar. 20,1900 ; my 
awisewccese ene site co enlace sande ae nion Iron Works, San Francisco, Oct. 5,1896 | Apr. 5,1898 | Jan. 30,1899 4 
al. 
DOWNS « .....cicctcammaebens iii riccdcentnbnadese Wolt& Zwicker Iron Works, Port- ; Oct. 6,1896 | Oct. 6,1897 | Jan. 26,1899 15 0 7 
land, Oreg | 
win indicted teat Od a | tl ail <> a Na a Rm do.......| Mar. 13,1899 { 1), 28 
Sehiedatadeed a i Herreshoff Mfg. ¢ 40., Bristol, B. I.../.....do-. do May 12 8 i 5 s 
ioe ..@0 ....................| Herreshoff Mfg. Co., Bristol, B.I...| Oct. 6,1896 | Ox 6 i | Mar. 26,1898 5 st ’ 
a en | do... a ' au do lo ao 5 + 
| Seat Chas. Hillman 8. & E. B. Co. |, Phila- Oct. 7,1896 | Oct 77,1897 | Jan 899 15 ) 
delphia, Pa. f 
imedtbubion tee Columbian Iron Works, Baltimore, seaaas aie ..---| May 24, 1898 7 lf 00 
Md. 
Rs angus etna aaa do ....................| Harlan & Hollingsworth Co., Wil- | July 29,1897 | Jan. 29,1899 8 
mington, Del. 
IOP cxncseueeas OO ee Wolff & Zwicker Iron Works, Port- | July 30,1897 | Jan. 30,1899 > 
land, Oreg. 
sea bien Sosa do ....................| Gas Engine & Power Co., Morris | July 28,1897 Jan. 28,1899 May 29, 1% 2 
Heights, N. Y. 
Ml nnannsceen Training ship._.......... Bath Iron Works, Bath, Me.._...__..| Mar. 16,1898 June 16,1899 July 22,1899 
Battie ship............... Wm. Cramp & Sons. Philadeiphia | Oct. 1,1898 June 1,1901 | Dec. 29,192 4 
. ieee aaa sins diet Newport NewsCo., Newport News, | Dec. 30,1808 Aug. 30,1901 | Dec. 1,100 +, 438 
a. 
nenanecédibauaanall do ....................| Union Iron Works, San Francisco, | Oct. 5,1898 June 5,191 Sept 1904 39 $ 5 
Cal. 
IBS . wocnsc news Torpedo-boat destroyer nese® Levy 8. & E. B. Co., Phila- | Oct. 1,189 Apr. 1,190 No 4, 1902 2 103, 900. 63 
lelphia, Pa. 
ae ee Sa ta a do lo ( 1), 19 ww ss s > 
OF « -ewece oncesutnnbail ae PSE CERES SSS do .. : do oO 22.1902 | a) R748 
cceeees conces eames 8 en eenemn ae wn, =. Trigg Co., Richmond, Va Nov. 16, 1898 May 16,1990 July is 2k 5 
sease Sane énia bec ee gS aL Ra a oO. Apr 1, is tee 15 
ee ee A ei ak a SS Hiarlan & Hollingsworth Co., Wil- | Oct. 19, 1898 Apr. 19,1900 May 27,1908 37 7 ) 
, } | mington, Del. i | 
OE Alem o nse semmces soecces Suouniatl RE eae ose I acl TO ._.do Mar. 18,1908 of 26 | 818,316. 05 


@Forfeited to Government Nov. 27, 1903. 


bForfeited to 


Governm« 


nt Jan 


1, 1902. 
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Vessels built since January 1, 1896, 








with cost and excess of contract time—Continued. 











»G nt Aug SEU. 

1G nt May 4] \e 

ut navy-yard May 12 1908. Construction period fixed as ending July, 
hed by the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts. 


served that of the 
ly 
nt yard, 


one—the 


Name. 


SHIPS. 


training ship Boxer 
and every sin 


| Contract | 





seventy-seven vessels included | contract time 
-was constructed 
gle one of them exceeded the 

Vessels building under contract. 


By whom building. eas 
| 
nme - | 


Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company 
REGCOR DOUORR COGN oo cine ni nctseuddbeede need cane 
OREN DOE WNT ain sg sk we sinin'o a minesin nla navies desks eee | 
Fore River Shipbuilding C ompany 

_do POSS OS © SSSSSE SS SECS & SESS SESSCES © OSES COSESS & 02668 6066 O6OSSOSSOCEST 
Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock © ‘ompany 
Fore River Shipbui ding Company 


New York Shipbuilding Company wwon cuca ssagrenentneenoensinoneel 
Newport News ne and Dry Dock Company ....-.---..- } 
Wm. eee St ONE... | 


wacnasceconevcéaswenseccaniet! MAMIRSEMINNIID MINOIN . ....<.c-sac-csacus.~oduecemehieieeiaes Manan 

Ih. c.suisata.soaseiek eth eereeenanes ati eee New York Shipbuilding Company ----. Renita aceelitd 
Caroline .......2<0.. onnccscheunieeeaeey eee —— News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company cemameemiaee 
na . ee ee | OSS000 6 OS00S COSSSS © OSS0S OOSSESSOSOSS 600086 500000 SOG SSRESS 


allowance, 
few less than two years. 


1904, and reported completed May, 


Excess over 





1995. 


Est imate of— 











. . | Date of con- Preliminary | contract time. 
Name of vessel Type. | Built by— | tract. os | acceptance. aoe ee es 
: Months.| |Days. 
— ———— Te en tee ae ee eee re 
Lawre : Torpedo-boat destroyer-| Fore River S. B. Co., Quincy, Mass.| Dec. 3,1898 | Apr. 3,1900 | Apr. 17,1903 | 36 3 
MacDonou SS ae) hate: ee se: Oe et ec. 5 eae do.......| May 3,1900/| July 3,1908 eo 
Paul Jones Wh cnscceabetwene Union Iron Works, San Francise o, | Oct. 5,1898 | Apr. 5,1900 | July 19, 1902 27 13 
Cal. | 
Perry ies se ee , a ee z= 1 em lowsiels G6... saan May 31,1902 25 25 
Preble | BO i teict comune ee Ys ae ean WR ede sabandee es | June 21, 1902 26 15 
Stewart do .-----.--------| Gas Engine and Power Co., Morris | Sepi.30,1898 | Feb. 28,1900 | Nov. 14,1902 32 16 
Heights, N. Y. 
Truxtu 60 osc oo ee Maryland _— Co., Sparrows | Oct. 4,1898 Apr. 4,1900 Aug. 16,1902 28 ll 
| Point, Md. | | | 
Whip Bi ae eee ee c's ee Ce Migs Re Oa. cas | Oct. 9, 1902 30 4 
Word ee aa eee ine iu hin a ail dea ate ect eae do -- DO ea Oct. 17, 1902 30 12 
B Torpedo “bi vat Ae Ses “Bs ith Iron Works, Bath, Me ___..... Oct. 19, 1898 | Oct. 19,1899 | June 12,1901 | 19 23 
Ba OD cus tabasatieneunee betel NI ccesstnarionaindilrmesceelaaihetnin aig tein geeeree aaaie ae ee  iecctacied May 31,1901 19 ll 
} FNS ELA. Oo - ON oS a al neh ees eee Se Ns citable eee Aug. 5,1901 21 16 
Blal ee ee Geo. Lawley & Sons, South Boston, | Sept. 27,1898 | Sept. 27,1899 | Sept. 14, 1904 59 17 
™ Mass. | | 
De Long glia nS odd, aw lle ER a me Soe A I ee a Aug. 11, 1902 | 84 14 
N Bhai ee Lewis Nixon, E lizabeth, N. J ..---- Sept. 26,1888 | Sept. 26, 1899 a SSE: Ea 
O’'B ee. a eR ea do ed x PES Seed Ses : OP cece (a) PE 
SI rick ts Bi ee Wm. R. Trigg Co., Richmond, Va_.| Nov. 16,1898 | Nov. 16,1899 May ‘31, 1901 18 14 
S I ben coal ana eel SON sci ao ands saicinsni ney slinip icngicains aN id atedeead i iccrcntctn Jan. 18,1901 14 1] 
T) ! Riise Se ae ah ik ee a eee ee, SET G0 ...con0) Ape. .1, 108 28 15 
7 v Ds Bg ea ae “Columbian Iron Works, Balti- | Oct. 1,1898 | Oct. 1,1899 | Dec. 15,1903 50 13 
more, Md. | | 
W eso i eee Gas Engine and Power Co., Morris | Sept.£0,1898 | Sept.30,1899 | July 27,1902 33 26 
Heights, N. Y. 
Plur Submarine torpedo boat} Holland Torpedo Boat Co., New | Noy. 19,1900 | Oct. 19,1901 | June 24,1908 20 4 
York, me: 2. 
J do é = cae a 2 ‘. . ae Aug. 25,1900 | Apr. 25,1901 | Jan. 9,1908 20 14 
( ON eo ee a NR ES I Ie do ~ = a Psa May 11,1908 24 15 
\ do NOI c abctdnam nickischcin ints estaiahip ena eeeGea Ee Pissed May 25,1901 | Jan. 13,1903 19 18 
> GO 22s chose cakeueeaee ree ID ale Whats Soc sist cost este mes set aatein acate aan OO oon cccc}c rae cs scccen| ED eae 23 15 
} a a i ae I a oe OO fra June 25,1901 | June 24, 1903 23 29 
~ i a a as ee eh ee ae do .--| July 25,1901 |..-.. ae 22 29 
( RR Neafie & Lev y S. and E. B. Co Dec. 14,1899 | June 14,1902 | May 5, 1°04 22 20 
Philadelphia, Pa | 
] M I a aa ae Fore River 8. B. Co., Quincy, Se ee Mar. 5,1904 20 19 
( Ose dad Lewis Nixon, Elizabeth, N. --. Dec. 14,1899 | June 14, 1902 Sek ete se or ea. S 
( d Wm. R. Trigg Co., Richn 1ond, ‘Va. aes OG conc Benne a aided onde CO ge 
] ON ae a a at Union Iron Wo in. San Francisco, NO oo eee eee ie Jan. 18,1904 | 19 3 
Cal | 
( OE oh ea Bat h Tron Works, Bath, Me. ........}...- ee 2 Os de cll Oct. 29,1903 16 14 
P a Armored cruiser .....- Wm.Cramp & Sons, Philade Iphia, | Jdn. 10,1901 | Jan. 10,1904 | Mar. 9,1905 13 26 
Pa. 
( rad 0 ii i ete ee ee OT a il ee de NP ete ene er i ace Jan. 10,1905 ee 
West Viz 0.0). ieee eee Newport News Co., Newport, | Jan. 24,1901 | Jan. 24,1904 | Feb. 23,1905 2 29 
Ne ‘WS, Va. 
Wane Reni ssicccauseuih Mieadniccdmtetiseae Sune a ei a ..do........|....do....-.-.| Apr. 18,1905 “| 2% 
C] Oa... a) ae re ee | i SO SO aR RP Coe Mar. 30,1901 | Mar. 30,1904 | Aug. 31,1905 | ee 
islar Fore River 8S. B. Co ,Quincy, Mass.. Feb. 15,1901 | Feb. 15,1904 | Feb. 12,1906 24 | 2 
I Gas Engine and Power Co., Morris | May 29,1808 | Nov. 29,1904 | May 31,1905 6 | 1 
Heights, N. Y. 
I | a nee ay OT: scape I cetera ad July 6,1903 | Mar. 6,1905 | Aug. 31,1905 5) 24 
B Training brig ........... Navy- Yard, Portsmouth, N. H-_---- (¢) (c) (¢) i Se Te 
\ ROU 2 ee Newport News Co., Newport Oct. 11,1893 | Mar. 11,1901 | Sept. 8,1902 | 17 27 
News, Va. | 
Ne ee ee ee Py sath Iron Works, Bath, es oe Oct. 19,1898 Mar. 19,1901 Mar. 5,1903 23 13 
} UO casnsous Mcandinos esi tae eaten Lewis Nixon, Elizabeth. N. na eae sav dele case 0: nla ss nso ahaa eo Sania ei Re SS 
W OD vicccacccaeaedaiel Union Iron Works, San F fea isco, | Oct. 5,1898 | Mar. 5,1901 | Dec. 1, 1902 20 | 25 
Cal. | 





De np 2ot| , | Contract 
spi’ | Roma, | ti 
tion July | sletion. | 
| | | 
Per cent. Months 
89.7 | Feb. 1,1906 | 36 
75.0 | § Sept. 6, 1906 | 36 
82.6 | May 6,1906 | 36 
86.2 | Mar. 18,1906 | 36 
88.8 | Feb. 3, 1906 | 36 
80.7 | June 15, 1906 41 
53.6 | May 12, 1907 4? 
55.1 | Jan. 27,1907 42 
68.0 | Dec. 20, 1906 42 
81.2 | Mar. 25, 1907 38 
29.5 | May 25,1907 40 


27, 1908 


1, 1906 


: 15, 1908 


Ma\ 4, 





Cost of vessel to De 


some as much as four years an 
I also submit a list of the ships a1 
ized by Congress and now being constructed in private yard 
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Vessels building under contract—Continued. 


Name. 


| By whom building “= Pre Contract 
| yey ee iate l 

} tion July | “*" , 

| 1, 1905 ‘ 


YTECTED CRUISERS. 


BOATS ( 


su BMARINE). 


do 


Electric 


Boat Company 


abeniatianieleat ct ca salenscitn oe Neafie & Levy Shipbuilding Company --....- 7 67.4 | Jul 0, 16 
3 : zi .-----.| Union Iron Works SR Ree aie 7.2 | Oct. 17,190 
gia atrial inti Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company --..-- 97.0 Lug , 
OUT CRUISERS. 
(hretee << itcasksnse ena Bath Iron Works = slain titeietalibapeaiaras den ‘ : kiwis , eee M 4,190 ! 
...---| Fore River Shipbuilding Company — N ‘ 














e exception of the Louisiana, I am advised that the I also submit a list of the ships n 
in the building o these ships will exceed the or authorized to be constructed in the n 
of the contracts. country 
Vessels building at navy-yard 
Name. | Where building Degr 
| 
BATTLE SHIP. . ‘s 
i hasialaelDestitiontiad Navy-yard, New York ouleahcal ane ae ; 8 
N : HIPS 
Navy-yard, Boston 4 
Na urd, Mare Isla Cal } 
COLLIERS 
und Cal 
pended pending Congressional action as to additional appropriations ip I 
e observed that of the ships now being constructed P iit me to quo Y cures 1 > 
ling the colliers only three out of thirty-one are being | tions these tw vessels ie] 
navy-yards, and a total of 4 out of the 108 ships au- colleague [Mr. Fm RA » and e ed 
he past ten years, so that it surely can not be said | No. 539, which show tl t] te n 
se great Government plants, constructed and main Cc ficut cos $112,009, whil il the Le 
a large cost to the Government, are getting more than $152,986. 
entitled to. Ni Mr. Cl rman sa] 1 ‘ y ] 
Mr. Chairman, the only means of comparison we have is it not best that we should n 
tter is in the battle ships Connecticut and Lowisi- construction of \ Ss ct ! \ 
vessels were authorized at the first session of the uavy-yards of the country, even if does cost sl 
ith Congress. The Louisiana is being constructed | build them ‘e than rivate y 3 
rt News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company and I am going to cite the yard at Br yn, N. ¥ 
cut in the navy-yard at Brooklyn, N. Y. The How ma! feml f this House | 
st for each, exclusive of armament and armor, was | ask, how vy meml of the Con ‘ 
$212,000. Both are now practically completed, and for | have visite It is tl rest l best 
e in battle-ship construction will be finished within | the ¢ rl vards, 1 i 
limit. This is the result of the pace set by the navy- | of the country It covers 118.77 acres « 
the determination of the Newport News people not to | are under watet t | three « ( . s 
The facts are that vessels contracted for with the fourth; it can float, id is « 
News Company one year before the Louisiana are Congress will authorize; the ‘ cu 
‘ inced. ued by the vernmit at $12,554 
| argued that we should not have another battle $20,000,000, and 1 cks, 1 
it a navy-yard, for the reason that it costs more to of tools, is value s11,E iso. Le 
What are the facts? great city of k, with its 
t the Connecticut and Louisiana up to December 31, equaled railros es, it is ¢ lv 
1g armor, was: Connecticut, $5.374.000.54: Louisi largest ship! in v l 
»,00.01, a difference of less than 2 per cent. We were <« 1 the « ction of 
that the bill under consideration earries with it a create an organiz: for 1 pul e@ ¢ 
to increase the limit of the cost of the Connecticut | It was our first effort; mucl 
While I am not prepared to admit it will cost that | liminaries. Our org: on is still 
than the Louisiena. For argument’s sake, granting be an experimental matter, and I y 
it would only mean a matter of 94 per cent; this is that in our next undertakil even con 
less than the figures submitted when the bill auther- | at the navy-yard our men work 
nstruction of these vessels was under consideration | hours in the private yards, w ¢ 
lifty-seventh Congress, at which time the statement was | ence in cost down to a very sn cure 
the chairman of the Naval Committee, on the anthority the private yards 
i Naval Constructor Admiral Bowles, that it would This is a great count we |] g ‘ 
1 25 to 50 per cent more to build at the navy-yards. have a still larg one Is it not { ‘ 


XxL—_—401 








64102 


seaboard, we should have at least one Government plant 
equipped for any emergency at a moment’s notice, with men of 
the greatest skill, to handle any naval proposition the Govern- 


ent might be called upon to face? [Loud applause. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of 
order that there is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri 
point of order that there is no quorum present. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent to extend and revise my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. It is doubtful 
authority to grant permission until 
a2 quorum is present or not. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman from Missouri I 
going to move that the committee rise. 

Mr. CLARK of Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the 
committee says that he is going to move that the commitee rise, 
and therefore I withdraw the point. 


raises the 


first ascertaining whether 
am 


Missouri. 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 
tion? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do now 
rise. 


The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Chairman of the Committee 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
18750—the naval appropriation bill—and had instructed him to 


report that it had come to no resolution thereon. 


SCHOOL SALARIES IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 


Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous con- 
sent to print a brief statement in the Recorp in connection with 


the bill H. BR. 18442, which is on the Calendar of unfinished 
business. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 


unanimous consent to print a statement in the Recorp in con- 
nection with the bill H. R. 18442. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Is this in relation to the bill to reor- 
ganize the schools? 

Mr. WANGER. Yes, sir. It is in relation to the bill to fix 
and regulate the salaries of teachers, school officers, and other 


employees of the board of education of the District of Co- 


lumbia. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman want to debate it 
now ? 

Mr. WANGER. No. I asked to print in the Recorp a brief 
statement relative to librarians in the United States, so that 
it may be considered. 


The statement referred to is as follows: 
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TABLE I.—Public school librarians in the U atted States 
State or Territory. Nor. | | High. 
| | ; 
BURR asin ctdcancisstehngs shudetteioekecet eee 3 
DTI ois oats cocdtncennas casctncicasae op ulecee cee a 
POND oo oiie si anictinsr cli mnie spenciaciaeil ea  e e Be a = 
CO aa nine ao citintgelnmensicicas ade tam ne | 6 | 1 a 
Ea RE RIE | 1 | = 
. | ) 
‘ ] 
1 
. 2 : 
' Tilinets ape er torladl ar sae een eo en te i aude ee aaa Re ee eee 5) . 
RO eins S iiedi asin ea cient od ania ened ites 3 | . 
SE OCU EIN T, oitlenattinnai anced an apetiie Maeaes enmicccs 2. | ; 
DOIEED. dit é setstesettnteoniaddinmn vitae aa ees ee 2 
I ink isa iasndee inde Kennaiativeneaie Suiuan eee aeee 2 
TRIES 5. 5. cn. owannwdisdiineencnwasemus claret 1 
EOD oS inca. 6424 banddmugubcedowaatibnanneiieda dime ae 2 | ) 
PID ij ccna kta Cpnbmkcebaundied kee sae 2 
IE bseisicii heaice le ehsieies mn weenbdielicksieen amnesia 1 | | 
TIE oo c.cie waves xen sind ddd cided ade 3 ‘ 
DESI, leet iven nd ein cyan soe ken cee eae 5 | 1 
PRN oar serena abies apse ad gee uate ae ates ae 4 | 5 
I i5 ins nen cnene wnenbaleg hee aes 1 | | 
IIE a iicnon nds cine < cnddcawontdenedanseeee ee 4 | - 
ORIN sos << seemiacnspn ahnncesode butadiene tidalentaten 1] . 
Re ee, ee SS Oa 8 | ‘ 
Nevada 


New Hampshire 
New Jersey 


North Dakota 


FOR DRROUS q....... 2. one neenen encnssinsssneiesmnbnhsiod snes 2 l 
cin as wren al sd hr ocposnt ch bahincatig RL a 7 
ee SE REN IE Ee I TES 2 : 
NN SS Li a ie a a 1 
PI I ac ri sinh heein'p avec waeaniac cies ie eeh Gee eee 12 lI 19 
co LCE BS SLES EO ERR EIT l | 
Se RON Sk Ss cu ncsencntc naseenenereenee 2 3 
IS os 5. nano cndweedmiunetegeeeseree neta cs A: | 
TUE. ca. hle a ites sah ae nies caneoibacd ects ee etceea ] { 2 
RIS cshirne Rah bnas'ewwnne a oseee Revaes buelem ee sdatibemicciumst-slnane a | 
WR Sno conics osbascceane ake ewe eee aes fekagen ] l 
WIE 33. ccc eonna.duen dans sieeouseensneeeedenneae 2 l 
TE IOI... «: «cs wainauiaienain soasely aw meant ieee ae 2 2 l 
Bo 8 a ae a Se i a | 2} l i 
WRI 6 in Smeec clases cities eee 7} 18 14 
We PIE oo etrrcicicondncinac anna wad bene tai 3a l 1 
Notr.—In the above table are not ‘tmedaliot public school librarians 
having charge of less than 1,000 books. 


PUBLIC EDUCATION ASSOCIATION, 
Washington, D. C., May 1, 1906. 
To the Representatives in the Congress of the United States. 

GENTLEMEN: On pages 5867 to 5868 in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 
for April 23 it appears that the questions of librarians in the public 
schools is laid over for the consideration of the individual Members 
of Congress 

The Publie Education Association would therefore respectfully sub- 
mit to you the following facts and suggestions showing the value which | 
is placed upon school librarians in nearly every State in the Union. 
(See tabulated statement attached—tTable I.) 

A library is an absolutely necessary educational tool in every high 
school or central county school. Children who are not trained in the 
use f reference oks and not taught to search for literary sources, 
general and special, will soon after they leaye school sink back into 
FE ! The people and the teachers, as well as the educational 
authorities, have recognized this importance by establishing numerous 
school libraries and appointing librarians for their successful use. 
‘I ‘ re now in tl United States as many as 6,656 school libraries. 
There are, in fact, more school libraries than public institutions of 
that nd in this country. (See Table 111.) In most of these school 
] es ifession arians are employed. Where that is not the 
case, one of the u ; of the school performs these duties. 

For further, more minute information we take the liberty of refer 
ring you to the annual report for 1903 of the United States Commis- 
sioner of Education. That record is replete with most interesting in- 
formation on public school libraries in the United States. (See pp. 
759-1017.) 

fable II is a list of public school libraries of the District of Colum- 
bia in the order of the date of their foundation. It will be seen that 
they » not of recent growth, but have proved their value and should 
be fostered by the just and beneficent wisdom of Congress. 

We respectfuly urge that the request of the Commissioners of the 
District of Columbia and of the beara of education (H. R. 8472, p. 
lines 21 to 22; and H. R. 18442, p. lines 7 and 8) for specific salary 
provision for teachers and high sc inool librarians be granted. 

Resper tfully, 
GERTRUDE B. DARWIN, 


Secretary of the Association. 





The above table has been compiled with painstaking accuracy by the 
Public Education Association of Washington, D. C.. from the oricial 
statistics of 1903 of the United States Bureau of Education In the 
last three years the growth in the number of public school librarians 
has been marked, as this necessary branch of public school equipment 


was recognized and developed, but the latest statistics are not avail- 


able at this date. 
TABLE II.—Public echool werertes in the District of Columbia, 1903. 











Name. Founded. V s 
| Curtis School (Peabody Library) .............-.....---- 1873 1,000 
gi Rk. EL eee eer es ee 1880 6,200 
EE IPI AS 1830 wn) 
ee a ee ee eee 1890 2,370 
Western High ee 1891 () 
Eastern High School Se eS ae 1892 » 480) 
Teachers’ library (normal se shool) - ai Ae eek, 1895 10,000 
TABLE III.—Public eens libraries in the United State 
State or Territory. | Schools 
| 
Bs eae | 
ret PO oi i's cect nc tessa ana ene eee 6, 656 
Worth Atianise Giviston .. ..5 cous... sccaceeeebeencassseseoes | 1,493 9 
Bowth dtiamtic Civitan. | .05.caicsccndsn sees seen e-aassans<s< 4 13 
oaths (SOME CAVINODD oo sci ces neon ee emha pean deen gaSERa ee 573 3 
North OCamitral GIvigion .... 8. ccssccnnntonwesteneueswess=nes 3,405 
We I oss dv ck incdkn dived een nen 411 } 
North Atlantic division: 7 _ 
NN oon oa. 5 cain Soc cane ben ghee ean asiaeetanens 122 
New Hampshire RP a 4 
WIG iss ain cite! eshte ces aicieniu ee ee eae ei nae 61 
OND, oo ork wists icine bcnankid dana eaieh ewer 224 
ROSS WOE... okccen cocken dcesk sone een codnans 19 
COSINE occ ccl cl xuecdéonsanen ceeaeeaeseeaeess i) 
NS a ee ee ee eee 40) 
New Jersey -. 
Pennsylvania 440) ; 
South Atlantic division: : 
TiGRMRIN 2 ane. s Riba tek sdenp miei ehieiaaen 1] 
Maryland . ¥ a 
District of Columbia. a 
WON. — or nsines cokndintincusn dxiguinlbnmand ow 4 
WORE VIRB ovina dca cn secdebbnnwaheeseee oD Bf 
North Garona ....neccnseccs ans ‘apeniha edacétnes ow 
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» III.—Public school libraries in the United States—Continued. to construct bridges across the Clinch River and the Ilolston 

















ss Vol- River, in the States of Virginia and Tennessee, reported the 
State or Territory. Schools.| ymes, | Same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3793) ; 
ee —— — which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
ntic division—Continued. He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
© Carolina...----- a Pe ee ee eT 69 | 24,873 | bill of the Senate (S. 5891) to authorize the South and Western 
wane een nnn eee een e anne ene e cee nen e eee eee = eo Railway Company to construct bridges across the Clinch River 
aos Meee sf cer a Te ee a and the Holston River, in the States of Virginia and ‘ennessee, 
site ntnnatah ape sued Ska ethane ain 70 | | reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
ene eee menn nnn en rencenennes 58 | | (No. 3794); which said bill and report were referred to the 
: ; eS House Calendar 
PPi - ------ -------- << 200 2-00 +--+ 00 nooo enn e---- mo emir aa ; ; 
cdi bai a ein rape antabaahaatanteoen 32 Mr. LITTLE, from the Committee on the Judi ry, to which 
wen eeeenee- = | was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18328) to regulate the 
we eee 0 ame re oa 19 | practice in certain civil and criminal cases in the 
Papen iss eaas stakes aoe cuinnd batsentiednas cna 3 | trict of Arkansas, reported the same without nen ent, ac 
ntral division: SM a Rent S20 263. 188 | companied by a report (No. 3199) 5 which said bill and report 
56 ee 273 x04 | Were referred to the House Calendar, 
OIE oa 220, 867 | Mr. ADAMSON, from the Committee on Interstate and For 
 - eostaniinie eRe eRe RRS Re eane arena oe |} eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the i e 
has ey a Re te eae Se 174.904 | CH. R. 18552) to authorize the Kansas City, St. Joseph and 
engi acelin tect de dalliance 202,765 | Excelsior Springs Railway Company to construct a bridge Oss 
ries 153,761 | the Missouri River, reported the same with amendment, 
Dako “ BA SPIRE OE, He FPR EOE I 2 30° 022 panied by a report (No. 3796) ; which said bill and report were 
fi. o canohaawed dean gine Sandan masnbommnes nied 87,006 | referred to the House Calendar. 
won neneeeeneenereecee- ea caneanee scree nan cones ‘ 131,209 | Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Jud y; 
Oe ant ee cae oak alte 25 to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 18 
g > iatascaedae Satake Maat 10 ported in lieu thereof a bill (H. R. 18964) to define an 
) sosnnnaninnenn printinens sia Stienas - - the immunity provisions of the Statutes of the United States, 
: aa] PAPEL IGEN. 4 accompanied by a report (No. 8797); which said bill and report 
ied ce lade clon aia tiahel al vspnlanlhtginicdalen Seen 10 | were referred to the House Calendar. 
<pnenawens saeesersiaars Seatnes ebeseeennrers 2 Mr. GROSVENOR, from the Committee on the Merchant Ma 
SOOM «caidas td Ete Gece tee edbbacu se 78 rine and Fisheries, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
6, dncecoarsahsnl tis eater la tga lean ia 62 (S. 5572) to amend section 4348 of the Revised Statutes, es 
ID 2 ances susgeeddebenheceshpatesauahe tetned camedtog 136 : 





tablishing great coasting districts of the United States, re- 
ported the same without amendment, accompanied 
FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now ad-| (No. 3798): which 


House Calendar. 


by a report 
said bill and report were referred to the 
otion was agreed to. 


rdingly (at 4 o'clock and 35 minutes p. m.) the House} REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
ed 


= RESOLUTIONS. 


ee a a pA wid Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. the following titles were severally reported from committees, 





I 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- | delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
n tions were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred | Whole House, as follows: 
is ws. | Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
\ ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 594) granting an 
CO a letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting | increase of pension to Amanda Lucas, reported the same without 
ate of appropriation for reproducing plats of surveys | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3720); which said 
destroyed at San Francisco—to the Committee on Appropria- | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
t id ordered to be printed. | Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
\ letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 442) granting 


a letter from the Acting Secretary of the Navy sub- 


an increase of pension to Francis Colton, reported the same 

g an estimate of appropriation for arms, equipage, etec., of | without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8721); 

ne Corps, to replace similar articles destroyed at San | which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 

I to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered | Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 3, to 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 522) granting an 


i 
rinted. 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | increase of pension to Emma Worrall, reported the sam t] 

\ letter from the Acting Secretary of War submitting | out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 5722) 5 h said 
ate of appropriation for State and ‘Territorial homes | bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 


bled soldiers and sailors—to the Committee on Appro- | Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pe 


I 
, and ordered to be printed. sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 557) 
r from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | granting an increase of pension to Mariot Losure, reported the 

. letter from the Attorney-General submitting an esti- | same without amendment, accompanied by a report (N 

‘ appropriation for jails in Alaska—to the Committee on | which said bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ 
itions, and ordered to be printed. Mr. WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pet is, to 
er from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 675) g1 gan 
letter from the Secretary of the Interior submitting | increase of pension to Albert Butler, reported the same ut 
te of appropriation for rent of temporary offices for | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3724) ; wl ~ lI 


eral Land Office—to the Committee on Appropriations, | and report were referred to the Pri alendar. 
‘ed to be printed. | He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
' from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a | bill of the Senate (S. 869) granting 


“ 


i t Ol to 
in the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and | Baltzar Mowan, reported the same without 
the harbor and approaches to St. Louis, Mo.—to the | panied by a report (No. 3725) ; which said bill and rv . 
( ‘on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on | 1 Pen- 
a AL sions, to which was referred the bill of the S¢ (S. 993) 
‘ORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. I rd ! 
RESOLUTIONS. the same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- | 3726) ; which said bill and report were referred to 1 Private 
| 


titles were severally reported from committees, delivered! | Calendar. 

Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein Hie also, from the same committee, t V \ f 

as follows: | the bill of the Senate (S. 1° ) granting an iner e of 
vit 


MANN, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | sion to James A. Murch, reported the s it amendn 
rce, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. | accompanied by a report (No. 38727); which said bill and re- 


to authorize the South and Western Railroad Company | port were referred to the Private Calendar. 


. 
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WEISSE, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions to 
ch was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1513) granting an 
“se of pension to Harriett A. Rawles, reported the same 

amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3728); 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 


thnout 


EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1705) granting 
e of pension to Lewis 8. George, reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3729) ; which 
id report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

LLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2048) granting an 
of pension to Andrew H. Wolf, reported the same with- 

endment, accompanied by a report (No. 37 
and report 


was 
‘reas 
out 
bill : 
Tl 
1 Was 


ise 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 
CIIAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
! is referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2467) granting an 
se of pension to Martin Clark, reported the same without 
Iment, accompanied by a report (No. 8731): which said 

report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
DINON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 2851) 
ng an increase of pension to George Chambers, reported 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


from the Committee 
red the bill of 


on Invalid Pensions, to 
the Senate (S. 2978) granting an 
m to Eli W. Knowles, reported the same with- 
mpanied by a report (No. 3733); which 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
| the bill of the Senate (S. 3033) granting 
to _ ron I’. Patten, reported the same 
aceoinnp: ied by a report (No. 3734) ; 
! we re referred to the Private Calendar. 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
the bill of the (S. 3040) granting 
vy C. Wilsey, reported the same without 
mpanied report (No. 3735); which said 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
S, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 
1 the bill of the Senate (S. 3219) granting an 
n to Joseph M. Allison, reported the same 
nt, accompanied by a report (No. 3736); 
vere referred to the Private Calendar. 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
bill of the Senate (S. 3271) granting 
to Margareitte E. Brown, 
rent, accompanied by a report (No. 3737); 
rt were referred to the Private ¢ 
the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
bill of the Senate (S. 3299) granting 
Spencer C. Stilwill, reported the 
ent, accompanied by a report (No. 3738S) ; which 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 
the nittee, to which was refe 
(S. granting an increase of 
the same without amendment, ac- 
3739); which said bill and report 
Calendar. 
nittee, to which was referred the 
granting an increase of pension to 
the same without amendment, ac- 
report (No. 3740); which said bill and report 
Private Calendar. 
committee 


nsi 

it, aect 

ind report 
RADLEY, 
referre 

e of pel 


endme 


sion 


. 


nt, 


port 


Senate 


by al 


nd report 
from 

“1 the 
nsion 
amendn 
and rep 
. from 
rred the 


ion to 


to 
an 


saie 


ms, 


Same com! 
3A4s5 ) pension 
eaff, reported 
report (No. 
the Private 
the 
(S. 3 


same com 
ts.) ) 


reported 


the 


same 


30); which said | 
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| which was referred the bill of the 


| without amendment, 


| inerease of pension to Louis A. 
to | 


| bill and report 





to | 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private 


reported the | 


‘alendar. | 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a repori 
0744) ; which said bill and report were referred to the p 

Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Iny 
which was referred the bill of the Senate 
an increase of pension to John Caverly, 
without amendment, accompanied by a 


alid Pensij 
cS. 4175) 2] 
reported 


the 
report (No. 


May 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


| endar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was refer; 
bill of the Senate (S. 4177) granting an increase of pen; 
Harlan P. Cobb, reported the same without amendment. ; 
panied by a report (No. 3746) ; which said bill and rep 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Inyali 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (s 
granting an increase of pension to Job Rice, reported t! 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private ( 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen; 
Senate (S. 4858) gra: 
increase of pension to Thomas McCormick, reported th 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3748) - 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refer; 
bill of the Senate (S. 4861) granting an increase of 
John Daley, reported the same without amendme 
panied by a report (No. 5749) ; 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on yoy Pensi 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4401) 
increase of pension to George W. Tomlinson, reported 


D 
n 


e 
+ 
li 


grant 


on | b ill and report were referred to the Private C 
HOLLIDAY. from the Committee on Inv: lid Shins 
ee h was referred the bill of the Senate (S 
Tyson, reported] the sai 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3751) : wl 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
which was referred the bill of the Senate 4460) grant 
increase of pension to Ann J. Thompson, reported thi 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3752): 


Mr. 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4525) grant 
increase of pension to David Oglevie, reported tie same \ 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. whi 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
which was reterred the bill of the Senate (S. 5247) 
an increase of pension to Jacob Wigal, reported the sam 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 


QrK9\. 
Otiedo) : 


Onrr4\ . 
oot): 


said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 


Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 


which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5163) gran 


rred the | 
to | 


| which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 


to which was referred the | 


granting an increase of pension to } 


amendment, 
which said bill and report 
lar. 
iittee, to which was referred the 
ranting an increase of pension to 
the same without 
a report (No. 3742); which said bill and report 
to the Private Calendar. 
ym the same com to which was referred the 
iate 4005) granting an increase of pension to 
reported the same without amendment, ac 
y a report (No. 3743); which said bill and report 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 
DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
to which s referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4048) 


i wa 
increase of pension to Henry S. Knecht, reported 


same without ac- 


‘erred 
mittee, 


amendment, ac- | 





increase of pension to John Marah, reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8755); whi 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi: 
3aOUS2 ) { 
increase of pension to David N. Winsell, reported the san 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5054) grani 
increase of pension to George H. Woodard, 
without amendment, 
said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (5 


or 
= 


eto se 


Calend 


| granting an increase of pension to Lorinda J. White, r 
accompanied by a report 


the same without amendment, 
8758) ; which said bill and report were referred to tle 
Calendar. 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid I 
to w hich was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4752) er 
an inerease of pension to Thomas J. Tidswell, report: 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. : 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private C: 

He also, from the same committee, to which was | 
the bill of the Senate (S. 4718) granting an increase of 
to George W. Gilson, reported the same without amendi 
companied by a report (No. 3760); which said bill and 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


which said bill and report 


4457) granti 


Calendar. 
HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


reported the 
accompanied by a report (No. 3757) ; \ 


1 the 


n to 


accompanied by a report (No. B75 0): whi 


Committee on Invalid 


1 
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which was referred the bill of t S ( S. 5 


ittee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
: 392 pension to Kate S. H 


I l 
ferred the bill of the Senate (S. 4692) granting 























[ | . ‘ _ 
pension to Adaline M. Thornton, reported the | ment, accompanied by a ré . y e 
endment, accompanied by a report (No. 3761) ; | report were referred to the P 
and report were referred to the Private Cal- | Mr. HOLLIDAY, from t ( 

oa | which was referred the | 
R, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | increase of pension to 
erred the bill of the Senate (S. 4665) granting an | without amendment. a 
to Lewis Du Bois, reported the same with- which said bill and report 
t, accompanied by a report (No. 3762); which | endar. 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. | Mr. WEISSE. from the ¢ 
(DAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which was ref ed t ll of 1 . 
rred the bill of the Senate (S. 4569) granting an ! jiner e ¢ on to ¢ ton B 
1 to Augustus A. Nevin reported he ame | without nend I par l 
ent, accompanied by a repe (No. 3763); which | said bill an ‘ , 7 ( 
were referred to the Private Calendar. Mr. SULLO\ y. f f ( 
of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | to which . . the bill of t ¢ 
vas referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5348) | an iy of pens to J . 
se of pension to Ernest H. Wardwell, reported | with Lccon ed | rep 
amendment, acco ipa lied by a report (No. said b \ } red 1 ( 
id bill and report were referred to the Private Mr ym C 
( . ; whic! th l of ‘ te 

OWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to increase to Nancy | 
ed the bill of the Senate (S. 5559) granting an | o mena ‘ anied by a ‘(N 
n to William H. Ward, reported the same with- | 431) ang penort were referred to 4 Py ' 
accompanied by a report (No. 3765); which Waa anes Se ee nn 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. com vs = e a ; : ‘ 

S] from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to which —— : — Segreeg 2 tas ‘ wn OVS 
‘red the bill of the Senate (S. 5379) granting an ee oe _— Ce ee 
on to Otto A. Risum, reported adhe wlithent 1). et ane 

‘ 7 By ‘ . — . said bill and ! POrt Wwe cS I erred ) , ‘ 
mpanied by a report (No. 3766); which said ees 
were referred to the Private Calendar Mr. SULLOW AY ft m t ( 

WAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | t® Which was Sererree U On tHe & eu 
red the bill of the Senate (S. 5492) granting an | TERNS OS pet oe an. 4 7 
ion to Jo eph I’. Tebbetts, re orted the same witnows SineneMent, ACCo _ vs p , “ 

nt, accompanied by a report (No. 3767) ; which | S@id bill and 1 . ssl encod pene se as 














rt were referred to the Private Calen r Mr. DIXON { Indiat the ‘ ATU 
\Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | #075: t@ Which \ i the b 
red the bill of the Senate (S. 5504) granting an | ST@8UNS an Increase « r pension to 1 a 
on to Joseph Dickson, reported the same with = me without 
t, accompanied by a report (N« GS): whicl iE) A Sd : ‘ I ‘ 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. Calendar. 
N of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- Mr. DEEMER, from the Cot e on | 
‘ 1 was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5516) Wi : referred the . rt - ~ 
. i crease of pension to Alfred M. Hamlen, reported | crease ' to | 
it amendment, accompanied by a report (No. | ™ thout am t 
d bill and report were referred to the Private | = uu ‘ I Ort 7 t ; ‘ 
Mr. SULLOWAY } + 
he same committee, to which was referred the | to which 3s referred t l of tl ( 
3. 5522) grantir ‘ 1 to I eas S10 u. 4 
( ported tl es bend ( if W t l I : 
report (No. 377 bill and report ; WulcH a 1 re ve eferred f 
) the Private Calendar dat 
IDAY, from the Commi valid Pensions, to He Iso, from ft > Ww < 
ferred the bill of the Senat . Peo ) grantit yr an bill of the Senat {> n7TO4) 2 
m to Thomas J. Pickett, reported the same | Ruth P. Pierce, reported the san tl] 
e » aie ompanied by a report (No S771): par ied by a report (No. 787) ; 
nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. | referred to the Private Calend 
Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITII 
red the bill of the Senate (S. 5532) granting an | Pensions, to which was reterr 
ion to Simon A. Snyder, reported t e witl cr g an increas : I) 
accompanied by a report (No. ); which | the sar thout ( 


were referred to the Private Calendar. o¢88) ; which said | 
from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | Calendar. 
erred the bill of the Senate (S. 5539) i 


ension to Hermann Muehilberg, reperted the same | bill of the Senate (S. 5731 ting ay cre 








dment, accompanied by a report (No. 3773);| Mary Clark, 1 rted ti 
nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. | panied by a report (N (SY 
NEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | referred to the Private ‘ 
rred the bill of the Senate (S. 5562) granting | Mr. DIXO ( It ( I 
nsion to John Hull, reported the same without | sions, to w! \ ed t : 


companied by a report (No. 3774); which said | granting a pens i M 


vere referred to the Private Calendar. out amendmiel ‘ ed N 
LY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | said bill and report were referred t 


red the bill of the Senate (S. 5571) granting an |} Mr. WEISSE, fr the ¢ 
ision to Betsey B. Whitmore, reported the same | which was referred the bill « 


iment, accompanied by a report (No. 3775) ; which | pension to Lorenzo E. Johns ed t 
ort were referred to the Private Calendar. | amendme au 
IER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | bill and report were 1 
referred the bill of the Seuate (S. 5579) granting an Mr. SULLOWAY, f t 
pension to Henry T. Sisson, reported the same with- | which was referred the bil the $ Ss 
ent, accompanied by a report (No. 3776) ; which said | increase of px mto J M 


rt were referred to the Private Calendar. out amendment, a d | (No. 379 





‘LOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | said bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ 
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PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 8 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 

red as follows: 

By Mr. BARTHOLDT: A bill (H.eR. 18960) to revise and 
amend the statutes relating to patents—to the Committee on 
Patents. 

By Mr. ESCH: A bill (11. R. 18961) to promote the safety of 


employees and travelers upon railroads by limiting the hours 
of service of employees thereon—to the Committee on Interstate 
and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18962) to author- 
ize the Secretary of War to grant a permit to construct and 
operate an electric railway through the Chattanooga and Chick- 
amauga National Military Park—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

By Mr. JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 18963) author- 
izing the construction of a dam across the Pend d’Oreille River, 
in the State of Washington, by the Pend d’Oreille Development 
Company, for the development of water power, electrical power, 
and for other purposes—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD, from the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary: A bill (H. R. 18964) to define and limit the immunity 
provisions of the Statutes of the United States—to the House 
Calendar. 

By Mr. SOUTHWICK: A resolution (H. Res. 418) author- 
izing the Clerk of the House to pay to certain House employees 
a specified sum of money—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A resolution (H. Res. 419) authoriz- 
ing the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of Agri- 
culture to make an examination into the expenditures of that 
Department—to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. GREGG: A resolution (H. Res. 420) asking the Sec- 
retary of State for information in regard to the seizure of the 
fishing schooner Lizzie B. Adams, and the arrest and impris- 
onment of her crew—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A memorial from the legislature of the 
State of Mississippi memorializing the Congress of the United 
States to endeavor to create a broader market for cotton and 
cotton goods—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions | 
f the following titles were introduced and severally referred | 
as follows: | 
By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 18965) to correct the 
naval record of George W. Bone—to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 
Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 18966) granting a pension to 


John W. Ward—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 18967) granting an increase | 





of pension to Daniel W. Brumbaugh—to the Committee on In- 
Valid Pensions. 
By Mr. BELL of Georgia: A -bill (H. R. 18968) granting a | 


pension to Vance Perkins—to the Committee on Pensions. 





By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 18969) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Herman Hagemiller—to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

By Mr. BONYNGE: A bill (H. R. 18970) granting a pension | 
to William A. Johnson—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, a bill (Hl. R. 18971) granting a pension to Alice Nor- | 
ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18972) granting an increase of pension 


to Vinton G. Holliday—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 





Ry Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 18973) granting a pension | 
to William Steers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18974) granting an increase of pension to 
Minna Hildebrand—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. COCKS: A bill (H. R. 18975) granting an increase | 
of pension to William 8S. Myton—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 18976) granting an increase 
of pension to Nelson 8. Preston—to the Committee on Invalid | 
Pei sions. 

By Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 18977) granting an increase 
of pension to James Mulligan—to the Committee on -Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18978) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles A. Goodwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 18979) granting an increase of pension to | 
Ophelia C. Baldwin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18980) granting an increase of pension to |} 
John Durner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


| of pension to Catherine Cochrane—to the Committee on Pen. 


| the payment of French spoliation claims recommended ! 





Also, a bill (H. R. 18981) granting an increase of » , 


N. E. Murphy—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18982) granting an increase of } , 
Timothy O’Neil—to the Committee on Invalid Pension Hi 
By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 18983) grant 
crease of pension to Nathan B. Prentice—to the Con ina 


Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 1° 
the relief of James H. Hooe—to the Committee on W Clay 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18985) granting a pension to Saw.) » 





Jones, alias Thomas Jenkins—to the Committee on Pension. r 
By Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 18986) granting an jneroag, 
of pension to Manning Austin—to the Committee on Inval 1 
Pensions. 
By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 18987) granting an ineyess 
of pension to Augustus K. Ryno—to the Committee on [ny; lid 
Pensions. 
jy Mr. FORDNEY: A bill (H. R. 18988) granting ay jp. 
crease of pension to Giles E. Fellows—to the Com on 
Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 18989) granting an increase of pension to 


Henry B. Peacock—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 18990) for the 
relief of the Fykes Grove Primitive Baptist Church, of Sulphur 
Fork, Robertson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on Wap 
Claims. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 18991) granting an increase 
sions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18992) granting an increase of pension to 
George H. Rock-—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 18993) granting an increase of pension to 
James Shaw—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GUDGER: A bill (H. R. 18994) for the relief of 
G. B. Poteet, administrator of the estate of Aguilla Swann. 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 18995) granting a pension 
to Lucy Skinner—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. JONES of Virginia: A bill (H. R. 18996) for the re- 
lief of the estate of Robert R. Berry, deceased—to the Commit- 
tee on War Claims. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 18997) granting an increase of 
pension to Josephine Hardester—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A bill (H. R. 18998) granting an 
increase of pension to Robert Hanly, 2d—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: A bill (H. R. 18999) granting an in- 


de- 


crease of pension to Harry C. McCool—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McLAIN: A bill (H. R. 19000) for the relief of the 

| estate of Emanuel .M. Solari, deceased—to the Committee on 

War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19001) granting an increase of pension to 
Elizabeth A. McKay—to the Committee on Pensions. 

3y Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 19002) to correct the military 


record of Thomas P. Allmond—to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 19003) for the allowance of 


certain claims for stores and supplies reported by the Court of 
Claims under the provisions of the act approved March 3}, 1559, 


for 


the 


and commonly known as the Bowman Act, and to provide 


Court of Claims, under the provisions of the acts approved Janu 
ary 20, 1885, and March 3, 1891, and for other purpos' the 
Committee on War Claims. 


By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 19004) granting 
a pension to Sarah J. Watson, or Hunter—to the Con on 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 19005) granting a pension to Gid 
Burriss—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. er 
By Mr. PUJO: A bill (H. R. 19006) for the relief of Adolpa 
Hartiens, tutor—to the Committee on War Claims. _ 
By Mr. REYNOLDS: A bill (H. R. 19007) granti 
crease of pension to John C. Sparks—to the Committ 
valid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 19008) granting an increase 





of pt n to 


| Stacy Hoon—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. RHINOCK: A bill (H. R. 19009) granting an 
of pension to Lafayette H. McClung—to the Con! 
Invalid Pensions. ; 
3y Mr. SLEMP: A Dill (H. R. 19010) granting an se 
of pension to Charles Edwards—to the Committee on ! » 
By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 19011) IS 
an increase of pension to E. K. Childs—to the Committ ; 
valid Pensions. 








CONGRI 


a bill (H. R. 19012) granting an increase of pension to 

‘laspie—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. bill (H. R. 19013) granting an increase of pension to 
I’, Robinson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\ir. SOUTHWICK: A bill (H. R. 19014) granting an in- 
f pension to Elizabeth A. Waller—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

‘ir. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 19015) for the relief of 

rs of J. A. J. Rooker, deceased, and James Deatherage, 

strator of estate of deceased—to the Committee on War 


a bill (H. R. 19016) granting a pension to Mary Wehr- 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
r clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
ere laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
ACHESON: Petition of the Methodist Protestant 





Mr. 


Va., for the Burton bill (H. R. 18024) for preservation 
| Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harl 
By Mr. LEVER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of M 
A. Boswell—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Paper to accompany bill for r 
| Harry C. McCool—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill fo 
relief of Sarah J. Watson—to the Committee on | lid Pen 


| labor and children’s bureau)—to the Committee on the 


of New Brighton, Pa., for Sunday closing of the James- | 
cae ‘ ‘ . | 
iixposition—to the Select Committee on Industral Arts | 


I:x positions. 


\ir. BARTHOLDT: Petition of citizens, against conditions 
+» in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on Foreign 


[r. BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
, S. Dillard—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 


paper to accompany bill for relief of Swinfield Stanley— | 


Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. 
of William Winslow Bennett—to the Committee on In- 
Pensions, 
paper to accompany bill for relief of Herman 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

‘Mr. BUTLER: Petition of G. Albert Hinksay, Louis A. 
ind Grange No. 851, for the pure-food bill—to the Com- 
n Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. CURRIER: Petition of citizens of the State of New 
against bill S. 

on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 

\Mir. DRISCOLL: Petition of citizens of New York, against 


Hage 


hire 


BENNET of New York: Paper to accompany bill for 
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sions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of estate 
ington Pryor—to the Committee on War C 

By Mr. MUDD: Paper.to accompany bill for relief of Fre 
erick A. Holden—to the Committee on laims 

By Mr. PAYNE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Ch 
Koester—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. PUJO: Petition of the Society for Political Study, of 
New York City, for bills S. 2962 and 50 and H. R. 2 (child 
District 


laims. 


Var C 





tt 


of Columbia. 

By Mr. REYNOLDS: Petition of the Civie Club of Cambria 

County, of Johnstown, Pa., against repeal of the Norris law 

relative to forest reservations—to the Committee on Agriculture. 
By Mr. RHINOCK: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 

Lafayette H. McLeary—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: Petition of citizens of 


(,e LeSsee 
County, Mich., against religious legislation in the District of 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Local No. 303, American Federation of Mu- 
sicians, C. A. Bush, jr., president, for bill H. R. S748 for relief 
of civilian musicians—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

| By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of professors and students of 
Yale University, favoring consolidation of third and fourth 


529 (the ship-subsidy bill)—to the | 


| the Committee on the District of Columbia. 


us legislation in the District of Columbia—to the Commit- | 


the District of Columbia. 
\T 


ir. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the Amalgamated 
tion of Street and Electric Railway Employees 


for retention of the present Chinese-exclusion law— | 


Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Negro Development and 
tion Company 
n relative to said company’s exhibit at the James- 
Exposition—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Ex- 
petition of S. R. Taber, against bill S. 
tendence of Indian affairs in 
the Territories.’ 
petition of the Society for Political Study, of New 
City, for bills S. 50 and H. R. 4462 (the child-labor bills )— 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 
GAINES of ‘Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 


5538, relative to 
Alaska—to the Comumit- 


Mir. 


¢ 
( 


tee on War Claims. 
\ir. GARDNER of New Jersey: Petitions of Fames, Lin- 
Social, Goshen, Harmony, Beach, American Star, Purity, 


and Washington Councils, Junior 
i Mechanics, favoring restriction of 
\ittee on Rules. 
tition of Washington Camps, Patriotic Order Sons 
rica, of Atlantic City and Pemberton, N. J., favoring 
n of immigration—to the Committee on Rules. 
etition of Mary J. Hunt Council, Daughters of Liberty, 
le, N. J., favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
tee on Rules. 
*.. GOULDEN: Petition of members of St. Luke Ceuncil, 
Knights of Columbus, for a memorial of Christopher 
to the Committee on the Library. 
. GRANGER: Petition of Rhode Island Chapter of the 
Institute of Architecture, for preservation of Niagara 
» the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 


Order 
immigration—to 


.. GUDGER: Paper to accompany bill for relief of the | 


Aquilla Swan—to the Committee on War Claims. 


.. JONES of Virginia: Paper to accompany bill for re- | 
state of Robert R. Berry—to the Committee on Claims. | 


KENNEDY of Nebraska: Paper to accompany bill for 
Mary A. Peterson—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


\T 


ir. LAMB: Petition of St. Andrew’s School, Richmond, 


of | 


class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office a 
Roads. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: 
against religious legislation in 


nd Post- 


Petition of citizens of Texas, 
the District of Columbia—to 


By Mr. SULLIVAN of New York: Petition of the Society for 
Political Study, of New York City, for bills 8. 50 and H. R. 


4462 and S. 2762—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
3y Mr. SULZER: Petition of Gen. Green B. Raum, L. A. 
Grant, C. D. Macdougall, and Samuel J. Crawford, for bill 8. 
! 2162, creating a volunteer retired list—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
Also, petition of the Frankfort Business Men’s Club, against 


of the United States of America, for an ap- | 


f the Fykes Grove Primitive Baptist Church—to the | 


United | 
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amendments to the pure-food bill calculated to impair its 
ciency—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 


+} 
etti- 


By Mr. WANGER: Petition of Washington Camp, No. 331, 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Edge Hill, Pa., favoring 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 


and Naturalization. 


HOUSE OF REPRFSENTATIVES. 


SATURDAY. May d. L906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rey. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
The Journal of yesterday’s proceedings was read and ap 
proved. 
FIVE CIVILIZED TRIBES. 
Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for ft 
reprint of Public Law No. 129, entitled “An act to provide f 


the final disposition of the affairs of the Five Cis red Tribes 
in the Indian Territory, and for other 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 
mous consent for a reprint of the public law desig ted. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

LEAVE TO PRINT. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
mous consent to extend my remarks on the naval 
bill in the Recorp. 

The SPEAKER. The 
SUTLER] asks unanimous consent 
Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 


purposes.” 


Speaker, I as! 


gentleman from Penn I \ 


to extend his re 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATI 

A message from the Senate, by M PARKINSO?D sor “ 
clerk, announced that the Senate had passed bills of the follow 
ing titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Repre 
| sentatives was requested: 

S. 6022. An act to amend section 6 of an act entitled “ An 


act to define and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity 
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| = —s 
of all forms of money issued or coined by the United States, to| Mr. HEPBURN. I will refer the matter to the gent : 
I i he public debt, and for other purposes,” approved March | from Georgia. - ; 
14 and Mr. BARTLETT. This is a report from the Commi: ; 

{ ithorize the Minnesota, Dakota and Pa Accounts. If it be recalled, the Committee on Approp: - 
( pa to construct a bridge across the Mi in the legislative, judicial, and executive appropriati ;” 
after investigation, made provision for this identical] . 
! Iso announced that the Senate had passed the | clerk in the way this resolution does, and it went out on 
ion: | of order. Being a member of the Committee on Inters; 4 
Secretary be directed to request the House of | Foreign Commerce, I am satisfied that this resolution rh 
I et I bill (H. R. i6) to pro-| to pass. I want to say, to the credit of the gentlem;; ; 
f al within forest reserves. Iowa, who asked for it, that he has been more modes} ' 
t E BILL REFERRED. | ing for assistance from the Committee on Accounts ¢] 
u 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill of the following | chairman of any committee I know of in the House: a: m 
{ ‘ from the Speaker’s table and referred to its | my own knowledge of the business of that committ: 
ttee, as indicated below : the resolution ought to pass. The assistant clerk is 
An t to amend section 6 of an act entitled “An act | The committee is considering and investigating a large ; sind 
| fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity , of business, larger probably than it ever did before. 0 
( of 1 ey issued or coined by the United States, to | connection with that, I desire to say that I investig 
! { 1 lic debt, and for other purposes,” approved March | matter in the Committee on Accounts, and voted for it 
» the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and Measures. | committee. I think it ought to pass. 
LAXD WITHIN FOREST RESERVES. Mr. SHACKLEFORD. I am quite familiar with the int 
A : ae APF » 4e=<p, | Of work done in that committee, and, speaking from my own 
a rete id | TS -p os he nie: R. aaaees knowledge, I believe that we ought to adopt this resolu oo 
e f e entry of agri ultural lands within forest re think the clerk is absolutely needed to do the work, 
Fe ae 1 The substitute was agreed to. 
f ER | I: dl ad rad House the following re- The resolution as amended was agreed to. 
Sy ‘ CLERK TO COMMITTEE ON PATENTS. 
t re be directed to request House of Mr. CASSEL. I submit the following report from the Com. 
to return ft si > the bill (11. R. 17576) to pro- | mittee on Accounts. 
y of agi It tl Innds within forest reserves 


Speaker, I move that the request of the 


; and the motion was agreed to. 


} S$ TO THE UNITED STATES MILITARY ACADEMY. 
i CtER. The Chair appoints the following Board of 
\ l i States Military Academy: 
ay of | ian: Mr. SAMUEL W. SmiruH, of Michi- 
d M Winey of Alabama. 
VISITORS TO THE UNITED STATES NAVAL ACADEMY. 
ERAKER The ¢ ir appoints the following Board of 
\ United States Naval Academy: 
f M s, Mr. Littey of Connecticut 
of Tex 
3 ) COMMITTEE ON INTERSTATE AND FOREIGN 
{MERCI 
ASSEL. M Sm r, I offer the following resolution 
> rit on Accounts, and ask that the substitute be 





SPEAI n from Pennsylvania presents 
= d report from the Committee on Accounts. 
i Lol \ 
he Co ttee on Interstat l 
da to al nt an idit ‘ 
out of the mtingent f i of 
5 ! 1 trom nd afte July 19 
l nd the Committee on Appropri 
) ( ted to provide for the salary of said 
f y : rriatio ee vided, That 
‘ { iid committee 
1 De 19, 1905. 
ARK of M uri I would like to ask the gentleman 
y there is for th 1dditional clerk. 
( ym This is not an additional clerk, but is making 
t clerk an annual clerk, instead of being appointed 
time by the committee. 
( RK of Missour What difference does it make to 
[ It l . difference of about $300 a year; 
of Missouri. How much? 
Si! Between three and four hundred dollars a 
tand. This makes the salary $1,800 a year, and 
e it is $6 a day during the session of Congress. 
I < of Missouri. They do not have any use for an 
when the committee is not in session, do they? 
CASSE! The chair of the committee will explain. ! 
BURN. Mr. Speaker, I wish to say in regard to 
that there is a great deal of business before this 
. There is a great deal of correspondence with in- 
( ! during the session and during the interval between 
Therefore I think it is a wise thing to make provi- | 
two clerks, and any gentleman on the other side who 
th the work of the committee will know that it is 
9 »Y +1 , 


Mr. BARTLETT. 


Will the gentleman yield to me? 





The clerk read as follows: 


House resolution No. 405. 

the chairman of the Committee on Patents i 
clerk to said committee, who shall 
of the contingent fund of the House at the rate of $2,000 px 
from and after July 1, 1906, unless otherwise provided fo: . 
and the Committee on Appropriations is hereby authorized and ed 
to provide for the salary of said clerk in one of the general a; 
tion bills: Provided, That the same shall be in lieu of the sess 
assigned to said committee. 

The resolution was greed to. 


Resolt That 
authorized to appoint a 


ed, 


CLERK IN HOUSE DOCUMENT ROOM. 


Mr. CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I report another resolut 
‘The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 398. 

Resolved, That the Doorkeeper of the House is hereby auth nd 
directed to appoint a clerk to perform such duties under t 
of the superintendent of the House document room a y be 
to be paid out of the contingent fund of the House until the 

? nt fiscal year at the rate of $1,400 per annum, and the ¢ 
\ppropriations is hereby directed to provide for the sala 


$s may 


pres 






on 





( in one of the general appropriation bills: Provided, 1 
sition hereby created shall be in lieu of that of one assistant in t 
document room at $1,400 per annum now provided for by 


The question was taken; and the resolution was agri 
HEATING AND VENTILATING DEPARTMENT 
report, Mr. Speaker. 


MACHINIST IN 

Mr. CASSEL. I present another 

The Clerk read as follows: 

House resolution No. 364. 

Resolved, That the Superintendent of the Capitol Build nd 
Grounds is hereby authorized to employ a machinist in the hea l 
ventilating department of the House of Representatives, w 

sation shall be $1,200 per annum, said position to be in lic 
fireman at $900 per annum, the difference in salary 
close of the present fiscal year to be paid out of the contin 
of the House to the person who shall perform the duties of t! 
of machinist hereby created. And the Committee on Appropt 
hereby authorized to make further provision hereunder from 

uly 1, 1906, in the legislative, executive, and judicial ap D 


of one 


bill 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In lines 
and judicial appropriation bill” and insert “one of the 
priation bills.” 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
creating, or not? 

Mr. CASSEL. 
I want to say. 
is a resolution presented. 


12 and 13 strike out the words “ the legislative, « 
gent 


Is this a permanent officer y' 
It is not. This is a remarkable res l, 


This employee does not know, I believ' 
He has occupied this position for a 


number of years. He occupies a very responsible positi: dl 
some of the Members of the House felt that he should be 1 


upon the same salary as the men who run the elevators. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What do you want with 
to attend to the heating apparatus from now to the end 
session? 


Mr. CASSEL. It is changing his position and increa is 
salary, that is all. He has charge of the elevators. > 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Better be fixing up some ‘ 4 


| apparatus. 
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GQOULDEN. This simply increases the salary of this} the nations of the earth increase their 1 l 

$900 to $1,200 a year. He is a most efficient me-| strength, because their rivals are engaged t! L 

e who could obtain this compensation anywhere else | game of folly. What is the ult o of it: \ 

position. Holding a responsible place and being a ive, or ten, or twenty 
rinlly their relative 
n. hat comes to the cott 


f 
I 
t 
stion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. | pace. Even now Gr rs] 
i 
{ 


Ve 


man in every respect, he is clearly entitled to this | 


lution was agreed to. yreadnought, t! 
! 


SS ed ce a aah | that has ever been built by 

ASSISTANT TO THE FILE CLERK OF THE HOUSE. < 
. . | excelled, has decided to change 1 
CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I present House resolution No. | ships heretofore aut 

ideration. | Dreadnought 

( read as follows: -- Set i 
rhat the Clerk of the House is hereby authorized and Janan. the Yankee nation of 
int an assistant to the file clerk of the House of Rep 








se compensation shall be $1,600 per annum, to be | ©¥5s d in aueae ling ree s! 
contingent fund of the House until otherwise pro secretary of the N in his re ! { ( 
and the Committee on Appropriations is hereby au this bodv that if bh one battle shit hy hye 
e 1 to provide for the salary of said office in one of shall} the enoad t tl } ' 
appropriation bills: Provided, That said shall be in 7 a LS Be wey Seas & wv" 
‘ f assistant to the file clerk of the 1 at $1,200 What 1 be the end of t 1e ¢ { y 
yw authorized by law. Brit i, ui France, and ¢ I 
ing committee amendment was read: the United States shall each | x or a doz 
{ ke out the word “six” and insert the word “ five,” so | nought type, their relative position toward on 
t 1 read “ $1,500 per annum.” ju the same as it was when tl had 
dment was agreed to. ning of the construction of what is called the ne E 
ylution was agreed to. S} t in building ships $252.272.667. The 


SUBCOMMITTEE OF COMMITTEE ON NAVAL AFFAIRS. ized and 1 yet completed will co 
1L. Mr. Speaker, I call up House resolution No. a 
i 














monster of human de { } 
hen « mplet iW ill I I rt ‘ 
Clerk read as follows: 2 ; : pitas ine ; 
a making the entire naval fe . It HOCK Wi 
[hat the expenses incurred by the subcommittee of the |. . ere ' 
_ : os “4 ace : ea as we see lt play i ihe | 
ival Affairs lich visited the Naval Academy during : aie ie 
to inves te hazing, including stenographic ry with armor that no gun will pierce It fort! 
t of the contingent fund on vouchers duly certified by | of the tax monev of t ] t re 
of said subcommi and approved by the Committee pierce any armor Other natio are ¢ red 
j j | Those who advoeate this doctrine seem to be 
wing committee amendment was read: : : ; 
they claim that the preparation for r is the be 
- the word “ fund,” insert the words “ of the House,” so . ' : ‘ . 
’ oa p . 9 war leny the pre s m You 
d, “ be paid out of the contingent fund of the House. ir. I det po “% AOU 
the highways and heds nd tell men tl 
ent was agreed to. : 
; vent personal encounters and perso | ) ( f 
lution was agreed to. t rm hi If te, tha teaegl ' t 
‘ : o arm himself to the teet! It is not ti 1 f 
m of Mr. CASSEL, a motion to reconsider the vote iin teh Chas id my 
‘ tb ; according to high nrist n ci¢ I Low « { ) 
the several resolutions were passed was laid on the . 
S urace pea Wi l ‘ 
‘ : ee you are making preparations for 
REPRINT OF BEPORT ON NAVAL BILL. ; ro ca ; 
: ? iS the greatest count on ti £ Wi 
SS. Mr. Speaker, owing to the fact that the supply son of our rs. tl hi ay one , 
on the naval appropriation bill have become eX- | men who have fought our battl 1 se deeds 


[ ask unanimous consent that there be a reprint of the | peen told in song and storv: but our creatnes 


h corrections, : tr ‘ nificence of our d iin, to our idid inst 
-FAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani magnificent citizenship of our men and . 
t for a reprint of the report (No. 3689) on the as the greatest nation . +] : 


tio? 711 . Ta iactio 9 ames ° . . . . . 
iat mn bill. Is there objection? upon us. The nations of the Old World, with 
Vi ho ot 





ection. and jealousies of centuries, al uSpl¢ us 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. but if this giant Repub out « Wi | 
FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve | to the nations of the earth stop t! lg 





Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | pose to quit bui 
the further consideration of the naval appropriation | struction, they will gladly join us. We t 
tunity, but it is our duty to speak, i tl 

tion was agreed to. spoken through the Chief Ex tir 
ngly the House resolved itself into Committee of the | man of wonderful personality, 

ise on the state of the Union, with Mr. CrumMPpackeEr | ceaseless energy) If witl is pe ( 
| with the prestige of | t 
MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I now yield thirty minutes to | upon himself of asking the nat 

ian from South Carolina [Mr. JoHNson]}. agreement to sto] > military : 
NINSON. Mr. Chairman, as I do not believe in gat- | if he can not get th nsent of his 

Christianity and battle-ship commerce, it is perhaps | ment itself, I believe that the nations the l 
rtune time to express my disapproval of our present | assent. 








More than a quarter of a century ago I gave this sub- As was said yesterday by the learned and el t 
thought and consideration. I came to the conclusion | from Ohio [Mr. Burton], when the men of history s l 
ought to be an international tribunal, clothed with | the deeds of the present Executive of the United 

» hear and determine controversies between nations, just | greatest event in that active life will be the fact tl per 
hear and determine controversies between individuals, | sonality and his great prestige brought toget! 

led with the hopes of youth. As the years have passed, | tives of Japan and Russia. He not only ‘ought the 


e fond ideals of youth have been shattered; but, sir, | tives of those nations together, but he did I i 
ssing years, and with riper experience and a deeper | victory out of the very jaws of d t al { 
r grasp of human affairs, the conviction that great | that was satisfactory to the nations 
questions should be settled in the forums of con- | When the great coal strike was on, with | 
1 in the forums of reason rather than by the arbitra- | and his wonderful personality I 
the sword, has grown stronger. | controversy when no other ing man could 
vered, when I had this matter under consideration, that | ried joy to millions of Ame 
s of the earth were engaged in one constant, never We pose, Mr. Chairman, Christi ! If we | 
truggle to increase their naval and military strength. | up to our profession, if we make the I logue a living real 
mn, impelled by the desire not to be outdone by some | in our national and international life : n ir t 
nation, goes forward building new and greater battle | dream, we would lead the 1 
nd equipping new and other regiments. The rival nation | the peace of the world 
pelled to pursue a similar course. Thus, year after year, | You tell me that you are compelled to increase your nayal 





] 








of European power 


7 


nd that the whole past of human history is but the 
war and bloodshed. I answer, sir, that because men 
n evil in the past is no reason for pursuing that mad 
course in the future. What we should do is to endeavor to 
] ip and make better the human race, instead of ourselves 


trying to excel all other nations in folly. 
[ plead, Mr. Chairman, for the peace of the world. I plead 
for the Christian nation of the earth to take the lead. Are we 


Christian nation? When affliction and desolation were vis- 
“ld upon our fellow-citizens on the Pacifie slope, the rich man 
out of his abundance and the widow out of her mite contributed 
to their relief. When will we come to the relief of our fellows, 
not only on the Pacific coast, but all over the wide, wide world? 
I plead, Mr. Chairman, for the overburdened taxpayers of all 
ountries of the earth. I plead for the men who bare their 
breasts to the storms of battle. I plead for the women, God 
bless them, who while they bear no arms, suffer all the agonies 
of war. 
The maid who binds her warrior’s sash, 
With smile that well her pain dissembles, 
The while beneath each drooping lash 
One starry tear drop hangs and trembles, 
Though heaven alone records the tear, 
And fame shall never know her story, 
Hath shed a drop of blood as dear 
As e’er bedewed the fie!d of glory. 





The wife who girds her husband's sword, 
’'Mid little ones who weep and wonder, 
And bravely speaks the parting word, 
What though her heart be rent asunder ; 
Doomed nightly in her dreams to hear 
The bolts of death around him rattle, 
Ilias shed as precious blood as e’er 


Was poured upon the field of battle. 


I plead, Mr. Chairman, for all the people of all the earth to 
be relieved from this great unnecessary burden. I 
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only chance to serve such notice—that the Congress 
United States is in sympathy with the peace movement 
America expects actual results from the second Hague 
ence, and, if these results will justify it, that we are res, 1 
willing to abide by them. 

Mr. Chairman, with the permission of the committee. | 
improve this opportunity to briefly review the moveny 
international justice and world organization, and briefly 
the demands of the hour, upon which the friends of this 
ment, after mature thought and due discussion, haye , 
trated their efforts. 

With the Roosevelt peace at Portsmouth—I hope it 
down into history by that name—the peace of the wor) 
nominally reestablished. I say nominally not beeay 
present peace is any less secure or any less sincere or 
way different from what the world has heretofore exper{, 
oh, no!—but I eall it a nominal peace because it is the o) ae 
of peace which, under present conditions, governme a 
capable of securing, and the only kind, by the way, w), tha 


| human family in all its history has every been permi 


enjoy. In reality it is no peace at all, but merely an armist; 
a temporary suspension of hostilities, with no guaranty or safe 


guard whatsoever as to its lasting qualities. The yw 1S 
made progress in every respect but this. Human ingeny has 
fettered the forces of nature; it has successfully ¢ a dl 
against their destructiveness, and has made them even o. 
able to man. Human foresight by international agreen has 
guarded against epidemics and disease, but in the thous s of 
| years of social evolution no effective remedy has as yet been 
provided against war, that self-inflicted and most terrijyjo 


want this | 


Christian nation to hasten the day spoken of by the prophet— | 


And they shall beat their swords into plowshares and their spears 
into pruning hooks, and nation shall not rise up against nation; 
neither shall they learn war any more. 


[ Applause. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I rise to a question 
of order. ‘There is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point of order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
[After counting.] One hundred and twenty Members 
are present, and the point of order is overruled. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gentle- 
man from Missouri |Mr. BARTHOLDT]. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, at the proper time I pro- 
pose to offer an amendment to that section of the pending bill 
which provides for a new battle ship. My amendment reads as 


count 





follows: 

r ided, however, That if at the second Hague conference any 
me : » agreed upon for the gradual reduction of the naval 
forces of “at powers, or for the settlement of international con- 
t ( ’ icial decision and by means -of arbitration treaties, 
the Secretary of the Navy shall have discretion to defer the construc- 
tion of the ship herein provided for. 





This amendment, Mr. Chairman, does not 


present naval programme. 


antagonize the 


plague of the human race. Peace to-day is as changeable as tho 
weather. It may be disturbed at any moment and upon the 
least provocation, and even by a single individual if that inqj- 
vidual happens to be the ruler of a nation. What an intolerahje 
condition! All countries have made it a law that the cit 

subject must have due regard for the rights of his neigh)or— 
that is, he must keep the peace or the power of the State will] 
make him do so; but the governments themselves have not yet 
seen fit to apply that same law to their own conduct toward 
each other. In internal affairs the power of all rulers, even of 
autocrats, is more or less circumscribed, but in a question of 
war or peace, that most momentous of all questions, involving, 
as it does, a greater risk of human happiness, of treasure, and 





| of life than any other, the will of a ruler is usually arbitrary 


| and supreme. 


| from Ems, that little watering place on the Rhine, announce 


It merely recognizes such conditions | 


as may arise and enables the Government to defer to them. 
It 1 rs, as I will show later on, to the judgment of states- 
menship a question which from its very nature should be settled 
by statesmen and not by naval experts. It gives our Govern- | 
ment the necessary discretion in case the agreements to be 


irrived at at the 
construction of 
Its adoption will be 


next Hague conference should render the 


hailed as a healthy exercise of the judg- 


} 


that additional large battle ship unnecessary. | 


ment of Congress, which is the people’s judgment in matters 
of this kind. Naval budgets, as we all know, are manufactured | 
+Y +1 } ' ° ’ - 6 . , : g s 

in the shops of the Navy Department, and little or nothing is 
kno there of the progress of the peace movement, at least 
no consideration whatever is given to such progress, We here } 


do know, however, and in the judgment of many great Americans 
t is our bounden duty 
a changed condition which is presented by the willing- 
ess of all the great powers to join us in an effort soon to be 
i de at The Hague 





nent peace. To me it has become perfectly plain, through con- 
t with leading men of other nations, that the United States 


nust take the lead in this great movement. The jealousies 


iit any of 


f< r obviou reasons, 


them to proceed, but they are willing, aye, 
to join and follow us on the 
higher civilization—a civilization where 
d of the sword will settle the questions of 
nd wrong. The adoption of the amendment which I 
will serve notice upon the world—and this is our 


1 march to a 


inal instea 


at laying the foundation for more perma- | 


and their mutual distrust of each other do} 


And regarding that question the people are either 
not consulted at all or they can be easily fooled, duped, and de- 
ceived. For resourceful rulers it is not a difficult matte 





| inflame the passions of the people and incite their wrath by 


manipulation. A spurious telegram can set a nation on fire. 
When Bismarck was ready for the war with France, a telegra: 


that the German Emperor had been insulted, and in a m 
the people of all the German States, divided though they 


been, rose like one man and the “furor Teutonicus” was 
aroused. 
Bismarck is reported to have said in great emergencies such 


means are justifiable to arouse the patriotism, the entliusiasm, 
and the war spirit of the people. Even in a country like ours, 
where the pewer to declare war is reserved to the Nationa! Lezis- 
lature, the security of the people against deception is not al)so- 
lute. Have they or their representatives full knowledge of all 
that is going on in the State Department? -Is it outside of the 
range of possibility that party leaders, in order to perpetuate 
their power, might incite a foreign war by manipulation? lor- 
tunately in our country this has never been attempted, hut 
man nature is the same everywhere, and a system which is 
unrestrained by law or by binding international obligations |s 
sure to constantly invite the attempt. The history of Eur ells 
us of many a war frivolously and criminally begun by rulers, 
because of the discontent of the people and in order to { their 


| attention from home grievances to an alleged foreign foe. If in 


representatives of the people to give | 


| state of international anarchy a system of international! | 


such cases there was no casus belli it had to be invented 
invented. Thus the people’s peace, which from the s' 
of human interest, should be the strongest and most se 

tution, is really the weakest and most insecure. A 
Because in spite of the boasted civilization of the | 
century the nations have up to this day failed to substi! 


order. With this chapter alone and to show how the 
dear, good, credulous masses, have been fooled and d 
could take up all the time allotted to me, but I must 
with my argument. I have shown the uncertainty of | 
rather of the armed interim between the armed confi! 
people are wont to call peace. Now, let me say a word : . 
cost of this kind of peace. Before the Franco-German wat tis 
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budgets of 
1893 they were double that 
DRISCOLL. Does that include the naval budgets, too? 
BARTHOLDT. That included both. 
n $1,400,000,000, In 1889 Lord Salisbury, by means 
confidential circular, ascertained the expenses of the 
i navies of Great Britain, Germany, Austria, Russia, 

1 Spain for the years 1881 to 1S88—that 
to be £974,000,000, or nearly $5,000,000,000. The British 
transmitted these figures the German Em- 

ho, as report has it, was so shocked by them as to imme- 
declare his intention of convening an international con 
consider measures of relief, but at that time France 

1. and the project of a congress fell through. 

of course, that our own expenses for the military and 
stablishments have been at least doubled since the 
h-American war, and these enormous expenditures, mind 

eo constantly on; aye, they are constantly increasing. 
nation A builds a battle ship, nation B builds two, and 

the government of nation A points to its neighbor and 

the people to furnish means for three or four more, and so 

1) suecessive appropriation begetting the necessity of an 

nal one, and no one can tell when and where the mad 

y will ever stop. Evidently it will be carried to that ex- 
limit where mutual exhaustion and general collapse 

the inevitable result. Let me say right here, a peace 

: l) exacts such sacrifices should not be dignified with that 
In reality it is a state of suspended war rather than 

vith the characteristics of more suspense than peace. 
substitute for this costly and uncertain peace a condi- 

of genuine lasting peace, a condition which embodies a 

for its continuance and permanence is the sum and sub- 


1) 
«lil 


unt. 


for seven 


minister to 


the alpha and omega, of the modern peace movement. | 


| this leads me naturally to the discussion of the measures 
to attain this end. Great progress has been made of 
| n the matter of bringing the problem down from the 
ly domain of theory and speculative thought to the solid 
id of practical statesmanship. But let me premise a few 
about the obstacles in the way of this greatest of all 

is and about the elements of opposition. 


ily 


Victor Hugo once said that peace is the virtue, war the crime, | 
If this be true, and I certainly hold it to be | 


zation. 

then it should be the duty of every good man and woman 

to help promote the cause of peace in order that virtue might 
l hroned upon the ruins of crime. 

hearts the majority of people no doubt believe in the merits of 

the movement, but there are many who still doubt its 

f success, and these “doubting Thomases” constitute un- 


peace 


wingly the greatest possible impediment to the progress of | 


vement. In this class should also be included those who 
prejudice or false notions glorify war as an exhibition of 
manliness and heroism, such as should be the boast of proud 
Reduced to its last analysis, this theory would hold up 
the maddened bull in the bloody arena as the proper idol for us 
to worship. As if there was not more real heroism displayed 
everyday life than there ever was in war! 
lo strike a blow in wrath is simply the operation of animal 
ut to manfully restrain that natural passion, even 
r provocation, is the result of human reasoning. If civiliza- 
means anything aside from the mere technical achieve- 
t is self-restraint, and the degree in which it is prac- 
; the measure of our culture. This self-restraint, I hold, 
ild be practiced by nations as well as by individuals. And 
lesson should be taken to heart even more especially by 
who believe war to be a natural condition—a 
) the inexorable laws of nature. Their theory, most inter 
1 admit, is that mutual slaughter is the rule of social 
that our ancestors, pressed by necessity, made war 
lally upon one another and on all other living things, and 
he best-advantaged race will devour the least or less ad 
red 


Var, they hold, is a question of food or wealth, and therefore 
vs justifiable. And, mind you, they do not hesitate to 
the logical conclusion that might is right. They do not 


ea 
™ 
I> 


+1 


ly justify murder and cannibalism, but since the laws of | 


re do not change I can not see, if this theory is correct, 
these laws should not require mutual slaughter to-day as 


did in the dim ages. But you will notice at a glance what 


that this theory leaves out of its consideration. It is no 
ortant a factor than that presented by the compact, the 
ent, the law, of civilized society, by which the reign of 


wat 


e was made to give way to the reign of reason. In 


words, the so-called law of nature has been tempered by 
human self-restraint which gave birth to the law of so- 
One of the first lessons the student of law learns is 


Now their total is | 


You are | 


Way down deep in their | 


condition | 


NAL R 


Europe amounted to about $585,000,000 a | 
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that man in return for the privilege of living in a ¢ 

must give up pa ! natural rights and ( bo 

law made by the community to secure peace id prote to 
all alike. And on this basi has been « l « 
where. In the interest of f rty, nd e pu 
happiness natural law has been superseded by | lw, SO 
that justice instead of brute force will settle the que ms of 
right and wrong. Thus our f1 thy per 
ceive that great advancement | been t 

separate nations from the primitive ru laughter 
to a state of civilization governed 

dividual rights. But what a ] li le 
mutual-slaughter rule should still « re 
tions! And it dees still obtain, the same : 

the same as in the dim active ages when the ane rs of ! 
went about on all fours killing and rending. I 

amazing fact, I ask you, my friends, whether it is really so 
chimerical or whether you are really dreamers and rainbow 
chasers, when you demand that governments shall adjust their 
relations with other governments in accordance with the same 
civil laws with which they enforce and regulate the conduct ot 
their own citizens? This is all the friends of peace demand, 
nothing more and nothing less. 

Let me continue to enumerate the elements which are ob 
structing the world’s progress toward more permanent peace. 
Our system of education, which holds up every soldi« 
hero, should, of course, be mentioned here. European text-books 
on history are a glorification of war from beginning to end, and 
I regret to say we see in our own their mischievous ji res 


This style of history is excusable, perhaps, in monarchical « 


in 
tries, but it is inexcusable in a democracy. The schools should 
be used to curb and not to stimulate the brute inst ts of 
human nature, and the pupil’s mind should at all times be im 
pressed with the eternal truth “that peace hath its victories 
no less renowned than war.” Moreover, the schoolroom is no 
place for military drills. Let us maintain a system of healthful 
physical exercise, which will prepare our boys for all emer 
gencies, but be sure to banish everything from our school which 


smacks of the profession of war. 


And now we come to the interested objectors. All other con 
scious or unconscious opponents of the modern peace programn 
are mere amateurs as compared with the man who suspects this 
programme of being a menace to his prer watives and his throne. 
Any plan tending to interfere in the least with his war arma- 
ment looks to him like an attempt at sawing off the limb upon 


which he is sitting. And yet, Mr. Chairman, there is good r 
son to believe that even the opinion of monarchs is under 
a great change on this subject. Since the Franco-Ger 


the Turkish wars there has been no great Europe: As I 


in war 








said on yesterday, Spain has had her bloody encounters in 
America, England in Africa, Russia in Asia; but the great 
powers of Europe, though armed to their teeth, have for over 
thirty years dwelt peaceably together in neighborly friendsh 
without once during those many years resorting to arms, and 
whatever differences arose during that time were peaceabl 
adjusted by agreements based on justice and reason. That is a 
great lesson. 

Another instructive lesson was taught by both the Boer wat 
and the Czar’s experience with Japan. In the on 
handful of men held a powerful nation at bay for mor 
a year, and in the other case history will at best record a dh 
The natural deduction from this is that it is 1 3 
used to be to vanquish even a weaker foe; in other words, war 
is much less effective than it formerly was to i 
ends. The reason is simply that the f1 
crease of armaments has produced the equal 
and this being the condition of affairs, it is not ry short « 
a delusion to suppose that ambitious plans 
carried out by war now as formerly. 

Von Bloch, an eminent writer on this subject, goes so 
as to express the belief that the powers ar 
wage the war for which they prep ; rhe ¢g 
of increase armaments,” he says, “ merely i 
ability of the inefficiency of war in a ] 
sense.” And this and other consider: s 
him as the forces which to-day are det 
setting their war machinery in motion. s e in t 
progress of political evolution is the g t « 
needless to say, which the friends of peace | 
these many, ) rs. It is the signal 
forces which are engaged in waging war upon war to move all 
along the line. The question, too, as to how the advance to 
be made and in what direction has fortunately been settled. 
It was a problem of no small proportions to harmonize the 
varied views of our friends and concentrate their scattered 
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| great nations talk 


| world. 





May 5. 


No political party has ever framed a more simple or . 
practical platform. There is nothing visionary about it. aya 
no practical statesman will deny that both of its plan 
timely as well as nable and attainable. Their 
by the several governments will mark the elevation of 
over might and justice over brute force. 

The Interparliamentary Union at its twelfth conference. 
at St. Louis in September, 1904, adopted this platform, 
response to its request President Roosevelt invited the ; 
signatory to The Hague treaty to consider it at the | 
Hague conference. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman permit a question’ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I think the committee would like to 
how that interparliamentary peace union is made up and 
of the great powers are actively associated with the mo\ 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I can say for the informati 
gentleman and the committee that the Interparliamentary, 
consists of members of the national lawmaking bodies 
Each parliament has a group of members who sti 
international arbitration and use their influence with 
spective governments to hasten the conclusion of ar! 
treaties between the several governments of the earth. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like { 
the gentleman a question. 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Misso1 vield 
to his colleague? , 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I will 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the ¢ in 
how many nations have sent representatives to this In a 
mentary Union. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. All the civilized nations of th orld 
except those that have no parliament, like Turkey an ina 
All nations which have parliaments have a 
group for the promotion of international arbitration, and these 
different groups compose the Interparliamentary Union. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman has attended « 
two of these meetings? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I have. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Do the representatives of the othe 
ike the sentiment in their countries was in 
favor of programme or not? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. That is their object. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The object of the me rs, of 
course, but what about the public opinion in the nations th 
they come from? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. 


reast 


nence 
i peat 


They are merely making propa la in 


| their parliaments for this programme of peace, trying t 


suade the governments to adopt the plan of having arbitration 
as a substitute for war. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The gentleman does not seein to 
catch my question. What do they say about the drift of publi 
sentiment in their nations as to the peace programme? [Do i 


| say that it is growing or not? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, I did not catch the ge 
meaning. The reports at all conferences I have had th 
to attend, Mr. Chairman, were to the effect that the n 


is growing all over the world, and that it only takes t! 


| ative of some great nation—a nation like the United & - 


| to carry out that programme. 


‘ he specific measures to be advocated as a remedy 
oO condit There is naturally a very strong feel 
here in f of disarmament, or at least gradual 
( nt In the opinion of many this would 
| ( relief from military burdens which to-day 
intries are well-nigh unbearable. Then there is the 
1 in this country by our friend, Captain 
Hobs« that the United States build a navy so big and so 
| 01 the master of the world and force 
if keep the ] rs, again, believe it possible to make 
tl wers ee s er to resort to war on account of 
differ ‘ yeen them, and so on. It is largely 

to tl Inte ry Union, an organization com- | 

, ie | I ( of the world, that these divergent | 

! ! 1 harmonized, as far as it was possible, and a | 
di direction has been given to the peace movement of the 
l 1 has long ceased to advocate disarmament as 
lent proposition. Its members realize that to 
3 lisarmament means to confound symptom and cause. 
; rh r ari ts are merely the symptom, while it is desired 
remove the . Besides, the powers show a disinclination 
) en to such a proposition, as became evident at the first 
ie conference, which, though called for the specific purpose 

‘ sidering a programme of disarmament, took no action 

except to express the wish that the powers take 

1 uestion in the near future. No intelligent friend of 

ii xpected that problem to be solved at that conference. 
t ng the reform at the wrong end, and the objections 

military powers were foreseen. The war men made it 

f course, that the cause of peace had suffered the de- 

predicted by them, but this is far from the truth, particu- 
view of the grand results of that conference in other | 

this connection permit me to mention as an amusing inci- 

( the mmimission which was called upon to deal with 

os the question of disarmament consisted exclusively of military 

Just think of ng a colonel to abolish his own regi- 

J the sam e as if we were to call upon shoemakers 
‘ consider a proposition to abolish boots and shoes. 
S 1 is not a military question at all; it is an economic 
t d it should be settled not by military men, but by 
iit, Mr. Chairman, a full discussion of all 
ere brought forward to cure the identical 
t I just a word about the Hobson plan, pre- 
V it this has some reference to the pending | 
Tl arbitration realize, and so do I, that as 
) agreement between nations to keep the peace 
mt i for all possible emergencies. Hence, 
i them do it antagonize your naval programme 
f ‘e satisfied that its adoption is necessary for 
1 ( | defense This, I think, will make it plain to the 
I o! prog e that in order to defend it it is 
ssary l 1 for to antagonize or make light of the 
ent. y need our cooperation the same as we 
theirs, until we reach a point when we can all agree that 
ents can safely be dispensed with and are as unnecessary 
» revolver in the hands of the murderer. 
l ‘equirements of the national defense mark the limit 
enc A navy more powerful than is necessary for | 
E purposes might invite its abuse, and in the hands of | 
us en might prove, instead of a protection, a 
to the peace of the world and to our own liberties. 
I od American will want to see his country in the 
iternational bully. Rather let us remember the 
‘Stand fast and hold the traditions which ye have 
t ht \ rica’s traditions are to set the world an 
1 the ' of liberty and peace and in the ways of 
l f de ng in all its relations with others. 
i \ people 
s Professor Moore, of Columbia— 

] ’ n a stomed to look upon war as a measure that could be 
7 1 e of evils, and have always deprecated stand- 
nd elaborate preparations for war as a menace to liberty 

It is this proud record which qualifies the United States so 
to hold out the olive branch to all the world and through 
eat President invite international agreements to secure 

nd to those who come after us the blessings of everlasting 
hat is the programme of the modern peace movement? It 
two demands—arbitration treaties between all the 
1 nations and an international congress to declare what 
is to be international law. 





[ Applause. ] 

Mr. GOULDEN. How many members attended the ! con- 
which was, I believe, the thirteenth conference of the 
Interparliamentary Union, held at Brussels in August la 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Upward of 500 members of la g 
bodies of the different nations. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Divided among the leading nation 
world? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Each nation can send as many 
as it chooses. I am happy to say that the United Sta ( 
gress was represented at the last congress by ninet« 
bers, the largest number that ever represented us abro 
plause.] I may add also, without speaking boastfully, 1 
Americans, because of the advanced position they took, « ul 
the center of the stage at Brussels. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Did not the position taken by the P 
of the United States in the matter of peace between Ru 
Japan last August have much to do with the standing « 
delegates among those of the other countries of the ¢! 
this international conference? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Undoubtedly. 


gress, 


] 


We were asked wh 


news eame that peace had been restored between Rus 
Japan through the instrumentality of President Roosey 
were asked what we thought about it, and our answer Ww hat 
the capital of the world had been transferred from Paris 
[Applause. ] 


Washington. 





acoTT. I would like to ask the gentleman how many 

« were represented at the last congress? 

BARTHOLDT. Eighteen. 

KEIFER. If the gentleman from Missouri can give me 
mation, I would like to know if Russia was represented 


BARTHOLDT. 

» parliament. 
<EIFER. Well, Russia did, through her Czar, initiate 

these negotiations, did she not? 

BARTHOLDT. Yes. 

-EIFER. How did Russia drop out? 

RARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I might mention in an- 
the distinguished gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KEIrer] 


Russia was not represented, because she 


ting bit of history. When the interparliamentary 
e met in 1897, the Czar asked some one the question 
Russia was represented in that conference. 
GOULDEN. What year was that? 


BRARTHOLDT. I believe in 1897. The answer was, 
that Russia was not represented, because she has no 
and consequently could send no delegates to such a 

Thereupon the Czar said that he greatly regretted 

we of Russian representation, and report has it that he 

his mind then and there to go a step further, and he 

first Hague conference for the consideration of the 

of disarmament. [Applause.] So really the Inter- 

tary Union is the inspiration—and you may say the 
f that first Hague conference. 


LACEY. Mr. Chairman, I am very much interested in 
‘ence. In what language was the business of the 


» conducted ? 


BARTHOLDT. There are three official languages rec- 
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be ready for emergencies, and hence I do not antagonize 
naval programmes. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman from 
Missouri [Mr. BartHoxpr] this: Could it not also be answered 
by the proposition that if a municipality, for inst ses 
its police force it does so not for the purpose of p ¢ riots 
and disturbances, but for the sake of keeping them dow! nd 
preventing disturbances, on the the that trong ivy 
operates with a nation as a good | e e does with a 
municipality ? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am not now prepared to say that my 
friend’s logic is entirely correct. 

Mr. COCKRAN. But what would the mu palit gain, 
Mr. Chairman, by suppressing riot if the cost of maintaining 
the police force should be greater than any loss tl ei 
likely to arise from the riot? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, that is a question whicl 


I have not raised, and I hope the gentleman from IP 
[Mr. Bates], who did raise it, will be giv 
some other time to answer it. 

Mr. Chairman, at a recent conference of 
tary union at Brussels I had the honor, in behalf of the A 
group in congress, to present the detailed plans 


n 
the 


interpar 


touch 


two great propositions, viz, the draft of an arbitr 

which, in our judgment, should be acceptable to all nation { 
| the draft of a constitution for an international n 

have since been wrestling with these details in 


English, French, and German; but about two-thirds of | 


t erations are in French, naturally, because that is, after 
plomatie language of the world. 
KEIFER. How was Russia represented, if at all, at 
t] Ifague conference which was called by the Czar? 
ir. BARTHOLDT. Russia was represented, like every other 
I . by three or four of her eminent statesmen. 


ODENBERG. 
\ BARTI 


Appointed by the Czar? 


IOLDT. Yes. Ours were appointed by President 


] d I am glad to say that the American delegates 
<t Hague conference have already been appoiuted, and | 
{ creat and good men. 


SS. At that Hague conference was not a resolution 
effect of discouraging the building up of navies on 
f leading nations of the world? Did not the con- 

ss a resolution to that effect in favor of disarmament? 
BARTHOLDT. 


conference was called for the express purpose of con- 


he question of disarmament, but when these gentlemen | 


ther it became apparent yery soon that it would be 
le to reach any agreement upon that question, and as 


| mentioned before, one of the reasons was, perhaps, that 


stion had been referred to a commission composed 
‘ ely of military men. Instead of making specific recom- 
ns upon that question, they passed a resolution in 


pious wish is expressed that the nations or govern- 
the very near future should take up this question of 
( it or the gradual reduction of armament. 

OSS. 


Is it not a fact since then that the leading 
of the world have promulgated greater naval pro- 
than ever before? 


Well, that may be so. I 


BARTHOLDT. do not doubt 


As the gentleman from Illinois remem- | 


hat certainly has nothing to do with the merits of | 


sition I am discussing. 
FOSS. Oh, no. 
‘LARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
tleman a question that naturally follows the question 
itleman from Illinois. If all the nations of the earth— 


all the civilized great nations—are increasing their 
armaments by land and sea, then how can we assume 
‘ peace propaganda is really growing? 


RTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, in answer to that I will 
i the history of the last hundred years more than 200 
ch, under different conditions, might have caused war 
ations have been settled by arbitration, and more 
in each one of those 200 cases the judgment of the 
rs or of the court which passed upon them was accepted 
any protest from any one of the interested parties. 
ise.] From that fact we infer, justly, so I think, that 


y) 


at. 


e of international arbitration is progressing, and pro- 
¢ rapidly, but I admit that as long as there are no bind- 
sreements between nations it is necessary for a nation to 





si —————— 


|} of Europe, and with what results I shall speak i 


I i 
To some all this may be more or less unintelligibl é 
me explain. In olden times might was right ii when two 
persons had a difficulty physical superiority usually determined 
the right. So late as the year 1818 the so-called “trial by 
battle”’ was solemnly decided by the English court of King 

bench to be a valid and legal mode of trial which the K 


subjects were free to adopt. It 


obtaine 








criminal cases and consisted of a personal hetwe t 
parties in the presence of the court itself, ar iS g ed 
on the idea of an appeal to Providence, the ex] t rn 
that heaven would give the victory to the innocent or red 
party. In the sunshine of the twentieth century 
appears barbarous, and yet this very system 
between nations. I say war is no more 
barbarous as was the ancient trial by batt ( 
| superseded such trials and our civilization de! ! 
shall supersede the trial by battle between nat 
the demand for international arbitration. If e sé 
tions will agree to submit certain quest s to al 
to refer all those reserved for the arbitrament by t “V l 
to a commission for investigation before resort to a1 ) 
that in this latter case at least time may be g ed, t 
do exactly what they are requiring their own citiz ( 
jects to do in case of a controversy between the And 
this is as it ought to be. What is law for an ind ls I 
be law for a nation. [Applause.] 
To make the objects of the friends of peace still vine 
me put it this way: Nations are governed by tl d 
ments—the executive, the legislative, and the jud 
applies to monarchies as well as to republics, 1 hu 
dom has not yet been able to evolve a better | t is 
posed to extend this plan to the community « tior l 
regulate the affairs of the whole human 
such agencies—an international execu S ! 
ciary. Thus it becomes as much a \ 
as of peace. 
By the establishment of the high court at The H hiel 
I regard as the grandest achieve nt of tl 
international judiciary has been created. But 
magnify this court by giving it jurisdiction over all ns 
specified in the arbitration treaty previously ref 
how necessary an international legislature is 
the fact that the court, I mean the high court 
now has no system of law to apply to cas . 
brought before it for adjudication 
Mr. JOHNSON. Will the gentleman let me a 
tion? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Let me finish th \ 
passes under the name of internati | lay 
pilation of precedents, opinions, m 
one of which has ever received the s 
parliament. As I said at Brussels, “It 
to change in a single instance the pr 
and opinions compiled by Grotiu nd mn 
of international society, but if it is » con ul l 
recognized basis of negotiation and intercourse, if it to be 
accepted by the coming ages of civilization as the universal 
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comipon law 


among nations, then we must insist that it shall 
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equire the authority which can only be given to it through 
the Jemn form of legislation. This legislation can not be 
secured in this constitutional age without an international | 
legislature or a congress of nations. Now I am willing to yield | 
to the gentleman. 


Mr. JOHNSON. I want to ask the gentleman from Missouri 
if the decision of The Hague a year or two ago giving those 
nattons that have blockaded ports priority in the collection of 
claims did not have a damaging effect on the question of es- 
tablishing international peace generally, and if that difficulty 
would not be obviated by an international legislative body to 
settle international law? 

Mr. BARTIHIOLDT. Exactly. I felt as the gentleman does 
about that decision, but after I studied it more carefully I 
found that, under the system of laws or opinions or precedents 


under which they acted, they could not have decided otherwise. | 
Perhaps so, but it might be weil to have | 


Mr. JOHNSON. 
somebody in authority change those precedents and make laws 
lance with the high ideals of the twentieth century. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Precisely; and that is our purpose. An 
international legislature, Mr. Chairman, is an old American pet 


nm A or 


congresses more than fifty years ago, but the same ob- 
ons raised then were interposed last summer at 
namely, that the plan 
reignty. In spite of these objections, however, the Amer- 
gates stuck to their propositions so persistently that 

instead of being pigeonholed, was finally referred to 
commission with instructions to report within three months. 
s generally regarded as a significant American victory, 
but the more substantial part of the triumph was yet to come. 
A few months ago a cable dispatch announced that that com- 
mission had met at Paris and had practically decided in favor 
of the American plan of an international congress, 
stating, however, how the congress was to be constituted. Mail 
advices have in the meantime supplied this information, and 
the news is of such a character as to justify the friends of 
peace to hail it with delight. The proposed solution of the 
problem will appear to them as what it really is, an inspira- 


if I cle le 


the plan, 


This wa 


tion. Listen how the commission proposes to constitute the 
CONZTESS : 
“The next Hague conference is to be constituted into a per- 


body, a sort of international senate, which is to as- 
automatically and periodically, and the Interparlia- 
mentary Union is to be reorganized so as to act as a par- 
liamentary official adjunct, or a lower house. In the senate 
each nation is to have the same voice or weight by vote, while 
in the lower house all representation shall be proportional.” 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Will not such nations as Russia and Tur- 
key have trouble, inasmuch as they have representatives in the 
upper house and can have none in the lower of this interna- 
tional legislature? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. 


manent 


selble 


Russia is now securing a legislature, 


we are all happy to observe, and no doubt Turkey will find | 


some way of sending representatives to such a body. 

Mr. STANLEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 

Mr. STANLEY. ) 
be bound by any regulations, or a decision of this high court, or 
by any agreement between other nations, will we have any- 
thing particular to fear from both of them combined? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. No, sir; nothing whatsoever. I believe 
that the combined moral force of the agreement between three 
or four or five nations will be sufficient to hold all the others 

and make all others agree to whatever arrangement 
wigis be entered into. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
[Mr. Bartuotpt] has expired. 

Ir. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I would like just a few 
s in order to conclude. It may be five or ten minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman sufficient 
time in which to conclude his speech. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Thus there would be two chambers. In 
the one the executive, in the other the parliamentary branches 
of national governments would be represented and carried up 
into that new international parliament. 

that in its results this plan will insure to the world, 
simplest and most practical manner possible, exactly 
what we had proposed at Brusesis, namely, an international 


1 ; 1 


legislature of two houses, one to be created and controlled by 


in cheel 


momel 


) 
glance 


in the 


he executives, 


the other by the parliament or, which is practi- 
cally the same thing, the people. The first duty to be performed 
by that new international body is declared to be “to codify in- 
ternational law and to keep it up to date.” 


which Elihu Burritt and others advocated in European | 


If Turkey and Russia should both refuse to | 


It will be noticed at | 


| 


Brussels, | 
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The question naturally arises how this great intern»; nal 
reform is to be brought about. In view of the early asse line 
of the New Hague conference it appears to be merely g gyec 
tion of inducing this body to proceed to the considera: 2 ? 
the plan. Its feasibility will surely be admitted by the Fy 
gates of the several countries as readily as the supreme ; i 
sity of the early compilation and sanction by the nation. a 
what now passes under the name of international |; It 
would seem that the advocacy and presentation of the | 1 by 
so influential an organization as the Interparliamentary ion 
should of itself be sufficient to insure its respectful and favor- 
able consideration by the conference. But in addition this 
the members of the union will no doubt use their influence y th 


their respective governments in favor of the propositi: To 
leave nothing to chance, however, I have introduced 


: ar ; Joint 
resolution here authorizing and requesting the Preside; to 
instruct the American delegates to The Hague confe:; 


favor this plan and to do all that lies in their power towarq 
securing its adoption. What favorable action by the 


ence upon this magnificent scheme would mean to ciy;j ation 
| and to the cause of humanity and international justice jg , | ae. 
ent toall. In addition to an international judiciary now af, ded 
by the high court at The Hague, the world would be assured 
of the benefit of an international legislature, charged with the 
duty, first, of supplying the law which is to govern the judiciary 
in the adjudication of cases to be brought before it. snd coc 


would interfere with the principle of | 


without | 








ondly, of agreeing on a system of arbitration by which the | i 
bilities of war will be reduced to a minimum. A reduction of 
armaments will follow without further agitation and as naty. 
rally as ripe fruit falls from the tree. And this will he only 
one of the beneficial consequences of the proposed internations| 
organization. A permanent Hague conference, with the power 
to meet periodically and when it pleases, once assured, there 
will be no more need of the friends of peace and arbitration 
to prevail upon Czars or Presidents to call such a body into 
being. 

It goes without saying that the change here proposed will 
require the sanction of all governments to give it force and 
effect, even after the second Hague conference has pronounced 
in its favor; but no one need feel any concern on that score. 
If the people are given a chance to pass judgment upon this 
reform—the greatest, most far-reaching, and most beneficial 
to mankind ever undertaken—they are sure to rise to the full 
height of their golden opportunity, and the moment they grasp 
the new dispensation in its full comprehensiveness their ma- 
jestic power will force all other majesties, great and small, to 
capitulate unconditionally. [Loud applause. ] 

An international executive is still unprovided for. There are 
those who would create the high office of peacemaker: but for 


one I am inclined to think that the moral force of these inter- 
national agreements, when once entered into, and the actual 


power behind them, will be far greater than any system of 
international police could possibly be. 

This, then, Mr. Chairman, is the plan destined to ground the 
world’s peace on the solid foundation of mutual compact; not 
the kind of peace which constantly trembles on the point of 
bayonets, but that natural, self-enforcing, lasting peace con- 
dition which can not be disturbed except by one or more 


governments rebelling against the supreme judicial w which 
voices the agreement of the community of nations. The plan 


is designed simply to substitute law and justice for force, or 


| right for might, and demands that by international agreement 


differences between nations shall be adjusted in the same man- 
ner as differences between individuals, namely, by arbitration 
and judicial decision. 


It is not a novel idea. More than three hundred yerrs ago 


Henry IV of France, as my friend from Pennsylvania [Mr 
ButLer] pointed out on yesterday, had conceived the idea of a 
general council of Europe to construct a system of laws for the 
guidance of all the different states in their intercourse with 


each other, and for the maintenance of peace. Unfor 
the assassin’s hand struck him down before he could put the 


idea into execution. War upon war, it is true, has be: vaged 
since that time, but it is also true that many a blood mnflict 
has been averted in the same period by mediation and tra- 
tion. When, in spite of the existence of The Hague tribunal, te 
Russo-Japanese war broke out, the friends of peace huns thelr 
heads in sorrow. But what is the actual result of ( war's 
A stronger desire for peace and for a practical remedy to pre 
vent the recurrence of such calamities than ever evince before, 
because the world has been disgusted and sickened |y tt 
bloody spectacle. And the cause of arbitration has beon wol- 
derfully strengthened by the manner in which, thank: Pr sl 
dent Roosevelt, peace was restored, and by which it jon- 


strated that the contending parties might have reached gree 














efore, just as well as after, they had fought and bled to 
nt of exhaustion. 
vid that governments must be constantly ready for the 
business of war, in order to preserve their sovereignty 
ind an equal opportunity to trade abroad. Since in this 
ous Wars are out of the question, the same as wars for 
nouest, this naturally is the only reason which can be 
for the annual expenditure of these billions of dollars. 
uch easier, I submit, these rights could be vonchsafed by 
{ 1 have here outlined. The time has certainly come for 
rs to seriously consider peace propositions, because the 
ystituting their nations are rapidly learning that their 


ferences, and all that is necessary is for the rulers or 
, representatives to peaceably assemble and by mutual 


ent guarantee to each other not only sovereignty and 
( rights to trade, but territorial integrity, security, and 
; well. 


peace platform I have outlined, let me say in conclusion, 
forth by representatives of the United States in good 
| with good grace, as I hope all will admit. Our mili- 
lens are less onerous, our sacrifices for war prepara- 
e less perceptible, than those of other nations. 
se to fear war and less reason to expect it than any other 
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fell heavily on tl 
1, 1777, the Ame! 


was driven from 
patriot cause. At 


the field. This defeat 
Germantown, on October 


cans lost 673 killed and wounded and 400 prisoners, and the tide 
of the battle was decidedly against us, recording another defeat 
for the patriots. Next comes the victory at Saratoga, in Octo 


ber, 1777, which gave fresh impetus to the cause of the rebelli 


mT 

During the year 1778 the war dragged along without any 
general campaign or important battles. At this time th 
French began to send us invaluable assistance. C tl 
veteran Western hero and pioneer, pushed his way to \ 
cennes and there captured that fort. It was a splendid f 
of arms, performed after a march of 240 miles throug tl 
wilderness and forest. Clark’s victory practically broke the 
British hold in the West. 

With honors about even in the North, and with New York 
in the hands of the British, England decided that the quickest 
way to conquer America now was to overrun the South 
Florida was invaded. Georgia and South Carolina were to 
enrolled under the British flag and the rest of the Southern 

| States were to yield immediately. Abundant ships and troo 


We have | 


were collected by the British, and the southern harbors wel 


blockaded. 


In the fall of 1778 General Prevost marched out of F) 


and in a short campaign captured Savannah, Sunbury, d Au 
gusta. On March 3, 1779, at Briar Creek, near Savannah, t 
Americans lost 1,000 men killed and captured, besides their ca 
|} hon and small arms, while this battle only cost the British 16 
men killed and wounded. Georgia was now in complete 

trol of the British forces and influence, and the Government ot! 


1 ) earth. Hence the world will be more inclined to be- 
lieve us than it would others when we say our motives are 
disinterested, that we are actuated only by an honest desire 
ti tte the cause of humanity and justice. Washington 
( ed it in these words: 

st wish is to see this plague of mankind, war, banished from 

General Grant said: 

Let have peace. 

President McKinley said: 

remember that our real eminence rests in the victories of 
I it those of war. 

President Roosevelt has saved the life of The Hague tribunal 
by referring to it the first case. He has called the second 
Hague conference and has restored the peace of the world 
by bringing Russia and Japan together. It seems that it well 
be s a nation which can boast of such Presidents to appear | 
in the world’s councils carrying the gospel of humanity and 
pi Long continued applause on both sides of the Chamber. ] 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, it is evident that | 
th is no quorum here, and we might as well take out. 


the CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
nt of order that there is not a quorum present. 
\\ yroceed to count and ascertain. 


The Chair | 


counting, the Chairman announced 120 Members pres- | 


ent—a quorum of the Committee of the Whole. 
M MEYER. I yield forty-five minutes to the gentleman 
f North Carolina |Mr. Wess]. 
\ir. WEBB. Mr. Chairman, there is now a bill on the Calen- 
d 1 consideration by the House, carrying an appropriation of 
$30,000 for the erection of a monument on Kings Mountain bat- 
und, to commemorate the great victory gained there by 


\ierican patriots over the British forces on October 7, } S70. | 


ist that no Member will oppose the passage of this bill, for 


shame that the National Government has already waited | 


ndred and twenty-six years to give fitting recognitjon of 
ortance of one of the decisive battles of the world. I 
words “decisive battle” advisedly. It will be remem- 
hat the Revolutionary war had progressed in the North 
rying fortunes to the American patriots. Lexington and 
( 1 are hardly to be called battles—more properly impor- 
irmishes. It is true that there it was that the shot was 
it was “heard around the world,” but I propose to 
is committee that the most important battle fought in 
erican Revolution was that fought at Kings Mountain. 
‘ricans had fought bravely at Bunker Hill, but had lost. 
e battle of Long Island, fought August 1776, with 
british against 8,000 Americans, was a decisive defeat 
American arms, with a loss of 970 killed 
d, while the British lost 400 only. The result of 
vas a sad shock to the American cause, coming so soon 
irnational Declaration of Independence. A little later, in 
er, however, our cause regained some of its lost prestige 
battle of Trenton, where our forces killed and wounded 
lish and captured 918, with a loss of only 2 
nd 6 wounded. 
‘77, 





ee 
as, 


Americans 
The battle of Princeton, fought in Jan 
was also important in molding American sentiment 
eering American hopes. After the battle of Princeton 
ther victory was added to the American arms at Mon- 
where the British lost 500 and the Americans 229. 


Brandywine, in September, 1777, however, Washington 


and 1,077 | 
this | 


| Only 4,000 Americans garrisoned the city. 


King George was again thoroughly established there \ des 


perate effort was made by the Americans on the Sth of 


October, 
1779, to recapture Savannah. In this sanguinary assault many 
of the patriot army were killed, among them being that prince 


of heroes, Count Pulaski, who fell mortally wounded and 
yielded up his life for the country which he had come so far to 
serve. This was another disastrous battle for the Americans, 
our loss was more than 200, together with 600 French soldiers; 
while the British loss was very small. This defeat was a heavy 
setback to the cause of the Revolution in the South, and the out 
look for success was becoming very gloomy. The militia of 
South Carolina and Georgia became discouraged and disbanded, 
and General Lincoln, with a small band of regular troops, fell 
back to Charleston. As said by Senator Loner, in his Story of 
the Revolution, “ Without men, without money, and without 

parent ability for effective preparation, South Carolina seemed 
helpless if the enemy continued their invasion.” 


is 


Georgia was al 


ready completely and entirely in the control of the British, and 
South Carolina seemed destined to meet a similar fate. Charles 
ton, the largest city in the State at that time, having a popula 


tion of 15,000, was occupied by the American forces under Gen 
eral Lincoln. 


During the Christmas holidays of 1779 Sir Henry Clinton and 
Lord Cornwallis sailed out from Sandy Hook, New York, with 
the splendid fleet of Admiral Arbuthnot, carrying 7,000 soldiers 


to commence an attack on the queen city of South ¢ 
These soldiers wer 
greatly dispirited on account of our losses in Georgia a short 
while before. 






On the 11th of February, 1780, the British fleet 
began the siege of Charleston, which continued for three long 
gloomy, terrible months, by which time the enemy had grad 
ually encircled the proud maritime city. Finally, on the 7th of 
| May, after untold suffering on the part of the people of Charles 
ton, the city surrendered. Many houses were burned d 

siege, and 9S officers and men of the American wer 
killed and 146 wounded. Five hundred of the 2,000 Cor 

troops were in hospitals. The regular American troops and 
sailors became prisoners of war. The English now 

city and divided the spoil among themselves to ‘ t of 
about one and a half million dollars. After the loss of Chark 
ton it seemed as if the whole South were ready to surrender to 
the victorious troops under Cornwallis. 

Colonel Tarleton was sent out to pursue Colonel 

whose regiment had failed to join the garrison at ¢ 
Overtaking Buford at Waxhaw, Tarleton’s Hess 

brigands attacked Butord’s men as if they were savag 

ing 113, while more than 100 were hacked to deat 

| prisoners were taken. This bloody butchery, w h ; com 
mended by Cornwallis, added to the general dé ssio mong 
all classes of American citizens. But while it depressed hy 
it urged many others to a determination to tf t for their coun- 
try and never surrender. At this period of time Sir Henry 
Clinton, just before sailing for New York, reported to the royal 
authorities as follows: 

Inhabitants from every quarter declare their allegiance to the King 

and offer their services in arms. There are few men in South Carolina 


who are not either our prisoners or in arms with us. 
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At this time the haughty Sir Henry spoke the truth, for it 
did seem that the whole South was either fleeing to the Brit- 
ish standard or fleeing from it in terror. Those of the natives 
who were loyal to the American cause fled from South Caro- 
lina, leaving their homes to the torch of the invading foe. 

At the battle of the Brandywine a gallant British officer of 
marked attainments was too brave and too noble to shoot Gen- 
eral Washington in the back. This officer was wounded in that 
battle, but after complete recovery sailed with Sir Henry Clin- 
ton on his expedition to capture and overrun the South. This 
man, who played such a conspicuous part in the war from now 
on until his death, was none other than Maj. Patrick Ferguson. 
He had performed distinguished service in the Royal North 

sritish Dragoons in the wars of Flanders and Germany, where 
he distinguished himself for his coolness and his bravery. He 
was the inventor of a new kind of breech-loading rifle, which 
could be loaded and fired seven times in one minute. He was 
the finest rifle shot in the royal army, and possibly no other 
living man at this time surpassed him in unerring marksman- 
ship. King George himself at one time attended an exhibition 

his marksmanship. According to history and tradition, he 
could run his horse, suddenly check him, drop the reins on his 
neck, draw his pistol and throw it up into the air, catching it 
as it fell, take aim, and shoot the head off of a bird sitting on 
an adjacent fence. Major Ferguson also participated in the 
battle of Monmouth. Sir Henry Clinton selected him to accom- 
pany him on his expedition south and gave him a corps of 300 
American volunteers to command, and for this special service 
he was given the rank of lieutenant-colonel. Two hundred Hes- 
sians were also added to Ferguson’s corps. Irving says: 

Ferguson was a fit associate of Tarleton in hardy, scrambling, parti- 

intrepid and determined, but cooler and more open to 
ses of humanity. 

But all will admit that Ferguson was a much higher type of 
man than Tarleton, who was called “the butcher of the Caro- 
lin 





enterprise, 


is 


Af ° ) 
Liter the 


fall of Charleston Sir Henry Clinton dispatched 
Lord Cornwallis to make a campaign up through South Caro- 
lina and on into North Carolina, while Colonel Ferguson was 
atched to Ninety Six, 8. C., where he arrived on June 22, 

Ferguson's winning ways, combined with the awe and 
fear which the enemy’s invasion had created in the minds of 
the people, were causing many young men to enlist under his 
banner. These recruits were immediately drilled and prepared 
for warfare in the royal arms, and their training was perfect, 
for Ferguson was the best drillmaster in King George’s army. 
Knowing the terrible impression that Tarleton’s savagery had 


ted 


\1 


crei 


among the people, Ferguson, in his march up through 
the Carolinas, made the following statement: 


We come not to make war on women and children, but to relieve 


this t 


1ilie 


the royal authority was fully established and 





r nized in all the up-country of South Carolina. 

Draper, to whom I am indebted for many of the facts about 
th ttle, says: 

he desperate, the idle, the vindictive, who sought plunder or re- 
well as the youthful loyalists, whose zeal or ambition 
1em to take up arms, all found a warm reception at the Brit- 
P; their progress through the country was marked with 
d and | ted up with conflagration. During this period of several 
ks t fories scoured all that region of country daily, plundering 
| f their cattle, horses, beds, wearing apparel, bee gums, and 
s of all kinds—even wresting the rings from the fingers of 
In August, 1780, several skirmishes occurred between detach- 
ments of Cornwallis’s army and the patriots under the leader- 


of Colonels Clark, McDowell, and Shelby, the most notable 
* them being Musgrove Mill, where the British lost 86 
and 76 prisoners, while the Americans lost only 4 killed 
wounded. There were only about 250 Americans and 
After this fight Shelby 
and the other leaders dispersed their little band 


19 
1 { 
about 300 British in this engagement. 

a VieDowell 
ll back into the mountains to protect their homes from 


the enemy, and also to prevent complete annihilation from the 
forces of Cornwallis and Major Ferguson. 
The most important military point in South Carolina was 


Camden. General Gates, in command of the American forces, 


‘ched against this point on August 15, 1780, and was met by 


Cornwallis and disastrously routed. The brave, chivalrous 
Ihe Kalb was there mortally wounded leading the Maryland 
troops, and fell after having been pierced by eleven bullets. 
Gates, who had won distinction in the northern army, lost in this 
battle 800 of his brave soldiers. ‘“ His Northern laurels,” as it 
\ aid, “ had changed into Southern willows.” 

\merican army was truly broken and destroyed. Thus, 
for the second time within ninety days the American army at 
the South had been practically annihilated. This was the dark- 
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est period in the history of the Revolutionary War. The y hole 
South seemed prostrate at the foot of the enemy, while » : 


thine 
but a triumphal march lay before Cornwallis and Major | ara 
son. To add to the gloom which then overhung the st; ugeling 
young Republic there came the news of the treason of Peja lict 
Arnold, which thrilled the American patriots with a sence of 
horror. It seemed that their cause was lost, and that ) thine 
was left the British but to reap the fruits of their succe vin. 
tories. Arnold’s treason was no doubt prompted by the line 
that the cause of American freedom was lost. In this ay ful 
period of depression even the unconquerable Washington saiq 


“T have almost ceased to hope.” 


After his victory at Camden, Lord Cornwallis marelieq his 
army in September into North Caroliua, and boasted that .!| tho 
States south of the Susquehanna River would soon }y his 
grasp. When this victorious warrior reached Mecklenhyrs 
County in North Carolina he found a veritable hori neat 
of loyal patriots [applause], for on this soil Tories and des: ters 
could not grow [applause], for here it was on May 2). 177; 
that the first American Declaration of Independence was fiyys 
to the world in defiance of the King and all his arn) [Ap. 
plause.] All Mecklenburg was now united as one man in a 
determination to maintain this declaration with their | and 
their sacred honor. [Applause.] 

Cornwallis hoped to stamp out this spirit, and t) 1 
pitched his tent in the plucky city of Charlotte. Maj reu- 
son was dispatched at the head of 1,100 soldiers to marc) into 
the Piedmont section of North Carolina to gather catile and 


supplies for the army and to enlist all the natives who were 
willing to come under the King’s standard. Charles Mc] ovwell, 
Clark, Shelby, and other leaders had fallen back into t! oun- 
tainous section of North Carolina, and Ferguson entertained the 
hope of overtaking and capturing these leaders. Colo er- 
guson marched’as far as Gilbert Town, in Rutherford County, 


N. C., and pitched his camp therefor several days. For 
many miles around Tories and weak-hearted natives visited 


the gallant officer and took the oath of allegiance, believing 
that since Charleston had fallen, Gates and Sumter routed at 
Camden, and the other patriot forces dispersed, that the pa- 
triot cause was absolutely hopeless. <A portion of Ferguson's 
army marched as far as Brindletown, Burke County, and some 
even as far as the foot of the Blue Ridge Mountains. 

At Old Fort, Colonel Ferguson rode up to the home of Capt. 
Thomas Lytle, a noted patriot leader, who then lived 4 miles 
from Old Fort. The captain was not at home, but Mrs. Lytle 
stepped to the door, elegantly dressed, and invited the colonel 
in, which invitation he declined, saying that his business re- 
quired haste, as the King’s army had restored his authority in 
the South, and that the rebellion was practically quelled, and 
that he had come to offer a pardon to Captain Lytle. Mrs. 
Lytle then told Colonel Ferguson that she did not know where 
the captain was, but thought that he was out with friends, whom 
the colonel had called “ rebels.” Whereupon Ferguson replied 
deprecatingly : 

Well, madam, I have discharged my duty. I felt anxious to help 
Captain Lytle, because I had learned that he was both brave and hor 


orable. If he persists in the rebellion and comes to harm, his blood 
will be on his own head. 


The brave little woman gave the colonel the following spirited 
reply : 

Colonel Ferguson, I don’t know when this war may end; it is not 
unlikely that my husband may fall in battle; all I positively know is 


that he will never prove a traitor to his country. 

[Loud applause. ] 

So thoroughly was Ferguson imbued with the idea that 
rebellion was over that when William Grant offered hin 
of cavalry for service in the King’s cause he thanked him for 
his loyalty, but declined to accept them, “as the country was 
subdued and everything was quiet.” This was in Sepiember, 
1780, just thirty days before the great battle at Kings Mountain. 

It was a critical and crucial moment in our history. Lord 
Cornwallis felt that he had the triumphant end of the Ri 
in his hand. His chief lieutenants, Tarleton, Rawdon. 1 
and Brown, had burned the people’s property and hung t 
patriot leaders wherever they could be found. 

Upon arriving at Gilberttown, Major Ferguson sent « verbal 
message by one Samuel Phillips, a prisoner and distant relative 
of Colonel Shelby, notifying the patriots who were then in the 
mountains that “if they did not desist from their opposition t 
the British arms he would march his army over the h tains, 
hang their leaders, and lay their country waste wit! ‘ire and 


sword.” No other words could have so thoroughly aroused the 
patriots. Colonel Shelby at once communicated the message (0 
Colonel Sevier, who was the efficient officer of the Was!inston 
County militia, then in North Carolina, but now in ‘Jeu = the 

a 4 


These two brave leaders immediately resolved to raise 
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hle and to attempt to surprise Ferguson in his camp | sumed command MeD a 
he could be found. Colonel Shelby also communi- increased in Bur by the ¢ 
, Col. William Campbell, of Washington County, Va. | friends, and admiret the 24 of O ( 
; was agreed upon and the 25th of September was | tain, in Rutherford Cx tl 
for the meeting of the patriot leaders on Watauga the addition of a few S 1 Carolinians under ¢ iv 
} Cr 1 J Vy, OL so ( *( 
had intended to march his army from Charlotte | Hambright 1 Maior ¢ onicle. of ] ‘ 4 
N. C.. and expected Fergu to join him there, | joined ! 
, combined army to overrun North Carolina and WW ! ‘ 
] under the King’s control In the w lhe I | 
‘ _ 7 vere gatheri hye 1. } | exp t} 
» reat for thei \ i ] pl t! ( ( 
to the torch and scaly , e of the I ( ! ( 
‘ ‘ te and has ed t l 
h l 1 ’ 1 } e t \ i ‘ ’ 
( di oe. Color Cl l, of | 
N. ( s also 1 la ] i t Ile 
1d je nh he « l rl } { 
red W S] ind det 
d his Tory outlaws, who had threatened to | 
1 urn iy | es ' 
for the sale of North C ina |] Mm ha 
ae Ss $15, ) with which to obtain I l 
t ior the expedit 1, Colonels Sey and y 
« selves to repay tl I ( if th ik la- | 
the | n. Adail tated about | ng " . . 
he had no authority to do so, but finally said t ‘ 
overrun by the Brit our 5 ‘ I ou 
rake “If the er y by it dr i On the x y, the Uct 
, trust that country to ify and vind ‘ | had f I G 1 f 
; z battle erg i 1} 1 
the time agreed upon Campbell, with 350 sol-| org that 
th 240, and Shelby, with an equal number of | pack so } ' , 
l ready for the march. The soldiers had no un ‘ 
1 of music had they, no bristling bayonets, no | ferguson dist ' : 
ce, Their only weapon was the Deckard rifle, | 


em had learned to use as experts agail the ] — iveinwes. 1 all 














th R 
ild beasts. Their other equipment was simple, | ¢, oe I M oa 1 
a cup, and a little parched corn meal mix sm 4 { . 
r which comp ( I 
ng o1 ei r is march to meet Major Fer- | };, M } 
: arny . ! unsubdued patriots un-] o¢ Qo ‘ t 
| 
' ni ; 
( ] 3 N s € ) 
C aes ' 
re On t 
\ 
' : 
C Hie cl iB LR t ¢ 
ad « t é ( } 
l mou ride 
' 1K 
} ] l 
Che pri 
vards | 1 20 
a1 1 } 
™ ( £ 
os 
ad ted; we | not y 
the ir f f l 
i ite ¢ rio. vor] Gi ms 
e ind they have t l ¢ 
1 Vv s, thi { a 
But | er 1 : Titan } iy ; : 
d the diff between t ‘ 
the Blue Ridge Mountains at Gillespies Gap o 
iber. About this time Col. Chark McD t 
h McDowell with 160 men joined the little army, | u 1 his mareh 1 
| Cleveland and Major Winston with 350 t t al t ¢ 
nafter. <A portion of the army passed over Lin- | guson h 
and stopped at Quaker Me: s. the home of | speed ; { 
( nd Joseph McDowell behind 
{ no head of the organization had been sel ed to 
October 2, by common consent, out of courtes n ! : °O 
( bell, who was the only officer who had « i 
te, all the others being North Carolinians, | driven hit i ( 
anding officer. Col. Charles MeDowell, th: \ rc ‘ 
li officer, was requested te go at once to tl | , joined the A 
General Gates and to notify him of the plans of the | dry by wr 
n, while his brother, Col. Joseph McDowell, as- | locks, expos P — 
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of destroying the usefulness of their trusty weapons. From | 

me natives of that section they learned where Ferguson was | 
camped and something of his strength. The combined force of 
the patriots was now 1,100 men, all of whom were well armed, | 
and about 900 of whom were mounted, the remainder being foot | 
soldiers. The patriots crossed the river at the same point | 
where Ferguson crossed—Cherokee Ford. When within a few 
miles of the mountain a young girl, the daughter of a loyalist | 
family, told the patriots that Ferguson was camped on the 


mountain. From some of the natives they had learned that 
Major Ferguson was dressed in a glittering uniform, but wore a 
linen duster to protect it. Each member of the army was 
apprised of this fact, and directed to look out for a man in 
such a dress and mark him for his rifle. 

Finally they arrived within striking distance of the enemy 
and agreed upon their plan of attack. “Buford” was the 
watchword. Only 1 mile farther would bring them face to face 


with their long-sought enemy. The patriots were formed into | 
two lines of battle, two men deep, Colonel Campbell leading the | 
right line and Colonel Cleveland commanding the left. Each | 


man understood that it was intended to surround the mountain 
on which Ferguson was camped, so that in shooting at him and 
his men there would be no danger of killing each other. 
strictest orders were given that 


The | 
no talking would be allowed | 


and that absolute silence must be maintained, which order was | 


implicitly obeyed. This was about 3 o’clock in the afternoon on 
October 7. 
was given to halt, dismount, 


order was then given in these words: 


and tie their horses. The final 
“Fresh prime your guns, 


After the mountain had been surrounded the order | 


and every man go into battle firmly resolving to fight until he | 


dies!” This order was carried out with stoic determination. 
The idea of defeat was foreign to them. Dr. Lyman C. Draper, 
the author of the excellent history of this battle, well says in 
discussing this order: 

Never was war cry of the ancient Romans more ceaseless and de- 
termined that Carthage must be destroyed than was that of the moun- 
taineers to catch and destroy Ferguson. 


The and well-drilled loyalists 


Ss 


provincial corps under Fer- 


guson were carefully posted along the crest of the mountain. | 


Here they were determined to stand their ground and never | 
In Ferguson’s army were about 1,100 men of the King’s | 


retreat. 
American Regiment, from New York, the Queen’s Rangers, New 
Jersey Volunteers, and loyal militia. MEvery man in his army 
understood what actual fighting meant. They were specially 
skilled in the use of the bayonet, and the guns which were not 
provided with bayonets were provided with long knives, the 
handles of which were cut to fit the muzzles of the rifles. 


Doctor Draper says: 








| back and each time renewed the charge, 


better educated than most of the frontier settlers and had | 


rhe \ 
a more thorough understanding of the question at issue between the | 
colonies and their mother country. These men went forth to strike 
their country’s foes, as did the patriarchs of old, feeling assured that | 
the God of battles was with them and that He would surely crown their 
efforts with success. They had no doubts nor fears. They trusted in 
God—and kept their powder dry. Such a thing as a coward was not 
ki n he Ifow fitting it was that to such a band of men 
: 1 have *n assigned, by Campbell’s own good judgment, the 
attack on Ferguson's choicest troops—his Provincial Rangers. It was 
a happy omen of success—literally the forlorn hope—the right men in 
the right place. 

Campbell's corps was composed of his own regiment, Sevier’s 
regiment, and McDowell’s and Winston’s battalions, and were to 
eross the southern end of the ridge and attack Ferguson. 
Cleveland’s corps was made up of Williams’s command, which | 
included the men under Brandon, Hammond, and Candler, his | 
own men from Wilkes and Surry, those commanded by Lacey, | 
ind also the troops from Lincoln County under Hambright and 


Chronicle. Shelby commanded a corps of his own men. 


These | 


troops under Cleveland and Sbelby were to be disposed on the 
] f the ridge and opposite to Colonel Campbell’s troops. 
Thus arranged the entire force consisted of four columns, two 
( s being on the north side and the other two on the south 
t ridge, the columns being commanded respectively by 
Shelby and Cleveland, Campbell and Sevier. All the troops 
being tl] rranged, the leaders then appealed to the soldiers to 
( l | selves like heroes in the impending fight. Thus, 
ding on the very verge of what was to be one of the greatest 
figh of the Revolut lary war, Campbell visited each com- 
id to tl idiers that if any of them, men or offi- 
( fraid, to a he ranks and go hore; that he wished 
} engage in the action who could not fight; that as 
f f ] s determined to fight the enemy a week if 
t l h Vi r\ 
the orders in a voice that could be heard by most 
‘ ( ell placed himself at the head of his own regi- 
r each of the other commanding licers had 
doi e, the order to march was given. <A large number | 





M 


of the soldiers threw away their hats and tied hand 
about their heads so as not to be retarded by the und 
or limbs in charging up the mountain. On the gall, 
marched, two men deep, for the seene of action. ‘1 

battle ground was now about 1,200 yards away. <A) 
shooting distance, the men under Shelby and the ; 

Campbell began the attack. Ferguson did not dis 


| presence of the patriot army until they had appr 


within 400 yards of him; whereupon the alarm in 
was given, “to arms” was ordered, and his shrill sily; 
was heard resounding through the forest calling his »), 
pare for battle. 

The first actual firing was done by Shelby and }i; 
the north side of the ridge; whereupon, according 
arrangement, the entire patriot army united in a loud 
frontier war whoop and dashed forward into the f; 
moment Colonel Campbell caught first sight of the « 
shouted to his men: “Here they are, my brave bo 
like h—I and fight like devils!” On all sides of the 
firing became rapid and regular. About this time, (| 
in order to encourage his men, said to them: 

My brave fellows, we have beaten the Tories, and we ea: 
again. They are all cowards; if they had the spirit of me: 
join with their fellow-citizens in supporting the independe: 
country. When you are engaged you are not to wait for 
command from me. I will show you by my example how to { 
as quick as you can, and stand your ground as eae as yo 

Campbell led his men straight up the hill, pouring 
fire into the enemy. He and his men were immediate}y 
by Ferguson’s men with fixed bayonets, and Camp! 
driven down the hill. At the same time Shelby and | 
were advancing in quick time on the other side of the r 


that Ferguson’s army found it necessary to give their atte 


to Shelby’s assault. As one has said: 


Shelby, a man of the hardiest make, stiff as iron, among the 


less singled out for dauntlessness, went right onward a: 
like a man who hed but one thing to do and with but one t! 
do it. 


Tt 


LY 








deadly 


charged 


17 


‘Il Was 
his men 
dge, SO 
ttention 
dat 
upward 
ught, to 


But he and his brave fellows, like Campbell’s, were compelled 


to retreat before the dashing charge of Ferguson’s men. 
driven to the foot of the hill, Shelby cried out to his m 

Now, boys, quickly reload your rifles and let’s advance 
and give them another hell of fire. 

[ Applause. ] 

Thus back and forth, Campbell and Sevier on one s 


When 
en: 


on them 


ide and 


Shelby and Cleveland on the other, the patriots charged up the 


hill three consecutive times and each time they w 


until the w! 


. . ° . ° ras y) i é i sy “« rey sketry 
In speaking of the class of men composing the patriot army, = enveloped in flame and the rattle of the musket ’ 


like thunder. 


bell, Sevier, McDowell, Winston, Hambright, Cleveland, 


The coils of the patriots—commanded by € 


‘e driven 


10le hill 
sounded 
ii})- 
i 


Lacey, 


Williams, and Shelby—were drawing closer around Ferguson, 


who galloped back and forth cheering his men and g 
ders. Above the din and roar of the battle could be li 
shrill silver whistle, by which he gave his comm 
place of his encampment was cleared land, or rath 


timber, which made his men easily seen and singled out 


} 


attacking foree; but the mountain sides were 
guished Col. Harry Lee, after the battle, said of 
choice of the place: 

It was more assailable by the rifle than defensible by t! 

The battle was now in progress on all sides of the | 
The roar and din was terrific. Hon. Bailey Peyton, 0! 
see, said: “ When the conflict began the mountain 
voleanic; there flashed along its summit and around 
and up its sides one long sulphurous blaze.” 

At the first fire delivered by Ferguson’s men Colo! 
horse was shot from under him. The conflict was t 
sanguinary. The patriots were trained with the gun 
“dead shots.” The royal troops were well drilled, w 
and well commanded. Thus the battle raged for nm 
hour, much of the time being engaged in hand-to-hiu 
Capt. William Edmondson, one of Campbell’s men, da 
side of the hill, knocked a rifle from a Briton’s |! 
him by the neck, and dragged him to the foot of th« 
plause.] He returned again to make a similar con 
he fell mortally wounded. After the battle was « 
his faithful men told him of the great victory, w! 
dying man showed his great satisfaction of the result 
away. Colonel Campbell took him by the hand and 
died with the shout of victory in his ears, “ 
feeble hold on life, and the Christian patriot 
reward.” 

Major Chronicle and Colonel Hambright, with 
County boys, were in the thickest of the fight, and \ 
a gallant charge up the mountain side Major | 


sinile 


studded 
trees, which furnished protection for the patriots. ‘lle 


rer 


ving or 
“ard his 
The 


hora 


l 
by 1 


I 
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5 , th a ball by the enemy and fell; but Hambright took 
| and pressed on up the hill to victory. Many bold 


: nd fights took place during this terrible hour. The 
steed which Colonel Cleveland rode was shot from un- | 

McDowell’s men (Burk and Rutherford) did splendid 

d were at all times where the bullets fell thickest. 

x ent, no man, failed to do his duty. The brave Colonel 

1 _on the top of the mountain, fell and died like a hero. 

; « words were: “ For God’s sake, boys, don’t give up the 


iach soldier of the army obeyed to the letter Shelby’s 
:. “ Never shoot until you see an enemy, and never see 
without bringing him down.” [Applause.] 


- end of an hour the brave fighters under Ferguson and | 


1 er began to despair, for during the terrible preceding 
’ nutes their numbers were rapidly decreased by the 


and unerring fire of the mountain men. 

( ij. At this time De Peyster, second in command, seeing 
was lost hoisted the white flag, whereupon Ferguson 

| up and cut it down with his sword. It is evident that 
] , never intended to surrender, but his idea was to escape 
ns hting. Accordingly he and a few of his closest officers 
lnring attempt to break through the patriot lines for 

‘ freedom. Dashing forward, he cut and slashed on every 
his glittering sword. Some one in the American army 
“There’s Ferguson; shoot him!” Whereupon more 

t] iozen muskets leveled at him and he fell from his horse 
af ceiving eight fatal wounds, one of them being through 
f |. He died almost immediately. To the men in Sevier’s 
s due the credit of having delivered the fatal shots 

vented the escape of the royal commander. 

\ a final hand-to-hend conflict between the 
forces ensued, which lasted about twenty minutes. 


Shelby and 
| were leading the onslaught. 


(" J] The fighting was done 
\ 100 feet range. This onset drove Ferguson’s gallant 
1 nd well-drilled tories back to their tents, where most 


rangers were killed. At this point Captain De Peyster, 


W fought gallantly during the entire battle, again hoisted the 
white fi The royalists were now huddled in a group on the 
ton of the mountain. The patriots were ordered to close up and 


surround them and receive their surrender. [Applause.] 
\fter the surrender it was proposed to give three cheers for 
ah ty.” which was done, and the old hills and caverns re- 
i with shouts of victory and freedom. 


| son died like a hero; De Peyster commanded like a 
vi Considering the numbers engaged, there was no more 
ry battle fought during the Revolutionary war. It 

was of the most complete and far-reaching victories that his- 


ords. Not one of Major Ferguson’s army escaped, 456 
‘ been killed and wounded and 648 taken prisoners. The 
A n loss was 6 officers and 23 privates killed and 54 


-~- 


‘says that “so curious were the Whigs to see the fallen 


B f that many repaired to the spot to see the body as 

its gore and glory.” On the southeast portion of the 
I valiant leader, wrapped in a raw beef’s hide, without 

cloak or hero’s coffin, was buried, and his grave may 
I een by the passer-by, although this has been his sepul- 
( for more than a hundred years. Ferguson’s famous silver 
\ fell into the hands of Colonel Shelby, while Colonel 


k charge of his silken sash. ‘To Colonel Cleveland was 
‘cuson’s beautiful white horse. 
s Young, in describing this battle, says: 
was the scene of the wounded, the dying, 
field after the carnage of that dreadful day. 
‘ says: 
of the battle 
in the extreme 
water!” 
hye "* 


and the 


ground the night after the conflict were 
the groans of the dying and the constant 


of the wounded and dying on the mountain were t 
ng piteously for a little water. 

d grew pale at the blood that ws 
the white rose blushed at the shedding. 
in the smoke and din of this terrible battle, 
re engaged twenty-two hundred sturdy fighters, was 


ruly 


rose 


s shed, 


man 
Lileiil, 





agnificent Republic, whose blessings we now share. 

The effect of this great victory on the people, 

and South, was electrical. Every American ok 

ze, and the cause of the patriots began to ascend from 

ind grew stronger and stronger until the surrender of 

at Yorktown. This victory paved the way for his 

Ferguson, with his army, was the right arm of 

and his loss and defeat compelled Cornwallis to 
Charlotte and hastily retire into South Carolina 


rmear 


rd the British cause waned, and the splendid fabric 





The Tories | 
rive way first, hammered and driven by Shelby and 


contending | 
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of this splendid Republic was made not only a possibility, but 
a reality. 

Senator Lopcéeg, in his Story of the Revolution, writing of this 
battle, says: 

It proved one of the decisive battles of the ition i % “d 
the tide of war in the Southern States. ; time tl l sh 
fortunes declined, while the spirit of the people rose ta 
bound. The back country was freed, for and ine 
stituted the force upon which Cornwallis counted to subdue the int ay 
and crush out all local risings. That force and its very brave and 
efficient commander were wiped out , 


of existence 
Speaking of the retreat of Cornwallis from Charlotte, th 
author says: 


‘ same 


All the way his men had been shot down by the militia met g 


. . +) ‘> 
quite impossible before Kings Mountain. * * * (¢ LW had 
been forced to abandon his northern march. 

Thomas Jefferson said of this battle: 

It was the joyful annunciation of that turn in the tide of success 
that terminated the Revolutionary war with t seal of r inde 
pendence. 

Dr. J. Watts De Peyster, an eminent authority, says that 
Kings Mountain was the decisive battle of the war in the South, 
and, perhaps, the decisive result everywhere. He further says 
that it was “the deadliest for the number who actually fought 


in it at the South.” He says the tactics of the patriots in this 
battle were unexceptionable and, as applied to Colonel Cleveland, 
as “worthy of the strategem of Hannibal, which 
highest commendation.” 

John H. Wheeler, the historian, says: 
This was the turning point of the fortunes of Ameri 


implies the 





rl d > 
blow prostrated the British power for the time, vanquished the Tory 
influence, and encouraged the hopes of the patriots. 

John Fiske, in his War of Independence, says: 

In the series of events which led to the surrender of Cornwallis the 
battle of Kings Mountain played a part similar to that played by t 
battle of Bennington in the series of events which le: » t surrend 
of Burgoyne. It was the enemy’s first serious disaster, and its imme 
diate result was to check his progress until the Americans could muster 


strength enough to overthrow him. 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I have tried in my poor way to show the 
House the importance of this battle in establishing American 
independence and in delivering our country from Britain’ 
yoke, and believing that those Members who have followed me 
in this discourse are satisfied that Kings Mountain was one of 
the most important, if not the most important, conflict during 


Ss 


the entire Revolutionary war, and believing thus, everyone 
must feel a deep sense of mortification in the failure of this 
Government for more than a century to commemorate this bat- 


tle in some suitable way. 


The great heroes who fought there and shed luster upon 
American arms need no monument to their memory. If they 
did, the high peak of Kings Mountain, standing isolated from 
its lofty neighbors, keeps eternal vigil over the battle ground, 
continually pointing to the spot “ where valor proudly sleeps 
but we, ourselves American citizens, who have reaped the bens 


fit of their sacrifice and their glory can not 
spot go unmarked by national recogniti 
votes in this House, build upon this sacred spot a n ficent 
shaft; and if love of country, if patriotism, could be 


afford to let t 
n So let us, by 


tect, I venture to say it would pierce the clouds beyond 

| flight of the eagle, for it was there on that stony moun ! 
crest that these patriots planted the banner of liberty, and 
there “ blazed out the path and made clear the \ ip whic! 








all the nations of the earth must come il d's 1 t 
When honored and decrepit age shall ‘ f 3 
monument, and troops of ingenuo youth s} 
and when the one shall speak to t ‘ ‘ 
poses of its construction, and the great and 
it is connected, there shall 1 i 
ejaculation, *“ Thank God, I [a n \ 
But whether you build this monument or 1 f 
the brave heroes who there fought and yielded up the 
lives upon their country’s altar will | ! 
to all the young people of this ¢ 1 ; 
manry! simple in their habits, lofty 
patriotic in action, gallant 1 | id 
[ Applause. ] 
But in justice to ourselv nd ( 
to their mensory a magnificent 
Webster 
Let it rise! Let it 
earliest light , 
play on immit 
{Prolonged appla ise, | 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I 1 1 ter { 
gentleman from Massachu Mr. '] ; 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. ¢ n, L raise the p 
ho quorum. 
The CHAIRMAN, The Chair will count. [After « 
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One hundred and seven Members; a quorum is present, and the 
po t of raer overruled. 

Mi rIRRELL. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of this com- 

his opening iarks, made reference to desertions 

f 1 the Navy during the last year. He stated that these de 

numbered 3,227, a decrease from the previous year, 

s numbered 4,488. He assigned as reasons for 

s thr causes: First, the restless spirit of 

1l, the I hips of life at sea, and, third, 

rve the Government not being taken 





























thes sons the nan from New Yorl 
ther, namely, that the hardships of 
he cai of ma desertions. 
I which h caused 1 it 
hes caused other Re é ves 
nd especially near some la ty 
made, namely, the enlist nt « 
I by 1 s those under 18 years of 
i { ted with the enlistment of | 
Fi 1 § but an infinite amount of trouble 
i ) lu 18. Now, the rules and regula 
t ative to the enlistment of minors 
S ¢ they were fully carried out, or « 
rly explained by the recruiting officers, are not 
uch ¢ eis 
the anxiety to recruit the service these 
l over, and many immature you 
unable to judge for themselves and their inte 
5 ‘ ert ' the family with which they are con- 
listed by recruiting officers throughout the « 
and regulations are substantially to this effect: 
under J ears of desiring to enlist in the Navy, 
written « ent of his father and mother 
( not living 
\ r of f boys 15 and 16 years of age appear at the 
( 1 the « {f procedure follows somewhat 
are present ith a paper, and that I 
tain quest 1e print. Up in the left-hand 
‘ age. They iot required to give their age 
‘ » year and the mo in which they were born. 
{ question ire to be answered. Having looked 
sig 1 their name to it, the recruitirz ce 
{ la ore elaborate blank is prepare A t! 
‘ s that blank over to the boy and asks hin 
asks whether he understands it and t 
rw) that blank. 
e him into ther recom, wh is a 
| which eth t ns in 
] 1 tor that L ] nces 1d, 
‘ead sworn initio t servic 
} 1 me une u ol I { T 
! S unde d what } 
l found one wl » it has 1 
} } Ol f Ise]n , 1 7 } 
that fore he « 1 | ed 
be t l by court-1 | 1d if f l 
ad ‘rom xX U ! { ty | { 
1 it is .ewhat 1 in cas 
\j T ial illow 1 1 qu 
AL 
) \ h t is ul 21 years of age 
( ve to tl of h ent 
| Ye 
] \ 1 t] col t of t) pa I b 
l S ¢ 1 iz dition 
i 4 I » you ing 1 
I , ilf th that, I 
] < i i ( l b Ol it 
I i ire 1% 
i te l uly 5 ] ive 1 i 
| t of i country—I h 
1 } ] 1 7 ] fi 
4 | 4 
4 4 A ut i 
LO i n l 
i V ¢ f ! t 
\ ‘ ) S { k ‘ 
r ¢ I a ia thi Ol 
S there were two boys, 15 or 16 4 
listed ler the circumstances I have st: l, 
‘ t I might know exactly how this was do in 





another case last summer I had myself associated as ass' in 
| counsel in a court-martial, so that I might learn all the detaile 
| connected with the methods of enlistment which w ere fo] ed 


by the Army and Navy 
I found that this boy 


in our country. 
, Who was within one month of 18 , 


| of age when he entered the enlisting office, stated that hc , : 
| 18 years of age the next month. There was no contradic; * 
| by any w ime ss who was on the stand before the court. 
| that he made that statement. I found that he was given . 
d that he — ed it up, that they then made out another 
and then asked him if he understood it. Then they took | ; 
ther room and pointed o1 xa to him a pls 1card on the y 1 
sked him to read what was written on the placard. my 
t the trial, it wa “ Something about the Declaration . xe 
dependence.” In oth er words, thé it boy did not have the ht. 
est comprehension of the enormity of the offense and I 1. 
ent to which he would be subjected provided he co 1 
perjury in stating his age. Yet, notwithstanding tho 


notwithstanding that his father was sick and had been 
for several ars that he was unable to earn a dollar, a1 
this boy was the only support of a family of four or {j, l- 
dren—for he worked in the shoe shops in the city of Mar 
and that the family was dependent upon him for the ; 
that he must give 





ve 


by so working, he was subjected under 1 : 
circumstances to an imprisonment of one year on account g 
havin < sworn falsely about his age. I presume they h | the 

ght to find — all the circumstances that he was not 18 
vacant of age. What I say, Mr. Chairman, is not in criticism 
of the Naval cuanniione nor in criticism of the rule h 
they have laid down, because that rule is all right and 
provided it is understood. My criticism is relative to th ‘ 
ticular point, and this particular point only, that the r 
ments are not such that the boys of immature age, 14, 15, 16, 
and 17 years, can comprehend or do comprehend from the 
methods of enlistment which are adopted the course whi Vv 
are taking and the punishment to which they will be subjected 
pr vided a false statement is made. 

This matter has been brought to the attention of th 4 
De oaateneas by myself. They have the matter under cons - 
tion, and I insist that unless it is regulated and changed by the 
Navy Department it ought to have the attention of Congre 1 
the way of legislation, in order that there shall be a ru n 
reference to enlistment to prevent these desertions by minors 
and that there shall not only be a written statement which y 

hall be required to read, explicitly stating that if perjury is 





conunitted in regard to any essential fact which they sign that 
they are liable to court-martial and imprisonment, but also 
that the recruiting officer shall be obliged to explain orally to 
these applicants what they are doing and the punishment which 
they may suffer. 

Mr. DRIS¢ OLL. Is it not true that they do not suffer now 


unless they thet 








y selves take advantage of their own perj 

Mr. TI tR EL L. Yes; but can you prevent it? Let : 
that in every post-office in eastern Massachusetts. in every town 
of cons sider: ible size, as you enter the door you will see a | L 
in flaming colors 

The CHAIRM {N. The time of the gentleman has ex; 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield the gentleman three \- 
utes more. 

Mr. TIRRELL. You will see a great placard in fia , 
colors which would make one believe that enlistment i | 
favy was one long, sweet song, with a battle ship off 

tance and the flag of our country flying from her ma I, 

ith a boat on the ‘shore filled with natty midshipmen 
their blue suits and happy, laughing countenances, on the 
of embark for the battle ship beyond. And do we 

now that with an inflamed imagination boys 15 oz 16 j 

, regardless of every other consideration, the state o 

home and of their own condition, will seek these r 

; and be enlisted if they can? If they are to be « 
then let these things be fully explained to them, "iy if th 
explained—and I never yet have found a case, and | 
them, where they have been—then I believe t 
f 3, which are now so numerous, will very much les l 
iat the boys of the ages of which I have spoken will 1 > 
i y from father and mother and subjected t 
ptations of a life at sea. They are not old enough t 
tempta con to which they are subjected, and | 
coung fellow ; been ruined for life thereby, 
ir. eae ‘OL. The usual custom. Does not the 








trouble consist in the fact that the ordinary American |! 

n of his bringing up and his independence, is not fl 

‘ vant? That is, he is not adapted to the work of a ser 
ud the work in the Navy of a common sailor is a mena: + 
ice very largely. Is not that the trouble? 








1906. 

Mr. TIRRELL. No doubt that is true to a great extent. Mr. 
Chairman, that is all I desire to say. 

\r. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman a question. 


Mr. 1 I RRELL. 
RIXEY. 


heir parents. 


Yes. 
He states these boys are taken away from 
t As I understand the rules of the Department, 
the parent has to give his written consent to any minor where 
the boy is under 21 years of age. Now, therefore, there 
c » no question about the boy being taken away from the 
where the parents object to it. Now, you complain of 
the advertisements for the Navy. You surely do not expect the 
Navy Department to advertise the disadvantages of the Navy. 


The Navy wants recruits. It puts forth the advantages of en- 
list and it is for the young man and the parents of the 
hoy to decide whether that boy will go in or not. 

MANN. If a private individual circulated that stuff 


t! i the Post-Office Department, they would be forbidden to 
us » mails on the ground of fraud. 
‘ir, RIXEY. Well, I do not know about that. 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I yield one hour to the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. WEEKs]. 
WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I have no disposition to join ina 
al debate with my colleague from Massachusetts on the 
‘ which he has just been discussing, but if it meant any- 





{ was a eriticism of the officers of the Navy who are de- 
{ recruiting service. Now, an officer detailed for that 
d s not get credit for the number of men he enlists, but his 
rt 1 is made up and he gets credit for the number of efficient 
mi e enlists, determined after these men have performed 
their term of service and have been discharged. It would be an 
( ibjecting an officer to punishment to enlist a minor 
\ he consent of the minor’s parents or guardian, and in 
! nee of now something like fifteen months the only 
( hich has come to my attention where a minor has been 
( was where he wrote a letter giving this consent, forged 
the ture of his guardian, and took the oath that he was 
over . and when he got into the service he found, as a great 
I other young men find, that he did not like the life and he 
wanted to get out of the service, so he fell back on the state- 
ment that he was under age when enlisted. The fact is these 


| boys and have no business to be in the service under any 
In all such cases the officer is deceived by the 


{ l SLAC? 
ne has enlisted, and if anybody deserves sympathy it is the 
( ‘who is being imposed upon, and it is the Government that 
is mposed upon by these young fellows who are so ready 
t a false oath. 

fr. TIRRELL. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. WEEKS. Certainly. 

\ir. TIRRELL. Do you not think the recruiting officer is as 
is to get recruits and make a good record in filling up as 

ng else that induces him to do these things? 


Mr. WEEKS. I have just stated, Mr. Chairman, that the 
id not obtain any credit for the number of enlistments 
made. The eredit which he gets is determined by the number 
t enlistments he makes, which can only be determined 

the men have performed their term of enlistment of three 


ye ; so that there is no earthly reason why an officer of the 
Nayy should enlist a man who is under age or who is not likely 
to | efficient. 


Mr. FULKERSON. 


S n 


Do you not think that when the enlisted 
d recruiting officer are in the same town that the 
G ent should go to the parents and find out whether they 
nsent or not? 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not know about that. Possibly. 

\ FULKERSON. I have a case in mind where a boy 
under 18 years of age made application, but neither of his 
| ; ever heard of it until after he was already on the way 
t coast. He was enlisted, notwithstanding he was under 
ither parent gave consent. 

But he made oath he was over 18. 
ULKERSON. That is true, but has not the parent some 
I his boy until he is 21 years of age, and ought not the 
iment to respect the parents’ interest to that extent? 
KEIFER. They get them out—— 
fULKERSON. Oh, you can get them out on a writ of 
bith “pus, but then they will be prosecuted for having made 
‘ ‘oath. 
WEEKS. 


‘ ” 





The fact is, a boy 18 years of age who will do 


that proves that he is a bad boy. 

Mr. FULKERSON. That does not relieve the Government of 
th sit to give the parents a fair show. It is the duty of the | 
G ment to see that the parents are protected in the right of 
; t boy until he is 21 years of age, and if the Government did 

et 


the parents’ consent the boy should be sent home to them. 
Mr. WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I am surprised that any case 
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has come to the attention of the gentleman from Missouri in 
which a young man under age has been enlisted without the 
consent of his parents or guardians. 

Mr. FULKERSON. That fact exists notwithstanding, and 
the Secretary of the Navy admits it, and says it is w 
such a thing should exist. 

Mr. MANN. I could name twenty cases of that 
that have come under my personal knowledge 





rong tl 


Same Kind 


during 1 brief 
term here. 

Mr. TIRRELL. I can name a number district. 

Mr. WEEKS. All I can say to you, gent that it 
is your duty to report these cases to the Secretar ind it will 
be his duty to punish the offending officer. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. I had a case of tl ‘ 
kind where the boy was under age. I attempted to have him 


released, and it was very strongly intimated 
released he might be prosecuted for perjury. 
Mr. WEEKS. Why should he not be prosecuted for perjury? 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask the ; tle d 
one question. 
Mr. WEEKS. I will be glad to reply. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Where a boy under 18 year 
enlists in the Navy, and in order to get in makes an 


that if he w 


that he is over 18 years of age, and his parents find it out and 
want him discharged, does the gentleman think the N D 


partment ought to undertake to fasten a stigma on the 
prosecuting him for perjury or giving him 
charge from the Navy? 

Mr. WEEKS. I do not know why not. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Because he is a child. 

Mr. KEIFER. He would not be a child if it was in anything 
else. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I do not think if a boy strains h 
conscience in the cause of patriotism and swears that he is 
over 18 years of age, and his parents want to take him out of 
the Navy for some good reason, that he ought to have a stigma 
put upon him. And that is precisely what they do. 

Mr. WEEKS. 


dishonoral 


As some of you gentlemen know, I am a grad- 
uate of the Naval Academy. In my time cadets entered the 
Academy between the ages of 14 and 18. They were obliged 


to enter under the age of 18. They took an oath when they 
entered the Academy to do their duty, to obey certain regula- 
tions, etc. Now, we have been condemning hazing at the 
Naval Academy, but if the position taken by the gentleman 
from Missouri [Mr. CLarkK] is sound, any cadet who enter 
Naval Academy under 18 and takes an oath to observe the 
regulations ought not to be held up to that oath, because he 
took it when under 18 and consequently was not responsible. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is not a parallel case at all. 
I would object to those boys over there at Annapolis being pri 


= | 


s tl] 


ecuted for perjury because they indulged in hazing. I am 
opposed to hazing, but I am not in favor of putting that kind of 
a stigma on a boy. I do not think it is right. 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I will say that I had a boy 
treated under similar circumstances to those the gentleman has 
stated, and he was released without a stigma of any kind. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. That is a very strange 
have one rule for you over there and then 
That is the whole thing. 

Mr. HUMPHREY of Washington. 


the gentleman proceeded. 


way, To 


another one for 


I would like to kn 





Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ite 
that I had a similar case not more than a week ago, where a 
|} young man 17 years of age went away from home and « sted 
in the Navy, and as soon as the parents ascertained they 
wanted to get his discharge. They ascertained that he had 
made an affidavit that he was 18 years of age. The nayal 
authorities refused to have him discharged or to recommend his 
discharge, and that is a similar case to the one stated by the gen- 
tleman on my left. 

Mr. WEEKS. If the Navy Department were to allow the dis 
charge of such fellows on the statement that they were under 
age when enlisted it would lose one-third of the men « sted 

| before any reasonable service had been gotten out « i 
and this recruiting is a very considerable expens 

I listened yesterday to the remarks of the gentl 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] with great interest, and while they \ 
new, or were only in part new, I doubt if the views h 
he expressed have ever been stated more explicitly or with 
greater force; but similar statements have been made | gen- 
tlemen in this House and in other places ever since this Govern- 
ment was organized. I recollect when I was a youngster in 
school reading in a newspaper a statement made by a then dis- 


tinguished Member of this House, Mr. Blount, of 


Georgia, 


afterwards known as “ Paramount Blount,” of Hawaiian fame, 
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than we consume, We are all looking for markets, T, : 
O insure 

our having a fair chance to trade with the whole world ; . 
Ol - 
door policy must be maintained, especially in the Oy; > it 
DU 


if we were lacking in physical power it is safe to say 
door to our trade in many localities would be closed.  Goenjje.,.. 
speak of the triumphs of diplomacy as indicating the ¢,)), 
maintaining a large navy, but diplomacy would lose 1: of its 


laurels if the Navy did not exist to insure a hearin d z 
compel a respectful consideration of our demands. Fro; sania 
mercial standpoint at least, the greatest success ob}: -: 
diplomacy in recent years was our demand, after the |. pia 
rising, that the integrity of the Chinese Empire, ter Ny 
| and the open door for her trade should be agreed to. jt 4... 
anyone believe that any attention would have been pai , aoe 
demand if our fleet in Chinese waters had consisted of +)... 
old ships of the civil war period, as it did twenty, fi 
ago, or if it had not been well known that we had th 1 
power at sea to make ourselves a vital factor in the as ( 
the world? 
It is an historical fact that when our naval power was at jis 
lowest point our trade with the Orient was at its low e : 
ble ebb. When we commenced to build up our Na an jon 


vhich he made very similar statements to those made by the 
gent iin from Ohio yesterday, and I will read from the Recorp 
of M i4, 1876, to show this similarity: 

In the first place, I do not consider that the continued keeping up of | 
the N of the United States at a high state is at all consistent with 
1 of our | ple any more than to maintain a large standing 

it g od fortune that, unlike the great powers of Europe, 
whit continually 1 itating destruction of each other both upon 

d 1 ym sea, we isolated, disconnected with those ¢ — 

which are continually and, as it would seem, necessari arising 
VV ] this Governme nt has been in existence but a ” nundred 
s ? vy ha n calle but once worthy of mention to 
t ¢ was during the war of 1812. I 
know \ ha rou ;, but they amounted to naught. . 

i the A iministration of Jefferson as well as 
th i Madison that they had almost wholly 
lt > result? When the trial of strength 

lid he ny who by r ason of the 
1 given to the Sy] par lis ‘and Dutch navies was rid 

n with contempt ‘ ‘st of the world, wh o does not 
! pride our str hat it was our own despised 
l ¥ f t recog? yn of the fact ‘that 
t o should respect? Sut how did it 
h: } Much lu hat our Navy was composed of men 
cill coul rn nee, and a great deal that we found 
( cial ne ice to come to our rescue. It was 

< hidd but Ir eas ilable strength. 

It is true that there is greater reason for ample preparation 
for naval warfare now than there was in 1812. In those days it 
required only a few months to build the largest battle ship. It | 
took comparatively few weeks to build a ship of the ordinary 
size, and we had a merchant marine in those days on which we 
could rely for men. As sailors they performed the same duties 
on board the merchant ship which they would have to perform 
on a man-of-war, and they generally had some knowledge ot 
zune because in those days merchant ships were obliged to 
be armed for protection against pirates and privateers in time 














; our 


of wal Then it took three or four months to declare war, and 
that was a reasonable time to make preparation for it. To-day 
a declaration of war can be made in as many minutes, allowing 
no time for preparation. It takes three years to build a battle ship 
ind 2 commensurate time to build smaller ships, and we have 
no merchant marine to furnish suitable men needed to serve on 
a man-of-war, which requires special training. We have had 
iInany examples in our own history to show the necessity for 
preparation. In the Virginius affair, which took place just 
before the gentleman from Georgia made the remarks which 
I have quoted, American citizens were seized in Cuba, stood 
in a roy and shot down, and other Americans would have 
been treated the same way if it had not been for the interpo- 
m of a British consul, backed by a British man-of-war, 
while we stood supinely by and did nothing, simply because 
ur Navy was so weak that even our demands for redress 
received scant courtesy. It is safe to say that there would be 
no oceasion to make such a demand under present circum- 
stances, for no nation would now dare treat American citizens 
in such a way. Compare this humiliation with the pride and 
satisfaction felt by every American citizen when the reports 
came that Admiral Dewey had destroyed the Spanish fleet in 
M ii] Harbor. 
rhis ill always be considered one of the great events in 
nerican history, but the part which people forget or have 
Nevel sidered is that, while as a military accomplishment the 
result was perfect, it would have been impossible if Admiral | 
Dy ind his fleet had not been prepared to do just exactly | 
what they diddo. Itshould not be necessary to add to these illus- 
trations, and the remedy for both is exactly the same—prep- 
arati would prevent the first affair and will make a recur- 
rence of the second a reasonable certainty. But such a recent | 
2 ing example of the same truth as the war between | 
J { Russia furnishes should be added. It almost goes 
witho sivying that if Japan had not been prepared for that | 
war e would have ceased to be an independent nation before | 
t] for her defeat on the sea would have meant military 
I . Whatever successes she might have gained elsewhere; | 
“ erence alone could have prevented this, and we | 
! the case of Korea within the past year that this 
id d not be depended upen. 
is strted by the gentleman from Ohio, a radical change in 
1 ) for making war has taken place since the French 
Re I i} re that time wars were made because ruling 
f: or rulers believed that the interests of their families 
or their own interests would be promoted by so doing, they con- 
veniently assuming the interests of the people were pro- | 
1) 1 this way a war would now be impossible, and | 
t! rs of the future will be waged for commercial or humane | 
as have been nearly all wars since the time of the first | 
\ 
\ common with all the great nations of Europe, have 
reached a condition where we produce more manufactured goods 


| words, 


| conference, 


pecially when we had advertised our strength by i. S 
American war, our trade commenced to increase and } ( 
tinued to increase enormously. In the last fifteen ye:ys ee 
trade with Japan has increased 700 per cent, while ! 1 , 
trade with Japan has searcely doubled. Our trade with 
in the last twenty-five years has increased 1,000 per cent, while 
the trade of England has increased but about 300 per Dae 

Mr. PALMER. I am curious to know how an i 
trade can be ascribed to an increase in the Navy. 
to have that explained. 


incre 


I should like 





Mr. WEEKS. I will try briefly to point out what I mean by 
this. As I stated a moment ago, if the gentleman had been 
listening 

Mr. PALMER. I have been listening to you intently. 

Mr. WEEKS. Our trade commenced to increase about the 
time that our Navy commenced to develop. Our Navy is our 


one advertising medium in the Orient. The fact that we show: 
great strength during the Spanish-American war, grea 
ical power, appeals to those people. They buy goods of nation 
which show to them that they have physical strengt! 
while I do not pretend to say that our increased trade 
entirely to that one cause, I believe that a large part of it 
due to it, and I can show, Mr. Chairman, that where we have 





| not objected to the closing of the door against us in other parts 


of the world, we have lost the trade that we had. 

The best illustration of that statement is in the loss of our 
trade with Madagascar. Nearly ten years ago the French Gov 
ernment decided that it would take possession of that island. 
We had a trade with Madagascar that year of over half a mil- 
lion dollars. Our trade last year was about $11,000. In other 
in these days of reciprocity and favored-nation treaties 
and preferentials, such regulations can be made that unless the 
open door is maintained (and I have said the open door cai not 
be maintained unless we have physical force), we are not going 
to develop new markets for our goods if we do not lose the trade 
we now have. Another illustration of that very point is 
ease of the Kongo. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. 
eral years back? 

Mr. WEEKS. Yes. 

Mr. DRISCOLL. Why did we concede this trade to Trance 
in Madagascar? 

Mr. WEEKS. That was before the Spanish-American 
and we are not responsible for that concession. 

Mr. Chairman, some twenty years ago, before the I 
every annual message that was sent to Congr y 
President mentioned the great trade which might dle- 
developed in the Kongo territory. This was also frequi 
ferred to in reports made by our State Department. VP 
Arthur, for instance, in his annual message in 1883, said: 

The rich and populous valley is being opened to comm 
United States can not be indifferent to the work nor to the 


the 
Uilt 


Have we not had physical force for sey- 


of their citizens involved in it. It may become advisable 
cooperate with other commercial powers in promoting the 


trade and residence in the Kongo Valley. 

Now, everybody knows the Kongo was put under t 
of the King of Belgium. He has taken the trade of tl 
tory to himself. We have no consul in the Kongo r 
while it is becoming one of the greatest, if not the ag 


| 


porting rubber-producing territories in the world, and . 

in Belgium, is the greatest rubber market in the wor 
records do not show that we are doing one single dolla 
ness with the Kongo, although we are one of the first | Cc 
in the manufacture and consumption of rubber goods. 1 
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words, the King of Belgium, or Belgium, whichever it is, has 
i that entire trade. If we had had our interests properly 

after and that door had been kept open, we would be get- 
t : share of that large and valuable trade. 

PALMER. But the gentleman would not advocate the 
1 | by which the King of Belgium has conquered the rubber 
( and ask the United States to go into that business, 
\ 


WEEKS. Not at all. Now, Mr. Chairman, I understood 
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Burton] to say yesterday that 
not opposed to a navy, but he did not state just how 
navy he was in favor of. That is the crux of the whole 
If a definite arrangement were made with our com- 
rivals, preventing the increase of armament, or for a 


reduction of armament, I doubt if there is'a Member | 


Ilouse who would not be in favor of such a proposition, 
such an arrangement is made there is nothing for us 
my judgment, but to do what they are doing. 
stion I would like to ask the gentleman from Ohio is, 


\\ <ind of a navy is he in favor of—a navy half large enough 
{ ct ourselves, a havy one-quarter large enough to protect 
es, or a navy large enough to protect ourselves? There | 
very good people in this country who do not believe | 
aintenance of any navy. There are others, like the dis- | 
1 Democrat from Alabama, who is about to stop in | 
( s on his way to the Presidency long enough to provide 


iillion-dollar navy—who, I believe, are extremists in the 

» direction. 
o t the fact is, Mr. Chairman, we need a navy large enough 
the commercial rivals whom we would have to meet in 
f difficulty. In other words, our building policy, in my 
should be based upon what our rivals are doing, and 


\ e I have no right to speak for the Committee on Naval | 


A rs, I have no doubt their conclusions are based on some 
reasons. The Navy is not being increased to any ex- 
this bill. We have an old ship that is going to the junk 

+} 

small ones that were acquired during the war with Spain, 

of which were not made in this country. 

battle ship which is proposed is simply to take the place 
icras, 

I want to say one word in reply, or rather in reference 

suggestion made by the chairman of the Naval Committee, 

whe n making his opening statement he said that the esti- 

! sent to the Naval Committee would have required $120,- 

00,000, as I recollect it, and that the committee had reduced 

the estimates about $22,000,000. I contend, Mr. Chairman, that 

s statement should not be construed as a criticism of the Sec- 

l ry of the Navy or the bureau officers, for they as well as 
siness of the Navy to prepare to fight. It is not the busi- 

its officers to say how much money shall be appropriated, 

is their duty to evolve plans which, if carried out, would 

put us in condition to fight successfully if we have to do so 
it ss the duty of Congress when the estimates are presented 
‘e appropriations which will reflect not only the prevail- 
sire of the people for a strong Navy, but also their desire 
economy shall be considered in making appropriations; to 
nto account also the fact that the revenues can not all 
levoted to one purpose only, since proper consideration must 


ven to the needs of other Departments. That is exactly | 
has been done in this case. Those who have made the | 
ites for the Navy Department have doubtless based them | 


retical perfection, as it was their duty to do, and the 
Committee has cut down the estimates to meet the con 
s which I have referred to. I do not want to take any 
from the Committee on Naval Affairs, but I do not think 


1 


's of the Navy Department who have prepared the esti- | 
should be criticised because the estimates are larger | 


‘ appropriations we are willing to make. 
when asked to appropriate $100,000,000 for the naval 
this House and the country at large should have the 


that the money is being wisely expended: that our | 


| all the modern requirements of fighting machines, and 


lly that the personnel is in quality and efliciency at least 
to that which has in every crisis in the past brought 


and glory to the American flag, and that in education and | 


e it is maintaining the best traditions of our naval 
Neither the Naval Academy, the naval officer, nor the 


service have escaped criticism, much of it from unre- | 


urces, but occasionally coming from a source of such 


} . . . . } 
laracter that it seems to me desirable to consider in de- 
» of these criticisms and as far as possible to determine | 


‘ they are justified or not, for I assume that there is no 
er of this House who will vote $100,000,000 for the sup- 





he Teras, the only ship in the Navy, by the way, except | 


val Committee have done their duty in this case. It is | 


] 
port of a military organization in which the personnel is not 
diligent and efficient and honestly trying to improve the charac 
ter and standard of the service, and I hope there are few, if 
any, Members who will not willingly support the naval pro- 
gramme if convinced that the country is getting the best p 


sible results from the expenditures made, and especially if 


bilel Ss ‘ y 
| convinced that the service is not only not retrograding in 
| character, but is each year reaching a higher standard. 

Fair and friendly criticism is beneficial to the naval set s 
well as to any person or organization, but when criticism is 
based on insufficient data or information it is especially unfair 
to the naval service, which can not resort to the press g s, 
or stump to defend itself, but must depend on past l 





achievements for a reply. 
Il propose to refer to two criticisms of the naval service re- 





cently made to illustrate the difference between the just and un- 
just varieties. Naval officers and those responsible for the ef 
fectiveness of the naval establishment have repeatedly called 
| the attention of Congress to the necessity for a n the 
age of promotion and retirement, a change which from every 


| view point seems most essential. One of these propositions « 
pends on the other in this way, that retiring or placing on the 


reserve list officers of a stipulated rank, who have not been 
| promoted before reaching a stipulated age, will cause the pro- 


| motion of their juniors early enough to enable the latter to 


form the best service in the grade to which they are beil ro 
| moted. 
By our present system of promotion men reach command and 
| flag rank at an age which precludes their obtaining great ¢ 
| perience in those grades before the retiring ag 62 years 
reaches them, so that officers come to these responsible positions 


disqualified by age from giving the Government the service 
which we naturally expect and demand. This is a condition 
which has been growing more acute during recent y 





| to the large number of midshipmen graduated fr val 
|} Academy during and immediately after the civil war, forming a 
hump, which, by the way, will be duplicated by the unusual nun 


ber of midshipmen now being appointed to the Naval Academy. 
Nothing better illustrates the desirability of a liberal and at the 
| Same time conservative naval policy which will keep the service 


| in condition for hostilities without taking unusual and expensive 

| action whenever we are brought face to face with real trouble 
than does this condition of the Navy personnel. It is not, as I 
have stated, a new question, but has been repeatedly called to 
the attention of Congress by the President, Secre f t 





Navy, and bureau chiefs during recent year 

In his annual message in 1904 the President referred to the 
subject by saying: 

Sooner or later we shall have to provide some method by wl l el 
will be promotions for merit as well as for seniority or ¢ retirement 
of all those who after a certain age have not passed beyond a certain 
grade. 

In 1905 the President in his annual message repeated this 
suggestion in these terns: 

There should be a resolute effort to eliminate the aged office: f 
reputable character who possess no special efficiency 

In 1903 the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Moody, in his an l 
report, says: 

In discussing this subject the Chief of the Bureau su 











only remedy for the evils attending the tardy attainment d 
|rank * * * early compulsory retirement in the higher sg ! 
In 1904 the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Morton, in his annual 
report, says: 
I believe that action should be taken to place younger mer Dp 
tions of command as soon as a way can found to do ( 
not involve injustice or impose nnecessary hards! 3 
| whose long and worthy service entitles them to cosside 
| ~ ‘ > , > 
In 1905 the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Be rt lied at 
tention to this defect in our system and proposed a plan to r 
edy it. 
During the last five years the Bureau of Navigat vi h 
has special charge of the personnel of tfie Navy, has I 
head two officers who to an unusual degree have had the con 
dence of the Navy as well as of the public—Rear-Ad FH. ¢ 
Taylor and Rear-Admiral George A. Converse, the pres 
i cumbent. They have repeatedly voiced this ¢ sm of 
| condition of the personnel of the Navy, and Admiral a 
| his annual report in 1904, in speaking of th $ 
said: 
| Unless these be diminished disaster is | 
And Admiral Converse in his annual re rt 1 1904 discussed 
the necessity, and in 1905, in referring to the subject, says 
This subject was discussed at s let I ' : nt report, 
and the views of the Bureau we fu i ro I predecessor 
(Secretary Morton). ‘These were in g é ‘4 licers arrived 
at flag and command ranks too late and ved too 1 period in 
| those grades for the general eff ney of the Navy 
These citations are sufficient to show that this is a criticism 
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based not on rumors or insufficient knowledge, but on real facts, 
coming as it does from those who are best qualified to pass upon 
he subject; but in order to show that we are not in even a 
comparatively good position, I wish to compare the ages of our 
oflicers with the ages of seagoing officers of command and flag 
ranks in the principal navies of the world. This compilation 
is taken from an article recently written by Lieut. Commander 
A. L. Key, United States Navy, printed in the proceedings of 
the United States Naval Institute, which treats this subject 
exhaustively, and from which I shall make additional quota- 
tions. It is, however, too long to be reprinted in this connection. 
Seagoing flag officers. 


mirals. Captains. 


) 


| Rear and vice ad- 


Country. | 


| 
Average} Average | 
years Ages. years 
| 


3 P Ages. 
jin grade. 


lin grade. 











53 to 64 9.5 47 to 59. : 
42 to 52.( 
38 to 62.0 


0 51 to 56 6.2 
0 44 to 57 8. 
0 |} 4. 


i 
49 to 62 1.2 | 85 to 55.0 
| 


59 to 62 5 


his table shows that oflicers in our Navy come to the com- | 
nand of battle ships between the ages of 55 and 614 years; | 
t serve but four and one-half years in the grade of cap- | 


I 

Th Li 

tain, and that if they get the command of a battle ship they 
never have it for a longer time than one cruise of two years; 
that ofiicers come to flag rank between the ages of 59 and 62 
years, and that the average time served in this grade is but one 
year. It should be observed, however, that officers holding the 


rank of commander in our Navy are given command of smaller | 


ships than battle ships, but that under our present retirement 





system oflicers do not reach that rank until they are about 48 
years of age 

Ixvery business man knows that the age of best achievement, 
it least as ‘as taking the initiative is concerned, is between 
30 and £& and no business man would consider employing a 


imnn in a minor position until he had reached the age of 
50 and then suddenly place him in a position where he would 
Le bliged to depend absolutely on his own judgment, for 
©) at 48 the naval officer may not receive a command, but 
] ill quite likely get one command of two years as a com- 

‘and one command of two years as a captain, or a total 


service of four years in command rank before he becomes a 
ilag oilicer, and then possibly serve one year in the latter posi- 
tio: Such a proposition if applied to business affairs would be 
col ‘red ridiculous. It is none the less so in the naval 
service, 

it is no reply to say that officers have reached the age of 60, 
or even a greater age than that, and have performed service 
of the best character, for it will be found that in all such cases 
th officers were placed in command rank when very young and 
had had years of preparation for any unusual service performed 
in high rank late in life. I have stated that the average service 
which flag officers will in future perform in that rank is one 


year. To show that conditions are getting worse rather than 
better, it may be stated that the five senior rear-admirals on 
the Navy list the ist of January, 1906, have served, or will 
serve before their retirement, an average in that grade of four 
f four-fifths years; while the five senior captains on the 
Navy list January 1, 1906, will serve as rear-admirals just 
one-half of that time, or two and two-fifths years. 

As Lieutenant-Commander Key well says: 

Since our Navy is maintained for the single purpose of fighting the 
navy of some foreign power, when the necessity arises, if our captains 
and flag officers have as much sea experience or training as the flag 
office and captains of other navies then we, at least in the crucial 

of war, will be on equal ter! 

The table which I have given, however, shows conclusively 
that we would not be on equal terms in this respect. Neither 
have we been as liberal in providing for officers of advanced 
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rank as have foreign governments, for they have not only made 
provision so that officers may serve as rear-admirals for a con- 


siderable number of years, but have provided the additional 
grades of admiral and vice-admiral for officers of unusual ca- 
pacity who have served in the grade of rear-admiral for a term 
of years, as the following table will show: 
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Neither have we been as liberal in providing flag officers in 
proportion to our tonnage or the number of our men as have 
foreign navies, which is shown by the following comparison "1 ; 





ates 


| ; ee 
/England.| France. a, Japan. | United 










22,447 | 17,799] 18,373 T.773|  : a 
1,121 1,158 1'097 551 | 38,939 


Tonnage per flag officer -.._. 
Men per flag officer .......... 


| 2,056 
' 

These figures demonstrate that we are not doing our duty oe en 
from an independent standpoint, or from a business standp int 
in retaining officers in junior capacities until they have passed 
the age when they are best fitted to assume great responsibili- 
ties; neither have we done our duty when we compare our 
course with foreign governments, which should be the fina! tes; 
Our Navy in the past has been successful, or very largely go. 
because we have been superior to the enemy in ships of the 
same general class, in guns of the same general caliber, and in 
personnel of the same general rank—that is, ship for ship, gun 
for gun, and man for man we have been superior. 

While it is believed that we retain our advantage in ships ang 
guns, we have distinctly lost that advantage in the age of the 
promotion of our officers, and it should be up to Congress to at 
once remedy this defect. Let us not continue to spend one lyn- 
dred millions a year for the purpose of maintaining an efficient 
Navy and at the same time fail to take advantage of criticisms 
which call to our attention the fact that we are spending our 
money with the probability that we are not getting the best 
pessible results. I now wish to call to your attention a criticism 
of an entirely different character. 

During the recent discussion of a measure to prevent hazing 
at the Naval Academy the occasion was taken by the distin- 
guished Representative from Iowa, whose name is a household 
word throughout the country, to show that, as a result of hazing 
and hazing methods at the Naval Academy, the Navy personnel 
was inefficient, and, further, that the incompetent were protected 
from adequate punishment by their companions in arms before 
whom they were brought for trial in accordance with Navy regu- 
lations. These are serious charges which have been circulated 
throughout the country, not made by some irresponsible person, 
but by a leading Member of Congress, whose experience and abil- 
ity as a legislator are known and respected everywhere and 
whose words for that reason carry unusual weight and convie- 
tion. In this case, however, I believe his criticisms and conclu- 
sions are not only unwarranted, but that they do the naval 
service rank injustice, and for that reason I wish to call to the 
attention of the Members of this House the actual facts, taken 
from the records, and I hope that these facts may not only carry 
conviction to the Members of this House, but may reach a few, 
at least, of the thousands throughout the country who have read, 
and doubtless have been persuaded by, the statements made by 
the gentleman from Iowa that the naval service needs prompt 
and vigorous overhauling. 

The first of the two charges made was based on the fact that 
there had been within twenty-five years a large number of dis- 
asters to naval vessels due to negligence and inefficiency of their 
officers. It was made in the following terms: 

In twenty-five years twenty-six vessels have been destroyed. Almost 
every month you read of some mark of inefficiency upon the part of 
those who are charged with the conduct and management of the Navy. 

Unfortunately for the United States naval service, it is im- 
possible to make comparisons with other similar services or with 
the merchant marine to prove that our service has been sin- 
gularly free from accidents due to either of the causes alleged, 
because service at sea is subject to many and unlooked-for con- 
ditions which can never be the same, or even similar, in different 
services. It is apparent that the number of accidents must 
depend on the number of ships in commission, on the activity 
of those ships, and on the character of the activity, whether 
it is based on well-known conditions or experimental conditions, 
for navies have been making great changes in the last twenty 
years, the character of ships and their armament having under- 
gone almost a complete revolution, so that much of the active 
service has been trying out new devices and applying old and 
oftentimes out-of-date methods of handling a fleet to new con- 
ditions and new ships. Such a thing as fleet maneuvers In our 
Navy twenty-five years ago were almost never thought of. Our 
ships were not only few in number, but of widely different 
classes, so that fleet tactics were seldom engaged in, but to these 
necessary evolutions have been due some of the most serious 
accidents, not only in our own Navy but in foreign navies, which 
have happened in recent years. Again, danger in active service 
is governed by the location in which the service takes place. If 
in the Tropics, earthquakes, tidal waves, cyclones, and other 
violent conditions are encountered, and frequently the results 
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from them are disastrous under conditions which no man could 
foresee or prepare for. 
very frequently naval vessels must cruise in unknown or 
comparatively unknown waters, along badly lighted and buoyed 
co _ysing charts which are both incomplete and inaccurate, 
co that it ean readily be seen that, if much service is required 
or nerformed under such conditions, accidents must necessarily 
pe more frequent than they would be if the same amount of 
corvice were performed in tropical latitudes and contiguous to 
our own well lighted and charted coasts. 
This brief statement will indicate the impossibility of com- 
paring our own service with any other, or even with itself, at 
diferent periods. Neither would it be fair to compare it with 
hant marine, which, generally speaking, does not 
eruise except along well-known coasts, in many cases, in fact 
; lly, between the same ports for long periods, so that the 
nt ships’ officers become perfectly familiar with the con- 
dition of tides, currents, winds, and natural and artificial 
narks in the section in which they are employed, while the 
»oval officer must frequently, in fact, when away from the 
eoast of his own country almost always, take his ship along 
and into harbors which he is entirely unfamiliar with, so 
that the commercial marine is not a fair standard to compare 
aval efficiency or lack of it. Therefore it becomes neces- 
to take up individual accidents, in fact, all such, to de- 
termine whether they are sufficient in number and are of 
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racter to warrant such a sweeping charge as a general | 


declaration of lack of efficiency. 
In 1865 the U. 8. 8. San Jacinto ran aground on the Bahama 
Banks. She was not seriously injured, but her commanding 


officer was court-martialed and sentenced to three years’ sus- | 


n; he appealed from this decision and the President or- 


dered a new trial by a different court, which resulted in the | 


» sentence being imposed as in the first instance. 
January 4, 1866, the U. 8S. tug Narcissus foundered in the 
Gulf of Mexico. A volunteer ensign was in command and he 
had a reputation as a competent officer. A violent hurricane 


is presumed that the accident was unavoidable. 

In June, 1867, the U. S. S. Sacramento was lost on a known 
ef in the Bay of Bengal. Her captain and navigator were 
‘ied by court-martial, were both found guilty and sentenced 
iree years’ suspension and to be publicly reprimanded. In 
th cases the sentence was reduced to two years by the Sec- 
etary of the Navy. 

In 1867 the U. 8S. S. Monongahela, while anchored in the har- 
bor of Fredickstadt, island of St. Croix, was picked up by a 
tidal wave and landed on a wharf. The next wave in receding 
carried the ship to the entrance of the harbor and deposited 
her on a coral reef, from which she was later removed but 
little damaged and with small loss of life. 

In the same storm the U. S. 8S. De Soto, anchored in a St. 
Thomas harbor, was treated in a similar way and, as in the 
case of the Monongahela, she was later floated with but little 
damage and small loss of life. No court-martial was ordered 
in either of these cases, 

August 138, 1868, the U. S. 8S. Fredonia and the U. S. S. 
Wateree were anchored in the harbor of Arica, Peru, where they 
were overwhelmed by a tidal wave, resulting from an earth- 
quake, which carried the Wateree a half mile inland, from 
which position the ship was never moved; the Fredonia was 
sunk in the harbor by the same wave and most of her officers 
and crew were lost. In neither case was a court-martial or- 
dered. 
In 1868 the U. S. S. Suwanee was lost in Shadwell Passage, 
\laska. There are irregular and unusually strong currents in 

s locality, and while the. ship had been furnished with the 

available charts, they were imperfect and incomplete. 
ler captain was court-martialed and exonerated. 

nuary 24, 1870, the U. S. S. Oneida, while putting to sea in 
rokohama Bay was, in the night, run into by the English 
teamer Bombay and sank fifteen minutes after the collision, 
‘ying down nearly all of her officers and crew. A court of 
liry showed conclusively that the Oneida had the right of 
and no court-martial was ordered. 
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chartered currents onto a reef in the Pacific Ocean and was 
‘ost. Her commander, Lieut. Commander Montgomery Sicard, 
' of the most distinguished officers of the Navy, was court: 
martialed and exonerated. 
in 1874 the U. 8. S. Brooklyn ran aground near Key West, 
Fla. She was floated and no damage was done. Her captain 
was court-martialed and acquitted. 
In 1875 the U. S. 8S. Saranac, while cruising in uncharted 
waters in Seymour Narrows off the Alaskan coast, was thrown 
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ed over the Gulf at the time, and as all hands were lost it | 
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1 1870 the U. S. S. Saginaw was carried by unknown and | 
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by a whirlpool on a sunken rock and lost. 
was ordered. 


In 1877 the U. S. S. Huron was lost during a severe storm on 
Cape Hatteras; as her captain, navigator, and the deck officer, 
who was on duty at the time, as well as nearly all of the other 
officers and men, went down with the ship, there was no court- 
martial ordered. 

In 1881 the U. S. S. Rogers, a whaler purchased to take part 
in the Greeley relief expedition, while frozen in the ice in the 
Arctic Ocean caught fire and, being saturated with oil, was 
quickly destroyed. No court-martial was considered necessary. 

In 1883 the U. 8. S. Ashuelot was run on a rock off the coast 
of China and lost. Her captain was court-martialed and dis- 
missed from the service. It is worth noting that this officer had 
previously been dismissed for drunkenness and restored to the 
service by act of Congress. 

In 1888 the U. S. S. Enterprise ran onto a submerged barrier 
in Christiana Bay, which was new and did not show on the 
charts furnished the ship. The ship was not damaged and no 
court-martial was ordered. 

In 1889 the U. 8S. S. Trenton, Vandalia, and Nipsic were 
lying at anchor in the harbor of Apia, Samoan Islands, in com- 
pany with a German squadron of three ships and H. M. §. 
Caliope, when such a terrific hurricane arose that the American 
and German ships, being unable to steam against it, wer 
wrecked ; the Englishman, being a new ship, with, for that day, 
powerful engines, was able to get to sea. The Trenton and Van- 
dalia were a total loss; the Nipsic, however, was later pulled 
off the reef and repaired. Several officers and many men were 
lost. No court-martial was ever ordered. On the contrary, 
tear-Admiral Kimberly and his officers were highly compli- 
mented for their devotion and heroism on this occasion. And 
with your permission I will read part of the letter which the 
Secretary of the Navy sent to Admiral Kimberly : 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 27, 1889. 

Sir: * © © In reply to your request and that of Captain lar- 
quhar for a court of inquiry, the Department has to say that it deems 
such a court unnecessary. It is satisfied that the officers in command 
of the ships at Apia did their duty with courage, fidelity, and sound 
judgment, and that they were zealously and loyally seconded by their 
subordinates; that the hurricane which caused the destruction of the 
vessels and the loss of so many lives was one of those visitations of 
Providence in the presence of which human efforts are of little avail; 
that the measures actually taken by yourself and the officers under 
you were all that wisdom and prudence could dictate, and that it was 
due to these measures that so large a proportion of the crews were 
saved; that the one step which might have averted the catastrophe, 
namely, to have put to sea before the storm had developed, could only 
have been justified in view of the grave responsibilities resting upon 
you at Samoa, by the certainty of overwhelming danger to your fleet, 
which could not then be foreseen; that you rightly decided to remain 
at your post, and that the Department, even in the face of the terrible 
disaster which it involved, approves absolutely your decision, which has 
set an example to the Navy that should never be forgotten. 

To convene a court of inquiry under these circumstances would seem 
to imply a doubt on the part of the Department where no doubt exists; 
and instead of ordering an investigation, it tenders to you, and through 
you to the officers and men of your command, its sympathies for the 
exposures and hardships you have encountered, and its profound thanks 
for the fidelity with which you performed your duty in a crisis of ap- 
palling danger. 

jery respectfully, 


No court-martial 








B. F. Tracy, 
Secretary of the Navy. 
Rear-Admiral L. A. KIMBERLY, U. 8S. Navy, 


Commanding United States Naval Force 
Pacific Station, 

In 1889 the U. 8S. S. Constellation was run aground in Lynn- 
haven Bay, but received no injury. Her captain was court- 
martialed and sentenced to two years’ suspension. This sen- 
tence was reduced to one year by the Secretary of the Navy. 

In 1891 the U. S. S. Dispatch was run aground and lost on 
the New Jersey coast, and, although a court of inquiry found 
the captain, navigator, and officer of the deck negligent, the 
Secretary of the Navy decided that a court-marital was not 
necessary. 

In 1891 the U. S. S. Galena, while being towed by the tug 
Nina, was run aground on Gay Head, off the Massachusetts 
coast, the course of the tug being directed from the Galena. 
The Galena had no deviation table and the captain had failed 
to compare his compass with the tug’s. 
dense fog at the time of the accident. 
Galena was suspended for one year. 

The same year and at the same time the tug Luiana, while 
proceeding in the fog to the relief of the Galena, ran on a rock. 
Her commanding officer was court-martialed and acquitted. 

In 1892 the U. S. S. Alliance was run against the breakwater 
in Yokohama Harbor, with slight damage. The captain was 
court-martialed and suspended for one year. 

In 1892 the U. S. S. Tallapoosa was run down and sunk by @ 
coal-laden schooner. <A court of inquiry showed that the Talla- 
poosa had the right of way and no court-martial was ordered. 


on the 
Apia, Samoa. 


The ships were in a 
The captain of the 
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In 1898 the U. 
charted Alaskan 
dismissed. 

In 1894 the U. S. S. Kearsarge was run onto Ronecador Reef, in 
the Caribbean Sea, and lost. Her captain and navigator were 
each sentenced to two years’ suspension, and in both cases the 
sentence was reduced to one year by the Secretary of the Navy. 

In August, 1894, the U. S. S. Adams was run aground on St. 
Paul Island, Bering Sea. The accident was due to unknown or 
irregular currents. Her acting captain and navigator were 
sentenced to one year’s suspension, which was reduced to six 
months by the Secretary of the Navy. 

In 1898 the U. 
No court-martial was ordered. 

In 1899 the U. S. S. Charleston was, while using old Spanish 
charts on the Philippine coast, run onto an uncharted rock and 


Ss. 
coast. 


S. Mohican was run on a rock off the badly 
The captain was court-martialed and 


S. S. Maine was blown up in Habana Harbor. | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








May 5, 


ee 





the responsible officers have, in every case, been given 
quate punishment. 
I have stated that it is impossible to make accident ; 


an ade- 


ff 
ciency comparisons with other navies, but before leay;} . this 
subject I wish to call to the attention of the committee » \. oxt 
made to the British Admiralty for the year 1904, the last you, 
reported, showing the nature of all accidents for that year the 


result of the inquiry, and other details. 

This report shows that there were 108 accidents, of wyj, 
50 were collisions. As we have perhaps two-fifths as yy. 
vessels in commission as the English, if we had a simi! ir 
ber of collisions the number would be twenty, which is » 





number of collisions than have been reported in our Noy = 
the last twenty years. From August 5 to August 11 there y, <a 
six collisions, several of which took place during manoyym 
which illustrates the suggestion which I have made that activity 
is one of the principal factors leading to accidents; but if wo 
had a proportional number of collisions in our Nayy in any one 
| week we should be likely to inquire the reason for theiy fro. 
quency, and there would be a better basis for criticisy, than 


lost. er officers were held blameless. 

In 1901 the U. S. S. Yosemite was, by a tidal wave, driven 
ashore on the island of Guam and then carried to sea, where she 
foundered. In this case the officers were acquitted. 

In 1903 the U. S. S. Frolic, while entering the harbor of Cebu 
at night, was run on a reef, from which she was later removed, 
little damage having been done. Her commanding officer was 
sentenced to receive a public reprimand. 

February 26, 1903, the tug Leydon was, during a violent storm, | 
run onto rocks off Block Island. Her commanding oflicer was 


court-martialed and acquitted of negligence. 

In 1903 the U. S. torpedo boat Winslow collided with a ferry- 
boat in New York Harbor. Her commanding officer was sen- 
tenced to lose three numbers and receive a public reprimand. 

In-1904 the U. S. S. Culgoa collided with and sunk a schooner. 
The court-martial developed the fact that the Culgoa had the 
right of way, and her captain was acquitted. 

in 1905 the U. 8. S. 
damaged. Her commanding officer was sentenced to lose four 
numbers. 

May 17, 1905, the U. S. S. Detroit, while leaving the harbor 
of Porto Plata, Dominican Republic, was twice run aground. 
Her captain was court-martialél and dismissed from the 
service. 

This record, which is complete, being taken from the records 
of the Navy Department, shows that in the forty-one years 
since the civil war there have been thirty-seven cases of ships 
lost or accidents of such character that the court of inquiry 
reported negligence on the part of the officers which necessi- 
tated a court-martial being ordered. It should be noted that 
if a ship is lost, Navy regulations require that a court-martial 
be ordered, even if there be no apparent fault on the part of 
her officers. 
thirty-seven accidents include twenty-two ships lost 
for the following reasons: 

By hurricanes or by tidal waves, which human power could 
not have foreseen or controlled, 6; by uncharted currents or on 
uncharted rocks, 6; by collision in cases in which the man-of- 
war had the right of way and therefore her officers were not at 
fault, 2; the U. S. S. Maine blown up in Habana harbor, 1; the 
U. S. S. Regers burned, 1; the U. 8S. tug Lyden, a small vessel, 
lost in 


These 


presumably should have been avoided. In one of these cases 
the captain was dismissed; in one the responsible officers were 
lost, and in the other three the sentence of the court was re- 
duced by the Secretary of the Navy or no court was ordered by 
him. 

In the fifteen cases in which the court of inquiry found negli- 
but in which the ships were not lost, the court-martial 
the officers guilty in ten cases, but in three of these ten 
sentences the convening authority—the Secretary of the Navy— 


reduced the sentence imposed. 

Of the other five cases, one was the Nipsic, wrecked in the 
Samoan hurricane, and one the Culgoa, in collision when she 
had the right of way. In not a single case of these thirty- 
seven was the sentence of the court-martial disapproved be- 


eause it was too lenient, and after a careful study of all the 
cases, I believe that the most critical and even partial author- 
ity on such matters would have returned a more severe sen- 
tence in but three instances. 

As an evidence of an apparently constant increase in effi- 


ciency in the navigation of our men-of-war, it should be noted 
that, although the Navy has passed through a war within the 
last ten years and has been engaged in unusual service in and 


the Philippine Islands, and has elsewhere been extremely 
. there has not been a single case of loss of a vessel which 
have been prevented by any human foresight or skill, 
and that in the few cases of accidents brought to court-martial 


a violent storm and her commanding officer found with- | 
out fault, 1; and there were five ships lost when the accident | 


there is now. The Admiralty report indicates that no punj 
ment whatever, except a reprimand in one 
in the six cases referred to. 
The second part of the charge, or the second charge, made 
the gentleman from Iowa is the one, however, which sh wld 
most concern Congress and the country, for if it were true that 
in isolated, or even in many, instances, there were nayal ofjj- 
cers guilty of stupidity and inefficiency, that is a matter y 
can be remedied; the incompetent can be relieved from re 
sible duty or dismissed from the naval service. That, however, 
would not indicate that the whole naval service, or any erent 
part of it, were not efficient. But the question which I now 


ase, was inflicted 


hich 


spon- 


| wish to call to the attention of the House is one which inyolyes 


Fagle was run on a rock and slightly | 


the honor of nayal officers, not only individually, but collectively, 
for it is charged that the naval officer is not only guilty of dis- 
honesty, but guilty of dishonesty in its most unworthy form, 
namely, the violation of his oath, the charge being made in 
these words: 


We do not punish naval officers. 


There is no punishment inflicted 
upon naval officers except in most extraordinary cases by a system of 
court-martial selected from among the friends and associates and old 
classmates of the man who is to be tried. It is a mockery, a mockery, 


and it results in, I believe, this condition of inefficiency. 
No form of court proceedings or method used in the trial of 


| civil and criminal cases is or ever will be entirely satisfactory. 





The human equation will always enter and prevent entirely 
equitable verdicts. There is probably not one of the nearly 
three hundred lawyers in this House who has not had experi- 
ences with juries and individual jurymen which were anything 
but satisfactory, or who has not seen case after case decided in 
a way which not only introduced a doubt of the jury’s capacity 
to give to testimony suitable weight, if, indeed, it did not indi- 
cate in some cases a lack of honesty on the part of the individual 
juryman; and it is no uncommon practice for the sitting judge 
to set aside a verdict as not being in accord with the testimony 
submitted, but I do not recall any case where a judge has set 
aside a verdict brought in by a jury as being too severe, except 
in cases of personal damage suits. Notwithstanding these many 
eases of a miscarriage of justice, I doubt if there is here or 
elsewhere a lawyer or layman who would seriously adyocate 
giving up jury trials in the great majority of cases which are 
now tried in that way. 

A similar question enters into the proceedings of the general 
court-martial. It is not a perfect tribunal, for personal sym- 
pathy might be a bar to a just verdict, at least in many cases 
where the relations between members of the court 
accused had been intimate, and it would seem possible that in 
many cases a sufficiently severe sentence would not be im) 


and the 


sed, 


but when the character of the jury, or judges as the members of 
a court really are, their capacity to comprehend the fituess or 
unfitness of technical testimony, and their appreciation of the 
sanctity of the oath which they have taken are all considered, 
it is almost certain that in no other way could there be obtained 
as fair and just a trial of a naval offender. 

Naval discipline, as far as ordering courts of inquit, nd 


courts-martial are concerned, is entirely in the hands of th 
Secretary of the Navy, and when the court has brought in 4 
verdict the passing upon that verdict, either in approvins of 
disapproving, rests entirely in the hands of the Secret!) of 
the Navy, or, in the case of a sentence of dismissal, in the inds 
of the President of the United States. ’ 
For the last twenty years, at least, these officers have almost 
invariably been lawyers of the highest standing, quite © , 
tent to pass upon evidence of all kinds and to judge when! 
sentences ordered by court were or were not sufficiently seve" 


and I propose to show from the records that, as a matter o! fact, 
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a ry large percentage of the verdicts returned by general 
martial have been approved, and of those disapproved 
ntence has been reduced by the reviewing power four times 
uently as it has been considered too mild. Gentlemen 
vmplain that there have been few dismissals from the 
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N: for offenses which seem to deserve the severest punish- | 


but they forget that officers charged with offenses have 
ften, in fact nearly always, had many years of honorable 
licient service to their credit, and that their fault, if fault 


in the case at issue may be simply an error of judgment. | 
h a ease the court-marital would not be a trial, but a | 


norsocution of the offender if it failed to give credit for the 

of good service performed. As I have said, general courts- 

except on foreign stations, are ordered by the Secre- 

of the Navy. ‘They are usually, except in the case of the 

; of a ship, preceded by a court of inquiry, which is the 

d iurv of naval jurisprudence, which looks into the facts 

reports its finding. Basing his conclusion on this finding, 

t Secretary acts, and in all of the criticisms which I have 

or heard I do not recall that there has been any criticism 

court of inquiry or the method of conducting it. Its 

; are under oath, as they are when acting as members 
urt-martial, the oath which they take being as follows: 

A. Bee 


OL a & 


do swear (or affirm) that you will try without prejudice 
the case now depending according to the evidence which 
| ‘e the court, the rules for the governing of the Navy, and 
yn conscience; that you will not by any means divulge or dis- 
sentence of the court until it shall have been approved by the 
tthority, and that you will not at any time divulge or disclose 

te or opinion of any particular member of the court unless re- 
dso to do before a court of justice in due course of law. 


In nll eases the members of a court must be either equal in 
- to, or senior to, the accused. 
{ have had examined the records of Navy courts-martial for 
the past twenty years, with the following results: 





( Ctr Ci I © bend cts acdectaprestcctcte nigh oersingedctaedetiensivmncieeiianinas 130 
S é eS approved oa te tlc ae iseaka cesta clas snileete ade da iahceicenipe kl in altel neal a cenieltnelct 92 
\ t PONE caicccainclasenee tale Shcteiinaebinactlenadiiten didn a nid atlas tea annealell 29 
s 0 CLI ii aik eee te ricin tener Rens ie pntgiy iim aial 9 


OF Ci a nn csp rtitngn nes 
in other words, in only 9 instances out of 1380, or less than 7 
was the sentence of the court-martial disapproved by 
the conyening authority because it was either too lenient or 
technical reason, thougi it should be said in pos- 
sibly four or five other cases the Secretary of the Navy did not 
entirely approve of the character of the sentence imposed. 
This is a most complete disapproval of the charge made against 
the honor and integrity of naval officers and the entire manner 
of performing this most distasteful duty—distasteful for, as 
has been said, members of the court are passing on the errors 
of their intimate associates. 
a refutation of the charge, but also a keen appreciation of the 


mber 
per cent, 


or some 


pu 


ishments than would be imposed by the civilian officers who 


This examination shows not only | 
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neglect, loss of ships, and every form of accident which hap- 
pens in the Navy, seems to me to justify my calling to the 


attention of this House what the Naval Academy has done 
for the Navy during its sixty years’ existence. It is the most 
democratic of all the higher institutions of learning in this 
country, excepting always its older sister, West Point, which 
is similar to it in practically all respects. The method of 
appointment to the academy is reduced to the result of a 
competitive examinations, or to the appointment of those 
whose parents haye shown marked military or naval ability, 
or to those who in themselves seem to demonstrate the possi 
bility of unusual ability. The political consideration nd 
money equation have been eliminated, and the varied and demo 
cratic character of appointees resulting from this system of 
appointments may be judged by the result of a compilation 
made of the parentage of the graduates of West Point for 
fifty years. While these figures have not been compiled for 
the Naval Academy, there is every reason to believe that tl 

results would be substantially the same. The parentage of 
the 5,491 graduates from West Point during these years rep 
resented 152 callings, of whom 442 were the sons of officers, 367 


roe 


of physicians, of merchants, 341 of mechanies. 151 of manu 
facturers, 645 of lawyers and judges, 128 of clergymen, and 
1,149 of farmers and planters, the remaining 1,546 com 
142 trades and professions. It necessarily follows from this 
statement that the midshipman when he en the Nay 
Academy is pretty raw material, and while the physical and 
mental training which he receives not insure his being 
a great officer or great seaman, there is developed in him the 
naval spirit, a keen sense of duty, regularity in habits, resp. 
for proper authority and obedience, all of which fits him for the 
great variety of duties which will come to him in his profes- 
sional career, and which in any career 
good citizen. 

It is easily the best system for the development of the naval 


from 


ters 


does 


combine to make the 


~ | officer which has been established, and not only prepares the 
| graduate to perform his routine duties in time 


of peace and 
war, but the habits of thought, of manner, and of body which 
he obtains are the foundation of all his activities and efforts 
throughout his entire service. But even if the professional 
accomplishments and efficiency of the naval officer afloat 
admitted, it only tells part of what should be 


said for the 
graduate of the Naval Academy. Twenty-five years am we 
were as weak in ordnance, motive power, and every detail of 
naval equipment as in ships, but the development of these 


cessories has kept pace with the growth of our naval archi 
tecture, and the most gratifying part of this record is that we 
have not turned to outside sources or to foreign aid for this 


upbuilding, but it has been accomplished by our own office 


rs 


| and so successfully that the country may have confidence that 
ue of testimony and a greater tendency to impose severe | 


have had the reviewing of the courts’ proceedings, and, instead | 


of the 


statement that officers are never punished, this record 

ssed from the service, though in many of these cases the sen- 
tence has been reduced by the President of the United States, 
and in two of these cases the dismissed officer was restored to 
his place in the Navy by special act of Congress. It is worth 
noting that one of the two officers dismissed last year for gross 


that twenty-one officers in twenty years have been dis- | 


rregularities was one of the two officers who had been restored | 


47 


period being considered. 


heir positions in the Navy by special act of Congress during | 


It is also a fact that in the case of the loss of the U. S. S$. | 
\shuelot, in many respects the most blameworthy of the | 


lents which have happened to naval vessels, for which her | 


uinanding officer was dismissed, that officer had been preyvi- 


dismissed from the service by a general court and had | 


restored to the Navy list by a special act of Congress. 

the previous twenty years to those from which the statis- 
s referred to have been compiled—that is, from 1866 to 1886 

ty officers. were dismissed for various causes. Of 


this | 


r fourteen line officers and forty-three staff officers were | 


rged between 1866 and 1876, nearly two-thirds of all 
dismissed during the last forty years, and it is worthy of 
that none of these staff officers and only part of the line 
rs had had a Naval Academy training, but were largely the 
uct of more or less hurried appointments from civil life 
ng the civil war period. I do not mention this to reflect 
' staff, but as an incident to show that the Naval Academy 
\ing, or the assumed lack of discipline in the Naval Academy, 
responsible for neglect of duty when the graduates have 
into the naval service. 
_ the fact that it has been assumed by the gentleman from 
fowa that hazing at the Naval Academy is not only the reason 
lack of discipline and disorder there, but is the cause for 


Cos 
Lor 


| 
} 
| 
| 


no nation has better ships, better guns, better projectiles, better 
motive power than have we. 

There is not a ship in our Navy, except the J'eras, and she 
is about to go to the scrap heap, and the smaller craft acquired 
at the time of the Spanish-American war, which has not been 
designed by our own naval architects, every member of tha 
corps to-day being a graduate of the Naval Academy, and all o 
these ships, including the Jeras, have been built in this country 
under the supervision of our own naval constructors, so that t! 
Navy may properly claim that it bas furnished the fleets which 
we can so reliably depend upon. 





Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman permit ' 
interruption? 

Mr. WEEKS. Certainly. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I notice the gentieman fror 
Massachusetts said the 7Veras was going to the junk heap. 
She is a battle ship. 

Mr. WEEKS. She is a second-class battle ship. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. How old is that ship? 

Mr. WEEKS. She was built about 1890, if my recollection 
correct. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. In the opinion of the ¢ 
man, is that about the average life of a battle ship? 

Mr. WEEKS. I should think it ought to be lo: 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. That is fifteen y 
mately. 

Mr. WEEKS. That is sixteen years, and I thinl 
was five years building. 1 should think a battle s! ought to 
last longer than that, and I expect from the designs our own 
constructors have made that the life of battle ships will be 
longer. 

Every gun of large caliber has been built at our gun foundry 
at the Washington Navy-Yard under the supervision of our 
own officers, and not only that, but the machinery which has 
been used in this work, which can be viewed any day by any 


Member of this House, forming as fine a plant for such a pur- 








6428 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 








May 


vw, 
al , . chee ; i 
pose as there is in the world, has been either designed or re-| H.R. 15435. An act to empower the Secretary of War ¢, . _ 
vised by our own people, so that we may claim the entire credit for | vey to the city of Minneapolis certain lands in exehanes ¢,, 
this work. The engines and boilers used on our men-of-war | other lands to be used for flowage purposes. : 
have been ee by ess Bureau of Steam reget oe ee | ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS ap - 
the officers who run these engines are to-day entirely 1e | yAQTIIWD , : ae 
he é eS to-day entirely the; Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled pic . 
product of our Naval Academy. The electrical equipment | : is : z : ' re 
; ; - , ported that this day they had presented to the Presiden; “ 
which now, to such an extent, fills our men-of-war, has been | United States, for his approval, the following bill. he 
entirely adapted to the purpose for which it is applied by our} ~~. 4." = oa “pe owing bill and it 
si s 7 . . reso.iutions : 
own constructors and officers; in short wherever we look in 


ival service we see nothing but efficiency and accomplish- | 


the ni 
t. There is nothing in the records of the immediate past | 


men 


to show that in professional accomplishments and in personal 
honor the officers of our Navy do not compare favorably with 
our naval officers in any period of the nation’s history or in 


the same characteristics with the officers of any military force 


in the world, and I submit to this House that the recital of 
this record should remove any doubt which the people may | 
have had regarding the efficiency of our Navy at this time and | 
uld strengthen confidence that no backward step is being | 
( but that it is living up to its history as the equal, if not 
the superior, of any existing naval establishment. [Loud ap- | 
piause. | 


Mr. FOSS. 


I would ask my colleague on the committee if he 
desires to go ahead? 
Mr. MEYER. We have no more on our side to speak this 
afternoon. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, that closes general debate upon | 
this side, and I would call for the reading of the bill. 


The CHAIRMAN. will read the bill. 


The Clerk 



























Che Clerk read as follows: | 
} 
PAY, MISCELLANEOUS. | 

For commissions and interest; transportation of funds; exchange; 
to officers while traveling under orders in the United States, 
personal expenses of officers while traveling abroad 

r traveling expenses of civilian employees, and for 
\ essary traveling expenses of midshipmen while proceed- | 
from their homes to the Naval Academy for examination and ap- | 
I midshipmen; for rent and furniture of buildings and | 
( not in navy-yards; expenses of courts-martial, prisoners and | 
] nd courts of inquiry, irds of inspection, examining boards, 
wit ( s and witnesses’ fees, and traveling expenses and costs; 
f id recording; expens of purchasing paymasters’ offices 
of t various citie including s. furniture, fuel, stationery d 
ir nti expenses newspape advertising; forei age; 
te I iz, foreign and domestic; telephones, copying; re of 
i iding the purcha of ks, photographs, prints, manu 

and periodicais; ferriage lls, and express fees; costs of 

n s, warrants, diy and discharges; relief of ves 

r dis recovery of valus from shipwrecks; quarantine 

; professional investigation; cost of special instruc 
‘ id abroad, in maintenance of students and attachés | 

1 information from abroad, and the collection and classification 

f d other necessary and incidental expenses, $650,000: Pro- 

. That hereafter in cases where orders for travel are given to 

s of t Navy or Marine Corps, the Secretary of the Navy, in his 

tio may direct that either mileage or else their actual and 

y nses only shall be allowed. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that many 
Members of the House are not here this afternoon who may be 
interested in the different provisions in this bill, I move that 
the committee do now rise. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 


‘hair, Mr. CruMPACKER, the Chairman of the Com- 


ttee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported 
that that committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
the nayal appropriation bill—and had come to no reso- 
lution thereon. 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
( he following titles; when the Speaker signed the same: 

Hi. R. 8226. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura 
B. Lhrie; 

Hf. R. 10251. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
M. E. Hinman; 

Ii. R. 11635. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
miah Li 7 

HR: 17. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


H. R. 15687. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F. M. Rice; 

H.R. 15907. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
De Laittre: 

H. R. 16215. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
Dagenfield ; 

H.R. 16521. An act directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
sell and convey a certain parcel of land to Johnson County, | 


and 


Wyo. ; 


H. J. Res. 145. Joint resolution for appointment of me: 
soard-of Managers of the National Home for Disabled 
teer Soldiers; 

H. J. Res. 149. Joint resolution extending the thanks of (oy. 
gress to Gen. Horace Porter; and S 

H. R. 15334. An act to authorize the construction of dams ] 
power stations on the Coosa River, at Lock 2, Alabama. ns 

ADJOURN MENT. 


\ 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 
The motion was agreed to; and accordingly (at 4 o’elock ana 


10 minutes p. m.) the House adjourned to meet on \ 


} next, at 12 o’clock noon. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executiy: , 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referreq 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmi 
copy of a letter from the Director of the Mint submitting an 
estimate of appropriation for transportation of bullion and eoin— 
to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed, 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitti 





Ltit i 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for the relief of Luisa de Castro. of 
Quingua, Bulacan, P. I—to the Committee on Claims, and 


ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmiiti: 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting «a: . 
mate of appropriation for the relief of Pedro Evangelista & 
Bro., Candaba, Pampanga, P. I.—to the Committee on Claims, 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
mate of appropriation for return of certain funds to citizens 
of the island of Cebu, Philippine Islands—to the Committ 
Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the 
following titles were severally reported from committees, deliy- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio, from the Committee on Rivers and 
Harbors, to which was referred the House joint resolution 
(H. J. Res. 134) authorizing the construction and maintenance 
of wharves, piers, and other structures in Lake Michigan, ad- 
joining certain lands in Lake County, Ind., reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 38875); 
which said joint resolution and report were referred to tle Liouse 
Calendar. 





COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7589) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert A. Scott, reported tli 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3799); which 
aid bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 9828) gra! 
an increase of pension to John Broughton, reported tlie 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3800); \ l 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8852 
ing a pension to Frederick W. Clark, reported the sam: 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3801); which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. — 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


REPORTS OF BILLS AND 






said 








1906. 





2 
} ) 


wi 


~as referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18655) granting 
ise of pension to Leander Gilbert, reported the same 
: amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8802); 
ne id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
OPKINS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
= ; referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18116) granting 
ise of pension to Green Evans, reported the same 
; »mendment, accompanied by a report (No. 38038); which 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
\MUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
p, _ to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
; relief of John Nay, reported the same with 
accompanied by a report (No. 3804); which said 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
rl LLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
rred the bill of the House (H. R. 7244) granting 


) 
+h) 
tne 


rete 


se of pension to Christopher 8. Guthrie, reported the | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3805) ; 
P id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
CHANBY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6914) grant- | 


erease of pension to John Hecker, reported the same 
ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 3806); 

id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
XON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5560) 
r an increase of pension to Henry Chubb, reported the 
th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3807); 
id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


> 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4715) 
-an inerease of pension to John H. Whiting, reported the 
th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3808): 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4241) grant- 
I crease of pension to David B. Coleman, reported the 
hout amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3809) ; 

which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


as referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4161) granting 
se of pension to Robert Beatty, reported the same 
ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 3810); which 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
IDGER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
to William L. Riley, 


or 


\MUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | 


1 bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
LLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


LLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


3572) granting | 
reported the same with amend- | 
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ompanied by a report (No. 3811) ; which said bill and | 


referred to the Private Calendar. 


SAMUBL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid | 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. | 


nting a pension to George King, reported the same 
endment, accompanied by a report (No. 3812); which 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
so, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
the House (H. R. 3005) granting an increase of pension 
b Cc. 
nied by a report (No. 3813) ; which said bill and report 
rred to the Private Calendar. 
ULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2237) granting 
» of pension to Martin Poole, reported the same with 
accompanied by a report (No. 3814); which said 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


1 


t 
ent, 


Shafer, reported the same without amendment, | 


CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


ase of pension to William D. Christy, reported the same 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1788) granting | 


dment, accompanied by a report (No. 3815) ; which | 


nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
inting an increase of pension to Frank B. Watkins, re- 


Invalid 


‘same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. | 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private 


[OLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


s referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1247) granting | 
se of pension to Columbus Botts, reported the same 


idment, accompanied by a report (No. 3817); which 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1178) granting 

n to Herman Buckthall, reported the same with amend- 

accompanied by a report (No. 3818) ; which said bill and 
‘t were referred to the Private Calendar. 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

















bill of the House (H. R. 1034) granting an increase of pens 
to John D. Logan, reported the same with amendment 
panied by a report (No. 3819); which said bill and report 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on I lid I to 
which was referred the bill of the H » (H. R. 9243) 
an increase of pension to Joseph A. Bert Si ; 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (2 
said bill and report were referred to t PI ( 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committtee on |] 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. I 
an increase of pension to Jacob Schul I ! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3s 
and report were referred to the Pri ( 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Com: n J 
sions, to which was referred the bill of tl I J 

| grantit ig a n increase of pension to. ph § 
same without amendment, accom] l by t 
which said bill and report y referred to the | 

He also, from the same committe » wl 
bill of the House (H. R. 13069) ¢ ng an 
to Friend S. Esmond, reported tl VW ‘ 
companied by a report (No. 3823); which id bill 
were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. FULLER, from the Commi ( It I 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. 1 
an increase of pension to Matthew H. ] 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 38 
said bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid ] 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12 
ing an increase of pension to Cathet Mvyée ! 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the P ( 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee « Invalid P 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1 
ing an increase of pension to Mary Sheehan, re l 

| without amendment, accompanied by a report () : 
| said bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on ] 1 ] 
to which was referred the bill of the Hou I 
granting an increase of pension to Willi H. 

| the same with amendment ympanied by a1 t \ 
which said bill and report were referred to the Priv: ( 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the ¢ 1 I 
to which was referred the bill of t! hou (H. R. Zi 
ing an increase of pension to Margaret Bonynge ted 

| the same with amendment, accomp ibyar N 
which said bill and report were referred to th 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Inval | 
which was referred the bill of the House (TI. R. 1792 
an increase of pension to Thomas D. Ad 3, re] 
with amendment, : ympanied | ( (N ‘ 
said bill and report were referred t e PI e ¢ 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee Li Lr 
which was referred the bill of the Hou (H. R. 17 
an increase of pensi to § el Y« 
amendment, accol ed by r (} S 
bill and report were referred to the P ( 

He also, from the sa1 committe 
bill of the House (H. R. 1804 
to William R. Hiner, re 1 \ 
companied by a report (N 
were referred to the Pri e ¢ 

Mr. CALDERHEAD, BT ( 
sions, to which was ref the | 
granting an incr » of pension to O. A. A. 

| the same with amendment, accomp: I . 
which said bill and report were refe1 1 to the J 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Comzrsit 1 I 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 98 
an increase of pension to William B. W 
with amendment, accompanied by a report N . 

| said bill and report were referred t he J] 

Mr. HOLLIDAY, from th 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 
an increase of pension li Rr 
amendment, accompanied by a ! (No. 38 | 
bill and report were referred to the P ( 

Mr. GUDGER, fr the Com 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. S$ ) ¢ ig 
an increase of pension to George Still hn, 1 rted t 
without amendment, ac panied by a re] (N s ] 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 
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Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


which was referred the bill of the House (1. R. 10895) granting 
an inere of pension to Stephen Cundiff, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3836); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17466) granting 
an increase of pension to James P. Hall, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3837); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CIIANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18076) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth Bartley, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3838); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18135) granting 
an increase of pension to Benedict Sutter, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3839); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18724) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred Gude, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3840); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18447) granting 
an increase of pension to Elijah G. Gould, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3841); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18243) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob 8S. Rickard, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3842); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18449) granting 
an increase of pension to Hannah R. Jacobs, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3843); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18184) granting 
an increase of pension to John J. Howells, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3844); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17388) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick McCarthy, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3845); 
hich said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18132) 
granting an increase of pension to John W. Blanchard, reported 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Iie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18105) granting an increase of pension 
to John A. Lyle, reported the same with amendment, accom 
panied by a report (No. 3847); which said bill and report were 


ase 


VW 


+} 


tue same 


oso ) 3 


referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17374) granting | 
n increase of pension to Isom Wilkerson, reported the same | 


without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3848); 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 








which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18357) granting 
an increase of pension to William E. Starr, reported the same 
dment, accompanied by a report (No. 3849); which 
i bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Ir. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1830S) grant- 
gal ion to Clay Riggs, reported the same with amendment, 
nied by a report (No. 8850) ; which said bill and report 
were 1 rred to the Private Calendar. 
Ir. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18165) grant- 
L increase of pension to Jacob Stauff, reported the same 
\ i endment, ac mpanied by a report (No. 3851): which 
1 bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 
v referred the bill of the House (H. Rf. 17542) granting 
of p i to John Cain, reported the same with 
it, accompanied by a report (No. 3852); which said | 
ill an port were referred to the Private Calendar. 


i 
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Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pen: 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 13828) 
an increase of pension to John M. Carroll, reported ; 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3852) 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid | 
to which was referred the bill of the Housé (H. R. 14245 
ing an increase of pension to John H. Eversole, repo; 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2° 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private ¢ 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refeypog the 
bill of the House (H. R. 14729) granting an increase of pen 
sion to David Ford, reported the same with amendment. ¢< 
panied by a report (No. 3855); which said bill and rey 
referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14702 
ing an increase of pension to Christian Schlosser, report 1 +] 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 29> 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Caloyq 

Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensioy . 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16441) nting 
an increase of pension to Joseph J. Good, reported the saine y ith 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3857); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions + 


is, tO 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17171) granting 
an increase of pension to David H. Parker, reported the same 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3858); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16595) granting 
a pension to James Russell Hicks, reported the same with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3859); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16005) granting 
an increase of pension to Hezekiah J. Reynolds, reported thie 
same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3860) : 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16812) granting 
an increase of pension to Dudley McKibben, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3861); 


ndar 


L Were 


S, I 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 
Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 


sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16252 
granting an increase of pension to Adam Dixon, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3st2); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16565) granting 
an increase of pension to George H. Gordon, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3863); which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16878) 2: ing 
an increase of pension to James B. Adams, reported thie same 

| without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. SSi4); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
endar. 

Mr. FULLER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16977) 
ing a pension to Isabel Newlin, reported the same with : 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3865) ; which said |! 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pens! to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15126 t 
ing an increase of pension to William K. Trabue, rep 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Pri) 
endar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMO! 


Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, 
rials of the following titles were introduced and se\ 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. HEARST: A bill (H. R. 19017) to promote 
struction of a national system of good roads, fac! 
extension of the postal service, and lessen the dep 
the agricultural and industrial interests of the cou! 
the railroads for transportation—to the Committee 
culture. 
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By Mr. CHANEY: Petition of Frank Nebb Post, Grand Ar 
of the Republic, of Sullivan, Ind., for relief of George W. 
Cloin—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Jai 
ville, Wis., against religious legislation in the District of ¢ 
lumbia—to the Committee on the District of Columb 

By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: Pay to a 
for relief of Jacob H. Heck (previou ferred to ( 
mitte on Pensions)—to the Committee on Invalid Pe 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of members of St. I ( 
cil, No. 488, Knights of Columbus, favoring bill H. R ( 

| a memorial to Christopher Columbus—to the Comuit ‘ 
Library. 

By Mr. HAUGEN: Petition of citizens of Marble Rock, Floyd 

| County, Iowa, and citizens of Winneshiek County, Low 
consolidation of third and fourth class mail matter—to the Co 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. HIGGINS: Petition of the Municipal Art S vy of 
| Hartford, Conn., for bill H. R. 18024, for preservation « Ni- 
| agara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of citizens of Grinnell, Iowa, 
against religious legislation in the District of Columbia—to thx 
Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. POLLARD: Petition of citizens of Talmage, Nel 
against religious legislation in the District of Columbi 

| the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: Paper to accompany | 
relief of Charles W. Brown—to the Committee on Pen 

By Mr. SMITH of Pennsylvania: Petition of 500 cit S 
Indiana, Pa., against sale of intoxicating liquors in all G 
ernment buildings—to the Committee on Aleoholic Liquo! 


1 \r. BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 19018) au- | 
t] Che Warfield Coal and Salt Company to construct a 
eyoss Tug Fork of Big Sandy River—to the Committee 
rstate and Foreign Commerce. 
RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 19019) providing that all 
ions hereafter made to political committees engaged in 
= ¢ the election of Representatives or Delegates to the 
( . of the United States or of Presidential electors at any 
; , at which such Representatives or Delegates shall be | 
shall be given publicity—to the Committee on the 
1 of President, Vice-President, and Representatives in 
‘rt. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 19020) authoriz- | 
a to be brought in the Court of Claims in behalf of cer- 
, ’ linns in the Indian Territory—to the Committee on 
Ind Affairs. 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

I r clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
th llowing titles were introduced and severally referred, as | 
ir. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 19021) granting a pension 
to A ew M. Gilbreath—to the Committee on Pensions. 

\ir. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 19022) granting an in- | 
crease of pension to James R. Russell—to the Committee on In- 
| Pensions. 
. a bill (H. R. 19023) granting a pension to John T. 
Lt to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHANEY: A bill CH. R. 19024) granting an increase 
of sion to George W. Cloin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Ry Mr. DALE: A bill (H. R. 19025) granting an increase of 
1 to Milton McFarland—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pt ns. 

Ry Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 19026) granting an in- 


r of pension to Mary Navy—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Ry Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 19027) granting an increase 
of pension to Peter Lunsford—to the Committeg on Invalid Pen- 


By Mr. KINKAID: A bill (H. R. 19028) granting an increase 


on to Lorenzo D. Frantz—to the Committee on Invalid 


Julius—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 





C1 pension to Samuel S. Peters—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 
By Mr. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 19031) for the relief of Wil- 


lams—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. SMITH of Kentucky: A bill (H. R. 19082) granting 
rease of pension to Charles W. Brown—to the Committee 
on | lid Pensions. 


Mr. TIRRELL: A bill (CH. R. 19033) granting an increase 


by Mr. WILEY of Alabama: A bill (H. R. 19034) granting 
on to Elizabeth Morgan—to the Committee on Invalid 
a bill (H. R. 19055) granting a pension to Lizzie Mor- 
to the Committee on Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 
ler clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 
‘laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

SPEAKER: Resolution of the board of aldermen of 
of New York, for relief for heirs of victims of General 
lisaster and asking favorable action on the bill for their 
troduced by Mr. Sutzer—to the Committee on Claims. 

BELL of Georgia: Paper to accompany bill for relief 

J. Anderson—to the Committee on P 


,eNSIONS., 


CAPRON: Petition of the councils of the Order of 
nerican Mechanics, in Providence, Anthony, Phenix, 


Wickford, Woonsocket, Hope Valley, and Riverside, 
ring restriction of immigration—to the Committee on 

hn and Naturalization. 
petition of the State League of Improvement Societi: 
ind, for an appropriation to stay the ravages of the 


T 
rown-tail moths 


id b -to the Committee on Agriculture. 


tion of Rhode Island Chapter, American Institute 


is, for forest reservations in the White Mountains 
Connnittee on Agriculture. 
n of Rhode Island Chapter, American Institute 


ts, for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Commit 
rs and Harbors, 


Aviv 


_ a bill (H. R. 19029) granting an increase of pension to | 


By Mr. LITTLEF.ELD: A bill (7H. R. 19030) granting an in- | 


( on to Moses S. Rockwood—to the Committee on Invalid | 





| Traffic. 


By Mr. SMITH of Texas: Petition of the Chamber of Co 
merce of El Paso, Tex., for an appropriation for the enlargeme 
of the Federal building in El Paso, Tex., and papers to a 
company bill H. R. 17574—to the Committee on Publie Buildi1 
and Grounds. 


SENATE. 
Monpay, May 7, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of the proce 
ings of Friday last, when, on request of Mr. 


eed 


GALLINGER, and 
by unanimous consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal appr 


stands ved. 


TRANSPORTATION OF PETROLEUM. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, stating, in 
response to a resolution of the 4th instant, that, as was shown 
by the footnote to the President’s message, the full copy of ft] 

| report on the transportation of petroleum is now in the ids 

of the Public Printer; which was referred to the Comm tte 

on Interstate Commerce, and ordered to be printed. 
RESTORATION OF PUBLIC BUILDINGS IN CALIFORNIA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a co 
tion from the Secretary of tl freasury, transmitting ] 
graphs of the Government buildings damaged in S | 
San Jose, and Oakland, Cal., tegether with an est 
for repairs thereof, and also brief references to S 

| showing the heroic work done on the part of ‘ 
|of the Treasury Department in connection yw 5 
to save these buildings; which, w ! ace i ¢ 
was referred to the Committee n Pul ] | 
Grounds, and ordered to be printed. 

ESTRUCTION OF USELI PA 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Ch ] | 
a communication from the I ( 
chedule of papers and docu f | 
tion of public business and which have 
historical interest in <« I 
will be referred to the Joint Sel ( 
tion of Useless Pa} i the ] ] 
printed. 

The Chair appoints 
of the Senate the S ( f ] | 
Senator fr New Hamy M 
of Representa s will be 

The VICE-PRESIDEN | 
cation from the sistant ¢l ( 
mitting a certified copy « ie | ¢ tl 

; in the cause of Nathaniel W. J l l S V 
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ee 
with the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee | Cranford, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of |. x 
on Claims, and ordered to be nian lation providing for the transfer of the Alaskan native «, on 
3 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. from the U Soe a et of Education to the governor o¢ 
1 sage from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. cain se ee the itlee 
7 * auhidie aiae fe , ae ; ee 17578) S aeeae —— He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Milltowy 
caadenay dail damtacdiinama’ Malin aaannc Meee eee , and Sayreville, in the State of New Jersey, praying for on. 
entry of agricaltural lands within forest reserves. s actment of legislation to restrict immigration; which wore ». 
7 also announced that the House had disagreed ferred to the Committee on Immigration. oni 
to th amen ents of _the Senate to the bill (CH. R. 15331) He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of \ ee 
; ng appropriations for the current and contingent expenses | ~ J7, praying for the enactment of legislation to es 3p 
‘ Indian Department, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with | national bureau for the protection of children; which was ro 
: Indian tribes, and for other purposes for the fiscal | rerrea to the Committee on Education and Labor. . 
ce June 30, 1907, asks a conference with the Senate He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of De: lle 
cn Se Seaerees Views ae Sees Houses thereon, and had | wn, J., praying for the enactment of legislation to remove th. 
. | Mr. SHERMAN, Mr. Curtis, and Mr. STEPHENS Of | quty on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the Com, 
i n s at the conference on the part of the House. mittee on Finance. . 
ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. He also presented a memorial of the Society for the 8 
( ( » further announced that the Speaker of the | tion of Cruelty to Animals, of Vineland, N. J., remonstrat; es 
had 1 the following enrolled bills: and they were | against the enactment of legislation to extend the time in the 
gned by the Vice-President: ; interstate transportation of live stock; which was ordered to Jia 
R. $22 act granting an increase of pension to Laura | on the table. 
| He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Elizabeth 
ry . An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah | Westfield, Newark, and Atlantic Highlands, all in the State of 
M.E.H . | New Jersey, praying for the adoption of an amendms » the 
Hi. R. 11685. An act granting an increase of pension to Jere- | Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the 
n : Lunsford: | Committee on the Judiciary. 
Hi. R. 15397. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed-| He also presented a petition of J. B. Morris Post, No. 46, 
* 1 Gillespie - | Department of New Jersey, Grand Army of the Repu of 
H. R. 15435. An act to — r the Secretary of War to con- | Long Branch, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation 
y of aaa olis certain lands in exchange for | granting pensions to ex-prisoners of war; which was r ‘ed 
be used for flowage purposes; | to the Comunittee on Pensions. 
LI. It. 15687. An act granting an increase of pension to William | _ Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of sundry citizens of 
B. 2ice: | Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the enactment of legislation 
I. R. 15907. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis | to prevent the impending destruction of Niagara Falls on the 
De Laittre American side by the diversion of the waters for manufacturing 
g 1 act granting an increase of pension to Mary | purposes; which was referred to the Committee on Forcign 
D ( id | Relations. 
R. 1 n act directing the Secretary of the Interior to | He also presented a petition of the Montcalm County Medical 
1 convey certain parcel of land to Johnson County, Society, of Greenville, Mich., praying for the passage of the so- 
\ called “ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the le. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. He also presented a petition of the Grand Rapids Clearing- 
‘J -P R E SIDE NT presented a petition ef the Council House Association, of Grand Rapids, Mich., praying for the en- 
of J oe 1 Women of Lafayette, Ind., praying that an appro- | ®ctment of legislation permitting national banks to loan 10 per 
priat be 1 for a scientific investigation into the indus- | cent of their capital and their surplus to individual borrowers; 
onditions of women in the United States: which was | Which was ordered to lie on the table. 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. | He also presented a petition of the Rock Elm Grange, Patrons 
o presented a petition of Local Grange No. 979, Patrons | of Husbandry, of East Jordan, Mich., praying for the passage 
i andry, of West Chazy, N. Y., praying for the enact- | Of the so-called “ Hepburn railroad rate bill;” which was or- 
ment legislation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; | dered to lie on the table. 
Ww: red to the Committee on Finance. He also presented a petition of Rock Elm Grange, Pairons of 
Ir. GALLI ‘R presented a petition of the faculty of New | Husbandry, of East Jordan, Mich., praying for the passage of 
{ ire ( ge, of Durham, N. H., and a petition of the | the so-called “ parcels-post bill;” which was referred to the 
Manufactuing Company, of Nashua, N. H., praying for | Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
t of legis n to remove the duty on denaturized | He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Charlotte, 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. | Detroit, Ludington, and Grass Lake; of Hamburg Grange, No. 
la. iorial of the East Washington Citi- | 118, of Hamburg; Pomona Grange, of Gratiot County; Garfield 
S80 Washington, D. C., remonstrating against | Grange, No. 1106, of Crooked Lake; Pomona Grange, of Ingham 
by the supreme court of the District of the | County, and Fern Grange, No. 803, of Big Rapids, all of the 
rd of education in the District of Columbia; | Patrons of Husbandry; of Local Union No. 514, Painters . 
red to the Committee on the District of Colum- | rators, and Paper Hangers, of Ann Harbor; the Wolveri Auto 
and Commercial Vehicle Company, of Dundee; the Cl \. 
I s ed a petition of Augustus Saint-Gaudens, of | Greenman Company, of Grand Rapids; the Grand Rapid 1 
r, Vt ing for the enactment of legislation provid- | Carving Company, of Grand Rapids; the Grand Rapids F e 
nt of a national advisory board on civic | Association, of Grand Rapids; the Keeler Brass Comp 
of Columbia; which was referred to the | Grand Rapids; the Gale Manufacturing Company, of Alb 
‘ District of Columbia. | Clough and Warren Company, of Detroit; the Alamo M 
sO ] ed the petition of 1 Morris E. Sabin, of Wash- | turing Company, of Hillsdale; the Kalamazoo Tank and Silo 
( i for t nent of legislation providing | Company, of Kalamazoo; the Dowagiac Manufacturing C v, 
f lL mac: of Girard street NE., be- | of Dowagiac; the “New Way” Motor Company, of L ; 
‘ Pw ' aT l ood road NE.: which was the Cadillac Motor Car Company, of Detroit; the Reo M 
i { ( on 1 istrict of Columbia. | Car Company, of Lansing; the Saginaw Manufacturin 
' V] { a a petition of the Rhode Island | pany, of Saginaw ; the Globe Furniture Company, of Ni 
( ‘ n Inst of Arcl hitects, of Providence, | the McRae & Roberts Company, of Detroit; the Field-Bi 
y the enac tm nt of legislation to prevent the | Company, of Jackson; the Otsego Chair Company, ot © 
on of Niagara ] alls on the American side | the Challenge Refrigerator Company, of Grand Hi: ven ; t 
} ( of the waters for manufacturing purposes ; | verine Brass W orks, of Grand Rapids; the Charles A. 
i r red to the Comm ittee on Foreign Relations. | Company, of Detroit; the Truscott Boat Man wufi neti 5 : 
1] Iso presented a petition of » Rhode Island Chapter of | pany, of St. Joseph; the Muskegon Valley Furniture Co 7 
American Institute of Archi ooh of Providence, R. I.. | of Muskegon; the Hackley-Phelps-Bonnell Company, 0! ~ 
‘an enactment of legislation to establish national | Rapids; the Detroit Trolley Wheel and Electrical Bat ° 
f es in the Southern Appalachian and White moun-| Company, of Detroit; the Michigan Steel Boat Comp any, re 
ti which was ordered to lie on the table. Detroit, and the Mi inistee Novelty Company, of Manistee, all in 
D ty DEN presented a petition of the Woman’s Home | the State ef Michigan, and of the Wisconsin Chemical Coi sets 
Mission: ry Society of the First Methodist Episcol Chureh of | of Hackley, Wis., praying for the removal of the intern: l-reve 
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tox on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the 


nue “¥ 
ttee on Finance. 


Mr. HEMENWAY presented petitions of the Woman’s Mis- 


Comt i sionary Society of the Second Presbyterian Church of Madison, 

Ile also presented a memorial of the Amalgamated Associa- | of the congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Hanover, and 
tion of Street and Electric Railway Employees of Ypsilanti, of the Woman’s Missionary Society of the First Presbyterian 
\ich., remonstrating against the repeal of the present Chinese- Church of Logansport, all in the State of Indiana, praying for 
exclusion law; which was referred to the Committee on Immi-/} the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit 


ora polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on the Judi- 


ee —) 
———— 


He 180 presented a petition of the Woman’s Club of Detroit, | ciary. 
Mich., praying that an appropriation be made for a scientific He also presented petitions of Local Union, Brotherhood of 
‘nvestigation into the industrial conditions of women in the | Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, of In- 
(ited States; which was referred to the Committee on Educa- | dianapolis; of sundry citizens of Goshen; of Local Union, Broth- 
{ and Labor. hood of Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, 
“Tle also presented a petition of the Woman’s Independent | of Lafayette; of Robinson & Co., of Richmond; of the Birdsell 
voters’ Association of Detroit, Mich., and a petition of the | Manufacturing’ Company, of South Bend, and of the Hubbard 
Central Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Detroit, Mich., | Saw and Planing Mill, of Martinsville, all in the State of In 


, 


» for the enactment of legislation to regulate the em- | diana, praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the 
ent of child labor in the District of Columbia; which | duty on denaturized alcohol: which were referred to the Com- 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. mittee on Finance. 

\r. DANIEL presented a petition of sundry students of St. 
{ndrew’s School, of Richmond, Va., praying for the enactment 
of legislation to prevent the impending destruction of Niagara si 
“lis on the American side by the diversion of the waters for | in the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
1 cturing purposes; which was referred to the Committee | Education and Labor. 
on Foreign Relations. Mr. FRYE presented the petition of Arthur L. Sampson and 

Mr. GAMBLE presented a petition of the Western South | sundry other citizens of Maine, praying for the 1 


He also presented a petition of the Council of Jewish Women 
of Lafayette, Ind., praying that an appropriation be made for a 


scientific investigation into the industrial conditions of women 





val of hie 
Dakota Stock Growers’ Association, praying for the classifica- | internal-revenue tax on denaturized aleohol: which was 
tion of public lands in South Dakota lying west of the Mis- | ferred to the Committee on Finance. 
souri River and adjacent thereto; which was referred to the | Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the M lary §S 
Committee on Public Lands. | ciety of the First Presbyterian Chureh of Logansport, Ind., 
lle also presented a petition of the Western South Dakota | praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Co 
Stock Growers’ Association, praying for the enactment of legis- | to prohibit polygamy; which was referred to the Committee 
extending the time for the interstate transportation of on the Judiciary. 
live stock ; which was ordered to lie on the table. | 
\ir. BURNHAM presented the petition of Augustus St. | REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
G lens, of Windsor, Vt., praying for the enactment of legisla- | Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
providing for the appointment of an advisory board on | referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend 
( art in the District of Columbia; which was referred to the | ment, and submitted reports thereon 
( ttee on the District of Columbia. A bill (S. 4987) granting an increase of pension to John 
Ile also presented petitions of the Morris Manufacturing Com- | Reece; and 
pany, of Nashua; of Prof. Charles L. Parsons, of Durham; of | A bill (S. 4852) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
the Drysalter Club of New England; of Rey. Thomas White- Reeder. 
side, of Laneaster, all in the State of New Hampshire, and of | Mr. SMOOT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom wert 
the International Association of Master House Painters and | referred the following bills, reported them severally withov 


Decorators of the United States and Canada, praying for the 
enactment of legislation to remove the duty on denaturized 
hol; which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of Long 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
A bill (S. 5256) granting an increase of pension to John 
Johnson ; 


A bill (H. R. 16320) granting a pension to Esther M. Noah; 








Branch, N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation grant-| A bill (H. R. 4965) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
ing pensions to ex-prisoners of war; which was referred to the | P. Holland; 
Committee on Pensions. | A bill (H. R. 6114) granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
lle also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Pleasant- | J. Douglass; 
ville, Fanwood, Princeton, and Dennisville, all in the State of A bill (H. R. 7584) granting an increase of pension to James 
New Jersey, and a petition of sundry citizens of New York City, | H. Kemp: 
NX. Y., praying for the removal of the internal-revenue tax on A bill (H. R. 11917) granting an increase of pension to Davis 
denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the Committee on | Preston: 
Finance. |} <A bill (H. R. 138026) granting an increase of pension to 
Ile also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Sayreville, | J. Bailey Orem; 
Milltown, and Plainfield, all in the State of New Jersey, pray- A bill (H. R. 15274) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ug for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; | ward W. Bell; and 
V h were referred to the Committee on Immigration. | <A bill (H. R. 155238) granting a pension to Jose N. Lucero, 
ile also presented memorials of sundry citizens of New Jer | alias Nasario Lucero. 
‘ of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the First | Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Cranford, N. J., of the Woman’s | referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
liome Missionary Society of the Methodist Episcopal Church | amendments, and submitted report 
of Plainfield, N. J., and of sundry citizens of Rutherford, N. J.,| A bill (S. 4879) granting an increase of pension to Nellie Baker 
istrating against the enactment of legislation removing the A bill (S. 722) restoring to the pension roll the name of Annis 
trol of the schools in Alaska from the Bureau of Education | Bailey, widow of Abram R. Ward; 
the governor of Alaska; which were referred to the Connnit A bill (S. 3629) granting an increase of pension to William 
on Territories. Hibbs ; and 
lle also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Montclair, | A bill (H. R. 12185) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
N. J., praying for the enactment of legislation to establish a | liam Landahn. 
nal bureau for the protection of the children of the United Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
s; which were referred to the Committee on Education and referred the following bills, reported them severall 
: | amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 
ir. SPOONER presented a memorial of sundry citizens of | A bill (H. R. 549) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
skum, Wis., remonstrating against the passage of the so- | W. Storr, jr.; 
| “ parcels-post bill; which was referred to the Commit- A bill (H. R. 1482) granting an increase of pension to Philip 
n Post-Offices and Post-Roads. Cook ; 
also presented petitions of the Cream City Mirror Plate A bill (H. R. 6061) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
( any, of Milwaukee; of the Fuller & Johnson Manufactur- | liam H. Chapman ; 
Company, of Madison, and of sundry citizens, all in the A bill (H. R. 6546) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


of Wisconsin, praying for the removal of the internal- | A. White; 
ue tax on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the | A bill (H. R. 6865) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
nittee on Finance. | lk’. Voss; 


xL-— 403 
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A bill (A. RR. 11151) granting an increase of pension to John 
Sirmyer; 

A bill CH. R. 11552) granting an increase of pension to Abra- 
ham G. Leiser; 

A bill (H. R. 18979) granting an increase of pension to Eme- 
line A. Stewart; and 

A bill (H. R. 15634) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 


uel M. Reese. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The bill (S. 152) to provide for the build- 
inc of a public avenue on the south side of the Potomac River 
from the city of Washington to Mount Vernon was referred to 
the Committee on the District of €olumbia by mistake. I re- 
port the bill back, and move that the Committee on the District 
of Columbia be discharged from its further consideration, and 
I move that it be referred to the Committee on Claims, where 
it belongs. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with an 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 


A bill (S. 5928) granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
Gaffney ; 

\ bill (S. 5442) granting a pension to Frances E. Taylor; 

\ bill (S. 5790) granting an increase of pension to Jehial P. 
hiainmond 5 

\ bill (S. 3486) granting an increase of pension to Edwin D. 
Wescott; and 

\ bill (S. 2032) granting an increase of pension to Thomas F. 
stevens. 

\ir. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

\ bill (S. 5798) granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Hu and 

\ bill (H. R. 15869) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
son H. McCune. 


. Mr. McCUMBER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severa’™'y with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

. bill (S. 3487) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Fuller ; 


} 


bill (S. 5949) granting an increase of pension to George F. 


White: 

\ bill (H. R. 1182) granting an increase of pension to Eze- 
kiel Bridwell; 

\ bill (H. R. 1192) granting an increase of pension to George 
P. Hess . 

A bill (H. R. 2816) granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Town; 

A bill (H. R. 2168) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Bridges; 

A bill (H. R. 2226) granting an increase of pension to George 
EF. Long; 

A bill (H. R. 2234) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
W. Gersteneker ; 

\ bill (H. R. 10029) granting an increase of pension to Abram 
Higbie; 


\ bill (H. R. 
Samuel Deems; 

A bill (H. R. 10922) granting an 
MeDonald; 


10257) granting an increase of pension to 


increase of pension to John 


| 
| 
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A bill (H. R. 18237) granting an increase of pensior 
Rachel Egeness ; 

A bill (H. R. 5571) granting an increase of pension to Wil. 
liam Cary ; : 

A bill (H. R. 8716) granting an increase of pension to J.)) 
L. Coffey ; 

A bill (H. R. 10766) granting a pension to Rachel L. Bay; 

A bill (H. R. 9529) granting an increase of pension io y 
liam Gibson ; 

A bill (H. R. 11062) granting 
Samuel W. Harlan; 

A bill (H. R. 11865) granting 
Robert D. Williamson ; 

A bill (H. R. 15316) granting an increase of pension to Jay) 
McKelvy ; and 

A bill (Hl. R. 15819) granting an increase of pension to Wi). 
liam T. Burgess. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 225) granting a pension to Thomas R. Smith: 

A bill (S. 5982) granting an increase of pension to 5. 
Merriman; and 

A bill (S. 5056) granting a pension to Alexandar Plotts. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : : 

A bill (H. R. 14118) granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward Delany ; 

A bill (H. R. 17118) granting an increase of pension to John 
Burke; 

A bill (H. R. 11989) granting an increase of pension to Fran- 
cis M. Hinds; 
A bill (H. R. 11510) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Larrance ; 
A bill (H. R. 9138) granting an increase of pension to Aaron 


to 


an increase of pension 


an increase of pension 


severally 


R. 


Ss. 


L. Rockwood: 
A bill (H. R. 9135) granting a pension to August Crome: and 
A bill (CH. R. 735) granting an increase of pension to Frank L. 
Fornshell. 
Mr. GAMBLE, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 


whom were referred the following bills, reported them each with 
an amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 1336) providing for the allotment and distribution 
of the tribal funds of the Yankton tribe of Sioux Indians in the 
State of South Dakota; and 

A bill (S. 1337) providing for the allotment and distribution 
of the tribal funds of the Sisseton and Wahpeton tribes of 
Sioux Indians in the State of South Dakota. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 2008) granting a pension to Virginia A. 
McKnight, reported it with amendments, and submitted a re 
port thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5844) granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
Keys; and 

A bill (H. R. 13022) granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
L. Ghrist. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


| referred the following bills, reported them severally without 


A bill (H. R. 10561) granting an increase of pension to | 
Joseph N. Piersell; 

A bill (H. R. 11822) granting an increase of pension to | 
Lawyer Sugs; 

A bill (H. R. 12810) granting an increase of pension to 
Edward Ross; and 

\ bill (H. k&. 14801) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas Armstrong. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom | 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with 
amendments, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5966) granting an increase of pension to C. C. 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 5708) granting an increase of pension to Nathalia | 
Boepple; and 

A bill (S. 5032) granting a pension to Daisy Crowninshield 
Stuyvesant 


Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

\ bill (S. 5948) granting an increase of pension to Samuel B. 
Rice ; 
\ bill (FH. 


R. 1719) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam N. Whitlock ; 


, 


amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4205) granting an increase of pension to George 
Warner ; 

A bill (H. R. 17387) granting an increase of pension to Da) 
F. Eakin; 

A bill (H. R. 17806) granting an increase of pension to Eno 
Boyle; 

A bill (H. R. 8954) granting a pension to George Cunni! 
ham ; 

A bill (H. R. 10008) granting an increase of pension to Ja 
W. Dorman; 

A bill (H. R. 12762) granting an increase of pension to Jes 
H. Brandt; 

A bill (H. R. 13337) granting an increase of pension to Jose)! 
W. Harsh; and 

A bill (H. R. 14982) granting an increase of pension to Isa: 
N. Long. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them each with © 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : ' 

A bill (8. 20) granting an increase of pension to Edward Hig 
gins; 


l 








_— 
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, hill (S. ) granting an increase of pension to William 
il (S. 4492) granting an increase of pension to George W. 
] er; and . ‘ : 

(LH. R. 17072) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


RURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
erred the following bills, reported them severally with- 

endment, and submitted reports thereon : 

| (S. 1256) granting an increase of pension to Lewis D. 


(S. 1865) granting an increase of pension to Solomon 


\ pill (H. R. 1557) granting an increase of pension to Frank 


1946) 


granting an increase of pension to James 
. 2791) granting an increase of pension to Mary BE. 


. 8694) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 


4240) granting an increase of pension to James 


. 4244) granting an increase of pension to John 


. 3686) granting an increase of pension to Henry 


5292) 


granting an increase of pension to Lewis 


(H. R. 8737) 
A. ley ; 

ll (HL. R. 
¢ Sullivan ; 


(H. R. 
ll (H.R. 


8771) granting an increase of pension to Flor- 
\ | 8833) granting a pension to Edna M. Johnson; 
2238) granting an increase of pension to Helen 


(H. R. 14891) granting an increase of pension to Frank- 
ley; and 
\ | (H. R. 15305) granting an increase of pension to Ezra 


Mir. OVERMAN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
‘ferred the bill (S. 5290) granting an increase of pension 
ies Ramsey, reported it without amendment, and submit- 
report thereon. 

lle also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally with amendments, and 
iitted reports thereon : 


I 


ill (S. 5855) granting an increase of pension to Blanche B. 
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Resolved, That there be printed for the use of the Senate 10,04 
copies of the hearings before the Committee on I t ! 
|} estry of the Senate on Senate bills 3477 and 2 lift) ( 
gress, relating to public roads. 

The amendment of the Committee on Printing was 
the end of the resolution: 

And that the said copies, when printed, shall be delivered 


granting an increase of pension to Horace 


B : 
\ bill (S. 4608) granting a pension to George W. Walter; and 
\ bill (S. 4178) granting an increase of pension to Catharine 
E. Smith. 
‘Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon : 


\ bill (S. 5767) granting an increase of pension to Thomas D. 
Welch: 
\ bill 
VV f ] 


or 
v) if hs 


\ bill (S. 5765) granting an increase of pension to Theodore 


ntgomery ; 


il (H. R. 1413) granting an increase of pension to John 
roe 


ders ; 


. 


v | 
| 


2° 
vv 


45) granting an increase of pension to Chris- 


White; 

ll (Hf. R. 5048) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
Failer ; 

(H. R. 6498) granting an increase of pension to Isaac 

| (H. R. 9928 


~~ 


) granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
J. Mishler ; 


ll (H. R. 10993) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 


es 


l (WR 


D. Bogia; 


ill (H. R. 14169) granting an increase of pension to Bettie 


nro 
2727 


_ A bill (H. R. 14731) granting an increase of pension to Ezra 
i iggins ; 
' \ b ll (A. R. 15003) granting an increase of pension to James 


(S. 5700) granting an increase of pension to Stacy B. 


The resolution suggests alternative plans r national relief: Fi 
that the Federal Government guarantee the credit of the city of S 
Francisco to the extent which will enable that city to re the money 

| necessary for the restoration of its public and private buildings, t 
| money to be loaned at fair rates of interest to property owners uy] 
note and mortgage; 

Second. That the United States should subscribe ft tock in 
make loans to, a great financial corporation, to be chartered « er b 
the State or the nation, which should undertake the work of rebuilding 


ll (S. 4910) granting an increase of pension to William | 


(H. R. 1768) granting an increase of pension to George | 


) granting an increase of pension to Ben- | 


6435 


A bill (H. R. 15695) granting a pension to John T. Wagoner; 
and 

A bill (H. R. 15748) granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
R. Deckard. 

Mr. BLACKBURN, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to 
whom was referred the bill (H. R. 153: to incorporate the 
National Society of the Sons of the American Revolution, re- 
ported it without amendment. 


<)> 


> at 


Mr. SPOONER, from the Committee on Finance, to whom 
was referred the bill (H. R. 6101) for the relief of the estate 
of Charles M. Demarest, deceased, reported it without amend 


ment. 


IMPROVEMENT OF PUBLIC ROADS. 


Mr. PLATT. I am directed by the Committee on Printing, 
to whom was referred the resolution submitted on the 4th 
instant by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Larimer], to 
report it with an amendment; and I ask for its present e¢ 


sideration. 
The Senate, by unanimous consent, proceeded 
resolution, which was read, as follows: 





document room of the Senate. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The resolution as amended was agreed to. 


HEARING BEFORE COMMITTEE ON WOMAN SUFFRAGE. 


Mr. KEAN, from the Committee to Audit and Control t) 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred t] 
resolution submitted by Mr. Bacon on the 4th instant, reported 
it without amendment, and it was considered by unanimous « 
sent, and agreed to, as follows: 

Resolved, That the stenographer employed to report the hearing 
fore the Select Committee on Woman Suffrage given to a d rat 
the National Woman Suffrage Association, February 15, 190 
from the contingent fund of the Senate. 

AID IN REBUILDING SAN FRANCISCO. 
Mr. ALDRICH. From the Committee on Finance I -re 


back the concurrent resolution submitted by the Senator fr 
Nevad@ [Mr. NEwLANDS] on the 2d instant, relative to aid 
rebuilding San Francisco, and I submit a report thereon 
the matter a rather important one and the report is ve 
short, I ask that it may be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the report. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The Committee on Finance, to whom was referr 
resolution No. 24, providing for the creation of a 
consider various plans for national financial aid in 


ing the city of San Francisco, beg leave to report 


is 





the work of 





San Francisco, or of making loans for this purpose 
Your committee are clearly and unanimously of the opinion that 
the plans suggested are without province of ¢ 


the legitimate 
sional action, and therefore that intmer 


the appoi 





to consider their advisability or practicab l 
It does not seem to your committee advi tl ti 
a committee to consider other plans for nation: iid. 
They therefore report the resolution adver and ré 1 t 


it be indefinitely postponed. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In the absence of the Senator from 
{[Mr. NEwLANpDs], I ask that the resolution 
upon the Calendar. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 


and r 





Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 6037) to amend an 
| act entitled “An act regulating the sale of intoxicating liquor 
in the District of Columbia; ” which was read twice by its t 
| and referred to the Committee on the District of Co! 
Mr. PILES introduced a bill (S. 6038) authoriz con- 
| struction of a dam across the Pend d’Oreille River State 
of Washington, by the Pend d’Oreille Development Company, 
for the development of water power, electrical power, and for 
other purposes; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO introduced a bill (S. 5039) granting an 
increase of pension to George Gardner; which was read twice 


| 


by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 
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Mr. McENERY introduced a bill (S. 6040) for the relief of 
the estate of Joseph Richard Martin; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. OVERMAN introduced a bill (S. 6041) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James N. Brown; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 6042) for the relief of the 
Jerusalem Evangelical Lutheran Church, Ebenezer, Ga.; which 
was read twice by its titie, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. 

Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 6048) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Phillips; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Iie also introduced a bill (S. 6044) granting an increase of 
pension to John H. Arnold; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6045) granting an increase 
of pension to J. G. Bridaham; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FULTON introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
eraily read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Vensions: 

A bill (S. 6046) granting an increase of pension to K. Shan- 
non Taylor; and 

A bill (S. 6047) granting a pension to W. C. Baker. 

Mr. GAMBLE introduced a bill (S. 6048) for the relief of 
L. A, Jopeline; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on 
Pensions: 





A bill (S. 6049) granting a pension to Mary A. Washburn; 
A bill (S. 6050) granting an increase of pension to Edward W. 


Galligan; and 

A bill (8S. 6051) granting an increase of pension to Mary A. 
Duncan. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 6052) granting an 
increase of pension to William E. Redmond; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6053) for the relief of William 
Taylor: which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. WARNER introduced the following bills; whieh were 
severally read twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying 
papers, referred to the Committee on Pensions: 

A bill (S. 6054) granting a pension to Edward W. Livingston ; 

A bill (S. 6055) granting an increase of pension to Henry H. 
Davis; 

A bill (S. 6056) 
C. Boner: 

A bill (S. 
Wood; 

A bill 
Owings: 

A bill (S. 6059) granting a pension to Uriah Fosberg; 

A bill (S. 6060) granting an increase of pension to Alonzo W. 
Wright; and 
A bill (S. 
Trabue. 
Mr. GEARIN introduced a bill (S. 6062) granting a pension 
to Mary Haney; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 6063) granting an increase 
of pension to F. A. Sullivan; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 


granting an increase of pension to Alexander 


6057) granting an increase of pension to James M. 


(S. 6058) granting an increase of pension to Samuel 


6061) granting an increase of pension to William 
K. 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
Mr. RAYNER (for Mr. GorMAN) submitted an amendment 
proposing to appropriate $130,629.67 to reimburse the directors 
of Providence Hospital, in the District of Columbia, for moneys 


expended by them in the reconstruction of said hospital, in- 
tended to be proposed by Mr. GorMAN to the sundry civil appro- 
priation bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the 
accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on the District 
of Columbia. 


Mr. OVERMAN submitted an amendment proposing to appro- 
priate $8,000 for pay ing Eleventh street from K to O streets NW. 
with sheet asphalt, intended to be proposed by him to the Dis- 


trict of Columbia appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
nrinted, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 
mittee on the District of Columbia. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing to 
appropriate $143,000 for the purchase of land and modification 
and extension of railroad system incident to abolition of grade 
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crossings in connection with the spur railroad from the Ww 
ton Navy-Yard to the tracks of the Pennsylvania Railroad Dea 
pany, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation 
bill; which was ordered to be printed, and, with the accoi) ayy 
ing papers, referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. J- 
He also submitted an amendment proposing to appro; 


ashing. 


$38,000 each for six justices of the peace in the District of ys 
lumbia, ete., intended to be proposed by him to the District 


of Columbia appropriation bill; which was ordered to be 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Co 
on Appropriations. 

Mr. DICK submitted an amendment providing for the trans. 
ference to the Secretary of the Navy for preservation. index- 
ing, and preparation of the publication of all records relating to 
the personnel and operations of public and private armed ves. 
sels of the North American cclonies in the war of the Reyolu- 
tion, intended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriation 
bill; which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. and 
ordered to be printed. 

Mr. MILLARD submitted an amendment proposing to jn- 
crease the number of superintendents of registry, Post-Office 
Department, from twenty-five to twenty-seven, intended to be 
proposed by him to the post-office appropriation bill; which was 
referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and 
ordered to be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO RAILROAD RATE BILL 


Mr. CULBERSON. I submit an amendment, in the nature 
of a substitute, to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission, which I ask may be printed 
in the Recorp. It is not very long. 

There being no objection, the proposed substitute was ordered 
to lie on the table, and to be printed, and to be printed in the 
ReEcorp, as follows: 


printed, 
mlnittee 


That whenever the Interstate Commerce Commission, created by 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and exer- 
cising powers thereunder and under acts amendatory thereof, and 


under this act, shall, upon complaint and hearing, as provided by said 
acts, or either of them, decide that any rate fixed for service which is 
Subject to the provisions of said acts, or either of them, is unjust and 
unreasonable, said Commission shall have the power, and it shall be 
its duty, to fix a just and reasonable maximum rate for such service 
and make an order specifying the time, which shall be within not less 
that twenty days from the date of said order, whéf such rate shall 
take effect; and thereafter such rate shall be the only lawful rate 
which the carrier may charge for such service for the period of one 
year from the time such rate may become operative, unless otherwise 
ordered by the Commission: Provided, That if such rate so fixed by 
the Commission is in violation of the rights of any party in interest 
secured by the Constitution of the United States the party ’so affected 


may proceed against the Commission by appropriate proceedings in 
equity in any circuit court of the United States of competent juris- 
diction to enjoin the enforcement of such order and rate: Provided 


further, That in determining what is a just and reasonable rate no 
consideration shall be given fictitious stock issued by the carrier or 
bonds or other obligations of the carrier issued in excess of the fair 
value of its property: Provided further, That no circuit or other 
court of the United States, and no judge thereof in vacation, shall 
annul, restrain, enjoin, or otherwise interfere with the enforcement 
or operation of a rate and order established and made by the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission provided for in this act until a petition, 
declaration, bill of complaint, or other proper statement of the cause 
of action is filed in said court or presented to said judge in vacation, 
and the Interstate Commerce Commission is duly and legally served 


with a copy thereof at least ten days prior to any action taken by the 
court or judge thereon and until said Commission has had opportunity 
within said ten days to answer by proper pleadings and present testi- 
mony in like form as the complainants therein: Provided furticr, 


That in such proceedings either party to the suit_may appea! imme- 
diately and directly to the Supreme Court of the United States from 
the final decree therein, or from any interlocutory or preliminary 
restraining order therein, whether granted during the term or in va- 
cation, by which the rate and order so established and made by the 
Commission is enjoined in whole or in part: Provided further, That 
said appeal must be taken within thirty days from the entry of such 
order or decree, and said case so appealed shall be adyanced and take 
precedeace in the Supreme Court of all cases of a different chara r 
therein: Provided further, That the circuit court, or the judge thereof, 
or the Supreme Court or any justice thereof, may direct that the fina 
decree or the interlocutory or preliminary restraining order from which 
an appeal is taken shall be stayed during the pendency of such appeal. 

Src. 2. That section 1 of an act entitled “An act to regulate com 
merce,” approved February 4, 1887, be, and the same is hereby, 
amended so as hereafter to read as follows: 





“That the provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier 
or carriers engaged in the transportation of oil, gas, or water who 


or partly by pipe lines and to any common carrier or carriers eng ged 
in the transportation of passengers or property wholly by railroad, 

partly by railroad and partly by water, when both are used for & con: 
tinuous carriage or shipment, from one State or Territory of the l nited 
States, or the District of Columbia, to any other State or Territory 0! 
the United States, or the District of Columbia, or from any place in 
the United States to an adjacent foreign country, or from any | 

in the United States through a foreign country to any other D 

in the United States, and also to the transportation in like — - 
of property shipped from any place in the United States to a ae ier 
country and carried from such place to a port of transshipm at, o 
shipped from a foreign country to any place in the United States anc 


] 
ner 





carried to such place from a port of entry either in the United States 
or an adjacent foreign country: Provided, however, 


That the provisiols 
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act shall not apply to the transportation of passengers or | Militia of the United States, accompanied by bills pending be 
or to the receiving, delivering, storage, or handling of prop- fore Convress o he ian >t] a eee ae te 
iy within one State and not shipped to or from a foreign gress on the subject of the naval militia. On s 


m or to any State or Territory as aforesaid. former occasion the Senate has published proceedings of this 
vm ‘railroad’ as used in this act shall include all bridges | association as a public documet an nove at it be pri 
es used or operated in connection with any railroad, and also I iment, and I move that it be printed 


as a public document. 


d in use by any corporation operating a railroad, whether at : 
rhe resolution was agreed to. 


yperated under a contract, agreement, or lease; and the 
nsportation’ shall include the use of cars and other vehicles ft J , 
ise of all instrumentalities and facilities of shipment or car- VOLUNTEER RETIRED LIST OF THE ARMY. 

spective of ownership or of any contract, express or implied, Mr. NELSON. I present a statement showing the number, 
rvices in connection with the receipt, delivery, elevation, and residence. ; . a ; Saad 

in transit, ventilation, refrigeration or icing storage, and Sidence, and age of officers affected by the bill (S. 2162) to 
of property transported; and it shall be the duty of every create in the War Department 

et to the provisions of this act to provide and furnish 

nsportation upon reasonable request therefor, and to establish 

ites and just and reasonable rates applicable thereto. 


a special roll to be known as 
| “the volunteer retired list,” to authorize placing thereon with 
pay certain surviving officers of the United States Volunteer 


ates fixed by the carrier or the Interstate Commerce Commis- Army of the civil war, and for other purposes, and also the 
ny service rendered or to be rendered in the transportation | amount of money involved. I move that the statement be 
vers or property, or in connection therewith, as aforesaid, | ‘inted as ; a8 i : s : 
subject to the provisions of this act, and shall be just and printed as a public document and referred to the Committee 


both to the public and the carrier.” on Military Affairs, 
That section 1 of an act entitled “An act to further regulate The motion was agreed to 
with foreign nations and among the States,” approved Feb- © ’ 
19. 19038, be, and the same is hereby, amended so as hereafter to 
! lows: Cc CA a ° . : ’ * ‘ ‘ . ep ° 
invthing done or omitted to be done by a corporation com- | A message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
“subject to the act to regulate commerce and the acts | B. F. Barnes, one of his secretari 
thereof, which, if done or omitted to be done by any 
officer thereof, or any receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, or | On Mav 1: 
ting for or employed by such corporation, would constitute | as ay i: 
anor under said acts or under this act shall also be held to | S. 5045. An act to incorporate the American Cross of Hon 
meanor committed by such corporation, and upon conviction within the District of Columbia: 
shall be subject to like penalties as are prescribed in said | . . atid ar “ z - rer 
this act with reference to such persons except as such pen- ». 1046. An act to incorporate the Edes Home; and 
are herein changed. The willful failure upon the part of any S. 47. An act to create a board for the 
I biect to said acts to file and publish the tariffs or rates and 
required by said acts or strictly to observe such _ tariffs “DOSeS 
anged according to law, shall be a misdemeanor, and upon | PUFPOSses. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 


‘Ss, announced that the Presi- 
dent had approved and signed the followin; 


gz acts: 


condemnation of 
sanitary buildings in the District of Columbia, 


and for other 


n thereof the corporation offending shall be subject to a fine | INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 
than $1,000 nor more than $20,000 for each offense; and | an TIOR Dore TAITES lot is ie } . 
ll be unlawful for any person, persons, or corporation to offer, The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the senate the action 


give or to solicit, accept, or receive any rebate, concession, or of the House of Representatives disagreeing to tl 


he ne amend ents 
ition in respect of the transportation of any property in| of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 153231) making appropriat 











or foreign commerce by any common carrier subject to said Roane  ncentia 4 viata lea athena as : a é wn a 
egulate commerce and the acts amendatory thereto whereby for the current and contingent expenses of the Indian Depart 
property shall by any device whatever be transported at a less | Ment, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with variou Indian 

_ meee? in the eee published ie by such caer. tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 
iired by said act to regulate commerce and the acts amendatory | eo, 4997 . et eR i a a ei ee : ai she alae 
or whereby any other advantage is given or discrimination ov, 107, and requesting a conference with the Senate on the 

: i iced. Every person or corporation who shall offer, grant, give | Gisagrecing votes of the two Houses thereon 

aecept or receive any such rebates, concessions, or discrim- Mr. CLAPP. I move that the Senate insist upon Arie 
shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction ara adeiiines ie aaa Sih, steadied : ak Af 
hall be punished by a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more mm nts, agree to the ” a - xO8 er RECERE, SES LHe Se CO 

$20,000: Provided, That every person who shall offer, grant, | ferees on the part of the Senate be appointed by the Chai 

licit, accent -< re¢ ss -_ an renee, Sameera, or dis The motion was agreed to; and the Vice-President appointed 
n shall, in addition to said fine, be imprisoned in the peni- _ Cc a — > eine 4 . ; cada al ; : 
for a term not less than one year nor more than five years. Mr. CI APP, Mr. Met UMBER, and Mr. Dusots as the « erees on 

vi violation of this section shall be prosecuted in any court | the part of the Senate. 
United States having jurisdiction of crimes within the district . initiate acacia = ai 

such violation was committed or through which the trans- AGRICULTURAL LANDS WITHIN FOREST RESERVES 
may have been conducted ; and whenever the offense is begun The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the bill (H.R. 
irisdiction and completed in another it may be dealt with, 17576) to provide for the entr' f agricultural land vithiy 

‘ed of, tried, or determined, and punished in either jurisdiction awe Provide onl bien ices Mtge alice ral mags within 
same manner as if the offense had been actually and wholly | forest reserves, returned from the of Representatives 
d therein. : . ; — a ies af in compliance with the request of the 
in construing and enforcing the provisions of this section the »- PUTTON a a cieuieil a: musalt . : 
mission, or failure of any officer, agent, or other person acting _ Mr. FULTON. Mr. e ar nt, 1 entered a m m to recon- 
mployed by any common carrier acting within the scope of his | Sider the vote by which this bill was passed. I do not wish to 
nt shall in every case be also deemed to be the act, omission, | press it at the present time, but I desire to explain briefly why 
re of such carrier as well as that of the person. Whenever | | ontered the motion , 7 
carrier files with the Interstate Commerce Commission or pub- 5 . a : : . y 
articular rate under the provisions of the act to regulate Personally I favor the bill; I desire that it may be: ea la 
= a amendatory thereof, or gs er in ane panes so | but the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heysurn], who is 
published, that rate as against such carrier, its officers, or |, : © seecians rag » wichea aw 3 1 
in any prosecution begun under this act shall be conclusively attend th ae on ms of the senate, wish¢ - pe | ches 
{ to be the legal rate, and any departure from such rate, or any | Measure. This I suggested at the time the measu 
( » depart therefrom, shall be deemed to be an offense under this | fore the Senate for passage, and I allowed it to be } ed i 
of this act.” a ttasman wntara 4 . nacre Ens — : 
+. That all acts and parts of acts in conflict herewith are re- aru rwards entered a — ae ae the faa. ea 
and that this act take effect from its passage. that it may rest where it is until the Senator from Idahe 
. VW : : { Tu he sessions F » Senate and Se] ] ' . 
lr. LA FOLLETTE submitted eleven amendments intended attend the 8 noe o! the } enn ae preneas 2s 1 
proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act | Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will lie on th 
ed “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February | PRESERVATION OF NIAGARA FALLS. 
‘7, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the| The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission; which were | message from the President of the United States; which was 
ed to lie on the table and be printed. read, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 


a 
WILLIAM WILSON. mittee on Foreign Relations, and ordered to be printed : 
McCUMBER. I offer the concurrent resolution which I | To the Sengte and House of Representatir: ; 
to the desk, and ask unanimous consent for immediate | _ 1, transmit herewith, for the consideration of the Cor » & 
ee : | made to the Secretary of War by the International Waterways 
upon It. os ene } mission, under date of May 3, 1906, upon the preservation of N 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota | Falls. 
s a resolution, which will be read. , 
Sacratary wil os id THE WHITE Howse, May 7, 1906. 
Secretary read the resolution, as follows: | 
! 








t 


THEODORE R 


| by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), a ee — a a ee en ; ; 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill (S The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 


entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to William | and - 
/ | Mr. SCOTT. I should like very much to call up a bill out 
McCUMBER. eee ene ee OP Oe 


I simply desire to say that the beneficiary | oper as a compliment to a retiring Senator on the opposite side 


| in the bill has died since its passage. It is Senate bill 2794. a verv short bill. 
e concurrent resolution was considered by unanimous con- . 


and agreed t The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the unanimous-consent agree- 
— So ment House bill 12987 is in order. 
ASSOCIATION OF THE NAVAL MILITIA. Mr. HALE. I must make a poini of order against the re- 


r. GALLINGER. I have had handed to me the typewritten | quest of the Senator from West Virginia. First, Il ask that the 
y of the annual proceedings of the Association of the Naval | rule be read. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the unani- 











mous-consent agreement, as requested by the Senator from 
Maine. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

It is agreed by unanimous consent that on Friday, May 4, 1906, im- 
mediately upon the conclusion of the routine morning business, the 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of the bill, H. R. 12987, 


to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved Feb- 


| 
| 
| 


ruary 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the pow- 
ers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; the bill to be read by | 
sections for the purpose of amendment, the discussion upon amend- | 






ments offered to proceed under a fifteen-minute rule, the amendments to 
be disposed of when the discussion thereon is concluded. (April 30, 
Lin 

Mr. HALE. I will state my point of order. I do not like to 


interfere with the Senator from West Virginia, but the purpose 
and object and operation of the rule are entirely clear. The 
Senate by unanimous consent made the rule and the order of 
You can not upon one unanimous-consent agreement 
afterwards changed that by another unanimous-consent agree- 


business, 


ment. My point of order is that there is nothing under the 
rule which has been read that the Senate can do except to pro- 


ceed to the consideration of amendments to the rate bill, and no 
unanimous-consent agreement can or ought to interfere with 


that order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The unfinished business will be 
proceeded with. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 


” 


“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment is the one 
offered by the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. KrrrTrepGe}. 
The Secretary will read it. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of section 1 
» following: 

Companies or persons owning, leasing, managing, or operating cars 
ed in the business of carrying any kind of property, imeiuding live 
ugh such cars run upon railroads not owned, leased, managed 

such companies or persons, shall be deemed to be car- 
in the transportation of property by railroad within the 
ar his act 
Mr. CLAPP. 


tor 





k, th 





jmendment. I fully agree with him, as every one else must 
agree with him, as to the evil known as the private car lines. 


\s he wisely suggested in his remarks last Friday, one of the 
remedies is the elimination of the private ear lines. The com- 
mittee at its hearings last spring and the members of the com- 
mittee in considering this subject have been face to face with 
the proposition whether private car lines could be eliminated. 
We recognize it is the law that a common earrier must furnish 


facili 


-—iay Very 


ties for transportation; we realize that they depend 
largely upon the private car lines for those facili- 
ties: and now to abruptly require them to make the necessary 
and to create that disturbance which would result 
prohibition of the use of these cars by anything but 
mupany seemed entirely too drastic, and the com- 
tee had to abandon that thought. 
‘xt plan was how best to meet the evil of the private 
One difficulty to-day is that the shipper of fruit and 
other freight requiring refrigeration has to deal not only with 


l ‘Stinent 
from the 
1 railroad ec 
The ne 
A Lit Al 


Cai es. 


the railroad company which transports that freight, but also 
he has to deal with the company owning these private cars; 
and while it did not seem a bit feasible, if advisable, to elimi- | 
nate the private cars, it did seem as though we ought to take one | 


forward and require the common carrier to furnish these 

cars so far as the shipping public is concerned, so that the 
shipper would have to deal only with one corporation, and that 
be the carrier, and the carrier would be free either to 

buy its cars, own its cars, rent its cars, or employ the cars 
yned by the private car line companies so long as in its last 


\lvsis the cost of transportation, including refrigeration 
and those things especially inherent in the private cars, was 


within the control of the Interstate Commerce Commission and 
the shipper had to deal only with one person, and the Com- 
mission had to deal only with one person, and that the common 


enrrier. So we provided first as to what a carrier—a railroad— 
should be, what transportation should be, bringing refrigeration, 


icing, and all these matters finally under the one head of trans- 
portation or freight, so that it would simplify the subject both 
with the shipper and the Commission. 

Before the Senate votes on the amendment I wish to make 
‘ her suggestion. So far as the subject of eliminating the 
private ear lines is worthy of consideration, it ought not to 
be embarrassed in the future by at this time a legislative 
ition of its legal existence and its license as a common 


Mr. President, I can not believe that the Sena- | 
from South Dakota fully realize the scope of his proposed | 


| to the Senate from the House of Representatives will 
| very little practical benefit. 


carrier. If we find in experience that thus making the private 
ear line facilities, and including icing and refrigeratioy, ond 
all these matters, a part of the freight charge, to be deal 
with as one matter both with the shipper and the Commission : 
does not meet the evil, and it should be thought later ~ = 
gradual process fair to all and feasible as practical legis|ajio, 
to eliminate the private car lines, I say we ought not {ly nm = 
be embarrassed by the fact that we had deliberately leg lized 
that business and recognized it and licensed it as a o 


va 


ml ion 


| carrier. There will be time enough then, if our present plan 


should not prove a practical one, to deal with it from +4) 


: tha¢ 
standpoint. 

I hope before the Senate thus, within the purview of this 
law, legalize the operation of the private ear lines the, wil 


consider if it is not better, for the time being at least. to 
place every item of transportation subject to the railro de 
so that the shipper and the Conmnission will have to deal pyri. 
marily and exclusively with the railroad company alone 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, before the Senate pro- 
ceeds to vote on this amendment, or any of the pending amenq- 
ments indeed, I wish to announce that my colleague [Mr. May- 
Lory] is unable to be present on account of illness. He jas 
a general psir with the senior Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Proc- 
TOR], but has sent me a brief statement of his views on the Dill, 
which I desire shall be read. I send the statement to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the state- 
ment prepared by the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. M 


LorY ]}. 
The Secretary read the statement, as follows: 
“In my judgment the Hepburn-Dolliver rate bill as it came 


accomplish 
It, however, enunciates a principle 
which has been more or less disputed in the past and which, in 
my judgment, is worthy of distinct recognition. The Dill de- 
clares that the National Legislature has a right, through 

commission established by that Legislature, to prescribe rea- 


| sonable and just rates for the transportation of passengers and 


| before the Commission when that body passed on the rate i 
| question. 


| working of the law that it seeks to amend. 





freight by common carriers engaged in interstate and foreign 
commerce. As the bill stands, this is the only point that induces 
me to favor its enactment into law. 

“T believe that one of the greatest difficulties that the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission has to deal with is the facility 
with which a railroad charged with the imposition of excessive 
rates can secure a preliminary injunction on facts not adduced 

n 


I believe that Congress has the power to prevent the 
issuance of such preliminary or interlocutory injunction by the 
minor United States courts, and that unless Congress does im 
pose such restraint on those courts the practical working of the 
Hepburn-Dolliver bill will be but little improvement on tlic 
There are ot 
features of the bill that I think should be radically amende 
and many provisions might be put on it that would relieve it of 
serious grounds of criticism. But with effective restrictions on 
the power of the courts to grant preliminary injunctions I 
think that substantial benefit to the public could be realized. 
“In general, I desire to say that I favor any amendment that 
enlarges the powers and strengthens the hands of the Interstate 


Commerce Commission within constitutional limits and that | 
am opposed to any amendment that in any way lessens the 


1e@ 


power, narrows the jurisdiction, or weakens the strength of t 
Commission.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from South Dakota 
KITTREDGE }. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, before a vote is taken on | 
amendment I wish to ask the framer of the amendment 2 f 
questions with regard to its proper construction. The 
lines of the amendment read: 


Companies or persons owning, 
used in the business of carrying any kind of property, 
stock, etc. 

The amendment concludes as follows: 


Shall be deemed to be carriers engaged in the transportation of pi 
erty by railroad within the meaning of this act. 


What I want to know is this: Suppose a stock breeder in cei 
tral Illinois leases one, two, or three cars for the purpose ‘ 
transporting some of his fancy stock into an adjoining State fo 
exhibition purposes, would that act come within the proyis'« 
of this amendment and make him a common carrier? _ 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, in my judgment it wou d 
not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
sion reads: 


Or persons owning, leasing, managing, or operating cars used 
the business of carrying any kind of property. 


The pending question is on the 


i\f,r 
| sir. 


leasing, managing, or apenas € 
neiuding } 


1 


Why does the Senator so think? The pr 








1906. 


all 


There 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. KITTREDGE. 


Mr 


t for transporting live stock from one State to another. 
KITTREDGE. That is not intended to be the construc- 
f this amendment. The object of the use of the words 
nies or persons” very evident. The word “ com- 
is a broader term than the word “ corporations,” and 
( ‘persons ”” is there used so as to include anyone 
| in the transportation of property enumerated in this 
ment. 
HOPKINS. Under the explanation of the Senator, Mr. 
ient, just such a case as I have indicated would 
| the provisions of this proposed law, because there would 
rson who would be leasing cars, and he would be leasing 
‘for transporting live stock from one State to another. 
KITTREDGE. That is quite a mistake as to the purpose 
mendment. The case which the Senator mentions is not 
reached by this language. In the case he has cited the 
- of the live stock would be the shipper and not the carrier. 
Ir. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 
Does the Senator from South Da- 
vield to the Senator from Indiana? 
Certainly. 
r BEVERIDGE. I wish to ask the Senator from South Da- 
i question. The bill at present permits a railroad company 
make contracts for leasing cars of private car line companies, 
rovides that the cost of those cars shall be included in the 
«e the railroad company makes to the shipper. Does not 
Senator’s amendment, making the private car lines also 
tute carriers, compel the shipper to pay two separate 


Vir 


is 


“ds 


~ 


would be a person, and he would be leasing a car and | 
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So that it precludes the idea that the railroad over which 


| the car is transported would be the shipper. It is the person 
who leases or owns the car. If that construction is correct 
and it seems to me that that is the plain English of it—then a 
person who is a breeder of fancy stock of any kind who earries 
it for the purpose of exhibition from one State to another, or 
for any of the purposes relating to private business, by this 
amendment becomes a carrier under this proposed law 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I understood hen this 

|} amendment was introduced and from the remar! th vere 
made by the Senator from South Dakot Mr. KITTREDGE] on 
Friday that it was intended simply to bring these e@ « 
lines under the control of the Interstate Commerce ( 

that it was not intended in any way to make a shipper, who 
leased a ear for his own private pur] io mon Ca! 

ean I understand that any court could poss 

struction so as to make a common carrier of a 


ges, one to the railroad company and one to the private car | 


Is not that the case? 
TTREDGE., 

the bill now pending, and especially of the part relating to 
portation, that it does not reach at all the relations 
inay exist between the private car line companies and the 


is 


Mr. President, my construction of section | 


per, but it does reach the charges that the railway company | 


nake on the private car line companies. If the private car 


ne « olmpany presents to the carrier, the railroad company, a car 


ts contents, the relation of shipment is between the private 


r line company and the railroad, and the relations between the 


Mr. 
Mr 
\ 


pper and the railroad company are not reached in any degree. 

BEVERIDGE. By the present bill? 

KITTREDGE. By the bill which is now pending. 

lr. BEVERIDGE. I think it is an admirable thing that that 
t has been brought out, because if the bill as it stands will 
permit the railroad company to make a contract with a 

vate ear line, but compels it to include the charge made by 


e private car line company in the charge it makes to the ship- 


then I am sure a large number of Senators have been de- 
|. I should be very glad to hear from some Senator who 


s iad something to do with the bill upon that question. 


os 


\s I interpret the amendment of the Senator from South 
ta—and it was to that to which my question was di- 
ed—the only difference between the law as it would be if 


shipping only his own goods in a leased car. But 
make that absolutely certain, so that there may 
regarding it, I desire simply to suggest to the 
South Dakota that he add after the word “ carrying,” 














of his amendment, the words “ for the public;” so that it would 
read : 

Companies or persons owning, leasing, managing, or operating cars 
used in the business of carrying for the public any kind of | 
cluding live stock, though such cars n upon railroads not ed, 

| leased, managed, or operated by such companies or pe 
deemed to be carriers engaged in the nsportation 
railroad within the meaning of this act 

That would make it, then, susceptible only to the construction 
that is contended for by the Senator from South Dakota. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Mr. President, if it be permissible for me 
to do so, I gladly accept that amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator can so modify his 
amendment, if he desires. 

Mr. KITTREDGE. Then, I will modify the amendment in 
that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the mod 
ification of the amendment. 

The Secretary. In line 2, of the proposed amendment ter 
the word “ carrying,” it is modified by adding the words “for 
the public.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it will be agreed 
to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I desire to t! the 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TmLMAN] or S 
from Iowa [Mr. DoLLiver] a question; but I will first ask the 
Senator from South Dakota [ Mr. KrrrrepGe}, Does the bill as it 
stands, in case the present amendment should not be adopted 
permit the railroad company to make its contract with the pri 
vate car line and include the charge of the private ear li 
within the charge that the railroad company makes to th 


amendment should be adopted and the law as it would be | 


amendment should not be adopted would be that in the 
case the shipper must deal with two companies in the car- 
x of his goods and in the other the shipper would deal 

ut one carrier in the shipment of his goods. 
the Senator who has charge of the bill will explain whether 
t it is true that, in his judgment, this bill does provide that 
mmon carrier may make his contract with the private 
line and inelude the charge that it pays to the private car 
n the charge it makes to the shipper, I think it would be 
htening to us. 

HOVKINS. Mr. President, I have examined the amend- 
of the Senator from South Dakota a little further since 
enator has given me his construction of it, that it would 

carrier and not the shipper that would be held to be a 
on carrier. I do not interpret the amendment as sug- 


j 


shipper? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, unless the language on pages 
2 and 3, where the terms “ railroad” and “ transportatio1 al 
defined, is twisted out of its ordinary interpretation, it looks to 
me as if those two words as defined there em ’ 
that could be utilized or would be required in carrying eithe 
passengers or freight. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


brace every 


Then, as the bill stands a 


| shipper will have to deal with one carrier, and not with two 


earriers? 


Mr. TILLMAN. That is as I understand it. The Interstat 
Commerce Commission would have to deal y h tl I ! l 
alone; it does not matter whose car it uses or what t of a 
| car it may be. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly; but whatever charges tl 
railroad company makes, the private car line must be luded 


| by the Senator, and, with all due deference to his opin- | 


| submit that it is not susceptible of the construction that | 


; upon it, for this reason: Eliminating the other words 
i bringing the proposition down to the illustration that I 
of the shipper of live stock from Illinois to an adjacent 
, it reads that persons leasing cars or operating cars used 
‘ business of carrying any kind of property, including live 
shall be deemed to be carriers engaged in the transporta- 
of property by railroad within the meaning of this act. 
vw, to show that it can not mean the railroads, the amend- 
substantially provides that the person who owns or leases 
r or cars for the purposes I have indicated shall be held to 
carrier under the provisions of this act, “though such 
* run upon railroads not owned, leased, managed, or oper- 
d by such companies or persons.” 


t 


| 


in the toll which it charges the shi so that the shipper will 


have to deal with only one common carrier. 


per ; 


Mr. TILLMAN. I do not think the Commission would haves 
anything to do with the charge for the facilities of transport 
tion or with what contract it might have with this perso 
He having secured cars for the transportation of stock or fr 
| from whatever source, then the railroad alone is amenable t 

| the authority, order, and supervision in fixing the rate by 
Commission. That would be my judgment of this language 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. My question has nothing to do with the 
Commission. As I look at the amendment which is proposed 
and at the bill as it has been explained to the Senate by those 

| on both sides who stand sponsor for it, the bill as it now stands, 
without this amendment, provides that the shipper shall deal 
with one carrier and pay one toll, whereas if the amendment 


| of the Senator from South Dakota be adopted, the shipper must 
| 


deal with two carriers and pay two tolls. 
Mr. TILLMAN. To which I object. 
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to the Senator from South Dakota—then I can not see the wis- 
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| 


dom of the proposed amendment; and it was in order to bring | 


the matter clearly before the Senate that I ventured to pro- 
pound the question to both Senators. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In my judgment, the amendment is entirely 
unner eSSsary. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I can see the very serious possible ob- 
jection of compelling a shipper to deal with two common car- 
riers where he might deal with but one and to pay two charges 
where he might pay but one. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again call the at- 
tention of Senators to the rule under which the Senate is now 
proceeding, which forbids Senators from speaking more than 
once upon an amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, the time that I have been 
addressing the Senate has been within the fifteen minutes; but 
I will ask the Chair, under the rule, whether or not I have the 
right to dispose of that fifteen minutes either by speaking con- 
tinuously or by asking other Senators questions? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
rule is clear-—that there can be but one speech by each Senator 
on an amendment, and that not exceeding fifteen minutes. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. “ Not exceeding.” I have not—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair had no reference to the 


Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, well, I think it wise, so far as that 
is concerned, if the Chair will permit me, that that be deter- 
mined at this early stage of the discussion, because if a Senator 
feels that he can better use his fifteen minutes by asking other 
Senators questions or by addressing the Senate, I wish to know 
if he would have the right to occupy the floor in that way for 
that time. 

Mr. LODGE. 


the worst cases 


Mr. President, it is well known that many of 
personai discriminations and rebates occur 
‘tion with private car lines; many of the worst abuses 
through such lines. If they can be reached through 
tainly that is greatly to be desired. But the point I 
get at is whether we can hold the railroads re- 
discriminations made by the private car lines? 
If we can not, then the bill, so far as private car line discrim- 


of 
in com 
have arisen 
this bill, cer 
trving to 


sponsible for 





“am 


inations go, is worthless. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Massachusetts will con- 
tinue to occupy the floor so that I shall not be ruled out of order, 
I wish to make a suggestion. 


Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. TILLMAN. So as to set this matter absolutely at rest, 





and make it impossible for anyone to construe this language 
otherwise than as I have just interpreted it, I would suggest to 
insert, on page 2— 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massa- 


chusetts yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 


Mr. LODGE. I have just yielded to the Senator from South 
Caroli . 

Mr. TILLMAN. On page 2 of the bill, line 21, after the word 

railroad,” if we insert the words “or cars,” we would then 
include in the definition of the word “ railroad” the cars, so 
that there could be no possibility of the private ownership of 
the car exempting the carrier from the control of the Com- 
mission. 

Mr. LODGE. That is what I want to get at—the proper con- 
trol over the private car lines by the Commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will move, then, to insert those werds. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, I yield to the Senator from Pennsyl- 
j wWhla 


Mr. KNOX. If the Senator from South Carolina will per- 
mit me just a moment, I think he has properly construed this 
bill. When you come to look at the proposed amendment it only 
has one purpose, and that is to declare, as will be seen if the 
amendment be examined carefully on the fifth line, that the 
persons owning or leasing or managing cars shall be deemed 
For what purpose? The next line answers that 
They are to be deemed carriers “ within the meaning 
Why are they to be deemed carriers “ within the 
To give the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission jurisdiction over them. If you will take the bill as the 
Senator from South Carolina called attention to it a moment 
ago, you will find that under the definition of transportation 
that is all provided for. Assuming that they are not carriers 


earriers. 
question. 
of this act.” 


meaning of this act? 


and assuming that they are not now within the jurisdiction of | 


| every kind used or necessary in the transportation of 


| chusetts had the floor. 
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the interstate-commerce act, what are they? They 
and instrumentalities of commerce. That is what they are 
fact, and that, of course, no one can question. Sona 
ities and instrumentalities of commerce—they 
pending bill says that all instrumentalities and 


are facilities 
aug a 
They are faci}. 
are cars. The 
all facilities of 
persons 


or property shall be within the meaning of this act, and ¢! n 
» and the 
’ 


in order “to make assurance double sure,” they brine ‘ 
under the title of “transportation,” and say that “ trans , Pm 
tion shall include cars and other vehicles.” I therefore ‘think 

Lohink 


it is wholly unnecessary to adopt the amendment of the Sen, 
from South Dakota. ae 
Mr. CULLOM. May I ask the Senator a question? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massacl) setts 
has the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from Illinois? | , 
Mr. LODGE. I believe I have the floor; but I yield 
Senator. : 
Mr. CULLOM. 


to the 


I did not know the Senator from \ ssa- 
ne The question I want to ask is, why ther 
in view of the provision on the second page of the bil! the 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota is necessary 
at all? 

Mr. KNOX. In my judgment, it is wholly unnecessary. 

Mr. CULLOM. That is what I thought. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have received the answer I 
desired to receive—that the amendment is unnecessary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Dakota [Mr. Krrrr: DGE | 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to be added at the end of section 1. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. At the end of the first section it is proposed 
to add the following: 

_ That no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall, directly 
directly, by any special rate, rebate, drawback, or other device. char 
demand, collect, or receive from any person a greater or less comp n- 
»n for interstate transportation of passengers than it charges. de- 
ds, collects, or receives from any other person for the sai 
ly good accommodations and a like and equally good servic And 
arrier violating this provision shall be deemed guilty of unjust 
mination and shall for each offense pay to the United States a 
ty of not less than one hundred nor more than two thou 1 
That nothing herein shall prevent the free carria 



















irs: Provided, 





» 4 indigent persons, or the issuance of mileage or ex: n 
passenger tickets, or prevent such carriers from giving free or reduced 
transportation to ministers of religion, or to the inmates of hospitals, 
eleemosynary and charitable institutions, or to prevent any . 


rier from giving free transportation to oflicers, agents, employees, I 
torneys, stockholders, or directors of carrier companies, or to the 
families of the same. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Ohio inform 
what page of the bound copy of the amendments his amend- 
ment is to be found? 

Mr. FORAKER. On page 163. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I suggest to the Senator 
from Ohio—in fact, I move it as an amendment—that after the 
word “ drawback,” in line 3, the word “ pass ” be inserted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated. 

The Secretary. It 
after the word “ drawback,” 
word “ pass.” 

Mr. FORAKER. I accept that amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. NELSON obtained the floor. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

Mr. NELSON. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, inasmuch as we have all 
proposed amendments to the bill, or are supposed to have them 
all, before us, printed in bound form, I think when a Senator 
submits an amendment he should tell us on what page it i 
be found. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did announce the page. 

Mr. TELLER. I know the Senator did, but owing to the con- 
fusion nobody in this part of the Chamber could hear what he 
said. 

Mr. FORAKER. My amendment is to be found at page 163 
of the amendments as printed and bound together. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, it has been the custom o! 
the railways in the agricultural Northwest in the montlis « 
July and August, during harvest time, to make special rat 
for laborers to take them to the farmers’ fields. That custvin 


us 


is proposed to amend the amendment 
in lines 2 and 3, by inserting the 





ll the 


has been absolutely necessary for the peopie of the Northwest 
in order to get the laborers there at all. This amendment | ed 
it DY 


poses to cut that off entirely, and the only way under } 
which we could get the laborers would be the old-fashione 











1906. 








| of travel by the tramps before they found work to do, 
hod that was so much in vogue between 1893 and 1896. 


\1r, GALLINGER. 1897. 
\icCUMBER. The amendment, if it is incorporated in 
{ | in its present form, will do almost untold and inesti- 
. damage to the farmers of my section of the country and 
of northwestern section of the United States generally. 
| it know whether the same system prevails in reference 
jd hipment of laborers to the mines in other sections of the 


est. I know it dees prevail in my section of the coun- 
d 1 do not think the Senator could do any greater dam- 
that section of the United States than to provide that the 
vs shall make no provision whatever for the transporta- 
‘Inborers for our farmers during the very busy season. 
farmers’ whole crop is harvested from the 25th day of 
| to about the 1st day of October. If he is going to have 
there at all, then some provision must be made. I be- 
‘he usual method has been that the railway gives a special 
id requires the laborer to bring a certificate of the far- 
for whom he has worked, showing he has given at least so 
davs’ labor, and then he is returned home for about one 
the regular rate of fare. 
re are so many of these exigencies that have to be met 





it could not meet these exigencies, not only in farming 
operations, but in many others, such as mining, irrigation work, 
lroad work. There are thousands of other cases which 
ibly be mentioned in which it would be proper for 
roads to give reduced rates where it would be just as 
nt as it would be to give the reduced rates to ministers 
rion, ete. 
IIANSBROUGH. Mr. President, I wish to state to my 
cue that in all probability the language to be found on the 
nd page of the proposed amendment will be construed so 
exempt the class to which he refers. I call his attention 
es 2 and 3, where are found the words “ or the issuance of 
excursion passenger tickets.” I am inclined to 
although I would not put my opinion against that of the 
from Ohio, or that of my colleague, that the class to 
my colleague refers would come in under the terms of 
vision in the amendment. 
\McCUMBER. I do not consider that they would come in 


the provision “inmates of hospitals, eleemosynary and 
» institutions,” or under “ excursions,” either: Making 
! rates for a laborer is not an excursion. It is not all 


one car or on a special train. The laborer is given 

es for a certain length of time; and that is not all, I 

ay to my colleague. Special rates are given to land 

s during certain months. They ride on any train they de 

Tickets are good for a certain length of time. They are 

t out under the provisions of this amendment, and I do 

eve it could be amended in such form as to except them. 

BAILEY. Will the Senator from North Dakota allow 

ask him a question? I take it that the purpose of insert- 

the words “the same or equally good accommodations ” 
ude just such a case as he recites. 

HANSBROUGH. In what part of the amendment 


is 
is 


BAILEY. In lines 6 and 7. 

IANSBROUGH. I see. 

BAILEY. When they carry home seekers they generally 
particular car 
McCUMBER. That is not true. 

BAILEY. That may not be true in the Senator’s section. 
McCUMBER. It may be in certain sections. 

BAILEY. The Senator was a little too hasty. 
McCUMBER. They do not carry home seekers in box 


BAILEY. It may not be true of the Senator’s State, but 
not make any qualification until I called his attention to 
ey come with sleeping-car accommodations. They have 
| rates. I want to know if that is the purpose for which 
rds are to be inserted? 
FORAKER. If I can answer 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
McCUMBER. I yield. 
FORAKER. If I can answer without exhausting my 
richt under the rule to speak 
\Ilr. MecCUMBER. I concede that the Senator is speaking 








time. I yield to the Senator. 
_ Ai FORAKER. I first introduced the amendment some time 
i irch, I think. 2 


Then I reintroduced it April 12, explaining 
the tme when I introduced it that I had made that change, 
‘ the words are printed in italics only because they are an 


ems to me it would be dangerous to tie up a railroad | 


= 
O44 1 
amendment of the amendment as originally introduced. ‘he 
purpose is simply to secure to all who pay the same compensa- 
tion the same kind of treatment. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That, it to me, would strike the 
cars in Virginia and in Maryland which are used to carry col- 
ored people only. If they pay the price 
the same accommodations. 


Mr. FORAKER. 


seems 
same 


», they should have 


I do not want to speak 





, except in your time. 

Mr. McCUMBER. ‘That will be the effect of it. 
Mr. FORAKER. The man who pays $10 to ride from A to 
3, ho matter what his color may be, is entitled to the same kind 


of accommodations and the same kind of service that any other 
man is who pays $10. 
Mr. McCUMBER. 


I agree with the Senator. He is entitled 
to the same accommodations. 
Mr. FORAKER. That any other man is who pays the same 
sum. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I wish to make a sug 


gestion in the line of the suggestion made by the Senator fr 


North Dakota in reference to the influx of men into the harv 
fields of the West at certain seasons of the year. In my part 
the couniry we have workingmen’s trains, and the wor en, 
at certain hours of the day, are carried at a less rate than th 
ordinary passenger. While I have not examined this amend 
ment so as to satisfy myself entirely that it would interfer 


with that arrangement, I wish to suggest in this debate 1 
does so interfere, it will be a very it hardship that ought 
to be imposed upon the workingmen of the country. 

There « 


gre 





Mr. McCUMBER. ‘an be no possible doubt that 
does. ; 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I was occu- 


pied in answering a question and I did not hear what the 
tor from New Hampshire said. 




















Mr GALLINGER. I will say to the Senator that I suggest: 
that in certain sections of the country, New England notabl 
we have trains for workingmen, and the workir len are « 
ried during certain hours of the day at a less rate than is tl 
ordinary passenger; and that if the amendment in iv ij 
terferes with this arrangement it would be a very great hard- 
ship to the workingmen of New England and oug t to 
put in the bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not want to interfere with that 
rangement, and I suppose the issuance of mileage or « ni 
tickets would cover that. If the Senator thinks di entl; 
will be very glad to consider any amendment he may suggest 

Mr. McCUMBER. This amendment provides: 

That no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall, ¢ 
directly, by any special rate, rebate, drawback, or other dev 
demand, collect, or receive from any person a 1 ol S is 
tion for interstate transportation of passengers than i d 
mands, collects, or receives from any other person for 
equally good accommodations and a like and equally good servic 

Now, the only latitude there is that for second or third ¢] 
accommodations they might charge less. That is the only 
meaning that could possibly be given to the amendment of the 
Senator. Now, what are the exceptions to this? The excej 
tions are 

The free carriage of destitute or indigent pers« ss 
mileage or excursion passenger t 

The exception certainly does not apply to either the labor 
or the farmer who is looking for land in the Northwest 
who now receives especially low rates. 

The amendment proceeds: 

That nothing herein shall prevent tl ree carri ! e 
indigent persons, the iss ice of m ie or excurs ! 
tickets, or prevent such carrier s from giving fre or red l 
portation to ministers of religion, or to th } ; ' 
eleemosynary and charitable institutions, or té s 
carrier from giving free transportation to any of flicer 

Those are the exceptions, and anyone can see from the re: 
ing of the amendment that it would absolutely cut off al 


the special privileges for farmers and laborers, both in min 
and in public works, or works that are of importance 


at certi 


seasons of the year, where without making those concessions it 
would be impossible to secure the laborers. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 


Dakota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On Friday I was recognized by the 
presiding officer to offer some amendments. Among others I 
had prepared an amendment to this provision of the bill. The 


Recorp failed to note the recognition and the offer which I 
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made, and my amendments were not printed. I would ask 
that this provision be passed for the time being that I may have 
the opportunity 
offer. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 


it can be passed. 


I do not understand that under the rule 
However, so far as I am concerned—it is not 
my amendment—lI have no objection. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 


North 


Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 
Mr. NELSON. Oh, no. I rise in my own time. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Very well. I yield the floor, then. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin | 


yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I made a request which I should like 
to have submitted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator kindly restate 
his request? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It is that this provision of the bill may 


be passed for to-day, in order that I may have an opportunity 
| without asking that the agreement be modified. 


to present the amendment I have prepared. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that that 
is not practicable under the unanimous-consent agreement. 

Mr. CULLOM. If I may be allowed to make a suggestion, the 
Senator from Wisconsin states that he attempted to offer an 
amendment to this section and failed to be recognized for want 


of being noticed when he was upon the floor; otherwise his 
amendment would have been presented and. printed. I think 
under those circumstances | 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I beg the Senator’s pardon. I was 


recognized by the Chair and offered my amendment, but the | 


Recorp failed to note the fact, and for that reason the amend- | 
ment could not be printed as other amendments have been. 

Mr. CULLOM. I am pleading for the Senator to have an 
opportunity 

Lh illity. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand that; 
the facts stated correctly. 


but I wish to have 


Mr. CULLOM. I supposed the Senator was not recognized, 
and that is the reason why the amendment had not been printed. 


I think under the circumstances this section ought to be passed 
over. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I would suggest if the Senator from Wis- 
consin has the text of his amendment here he can offer it now. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I have no doubt of that. I thank the 
Senator for his suggestion; but I want the amendment printed 
and put upon the desks of Senators, so that it may be examined 
as other amendments are. 

Mr. BAILEY. I suggest, as a matter of order, although this 
is unanimous-consent agreement, it is still in order for the 
Senate, by unanimous consent, to modify it. I would not think 
that the Senate could bind itself by one unanimous-consent 


to present the amendment which I wish to | 





agreement to the extent that it could not modify that unanimous- | 


consent agreement. My understanding is that the Senator from 


| question. 


made a unanimous-consent agreement, thus putting it beyond 
its power to modify it. We might find ourselves very seriously 


embarrassed. Suppose a Senator desired to offer a particulary 
amendment not at the place in the bill which the Senate then 
had under consideration, and that for some reason peculigy to 
him or peculiar to the public service it was desirable j, con 
sider and dispose of that amendment right there, and that eyepy 
Senator in the body recognized the necessity or the propriety of 
such a disposition. Surely there could be no danger in alloy ing 
the Chair to submit to the Senate a request for unanimous con. 
sent, because to be effective every Senator must agree to i} 

Mr. HALE. My idea of the rule is that in matters such as 
have come up now and such as have been stated by the Senatoy 
from Texas, it does not require a modification of the agreeneyt 
The proceedings, points of order, and things of that kind 
without regard to the agreement. 


£0 On 


They are not an infringement 


of the agreement, and if it is sought to pass an amendmen; by 
for the present, it is not intended that the agreement shal] covey 
that. But it is intended to cover all the essential things iy rela 
tion to the debate and the consideration of amendments. But 


the other things, I think, can be safely left to the Chair to settle 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Chair hold that the request of 
the Senator from Wisconsin for unanimous consent that his 
amendment may be offered to-morrow is in order under the 
agreement? I trust, if so, unanimous consent will be given. 
But I desire to ask the Chair at this point a parliamentary 
Under the agreement, if a section is passed and 


adopted in Committee of the Whole, and thereafter at any time 


| before the bill goes into the Senate any Senator desires to offer 


an amendment to that section, is he precluded from doing sv’? 

Mr. GALLINGER. He can offer it in the Senate. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to know about the construction 
of the agreement. After a section of the bill has been passed 
in Committee of the Whole, if thereafter some Senator wants to 
offer an amendment in Committee of the Whole, is he, under the 
unanimous-consent agreement, precluded from doing so? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would think that under 
a strict construction of the unanimous-consent agreement an 
amendment would not be in order after a particular section had 
been under consideration and had been amended. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Chair hold—of course it is not 
necessary to ask the question—that when the bill is in the 
Senate any and every section is open to amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is open to any amendment, un- 
der the rule. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not finished. When the bill is in 
the Senate and a new amendment is proposed, does the Chair 
hold that under the agreement of the Senate it is then subject 
to debate under the fifteen-minute rule? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will not rule upon ques- 
tions that may arise- 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In the future. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not mean to embarrass the Chair, 
but I saw that a very serious predicament might arise by the 








| situation that now confronts the Senate, and in order that 
we might all be advised in advance as to what every Senator 


could do and what his rights were, so that at the end he would 
not be precluded from offering or discussing an amendment, 
and that he might be on his guard, I thought it advisable that 


the Senate should know what the unanimous-consent ag! 
ment meant. 
Mr. HALE. I should not for a moment suppose that the 


| agreement interfered in the slightest degree with the gener 


Wisconsin asks unanimous consent that this section may be | 
passed, so that he may have an opportunity to present his | 
amendment, and so that Senators may have that amendment 
before them before they are required to vote upon it. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I did make that request, and I under- 
sto the Chair to rule that it was inadmissible even to make 
the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I asked that it might be passed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 
Senator. Did the Senator ask the Chair that it be passed, or 
did he ask the unanimous consent of the Senate that the order 
under which the Senate is proceeding should be modified? 

Mr. BAILEY. To that extent, as I understand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If that is the request of the Sen- 
ator from Wisconsin, of course it is always competent for the 
Senate, by unanimous consent, to modify a unanimous-consent 
agreement, but it is not usual. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, that might involve very serious 
consequences. If a unanimous-consent agreement can be modi- | 
fied by unanimous consent, it can be destroyed by unanimous | 


{ I do not 
ask that the rule be modified by unanimous consent, but simply 


consen 


think the Senator here in this case needs to | 


procedure in the Senate as to the relation between the ( 
mittee of the Whole and the Senate; that when the Dill is 


ported to the Senate it is subject to the general rules of thi 
Senate. Any subject. may be then considered. But when you 
come to the question of debate and the time that shall be used, 
then the agreement is in force. But it does not uproot and 


destroy the general rules of the Senate. ‘S< 
Mr. SPOONER. I think the ruling of the Chair is entire'y 
correct; and in so far as it was a unanimous-consent acre 
ment, it does uproot some of the rules of the Senate by uni 
mous consent. It seems to be the obvious purpose of the u! 


| mous-consent agreement that when a section is reached it shall 


as a matter of procedure that the amendment may be passed | . 
| the Whole to amend it, and then we pass tS the next s L. 


over. 

Mr. 
that 
igainst the destruction of any agreement. 
Senator : 


' 
a 


BAILEY. But the Senator from Maine will readily see 


the 


I suggest this to the 


| The sections are to be taken up in their order. 
Senate has it within its own power to protect itself | 


Suppose we had reached a point where some peculiar | 


nd exceptional state of facts had arisen and the Senate had | mous-consent agreement precludes the idea that upon req 


be amended, so far as it is in the power of the Committee 0 


Of course aiter 
the Senate, sitting as a Committee of the Whole, has amen 
these sections they are all open in the Senate to un 
amendment. But it seems to me very clearly that the 


request 
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—— 


similar requests will be made as to other sections) we 
efeat practically the purpose which was sought to be ac- 
' shed by the unanimous-consent agreement. I think 
“| . of the Chair is entirely correct. 
-EVERIDGE. May I ask a question 
»ACON. Mr. President, I am inclined to agree with the 
t just made by the senior Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
copoxer), unless by implication he intends still further than 
, -ree. I do not understand that under this agreement, 
Senators have discussed certain amendments offered to the 
tion, for instance, and no other amendment then being 
» the first section, the Senate passes to the consideration 
of 1 second section, it is impracticable thereafter for anyone 
tc ( » an additional amendment to the first section. 
SPOONER. I meant to be understood as expressing the 
a i that it until the bill gets into the Senate. 
‘ BACON. In that I disagree with the learned Senator. 
There is nothing in the unanimous-consent agreement to that 





I 
Mr. I 


is, 


The consent agreement—— 
Vir. ALDRICH rose. 
\I Does the Senator object to my finishing the 


BACON. 


\ \LDRICH. No. 
‘Mr. BACON. I hope he will permit me to do so. 
stated ny proposition. 
ALDRICH. I 


I have not 


simply rose. I had not 
\ir. BACON. The Senator rose, but he looked to me properly 
as the one who was to give my consent. I had not even stated 
my proposition. 

‘\Ir. ALDRICH. With becoming respect, as I always do. 

Mr. BACON. Not only with respect, but in obedience to the 
rule, which the Senator always observes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I had not addressed the Chair, but I was 
bout to, with the Senator’s permission. 

\lr. BACON. I have not stated my proposition, but if the 
wt 1” wants to interrupt me, I am willing for him to go ahead. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BACON. 1 have just stated that I was willing for the 
Se r to go ahead. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


vield to 


I stated distinctly while this matter was 
under consideration that it should be understcod that amend- 
ments to any section of the bill would be in order under the 
of the Senate and under the ordinary customs of the Sen- 
m the time it was first taken up until it was passed to 
| reading in the Senate; that we could not cut off amend- 
to any part of the bill. 
Mr. BACON. Then I understand the Senator to agree with me. 
Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I was about to say. 
BACON. Iam sorry I did not know that before. I will 
Ci ude, however, by saying that there is nothing in this unani- 
onsent agreement which looks to a cloéture as to amend- 
upon any particular section. The sole scope of the 
mous-consent agreement is that amendments when offered 
debated not exceeding fifteen minutes by each Senator, 
that when the debate as to that particular amendment is 
luded there shall be a vote upon it. That is not the exact 
ge of the agreement. It says “shall be disposed of ”’— 
disposed of ag the Senate may determine, either by direct vote 
( 1 a motion to lay upon the table. 


point I am after is this: For instance, we are about at 
clusion of the first section. A Senator may have an 


ent which he may design to offer to the second section, 
n consideration he may think it better to offer it to the 
nd the fact that we have passed from the first to the 
ction does not, in any manner, it seems to me, preclude 
priety of his thereafter offering the amendment to the 
tion. It is true that having voted upon a particular 
nent which hus been disposed of to the first section, that 
ilar amendment can not, in the absence of a motion to 
sider, be again acted upon until we get into the Senate, but 
< aS we are in Committee of the Whole substantive or 
dent amendments to any section may be offered at any 
it seems to me that is undoubtedly the correct construc 
' the unanimous-consent agreement. 
LODGE. The very point which the Senator is making, 
[ think is perfectly sound, was stated by the Senator 
lowa [Mr. ALLISON] when we were discussing this agree- 


senator will see that there being sixty or seventy amendments, 
ve proveed reasonably in order it will take a long time. Of 
Senator can withhold his amendment until we get through 


reading of the bill for amendment, and amendments can be 
tv <2¢ bill in the Senate. 
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Mr. BACON. Yes. 
Mr. LODGE. I think 
understanding fully. 


the agreement w made with that 


as 


Mr. BACON. Not only can it be offered in the Senate, but 
| before we get into the Senate a Senator can offer an amend 
j} ment to any section which may have been passed over. If 
we were proceeding upon the idea that as soon as the amend- 
ments applying to any particular section had been acted upon 
the Senate would then vote upon that section, it would p de 
any further amendment being offered to the s } 
get into the Senate. But there is no such pi 9 
templation. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish merely to asl s 
question, as to whether he thinks that when ) 
the Senate and an amendment is offered it ma: e d ted 
under this rule? Of course we all know that : 
may be offered after we get into the Senate. or tf] id 
ment which has been offered and adopted in Committee of the 
Whole may be voted on again; but the question | 1 asking 
is whether when we get into the Senate and L ndn i 
offered it may then be debated? 

Mr. BACON. In other words, the Senator means to as 
whether the debate in Committee of the Whole precludes d 
bate in the Senate? 


addressed the | 


|} thousands of them 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


Precisely so. 


Mr. BACON. I should say not. Of course the same 
will obtain in the Senate as obtains in Committee of the W1] 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Senator thinks we may debati 


the Senate? 
Mr. LODGE. 
Mr. BACON. 


Of course. 
I think so, undoubtedly. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Under the fifteen-minute rule’ 
Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is a very important point to 


determined at this juncture. 
Mr. FORAKER. Regular order, Mr. President 
Mr. BACON. I would say further before yielding the flo 
that the junior Senator from Wisconsin will have amp! 
tunity when the bill is the Senate to offer any amend 
this section which he desires to offer. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I propose an amendment to the 
ment by inserting, after the word “ insti ‘ 


tutions.” in 





164, the words which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ne\ II 
shire proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to amend thx 
offered by the Senator from Ohio by inserting, on page 2 
the amendment, in line 5, after the word “ tutions 
following words: 

Or to laborers, agricultural or otherwise, under rules to I 
scribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. I accept that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I say I do not object to the amendnx 
offered to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is ag 

Mr. NELSON. I object to the adoption of that amendment 
the amendment until I have had something to say on 
eral proposition. 

Mr. BACON. I hope it may be read again in conn 


with the text. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

Mr. 


The Secretary will again state tl 





BACON. So as to show us the connection. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will stat t 
amendment as requested. 

The Srecrerary. After the word “institutions,” in line 5 « 
the proposed amendment, it is proposed to insert the followi1 

Or to laborers, agricultural or otherwise, under 
scribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission 

So that it will, if amended, read: 

Provided, That nothing herein shall prevent ft} 
destitute or indigent persons, or the issuance of milea 
passenger tickets, or prevent such carriers from givi 
transportation to ministers of religion, or to the ir 
eleemosynary and charitable institutions, or to laborers 
or otherwise, under rules to be prescribed by the Interstate Cor 
Commission, etc. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I simply d re to say a 
word. Unless I change my mind I shall vote against the amend 


ment submitted by the Senator from Ohio. But if that amend- 
ment is to be made a part of the bill it is very clear to my mind 
that we ought not to enact legislation which would prevent 
railroads from giving reduced transportation to the men who 
go from the East to the West to work in the harvest field 

every year to the workingmen 


or trains 
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that are being run on some of the railroads of the country. 
So I am very glad the Senator from Ohio is willing to have the 
amendment I have suggested incorporated in his amendment, 
which I trust will be done. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. 
to the amendment, to come 
line 11. 
The 


kota 


President, I 
in after the 


amendment 
dollars,” in 


offer an 
word “ 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from 
withhold his amendment until the pending 
le amendment is acted upon? 

HANSBROUGH. I offer an amendment to 


North Da- 
amendment 


ment, 

Mr. GALLINGER. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
pending 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota ob- 
jected to the amendment proposed by the Senator from New 
Hampshire to the amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I understood the Senator from 
accept the amendment offered by the Senator from New 
Hampshire. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
the amendment, but the Senator from Minnesota objected to it. 


It is not in order. 


There is an amendment to the amendment 


to 


Mr. NELSON. I objected to it. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I did not hear the Senator from Min- 


nesota make his objection. I will withhold my amendment to 
t 1endment until the proper time. 


the a 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire to call the attention of 
the Senate to the vice of the amendment of the Senator from 
Ohio. It has not been really touched upon by the Senator from 


South Dakota or anyone else in this discussion. 





the amend- | 


Ohio | 


I announced that I was willing to accept | 
| offense. 
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that language and tell me how it admits of any such eo; 


tion. — 
The provision applies simply to interstate transportat} and 
it says that no person shall be charged more or charged Joc 
g 8g 


than every other person is charged. That language \ 





new with me. I copied it out of the law as it now sj - + 
that respect. The only trouble with the law as it now ‘aie 
and this is the law as it now stands precisely in that partie P 
is that it provides no penalty. Now, I have added a ) ity. 
The law is good enough as it is already on the statute pooikc« to 
prohibit the giving of passes if there were only a penalty 
attached. ? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yiejg 


to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If I am not greatly mistaken, section 19 of 
the interstate-commerce act, amended March 2, 1889, provides 
a rather more severe penalty than the amendment proposed py 
the Senator from Ohio. : 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know about that section. I do 
not know of any section which provides a penalty for this 


Mr. President, I had just two purposes in view in offering 
this amendment. One is to prohibit the granting of passes with 
respect to the interstate transportation of passengers. I wanted 
to put the language in such a form that there could not be any 
question about it. Then I wanted to provide a penalty that 
would secure its enforcement. There being no penalty, passes 


| are granted and they have been ever since 1887, and most of us 
If you will read | 


perhaps have accepted them. I have. I have used them: put 
I have not used any for a considerable time. That is a fault 
we have all, or at least most of us have, been open to criticism 


for. But the time has come when we ought to break up that 
practice. That is universally recognized. You can not break 
it up unless you provide a penalty, and that I have provided for, 
If it is not severe enough, make it more severe. 

But I had another purpose in view, Mr. President. When we 
are not making rates, but the railroads are making them, we 
can stand by and see a great many things done which we can 
not afford to do. We can acquiesce in them; but when we 
undertake to make rates, when we put the Government into 
that business, the Government becomes responsible for the rates 


| that are made and for the treatment of the passengers who pay 


the first of the amendment you will see that it confounds inter- | 
state and local traffic, and it amounts to this: That a carrier | 
can charge neither more nor less for an interstate rate of pas- 

sengers that it can for the local rate. fn line 4 you will find, 

commencing in line 1, that— 

No carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall, directly or indi- 
rectly any special rate, rebate, drawback, or other device, charge, 
‘ nd receive from any person a greater or less compensa- 
1 f ir state transportation of passengers than it charges, de- 

llects, or receives from any other person for a like and equally 

No taking that whole proposition together it amounts to 
this: That they can not charge more for passengers carried as 

‘state passengers than they can charge for passengers car- 

ried at local rates. Whatever local rate is paid, for instance, 

the State of Minnesota by passengers, that same rate must 
charged for passengers going from Minnesota to New York. 

We all know, as a matter of fact, that for long distances rail- 
roads charge much lower rates than they do for mere local rates. 
This is, in fact, putting the two on a par, so that the railroads 
can charge absolutely as much for interstate traffic as for local 
traflic, and indirectly it reduces it to a mileage basis, because 
it is proposed to say, “If you charge only: 3 cents a mile for 
local passenger rates, you can not charge any less than 3 cents 
\ for interstate passenger rates,” and that is the whole 

ilk in the cocoanut. I do not care about taking up more of 
the time of the Senate. Anyone who will inspect the amend- 
ment will see that it has that effect. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
h i 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. If I understand the Senator correctly, his | 
point is one that never occurred to me in connection with my | 

endment I should like to have him suggest what words | 
would change that. 

Mr. NELSON. The very best way is to leave the amendment 
out 


Mir. FORAKER. We ean find plenty of people who are will- 
I out all provision about prohibiting passes, but in 
‘m or other we will have it presented, so that there 
will be a vote on it any way. 
NELSON. This amendment does not relate to passes at 
|. That is a distinct question. What I insist is that it puts 
interstate passenger rates and local passenger rates on exactly 
the 
roads can charge just as much for the long transportation from 


LO Ave 


sO e LTO! 


St. Paul to New York as they do from St. Paul to my own home 
140 miles from St. Paul. It is putting the two rates on an 


exact level. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the language employed, if I 
may address the Senate at this time, does not admit of any such 


construction, in my judgment. What the Senator has discoy- 
ered is entirely new. I am sure it has not occurred to any 
member of this body. I have not heard of such a thing 


other 


I should like to have any man look at 


eing suggested before. 


same level, on practically a mileage basis, by which the rail- | 





those rates. 

My purpose was, avoiding, if possible, all question about the 
so-called “ Jim Crow cars,” to simply put in the law a provision 
that there should be equal treatment of all passengers who pay 
the same compensation for being transported. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I wish to suggest the condition of affairs 
in Chicago. 

Mr. FORAKER. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
tor concludes. 

Mr. FORAKER. In other words, Mr. President, the 
who pays a fare, who is charged, for instance, the regular 
from Washington to Richmond or to Mobile, should have pre- 
cisely as good accommodations without regard to: whether he is 
white or black as any other man who pays it. That is all 





I do not want to lose my time. 
All right; I will wait until after the Sena- 


man 
fare 


is in it. We should put in this law something on which 
Commission can stand to enforce equality of treatment! the 
earriage of passengers, if we are to undertake to beco re- 
sponsible therefor. 

The provision I have offered avoids all question about thie 
right to separate passengers by having separate coaclies, and 
the law I have provided, if it should be adopted, is less st nt 
in that respect then the laws of some of the Southern States 
Take the State of Georgia, for instance. I have before me 
their statute on that subject. They provide as follows: 

The different railroads in this State, acting as public car ire 
required to furnish equal accommodations to all, without \ | to 


race, color, or previous condition. 
I say nothing about race, color, or previous condition, but I 
do say there shall be equal treatment; and I want to 


whether any man who believes in equality of treatment vill 
yote against putting in this bill a provision to that effect, es- 


pecially if it does not conflict with the laws of the d 
States in that respect. You can do as you like about separ’ 
ing, but there should be an equality of treatment so far as \o 
facilities of travel are concerned and so far as the acevo 
dations are concerned. 
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+ js what I have in mind along with the prohibition of 


1 al - When the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. NELSON] says 
+ + the milk of the cocoanut is to give to the railroads some 
tage, the Senator from Minnesota speaks without any 
varrant Whatever so far as anything in my mind was con- 
ai ed. If there is anything in the language that has been em- 
Joved which admits of that construction, I hope the Senator 
z 11 me how to correct it, and I will be obliged to him. 


Mr. NELSON. I charged the Senator with nothing at all, 


and he knows it. I stated what the construction of the bill 
was | und to be. 

\ir. FORAKER. I did not say the Senator had charged me 
with anything. ‘ 

\r. NELSON. I do not want him to try and make a personal 
7 out of it. I gave him no occasion for it. 





\ir. ELKINS. Mr. President 

rl e VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 
to the Senator from West Virginia? 

\Ir. FORAKER. I ask the Senator to wait until I answer 


the Senator from Minnesota. I did not say that the Senator 
from Minnesota had charged me with anything; but I said, 


when the Senator said the milk in the cocoanut was to try to 
railroads more advantage, he spoke without warrant, 
<> far as anything in my mind was concerned and so far as 
nvthing in the language could be construed of which I have 
ny knowledge. If the Senator will tell me how to correct 
uguage so as to accomplish, to his satisfaction, the pur- 
haye in view by prohibiting the granting of passes and 


e the 


» da 
T 
I 


the same for their travel I will be very greatly obliged. I am 
1 re to higgle over language, and I have 
whatever, except those which I have expressed. 
ELKINS. In reference to providing a penalty, in sec- 
tion 10, if the Senator has examined that act, he will find that 
on is made for a penalty. I think that section 10, as 
ied by the act of March 2, 1889, provides for a penalty 
for every 
done under any act regulating interstate commerce. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator read that portion of 
the section with reference to passes? 

Mr. FORAKER. There is not a word in it about passes. 

Mr. ELKINS. But the Senator in his amendment has pre- 
scribed a penalty for passes. Now, I will read section 10, if the 
nator will allow me: 
any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, 
r such common carrier is a corporation, any director or officer 
or any receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, or person, acting for or 
ed by such corporation, who, alone or with any other corpora- 
company, person, or party, shall willfully do or cause to be done, 
\l willingly suffer or permit to be done, any act, matter, or thing 

act prohibited or declared to be unlawful, or who shall aid or 


therein 
Mr. FORAKER. The Senator is talking in my time. I 


would not care if it had any pertinency to this, but the Senator 





in this 


will allow me to say, respectfully, I do not think it has. It 
does not cover the case. I was not unmindful of that provi- 
sion. I thought when the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLtiver] 


spoke about it a moment ago he referred to something I had 


overlooked. I am perfectly familiar with that. It is one of 
those general provisions for penalty for any violation of the 


general act. I want to amend that special provision with re- 

spect to this subject, and the amendment I have offered fits 

the case, unless it is open to the suggestion made by the Senator 

from Minnesota. I do not see how it can be, but I have so 

much respect for his judgment I would be glad if he would aid 
to correct the language if it needs correction. 

My sole purpose is, and I think it ought to be put in here 
Without any doubt, to further prohibit the giving of passes, ex- 
only in the excepted classes and under the conditions which 
e suggested by the Senator from New Hampshire, that may 
rescribed by the Interstate Commerce Commission. And I 
‘ we ought to put in the bill a provision that there shall be 
‘ | treatment of all who travel and pay the same fare. 

\ir. CULBERSON. I desire to ask if a substitute for the 
lment offered by the Senator from Ohio is in order at 
time. I understood that the several amendments proposed 

t e amendment had been accepted. If that be true, I take 
it that a substitute is in order. 
BEVERIDGE. Not now. 

i¢ VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 

amendment is not now in order. 

‘ir. LODGE. The amendment of the Senator from 
ipshire to the amendment is pending. 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. That is an 

ment of the Senator from Ohio. 


\ir. GALLINGER. I should like to have the amendment to 
the amendment acted upon, 


New 


amendment to the 


ecuring equality of treatment to all who travel and who pay 


no purposes | 


thing that may be prescribed to be done or omitted to | 
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Mr. CULBERSON. I understood that the amendments sug- 
gested by the Senator from New Hampshire and by one of the 
other Senators, probably the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
HANSBROUGH], were accepted by the Senator from Ohio. If 
so, the amendment would be thereby perfected, and a substitute 
would be in order now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. When the amendments now offered 
to the amendment have been acted upon the Chair will recognize 
the Senator from Texas. There was a request made that the 
amendment of the Senator from New Hampshire to the amend- 
ment should be again stated. 

Mr. FORAKER. I announced that I would accept the amend- 
ment of the Senator from New Hampshire, and I understood 
the Senator from Minnesota to object to it. But he 
me that he has no objection, and if I may, I accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio 
privilege. 

Mr. FORAKER. I accept the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from New Hampshire to my amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota [Mr. Hanssrovugu] to the amendment 
is in order. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer an amendment to the 
ment, to come in after the word “ dollars,” line 10, page 
amendment offered by the Senator from Ohio. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 


informs 


has 


that 


amend- 
1,of the 


ment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota to the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Secretary. After the word “dollars,” page 1, line 10 
of the proposed amendment, insert: 

That it shall be unlawful for any Senator or Representative, or 
officer, agent, or other employee of the Government to solicit, a pt, 
or use for himself or for others free railway transportation ov: ny 
railway engaged in interstate commerce, and any person violating this 
provision shall forfeit the position he or she holds under the Govern 
ment: Provided, That clerks to committees of the Senate and House of 
Representatives and clerks to Senators and Members shall be entitled’ 





to receive, upon proper vouchers, an amount equal to the sum n 
sary to pay their actual transportation expenses to and from the 
tional capital once each year. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am willing to accept so 
much of that amendment as makes the provision applicable 
to Senators and Representatives in Congress and other officers 
of the Government. I think it already applies to all such with- 





| out it. 


Mr. LODGE. I only want to say, as to the acceptance of the 
amendment, that I wish to vote on it. I object to the proviso 
very strongly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have not accepted the 
whole. I announced that I would accept 
The Senator may change it if he sees fit. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I did not hear the Senator disti 

Mr. FORAKER. I accept the amendment of the 
from North Dakota that he had read at the desk a moment ago, 
it relates to Senators and Representatives in 


amendment as a 
it to that 


extent. 
senator 


Congress. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator agree to the provision 
that the asking of a pass for some poor person on the part of a 
Senator would disqualify him for continuing in the office of 
Senator? 
Mr. FORAKER. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. FORAKER. 


No, sir; I do not. 
I should hope not 
I do not think that that is proper. 


Mr. LODGE. The proviso is that we shall have the right to 
get free transportation for our clerks. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, so far as the proviso is 
concerned, I wish to say that while I make no charge whatever 
against any clerk or employee about the Senate or the « 
branch of Congress, it has come to my attention that clerks 
extended favors in lieu of passes given by railroad co 
and it seemed to me this was the only way that this condition 


of affairs could be obviated. 

Mr. HALE. If the facts are as stated by the Senator in any 
given case of that kind, it is high time that that clerk should 
cease to be a clerk. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. I say I do not make iy general 
charge, nor do I refer to any individual clerk, but there is no 
doubt but that incidents of that kind have occurred it this 


Capitol, and I do not see any other way to avo 


it will avoid it, I 


Senator can propose any measure here th 
shall be perfectly willing to accept it. 

Mr. HALE. I take it, if the Senator will allow me, that the 
objection is to the entire clause. It recognizes that these clerks 
should receive favors from railroads and that they should have 
substituted allowances in place of paying their fare. 


Mr. President, if it has come to the pass that clerks of this 
body, clerks of Senators, or clerks of the House are receiving 
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favors from railroads in the way of passes and are soliciting 
these favors, or accepting them without solicitation, it is high 
time that that should cease entirely. 

The proviso of the amendment to the amendment recognizes 
that situation and acknowledges it as an existing fact. I trust 
the Senate will not by any means pass the provision. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I do not agree with the Senator that 
the proviso recognizes anything of the kind. If he will pardon 
me, I disagree with him on that point. We are proposing to 
extend to clerks by this proviso the same privilege that is now 
extended to Senators and Members by paying the mileage of 
Senators and Members to and from their homes once a year. 
A clerk is an officer of the Government or an officer of the 
Senate as much so as a Senator is, and he is entitled to receive 
mileage. I think it would be a good idea to prohibit him from 
accepting passes at the same time that we are prohibiting Sena- 
tors from accepting passes, and to pay them both the legitimate 


mileage which belongs to them. That is all there is to the 
proviso. 
Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that the mileage provi- 


sion which applies to Senators and Members ought to apply to 
clerks? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. If the Senator will examine the pro- 
vision he will see it provides that the clerks shall receive the 
actual expenses of traveling to and from the capital once a 
year. ; 

Mr. HALE. In other words, it is an enlargement of the 
privilege of mileage, which is now and always has been con- 
fined to Senators and Members. It extends it to their clerks. 
Does the Senator propose to do that? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The amendment proposes to do it. 

Mr. HALE. Does the Senator think that that would be a 
good thing? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. What serious objection does the Sena- 
tor from Maine find to it? 

Mr. HALE. Then why not extend it to messengers? 


Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. And to janitors? 

Mr. GALLINGER. And pages? 

Mr. HALE. And to the roll of employees, and to the stenog- 
raphers? Why not extend it to all officials about the Senate? 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. HALE. I have had an old-fashioned idea that it was 


intended to follow the representation in the two bodies—the 
Senator and the Representative—and that it never would be 
agitated or supposed that this mileage allowance should be 
extended to the minor officers. If the Senator believes that is 
a good thing, let him test the Senate on the proposition. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. Certainly; I am perfectly willing to 
test the Senate on it. I offer the suggestion so that the clerks 





may be as independent as Senators and Members should be. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is the amendment now open to amend- 
ment? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. The question is on 


agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator from North 
Dakota to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Immediately after action 
amendment to the amendment I assume the 
be open to amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it seems to me that we 
are inclined to run wild on this question of dealing with men in 
public life. Why it is necessary to single out Senators and 
Representatives in Congress in the amendment and put them 
under the ban when we are under the ban if the amendment 
passes as proposed by the Senator from Ohio, surpasses my 
comprehension. If we are going to do it, let us include the 
judges of the courts and all other men in official position. 

I shall vote against it, not because I have any objection my- 
self to being denied the privilege of asking or receiving a pass 
by an interstate railroad, but I do object to it because of the 
fact that it is invidious distinction which, to my mind, is utterly 
nonsensical and unnecessary. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, it is very certain that the 
pass has become an evil and an abuse in our transportation 
system, and I cordially concur with the Senator from Ohio in 
his anxiety to abolish it. But I am not able to discover any 
more efficiency in the provision of the amendment which he 
has submitted than there is or ought to be in the law which 
was passed over twenty years ago. The older members of the 
tell me that it was well understood in 1887 that the 
pass had been abolished, and for many months—I think I may 
say for years—after the enactment of the interstate-commerce 


upon the 
amendment will 


Senate 


law the pass disappeared in our transportation system. 


In order to show that the present interstate-commerce 
contains every provision that is contained in the ame 
of the Senator from Ohio it is only necessary to read 
which provides that— 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to 4) 


law 
idment 
section 3, 


visions of this act to make or give any undue or unreasonable pret. 
ence or advantage to any particular person, company, firm, corponsti, 
or locality, or any —— description of traffic, in’ any ree, 
whatsoever, or to subject any particular person, company, }j;), _ 
poration, or locality, or any particular description of trafic. +. 5... 
undue or unreasonable prejudice or disadvantage in any respect hat 
soever. “a 

The theory of the present interstate-commerce law js tha} 


the rate or fare of the railroads shall be published, and a whpojo 
section of the present law is devoted to the publication of tio 
rate. In the sixth section occurs this language: 2 

And when any such common carrier shall have established ana 
lished its rates, fares, and charges in compliance with the I visi n 
of this section, it shall be unlawful for such common earrier to cha, 
demand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a great 
less compensation for the transportation of passengers or 
for any services in connection therewith, than is specified in ‘syey 
ublished schedule of rates, fares, and charges as may at the time ho 
in force. ce 

The Senate will observe therefore that in 1887 the yery 
same care was taken, almost in the same language, to guard 
against the free railroad pass as appears to be taken in the 
honorable Senator’s proposal. 

Mr. FORAKER. The act does not mention the pass. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I do not notice the word “pass” 
amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
ment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
“pass ” in it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 
ence, 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not think so, but to make it per- 
fectly clear I accepted the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. My honorable friend from Ohio says there 
is no penalty. I called his attention in an off-hand way to 
section 10, and I want to read that section to show that the 
interstate-commerce act now provides a penalty for 
violation of that law. Whenever a railroad company does 
what that law says is unlawful a penalty is provided: and if 
I have the correct use of language, it is a very much more 
severe penalty than appears in the Senator’s amendment. Sec- 
tion 10 of the interstate-commerce law as amended March 2, 
1889, provides that— 

Any common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, or, 
whenever such common carrier is a corporation, any director or officer 
thereof, or any receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, or person acting for or 


employed by such corporation, who, alone or with any other corpora 


tion, company, person, or party, shall willfully do or cause to | 


done, or shall willingly suffer or permit to be done any act, mat 
ter, or thing in this act prohibited or declared to be unlawful, « 
who shall aid or abet therein, or shall willfully omit or fail t 
do any act, matter, or thing in this act required to be done, « 
shall cause or willingly suffer or permit any act, matter, or thing 
so directed or required by this act to be done not to be so done, o1 
shall aid or abet any such omission or failure, or shall be guilty of 
any infraction of this act, or shall aid or abet therein, shall be deemed 
guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall, upon conviction thereof in any dis 
trict court of the United States within the jurisdiction of which such 
offense was committed, be ro to a fine of not to exceed $5,000 for 
each offense: Provided, That if the offense for which any person shal! 
be convicted as aforesaid shall be an unlawful discrimination in rates, 
fares, or charges, for the transportation of passengers or property, 
person shall, in addition to the fine hereinbefore provided for, 
ble to imprisonment in the penitentiary for a term of not exceeding two 
years, or both such fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court. 


Mr. BEVERIDGB. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I think the Senator will admit that i: 
the language of the act as read covers the position the Senator 
states it does not do so by construction about which re 
may be doubt. That being true, what objection has the Senator 
to putting it in the law in terms about which there may be no 
doubt? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I was going to suggest that if this amend- 
ment is proper—and I certainly sympathize with the notion that 
everybody in the United States ought to pay the same [11 yr 
the same service—I think it would be well to devise, if we are 
able to do so, some language that would at least be less le 
to be misinterpreted than the language of the interstat: 
merce act of 1887. 

Mr. FORAKER. I call the Senator’s attention to the 
that there is nothing in the language of the act of 1887 requirins 
the furnishing of equally good service and equally good accom- 
modations. 






in the 
I accepted that amendment to the amend- 
I will offer an amendment with the word 


It does not make any particular differ- 


every 

















19! 


Mr 


Mr 


re 

] 

at 

as 

to t 
\i 

t] 

the 

} 

ve 
\f 

be 
vf 

I 

] 

to 

t] 

li 

DOU 
I 

ol 

( 

t] 


> 
i. 


NOLLIVER. There is something in the act of 1887 that 
passenger and freight rates to be published, and makes 
ture from them unlawful. I would suggest, Mr. Presi- 


<POONER. Mr. President, will the Senator allow me to 
question? 
1CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
itor from Wisconsin? 
.OLLIVER. Certainly. 
POONER. Does the Senator know of any act now upon 
te book whieh practically has been construed to prevent 


nee of passes? 


HOLLIVER. I do not know that that act has ever been | 


1 at all in that respect. 
POONER. Does the Senator know of any act which 
ted to prevent the issuance of passes? 
NOLLIVER. The act has certainly not operated to pre- 
issuance of passes. 
SPOONER. I ask whether or not an amendment should 
ited here which will prevent their issuance? 
OLLIVER. That is just exactly what I am trying to 
| 1 suggest this language: 








n carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall issue 
I form of free transportation to any person to be 
interstate journey except as herein provided, and it shall 
for any person, except as herein previded, to receive or use 

pass or other form of free transportation. 

REVERIDGE. I intend at the proper time to offer a 
that no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall 
iss or give free transportation to any person or per- 
t such as are excepted in the interstate-commerce law. 

\OLLIVER. I quite agree with the Senator from Indi- 
if we are going to prevent the issuance of passes they 

to be prevented from being issued to any person except 

who are excepted by the original interstate-commerce 

| have here the original interstate-commerce law, and I 





d the persons who are excepted, on page 15, section 22: | 


2. (As amended March 2, 1889, and February 8, 1895.) That 
n this act shall prevent the carriage, storage, or handling of 
free or at reduced rates for the United States, State, or munic- 
oments, or for charitable purposes, or to or from fairs and 
for exhibition thereat, or the free carriage of destitute and 

ms transported by charitable societies, and the necessary 
ployed in such transportation, or the issuance of mileage, 

r commutation passenger tickets; nothing in this act shall 

ed to prohibit any common carrier from giving reduced rates 
ers of religion, or to municipal governments for the transpor- 

f indigent persons, or to inmates of the National Homes or 
Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and of Soldiers’ and 
Orphan Homes, including those about to enter and those return- 
after discharge, under arrangements with the boards of man- 

f said homes; nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent 
ds from giving free carriage to their own officers and employees, 
-yent the principal officers of any railroad company or com- 
m exchanging passes or tickets with other railroad compa- 
their officers and employees; and nothing in this act contained 
iny way abridge or alter the remedies now existing at common 
statute, but the provisions of this act are in addition to such 





it it will be observed that the law now prohibits a de- 

e from the published passenger rates, and makes it unlaw- 

| provides punishment for a violation; and this section 

s very elaborate exceptions which, I think, have been found 

well as to persons who are excepted from the law. 

ly place in the law where the word “ pass” occurs is in 

tion. Now, if it is necessary to amend the law, it cer- 

is worth while to do it in terms so distinct that every- 
ill know that we are referring to passes. 

my part, I think that, instead of confining it to public 


the issuance of passes ought to be made unlawful for | 


pose, except as to the persons excepted in the section 
| have just read. 

FORAKER,. It does not apply to all persons. It does 
ept anybody except only the classes enumerated. 
DOLLIVER. That is true. 

LODGE obtained the floor. 

MHANSBROUGH,. Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

LODGE. I want my own time. 

HANSBROUGH. I desire to ask if it be in order for 
withdraw the amendment I offered and to substitute an- 
n place thereof—a modified amendment? 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
dify his amendment. 
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The Secretary. After the word “dollars,” in line 11 of the 
proposed amendment by Mr. ForaKer, it is proposed to insert 


That it shall be unlawful for any Senator or 
officer, agent, or other employee of the Government 


Representative 


to solicit, accept, 


or use for himself or for others free railway transportation over 
any railway engaged in interstate commerce; and any person vio 
lating this provision shall, on conviction, pay to the United States 
a penalty of not less than $100 nor more than $2.000 


Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. President, the amendment as now 
modified meets some of the objections which have been m 
against the first amendment I offered. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think we are all 
the desirableness of stopping the issuance of ] es. A 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. Dotiiver] has shown, that is provided 
for under existing law. although the langua j 
it certainly was so construed when the law was 1 
operation. I think it then fell into desuetude, even i \ 
not innocuous. At all events, there is a great deal n » | 
for the prevention of the issuance of passes in th 
stands than there is in the amendment of tl ite 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker]. The exceptions in that amend 
seems to me, simply destroy practically the prol 
passes. They are enlarged beyond the excepti f th 
ing law so as to cover all stockholders of the railroads 
opens up a very wide field. A man ¢an make hi 


hetil 





for a pass by buying one share of stock. It includes 
families of employees; which the original law does n 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow ne to 
him, I think he is mistaken about that. So far as 
‘stockholders ” is concerned, I took that out of tl I 
was copying from; but I will strike that word out. There need 


be no difficulty on that point. 

Mr. LODGE. It is not in section 22 which I have 1 
The families of employees are also added by the amendm 
That single addition includes several million persons. I read 
from section 22: 


Nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent railroads f 
ing free carriage to their own officers and employees t 
principal officers of any railroad company or mpanies f 
ing passes or tickets with other railroad companie for 
and employees. 
There is nothing about the families of persons that I can f 
in the law. 
Mr. FORAKER. I am perfectly willing to strike out 1 


word “families.” I do not want to enlarge the pi 
do not go as far as the present law goes. 

Mr. LODGE. Under the amendment offered ’ : 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLtincer], I understand th 
railroads are to be authorized to issue passes to any lab , 
agricultural or otherwise. Under the existing law agriceu 
tural laborers and all other laborers would be entitled to r 
reduced rates. That is all, 1 think, that ever has been grant: 

I am very anxious to preserve the workingmen’s trains and tf! 
special rates, which are very important in my part of the com 
try; and I have no doubt the same is true of agricultur 
ers elsewhere. I may have misunderstood the amendment. I 
thought it provided for free transportation as well as for re 
duced rates. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That, presumably, is reduced transporta- 
tion. 

Mr. LODGE. Why not leave it as it is in the existing law 
which covers those cases perfectly ? 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, |! 
agree with him on that point. As TI said a moment ago, I exp. 
to vote against the amendment of the Senator from Ohio, so I 
am not troubled about what gets into it 

Mr. LODGE. The amendment of the Senator from Ohi 


| it seems to me, relaxes the law against passes. It do 


i 
make it more stringent. The law to-day, properly consir 
and properly enforced, prevents the issuance of passes to all « 
cept certain classes, who are properly excepted in section 22 

I think the legislation as proposed in this amendmen 


| totally needless. I believe we have a better law now. and 


NHANSBROUGH. If so, I offer, in lieu of the amend- | 


heretofore offered by me, the one which I now send to 


Sh. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 


be stated. 


is simply a question of its proper enfercement. The 1}: 1a 
of section 3, if honestly interpreted and properly e 
covers passes, and the penalties in section 10 apply to s¢ 

This proviso simply opens the door to the very evil th 


trying to shut out. If it is thought necessary to make n 

definite what section 3 of the existing law means and to pu 
in it explanatory words, I have no objection to that; but this 
amendment seems to me to relax the existing law and to ld 


an enormous number of people to the exceptions. 

In my State, of small railroad mileage comparatively, there 
are 36,000 stockholders alone who are immediately eligible for 
passes, and 60,000 employees, and if their families be added, 
that would make 300,000 more people eligible for passes. With 
this extension as to laborers, agricultural and otherwise, it 
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would gradually cover in pretty nearly everybody in the aia 


munity, and pretty much all the population would become eli- 
gible for passes. 

I think, Mr. President, unless this amendment can be very 
much changed we had much better leave the law as it is. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think the Senator from Massachusetts 
has made a just criticism of the amendment in two respects, and 
I desire to take advantage of his criticism to correct the amend- 
ment. He criticised it because it contained the word “stock- 
holders.” That word was employed because it was in the 
statute which I copied. I ask leave to modify the amendment 
by striking out the word “ stockholders,” in line 8, page 2, and 
in the same line the words “or to the 
same.” I modify my amendment in that way. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
fication suggested by the Senator from Ohio. 

The SECRETARY. 
it is proposed to strike out the word “ stockholders,” and also 
the words “or to the families of the same;” so as to read: 


also 


” 


Or to prevent any such carriers from giving free transportation to 


officers, agents, employees, attorneys, or directors of carrier companies. 
Mr. FORAKER. As so modified, the exempted classes are re- 
stricted, and not enlarged; and it is a complete answer to all 
the Senator said about 
viding all that this amendment proposes to provide. It does 
not have any such effect; it never has had it; it never has been 
effective; and never has been put into operation. 
Mr. HOPKINS. 1 desire to call the Senator’s 
the 
I} nois. 


attention to 


There are probably between two and three hundred 
thousand people doing business in the city of Chicago who live 


in the suburbs. ‘Those suburbs extend down into Illinois and 
up into Wisconsin. The railroads that center in the city of 
Chicago, in order to enable those people to properly do business, 
have established what they call “suburban trains,” and allow 


passengers to travel to and from these points at very much 
reduced rate over what would be charged a passenger from any 
other point in either the State of Wisconsin or of Indiana com- 
ing to Chicago. 

If this amendment is adopted in the form in which it is pre- 
sented, in my judgment it will cut off those suburban trains that 


are bound from any point in Wisconsin or any point in Indiana | 


to the city of Chicago. I ask the Senator if he would have any 


objection to adding this proviso after the word “service,” in 
line 7: 

Provided, That this section shall not apply to the transportation 
of passengers in what are called “ suburban trains.” 


Mr. TILLMAN. I rise to make a parliamentary inquiry. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his parlia- 
mentary inquiry. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I have been listening to the course of this 
debate, and I thought that, under the agreement, the amend- 
ment of the Senator from North Dakota was the only one 


under discussion, and that we were to consider that and end it; 
but we have branched off; we are amending everything, and we 
do not vote on anything. I should like to have the Chair en- 
the rule and let us move on, not that I propose to intimate 
that the Chair is not trying to do that, but Senators seem to 
forget what they themselves have agreed to. 


force 


Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is right in his in- 
sistence. The only question under consideration now is the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. 
IIANSBROUGH] to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
FORAKER |]. 

Mr. HOPKINS. 
off the floor. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair—— 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am speaking under the fifteen-minute rule. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I am trying 


Mr. President, I do not propose to be taken 


to get a vote on the amendment offered by the Senator from 
North Dakota. After that amendment is disposed of then the 
Senator’s amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 


Ohio {Mr. ForRAKER] will be in order. I do not want to inter- 
fere with his rights in the least. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator from South Caro- 
lina that I was not proposing my amendment at the present 
time. This is the second time I have undertaken to get the 
attention of the Senator from Ohio to the objection that I had 
to his amendment. If it can be arranged so as not to interfere 
with the great interests in Chicago of the character I have sug- 
gsested, I am heartily in favor of the amendment; but, instead 
f offering an amendment, I was challenging the attention of 
the Senator from Ohio to the subject-matter of my amendment 
when I should propose it. I am not proposing it now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


0 


I merely desired to get a vote on the amend- 


families of the | 
The Secretary will state the modi- | 


In the last line of the pending amendment | 


diiliculty I suggested earlier in the debate, which is local to | 





the law now on the statute book pro- | 
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ment now pending offered by the Senator from North Dakot 
so that we may move on to some other amendment. — 
Mr. HOPKINS. After I yield the floor I have n 
whatever to a vote on the amendment. 
Mr. FORAKER. As the Senator has asked me a question. ; 
I may answer I will call his attention to the provision oy es 
2 of the amendment, which reads: page 
Nothing in this act contained * * #*# 


— 


D obj ction 


shall prevent the ; 


of mileage or excursion passenger tickets. sens 
That might be made to read “ mileage, commutation OF ex. 
cursion tickets.” ae 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Senator’s pardon, but I declare w 
will never do anything unless we enforce the rule. a a 
Mr. HOPKINS. I can not be interrupted. I haye « t my 
fifteen minutes, and I decline to be interrupted. 9 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois declines 
to yield. = 
Mr. TILLMAN. I rose to a parliamentary inquiry. 1 jade 
the inquiry; the Chair sustained me; and now let the Chair 
please enforce the rule. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is unable to say whether 
the Senator from Illinois, who has risen within his fiftee) min- 
utes, is going to speak to the amendment or not. The (}), lir ase 
| sumes, until it otherwise appears, that the Senator from Llli- 


| nois will address himself to the question before the Senate. 





Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, the question before the sep. 
ate is perfecting this amendment. I want to suggest to the Sep 
ator from Ohio that, in my judgment, the language he has 
suggested will not meet the difficulty, and I desire him to look 
over the proviso which I have prepared, and which later I shall 
present to the Senate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Very well, I will do so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr, 
HANSBROUGH] to the amendment of the Senator from Qhio | Mr, 
FORAKER]. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will 
stated, at the request of the Senator from New Jersey. 

The Secretary. After the word “dollars,” in line 11, it is 
proposed to insert: 

oa it shall be unlawful for any Senator or Representative 
coza.cer—-— 

Mr. KEAN. That is enough. 
ment is. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


be again 
or 
I know now what the amend- 


The question is on agreeing to the 


| amendment to the amendment. 





| agent, or other employee of the Government to solicit, accept, or us 


|} amendment 


Mr. 
order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not in order. 
amendment in the third degree. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I should like to hear the amendment stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be again 
stated, at the request of the Senator from Mississippi. 

The Secretary. After the word “ dollars,” in line 11, page 1, 
of the pending amendment, it is proposed to insert: 


That it shall be unlawful for any Senator or Representative or officer, 
for 
himself or for others free railway transportation over any railway en- 
gaged in interstate commerce; and _any person violating this provi- 
sion shall, on conviction, pay to the United States a penalty of not less 
than $100 nor more than $2,000, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. HAns- 
BROUGH] to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. lor- 
AKER]. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 


OVERMAN. Is an amendment to that amendment in 


It would be an 


Mr. MORGAN. I propose an amendment to the amendment 
of the Senator from Ohio, in line 6, page 1, after the word 
“same,” to insert the words “ class of accommodations.” — 

Mr. FORAKER. As I understand it, I have no objection to 
that amendment, and accept it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be state a 

The Secrerary. After the word “same,” in line 6, it is pro- 
posed to amend the amendment by inserting the words “ class 
of accommodation.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. HOPKINS. On page 2, line 2, of the amendment, ter 


1 


the word “ mileage,” I move to insert the word “ commutation. 
Mr. FORAKER. I accept that amendment also. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will be stated by the Secretary. : ee 
The Secretary. On page 2 of the pending amendment, ee 
wore 


2 after the word “mileage,” it is proposed to insert the 


my € 


“ commutation.” 
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mendment to the amendment was agreed to. Mr. GALLINGER. I think so. 

ify, MORGAN. I offer the amendment which I send to the desk Mr. McCUMBER. They would also be subject to punishment 

endment to the amendment of the Senator from Ohio. for bringing over the peace commissioners, whom they brought 
“| VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amend-| from San Francisco or Seattle during the last year, conveying 
ie il be stated. them, in fact, I believe, from the Orient and back again? 
“4 SrcRETARY. In line 2, page 2, after the word “ persons,” Mr. GALLINGER. I should think so. 
te fc nosed to insert “or persons who are in distress and are Mr. TILLMAN. I wish to ask the attention of the Senator 
sees ted from pursuing their usual vocations by visitations of | from Ohio to a small amendment which I wish to add on line 7, 
a - diseases or of earthquakes or of tempests or of } page 2, of his amendment, after the word “attorneys.” I un- 
ae 9 derstand he has already accepted an amendment striking out 
“\rr. MORGAN. I desire to make a few observations on that | the word “ stockholders.” 
ann ent. We have been listening here a long time in the Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 
«, to accusations of bitter character against the conduct of Mr. TILLMAN. The words I want to put in after the word 
reine ids of this country. Perhaps those accusations in the | “ attorneys” are these: “ Exclusively in its service.’ The Sen 

. true; but they are not more true probably of the rail- | ator can very readily— 

1 nanies than they are of the banks and of a great many Mr. FORAKER. I accept the amendment. 
other public institutions. While this has been going on, how-| Mr. TILLMAN. See that if these agents and attorneys can 
evel visitation has come upon this country of a calamitous | be given passes—— , 

| ful character, and it is my observation, sir, that the Mr. FORAKER. I accept the amendment. 
; is of the country have contributed perhaps beyond the Mr. TILLMAN. All right; if the Senator accepts it, that 
: or perhaps beyond the generosity of any other class of | ends it. 
, ens to relieve the people of San Francisco against this Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be stated. 
‘ sitation. I feel more like expressing a sense of grati- | Mr. MORGAN. I wish to inquire whether the anx t I 

rd these great institutions for their conduct under 


offered is pending, or whether it has been passed oy: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is pending. 
Mr. GALLINGER and Mr. KEAN. Let it be 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Ala 
amendment. 
The amendment to the amendment was , 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I move to amend the amendm 


( ‘cumstances than I do like berating them for their sup- 
Ws r actual transgressions of the laws of trade and ordi- 
mercial transactions. But this bill, if it is to contain 
iment of the Senator from Ohio, ought not to put the 
rai ; in such a position as that it would be criminal if they 
sho extend the generosity which they are now extending to 
of people I have been mentioning—those visited by 
es, by cyclones, and tempests, and also by epidemic 


acted upon. 


Aorran 
L 


striking out all after the words “section 3” and inserting the 
: : following: 
1 7 , P ~ § ) a j ar » sj » - . = : 
I endm« nt of the Senator from Ohio, Mr. President, No carrier of interstate commerce shall i é ny pass 
proviso, a part of which I will read: other device give free transportation to any person 1 
a . = ae = ae ais as herein provided, and any carrier violating this prov 
That nothing herein shall prevent the free carriage of | qoemed guilty of unjust discrimination and shall 
indigent persons. to the United States a penalty of not less than $100 
ndment extends the classification of those persons so | $2,000. 
may receive free carriage in their condition of desti- Mr. President, I do not desire to occupy the attention of the 
which I describe in my amendment, without thereby | Senate very long upon this, except to say that the discussion 


railroads in a criminal attitude toward the laws of | has developed that there is a serious difference of opinior 
' to what the amendment of the Senator from Ohio s. Th 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I am glad the Senator | first person to call attention to what, putting it 
fr \lnbama [Mr. MorGan] has called attention to the fact | said to be the ambiguity of the language w: 
ese much berated corporations that seem to have few | Minnesota, and the whole debate h 
the country to-day have been doing this great work in | Now, since it 
CO tion with the earthquake sufferers in California. On the | of interstate commerce from giving free trans} 
“2 day of April a dispatch was printed in the New York news- | seems to me that that might best be accomplished 
d has not been denied, that up to that time the rail- | that intention in so many words, and for that reason | 
ds i given free transportation to the amount of $3,450,000, | the amendment. 


proceeded wu 
seems to be the intention to prevent 


or two ago I noticed a statement which seemed to be The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there further amendments to 
that it then had exceeded the amount of $5,000,000 in | the amendment proposed by the Senator from Ohio 


t1 ng people from San Francisco to other parts of the Mr. FORAKER. The 
diana has not been disposed of. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 


amendment of the Senator from h 


, 


\ir. FRYE. And supplies also. 
j AL 





GALLINGER. And likewise in giving supplies to them. | amendment distinctly. 
l know whether or not it is advisable to add the amend- | Mr. FORAKER. I understood the Senator from Ind 1 to 
I e Senator from Alabama has suggested to the amendment | offer an amendment. 
of Senator from Ohio. If that amendment shall be adopted,| Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, Mr. President, I offered an end 
thi n be no question about it, it seems to me, that the | ment, to strike out all after the words “section 3.” It is 
a ent of the Senator from Alabama enlarges the sphere | substitute. 
of eficence, but what I think is valuable is that the Senator The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is fair for the Chair to 
f1 \labama has called attention to the fact that in a great | that the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLnerson } ‘ 
( y these corporations have been generous and liberal Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am aware of that 
done everything in their power to relieve the suffer- | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before the leTM ( 
ise Stricken people. pleted to move a substitute. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to ask a question of the Senator Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. I will withdraw m nd 
f y Hampshire. ment. 
\LLINGER. Certainly. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair requested him to 
icCUMBER. If the amendment which is proposed by | hold his substitute, stating that he would be r 
r from Ohio were the law to-day, would not the rail- | it when the amendment had been completed. 
‘+h have granted these concessions to the stricken peo- | Mr. BEVERIDGE. I saw the Senator not rising. I S 
n Francisco, if the law were strictly enforced, be fined | ator from Texas desires to offer a substitute, ] 
t amount to break every one of those railroads? | mine until the Senator from Texas has an opp \ 
GALLINGER. I think that is very probable, if I under- | his. 
S e question correctly. Mr. BACON. I desire to make a statement 
Mir. McCUMBER. And in connection with that, I wish to ask | that I may not be misconstrued in any subs 
ator if it is not true that it is customary for the rail- | There are some amendments which I would offe: 
) give free transportation to these commercial delegations | ment proposed by the Senator from Ohio, but I do oO 
China and Japan and other countries who come here for | do so in case there should be a substitute agreed t So I | 
pose of understanding our people and devising means to | withhold any amendment I may see fit to offer, in der to see 
eX our trade in the Orient. The railways would also under | if a substitute is agreed to. If not, I shall then have som 


endment be liable to punishment for that offense, would | amendments to offer. 


Us | Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, while I do not 
XL——404 
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make any extended remarks upon this matter, I do desire to 
say that I think it far preferable to confine whatever provi- 
sion we have on this general subject upon which we have been 
talking to the prohibition of the issuance of free passes or free 
transportation. There are a good many reasons for that, but 
I desire to invite attention to only two. The first is that sug- 
gestions have been made, which strike me with favor, by 

nators on the other side of the Chamber to the effect that 
the corporations ought to be permitted to issue commutation 


tickets or exeursion tickets or reduced transportation under 
certain peculiar circumstances. And the second reason is that 
the subject to which the Senator from Ohio alluded has for the 


principal motive which influences him in suggesting this amend- 
ment that which ought not to be injected in this bill. 
The question of discrimination on the part of railroads en- 


Lie 
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gaged in interstate commerce, in so far as it may be affected 
by his suggestion of discrimination on aceount of race, ought 
not to be injected, I repeat, into this bill or into this debate, 
and I decline to go into the question, so far as a discussion | 
of it is concerned. 3ut for these two reasons I suggest that 
it is far better to confine this amendment, so far as this legis- 
lation is concerned, to a prohibition against the issuance of free 
passes by railroad companies; and, consequently, I move as a 
wabettbeds what I send to the desk. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. For the purpose of clearing the way for 
the Senator from Texas, I withdraw the substitute which I 
offered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I offer it as a substitute for the amend- 


ment of the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will state to the Senator from Texas 
that I had offered a substitute, which I now withdraw in 
order that he may offer his substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Texas will be read. 

The Secretary. It is proposed, in lieu of the part proposed 
to be inserted, to insert the following: 

That no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall, directly or 
indirectly, issue or give any free. ticket, free pass, or free transporta- 
tio ) any person except to the officers, agents, employees, and attor- 
neys of the carrier issuing the same, or to ministers of religion, in- 
mates of hospitals, eleemosynary, or charitable institutions. Any car- 

olating this provision shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 

d iall, for each offense, pay to the United States a penalty of not 

ss than one y hun idred nor more than two thousand dollars. 

Mir. BEVERIDGE. May I suggest to the Senator from Texas | 


what it may be worth that instead of making the specific 
ons which he does in his substitute he put in the words 
‘rein provided?” That will leave as the exceptions 


for 
exce}yt 


as he 


‘ t 
‘ ep} 


| ease for complaint—I do not know anything about what the 


| be done; 


| good accommodations for his transportation. 
| is in this. 


the exceptions already in the law, which were read by the Sen- 
tor from Iowa. The substitute of the Senator from Texas is 
practically the same as the one I offered and gladly withdrew, 
nd I make this suggestion to the Senator because it will prob- 
ably accomplish his purpose better. It is no matter to me 
W ther he does or not. 

\ir. FORAKER. I suppose I have a right to speak to the | 
substitute. I want toe say, in answer to the Senator from 
rexas, that the amendment as I offered it was so plain as to 
avoid raising the question which he injects into this contro- | 
versy. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I prefer the form of the substitute to the 
suggestion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE]. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to make some remarks in opposition 
to the substitute of the Senator from Texas, speaking now in 
my own time, in answer to that. I drew this amendment, as I 
have already stated, in the particular to which the Senator has 

ferred, so as to accomplish two purposes—in the first place, 
to avoid if possible raising any question as to discrimination on 
account of color, and, in the second place, so as to afford a 
legal provision in this statute on which the Commission could | 

ii to enforce equality of service and equality of treatment | 

the transportation of interstate passengers. I might have 

much further than I did without going as far as the 


tutes of the various Southern States have gone in that par- | 


| ambiguity. 


ticular. I read a moment ago from the Georgia statute, which 
requires that there shall be no discrimination on account of 
race, color, or previous condition, using that exact language. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? That | 


is coupled with the provision which prohibits common carriers 
from carrying the two races in the same car. 


Mr. FORAKER. I am going to eall attention to that. That 
is the general provision. Now, without anything at all being | 
said on the subject, there is no requirement in this proposed 


law that the passengers shall be carried in the same coach. 


Mr. BACON. No. 

Mr. FORAKER. There may be separate coaches provided. 
In certain of the States there is that statutory provision. I 
did not care to conflict with that. I do not either approve 


| the matter which the Senator has in mind, 





May 


or disapprove it. I simply let it alone. But I do want ;, 
law, and I think we should all be agreed about tha; . 
vision the necessity for which has been recognized |) 
Southern State, that there shall be equality of treaty 
that white and black shall be put in the same coach where ; 
objectionable, as it is in many States, but if you have sepa». 
coaches that they shall be as these southern statutes |... 
provide, equally -por for both races. 

Mr. BACON. I should like to ask the Senator a questi. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio 
to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I do. 

Mr. BACON. If that is the present provision in a} 
Southern States, which I think practically it is, what 
good can there be in the insertion of these words? If th t 
so far from there 
being any good in it, will not the very fact of the inser; : 
those words create the presumption that it was thought that 
there was not now provision under which this equality of treat. 
ment was required? 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will remember that I ayo 
only fifteen minutes, although I yield to him. 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. FORAKER. The necessity is in this: The Interstato 
Commerce Commissioners can not enforce the statutes of 
several States. If in any State there should be a failure ; 
enforce the provisions of the State statutes requiring equality 
of service and accommodation, the Interstate Commerce Coy) 
mission would have a legal warrant for doing that thing, [py 
the State of Texas they have very carefully provided for 
exactly what I want to provide for here, except only I haye 
not gone so far as they have gone in either Texas or 
for in Texas they say that the coach so to be provided 
equal in all points of comfort and convenience. | 
words “equally good service” would cover everything. 

Mr. President, the question comes up to us in suc h a way 
that we can not avoid it if we are going into the business of 
controlling transportation directly, fixing the rates which 
be paid, preseribing the regulations and rules which shall govern 
in the operation of trains. It is a different attitude that we 
assume with respect to that matter from that which we haye 
heretofore been standing in. 

We become responsible, and if there be any 





Georgia, 
hall } e 
think th 


shall 


ground in any 
Lact 
, but I know I have read a good deal to the effect that 
is such ground; I have received a great many letters 
effect—that under the provision of law that they shall give 
separate and equally good coaches, they are giving separate but 
not equally good coaches, and very different treatment. What 
I want in this law is something that does not necessarily raise 
any question of diserimination; that does not require anything 
to be done that the laws of the several States, which would 
have most interest in this question, do not already require 
and that is that the Interstate Commerce Commission 
shall have authority, and authority from the Congress of the 
United States, to see to it that the humblest man, without 1™ 
gard to color, who pays the same money that the white man 
pays, may have, not a seat in the same coach, necessarily, but 
that he shall have decent, respectable, acceptable, and e — y 
That is all th 

So far as the provision about passes is concer 
as the Senator from Indiana said a moment 


to that 


to 


ec, 


ago, 


there is not, 


any ambiguity about it. The only objection to it is that there 
is no ambiguity about it. Every Senator here knows that if 


this provision goes into the statute book as it is framed, there 
will be no more free passes for anybody, except only the ex 
cepted classes. There is not a man here who does not fully 
understand that and appreciate it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the Senator will excuse me, I said 
the debate had proceeded upon the assumption that there was 
ambiguity in the Senator’s language. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am proceeding upon the theory that 
Senator thinks there is ambiguity, and I am saying there 
very man here understands the provision. 
man here — it is to prohibit the further abuse of gr g 
free passes. I do not want to dwell upon that any loner | 
spoke about it sufficiently earlier in the day. But now * final 
word about the other provision. Every man here knows that 
if we are going into the business of rate making we assunie 4 
responsibility about it, and we should carefully provide that 
there should be equality of service for equality of pay. ow, 
who will vote against it? I want to see. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator from Ohio takes his 
seat, I wish to ask him if the difference between his amen 
and the substitute offered by the Senator from Texas }s 


the 
IS no 


this, 
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amendment provides against free passes and in addi- | Mr. BACON. The Senator’s tone and manner were ver 


so provides for equality of accommodations—— 
rORAKER. That is all the difference there is. 
HOPKINS. While the substitute simply provides against 
¢ SSCS. 
BACON. Mr. President, there can be no possible neces- 
the Senate’s considering these two separate questions 
ey in one amendment. The question of free passes is 
ing and a distinct thing. It is a question of what shall 
| in the way of compensation by one man upon terms of 
; v with another man for the same service; in other 
whether one man shall pay for what another man re- 
free. 
President, the question of discrimination is another and 
net thing. 
to the question of discrimination, and if this question is 
i discussed, and if such a provision is to be incorporated in 
I submit to Senators that the latter is the proper por- 
* the billija which to incorporate it and not upon this par- 
part of it. Mr. President, is it the design of Senators— 
( be the design of the Senator from Ohio and others 
\ think like him—to incorporate upon the question of free 
which he knows will receive the unanimous vote prac- 
, of the Senate, this additional subject-matter about which 
t is a difference, in order that the second subject-matter 
rry with it strength it otherwise would not have? 

ir. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

\Ir. BACON. If the Senator will permit me for a moment—— 
rORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, I accepted an 
iment offered by the Senator from Alabama, which re- 
i all objections, as I understood, upon the question to 


the Senator is now addressing himself, thereby showing | 


I had no such purpose as that, but only 
‘ir. BACON. I am speaking of the fact that the Senator 
Ohio joins in the same amendment the question of passes 
e question of discrimination. 
‘Mr. FORAKER. It is equality of pay and equality of service. 
. BACON. That may be true, but that relates to every 
( r part of the bill. All through the bill runs the question of 
nation. I have confidence in the desire of the Senator 
»take any unfair advantage in this matter. I want to call 
attention of the Senator to the fact that he raises here a 
al question, a question of the deepest concern and im- 
ce to a very large section of this country that has a bur- 
» bear which no other section of the country has to bear; 
stion of vital importance to the personal comfort and the 
organization as well of our people. 
Senator himself says that the purpose of this amendment 
S to secure a provision of law on this subject in the South- 
States, because he recognizes the fact that that provision of 
ready exists in the Southern States by enactment of the 
‘n States. But the Senator avows the purpose to be to 
Interstate Commerce Commission the right to enforce 
vy, to go into the States and see whether or not the State of 
( 1, for instance, is enforcing its law, and if it is not en- 
z it, then to enforce it as a Federal law. 
FORAKER. I suggest that the Interstate Commerce 
( ission will not go into the State any more on this point 
{ t will on every other point on which it is authorized to 


BACON. That may be, but that does not change the prop 
n that that is the purpose of the Senator. There can be no 
tion which could be raised which would more deeply affect 
‘ople and which would more deeply concern them in their 
day life. 
' FORAKER. May I ask the Senator a question? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
| to the Senator from Ohio? 
BACON. I do for a question. 
FORAKER. Does the Senator object to a provision in 
ill securing equality of service and accommodation to all 
: equal prices for transportation? 
. BACON. Iam free to grant—— 
. FORAKER. And if he does not, I am willing to have that 
i the language of the Georgia statute. I do not object. I 
( t want 
BACON. 
taking charge of this subject. 
‘Mr. FORAKER. Yes; and I insist that they shall. 
BACON. Very well; that may be. The Senator very 
knows the fact that he has very nearly two-thirds of the 


Georgia 


t 


‘ his boast of what he will insist upon with very great con- 


Mr. FORAKER. I did not make it boastfully. 





| 


There are in this bill other provisions which | 


| Statute 


I object to the Interstate Commerce Commis- | 


tors in this Chamber in his party, and consequently he can | 


boastful. 

Mr. FORAKER. I withdraw the boastful spirit. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator withdraws the bé 
same time it is well known that the * does not wit 
his purpose to insist upon it. 
does not amount to much. 

I do insist upon it that a spirit of f 
that those two matters should not 
the substitute proposes to give, th 
question of passes free from any « 
question. We are all of us in favor of t! 
will prevent the giving of free p es to 
restrict it more than it is in resent J ! 
possible necessity why the two should not be separat nd t! 
if the Senator shall seek to incorporate upo 
pendent feature, and he has the votes 
can not complain. That is their right. 
of is that they combine the two. I 
the propriety of such division. 

I want to call the attention of the Senate to ar 
My objection is not to the principle of the lay 
be, because for thirty years we had 
which the Senator now to inc 
words in this bill. It is not that I 
has in view shall be defeated: but it is the desire on D 
and those who think with me—and I am 
sentiments of the people of my section—to avoid 
an incentive to strife and which will be taken advant 
malicious and designing people who desire 
tween the races and who will make comp! 
founded, and who would be constantly deve 
discontent in the midst of a people who have every 1 on to 
avoid any influences of that kind. It is perfe te 
for the Senator to divide this amendment so that he will | 
that which relates to passes independent pi 
He will get, I suppose, on the provision ibi 
the unanimous vote of those of 
who will be particularly 
amendment. He will not j 
amendment if he has the numerical strength to carry out | 
announced purpose, and there can 
my mind, why the Senator should combine 
desires to put other Senators in th : 
against the part they approve or compelling then 
time to vote for another part of whic! 

Mr. FORAKER. I put them 
together. 

Mr. BACON. 
for a division? 

Mr. FORAKER. I would have to frame the ame 
anew, and it seems to me it is perfectly proper to prov 
for the same compensation there shall be e 
to all who travel. I do not as far Sel rs 
There is nothing here to interfere with tl 
forcement of the State statute. The whole thi ; tl 
of the Interstate Commerce Commissioners. I |] 
never have any occasion to enfore 
should have, they ought to have th 

Mr. CLAY. Will the 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
yield to his colleague? 

Mr. BACON. I am going to yield the floor in and 
my colleague can then present his views in f 
I want to say this: Here is a substitute offered by tl 
ator from Texas which fully covers the ground, so 1 s 
passes go, and which will receive the unanin¢ 
of Senators on this side of the Chamber. The 
stitute is adopted will not prevent Senator fro 
offering as an independent measure wh: 
offer upon that subject, so that if 

tute offered by the Senator from Texas it will no ma 
agreeing to what I say on the subject, or disagreeing to t] 
site view of the Senator from Ohio, and it will give t 
tunity to Senators on this side to vote independ I 
matter providing against free passes, and still leave the Sen 
from Ohio absolutely free to offer : 

regard to the matter of discrimination, wh 
any event, comes to another part of the bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I had 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Sen 
lina yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 


ast 


‘ 41 
so the 


the |] 


have 
proposes 


ITpol 


desire that the 


les to stir up s M 


Aaints 1 


as an 


us who come from the ti 
ted by the other pat of 


rdize the other part of 


affe 


Will the Senator so 


zo as 


goes. 


this provis , but if t 
t authority. 


Senator fr 


rom Ohio let me ask hit 


} 


Us vot 
fact 

the 
itever he may desire to 
the Senate 
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ny amendment he 


ich more prop 


tor from South Caro- 
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Mr. MONEY. I should like very much to ask a question of 
the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will pardon me, we are not 
proceeding under the rules which prevail every day, and I 
should like to get through what I have to say, and then the 
Senator from Mississippi can ask the question of the Senator 
from Ohio. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
declines to yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, we have had a great many 
discussions here on this rate bill, but I never expected to have 
the race question dragged into it. I deprecate that there should 
be any allusion to it in this debate. 


The Senator from South Carolina 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I did not—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. I am not charging the Senator from Ohio 


with the responsibility for it. Unfortunately for myself, though, 
I have been unable to see things through the same spectacles 
with other Senators here, and I for one welcome the 
recognition by a Senator of the North that used to be known— 
and I do not intend it any reflection upon him—as “ Fire 
Alarm,” because of this very issue. I welcome, I say, the recog- 
nition by that Senator that there are conditions in the South 
which make it imperative that we should be allowed to deal 


some 


as 
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with that question in our own way. Our laws recognize 
equality. We compel the carriers to give the same kind of 
transportation and character of coach to the two races. We} 
only compel them to keep them separate; and when the Senator | 
from Ohio and his colleagues shall recognize that in doing that 
we intend to stand by that provision in good faith, and want 
the law enforced by our own people, and will enforce it, I for 


one am ready to say that the Interstate Commerce Commission 


may go down there and see that the colored people have just as | 


good coaches to ride in as the white people, because the roads 

are owned in the North, anyhow, and I want no discrimination 

by northern capitalists against southern negroes. [Laughter 
id applause in the galleries. | 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inform the occu- 


| 
} 
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ee 


might be no question of discrimination, or so-called “ Jin) ¢ 
car” question raised. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I rather thought that tho pur- 
pose of this, and I was sure that the effect of it, would } 


—<- 


OW. 


to recognize the right of the carrier to provide separate “ 
for the two races, provided one coach was as good as the «i) ee 
The separate-coach law of Texas and the separate-coac), | - 
Arkansas do not supplement each other, because a pas ree 
starting in Arkansas to go into Texas is not subject to ¢1, ce 
of either State. But if I understand this provision, and [ jo, 
that that is what it means, it is that carriers operating iat 
section of our country where these arrangements are 1: ily 
can provide separate coaches for each race and then ean pecnin 
each race to stay in its own coach, provided one coacl) js an 
good as the other coach. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes, that is the only purpose of it, if they 
see fit to provide separate coaches which would be equally good 

Mr. BAILEY. If that is true, then surely those of us from 
the South, where we try to enforce the separation of ssen- 
gers, could find no possible objection to it. Thdeed, instesq of 
being objectionable to me, I am glad to take it, beeaus: en. 
ables the carriers to conform in their interstate );: nger 
services with the law of the States on that particular subject 
Those of us who live in that part of the country and have ex. 
perienced the relief which the separate coaches have brought 
surely agree that every carrier operating there depending vn 
the patronage and favor of those people will provide sen- 
arate coaches for interstate travel if the law of Congress per. 
mits them to do it. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, the experience of every State 
which has adopted a “Jim Crow” law is that the r vad 
companies would not, for the sake of the good will and ) on- 
age of the country through which they operated, provid Se 
separate coaches, for the experience of the Southern States js 
| that every single railroad company which operates their 
| limits would not provide the separate accommodations. how- 
ever much it might be demanded by the white people of that 
country, and it requires a State statute to compel them to do it 


pants of the galleries that under the rules of the Senate mani- | 


festations are not in order, and he requests the occupants to 
refrain from a repetition. 
Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I desire to ask whether, if the 


amendment is adopted and becomes a law, a colored passenger 
going through a State from one State to another, coming under 
the interstate-commerce law, would be compelled to go into a 
coach equally as good provided for him by the State statute as 
he g through that 
this provision to go into a coach set apart for white people by 
the law of that State? 

Mr. FORAKER. 
not 


CS 


undertake 
ll. The only requirement is that there shall be equally good 

and equally good accommodation. If the railroad com- 
l should furnish only one coach all would have to travel in 


it, but if they have two kinds of passengers and do not want 
the to ride in the same coach they must provide equally good 
( hes for them. In that respect I do not undertake to inter- 
fere with the State law. 

They have such a statute in Texas, such a statute in Ten- 
nessee, and such a statute, I think, in about every other South- 
ern State. I have read from two or three of them. I do not 

is far as any of those statutes go. I only want to put under 
he Interstate Commerce Commission, for that board to stand 
upon, something that will give them authority to enforce equal 


nt if there are complaints, and just complaints, that 


the is not equal treatment. 
Preside 


the Senator did not answer the 


State, or would he be permitted under | 


The inquiry I made of the honorable Senator from Ohio was. 
When this interstate-commerce law of Congress overr 
State law whether a negro passing from one State to another 


through a State, becoming an interstate passenger, would be 
compelled to abide by the State law, and whether the road 
companies would then be compelled to provide the separate cars? 
I do not, fer one, believe that they would be compelled to do it, 
and I have had this much experience with them that I do not be- 


lieve they will do anything they are not compelled to do which 


| will cost them an extra dollar. 


I stated with some particularity that I did | 
to touch upon the question of separate coaches | 


Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Mississippi | 
to ask him a question? 
Mr. MONEY. Certainly. 


Mr. BAILEY. I agree with the Senator that the railroads 
would not provide an extra coach at an extra expense, hut they 


are compelled to provide the extra coach for the intr: 
sengers of different races, and therefore, having alrea: 
arate coaches, they can compel interstate passengers to y in 
the coach provided for each race without any additional ex) 
to them. 

Mr. MONEY. But the trouble about that is that it is 
practical. Under this amendment you can not order a pas 
senger to get up and go into another coach equally as good if he 


lv the sep- 


is satisfied with the seat he occupies. So that falls to th 
ground. The railroad company could do it, perhaps; but will 
they do it? Consequently there is no remedy for a State that 
has seen fit to pass a Jaw which separates these two c! s of 


passengers with equally good accommodations, and t! 
equally good in my State I know, and in other Southern S 


| This law would come in to override the State statute, 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. nt 
question that I asked. 

Mr. FORAKER. I thought I was answering it. 

Mr. MONEY. I asked for his construction of the law, if it | 
should have his amendment incorporated in it, whether a col- 
ored passenge ing through a State from a State beyond or 

‘ on the border would be at liberty to go into a white 
‘ h provided by the law of that State, although a colored 
couch equally good was provided, being, in other words, in the | 
terms of his amendment, “equally good?” 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly he would not be. I do not re- 

ember just how the Senator put his question, but this does 


not interfere with such a requirement as the Senator refers to 
statute. He could be required, if a State passenger, 


by state 


to go into a separate coach if it was equally as good, but not if | 


n interstate passenger. I do not make any such requirement, 
nor do I interfere with it where the State has made it. 


Mr. OVERMAN. Did I understand the Senator to accept the 
amendment as to the class of accommodation? 
Mr. FORAKER,. Certainly, I accepted it; so that there 





is no provision that the company shall provide separate 
interstate passengers. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator from Mississippi be! 
this law can divest the State control over the supervision 


| state passengers? 


Mr. MONEY. 
Mr. BAILEY. 


Oh, of course not. 
Of course not. 
Mr. MONEY. Of course not; but what I mean to st Is 
that under such an interstate-commerce act, if pass: e 
passenger in a coach beyond the limits of the States hay 
“ Jim Crow law,’ as it is called, keeps his seat in that coach, 1 l 
you make no provision here by which he is to go into any : i 
coach when he reaches the State line where there is such 
There is nothing in this amendment, and I venture to s2, 
will be nothing offered here, such as is in every State 
on this subject; but there will be provision made for « uy 
good accommodations. The Senator said it provided for t's 
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gistinction between the passengers, and also provided that they 
d have equally good accommodations. 
BACON. I wish to ask the Senator to permit me in his 
» to ask the Senator from Ohio a question. 
\ir. MONEY. Certainly. 
BACON. That is, if the Senator from Ohio is willing to 
rporate in the amendment a specific requirement that rail- 
- engaged in interstate commerce shall observe the local 
f the States with reference to separate cars for the sep- 
arate races. 
~\fr. FORAKER. I would not want to do that, Mr. President. 
[ think I have gone as far as I care to go—not as far as I might 
very well go—in simply requiring equally good service. 
\Ir. BACON. The Senator objects, then, to the incorpora- 
ite ecommerce shall in this particular observe the laws of 
State through which they pass? The Senator objects to 


. Mr. FORAKER. I do; because I do not know what all those 
laws are. If there is any law which does not require equally 
eood service and equally good accommodations I do not want 
to subject the Interstate Commerce Commissioners to an ob- 
seryance of that requirement. All I want is that they may 
hav 
separate coaches. 
that would require them to do the one thing or the other, but to 


, here of a specific requirement that railroads engaged in in- | 
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To-day I understand it is universally conceded that notwith 
standing the State laws the same character of coaches are not 
granted, but that in some cases they are compelled to ride in 
If that is true, 
the white population ought not to object that the railways are 
compelled to furnish decent transportation for all passengers, 
irrespective of color. 

Mr. CLAY. Do I understand the Senator 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 





Does the Senator from North Da 
kota yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Do I understand the Senator to say that in 
Georgia the colored people are compelled to ride in the same 
kind of cars that are used for cattle or other live stock’? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, no. 

Mr. CLAY. I was informed that the Senator said so 

Mr. McCUMBER. No, Mr. President; I do not claim that 
they are compelled to ride in box cars or in cattle cars. 

Mr. CLAY. I want to say to the Senator that I have been 

| living in Georgia for fifty years, and I think I have been as 


| familiar 


white people there. 
equally as good coaches if the carriers see fit to provide 
I am not going to agree to an amendment | 


require them to furnish equally good serivce if they see fit to 


make them separate. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I regret that Senators on 
the 


is in the amendment. I say the only good provision because I 


other side should object to the only good provision there | 


mean by that that the other provision relating to the granting | 


of free passes is fully covered by the law as it now stands. If 
the English language can make the meaning of a term clear, it 


is made so in the section 10, which was read by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. DoLiiver]. That section compels railway companies 
to publish the rates for transportation, both freight and pas- 

nger, between any given points. It then prohibits taking 
either a greater compensation or a less compensation from any 
person who goes from one point to another. Now, if taking no 
compensation is not taking less compensation I do not know 
what you would call it. 


se 


fhen it goes on and provides a penalty not to exceed $5,000, | 


which is much greater than the penalty provided in the amend- 


proposed by the Senator from Ohio. We have on the 


with the situation there as anyone, that equally as 
good cars are used for the colored people as those used for the 
There is no difference whatever. The law 
requires that, and the law has been carried out. 


Mr. McCUMBER. If it is true—and I have no doubt it is 
true, as the Senator suggests—then there can be no objection 
that that same law shall be carried out in every State; and 
that is all that is contended for in the amendment of the Sen- 


ator from Ohio. 


Mr. BACON. I will ask the Senator if he will permit an 
| amendment of this kind to come in at the end of the seventh 
line: 

Provided, That the carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall con 
form to the laws of each State through which its lines run in regard 


statute books to-day a clear prohibition against the granting | 


of free transportation and a severe penalty for it. 
the same law would not tend in any way to make it more 
ffecti We have the law now. 
rhen the Senator from Georgia seems to object upon the 
cround that this amendment and the other amendment would 
tend to create strife in his State. Now, why would it create 
strife? Would the white population object that the colored 
man who pays a given sum of money equal to the white man for 
transportation from one point to another point should have a 
car equally good? I do not think the Senator would claim that 
the white people would object to that. 
of his State as it exists to-day. 
Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will permit me to answer 
the inquiry. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
Mr. BACON. The objection was not based upon that ground 
nor is there any danger of any conflict growing out of 
such situation as that suggested by the Senator. The 
ile is that designing people of either color, who may be in 
thy with such a movement, encouraging the insistance of 
i of one race that he shall have the liberty to go into an- 
car upon the claim which he may make, whether 
founded or well founded, and generally unfounded, that the car 
n is not as good as the other car, a constant conflict of 
nd will arise. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Clearly the amendment does not contem- 
any interference with the local laws of any State or Ter- 
It simply provides that in interstate commerce, and that 
| it can cover, equally good facilities, equally good cars, 
be granted to one race or one set of individuals as 
granted to the other. Certainly it would tend to eliminate 


ve. 


e character of coaches to the colored race. It would make 
feel at least that they were being treated honestly and 
y, and they certainly can not and will not feel that they 
been dealt with other than kindly and honestly if they re- 


“ive exactly the same kind of treatment that is accorded to 
the white population, 


rather than inerease any race prejudice if the amendment be- 
i law and compelled the railways to grant exactly the | 


Repassing | 


In fact, that is the law | 


un- | 


is 


| 
| 


to providing separate cars equally good for the different races 
Does the Senator object to that? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I do not understand that we can 
the law of another State. 
Mr. BACON. You can adopt the law of the State. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I would prefer myself if it is to be made 
a law that it shall be by an act of Congress, so that the ¢ 


enforce 


omnils- 

| sion will be enforcing Congressional laws and not State laws. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. McCUMBER. With pleasure. 

Mr. MONEY. If the Senator has concluded, I will take the 
floor in my own right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would state to Senators 


that under the rule no Senator who has spoken to the amend- 
ment pending has a right to speak again after having 
dered the floor. 
Mr. MONEY. After he has exhausted his fifteen minutes? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Even though he has not 
the fifteen minutes. 


surretn- 


exhausted 


Mr. MONEY. I will ask the Senator from North Dakota to 
permit me, then, to make a statement. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not propose to take a great deal of 
time, but I will allow the Senator to trespass upon my time by 
any question or suggestion he desires to make. 

Mr. MONEY. If it will be trespassing, I will not insist upon 
it. I want to say, if it is not too much trespassing 

Mr. McCUMBER. I did not mean any trespassing in an 
offensive way, I assure the Senator. 

Mr. MONEY. I will take the laws of the State of Mississippi 
The law requires that equally good accommodations, equally 
good cars, shall be provided for the two races. <A black man is 
not permitted to enter into a car provided for white people 


and a white man is not permitted to enter into a « 
for the black people. One is just as much a viola 
law as the other. This condition of equality in the service and 
of not mixing in the travel is the result of a feeling 
ealled prejudice on that side, and the Senator 
Dakota thinks it would probably tend to eliminate that pre 
dice. 


‘ar furnished 


tion of the 


Now, there is no desire to eliminate that prejudice in the 
South on our part. We do not propose to eliminate that eju 
| dice either by Congressional legislation or legislation of hy 
other sort. We are perfectly willing for gentlemen who want 
to live with the colored people to do so—and there are quite a 
number, I have no doubt, who feel just as comfortable in a 
ear containing colored people as in a car with whites. But, 


nevertheless, there is no disputing of tastes. According to the 
old proverb, “ De gustibus non est disputandum.” 
Consequently, while we have this law in the South we can 


A 
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not see what objection can be offered to the amendment offered 
by the Senator from Georgia, which exactly complies with the 
statutes of the Southern States. There is no invasion of the 
statutes of the Southern States. It is simply ratifying them or, 
rather, conforming with them or concurring in them in Federal 
legislation on the same subject, and it can hurt nobody. I do 
not see what the objection is unless somebody insists that these 
interstate-commerce passengers shall have the privilege a State 
not now grant. 

I want to say further, if anything could have been designed 
to kill this bill, as far as the vote on this side is concerned, this 
he very instrument to do it. I say very frankly I will not 
vote for any rate bill with this provision in it. That is my 
way of looking at it, and I think there are a great many others 
who feel the same way. If it is the intention to kill this bill, 
are proceeding in a very summary way as far as our yote 
is concerned. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In order that there may not be a 
misunderstanding, the Chair would suggest that in his opinion 
ntrary to the spirit of the unanimous-consent agreement 





does 


is 


vou 


it is ¢ 


J for one 


Senator to yield his time to another Senator who has 
previously oceupied the floor under the rule in bis own right. 
The Chair recognizes the right of Senators to rise for a ques- 
tion in the time of another Senator, but he does not recognize | 
his right to rise for a second speech in another Senator’s time, 
because it is the spirit of the rule that each Senator shall speak 
only once and not exceeding fifteen minutes. The Senator from 
North Dakota will proceed. 

Mir. McCUMBER. I believe I have not occupied the fifteen 


minutes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
has not occupied the fifteen minutes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I shall then be very brief in replying to 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry]. I do not expect, 
Mr. President, by any character of law to eliminate any preju- 


North Dakota 


dice of race the Senator from Mississippi or the people of the 
South or any other place may have. That is a deep-seated 
prejudice; it is a racial prejudice which no law could possibly 


eliminate; but I think we might eliminate the cause for just 
complaint on the part of the other race if we insist by a proper 
law that when they pay the same price for transportation they 
shall be accorded the same eharacter of transportation, not by 
the mixing of the races at all, but equally good or substantially 
equally good accommodations. I understand that there is con- 
siderable complaint. I know a great deal of complaint has 
been made to me upon that ground, and it seems to me that it 
would open up an era of a great deal of better feeling if, under 
our boasted theory that the law shall operate equally upon 
and against all persons, we should so provide that it would 
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operate in giving every person who pays a given price for trans- | 


m equality of transportation, notwithstanding that he 
may be darker than some other man. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield entirely, Mr. President. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I should like to ask the Senator from 
North Dakota a question. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. 
object to an amendment striking out the words “the same or” 
where this language occurs: 

Demands, collects, or receives from any other person for the same 
or equally good accommodations and a like and equaily good service. 

I ask the Senator if he would consent to striking out the 
“the same or” and the words “and a like;” so that the 
sentence would read: 

re —_ any other person for equally good accommodations and 
equally good service. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly I should not object to that; but 
I understand that has already been amended where the word 
“class” is used. I do not remember the exact words. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, on the 
motion of the Senator from Alabama, I will say to the Senator 
from Florida that after the word “same,” in line 6, the words 
“class of accommodations ” were added. 

Mr. McCUMBER. That means practically the same thing, 
as I understand. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Yes. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I desire to say, in closing, Mr. President, 
that I am opposed te the amendment as a whole, because it 
duplicates to some extent the old law, or attempts to reenact it, 
and does not reenact, in my opinion, as good a law as the old 
law. 


port: ti 





words 


if | Same or.” 
Would the Senator from North Dakota | 





= 


‘, 


Ma 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I think j¢ the 
words “the same or” were stricken out in line 6, it wou! re. 
move the objections which have been indicated by the senior 
Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] as nearly as we }yyo 2 
right to expect they could be removed at this time. Tho y, Pe 
fact that the Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] indicates - : 
pose to recognize the policy embodied in the laws of the s 
ern States upon this subject, where this separation has been 
brought about, indicates that very commendable progress })< 
been made upon this question. This provision of law would 
not go as far, in my judgment, as it should; but it goos yoy, 
much further than anybody on the other side of the ()): 
has ever concluded to go before. It permits a carrier 
vide equally good accommodations, though some of the e,;) 
have not heretofore been able to do so; and it recognizes + 
that extent that principle. Though the amendment could jo 
in my judgment, improved by including specific provision 
as are now found in our State laws, that is really too 
expect at this time. It shows, however, a better unders! 
of the question, which comes from the general enlighten:).; 
the age and may bring about a better understanding petyeoy 
the two parties hereafter, in recognition of the good sense , 
the people of the South, who have done so much to solye ¢) 


pDur- 


uth- 


| problem so far as the Southern States are concerned. 


I feel entirely justified in saying that I believe the code or 
Arkansas on this subject, if it were properly understood, wow) 
not be seriously changed in the enactment of this law. Th 
railroad companies have responded to the statutory demands 
in many respects satisfactorily. There may be exceptional casos 
arising out of unusual local conditions, but they are very fey 
in number. That may happen under any law. I have. how 
ever, heard very little complaint. I see no ground for complaint 
at all if the words “the same or” be stricken out of this pill. 
If it is the intention of the Senator from Ohio to do that. | 
have no disposition to haggle with him if he desires only io 
provide for equal accommodations. I repeat I think this is 4 
very decided step in the direction of a proper solution of this 
question. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator favor me with a 
ment of the amendment which he proposes? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I propose to strike out of the 
proposed amendment the words “the same or,” where they 
occur in the sixth line, and also the words “a like and,” in line 
7, so that it would read: 


state- 


For interstate transportation of passengers than it charges, de 


| mands, collects, or receives from any other person for equally good 


accommodations and equally good service. 
That would permit railway companies to exercise that dis- 


| cretion, so as to save themselves from being sued for damages 
| or otherwise proceeded against. 


It does not command them to 
do it, but gives them permission to do it. It is a recognition 
of the fact that, in some parts of this great country, there are 
differences, or at least there are opinions, concerning this 
question that would seem to justify the law-making power o! 
the different States in providing a system of that kind. If 
that be done, I can see no objection to the adoption of the 
amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me to answer the 
suggestion, he inquired of me why I put in the words “the 
I did so in order that there might be a standard 
by which there could be a comparison as to whether or not 
the service rendered was equally good. The railroads are not 
required to give the same, but an equally good service. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I would ask my friend from 
Ohio to leave out the words “the same or,” leaving in the 
words “equally good accommodations,’ which I think would 
answer every requirement. 

Mr. FORAKER. “Or equally good.” 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. “Equally good 
tions.” 

Mr. FORAKER. Between all classes? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Yes, sir; “ 
modations for all classes” or “any other classes carrie 
that train” or any term that will make it clear. 

Mr. FORAKER. When we get to a place where we cal 
consider that, I will see if I can so frame the Janguace : 
meet the Senator’s views. I am not disposed to haggle about 
any words, just so that I get the substance of what I want. © 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. That is exactly the spirit in 
which I am discussing this matter. I do not intend to be cen- 
sorious in trying to obtain what I desire, nor do I wish to in- 
dulge in any bypercritical criticism, for, as I have before stated, 


accommoda- 


equally good accom- 


} } 
i on 


s TO 


I regard this as a substantial step in recognition of the fact (hat 
experience in my section of the country has shown th: t this 
class of legislation has been necessary ; and it is that whic) has 











En 


| that impression here. Such legislation would not have 
ssible a few years ago. I am disposed to meet the prop- 
in a friendly spirit and to do justice to the motives 
induce Senators on the other side to make these conces- 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
iment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the Sen- 
rom Texas [Mr. CuLBerRson] to the amendment of the 
C r from Ohio [Mr. ForRAKeER]. 
7 BERRY and Mr. CULBERSON called for the yeas and 


veas and nays were ordered. 
‘ALDRICH and Mr. LODGE. 
e again stated. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment in the nature of a 
ite will be again stated. 
. Secrerary. In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted 


Let the proposed substi- 


] ir. FoRAKER, it is proposed to insert: 

no earrier engaged in interstate commerce shall, directly or in- 
a _ issue or give any free ticket, free pass, or free transportation 
{ person, except to the officers, agents, employees, and attorneys 
of carrier issuing the same, or to ministers of religion, inmates of 
} s, eleemosynary or charitable institutions. Any carrier violat 


provision shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall 
offense pay to the United States a penalty of not less than 
* more than $2,000. 
CULBERSON. At the suggestion of one or two Senators, 
I re to modify the amendment, after the word “ attorneys,” 
! serting the words “ exclusively in the service.” 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated. 
SecreTARY. After the word “attorneys” insert “ exclu. 
in the service.” 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, I shall vote against this 
1 ed substitute, for the reason that the amendment is not 
as nprehensive a law as the present statute. The present 
statute covers the matter more satisfactorily, to my mind, than 
does this amendment. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
the amendment, in the nature of a substitute, proposed by the 


Senat from Texas [Mr. CuLBerson] to the amendment of 
nator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker}. 
' Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

\Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
W the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], and there- 
fi withdraw my vote. 

\ir. DILLINGHAM (when Mr. Proctror’s name was called). 
I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr. Proctor] is neces- 
sarily absent. He is paired with the senior Senator from Flor- 


\ir. Mattory], who is also necessarily absent. 

SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a gen- 
eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CarMack], 
who is absent. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote 


he roll call was coneluded. 
Mr. CLARK of Montana (after having yoted in the affirma- 
{ I inquire if the senior Senator from Indiana [Mr. 
B :IDGE] has yoted? 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Se I’ 


The Chair is 
Senator from Indiana has not voted. 
CLARK of Montana. I have a general pair with that 
r, and therefore withdraw my vote. 
GAMBLE (after having voted in the affirmative). I in- 
iire whether the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. NewLANps] 
] voted? 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed that he has 
hot oted, 

GAMBLE. Then I withdraw my vote, as I have a gen- 
{ ir with that Senator. 

result was announced—yeas 38, nays 35, as follows: 


YEAS—38. 


| 


B Dolliver Long Rayner 
] Dubois McCreary Simmons 
Foster MeEnery Stone 
I irn Frazier McLaurin Sutherland 
l t rye Martin Taliaferro 
( Gearin Money Teller 
( Ark. Kittredge Nelson Tillman 
( Knox Nixon Warner 
( n La Follette Overman 
i Latimer Pettus 
NAYS—35. 
; h Clark, Wyo. Fulton Millard 
; Crane Gallinger Perkins 
Cullom Hale Piles 
Dick Hansbrough Piatt 

] legee Dillingham Hemenway Scott 

ey Dryden Hopkins Smoot 

am Elkins Kean Warren 
, Ws Flint Lodge Wetmore 
Carter Foraker McCumber 
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NOT VOTING—16. 
Allison Clark, Mont. Heyburn Patterson 
Beveridge Depew Mallory Penrose 
Burton Gamble Morgan Proctor 
Carmack Gorman Newlands Spoone! 
So Mr. CULBERSON’s amendment to the amendment of Mr. 


FORAKER Was agreed to. 
Mr. WARREN. I offer an amendment to the substitute just 
offered, which I send to the desk. I ask the attention 
Senator from Texas to the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The amendment is not, in the 
opinion of the Chair, in order at the present stage of the bill 

Mr. WARREN. May I ask at the present tinx hen will 
be in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be in order when 1 bill 
goes into the Senate. Are there further amendments to sec- 
tion 1? 

Mr. NELSON. I rise to a question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his 
of order. 

Mr. NELSON. Is not the question now upon 9 : 
amendment as amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is correct. The 
tion is on agreeing to the amendment of the Senator f O 
as amended. 

Mr. WARREN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, M 
dent. I inquire what is the parliamentary condit 
amendment now? I understand from the Chair th I 
offer an amendment to the amendment until the bill ¢ 
the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Section 1 is open to further 
ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The substitute has not been adopt 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is so much confus t 
is difficult to hear Senators. Will the Senator W) y 


please state his parliamentary inquiry’ 
Mr. WARREN. My inquiry is to the present 
tary condition of the substitute just adopted. I w 


as 


sh to offer 


amendment to it. I understood from the Chair that I mu 
wait until the bill gets in the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair now understar 
Senator, which he did not when the inquiry was firs cle 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment of the S« 


from Ohio as it has been amended by the substitute proposed by 
the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. WARREN. It is then open to amen 
to offer an amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Mr. CULBERSON. 


, 


derstan 


The Chair wu 10 
Mir 


I rise to a question of order, Pres 
dent. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his question 
of order. 
Mr. CULBERSON. The substitute having been adopted 
lieu of the amendment, is not the question now whether sect 


1 shall be amended by the adoption of the substitute? 


Mr. OVERMAN. ‘That is the question which was put. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is an amendment to an amend 
ment. 
Mr. CULBERSON. It has been adopted as a substitute 


lieu of the proposed amendment, and now, I 
tion is on the adoption of the substitute 
section 1. 


the 


amenament 


submit, 
an 


aue 


! 


ius 


Mr. WARREN. That is the way I understand it. I now 
wish to know whether it is still subject to amendment 

Mr. BERRY. It is not open to amendment, I suggest, Mr. 
President. The question is on agreeing to the amendment as 


amended, and it is not open to another amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That correct. 

on agreeing to the amendment as amended. 
The amendment as amended was agreed to. 
Mr. ELKINS obtained the floor. 


is The question is 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir 
ginia yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Is it in order now to offer another ame! 
ment to section 1? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Section 1 is still open to amend 
ment. 

Mr. ELKINS. I offer the amendment which I sgnd to the 


desk, to be found on page 147 of the bound copy of a1 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 


endments. 
ted. 


be sta 


will 


The Secretary. At the end of section 1, it is proposed to 
add the following: 
It shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the pro 


visions of this act, unless authorized by its charter to do so, to en- 
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gage, directly or indirectly, in the production, manufacture, buying, 
furnishing, or selling of coal or coke or any other commodity or com- 
modities of commerce in competition with any shipper or producer on 
its line or lines: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to prevent a carrier from mining coal exclusively for its own use. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
the Senator whether. it is the purpose of his amendment to pre- 
vent a common carrier from engaging in the mining of coal or 
any other business, if the operations are not conducted upon its 
own line? 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I want to confine the railroads 
to the legitimate business for which they are incorporated— 
the transportation of freight and passengers—and to forbid 
them engaging in any other business, especially the business 
of mining, producing, and selling coal or any other commodity 
on their lines in competition with a shipper. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Why does the Senator insert the words 
“unless authorized by its charter to do so?” Will not that 
absolutely destroy the potency of the amendment? 

Mr. ELKINS. There are a great many ancient charters in 
the United States—— 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I move to 
strike out the words I have indicated. 

Mr. ELKINS. I will state, Mr. President, this reason: There 
are a great many old State charters, some, I think, sixty years 
old, some fifty, some forty, some thirty, and some more modern, 
which authorize the railroad companies—common carriers—to 
engage in other business. It is known to Senators here, and to 
the country, that there are a great many of what are called 
“ coal-carryiug roads,” which, when they were first organized 
and incorporated, were authorized especially to mine and sell 
coal. Whether or not an act of Congress is competent to in- 
terfere with the vested rights of these corporations is a question. 
Some say that an act of Congress could, under the power of Con- 





gress to regulate interstate commerce, prohibit them from carry- | 7 . . 1 
| to say that a railroad which is engaged in producing these 


ing on the business of mining and selling coal, and could annul 
aside their charters to that extent. I do not want to 
bring on any conflict by this amendment. I want to be fair. I 
do not want to interfere with any vested rights. 

Mr. GALLINGER. But, Mr. President, if the Senator will 
permit me—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Unless some such amendment as I have 
suggested be adopted it is very manifest that we shall have a cer- 


or set 


tain class of railroads permitted to do this work and a certain | 


other class prohibited from doing it. I think that would be 
anomalous and a very unjust condition of things. 

Mr. ELKINS. As to raiiroads that are hereafter to be in- 
corporated, I think this would prohibit them from mining and 
selling coal. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Illinois? 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I will suggest to the Senator that the an- 
cient charters of which he speaks were issued by the States, and 
that this bill deals with interstate traffic. Therefore, the words 
in the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia suggested 





coal or any other commodity. The Senator from West Vir 
has not, in my opinion, phrased his amendment so as to )) 
it valid. Instead of forbidding any common carrier who js })y. 
ducing these commodities to engage in interstate commerce. {}o 
prohibition ought to be against any carrier producing +) 
commodities engaging in interstate commerce. 

In other words, the question of the production of coa! or 
of any other commodity is beyond the jurisdiction of the (on- 
gress, but who shall be permitted to engage in interstate eop- 
merce is wholly for the General Government to decide. [ syec- 
gest to the Senator from West Virginia, who undoubtedly wants 
to make his amendment effective, that he change the prohipi- 
tion by making it read “ that no common carrier engaged in the 
production or distribution of these commodities shall be per- 
mitted to engage in interstate commerce.” Then he will have 
an amendment that will hold beyond all doubt. 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not agree with the Senator from Texas 
[Mr. Battey]. It seems to me the language of the amendment 
is plain and unmistakable and that it meets the objection 
raised by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gatrtno: R]. 
What I am aiming to do is to prohibit interstate roads, carriers 
of interstate commerce, from engaging in or doing any other 
business than the transportation of freight and passengers. 

Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator forgets that a railroad is not 
subject to the jurisdiction of Congress because it engages in 
State commerce. It is only subject to the jurisdiction of Con- 
gress when it does engage in interstate commerce. For in- 
stance, the Pennsylvania Railroad, running from New York to 
St. Louis, is only subject to the jurisdiction of the Federal Goy- 
ernment in respect to those transactions which are interstate, 
and the Federal Congress has absolutely no power over a trans- 
action begun and concluded within a State through which it 
runs. The Federal Government has no power to say whether 
this railroad shall produce coal or iron, or whether it shall 
manufacture either or both in the State of Pennsylvania or in 
any other State; but the Federal Government does have a right 


ia 


1@ 


esa 


commodities and in distributing them on its own account shall 
not be permitted to engage in interstate commerce. That is 
the whole power of the Federal Government. 

Mr. ELKINS. I think it is clearly expressed in the amend- 
ment, which reads: 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provi- 
sions of this act, unless authorized by its charter to do so, to engage, 
directly or indirectly, in the production, manufacture, buying, furnish- 
ing, or selling of coal or coke or any other commodity or commodities 


of commerce in competition with any shipper or producer on its line or 
lines, etc. 


Mr. President, I want to get this amendment in such shape 


| that it will stop an evil or an abuse that obtains in West Vir- 


to be eliminated by the Senator from New Hampshire should be | 


eliminated, or else, as suggested by the Senator from New 
Iinmpshire, a monopoly will be created by excluding some roads, 


and putting the carrying of interstate commerce and engaging | 


in the coal business with certain railroads that have these 
privileges under the State charters. 

Mr. ELKINS. It is only a legal question as to whether or not 
it can be done. 


amendment, I will accept the amendment of the Senator from 


New Hampshire, and agree that the words he suggests may be 
stricken out. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, what are the words which it 


was agreed should be stricken out? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will state the words 
which are proposed to be stricken out. 

The SecreTary. In lines 2 and 3 of the proposed amendment 
it is proposed to strike out the words “ unless authorized by its 
charter to do so.” 


Mr. BAILEY. That was a suggestion which I intended to 
make, but there is a graver objection to this amendment than 
that. It is unquestionably true that Congress has a right to 
forbid a carrier engaged in the production of coal and other 


odities from engaging in interstate commerce; but Con- 
gress has no power to control within a State the production of 


comu 


For my part, if the Senate will agree to the | 


| prehend the Senator’s legal objection. 


ginia, Pennsylvania, and other coal-mining States. The Supreme 
Court of the United States, in a recent opinion in a case coming 
up from West Virginia, decided that under the existing law 
railroads can not engage in the mining, manufacturing, and sell- 
ing of coal. 

Mr. BAILEY. They did not decide that. 

Mr. ELKINS. They intimated it strongly. 

Mr. BAILEY. They did not decide it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ELKINS. He has already said what he wanted to, I 
hope. 

Mr. BAILEY. I want the Senator from West Virginia to 
be right as we go along. 

Mr. ELKINS. I understand what the Senator means. I do 
not mean to say that they have decided it definitely, but they 
intimated in a way that is notice to the country and to Con- 
gress and to everybody concerned that the railroads were not 
empowered to produce and sell coal. I thought, following that 
intimation, it would be better to put into the statutes of the 
United States a positive prohibition that railroads should not 
engage in the mining and manufacture and production and sell- 
ing of coal and coke, and that they should be confined to the 
legitimate business for which they were chartered, to wit, the 
transportation of freight and passengers. I do not see how 
there can be any objection to this, and I do not quite com- 
I do not want to 
verse the wording of this at all. It seems to me it is plain on 
its face. It shall be unlawful for any carrier of interstate 
commerce or interstate railroad to do what? To engage 10 
certain kinds of business. If Congress has not jurisdiction 
over interstate railroads, then all this talk for weary months 
is vain, stale, flat, and unprofitable. . 

Mr. BAILEY. The jurisdiction of Congress is over inter- 
state commerce and not over a carrier, witose line happens to 
extend across two States, esxept as to interstate transportation. 


re- 








irisdiction of Congress is complete over a line wholly 
4 State as to interstate-commerce transactions. 


\ . : . 

? Mr. ELKINS.- I understand that distinction. But under 

th ent acts of Congress and the decisions of the courts, 
n hardly get a line that is wholly within a State, that 


ether a State line, or intrastate line, because the de- 


ihe State in which they are produced the road becomes 
an erstate road, and Congress would have jurisdiction. 

“\fr. NELSON. Will the Senator from West Virginia allow 
' ike a statement? 


Mr. ELKINS. Yes. 

\ir. NELSON. I think the Senator from Texas is entirely 
correct. The Supreme Court in the Knight case—the sugar- 
refining case—with which all lawyers are familiar, decided that 
the authority of the United States did not extend to the mere 
manufacture or production; that it only related to the trans- 
portation of commerce between the different States; that where 
it related wholly to a matter of the manufacture and production 
in a given State it was completely under the jurisdiction of the 
state. 1 think the objection of the Senator from Texas is well 
taken, and unless you amend it as suggested by the Senator 
your amendment will be of no ayail to you in the court. 

“ Mr. BAILEY. Let me state this case to the Senator from 
West Virginia, in order to illustrate it. Suppose you should 


make it an indictable offense for the carriers subject to the pro- 
yisions of this act to produce coal, and suppose you indicted 
them in the Federal courts. The proof is they were producing 
coal in the State of West Virginia. The Federal court would 
ntly say there is no power in the Federal Government to 
punish such a crime. The Federal Government can not regu- 
production or the manufacture of any article within 
any State, and it seems to me—I may be mistaken about it, but 
if [am I am very egregiously mistaken, if I am mistaken at all, 
for it seems to me too plain for argument—that the Senator 
from West Virginia has attempted to prohibit what we have no 
power to prohibit, and he omits to prohibit what we may clearly 
yrohibit. 
: Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
vinia vield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 


inact 


late the 





Mr. LODGE. Oh, no. I will wait until the Senator is 
through. 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will pardon me, it would seem | 
wis 

ir. ELKINS. I yield to the Senator from Minnesota. 

Mr. CLAPP. I would suggest some such amendment as you 
have in your hand. 

Mr. ELKINS. As an amendment to the amendment or as a | 
substitute? 

Mr. CLAPP. As a substitute. 

Mr. ELKINS. I want to ask the attention of the Senator 


Texas to this language. Would it cover the point he 


M BAILEY. I read it hurriedly, but I think it does. 
Mr. CLAPP. If it does not, it can be easily amended. 
Mr. ELKINS. I will read it: 


| be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in the produc- | 
t manufacture, buying, furnishing, or selling, directly or indirectly, | 


of coke, or any other commodity of commerce, to engage in in- | 
terstate commerce: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be con- 

s ) prevent a carrier from mining coal or furnishing or producing | 
other commodities exclusively for its own use. 

Will that meet the Senator’s objection? 

Mr. BAILEY. I think it does. 

Mr. CLAY. I desire to ask the Senator from West Virginia 
whether he provides any penalty for a violation of this law? 
If the amendment offered by the Senator from West Virginia 
simply makes it unlawful to do a certain thing and then does 
not iny penalty, the law in reality will have no effect. 

\ 


Ir. ELKINS. On that point I will say that the general 
penalty clause of section 10 will cover this very case. I call the 
r’s attention to section 10. It provides a penalty for 
¢ done contrary to, or anything omitted to be done re- 
q by, the interstate-commerce act. 

LODGE. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
gi ield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. ELKINS. For the purpose of offering an amendment? 
‘ir. LODGE. I want to suggest this form of amendment. 
in order, but I should like to have it read. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be 


> 





It 


SECRETARY. 
I mendment, add the following: 


iny common carrier who shall violate this provision shall be 
| from taking part in interstate commerce. 
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-of the court are to the effect that if products are carried 


Does the Senator from West Vir- | 


After the word “ lines,” in line 6 of the pro- | 
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I ask that the amendment I sent up, suggested 


Mr. ELKINS. 
by the Senator from Minnesota, be read at the desk. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. 

The SEcrETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of section 1, 
after the amendment already adopted at that place, the follow- 
ing words: 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier subject to the pro- 
visions of this act to engage, directly or indirectly, in the production, 
manufacture, buying, furnishing, or selling of coal or coke or any 
other commodity or commodities of commerce in competition with any 
shipper or producer on its line or lines: Provided, That nothing 
this act shall be construed to prevent a carrier from mining coal 
clusively for its own use. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is the original. 

Mr. ELKINS. That is the original. Let the Secretary read 
-the one he has in his hand, suggested by the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


It shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in the produc- 
tion, manufacture, buying, furnishing, or selling, directly or indirectly, 


of coal, coke, or any other commodity of commerce, to engage in inter- 


in 
ex- 


| state commerce: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be con- 
strued to prevent a carrier from mining coal or furnishing or pro- 


ducing other commodities exclusively for its own use. 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to ask the Senator from Texas a ques- 
tion. Does this substitute, offered by the Senator from Min- 
nesota, meet the objection raised by the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BAILEY. The amendment 

Mr. ELKINS. Just read at the desk. 

Mr. BAILEY. I think it does. 

I will say I have not much confidence in work that is done 
in a hurry, even when I do it myself. But reading that hastily, 
I think it does not only provide against the evil, but does so in 
a way clearly within the power of Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. I should like to have my 
again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Secretary. In the print of the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia [Mr. ELx1ns], in line 6, after the word 
“lines,” it is proposed to insert: 

And any common carrier who shall violate this provision shall be 
debarred from taking part in interstate commerce: 

Mr. KNOX. I should like to inquire of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, who, I understand, proposed this modification of 
the amendment, by what process he proposes to ascertain the 
violation of the law, and how he proposes to enforce the penalty 
of nonadmission to the channels of interstate commerce? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have the last proposition of 
| the Senator from West Virginia again read. 
| Mr. ELKINS. The substitute? 
| Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 





amendment read 





Mr. ELKINS. The substitute offered by the Senator from 
Minnesota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read. 

The Secrerary. The Senator from West Virginia modifies 


his original amendment so as to read as follows: 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in the produc- 
tion, manufacture, buying, furnishing, or selling, directly or indirectly, 
of coal, coke, or any other commodity of commerce to engage in inter 
state commerce: Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed 
| to prevent a carrier from mining coal or furnishing or producing ot! 

commodities exclusively for its own use. 


er 


Mr. DANIEL. I beg to ask that the amendment may be 
sent me. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 


| ginia yield to the Senator from Virginia? 
Mr. ELKINS. I have the floor. 
Mr. DANIEL. I beg pardon. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from West 
| Virginia has expired. 
Mr. ELKINS. I did not get to say anything I wanted to say. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
| yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
| Mr. DANIEL. I want to make a few remarks about this 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 


yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. DANIEL. I did not hear what the Senator said. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I did not understand the Senator. 
Mr. 





DANIEL. I had just taken the floor to speak to this 
| amendment. I did not hear what the Senator from North Da- 
kota said. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to ask a question, and the 





| Senator can answer it at the same time, if that is satisfactory 


| to the Senator. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield for a question. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I simply wish to place this proposition 
before the Senate. Suppose the mining is done in a State, and 
the coal is sold in the same State, and in a State which does not 
prohibit it. Has Congress any authority to prevent a railway 
which does that from engaging in interstate commerce? 

That is exactly what this amendment does, if it does any- 
thing. I do not anticipate that we can prevent a railway doing 
business in interstate commerce simply because it is doing 
some act wholly within a State that is not prohibited by the 
laws of that State. 
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Mr. DANIEL. I beg to request that the first amendment | 


offered by the Senator from West Virginia be sent to me. 
Mr. President, it was with respect to the identical question 





Ma VY 1; 


take issue with him. If Congress can interdict the ey..; 

by a carrier of an article that the carrier mined in th. State 
and under State law was lawfully engaged in doing «. 1.’ 
because the carrier took its charter under the State law = 
ject to the reserve power in Congress to regulate tha; : ss 
when it comes to interstate commerce. There can be » an 


tion 
Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to put 

tration before him in order to define better what my meanin« ;.- 
Mr. CLAPP. Yes. — 
Mr. DANIEL. Suppose a carrier, we will say, in Ma 

was engaged in mining coal and in manufacturing iron. } 





1 illus. 


| Suppose its only transactions in mining coal and selling it and 
manufacturing iron were within Maryland, and suppose its only 


that the Senator from North Dakota has addressed to me that | 


I desire to say a few words about this amendment. It is my 
desire that when an amendment is put in the bill on this subject 
it shall be an effective one, and the end I would subserve 
would be this, to prevent those railroads which are engaged 


competition with the shippers who have to pay to get to market. 
Now, as it would seem to me, and as it has seemed also to 


interstate transactions were those that were absolute! 
peachable, and that it did not in interstate commerce e 
any practice whatsoever that was subject to criticis) You 
would thereby inhibit it from going on with perfectly Je ate 
relations to the Federal Government when it had not ( ve 
into interstate commerce a thing that was objectionable. ; 


-d | merely doing what at home was entirely legitimate and 
ilso in mining from carrying their own product to market in | 


strike the mind of the Senator from North Dakota, this amend- | 


propos ms in this amendment. First: 

[It shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in the produc- 
tion, manufacture, furnishing, or selling, directly or indirectly, of 
l, coke, or any other commodity of commerce to engage in inter- 
te commerce. 

Now. what does that mean? 

There are some States of this Union, ineluding the State of 
West Virginia, in which some of the railroads have lawful 
authority from the State to engage in mining, manufacturing, 
furnishing, and selling of coal and coke, and as long as they 


would not accomplish that purpose. There are two | 


exercise their charter within the scope of the sovereignty which | 


has granted it it does not strike my mind that it is within the 
power of Congress or of any other power to interfere with their 
lawful undertaking. 

Pro led 

Says this amendment— 

That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent a carrier from 
mining coal or furnishing or producing other commodities exclusively 
for its own use. 

I see no use whatsoever of putting in the second proviso. We 
do not undertake to interfere with any things except those which 
we mention, and there is no use in putting in things that we do 
not propose to interfere with. But the main proposition and 
the gravamen of this first declaration, I fear, will be a vain one. 
What is sought to be aimed at is the transportation of articles 


cordance with State law. Now, then, instead of doing t), 
Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator will pardon me, we are 
to fifteen minutes each. I have no objection to the quest 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnes 
clines to yield further. 


Mr. CLAPP. What I was going to say was that no matter 
how legal the business of the corporation might be in Mary land 


under the laws of Maryland, the only ground upon which ¢ 
gress could prohibit the carriage of those commodities, which 
the carrier itself produces, is under the power of Congress to 
regulate interstate traffic; and if we can lay a prohibition upon 
that which is produced by a carrier, under a State charter 
which authorizes the production of that commodity, then we ea) 
lay any prohibition we please upon that carrier when it comes t 
interstate commerce. 

The difficulty with the Senator’s position, it seems to me. is 
here. We are face to face now with one of the gravest ques. 
tions involved in this whole legislation, and we have a right to 
invoke law which not only seeks to prohibit, but seeks to pro- 


| hibit by a penalty for the violation of that prohibitio: Ve 
can say this to a carrier, taking its charter under a State law. 


produced by a common carrier in interstate commerce in compe- | 


tition with articles which are bought by shippers or are delivered 
to the railroads for carriage by customers. How can Congress 


avail that purpose by attempting to deny the right of a carrier | 


which is engaged in a lawful occupation, under the charter of a 
State, from engaging in interstate commerce at all? 

It seems to me that the amendment takes hold of the subject 
by the wrong handle and puts its interdict on the wrong thing. 


It is the transportation of such things in interstate commerce, | 


not engaging in interstate commerce at all, to which it seems to 
me the aim of Congress should be directed. If the amendment 
would say in so many words that no carrier shall transport in 
interstate commerce articles of which it is itself the producer or 
the manufacturer, that would reach it, if Congress can reach it. 

I coneur in the remarks which the Senator from Texas has 
made, and they are very clear, with respect to the amendment 
in the ferm in which it was first offered by the Senator from 
West Virginia. There was excepted from the amendment the 
very companies which are the source of the competition whi:h 


for no matter what that charter contains it was taken subject 
to the power of Congress to regulate that carrier the moment it 
engaged in interstate traffic and regulate it as to interstate 
traffic. It seems to me we ought to make that as strong as pos- 
sible, by not only prohibiting that carrier from carrying prod- 
ucts which it has itself mined or produced, but also a prohibition 
upon that carrier exercising the right of commerce under Fed- 
eral regulation. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I want to ask the Senator a question. 

Mr. KEAN. We can not hear the Senator. 

Mr. FULTON. I do not wish to take the floor. I desire sim- 
ply to ask the Senator from Minnesota a question. Can Con- 
gress, in the exercise of the power to regulate interstate col- 
merece, so exercise it as to practically regulate intrastate or 
purely domestic commerce within a State, unless it is necessary 
to do so in the exercise of the power of regulating interstate 
commerce? Does not the proposition which the Senator is ad 
vocating amount practically to a regulation of purely State o1 
intrastate commerce as distinguished from interstate commerce: 

Mr. CLAPP. It regulates in the last analysis the minins, 
buying, and selling of commodities by railroads, and if, | 


| exercise of our power, we do that which prohibits or prevelts 
| their exercising that right, it is an incident to the exe! 


Congress desires to reach-—the companies that are chartered | 


by States and with which we have nothing to do in so far 
as they operate within those States. The exception would 
simply have solidified and continued a practice which it is the 
desire of some in Congress to prevent, and I fear if we were 
to take hold of this matter by this handle we would find that 
we had exceeded our power in putting an absolute inhibition 
upon engagement in interstate commerce at all upon those com- 
panies which at home are exercising a legitimate and legal 
calling. But, on the other hand, if we can do this it can only 
be done by interdicting interstate-commerce transportation by 
carrier of articles produced, manufactured, or mined by itself 


< 


to come in competition with those of its shippers. 
Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I fail to see the force of the 
argument of the Senator from Virginia, much as I dislike to 


of power by Congress—it is not the objective point, but |t 's 
the incident—and it must yield to the higher power of (0! 
gress, provided, as we have assumed here, that Congress cil 
regulate interstate commerce. I repeat, if Congress, 11 [te 
exercise of that power, can successfully prohibit the carry )s 
by this carrier of coal which it has mined under a charter 
which authorizes it so to do within the State, we can, 1! 
exercise of our power to prevent that wrong, £0 further : 
say that that carrier, while so engaged in that work, sh ull no} 
participate in the benefits of interstate traffic. I feel, Mr. 
President, there can be no question as to the legality o! 
position. 

Mr. FULTON. I should like to say a word. I concede t 
if it becomes necessary, in order to exercise the power 0! | 
lating interstate commerce, to incidentally interfere with 
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commerce of the State, it is within the province of 
s to do it. But I submit that Congress can not, under 
tense of regulating interstate commerce, interfere with 
iestic commerce of a State, any more than a State can, 
pretense of regulating its own commerce or interstate 
e. interfere with or regulate interstate commerce. 
CLAPP. That is not accurate. If in the regulation of 
r interstate traffic under the power of Congress the mat- 
ild reach that point where there was a conflict between 
prescribed by Congress or Congressional machinery 
State rates, in that controversy the State rate must 
the interstate rate. That is the underlying principle 
.uthority of Congress to regulate interstate traffic. 
SPOONER. Mr. President, the evil sought to be remedied 
amendment is one as to the existence of which there 
no question. I think it has relation principally to the 
of coal. Companies engaged in interstate transporta- 
en though engaged lawfully in the States in mining and 
» coal, have been able to freeze out independent opera- 
‘hey have been able thereby to diminish the output of a 
of life, and to put upon consumers throughout the 
a price to suit their own will. That ought to be 
1. But the Senator who believes that it is a subject 
difficulty and intricacy I think makes a very grave 
It requires much thought, more thought, I think, than 
1 bestowed upon it in the preparation of this amendment. 
sreat wisdom in the observations of the Senator 
rginia [Mr. DANtTEL], because we want to be careful, I 
striking at this evil and penalizing the interstate traffie 
. corporation so far as is necessary to eliminate the evil, 
punish the people and the cities and villages along the 


was 


we want to accomplish, it seems to me, is to prevent 
portation in interstate commerce of the commodities 

1 to in this amendment—coal, if you please, or coke—but 
going beyond that, that the carrier shall not engage in 
commerce at all, that he shall not carry freight, that 

not carry passengers to and from sections of the coun- 
be striking with a very heavy hand at hundreds of 
; of people along the line and at cities and terminal 
ind points midway along the line. That is what this 

ent would do if adopted. It would say to the earrier, 

permitted by the law of the State to mine coal, “If you 

abandon that business you shall not carry a passenger 

state to State; you shall not carry any freight from State 
That punishes the carrier, but it punishes the people. 


’ 


1 as far as Congress may safely go, to prohibit a carrier 
ted from transporting from State to State to a market 
luet of which it is the producer. I take it that that will 
objectionable from the standpoint of the law than this 
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‘ within the 
simply to suggest whether it is not the practicable rem- | 


| adequate to the correction of 


rovision which penalizes all the traffic for the purpose | 


venting some of it. I suggest whether the object might 
accomplished by prohibiting the transportation from 


te to State by any such carrier of the commodity which it 
uces in competition with people along its line. 


McLAURIN. Mr. President, I offer an amendment which 
ik will cover the objection which has been made. I am 
| to believe that Congress has the power to prevent a 
on carrier from engaging in any kind of interstate com- 
so far.as carriage is concerned, as a penalty for any act 


Congress may think objectionable to the welfare of the 


But I doubt whether Congress has the right to say 
nybody, whether an artificial person or an actual person, 
» prohibited from engaging in interstate commerce. 

unendment prohibits those engaged in the mining or pro- 
n of coal or coke or other commodities from engaging in 
tate commerce of any kind. I think the amendment 
be unobjectionable if after the words “interstate com- 
' it added “as a common earrier of articles and commodi- 
its own production, mining, or manufacture.” I do not 
that because a railroad company is engaged in the mining 
it should be prohibited from engaging in any kind of 
tate commerce as a2 common carrier or in hauling the United 
mail. I do not think the mere fact that a common ecar- 
engaged in the mining of coal should preclude that com- 
irrier from carrying flour, or meal, or meat, or wheat, or 
er commodity except the one in the production of which 
raged. 
efore I think the amendment is a good amendment with 
\dition I have sent to the desk, and I ask that it shall be 


ELKINS. Let it be read. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will read the amend- 


proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. 


| because the moment you forbid a c 
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Is there not an amendment to the amend- 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
ment already pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment prop 
by the Senator from Massachusetts to the amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then another amendment is not 


sed 


in order. 











Mr. LODGE. It is to be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be read 
merely for the information of the Senate 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. It is not then now offered? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can not be offered 

Mr. CULLOM. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment int led ! 
posed by the Senator from Mississippi to 
will be read for the information of the S 

The SecreTaky. Amendment intended to be pr i 
substitute offered by the Senator from West \ M 
ELKINS]. After the words “interstate commerce” insert 
common carrier of articles and commodities of 3 own |] 
duction, mining, or manufacture;” so that if amended it 
read : 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in t pl 
tion, manufacture, buying, furnishing, or selling, directly or indi 
of coal or coke or any other commodity of commerce to ¢ ge in int 
state commerce as a common carrier of articles and « liti 
own production, mining, or manufacture: Provide t not 
this act shall be construed to prevent a carrier from mining coal « 
ducing other commodities exclusively for its own use. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the amendment proposed | 


the Senator from Mississippi {Mr. McLaurin] is 
an excellent one if it is the desire of the Senate to go no fu 
ther than that; and I can see that there may, as suggested both 
by the Senator from Mississippi and the Senator from Wiscon 
sin [Mr. Spooner], a grave difficulf¥Y arise out of a total prohib 
tion of interstate transportation on the part of a carrier engaged 
in the prohibited enterprises. But my own opini 
practical effect no serious embarrassment will grow 


mubte lly 


» % } +1 
mis ft it i 


mmon carrier engag 
the production of these commodities to engage in interstat 
commerce, the interstate commerce being more valuable ) 
than the production of commodities, it would at once desist 


from further transactions included in the prohibition 

There is a danger that under the amendment suggested | 
the Senator from Mississippi a railroad which owns | 
fields in Pennsylvania or in West Virginia will continue in the 
production of coal, and distributing the “l by itself 
State of its production, then continue to tran 
coal produced by other collieries for interstate 
it might happen that the amendment, if limited, 
the evil. 





1 we } 
coal product 


commerce 


might not be 


I have no kind of doubt, sinee the decision in the Lotter 
Ticket case, that Congress can absolutely prohibit interstat« 
commerce. Before that case I would have doubted it, becaus« 
I never have believed that the power to regulate included the 
power to destroy, though I do understand that the power to 
destroy includes the power to regulate. But as long as 1 
Lottery case stands as the final expression from the Supre 


Court, it leoks to me like we can not safely say that Congress 
exceeds its power when it absolutely prohibits interstate ¢ 
merce. 

If a Staté in this Union creates a corporation and endows it 





| with powers and faculties contrary to the general publi i 
I have no question that under the decisions of the Supreme 
Court Congress may prevent that corporation from engaging 
commerce among the States and with foreign nations. If the 
States have chartered railroads, and if they have expressed in 
their charters that the railroads may also engage in business 
other than that of a common carrier, we can simply confine the 
creature of the State to the boundaries of the State and protect 





all other States from the injury which would result fro: 
bining transportation with production in any form. 


hn Con- 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Has the Senator from Texas any doubt but 
that the remedy suggested by the Senator from Miss 
would be effective? It seems to me there can be no doubt 
about that. In all the cases I know of which have been brought 





to our attention coal and the other commodities are nec ily 
articles which must go into interstate commerce, and in order 
to go into interstate commerce they must be transported by the 
railroad companies themselves. Therefore, I think the prohibi 
tion suggested by the Senator from Mississippi would be found 
to be one that would practically stop the practice. It seems 
to me there can be no doubt about that. 


SS: 
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Mr. BAILEY. I would like to annihilate the practice. I 
want a common carrier to engage in the business of a common 
carrier, and I want that common carrier to leave the business 
of all other men alone. I know I am not more earnestly in 
favor of that than the Senator from Mississippi, and, as he has 
given this matter very great attention, I am sure je thinks that 
his amendment is sufficient to correct the abus@# which have 
become so gross as to provoke universal condemnation. 

I had supposed that this is one correction upon which all 
Senators would agree, because I have not during this prolonged 
discussion heard any Senator express any opposition to the 
divorce between the business of a common carrier and the busi- 
ness of a miner, a manufacturer, or a producer. I have as- 
sumed that there would be no controversy about it and I have 
therefore given it no attention. I first participated in the de- 
bate because it seemed to me that the amendment as proposed 
was fatally defective, Congress having no power at all over the 
ownership of land and the operation of mines, but plenary 
power over interstate commerce. 

It may be a sufficient protection for the people against these 
abuses to interdict the transportation of the commodities which 
a carrier produces; but while that may be, I know the other 
will be sufficient, and I should like to make the prohibition as 
broad as the practice and eradicate the evil at once and for all 
time. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. Knox] asked me a question when I introduced my amend- 
ment, which was intended to cover the point just made by the 
Senator from Texas. I want, if possible, to break up abso- 
lutely and finally this ownership and operation of other busi- 
nesses by the common carrier. I have assumed that railroads 
entered into interstate commerce solely on the conditions and by 
the permission of the Government of the United States. I have 
assumed that we could prohibit their engaging in interstate 
commerce if they violated the provisions that we laid down. 

As for the manner in which we should enforce it, I assume that 
we should enforce it as we enforce every other order made by 
the Commission. A question of this sort would come before 
the Commission, and the Commission would be bound, under 
the law, to make an order that they should not engage in inter- 
state commerce because, having violated the provisions of the 
statute by carrying on the coal or coke business, and ‘then the 
order would be enforced in the manner provided in the act. I 
know of no other way in which to get at it. Very possibly in 
practice the amendment proposed by the Senator from Missis- 
sippi will reach the difficulty, but I should think it much safer 
to put an absolute prohibition upon it and bring to an end 
finally the operation of other great businesses by the common 
carrier. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I think when Senators con- 
sider this question a little more they will find that there are 
other sides to it which will add to its perplexities. Granting 
that ail of us are earnestly desirous of accomplishing the 
result of divorcing production and transportation—and I have 
heard no objection to it, stated in a general way like that, from 
iny source—the more you consider it the more troublesome 
t grows. At least that has been my experience, and I have been 
thinking a great deal about it, and I have had suggestions from 





various sources. I have asked half a dozen great lawyers to sug- 
gest amendments; each and every one of them differ; and as yet 
I have not been able to get any satisfactory solution so far as 


my own mind goes. 


Now, I will state some of my perplexities. This amendment 
deals with the three great problems: First, of monopoly—the 
railroad controlling coal lands and freezing out competitors 
who are engaged in the business as private owners. Sec- 
ond, it deals with the question of discrimination—preventing 
a fair deal between the private owner and the railroad by 

tribution of cars and access to market. It also deals with 
the m« perplexing question or idea of the destruction of pri- 
vate rights and private interests. 

or instance, suppose we should limit the engaging in inter- 
commerce of a public carrier to the production by others, 
forbidding transport beyond the State line of any article which 
he himself was producing, what would become of that class 
of cases or those conditions in some region where the country 
is sparsely settled and where there is a great lumbering indus- 
that a great deal of lumber standing in trees? I have 


lis 
al 


re 


state 


+r 


tr is, 


known half a dozen railroads in the South, in my own limited 
scope of view, that have been built entirely and solely for the 
purpose of hauling out the lumber from the swamps and back- 
woods to get it to market; and but for the fact that the lumber- 
men built their own road they absolutely would have had no 
market for their product. 

T Go into West Virginia and you find in some of 


Take coal. 


those coves and backwoods large and rich deposits of eoa] 
will lie there—I will not pretend to guess how long, but fifty 
or a hundred years—undeveloped and unproductive, Jaci; a 
value to the present owners, if you say to a company, “ You chat 
not buy this coal and construct a road to market your coal 
and get it out so as to put it on the market.” So you Will } at 
ban on those lands and they will lie there useless. rice 

I take West Virginia as an illustration, because I have 


Which 


: f had a 
great many communications from down there complaining 
about the discrimination and injustice of the Baltimore and 


Ohio and the Chesapeake and Ohio in their dealings with pj. 
vate operators. Lots of those people have been bottled up, put 
those little roads have been built primarily for the purpose of 
getting to the through roads or interstate-commerce pods 
While they will transport small quantities of other products, 
they will build primarily and solely for the purpose of market. 
ing the coal which they have bought, and without the coal 
there would have been no road, and without the road the coq] 
is valueless. So if you say a man who undertakes to build pis 
own road solely for the purpose of marketing his own coa] shall 
not continue to run the railroad, you put up a barrier to his 
utilization of his own property. 

As I said, you can not have any 8weeping and general pro- 
vision here without doing serious injury somewhere. The ore 
I think about it the more I consider the condition in the anthra- 
cite field where this coal monopoly already exists, where the 
five railroads penetrating the anthracite field have absolute 
domination over every ton of coal and have parceled out the 
product and fixed the price. You see the perplexity and the 
difficulty of legislating along this line without seriously jeop- 
ardizing somebody’s interests. 

Now, I want to stop it. I want Senators to consider seri- 
ously the various aspects and difficulties involved. While the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
LAURIN] will go a long way toward helping, it will itself bot- 
tle up and destroy private interests in ownership in coal lands 
which can never be utilized or reach the market unless the man 
who owns the land shall also be allowed to build a railroad to 
get to market. 

So, Senators, you will not quickly dispose of it in any wise 
and judicious way. By careful consideration we may be able 
to discover a method by which we can accomplish what we 
seek to do, but unless we are very cautious we will make a 
mistake, and we had better go not quite far enough than to go 
too far. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I am gratified that this has 
attracted so much attention. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator begins his remarks, I 
should like to suggest to him a form of amendment to his 
amendment, that it may be considered during his time: 

No carrier of interstate commerce shall engage in any other bust- 
ness except the carriage of passengers and freight for hire: Provided, 
That said carrier may mine or make fuel exclusively for its own 
purposes. 

I should like to ask the Senator from West Virginia and the 
Senator from Minnesota whether that does not, in the fullest 
way, cover not only those engaging in the business of coal min- 
ing, but every other possible business? 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I think the suggestion of the 
Senator is broad and very comprehensive. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I give notice that I shall offer that 
amendment to the amendment in the morning. 

Mr. ELKINS. I have drawn the amendment two or three 
times and at the advice of good lawyers. The amendment sug- 
gested by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] seems 
to find favor with the good lawyers of the Senate. I am will- 
ing to accept an amendment in any form that will correct this 
great abuse, because it has become the fashion of late for inter- 
state roads to engage in the owning, mining, and selling of coal, 
which leads to the crushing out, as stated by the Senator from 
South Carolina, of independent operators. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would remind the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia that he has already occupied tlie floor. 

Mr. ELKINS. On the amendment of the Senator from Mis- 
sissippi I have not said a word. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has not spoken to that 
amendment. a 

Mr. ELKINS. I am speaking now to the amendment of Ule 
Senator from Mississippi. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know whether or not the Senator 
is through, but I only desire to make one suggestion. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, if the Senator will permit me, 
I wish to offer an amendment as a substitute for the pending 


The Senator is in order upon that 








| 





ent which I think will reach the matter. 
ndment may be read. 

LODGE. Mr. President, there have been a number of 
ents offered, and I suggest that they be printed and go 

itil tomorrow, so that we may have an opportunity to 
them. There is an amendment by the Senator from 
ypi [Mr. McLAuRIN]; one by the Senator from Virginia 

VIEL], and another to be offered by the Senator from In- 
\ir. Bevertpce]. If they are printed we can then have 

tunity to examine them, and I think we shall be short- 

r work by doing so. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. 
proposes an amendment in the nature of a substitute 
ending amendment, which will be stated. 

rETARY. It is proposed to substitute for the pending 
ent the following: 


I ask that 


e unlawful for any common carrier to transport from one 
itory, or district of the United States to another State, Ter- 
listrict of the United States or to any foreign country any 
mmodity whatever which may be owned by it or in which 
interest, excepting such as are necessary for its own use in 
is a carrier and not intended for sale, barter, or commer 

of any sort. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
‘inted and laid upon the table, in the absence of objec- 


GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed to the 
tion of executive business. 
\Y. Will the Senator withhold the motion for a mo- 
t I may offer an amendment? 
\LLINGER. Certainly. 
LAY. Mr. President, I desire to offer—although I know 
n order at this time—a substitute to the amendment 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKins]. I | 
sk to have it printed. 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed substitute offered by 
tor from Georgia will be printed, as will all the amend- 
have been proposed and are pending, and the 
will lie upon the table. 
EVERIDGE. I offer the amendment which I send to | 
to be printed and lie upon the table. 


Cll 





VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed 
i the table, in the absence of objection. 
lORAKER. I understand there is nothing further at | 


he considered, and I give notice that I will offer the 
which I now send to the desk. 
LLER (to Mr. Foraker). Have it printed. 
RAKER. I will offer the amendment now, 

y be printed. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment will be | 
to be printed and lie upon the table. 


acalr | 
ask 


and 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 

\LLINGER. I renew my motion that the Senate pro- 

consideration of executive business. 
tion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the | 
n of executive business. After sixteen minutes 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at | 
ind 25 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to- 
ruesday, May 8, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 





nominations received by the Senate May 7, 1906. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Col. James B. Quinn, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel | 
», 1906, vice Suter, retired from active service. 


George McC. Derby, Corps of Engineers, to be lieuten- 
| from May 5, 1906, vice Quinn, promoted. 
Clement A. F. Flagler, Corps of Engineers, to be major 
vy 5, 1906, vice Derby, promoted. 
Lieut. Gustave R. Lukesh, Corps of Engineers, to be 
from May 5, 1906, vice Flagler, promoted. 
| Lieut. Robert P. Howell, jr., Corps of Engineers, to be 
itenant from May 5, 1906, vice Lukesh, promoted. 
APPOINTMENT IN THE NAVY. 
im H. Allen, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be an as- 
irgeon in the Navy from the 2d day of May, 1906, to 
ancy existing in that grade on that date. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Conrad W. Ljungquist to be a chief gunner in the 
om the 10th day of March, 1906, upon the completion 
‘urs’ service, in accordance with the provisions of an 
ngress approved March 3, 1899, as amended by the act 
27, 1904 
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Midshipman Bradford Barnette to be an ensign in the Navy 
from the 2d day of February, 1906, to fill a vacancy existing in 
that grade on that date. 

REGISTER OF THE LAND OF! 

J. J. Payne, of Des Moines, Iowa, to be register of 
office at Des Moines, Iowa, vice Thornton S. Howard, 
pired and resigned. 


ICE, 
the land 
term exX- 


POSTMASTERS. 
GEORGIA, 


Stephen B. Vaughn to be postmaster at county 


Augusta, in the 
of Richmond and State of Georgia, in place of Edward D. 
Smythe. Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. 
INDIANA. 

Walter G. Bridges to be postmaster at Greenfield, in yunty 
of Hancock and State of Indiana, in place of Newton R. 
Spencer. Incumbent’s commission expires June 5, 1906. 

J. Albert Spekenhire to be postmaster at Richmond, in the 
county of Wayne and State of Indiana, in place of Daniel 
Surface. Incumbent’s commission expires June 5, 1906. 

Luther Worl to be postmaster at Matthews, in the county of 
Grant and State of Indiana, in place of Frank Smiley. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired March 15, 1906, 

INDIAN 1T tRITORY 
John McL. Dorchester to be postmaster at Pauls Valk Dis 


trict Seventeen, 


Indian ‘Territory, in place of John MeL. 
Dorchester. 


Incumbent’s commission expired April 2, 190 
KANSAS, 


Lavelle H. Boyd to be postmaster at Russell, 


in the county of 
Russell and State of Kansas, in place of Lavelle H. Boyd. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 
.ENT ° 

George M. Crider to be postmaster at Marion, in the county of 
Crittenden and State of Kentucky, in place of George M. Crider 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 13, 1906. 

L. W. Key to be postmaster at Mayfield, in the county of 
Graves and State of Kentucky, in place of James H. H 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 14, 1906. 

Samuel T. Moore to be postmaster at Princeton, in 1 
| of Caldwell and State of Kentucky, in place of §S . 
Moore. Incumbent’s commission expired February 28 ) 


MASSACHUS 


Louise G. Newton to be postmaster at 


South Ashbur1 in 
| the county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts, in place of 
Wilbur F. Whitney, resigned. 
MICHIGA 
William §S. Linton to be postmaster at Saginaw, in the co y 
of Saginaw and State of Michigan, in place of William 8S. Linton. 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 

Henry D. Northway to be postmaster 
of Midland and State of Michigan 
way. 


ol, 1906, 

at Midland, in the 

in place of Henry 

Incumbent’s commission expires . 
MINNESOTA, 

Kee Wakefield to be postmaster at Hutchinson, in th uunty 
of McLeod and State of Minnesota, in place of Kee Wakefield. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 8, 1906 

MISSOURI. 

Willis E. Flanders to be postmaster at Paris, in the co of 
Monroe and State of Missouri, in place of Willis E. ] lers, 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 

Joseph H. 


to be postmaster at W ! thea 
county of Johnson and State of Missouri, in pl of N e S, 
Van Matre, resi 


igned. 
Isaac N. Strawn to be postm: pki 
Nodaway and State of Missouri, in place of 


Incumbent’s commission expires June 28, 1906, 


Smith 


MONTANA. 
Edward A. Winstanley, « 
at Missoula, Mont., 


PF Afantar } . 
t Montana, to be rece 


moneys 


John R. Hays to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the « 
Madison and State of Nebraska, in place of John R. H 
cumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1906 

NEW HAMPSHI 

Addison H. Frizzell to be 
county of Coos and State of New Hampshire, in pl 
son H. Frizzell, 


postmaster at Groveto! l 


Incumbent’s commission expires June 11, 


NEW JEI 


Henry B. Hagerman to be postmaster at 


Mahwah 
Office be 


county of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 
dential January 1, 1906, 
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Carl L. Richter to be postmaster at Fort Lee, in the county 
of Bergen and State of New Jersey. Office became Presidential 
January 1, 1906. 

NEW MEXICO. 

Dora W. Howard to be postmaster at San Marcial, in the county 
of Socorro and Territory of New Mexico. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1906. 

NEW YORK. 

Kdward T. Cole to be postmaster at Garrison, in the county of 
Putnam and State of New York, in place of Edward T. Cole. 
Incumbent’s commission expires July 1, 1906. 

David O. Williams to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York, in place of David 
O. Williams. Incumbent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 

NORTH CAROLINA, 

Patrick J. O’Brien to be postmaster at Durham, in the county 
of Durham and State of North Carolina, in place of Patrick J. 
O’Brien. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1906. 

Joshua P. Jessup to be postmaster at Hertford, in the county 
of Perquimans and State of North Carolina, in place of Joshua | 
P. Jessup. Incumbent’s commission expires June 27, 1906. 

Joseph G. Walser to be postmaster at Lexington, in the county 
of Davidson and State of North Carolina, in place of Joseph G. 
Walser. Incumbent’s commission expired March 24, 1906. 

NORTH DAROTA. 
eury EF. Speiser to be postmaster at Fessenden, in the county 
of Wells and State of North Dakota, in place of Homer A. Jack- 


son, resigned. 





OHIO. 
George G. Sedgwick to be postmaster at Martins Ferry, in the | 
‘ ht f Belmont and State of Ohio, in place of George G. 
Sedgwick. Incumbent’s commission expires July 1, 1906. 
PENNSYLVANIA, 
us B. Clark to be postmaster at Hastings, in the county | 








May7 


’ 


day of April, 1906, to fill vacancies existing in that ¢ 
that date: ae 

Edwin G. Kintner. 

Alexander H. Van Keuren. 

Paul H. Fretz. 

Roy W. Ryden. 

Fred G. Coburn. 

Waldo P. Druley. 

Lieut. Commander William L. Rodgers to be a compona 
in the Navy from the 7th day of January, 1906. a 

Lieut. Thomas J. Senn to be a lieutenantcommandey 
Navy from the 7th day of January, 1906. 

POSTMASTERS. 
CALIFORNIA, 
La Fevre Webster to be postmaster at Ventura, in the . 


4ul 


, : oat eer yunty 

of Ventura and State of California. 
COLORADO, 

Frank B. Thomas to be postmaster at Del Norte, in thy yunty 


of Rio Grande and State of Colorado. 
FLORIDA, 
Dick M. Kirby to be postmaster at Palatka, in the county 
Putnam and State of Florida. ; 
ILLINOIS. 
Levi W. Davison to be postmaster at Earlville, in the . yunty 


| of Lasalle and State of Illinois. 


Milton A. Ewing to be postmaster at Neoga, in the county 
Cumberland and State of Illinois. 

Joseph E. Helfrich to be postmaster at Carthage. 
county of Hancock and State of Illinois. 

Frank Rockwell to be postmaster at St. Charles, in the 
county of Kane and State of Illinois. 

Jerome B. Stewart to be postmaster at Wilmington, in the 


+} 


in 


| county of Will and State of Illinois. 


of Cumbria and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Alpheus B. 
Clark. Incumbent’s commission expired April 10, 1906. 

( ze H. Moore to be postmaster at Verona, in the county of | 
Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of George H. 
Moor Incumbent’s commission expired April 10, 1906. 

Jesse N. Watson to be postmaster at Hatboro, in the county of 
Mon mery and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Jesse N. 
Watson. Inecumbent’s commission expired April 3, 1906. 

Franklin Wisener to be postmaster at Beaver Falls, in the 
county of Beaver and State of Pennsylvania, in place of Harry 


I’. Hawkins. Incumbent’s commission expired January 30, 1906. 
WASHINGTON. 

William T. Cavanaugh to be postmaster at Olympia, in the 

f Thurston and State of Washington, in place of Wil- 

r. Cavanaugh. Incumbent’s commission expired January 


16, 1906 
CONFIRMATIONS. 

L fire nominations confirmed by the Senate May 7, 1906. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 

Subsistence Department. 
Maj. Albert D. Kniskern, commissary, to be deputy commis- 
ral with the rank of lieutenant-colonel from April 24, 

10% 

Capt. Charles P. Stivers, commissary, to be commissary with 


of major from April 24, 1906. 
Artillery Corps. 
Capt. John C. W. Brooks, Artillery Corps, to be major from 


Sylvanus S. Thompson to be postmaster at Marseilles, in the 
county of Lasalle and State of Illinois. 
KANSAS. 
Frank E. Shoemaker to be postmaster at Neodesha. in the 
county of Wilson and State of Kansas. 
Alonzo H. Williams to be postmaster at Holton, in the 
of Jackson and State of Kansas. 
LOUISIANA. 
John A. Duplan to be postmaster at Patterson, in the parish 
of St. Mary and State of Louisiana. 
MICHIGAN. 
E. Harvey Drake to be postmaster at Yale, in the county of 
St. Clair and State of Michigan. 
Hannibal A. Hopkins to be postmaster at St. Clair, in th 
county of St. Clair and State of Michigan. 
John D. Smead to be postmaster at Blissfield, in the cou 


| Lenawee and State of Michigan. 


MINNESOTA, 
Claude Atkinson to be postmaster at Hibbing, in the county 
St. Louis and State of Minnesota. 
John T. Hammar to be postmaster at Madison, in the count 
of Lac qui Parle and State of Minnesota. 
Frank B. Lamson to be postmaster at Buffalo, in the county 
of Wright and State of Minnesota. 
Fred A. Swartwood to be postmaster at Waseca, in the county 
of Waseca and State of Minnesota. 
MISSOURI. 
James H. Nay to be postmaster at Holden, in the county of 


| Johnson and State of Missouri. 


MISSISSIPPI. 
William F. Elgin to be postmaster at Corinth, in the county of 
Alcorn and State of Mississippi. 
Sallie Millsaps to be postmaster at Hazelhurst, in the « 


| of Copiah and State of Mississippi. 


NEBRASKA. 
Edward R. Sizer to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the county 0! 


| Lancaster and State of Nebraska. 


March 16, 1906. 
{ George T. Bartlett, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
Mal "6. 1906. 
Capt. Charles A. Bennett, Artillery Corps, to be major from | 
1006. 
Capt. Edward A. Millar, Artillery Corps, to be major from 
April 14, 1906. 


Cavalry Arm, 
First Lieut. Ben H. Dorey, Fourth Cavalry, to be captain 
rom April 26, 1906. 
{OTION IN PORTO RICO PROVISIONAL REGIMENT OF INFANTRY. 
Second Lieut. Pedro J. Parra, Porto Rico Provisional Regi- 
.ent of Infantry, to be first lieutenant from February 23, 1906. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 
P, A. Surg. Holton C. Curl to be a surgeon in the Navy from 
> 1 lay of December, 1905. ; 
To be assistant naval constructors in the Navy from the 30th 





NEW JERSEY. 
Edward S. Hance to be postmaster at Wharton, in the « 


| of Morris and State of New Jersey. 


NORTH DAKOTA. 

Arnold J. Brunner to be postmaster at Minot, in the 

of Ward and State of North Dakota. 
Onto. 

Samuel H. Bolton to be postmaster at McComb, in the count, 
of Hancock and State of Ohio. 

John H. Oakley to be postmaster at Ravenna, in the county 
of Portage and State of Ohio. 








1906. 


\ranning M. Rose to be postmaster at-Marietta, in the county 


of Washington and State of Ohio. 

< \I. Snyder to be postmaster at Coshocton, in the county 
of | shocton and State of Ohio. 

PENNSYLVANIA. 

cilac C. Daugherty to be postmaster at Jeannette, in the 

‘ala of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 
es A, Dunlap to be postmaster at Manheim, in the county 

of | ister and State of Pennsylvania. 

Dp rd M. Hunt to be postmaster at Houtzdale, in the 


CO of Clearfield and State of Pennsylvania. 


I I. Leech to be postmaster at Chicora, in the county of 
RB nd State of Pennsylvania. 

rn. A. Fulton Lyon to be postmaster at Greensburg, in the 
( of Westmoreland and State of Pennsylvania. 

a Scher, jr., to be postmaster at Dushore, in the county of 
Sul n and State of Pennsylvania. 
~ Sednev S. Smith to be postmaster at Punxsutawney, in the 
CO of Jefferson and State of Pennsylvania. 


TENNESSEE. 
Gale Armstrong to be postmaster at Rogersville, in the county 
‘ins and State of Tennessee. 


7 - §. Britton to be postmaster at Jonesboro, in the county 
of Washington and State of Tennessee. 
\\ m A. Pamplin to be postmaster at Fayetteville, in the 
( of Lincoln and State of Tennessee. 


TEXAS. 
m S. Hart to be postmaster at Humble, in the county of 
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Ha ind State of Texas. 

Richards to be postmaster at Sherman, in the county of 
G m and State of Texas. 

W: r S. Yates to be postmaster at Forney, in the county of 
K an and State of Texas. 

VERMONT. 

Minnie A. Benton to be postmaster at Saxtons River, in the 
c of Windham and State of Vermont. 

Fred G. Haskins to be postmaster at Bristol, in the county of 
Ad 1 and State of Vermont. 

Charles A. Parker to be postmaster at West Rutland, in the 
county of Rutland and State of Vermont. 

I) \. Perrin to be postmaster at White River Junction, in 
tl inty of Windsor and State of Vermont. 

WASHINGTON. 

James M. Vernon to be postmaster at Everett, in the county of 
$1 1ish and State of Washington. 

| ‘y Troxel to be postmaster at Connell, in the county of 
Fi 1 and State of Washington. 

WISCONSIN. 

R 1 ©. Lybrand to be postmaster at Richland Center, in the 
county of Richland and State of Wisconsin. 

IIOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 7, 1906. 

rhe House was ealled to order at 12 o’clock m. by the Speaker, 
who, on assuming the chair, was greeted with great applause. 

he Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupben, D. D., offered the fol- 
low prayer: 

O ‘Thou who art supremely great and glorious, creating, re- 
creating, life-giving, life-sustaining potentate, increase, we he- 
seech Thee, our faith and confidence in Thee and in the integrity 
of mankind that, in spite of the enigmas of life, its sorrows and 
dis intments, we may, with unfaltering footsteps and un- 
d llegianee to right, truth, and duty, follow the dictates of 
« nee wherever it may lead, leaving the result to Thee, 
’ eth all things well. Let Thy blessing descend upon each 
M er of this House, especially upon him who presides over 
erations crowned by the glory of seventy years of use- 
f to-day. Lengthen his years, keep him in _ health, | 
s th, and vigor to his family, friends, and country. All of | 
wh we ask in the name of Jesus Christ, our Lord. Amen. 


Journal was read. 
SPEAKER. Without objection, the Journal will stand 
approved. 
‘ir. WILLIAMS rose. 
‘SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry; has 
al otion been made to approve the Journal? 
® SPEAKER. No motion has been made. 
it. SHERMAN. Mr, Speaker, I move that the Journal be 


ap} »ved, 


Mi 


646: 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman 
the Journal be approved. 

The question was taken; and the Chair 
ayes seemed to have it. 


from New York moves tl 


announced that the 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, upon that I call for the yeas 
and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Miss ands 
the yeas and nays. Those in favor of or g the yeas and 
nays will rise and stand until they are « \ u 
ing.] Twenty-five have voted in the afi 

Mr. DALZELL. The other side, Mr. Sp 

The SPEAKER. Those opposed to « 
nays will rise and stand until they are cow 
ing.] Upon this question there are 25 in the affir 111 
in the negative, not a sufficient number, and the yeas 
are refused. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, upon this motion I ask f 
tellers. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi calls for 
tellers. [After counting.] Thirty-seven gentlemen lave 
arisen—not a sufficient number; and tellers are refused l 
yeas and nays are refused [applause on the Republican sid 
and the Journal is approved. 

INDIAN APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend © 
and discharge the Committee on Indian Affairs from fm 
consideration of the Indian appropriation bill with S« 
amendments, to disagree to all the Senate amendments ) 
ask a conference thereon with the Senate 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from 


suspend the rules and take from the Speaker’s table the Ind 
appropriation bill with Senate amendment 
Senate amendments, and for 


) + 
Se ti s * ) > 
ask conference Is a S¢ 1d 


ul 


| demanded? 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that 
a second may be considered as ordered. 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. SuHer 
MAN] asks unanimous consent that a second may be consid 1 
as ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I object to that 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New Yo Mr. S 
MAN] and the gentleman from Mississippi M \\ 
will take their places as tellers. 

The House divided; and the tellers reported yes 142 es 
52. 

So a second was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr. S1 
MAN] is entitled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Mis 
sissippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] to twenty minutes. 

Mr. SHERMAN. Mr. Speaker, I simply desire to say 
there are 212 amendments to the bill, that in amount th 
nearly $3,000,000 added to the bill, that the amend 
a wide range of subjects, including the ratification of “( 
including legislative matters as well as maiters of ; on 
tion, and it is apparent that an unusual amount of ti 
of necessity be consumed in the conference committ 
full and proper consideration to all of these various ame 

| and the subjects to which they relate. Therefore, Mr. S; 
is perfectly clear to anyone that we should get into ¢ 
at the earliest possible moment. I reserve the balance 
time. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I quite agree with every worl 
that has been uttered by the gentleman from New Y« [ 
think the motion which has been made ought to preva 
been actuated merely by the desire to discover whet 
was a quorum in the House of Representatives or 1 to do this 
or any other sort of business. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to 1 
of the gentleman from New York 

The question was taken; and, in the opinion « ( 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules w 
pended, and the motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair announces the f 
ferees on the part of the House: Mr. SHerMan, Mr. Curtis, and 
Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THI NITED § 

A message, in writing, from the President of | United 

States was communicated to tl House of Represe ives, by 


| 


Mr. BARNES, one of his secretaries, who also informed the Hi . 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

On April 27: 

H. R. 15910. An act to ai 


nend the act entitled “An act 


to regu- 


SU 





6464 





late commutation for good conduct for United States prisoners,” 


approved June 21, 1902. 
On April 28: 
H.R.5297. An act for the relief of the board of trustees of 


West Tennessee College, Jackson, Tenn. ; 

If. R. 10152. An act granting certain lands to the city of 
Biloxi, in Harrison County, Miss., for park and cemetery pur- 
Poses 5 and 

Mf. R. 17185, An act providing that the State of Montana be 
permitted to relinquish to the United States certain lands here- 
tofore selected and select other lands from the public domain 
in lieu thereof, 

On April 30: 

If. 2. 17217. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to estab- 
lish a code of law for the District of Columbia,” regulating 
proceedings for condemnation of land for streets; and 

11, R. 18025. An act to regulate shipping in trade between 
ports of the United States and ports or places in the Philippine 
Archipelago, between ports or places in the Philippine Archi- 
pelago, and for other purposes. 

On May 1: 

H. R. 14508. An act permitting the building of dams across 
the north and south branches of Rock River, adjacent to Van- 
druffs Island and Carrs Island, and across the cut-off between 
said islands, in Rock Island County, Ill, in aid of navigation 
and for the development of water power; and 

H.R. 11490. An act granting the Edison Electric Company < 
permit to occupy certain lands for electric-power plants in the 
San Bernardino, Sierra, and San Gabriel forest reserves, in the 
State of California. 

On May 2: 

It. R. 16954. An act providing for the reappraisement of cer- 
tain suburban lots in the town sites of Port Angeles, Wash. 

On May 3: 

Ht. R. 11037. An act relating to the transportation of dutiable 
merchandise without appraisement ; 

Il. R. 17757. An act extending to the subport of Spokane, in 

State of Washington, the privileges of the seventh section of 

act approved June 10, 1880, governing the immediate trans- 


} 
é 


portation of dutiable merchandise without appraisement; and 
Hf. R. 18709. An act making additional appropriations for the 
publie service on account of the earthquake and attending con- 


ration on the Pacific coast. 
(on Mi: \ } : 
Hf. R. 15911. An act to amend the laws of the United States 
relating to the registration of trade-marks. 
On May 5: 
H.R. 1565. An act for the relief of Theodore H. Bishop. 


On May 7 


‘> 
.145. Joint resolution for appointment of members 





Il. J. Res 
of Board of Managers of the National Home for Disabled Vol- 
unteer Soldiers; and 

H.R. S9OT. An act to regulate the practice of pharmacy and 

le of poisons in the District of Columbia, and for other 

ES PIERS, AND OTHER STRUCTURES IN LAKE MICHIGAN, 

CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 

and pass House joint resolution No. 134, authorizing the 
construction and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other 
structures in Lake Michigan adjoining certain lands in Lake 
County. Ind. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana [Mr. Crum- 

CKER| moves to suspend the rules and pass House joint reso- 
lution No. 1384, which the Clerk will report. 

Clerk read as follows: 

] ed, ete., That the owners of the property known as sections 
No i 34, township 37, range 8 west, Lake County, Ind., be per- 
I i to fill the whole, or such portions as they may elect, of the 

Lake Michigan adjacent to such property, and within the 

iblished by the of such section lines, out to a 

t exceed and that such owners may be 

d arve such other structures as may 

( | te navigation inside of and out 

t Pre h the owners thereof shall present 

line to which they intend filling and complete plans 

’ * War d Chief of Engineers, and until they shall 

m his permission shall not be effective: Provided fur- 

I t this permit shall not conflict with any law or statute of 
1 State of Indiana in which said property is located. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There being no demand for a second, the question was taken; 
and (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the rules were sus- 
ided and the joint resolution was passed. 

FROM THE SENATE. 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 

rk, unced that the Senate had insisted upon its amend- 
nents to the bill (HI. R. 1 1) making appropriations for the 


MESSAGE 


~on 


vov 
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May 7, 


current and contingent expenses of the Indian Department. 
fulfilling treaty stipulations with various Indian tribes, and 
for other purposes, for the fiscal year ending June 30). 1907 
disagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed to the 
conference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Crapp, \y. Mo. 
CumBER, and Mr. Dusois as the conferees on the part of th 
Senate. 


for 


the 
MARY E. DUGGER. 


Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend tiie rules 
and pass the order which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania | \r 
DALZELL] moves to suspend the rules and pass the order which 
the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the motion to reconsider the vote whereby the | 
passed the bill (S. 1975) “‘ granting an increase of pension to 
E. Dugger” be, and hereby is, taken from the table and is ag: t 
that the vote on the third reading of the said bill is herej)y 0 
sidered ; that the bill is hereby amended by inserting the initia! “1,” 
after the word “ Jefferson,” in line 6, so as to read “ Jefferson | 
Dugger ;”’ hi 


and that the bill as amended be considered as read ird 
time, and passed. : 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There being no demand for a second, the question was taken: 
and (two-thirds voting in the affirmative) the rules were gsys- 
pended and the order was adopted. 

PRIVILEGE TO CERTAIN BILLS. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend tlie rules 
and pass the following order. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the following order. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Ordered, That the privilege granted to bills reported from committees 
having the right to report at any time, be, and is hereby, granted to the 
following bills: 

8.88: “ For preventing the adulteration or misbranding of foods or 
drugs, and for regulating traffic therein, and for other purposes.’ 
= H. R. 18673: “ To regulate the immigration of aliens into the United 
States.” 

Ordered further, That the bill (H. R. 17984) to provide a code of 
penal laws for the United States be, and hereby is, made a special con- 
tinuing order for consideration at evening sessions of the Hous en- 
ever the House shall by vote take a recess from the usual hour of 
adjournment until 8 p, m., the said evening sessions not to continue 
after 10.30 p. m. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I demand a second. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I demand a second. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I demanded a second myself. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I ask unanimous consent that a second may 
be considered as ordered. 

The SPEAKER. A gentleman who is opposed to the bill and 
on the committee would be entitled to demand a second. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I am opposed to the bill, and have been for 
ten years; and if I live ten years longer I will still be opposed 
to it. 

The SPEAKER. Very well, under the practice, the gentle- 
man should have been recognized to demand a second. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I request that a second may be considered 


as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. 
Mr. ADAMSON. 
I ask for a vote. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hep 
and the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON] will take their 
places as tellers. 
The House divided; and tellers reported—ayes 119, noes 20). 


Is there objection? 
I do not consent that a second be accorded. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to make the 
point of no quorum, but I hope in order to obviate that necessity 
that this order will be divided. Here is an order taking a 
whole lot of bills, not homogeneous, not kindred one to the 
other, in order, with the privileges of appropriation bills, and 


providing for night sessions for their consideration. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is in error as to the 
sessions. The night session that is provided for is for tl I 
codifying the criminal code. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The most important one of them. 

The SPEAKER. And then only when the House recesses, 
and the usual motion to adjourn could cut it off. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, Mr. Speaker, I will modify 1 
marks in that respect. I read the order hastily. But th ler 


provides to accord the right of privileged legislation to + ral 

bills in principle not homogeneous with each other. aa 
Now, in explanation of my position, reserving the r gh to 

make the point of no quor.im, I want to state that I called : 


a division this morning for the purpose of determining whc' 
a quorum was present to transact this or any other busines 
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] tly willing for the bills to be considered which may | Mr. ADAMSON. I thank the gentleman from Né ‘ 
) ' it before the House on motion to suspend, each upon | Mr. Speaker. He is right for one of time é 
, tive merits or demerits, at the time. I am perfectly | I know he wants to be right, and he yw right | . 
= » let the business under suspension of the rules go on, unfortunate environment. [Laughte ‘ S } 
; d like to ask the gentleman in charge of this order | As to the proposition about Mr. § i 
well to separate the bills in the order and make the against immigration to this count 
ly seriatum to each bill mentioned in the order in- | healthy, and moral folks. I would t i 
neluding them all in one order? nor diseased people. 
. PBURN. I am perfectly willing for the gentleman to Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Nor 
parliamentary course that he pleases in connection Mr. ADAMSON. Nor anar I 7 
itter. body to land on the shor ol tis, 
LLIAMS. I was not asking the gentleman with a | earth, except honest, good, straight | 
1 my hand, Mr. Speaker. I am asking him sincerely | shall never sav “nation.” 1] y “Re 
: r not he will agree to a motion to accord the privi-| the greatest and best exhibition of brai 
h of these bills. I am asking the gentleman whether | world has ever seen, all combined to establish 
: i that this order shall be made applicable to each As to the other proposition, my dear f1 dt 9 
s in their order asking for consideration. from Iowa [Mr. Hepspurn] hairman of « Com 
EPBURN. Iam perfectly willing to allow the question | tepstate Comms ree, has inherited what he ealls 
‘ ined in the usual parliamentary way. I have no| pj}; Jt is not of his origination. Another 
o make. 5 and worked on it, and the gentleman {f { 
LIAMS. Then I will ask the Chair a parliamentary | tpcteaq of pure food, Mr. Speaker, it ought to ; 
ll reserving the right to make the point of order, | ¢oojishness.” That is what it ought t ned. L 
sk the Chair this question. It is a proposition to abolish all legal bilit 
YNE. What is the point of order? proposition to take up one industry and 4d " 
‘AKER. The House is now proceeding under unani- | poye for eight years, in my expel ein j 
ent. F i and the whole output of the enti nvé 
LYNE. What point is the gentleman making? | reference to prostituting the Federal 
IAMS. I am trying to arrive at a modus vivendi | power and its money, to uphold one « : 
\ an. another. 
RN. I ask for the regular order. | Mr. Speaker, during this { reat dt 
JAMS. Then, Mr. Speaker, [ make the point that | been developed in the hearings. Thet 
) ln present, — . FS : | ever developed that is not punishable | 1th 
MAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting. ] | local authorities will do their du tre 
nd eight gentlemen are present—a quorum. | thine: there are two or three features i hill 
LIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I call for tellers on the count. only foolish. but vicious also. 
AXNEL I make tie point of onder sgalest that. =ae There is one section in that bill that would fill this « 
how a quorum shall be ascertained, and a quorum | with morphine and opium fiends ead steak -ae , 
ertained. es . , , _,, | provision that any druggist m: { customers 
‘AKER. The Chair holds that under the precedents mettion combatants © ation of emis : 
s demand is not in order, the point being made | 7. . Sa ae teal tees ee , a 
r ra nieman can obtain the same result, as he is Wein pm Saks Mi ae 1 ll « ; 
demanding the yeas and nays. to ao inte the rewelations | the 
LLIAMS. At this time? 7 you shall put so many ounces into a 
AKER. When the House votes on the motion. if you sell a pound } o amd 
LLIAMS. Very well, Mr. Speaker. I had my doubts | Federal Government will \dertake to « 
I to whether I could call for tellers, but I wanted to | 5. 13+ only fo lish, but illegal. I 1 we ; 
to the Chair. | discharge any man arrested under 1 pr 
AKER. The question is on suspending the rules and I tell you, Mr. Speake t SVs a G 
o the order. The gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hep propoun led i its founders is that ) 
entitled to twenty minutes, and the gentleman from | of their own doors: that the Feder 
( Mr. ADAMSON] is entitled to twenty minutes. loaded down with all the domestic af 3. : 
CLARK of Missouri. I sh yuld like to ask the gentleman |The Federal Government was not cr 
[Mr. HeppurN] a question for information before cutting your toe nails or corns. We ought to « 
begins. Do you propose to hold the House here | the Government and State There is yt his 
cet this codification scheme through? ec: proposition to punish any crime 1 ir oa 
BI RN. We merely want a vote on this proposition | punish, if it w il] do its duty. All lav yers - 
t vy before the House. oe | « f the State and the right of the St + 
\RK of Missouri. Well, I know; but the proposition | the functions of govern t j 
‘ before the House involves night sessions for the know that a venue has to be laid and I 
m of this revision or codification business—whatever ‘udges are as honest as the State jud 
the Clerk can not read the Revised Statutes of the | necessary to col i haecng t 
tates between now and the 4th of March, if he reads | ),.+ jn all the h ws for eight ve 
a day without ever stopping. | hill a case cited tl we can not Gt 
\LBOTT, Does this order include what is known as | ooivania or any other State 
"e-Lood bill? ; | {1 will yield to the gentleman from Georg 
\ [ILLIAMS. Yes. | Mr. THOMAS p f N ( rr Mi S p 
likPBURN. I reserve the balance of my time, Mr. tary inquiry? 
} The S<PRKAT "p> The cantleman w | t 
\DAMSON., I should like to have the Clerk read the = anemia Nowth oe re ; i al 1 tl 
from the desk. | attines ome tled tosather. We have sot a li 
PEAKER. The Clerk will read. es ee ne a 
lerk ; : tion of all of them or against consideration loft 
erk read the pending order again. The SPEAKER. The motion i that 
\DAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I have tried to understand the } ee eee een : : ; 
nm, but gentlemen have prevented the Clerk from lay Mr. THOMAS of perth varolna thes 
\tter before us. I thought we had a right to know | tbe considered under the proposed or 
he proposition was. bill, the bill restri ting immigration, L he | 
to night sessions, I have no disposition to resist them be The SPE aes i hi: Ars —— penvalliper : 
am here to work, and I am willing to work night or | and it can only be civ 1 by unanil 8S Const 
( ir my constituents. j Mr. THOMAS of North Car lina So t 7 
indiscriminate immigration, I am opposed to it. position we must either vote for cor h O! 
PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that | @sainst consideration of all of them? 
; so much confusion that gentlemen can not be heard. | The SPEAKER. The gent will s ( 
SPEAKER. The point of order is well taken. The | speaks for itself. 
» will be in order. Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamen nquiry 
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The SPEAKER. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 
of the vote? 

Phe SPEAKER. 
that this 


that 


The gentleman will state it. 
Ilave we not the right to call for a division 


The gentleman from Mississippi will notice 
is a motion to suspend all rules and pass the order— 
without regard to rules. The request for a division is 
given under the rules; but this is a motion to suspend that 
rule as well as all others. 


is, 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Until the motion to suspend all the rules 
is passed we are still working under the rule. 

The SPEAKER. The motion is that the rules be suspended. 
The rule says that on certain Mondays it shall be in order to 


move to suspend the rules and pass the proposition. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Right there, Mr. Speaker, the point 
whether or not even upon a motion to suspend the rules there 
is not the right to consider independent propositions contained 
in one order, separating one from the other? 


is 


The SPEAKER. And call for a division on the question? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 

The SPEAKER. No; not under a uniform ruling of the Chair 
for a generation. 


Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, I yield the balance of my time 
to the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to consume 
the time of the House except to put before the House, if it has 
not already understood it, what the proposition is. The propo- 
sition, as I understand it, is to pass this resolution, which gives 
certain bills named in the resolution the same privileges that 
bills coming from committees having the right to report and 
call up the bills they report at any time. Amongst these bills 
the first one proposed is what is known as the “ pure-food bill,” 
or rather the bill which by title and purport and intent is 
solely to provide against the misbranding of food products, 
drugs, ete.—the adulteration of foods, ete. The other bill, as 
i understand it, is the one which restricts immigration, and the 
third part of the order provides for the House having sessions 
the evening to consider what known as the bill for 
revision of the criminal laws of the United States for the pur- 
of codifying them. Taking up these laws in the inverse 
order in which they are stated in the rule, I apprehend that no 
lawyer upon the floor of this House, no man who has had 
occasion to practice in the United States courts, will doubt 
that the third proposition is of the utmost importance—a work 
that has been done, and I understand well done, by the Com- 
mission appointed by the President to revise and codify the 
criminal statutes. I have read the report which comes from 
the Committee on the Revision of the Laws, made by its able 
chairman, and I desire to say that it is a most painstaking, 
able, and elaborate report, and I believe that consideration 
ought to be given to that bill, that the country might know 
vhat the criminal statutes of the United States are that are in 
existence, ard that the profession and the people may have 
ready access to a statute where they may be readily found. As 
for the immigration bill, I am in favor of many of the pro- 
visions of the bill reported, and believe that the Congress of 
the United States ought to enact law which would further re- 
strict immigration to this country. 

As for the other bill, known as the “ pure-food bill,” I do not 


in 18 


pose 


7 


deem it to be worthy of the consideration of the House as 
these other bills are. The bill proposes from its very title to 
the very last line written in it that the Congress of the United 
States shall enact purely police laws to govern the trade in 
certain foods and drugs. The phrase “interstate commerce ” 


nowhere occurs in the title, so the bill itself is nothing more 


than a bill to enact police laws of the United States for the 
States of the Union—a thing which in my judgment Congress 
ought not and can not do. What the purpose of joining these 


two meritorious measures with the one which in my judgment 
is not meritorious, one that should not receive the sanction and 
approval of this House is, I do not know. This I do know: I 
ot in favor of, and I trust that this side of the House at 
will not permit the joining of these two meritorious 
measures of which most of us are in favor, and I hope that the 
House will not permit this rule to be passed dragging along with 
these meritorious measures as it does the other bill which I do 
not believe we ought to consider or vote for—I mean the pure- 
food bill, at least not without ample debate. This bill known 
as the “ pure-food bill,” inaugurates here in Washington a bu- 
reau, another bureau in the Agricultural Department, for the 
purpose of enabling the Bureau of Chemistry of the Agricul- 
tural Department to declare what is adulterated and what is not 
adulterated food, and to establish standards of foods for all the 


1 ‘ 
ICUS 


States. It strikes down with one fell blow all the laws of the 
States of the Union that have been enacted in behalf and in the 
interest of pure food and the enforcement of pure-food laws. 
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I do not care to further detain the House, Mr. Speaker, | 
prehend all of those Members who have given the mat; 


ap 


tion are fully aware of the provisions of the alleged an 
bill. I desire to state this fact, that the committee fy, whi : 
this bill comes has not yet completed consideration oa 
amendments that have been suggested. There are some aa. 
ments that are very serious and of great importance f ead 
still pending before that committee with a view of witne 
them to the House and having them made a part of ¢| bill ac 
committee amendments. We expected to have further cong 7 
eration in order that the bill, if it shall pass, may be porye “te 
in many particulars. 

Mr. Speaker, how much more time have I remaining“ 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has three minutes remain. 


ing. 

Mr. BARTLET?. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutos te 
gentleman from North Carolina [Mr. THomas]. 

Mr. THOMAS of North Carolina. -Mr. Speaker, ag | stated 
in my parliamentary inquiry a few moments ago, as I unde 
stand this situation, these three measures are tied together 1 
agree in part with my friend from Georgia [Mr. Barrierr). I 
do not see how any lawyer can possibly object to the co \sidera- 
tion of the national penal code from the Committee on [eyision 
of the Laws. I am not, of course, familiar with th 
tion, but see no objection to its consideration. I agree wit), y)\ 
friend from Georgia in that I am heartily in favor of the pii 
to restrict undesirable immigration. From the reports of the 
Commissioner of Immigration and the Secretary of Co 
and Labor and my research (my views being contained 
speech I have already made in this House upon the subject of 
further restrictions upon immigration) I believe that is 4 
measure important to the interests of the American people at 


imerce 


In the 


this time. As to the pure-food bill, I have not given it the in 
vestigation which I hope and expect to give it, but I wish t 


have the ‘immigration bill considered, and it ought to be giyey 
consideration. I do not wish to lose this opportunity of getting 
that measure before the House. 

Now, every Member of the House by this proposed order 
placed in the position that he has got to vote to give or not te 
give precedence upon the Calendar—or, rather, to give or not 
to give the same right to these measures as is given to appro 
priation bills—and he has got to vote to give all of them that 


Is 


right or he has got to vote to give none of them that right, and 
I want the House to understand that. So far as I am con- 


cerned, being in favor as I am of the bill to restrict immigration, 
I do not see how I can vote otherwise than for this order, 
unless these propositions are separated, and I would much prefer 
to see them separated. But the Speaker informed me, upon 
my parliamentary inquiry, that the House would have to yote 
for consideration of all of the propositions or against consid- 
eration of all of the propositions, according to the proposed 
order, unless unanimous consent is given to vote upon them 
separately, and this can not be obtained, it is apparent. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, how much time have I re- 
maining? 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman has half of one minute. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I yield that to Mr. Henry of Texas. 

Mr. HENRY of Texas. I do not desire the time. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. 
Speaker. Is there not any way of dividing this proposition: 


The SPEAKER. The motion speaks for itself; it can not be 
divided except by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
Alabama [Mr. RIcHARDSON]. 


Mr. ADAMSON. I will ask the gentleman from Alal i to 
yield to me. ‘ 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yicld to 
the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Certainly; I will yield to 


the gentleman from Georgia. ai 

Mr. ADAMSON. Then I wish to ask the distinguis! gt 
tleman from Iowa if we can not have unanimous ¢ t te 
divide the question? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, as |! 
stand, the effect of this proposition, so far as the pure-food 'i) 
is concerned, is to restore it to the position of privilege sta 
few days since. I desire to call the attention of the Hous 
to the remarks made by the gentlemen from Georgi: 


BartLerr and Apamson] in criticism made upon the pu nes 

bill. This House, Mr. Speaker, has become accustom 1g 

the Ffty-seventh, Fifty-eighth, and Fifty-ninth Cong! 
Lie 


just such criticisms as those gentlemen have passed U| 
pure-food bill. 











! 
\DAMSON. Will the gentleman from 

} is bearing on this question, yield? 
sPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama yield? 
-DAMSON. I ask that he have order and a respectful | 


Alabama, who 


The House will be in order. 
I say, Mr. Chairman, that 


PEAKER. 
-ICHARDSON of Alabama. 


thy and distinguished gentlemen simply repeat the 
i theories of States rights to the pure-food bill. There 


nress reservation found in section 12 of the bill that it 
t be construed to interfere with commerce wholly in 
n any State nor with the exercise of their police powers 
1) several States, ete. 
\DAMSON. Mr. Speaker—— 
RICHARDSON of Alabama. 
moment, 
ADAMSON. Just for—— 
RICHARDSON of Alabama. I have but five minutes al- 
lo . and I regret that I can not yield further to the gen- 
Georgia [Mr. ADAMSON]. 
SPEAKER. The gentleman declines to yield. 
ADAMSON. Just a minute. 
RICHARDSON of Alabama. The pure-food bill has been 
House certainly through the Fifty-seventh, Fifty- 
‘ ind Fifty-ninth Congresses, and at last the Senate, that | 
| ofore taken but little, if any, notice of any bills that 
} en passed by the House, have passed a bill, and it has 
( the House, and we have perfected—if I may be allowed 
that into one of the best bills probably that we have 
d before the House from the Interstate Commerce Com- 
notwithstanding the objection made by the two dis- 
hed Georgians. A pure-food bill passed the House in 
v-seventh and Fifty-eighth Congresses, and, with a part 
inority of the members of the Interstate Commerce 
I have been an earnest advocate of the passage by 
ss of this legislation. 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker 
SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Alabama 
son] yield to the gentleman from Mississippi? 
RICHARDSON of Alabama. I yield with pleasure to 
the gentleman from Mississippi. 
WILLIAMS. The question I wanted to ask the gentle- 
m Alabama was this: Even supposing his position is 
tly correct in regard to the pure-food bill—assuming that 
the sake of argument—does he think that that would 
coupling three or four bills together in one order, so as 
roll the support of each in support of all? Does he think 
that this parliamentary device is one which can be indorsed by 
or us? 
Ir. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I do not agree to that. I 
think they ought to be coupled together. I am in favor 
of giving the right of way to the pure-food bill and the immi- 
tion bill, but 1 do not desire to couple with them the bill for 
sion of laws. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Very well, then. I hope to have the gen- 
rstands that we are placed by this order in the parliamen- 
titude that if we vote against one of these bills we are 
to vote against the consideration of all. 
Ir. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I would like to see them 
( red separately, if the gentleman desires to know my view 
rd to it. If I had my way, I would strike out the bill 
revision of laws and give the other ‘two bills the privi 
being called up. 
Speaker, we were talking about the pure-food bill and 
ri I understand it. I desire the House to under- 
that we had uncontradicted and reliable testimony before 
nterstate and Foreign Commerce Committee on this one 
that there were 60,000,000 gallons of whisky made in the 
iKentucky annually, and that only 15,000,000 of it was 
The rest is altogether adulterated. This is but a sample 
dulteration of various other food products. 
ll say there ought to be no legislation on so important 
t as that of the purity of our food. This bill does not 
with the honest dealer or manufacturer. And yet the 
tins, Mr. Speaker, that in many of the States where 
ve undertaken by statutes to regulate the adulteration 


No; I can not yield to my 


thic 
f t tilis 





1rom 


} 
} 1 


( ttee, 





| Mr. 
Mi - 


1 ir 


for 
Oo 


‘its, as 


it has totally and absolutely failed to accomplish the | 


lend. Why has it been a failure? It is simply because, 


so well described before the Interstate Commerce Com- 

as was done by a gentleman from Michigan, that he had 

re different brands or labels for different States where 

ld his goods having practically the same statutes, because 

rent State commissioners of food had given different con- 
ictlons to really the same statute, and this gentleman had 


Yet gentle- | 
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to make his cans and his preparations comply with the different 


constructions made by different State commissioners. What the 
commerce of the country desires is uniformity in our food 
standards. This can only be accomplished by Federal legisla- 
tion. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Speaker, I ask three 


minutes longer from the gentleman from Iowa | Mr. Hepburn | 
Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes more t 
the gentleman. 
Mr. 


) 


RICHARDSON of Alabama. I say, Mr. Speaker, that 
it is utterly impossible to enforce the different statutes of the 
different States on account of the difference of standards in 
the different States: hence arises the absolute necessity of legis- 
lation by Congress for the government of this matter. There 
are too many different constructions given in the different States 
to make it practicable to give the publie the protection against 
fraud, deception, and misrepresentation so generally resorted 


to throughout the country in the matter of the sale of our food 


products. This bill that we have does not legalize in any im 
proper or dangerous way the sale of opium or morphine or any 
of that nature of poisonous and destructive medicines, as has 
been charged. It merely provides, in that important feature, 
that the quantity or proportion of opium or morphine need not 
be stated on the label unless the proportion contained Wu 
article is more than the Pharmacopceia provides; but wh er 





cocaine is used at all, it is required to be put upon the label 
We know that soothing sirups and a great any innoce 
medicines of that kind that enter into daily domestic use have 
a certain amount of morphine or opium in them. Would anyone 
be so unreasonable as to require that 


mW 


to be labeled when it 
complies with the Pharmacopeeia, as prescribed by the medical 
fraternity and by the pharmacists, who professionally prescribe 
these quantities? It would be a vexatious and unnecessary re- 
quirement in opposition to the aim and end of the bill. 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker 

The SPEAKER. Will the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
RICHARDSON] yield to the gentleman from Georgia? 

Mr. ADAMSON. I think I am within the rule when I ask 
the gentleman to yield to me one minute. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. I will yield. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I want to ask the distinguished gentleman 
from Alabama, whom I love and honor as much as any Member 
of this House, if he can not discriminate between the rights of 
States and the duties of States? 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Oh, yes. I have been 
taught, Mr. Speaker, just as thoroughly as my friend from 
Georgia, what are the rights of States; and I have been taught 


at the same time that the Federal Government, in the exer: 
of its lawful and constitutional functions, has some rights als». 
I have already referred to the section of this bill that provid: 


0 


that this bill shall not be construed as interfering with any of 
the police rights of the States. I look at this matter in « 
tirely a different light from my distinguished friend from Geor- 
gia [Mr. ADAMSON]. Constitutionally no law can be passed 
Congress that usurps the positive and reserved rights of 
States, but Congress can pass a law tending to aid and | 
States that desire protection from unwholesome, un! y, 
adulterated foods by bringing about uniformity of l 
standards by which the public can be more efficiently ! 
Mr. Speaker, I have taken occasion to say on this floor be 
that I am just as much imbued with the sanctity of rights of 
the States as anyone on this floor. I do not concede to anyo 

greater love and respect than I possess for the rights of the 
State. I believe in and uphold the exercise of the fullest rig 
of the State. I believe in the power of the State as to the en 
actment of its criminal laws and the punishn t of its cri 
nals. I believe in the power of the State to protect 
and the lives of its people in the matter of health. I believe in 
the right of the State to preserve order. All of these gq t 
it seems to me, are easily understood and applied and can 
exercised without conflict with the Federal Government {f 
the State is unable by reason of impracticable cond 
make efficient its own laws, then the Cong s of | 1 
States has the constitutional right to so leg 1 
State. This bill, if it becomes a law, will { ( | nt 
any State from enacting and enforcing the 1 li + | 3 
for the regulation of the sale of adulterated Ds lucts. 
Why, then, should our States rights friends con 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield to the gentleman f 1’ vania 
[Mr. Moon]. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I rise for the 
purpose of correcting a misapprehension as to the length of the 
bill embracing the penal code of the United States. The im 


pression seems to exist here that this bill includes an entire 
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revision of the laws. I want to state that it is a short bill, 
embracing less than 400 sections, and that it is a bill which can | 
be read in the short space of two or three evenings. What 


would take to discuss it, of course I can not 
but it is a bill in itself that will not take a 
cted time of the session of Congress for the purpose 


length of time it 
undertake to say; 
very protra 
of reading 

Mr. CLARK of 
the gentleman one question. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, when that bill is brought in 
here as part of the statute law that is now law, will it be sus- 
ceptible to debate and amendment? If will it not 
from nov {th of March to get through with it? 


Missouri. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask 


(Mr. LarrierrerD). Does the 





SO, 
! until the 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I understood the gentleman to 


iv it would take from now to the 4th of March to read it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. It would if the whole thing is 
run through. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I am only speaking of the time 





l “i for the reading of this bill, which embraces about 258 
p in all. It embraces simply the penal laws of the United 
& eae 

ir. BARTLETT. As they have been collated. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Yes. Respecting the other 
question, I would not assume now to say. But my impression 

hey would be subject to amendment and discussion. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Now, if that is the case, then the 
opinion of everyone in the House is liable to be expressed as to 
whether the law that is now the law should still remain the 
law cr be modified in any respect. 

Ir. MOON of Pennsylvania. That may possibly be true. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. And there is certainly enough in 
{ inl eode for debate to last twelve months. 

rl \IKER pro tempore. The time of the gentleman has 

1 
[LOON of Pennsylvania. I would like a moment or two 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield a few moments. 

MOON of Pennsylvania. I want to say that as far as the | 

r rt of ‘ committee itself is concerned, they have recom- | 
v changes in existing law; they refer to only a | 

ions. The length of time required for the dis- 

of the bill I do not attempt to predict. I rise only for 

the purpose of correcting the impression that the reading of the 
bill would require great deal of time. It is not in itself a 

ry long bill. I repeat—less than 400 sections. 

Mr. HEPBURN. It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that gentle- 
men do not understand the proposition before the House. It 
is simply for the purpose of restoring— 

Mr. ADAMSON. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield to 
me for a qu m? 

Mr. HEPBURN. For what purpose does the gentleman rise? 

Ir. ADAMSON. I want to ask you a question. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I yield for a question. 

Mr. ADAMSON. I know you can answer it. Do you not 
think that individualism and local responsibility are the guar- 

y of th fety of the Republic? [Laughter.] 

Mr. HEPBURN. I will answer that on some other occasion. 
Iw { y at this time that the purpose of this order is this: 
It will be remembered that not many days ago the bill (S. 88) 
providing for the prevention of adulteration or misbranding of 

dis or drugs was made a special order. It was not called up 
t the time named in the order, because on that day an appro- 
priation bill was before the House, and it is believed by many 
that therefore it lost its privileged character. The purpose of 

is order is to restore that privilege, in order that the bill, later 
when appropriation bills are not in the way, may be called 
up and considered. The order further provides—— 

Mr. BARTLETT. Will the gentleman yield to me for a ques- 
tion? 

RN. Certainly. 


Mr. HEPBU 
Mr. BARTLETT. 
ecial ord 
he given 
kind. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That is true. 

Mr. BARTLETT. It was the understanding when the special 
order was unanimously agreed to that at least a certain time 
for should be had upon the bill. This bill does not fol- 
low that in any way. 

Mr. HEPBURN. I say that it does not, although I have no 
doubt but that every effort will be made by the friends of the 
bill to secure full time for its consideration. 


The gentleman understands that when the 
ler was made it provided that a certain time would 


ra 
for debate. This rule does not provide anything of the 


debate 


take 








Mr. Speaker, this order covers another bill to regu] 
immigration of aliens into the United States, and a littjo 
ther, one to provide for considering a bill providing q coq 
penal laws for the United States. 
That bill is to be considered at evening sessions—such 
as the 
If it does not provide for them, then nothing will co) 


sessions 
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House at some future time 


this provision in this order. 
I ask for a vote. 


The 


SPEAKER. 
the rules and adopt the order. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


The question is on the motion to 


Mr. Speaker, to save the time of the Hoy 


we had better have the yeas and nays. 
The question being taken on ordering the yeas and nays, thera 


were 36 ayes. 


Mr. ADAMSON. 


The latter 


may 





May 7, 


‘ 


te the 
fur- 
oe of 

mal, 


ling 


is cond 


proy 


for, 


trom 


I pend 


se 


The other side, Mr. Speaker. 


The negative vote being taken, there were 124 noes, 


Accordingly 


(more than one-fifth voting in favor 
the yeas and nays were ordered. 


The question was taken; and there were—yeas 189, nays 43 
answered “ present’ 19, not voting 130, as follows: 


YEAS—189. 


Adams, Wis. 


|} Alexander 
} Allen, 


Me. 
Ames 
Andrus 
Babcock 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
tates 

Bede 
Beidler 

Bell, Ga. 
Bennet, N. Y, 
Bennett, Ky. 
Birdsall 
Bishop 
Bonynge 
Bowersock 
Bradley 
srantley 
Brick 
Brooks, Colo. 
Broussard 
Brownlow 
Burke, Pa. 
surnett 
Burton, Del. 
turton, Ohio 
‘alderhead 
‘apron 
‘assel 
‘*haney 
‘lark, Fla. 
‘ocks 

‘ole 

‘onner 
‘ooper, Pa. 
‘ooper, Wis. 
‘ousins 
‘romer 
‘rumpacker 
‘urrier 
‘urtis 
Cushman 
Dale 

Dalzell 
Darragh 
Davidson 


A fi fi fm fi fm fm fi flim flim i flim fm tens 


Aiken 
Bowers 
Bowie 
Broocks, T 
Brundidge 
Burleson 
Clark, Mo. 
Clayton 
Cockran 
Fitzgerald 
Floyd 






Adamson 
Bartholdt 
sartlett 
Boutell 
Chapman 


Acheson 
Adams, Pa. 
Allen, N. J. 
Bankhead 
Seall, Tex. 
Bingham 
Blackburn 
Brown 
Buckman 
surgess 
Burke, 8. 
Burleigh 
Butler, Pa. 


Dak. 


Davis, Minn. 
Dawes 
Dawson 

De Armond 
Dickson, Il. 
Dixon, Ind. 
Dixon, Mont. 
Draper 
Dunwell 
Dwight 
Ellerbe 

Ellis 

Esch 

Fassett 
Finley 
Fletcher 
Flood 

Fordney 
Foster, Ind. 
Foster, Vt. 
Gaines, Tenn. 
Gaines, W. Va. 
Gardner, Mass, 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gillespie 
Gillett, Cal. 
Goebel 

Graff 

Graham 





Johnson 

Jones, Wash. 
Keifer 

Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 


Kitchin, Wm. W. 


Klepper 
Knopf 
Knowland 
Lacey 


“Landis, Chas. B. 
Landis, Frederick 


Lawrence 
Lilley, Conn. 
Loud 
Loudenslager 
McCall 


McCleary, Minn. 


McCreary, Pa. 
McKinney 
McLachlan 
MeMorran 
Madden 
Mahon 
Marshall 
Maynard 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn, 





Greene Morrell 
Gregg Mouser 
Grosvenor Mudd 
Hamilton Murphy 
Hay Needham 
Haves Norris 
Hedge Olmsted 
Heflin Overstreet 
Hepburn Page 
Hermann Palmer 
Hill, Conn. Parker 
Hinshaw Parsons 
Hoar Payne 
Holliday Pearre 
Hubbard Perkins 
Huff Pollard 
Hughes Powers 
Hull Pujo 


Humphrey, Wash. Randell, Tex. 
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Garrett 
Goldfogle 
Granger 
Henry, Tex. 
Hill, Miss. 


Littlefield 
Lloyd 
McNary 
Macon 
Minor 


Humphreys, Miss. Reid 


Hunt 
Keliher 
Lester 
Lewis 
Little 


ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—19. 


Deemer 
Foss 
French 
Garner 
Goulden 


Rhinock 
Robinson, Ark. 
Rucker 
Sheppard 
Sims 


James 
Jenkins 
Lever 
Livingston 
Mann 


NOT VOTING—150. 


Butler, Tenn, 
Byrd 
Calder 


Campbell, Kans. 


Campbell, Ohio 
Candler 
Davey, La. 
Davis, W. Va. 
Denby 
Dovener 
Dresser 
Driscoll 
Edwards 





Field 
Flack 
Fowler 
Fulkerson 
Fuller 
Garber 


Gardner, N. J. 


Gilbert, Ind. 
Gilbert, Ky. 
Gill 

Gillett, Mass. 
Glass 

Griggs 


Reeder 
Reynolds 
Rhodes 
Richardson, Ala, 
Rives 

Rixey 
Roberts 
Robertson, La. 
Rodenberg 
Russell 

Ryan 

Samuel 
Shartel 
Sibley 
Slayden 
Slemp 

Small 

Smith, Cal. 
Smith, | 1 
Smith, 8S LW. 
Smith, W Alden 
Smith, Pa. 
Smyser 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Steeners 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, N.C, 
Thomas, Ohio 
Tirrell 
Townsend 
Trimble 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Waldo 
Wallace 
Webb 

Weeks 
Weems 
Wiley, N. J. 
Wilson 
Woodyard 
Young 


Smith, Tex. 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Talbott 
Towne 

Wiley, Ala. 
Williams 
Wood, Mo. 


Ruppert 
Shackleford 
Southall 
Sparkman 


Gronna 
Gudger 
Hale 
Hardwick 
Haskins 


Haugen 
Hearst 


Henry, Conn 
Higgius 
Hitt 

Hogg 
Hopkins 
Houston 


nN with Mr. GARBI 


{ 








Patterson, 8. C. Sulzer 
Patterson, Tenn. Tawney 
Pou 1 
Prince I 


Rainey Under rd 











Ransdell, La zer 
Richardson, Ky. ikle 
tt orth 
Scroggy ‘ 
Sherley is 
Ss in nh 
Smit Til 3 
Smith, Ky 
Smith, Md. rn 
s ard on 
st g N, J 
Otijen Ste 1s, Minn. 
Padgett Ss ivan, N. Y. 
Patterson, N.C. Sulloway 
rds having voted in fayor thereof) the order w 
iI ed the following pairs: 
Ion: 


an with Mr. RUPPERT. 
: with Mr. ADAMSON. 


ier notice: 


with Mr. PADGETT. 


with Mr. Grieert of 


ith Mr. PaTrtrerson of South Carolina. 
with Mr. RANspetL of Louisiana. 
< with M1 MitH of Maryland. 


with Mr. SmirnH of Ket 
of Ohio with Mr. Houston. 


h Mr. Parrerson of Tennessee. 


fr. MEYER. 

h Mr. KLIne. 

uth Dakota with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
ith Mr. GUDGER. 


th Mr. LEGARE. 

with Mr. RrcHArRpDSON of Kentucky. 
: with Mr. HopKIns. 

ru of Ohio with Mr. SouTHALL, 


with Mr. Moore. 
th Mr. LAMAR. 

am with Mr. HEARST. 

{AN with Mr. Butter of Tennessee. 


with Mr. McDERMOTT. 








iv. 


» of New Jersey with Mr. WEISSE. 


ER Wi 


} 


ww. 


‘ 


Ve 


Ty} 


h Mr. WATKINS. 

ennsylvania with Mr. BuregEss. 

ER With Mr. Taytor of Alabama. 
LE with Mr. 

NG with Mr. McLAInN. 

na with Mr. Patrrerson of North Carolina. 
H with Mr. RAINEY. 


SULZER. 


UER With Mr. LINDSAY. 


am with Mr. LAMB. 

L of New Jersey with Mr. Grass. 

‘r of Indiana with Mr. Byrp. 

of Kansas with Mr. Brat of Texas. 


EIGH with Mr. BANKHEAD. 
NN 


4 with Mr. CANDLER. 

with Mr. Davis of West Virginia. 

of Connecticut with Mr. Grit. 

rk Of Pennsylvania with Mr. BARTLETT. 
‘LEY Of Illinois with Mr Pou. 
LL with Mr. VAN Duzer. 

bY of Nebraska with Mr. JAMEs. 


rr of Massachusetts with Mr. Jones of Virginia. 


) 


rt 


3ON with Mr. Zenor. 


UTELL with Mr. Griaes. 


te 


with Mr. GouLpen. 

H with Mr. HArRpwWIcK. 

EY with Mr. UNDERWoOopD. 

r with Mr. Sunxivan of New York. 
sult of the yote was then announced as above recorded. 
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Kentucky 


‘ 


Mr. KALANIANAOLE 


ru 


aside 


Hawaii, 
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The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it icted, ete., That all of the public land contained in block C, 
situated in the city of Hilo, island and Territory of Hawaii, be, and 
1 e is here , Set apart and declared to be a Government reserva 
tion and site for a Federal building or buildings, the same being more 
particularly described as the area contained in the following lines, to 
wit: Beginning at the west corner of Waianuenue and Bridge streets, 
the coordinates of which point are 3,373.1 feet north and 2,911.81 feet 
east Halai trigonometrical station, and running by true azimuths 
56 degrees 48 minutes 396.62 feet along Waianuenue street; 148 de- 
grees 55 minutes 330 feet along Pitman street; 231 degrees 400.17 feet 
along Wailuku street: 328 degrees 55 minutes 370.47 feet along Bridge 
street to the point of beginning, and containing 3.19 acres, excepting 


has been deeded to the Hilo Masonic 


therefrom so much of said tract as 


Association of the Territory of Hawaii: Provided, That the superin- 
tendent of public works of the Territory of Hawaii is hereby authorized 
and directed to sell or otherwise dispose of whatever buildings are now 
located on the above-described reservation, in such manner as he may | 
find most advantageous, such sale and removal to be made as rapidly 
as the existing leases on said ground expire, and the proceeds thereof 


to be applied by the superintendent of public works to the parking and 
general improvement of said Federal building site. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and, two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the bill was passed. 


PUBLICITY OF THE RECORD OF SPECIAL TAX RECEIPT HOLDERS. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 14968) 
laws, so as to provide publicity of its records, a bill of my col- 
league (Mr. Humpureys of Mississippi) which he has already 
explained to the House. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That chapter 3 of the Revised Statutes of the 
United States be. and hereby is, amended in section 3240, so as to read: 

‘Sec. 3240. Each collector of internal revenue shall, under reguia- 
of the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, place and keep con- 
spicuously in his office, for public inspection, an alphabetical list of the 
names of all persons who shall have paid special taxes within his dis- 
trict, and shall state thereon the time, place, and business for which 
such special taxes have been paid, and upon application of any person he 
ll furnish a certified copy thereof, as of a public record, for which a 
fee of $1 for each 100 words or fraction thereof in the copy or copies 
so requested may be charged. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I desire to 
possible, whether or not there is a quorum present? [Laughter.] 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting.] 
Two hundred and seventy Members, a quorum is present. Is a 
second demanded ? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The SPEAKER, The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
thereof, the bill was passed. 


tions 





shi 


ascertain, if 


ALLOTMENT 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (1. R. 5290) providing for the allotment and dis- 
tribution of tribal funds, with the amendment reported by the 
Committee on Indian Affairs. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


OF TRIBAL INDIAN FUNDS. 








to amend the internal-revenue | 
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Mr. HINSHAW. The bill says that after an allotny, 


ha 
been made any funds that may come into the tribal fyi; . 
net be allotted to that particular person who has rece} 1 his 
allotment. Does the gentleman think that that would depo. 
allottees from any considerable fund that might heres;tor 4, 
apportioned? 

Mr. LACEY. In any instance of that kind, where the 4)| ttea 
might fear anything of that kind he need not apply for hj Not. 
ment. 

Mr. HINSHAW. The chances are that any allotte vuld 
have knowledge of any funds that were coming into th tribal 
fund and so could protect himself? 

Mr. LACEY. Oh, yes; and that was the reason tly, com 


mittee remodeled the bill. 
Mr. HINSHAW. I think it is a very meritorious bill. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I would like to ask the gentleman froy, 
Iowa a question. ; 
Mr. LACEY. I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Must the Indian have land 
before he can apply for the allotment of the funds? 
Mr. LACEY. In all cases Indians can have the land allotted 


‘ llotted 


under existing law, but there is no law in which they can hay, 
their share in the tribal fund allotted, and this authorizes the 


are capable of managing their own funds. Of course oe 
existing law land allotments may be made to men who are 
not capable of handling their money, because the land allot- 
ments will be to them without any power of alienation in 


many instances for twenty-five years, and thus they may be 


protected. Of course this bill will apply only to those Indians 
whose intelligence would entitle them to handle their own 


affairs. There are a great many Indians of that kind, many 
of them well-educated men. I have in mind some gentlemen 
who are college graduates, men engaged in the professions, 
men of a high order of intelligence and education, 
money is tied up in these tribal funds and who would no doubt 
be at once designated to withdraw their share of the fund and 
be relieved entirely from governmental guardianship thereafter. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As I recollect the law regarding the 
allotment of lands, that can be done by the President, but no 
Indian can apply and have an allotment of land made to him. 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; an Indian can apply for an allotment on 
the public lands where he does not belong or is not attached to 
any specific tribe. There is a general law by which he may 
be allotted on the public domain, but nearly all the allotments 
of lands to Indians grow out of treaties or some arrangement 


W hose 


being made to break up the reservation and give to the indi- 
viduals farms to begin with and dispose thereafter of the re- 


mainder of the land for settlement. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman from Iowa does not be- 
lieve that it would be possible for any Indian to have his share 
of tribal funds allotted to him previous to having an allotment 
of lands, where the tribe holds certain lands. 

Mr. LACEY. It is not at all likely, because provisions for 
allotment of lands are so much more liberal and easy than this 
would be. This would carry out in a general way to competent 
Indians practically what was done with the Kaw In 
Their money has all been divided, and they are all now ¢ 
on their farms. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I would say to the gentleman that with 
him I favored some such bill, but I was in favor of incorporat- 
ing into the bill to be passed a provision that no Indian could 
have an allotment of tribal funds.made unless he at tlie time 
had an allotment of lands. 

Mr. LACEY. Well, the individual Indian must first 
his application, and when it is found that he is entirely ¢4) 
of handling these funds, the President then may designate 


dians, 


tizens 


I think the bill does not go as far as my friend from New } 
would have gone, and certainly not as far as I would have : 
if I could have had my own way about it, but it is a step 
right direction of eliminating a considerable number of Ind 
who are not only citizens, but intelligent and capable cil 
| and able to take care of their own affairs. ' 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, one more question. | 

provides, does it, that all the funds are to be allotted and 


reservation to be made of school funds or any part of the \ 


| fund, to be kept back for Indian schools? 


Be it enacted, etc., That the President is hereby authorized, in his 
discretion, from time to time, to designate any individual Indian belong- 
ing to tribe or tribes whom he may deem to be sufficiently advanced 
in civilization to be capable of managing his or her own affairs, and he 
may cause to be apportioned and allotted to any such Indian his or her 
pro rata share of any tribal or trust funds on deposit in the Treasury 
of the United States to the credit of the tribe or tribes of which said 
Indian is a member, and said amount shall be placed to the credit of 
such Indian upon the books of the Treasury, and the same shall be paid 
to such Indian at such times and in such manner as the President may 
di t: Provided, That no apportionment or allotment shall be made 
to Indian until such Indian has first made an application therefor ; 
and before any portion thereof is paid such Indian shall file a release 
of ar further interest in the tribal or trust funds of such tribe or 
tribes which a member, such release to cover any funds 
t} thereafter be sited to the credit of such tribe or tribes 

: 2. ae the President shall, by Executive order, prescribe rules 

to carry out the purposes of this act. Such regulations 
: de the method and proceedings for the distribution of the 
‘ y allottee who may die before payment and after such | 
a t on the books of the Treasury Department. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. LACEY. I ask unanimous consent that a second be con- 
sidered as ordered. 

There was no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa is entitled to | 
twenty minutes and the gentleman from New York to twenty 
minutes. 

Mr. HINSHAW. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gen- 
tleman a question. 

Mr. LACEY. I vield to the gentleman from Nebraska for a 


1 at 
gut Lit 


nh, 


Mr. LACEY. The funds in question are trust funds, | 
ing to certain tribes. One tribe has a large fund and an 
a small fund. From year to year the interest on those 
has been paid out in annuities to various Indians. — This 
poses, as the money really belongs to them and the Govyert! 
is only a trustee, that certain designated Indians, who are « 
ble of managing their own affairs, will draw their share ou 
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d. and that then such allottees will all drop into the | 


mass of American citizenship. 
[INSHAW. ‘The entire fund is divided pro rata? 
t the particular Indian gets his pro-rata share of the 
md ? 
ACEY. At the time of the division; yes. 
\INSHAW. And it does not in any way affect the lands 

ve been or will hereafter be allotted. 

,\CEY. Not at all. I might add that this bill has been 

considered by the Indian Bureau, and the Bureau 
ke to have gone much further than this bill goes, but it 
, is good as far as it goes. Mr. Speaker, I reserve the 
of my time. 
SPEAKER. 
is recognized. 

ITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I have no desire to use 


SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- 
1 lowa to suspend the rules and pass the bill. 


The gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- | 


That | 


uestion was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, two- | 


ving voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
bill was passed. 


BOUNDARY RESERVATION 


ROBINSON of Arkansas. Mr. Speaker, I call up the bill 
8976) to change the line of the reservation 
{rk., and of Reserve avenue, and move to suspend the 
d pass the bill as amended, which I send to the desk 
to have read. 

Clerk read as follows: 

cted, etc., That the line of the Government 

s, Ark., and of Reserve avenue, be 
monument 26 to stone monument 28 on a direct line, 
nning from 26 to 27 and thence to 28, as it now 
That the tract of land thus excluded from the 

« the lines as above be ceded to the city of Hot Springs, 

rt of Reserve avenue and to be used for street 

by the city without change of the 


AT HOT SPRINGS, ARK. 


reservation 
changed so as to 


at 
run 
in- 


does : 


accepted 
boundary line of said avenue. 

WILLIAMS. 
nation I will demand a second. This bill just donates 
wn certain land for street purposes? 

ROBINSON. I can not hear the gentleman, Mr. Speaker. 

WILLIAMS. Does this bill simply donate to the city- 

ROBINSON. It does not donate anything. This bill 
hanges the line of one street in the city of Hot Springs. 
de necessary because it is on the reservation and is un- 

mtrol of the Interior Department. The bill 
y the Interior Department, the War Department, and 
uusly reported by the Committee on Public Lands. The 
tendent of the reservation writing about the bill says, 
ther things, “the bill is all right and will materially 
both the reservation and the street.” 

WILLIAMS. What it does, then, is simply to give per- 
to take some more of the reservation for an addition 
reet? 

ROBINSON of Arkansas. 
ves the line of the street. 
the city of Hot Springs. 


opposite 





No, sir; it does not do that. 
It straightens out a crooked 
It is intended to beautify the 


WILLIAMS. 
reet to the reservation and some of the reservation to 


ROBINSON of Arkansas. No, sir; under the amendment 
dopted the line of the reservation is not changed. 

WILLIAMS. If it does not touch the reservation or take 
the reservation, what has the Federal Government to 


OBINSON of Arkansas. The gentleman from Missis- 
understand the street on the reservation is part of the 
on, So it is not affected except as to one side of the 
does change the line, but does not take anything off 
tion, 
NRY of Texas. Does not broaden it? 
‘OBINSON of Arkansas. No; it straightens out the 
ie street runs from stone monun#tent 26 to stone monu- 
and then to stone monument 28, and this bill merely 
; it out and runs the line direct from stone monument 
e monument 28 on the reservation. 
VILLIAMS. Then, as I understand, it does as I 
OBINSON of Arkansas. 
ught. 
LLIAMS. It straightens the street and, by straighten- 
all the street now being upon the reservation, the 
ent takes some land now in the street over to the bal- 


I do not know what the gen- 


at Hot | 


ECORD—HOUSE. 


ance of the reservation and takes some of the balance of the 
reservation over for the new street. 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkans: Well, I do not think th is 


true, because it provides that the southern boundary line sl! 
not be changed. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Does it change the northern boundary line? 
Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes, sir 


Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘Then, in changing it, of course it takes in 
some more land, does it not? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes, sir: but the whole street 
is on the reservation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then, if the whole of the 1 is on the 
reservation, it takes in some more of the reser 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. I am utterly unable to under- 
| stand what the gentleman is driving at. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I was trying to arrive at the connection 
between the bill and the Federal Government. Now, if I un- 
derstand, the whole street is upon the reservation? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Yes, sir. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. And the interest the Federal Government 
has in it is this, that without the consent of the Federal Gov- 

| ernment the line of the street can not be changed so as to go 
upon some part of the reservation not now in the street? 

Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. That is what I have been asking and try- 
ing to ascertain. I have no objection to the bill at all, and I 
withdraw the demand for a second. 

The question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, 


reservation | 
to } 
purposes | 


Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of obtaining 


is recom- | 


And in doing that, of course, it gives some | 


two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the bill was passed. 
FORT BRADY MILITARY 
Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
and pass the bill S. 2801, which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


RESERVATION, SAULT STE. MARIE, MICH. 


rules 





An act (S. 2801) to withhold from sale a portion of Fort Brady Mill- 
tary Reservation, at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 

Be it enacted, etc., That that portion of the military reserv mn 
known as Fort Brady, in the city (late village) of Sault Ste. Marie, in 
the State of Michigan, bounded on the north by that part of Water 
street adjacent to the Government park, on the east by Brady street n 
the south by Portage avenue, and on the west by Bingham ay e, 
and the same is hereby, reserved from sale under the authority of e 
act of Congress authorizing the sale of Old For Brady, ap] d 
July 8, 1886, and that the same be set apart for a site for a c 
building at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

A second not being demanded, the question was taken; and, 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
pended and the bill was passed. 

COUNTY OF CLINTON, IOWA. 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 18330) entitled “An act transferring 
the county of Clinton, in the State of Iowa, from the northern 
judicial district of Iowa to the southern judicial district of 
lowa.” 








The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa moves to sus- 
pend the rules and pass the following bill, which the Clerk will 

| report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the county o e St I : 
be, and the same is hereby, transferred tl ' ] dis 
trict of the United States circuit and courts f St ‘ 
Iowa to the southern judicial district of the United St d 
districts courts of the said State of Iowa, and that the 1 cou f 
Clinton be, and the same is hereby, made a part of the Daven, d 
sion of the said southern judicial district of low 

Sec. That all civil process issued against persons resident 
said county of Clinton and cognizable before the Un is ' . 
shall be made returnable to the courts, respectively, to . d at the 
city of Davenport, Iowa, and all prosecutions for tenses « mitted in 
said county of Clinton shall be tried in the appropriate United States 
courts at the city of Davenport, lowa: Provided, 'T) ’ 
sued or prosecution commenced or suit instituted before the pa 
this act shall be in any way affected by the provisions here 


The SPEAKER. Is there a second demanded? 
No second being demanded, the questl 1 was taken: nd (two- 


thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were susp ed, 
and the bill was passed. 
HOMESTEADS TO NATIVES OF ALASKA 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus] ! 3 
and put upon its passage the bill (S. 5557) « tled \r t 


authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 
to the natives of Alaska.” 

The SPEAKER. 
suspend the rules and pass the 
will report. 


The gent in trom 


follow 


ing bill, 
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Sn ea eS soe ene | 7 — : 
( read as follows Had the State of Michigan alone been benefited throu ity 
: r} the £ ry of the Interior is hereby au- | development by the great work accomplished, there woul, — 
I n his discretion and under such rules as he | ably now have been no reason for asking relief at th . 
be aaa Seen a kimo of full or m cal sot | Of Congress; but a brief résumé will serve to show it 
a anti Fi A district. and whe t the heed was only relatively benefited, and that the entire norther a 
21 years of , id t land so allott “d shall | e ti mn of the United States was to a greater or less deg 
. a aS ae " ps thea be’ Gon recipient of benefits from this work. While at first ¢], 
gmap wets shall have | 40d copper regions of the upper peninsula of Michigan wero 
7 ent the nonmineral land oceu- | rendered productive and their development made possible 
I rapidly other interests became involved, viz, the miners) ; 
‘ led? sources of northern Wisconsin and northeastern Minnesot» +ho 
ce! led, the question was taken; and (two- | yast pine regions of the same States, and very soon th a 
1 in faver thereof) the rules were suspended, | wheat fields of Minnesota and the Dakotas felt the influ of 
) the commerce over this waterway. Almost the entire i 
) STATES AGAINST THE STATE OF MICHIGAN. utput of the country, which built up to a great dee the 
. ND. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules wealth of Boston and other portions of New England. {! 1 
| (S. 2426) to provide for the settlement of the | Ofte which developed Cleveland, Erie (Pa.), and to some it 
d States vats st the State of Michigan for | Pittsburg, the great steel and iron interests of Milwaukee » 1 
tid State as trustee for the United States Chicago—all these were produced as the result of this . 7 
ra with St. Marvs Falls Ship Canal. Imigrants from the east to the northwest availed the ; 
KER. The gentieman from Michigan [Mr. Town- | °f it; supplies from New York, Pennsylvania, Ohio, | a, 
spend the rules and pass the following bill, | Hlinois, and Wisconsin, all were shipped up into the L Su 
ill report perior country to a large and constantly increasing extent til 
anil ain Galinere at the time the canal was turned over to the General G: 
“ae Phat upon the payment by the State of Michi ment the volume had increased with such rapidity and iely 
Treasury of the United States, the Attor1 a megnitude that it was difficult to realize the full measure of 
L reby, a ~ ee eas te | importance attained by and through the St. Marys Canal. 
the United States is complainant and the State of Then came in the vast lumber interests. Probably : er 
cE iquish all further claims agains bodies of timber were ever brought into use for the upbu ig 
ae ae hen 2 eS ae a veg Fall, | Of all the country tributary to the Erie Canal to the te 'y 
a in P (hat such payment is made within | in New York, Peansylvania, Ohio, Indiana, Hlinois, and all the 
ym the passage and approval of this act. ; States lying west of the same, than that which border upon or 
AREER Is a second demanded? lie adjacent to Lake Superior. Lumber cut from these ests 


LETT. I want to inquire if this bill is reported 






















( Yes, sir. It has been reported by th 
| e. 
he State of Michigan began as early as 1850 
to pon Congress some method of developing the vast 
nd grain resources of upper Michigan, north 
‘ n d Minnesota in a commercial way through the 
( Marys River, the outlet from Superior to 
iH \t that time Govern it lands were considered worth 
The only ethod of reaching that northern 
gh its waterways, and navigation was stifled, 
s t, becau the great and valuable products of 
‘© of such bulk and character that they could 
ly subjected to portage round the Falls of 
D N of advanced ideas and comprehensive pre- 
ist opportunities for the welfare of the 
e made ilable by a short canal and a loct 
ct i | let the e mmerce of the Great L KOS, 
through the Marys River. 
of State action upon the part of Michigan was 
ed, but in that early day it h » resol 
ji y or others that could ivailable b 
‘ to do this rhe zis spired by th 
f t n, memo zed ra grant 
rs ose of this wo and t August 26, 
d, appropriating to Michigan 7 rcres of land 
‘ s It was the most judicious grant from the 
( ever made. The State took up the trust under 
triction, used the land, and accomplished the pur- 
canal became operative about 1855, and frem that 
Ll un was operated by the State of Michi- 
L Of wenty-seven years. 
t 1 the . people was probably ever man- 
h sk l and beneficial results as this one. 
S t in the disposal of the lands which were 
hanged for the construction of a finished canal 
» charges for toll through the canal were kept to 
of expenditure in care and m 
d, charged by the State with its ma j 
lar 1al expenses. The st 1d- 
( such a meager salary as furnished con 
f The collector, employed only during the 
vigation, always served at a compensation that 
be regarded as small for an ordinary clerk in the 
I) t nts here. The toll was thus reduced to a very mini- 
he commerce passing through the canal. The diffi- 
hazardous, work of maintenance and repair 
d in expense to the lowest possible sum, and during 
enty-seven years of the upbuilding of a great freight- 
ess the State of Michigan as a government never 
] 1a dollar by reason of its trust. 


was distributed over the entire northern half of the country 
as far west as the Rocky Mountains, to a greater or less d 
But along about 1880 the great increase in the use of this al, 
the improvements in widening and deepening the St. Cl flats 
near Detroit and the St. Marys River below the canal 
necessary & new and marked departure from the compar 
limited capacity of its original construction. This was 
nized by the people of all the States involved in the lak: 
ing trade, and it was unselfishly recognized by the St of 
Michigan. Exercising the mere trust in the premises, ; 
probably not within the constitutional power of the State of 








Michigan to levy taxes upon its inhabitants and property to 
construct a greater and enlarged canal and locks. It was t, 
stri speaking, a State work. The State had merely acted 
as ee for the General Government. It could not j r 
the diversion of funds from its own people to improve or f 
tate the operations of a matter in which it was a trust id 
in which other States (in faet a large portion of the | ed 
States) were being relatively benefited, and yet the co ns 


imeree required a forward movement. 

Having benefited a penny and having unselfish! 
ried on and executed its trust, Michigan, through its legis! s 
proposed to put the canal back into the hands of the General 
Government, which alone had the means and power to deal 
with the situation in a way commensurate with its importanee. 

Had the General Government surrendered all claim of tl 
State to the property in question, the State might then |! 
proceeded to create a great improvement which would | 
been to it and to its citizens a financial success as a 
| making institution, but no such thing was contemplated 
moment by the State, nor was the United States Gover 
through its oflicers in charge of the improvements up 
Great Lakes, in sympathy with such a course, and Congr‘ had 
it been proposed, would undoubtedly have been met at 
the united forces of all the other States immediately be 
and properly so. Moreover, St. Marys River is a Feder n 
fact, an international—stream. Without, therefore, putt!) n 


never 





any bill for its great care and meritorious services, without 
asking for a dollar for remuneration for the execution of |ts 
trust in the commendable way already set forth, it was d vd 
to turn over to the General Government the work as if was, 11 
excellent condition. Even the teols that had been use: e 
surrendered, and the money which had been collected and w: 
then on hand, amounting to about $68,000, was also read) ‘ 
turned over, when called for by the General Government, 
part of the assets of the canal and of the trust. ae 
A proviso was made in the resolution of the Michigan 

lature that money should be devoted to the construction 

a dry dock, which was then greatly needed for the bet 
commerce in that region, none of any consequence being 

able nearer than Detroit or Chicago, and navigation in the upper 
| ends of Lakes Huron and Michigan and in all Lake Superior 








ubject at all times to greater or less difficulty and dan- 
ie vessel interests. 


to the app: 


r 
to the rceneral 


federal Government accepted and took over the canal. | competent ju 


no attention to the proviso of the Michigan legislature 
an appeal to its generosity. It never constructed any 
k, and, what is more, it never called for the money. Had 


a private individual or corporation submitting a trust to | 
» involving twenty-seven years of continuous exercise of | 


function, but leaving for eighteen years thereafter what 


eft of the trust in the hands of a trustee without ealling 


it would have probably been conceded in any court of 
it the trustee was entitled to retain the funds thus left 
hands, and such undoubtedly was the construction of the 
placed upon it by the Michigan legislature in 1897, after 
y had lain in the treasury of Michigan for fifteen years, 
uch legislature passed the resolution transferring this 
» the general fund of the State. In fact, however, not un- 

it 1901 was any such claim made, and none would proba 
er have been made had it not been for the mistaken sense 
upon the part of a resident of Sault Ste. Marie, who 


‘the attention of the Attorney-General to the existence of | 
| and suggested that the State be called upon for the | 


1d that Congress devote it to the purpose of construct 


irine hospital, which was very much needed at that | 


Iiaving thus been stirred up, the Government decided to 
| of the State authorities the fund in question and 
| its right of ownership of the same. 
even a consideration upon which lawyers were not 
agreed as to whether it was a trust at all. In other 
whether the terms of the act of Congress appropriating 
tate of Michigan the 750,000 acres of land were not 
| grant to that State for its own State improvements. 
rly was this question debated that the State so claimed 
nswer to the bill in equity, filed by its attorney-general, 
m these lines the case was decided by the United States 
Court in favor of the Government. Upon various 
of the lawyers of the Department of Justice, the in- 
n this fund during all these years would reach some 
‘tween thirty and fifty thousand dollars, depending 
t theory the court might decide was the proper one 
But at the very outside figure the amount of this 
which Congress is now asking to relieve the State 
ng, in case the Supreme Court should hold in favor 
Government, for the twenty-seven years the State was 
and managing this ‘canal, would not be an allowance 
te of more than $2,000 per year for what it did. 
United States and the world at large had received 
ble benefits from that work, without any effort, with- 


1 a shadow of concern, without sweating a hair, with 
ig being ruffled. But Michigan, which took upon 
carried the burden, accomplished the work and de 


merit and the gratitude of the entire country for 
‘ul performance of its duty, is now pursued by the 
nt of the United States to the last pound of flesh 
drop of blood. 


‘ 
} 
i 


he terms of the proposed bill it is required to pay over 
y on hand, and if this bill should not be passed and 
rt should hold in favor of the Government on this ques 
interest, it would be required and exacted that it 
actually pay for the privilege of rendering such a 
to civilization. 
course is not in keeping with the character of the 
Government, which has ever been broad, generous, and 
1 dealing with its people and with its States and 
es, Without regard to the merits of their claims. 
lowest rate of computation adopted by the commis- 
10 made the computations in this case, it would be 
re than $1,000 per year to the State for the twenty 
s of its service as trustee, and this does not take into 
ll the expenses of its attorneys in defending it thus 
litigation which has been to some extent expensive. 
may be claimed and stated that the Government, 
ts attorneys in the Department of Justice, went to the 
horities before beginning the litigation, with an offer of 
of the claim upon the basis of receiving just the 
f the sum involved, and it may be charged to the dis- 
of the State that it did not agree upon such a basis. 


this situation confronted them. An attorney-general of 
te had expressed the opinion that the act of Congress con 

ctual grant to the State, and there was no trust in 

!, and that the State had perfect title to the money in ques 
nd naturally it followed that the payment of any portion 
would be an act of injustice. Under such circumstances 
r the governor nor the State board of auditors felt that it 
be proper for them to go contrary to such an opinion and 


} 


l< 


other words, as proper 


| they could 


hands and 


be a just 


as to attem 


not s 


ak 


1) 
pt 


and 


Nearly fifty 


Thes 


| the peo] nd pi 
| the af e, and 
| reasons wr the 
obtai in offi 
i th u le] ul 
| that t rfe 
pr ‘ 
| it on ¢ ‘equ 
: d that 
| that i { rt 
disposal, and th court 
i them: in other words. 1 
might seem to be very ‘le 
but after a n ent’ ns 
me hers of the Ji li ry 
| reflect that the 1 t 
claimed for a long ] 
stances as re h 
draw interest, j } 
in be clair l z t] 
without express 
| State, and such othe sf 
taining to equity ji ul 
| These, and these only, a 
| But it is clearly true th 
| based upon the purely pu 
| Congress ought to hold M 
| turn and demand ¢ y las 
anything for the great an 
and operated f t { 
|} Surate, at least with the 
for a less per 
charge. Tl ‘ S 
I \ er to ‘ ' lye 
| of strict right to tl 
sovereign will S 
it? qu ST i wT \ 
clearly unjust: Ww 
f ( ig, that q ( 
Congres 
Let us » a \ 
ceiving a great | { 
| improvement ay 
l which it ov (0.000 
lof $1.25 I 
i the hands of a lesser cor] 
ing this work and go ay 
| for without let or ! l 
as trustee, should honestly 
foot of the land for the I 
| and then ed for a p 
| the improvement to the ¢g 
| corporation, according to tl 
trus $ sul i ex 
| of prosperit 1 s 
| the larger corpo! shy 
| of the trustee corporation 
} rs. vithout « hor ny 
| upon the trustee for th 
law, and then say, in addit 
| during this eighteen years 
whatever for your s¢ 
| active service in my 
money during the eighteen 
| the money. 
What would be ] chit 
| would be the feeling of t! 
| would be the 0] on t 
| transaction? ‘This is 1 
| court can pass upon the } 
according to the rules of 
of public opinion id wil 
i not, in good conscience ane 
| upon this question and de 
the case. In other words, 


e proc ee ling 
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Mich , after the decision of the demurrer in this case, pro- 
ceeded to answer and set up what they did, and make a charge 
or ¢l 1 for compensation for the services of the State as 
trustee during these periods, it is quite possible that a different 
case in equity would be presented to the court. Not having | 

wh that, however, is it not entirely possible that we can 


itle that matter here and now without further troubling the 
court, and upon a proper and reasonable basis? 


lL have said that the State of Michigan conceived, brought 
forth, and reared to the highest degree of usefulness a great 
national—yea, international—improvement, and without profit | 
to herself. If, instead of administering the affairs pertaining 


to the construction and operation of the canal during more than 
a quarter of a century, through a board composed of men of 
highest business and moral integrity, who received not a dollar 
as compensation, she had paid these men what their services 
were worth and what she had a right to pay them, the State 
would not only not have had a fund to turn over to the Federal 
Government, but larger tolls would have been imposed upon 
the country’s commerce. When the State turned over the 
canal was employing but twenty men. 
the number was increased, and in 1905 about 100 men were 
employed. Economy and integrity were Michigan’s watchwords, 


it 


and her trust was surrendered unblemished by even the taint | 


of fraud, corruption, or incompetency. 

When she undertook the work, in 1852, the prophecy of the 
stupendous commerce of the future was but an annual traffic 
of about 12,000 tons, which by portage was carried around St. 
Marys Falls. Michigan turned over to the country and 
humanity more than one and one-half millions of tons in 1881, 
which had been gathered not largely from Michigan industries, 
but from the fields and forests and mines of the Northwest and 
earried not to the citizens of Michigan, but more generally to 


the manufacturing cities of Lake Erie and the farther East. 
That one and one-half millions of tons has now increased to 
over 50,000,000 tons. Down over the highway whose founda- 


tions Michigan laid there has been carried since 1855 about 


$5,000,000,000 worth of products to enrich the world and con- | 


tribute more than any other one thing to the progress and pros- 
perity of the United States. 

In view of this great benefit which Michigan brought to our 
people; of the economy and integrity with which the trust was 
executed; of the fact that the State, as expressed in the act 
transferring the canal to the Federal Government, expected that 
a dry dock would be built within her borders; of the fact that 
the parties to the transfer in 1883 evidently intended that not 
even the principal of the canal fund should be turned over and 
that no demand was made for more than eighteen years; of the 
fact that the Federal Government never pays interest on a claim 
and can not rightfully collect interest from a State without the 
consent of the legislature of a State—in view of all the equities 
in the case I most earnestly urge the passage of this bill. 

No second being demanded, the question was taken; and two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 


BRIDGE ACROSS TALLAHATCHIE RIVER. 


Almost immediately | 
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Mr. SPIGHT. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
pass the bill (H. R. 18489) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, 
Miss. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. | 


Spicutr] moves to suspend the rules and pass the following bill, 
which the Clerk will report. 





The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the board of supervisors of Tallahatchie 
County, State of Mississippi, a municipal corporation under the laws 
P { State of Mississippi, its successors and assigns, be, and they 

‘ authorized to construct, maintain, and operate a wagon 
bi approa s thereto, across the Tallahatchie River at or 
ne io in Tallahatchie County, in the State of Missis- 
sit i cordance with the provisions of the act entitled “‘An act 
{ the construction of bridges over navigable waters,’ ap- 
i iM 23, 1906. 

hat the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 


pre ved 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
No second being demanded, the question was taken; and two- 


thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the bill was passed. 
CERTIFICATES OF NATURALIZATION. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 18718) to validate certain cer- | 
tificates of naturalization. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves to 


nd the rules and pass the following bill, which the Clerk 
will report. 


suspe 


| seal 


| of the immigration bill of 1903 it was provided that ever, 








The Clerk read as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That naturalization certificates issued a 
act approved March 3, 1903, entitled “An act to regulate the j; 
tion o& aliens into the United States,” went into effect, whic 
show that the courts issuing said certificates complied with the , 
ments of section 39 of said act, but which were otherwise 
issued, are hereby declared to be as valid as though said « 
complied with said section, but shall not be by this act furt}, 
dated or legalized a 
Sec. 2. That all the records relating to naturalization, aj] 
tions of intention to become citizens of the United States, and 
tificates of naturalization filed, recorded, or issued prior to 
when this act takes effect in or from any court having a cle; 
shall for all purposes be deemed to be and to haye pee 
filed, recorded, or issued by a court with jurisdiction to »; 
aliens, but shall not be by this act further validated or legali, 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. I ask unanimous consent {},; 
second may be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The centio. 
man from New York [Mr. BENNET] is entitled to twenty 
utes and the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wuira.s 


twenty minutes. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I understand that the « ntle- 
man from Mississippi desires an explanation of the bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Indeed, I do. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, this bil! is jn 


two sections, and is necessary in order to cure two defects grow. 
ing out of our present system of naturalization. By section 29 
court 
naturalizing an alien should insert in the certificate the fact 
that the man had been examined as to whether he had been an 
anarchist or not. If the insertion was not made, the certificate 
was void. The State courts throughout the country, not being 
officially notified of this requirement, almost uniformly failed 
to insert the proper words in their certificates, and every day 
they are getting here in the State Department certificates of 
naturalization issued since that law was passed which do noi 


| contain that language on their face, and therefore, by the 
terms of the law, are yoid. It simply means that lots of young 


men from Germany and Ireland and Scotland, and such places 
as that—more particularly France and Germany, where they 
have the military service—can not go back and visit their 
homes, because they will be liable to military service and can 
not get a passport. 

The second section of the bill relates to courts where they 
have been naturalizing on the theory that they were entitled 
to naturalize. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. How many of these cases exist, say, 
in the city of New York? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
of New York as in other places. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. In the State? 

Mr. BENNETT of New York. I suppose thousands through- 
out the country. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 


Well, not so many in the city 


How many came under your notice’? 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Not very many, because in the 
city of New York the courts keep up with the law; but in the 
rural parts, where the work is done by the county courts and 
where they were unadvised, because the business is not sullicient 
to have kept acquainted with the laws, a great many. ‘The 





second section 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Then what is the purpose of the bill? 


Mr. BENNET of New York. The purpose of the bil! is to 
enable the Department of State, .which asks for this l, to 


issue passports to hundreds of men who are really e 
entitled to passports, but who have their naturalization cer- 
tificates returned to them because they are void under tli 
although the men are entitled to naturalization and have « 
plied with every requirement of the law. The fault has been 
with the courts. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. If such certificate is valid on its face, it 
is recognized by the State Department without questi 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I think if my colleague had heen 
here when [ started to explain he would have underst: 


| under the laws the certificates are not valid on their f: nd 


that is just the trouble, because the law says they mu 
on their face the language called for by section 3, 
do not have that language, and therefore they are in\ 
Mr. HEPBURN. Why is it not the easier method | to 
a court and secure now proper certificates, if those the 
have become invalid under the law? 
Mr. BENNET of New York. In answer to the gen n 


from Iowa I will say that in hundreds and thousands 0 - 
the people never know that their certificates are Invi! i 
a number of States the children of an alien can not in! J ; 


real property, and a man may have lived and voted a 











Mi 


BENNET of New 


CRUMPACKER. 


r. BENNET 


i 


CONGRESSIONAL 


and 


he impression that he was a naturalized citizen, 


will not be able to take his real property on his death, | 


| never know anything about this naturalization law. 


EPBURN. What does the bill do? Does it validate | 
i certificates or repeal the law? 
NNET of New York. It validates those invalid cer- 


so far as that particular provision is concerned. 
‘ROSVENOR. I want to ask the gentleman from New 
question on the same line. In reading the bill hastily, 
urred to me whether it does not validate the future 
f naturalization papers which are alike invalid upon 
ce, and whether naturalization papers hereafter will 
to be corrected in that way? 
-ENNET of New York. It was not the intention. 
GROSVENOR. It certainly could not have been.the in- 
1 would like to have the bill and eall attention to it 
Now, the first section provides: 
ralization certificates issued after the act approved March 


ititled “An act to regulate the immigration of aliens into 
| States,’ went into effect, which failed to show that the 


ing said certificates complied with the requirements of sec 
said act, but which were otherwise lawfully issued, are 
ired to be as valid as though said certificates complied 
tion, but shall not be by this act further validated or 


RENNET of New York. That is, having no other effect. 
RONYNGE. The bill clearly applies to that which has 
re occurred. The language all in the past tense, 
refore could be construed only to relate to cases occur- 
or to the passage of the bill. 
GROSVENOR. ‘That all relates to naturalization cer- 
already given. It is not drawn exactly the same way 
second section. I suppose a fair construction of it is 
nly applies to those already issued that did not comply 
tion 39. 


is 


York. As to the second section, Mr. 
r, courts all over the Union have been naturalizing aliens, 
to some of them there has been a question as to their 
The State Department has information that there 
een 60,000 and 70,000 persons now voting in the United 
‘who are believed to be entitled to vote under the idea 
ey are citizens, who are deemed to be citizens, but who 
valid certificates because of the failure of the jurisdic- 
the court. 
CRUMPACKER. I understand that the defect in the 
lization comes from the lack of information on the part 
court that the law of 1903 went into operation upon its 
and that the courts throughout the country were pro- 
with the ordinary blank certificates of the old form, and 


nued to use them without any investigation of the change 


iw. 
BISNNET of New York. Exactly. 
And that this bill is designed to vali- 
he certificates that were issued under those circumstances. 
of New York. Exactly. 
CRUMPACKER. And the Department of State recom- 
the enactment of legislation. 
BONYNGE. If the gentleman will pardon me, not the 
tment of State, but the commission that was appointed 
President to make recommendations for the revision of 
ites, which upon their face are invalid because of this 
mn required by the act. 
BENNET of New York. And the passport bureau in the 
tment of State, which has to deal with this question, rec- 
ids the legislation. 


CRUMPACKER. I have no doubt that there are a num- 


ustances of this sort in the district which I have the 
to represent. I think the bill ought to pass. 
HIINSHAW. These omissions were in reference to the 


us which the judge should ask the applicant in regard to 

tude of mind toward the Government—his moral char- 

nd so forth? 

BENNET of New York. The judge may have asked the 
but the law went further and said that must appear 

face of the certificate. 

HINSHAW, 

turalization 


of a gentleman who went abroad, and who 


liculty while there, because his passport was not prop- | 


de out. 
hereafter. 
BENNETT 


And this will probably remedy any such diffi- 


of New York. Yes. This bill validates thos: 


tes which were otherwise lawfully issued, but which | 
to show that the courts issuing them complied with the | 


nents of the act. 
LOUDENSLAGER. Does this first section seek to make 
the naturalization papers hereafter issued? 





naturalization laws does recommend the validating of the | 


I have in mind a case where I assisted in | 


Mr. BENNET of New York. No. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Where in the law is that prol 

Mr. BENNET of New York. It relat entirely to t 
and of course could not speak for the future . 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It could by pealing the } \ ' 
of the other law. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. But it does 1 re 1 tl 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. It would unless ther O : 
here to the contrary. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Not at all. It is just a validat 
ing section. It leaves the other section in force It is all in 


the past tense. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Would it not be well to sert 1 
line 3, section 1, between the word “ certificates ” l word 
“issued,” the word “ heretofore? ” 

Mr. BENNET of New York. If it was not for the word 
“were” in line 8, it might be, but I do not think it is either 
necessary or advisable. It says, “but which were otherwise 
lawfully issued,” and you can not use the word “were” in 


reference to the future. 

I yield to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] such t 
as he may require. 

Mr. MANN. 


I introduced the original bill for which this bill 
was introduced by the committee as a substitute. The bill that 
1 originally introduced has reference to the matters referred to 
in section 2 of this bill. It developed two or three years ago 
that in the city of Chicago the criminal court of Cook Cou 
had issued between 20,000 and 30,000 certificates of naturaliz: 
tion. The law on the subject of naturalization provides tha 
naturalization papers may be issued in a court of common-law 
jurisdiction. The criminal court of Cook County is urt o 
criminal jurisdiction, presided over by judges assigned to 


from other courts of common-law jurisdiction. Whether it is 
technically a court of common-law jurisdiction has never been 
definitely settled by any authority, and doubt arose as to 
whether that court was a court of common-law jurisdiction 
Hence they ceased issuing naturalization certificates. I hay 
been informed that the same condition of affairs occurred 
St. Louis. It certainly exists in some of the other large citi 

the country. So there were in our own county between 20,000 
and 30,000 certificates of naturalization issued by a court 
purported to have full jurisdiction; papers accepted by people 
who assumed that they were citizens, who still consider the 
selves citizens, many of whom are still voting as citizens. P 
ably not one of them has ever been informed that there is any 
doubt about the legality of his certificate of natural 


They complied with all the provisions of the law. 
The criminal court is a court of equal jurisdiction, so far as 

its standing is concerned, with any of the other 

could issue certificates of naturalization; and the sec 

of this bill is simply to provide that as to the question of juris 

diction a court which has acted in this matter shall be consid 

ered to have had jurisdiction. 


courts which 


md section 





It has been asked here, can not these persons go into court 
and each one of them have it corrected? That would involv 
new applications for citizenship in each case, and that of itsel 
would be an acknowledgment that the party was not a ‘ 
before, and would render him liable to prosecution for illega 
yoting, or possibly for perjury; and the only fair method by 
which this can be corrected, both as to these people and as 
their heirs in case the question of citizenship comes here 
after in descent of real estate, is by the passage of a cor 
act such as this. 
| Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is it not true that a large majority of 
| the holders of this kind of certificates do not know, as a matt 








of fact, that there is any defect in them, and probably never wi 

know it? 

| Mr. MANN. The gentleman is right. I do not suppose t 

| one-tenth of 1 per cent of those who have been 1 

| the criminal court in Cook County have ever know 

question has arisen about it. It has not been advert 

| city. There is no oceasion for disturbing thx eo! 

| clerk of the court two or three years ago cal to t | 
that the court ought to stop issuing natui | 
was the one who first prepared the bill which | 

| originally on the subject. 

| Mr. GARRETT. I would like to ask th 

practice still goes on? I do not mean in t genth S 

| but I mean generally. 

| Mr. MANN. I think generally the } s b stopped 

| that is my information, that when the qu nm was sed as 

to the jurisdiction the practice ceased. It is not certain, how 

lever, that the court dees not have common-law jurisdiciton 


Che matter has never 


will be. 


been definitely settled and perhaps never 
These people in good faith have attempted to become 
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( , and have adopted all the methods and have followed | Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Yes. Mr. Speaker, } \ 
{ ia irse prescribed by Congress, and certainly in no | say about the bill that it has the unanimous report of = 
‘ t their fault that there is any trouble about it. mittee on Insular Affairs. - 
. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I demanded a second for the The SPEAKER. The Clerk will read. 
ry an explanation as to the object of the bill. The Clerk read as follows: 
it seemed to me at first blush be rather dangerous legisla hd 1m 
L l . . to 2 R : l Me us | ‘6 Be it enacted, etc., That the Secret: ary of War be, and he zc 
{ [ ve ¢ o th mclusion after the explanation has | empowered, subject to the restrictions and under the conditio: os 
by i 1 o the House that the bill is all right: but it does | after mentioned, to authorize the construction, extension, . 
show a rather dangerous condition of things in the country at | tamemee ‘gr any wharf, pier , dolphin, boom, weir, breakwater, 
‘ { T+ ; Sv Nae . sania : ; a . _| DuiKhead, jetty, or other structure on any of the lands belong ty 
i ws that for three years the courts of the | United States which underlie the harbor areas and navigalh ce 
muntry | e not been obeying the laws of the country by cer- | and bodies of waters in or surrounding Porto Rico and the is 1. 
j YT } re £ , > j ; ao i " "oO vi } P - 
tifying to what they ought to have certified in naturalization | J#¢ent thereto and the filling in and dredging of such lands. 
ae ae ae : : . See a / ce : Sec. 2. That the word person,” as used in this act, sha 
certificates, But for the fact tl property rights are involved, strued to import either the singular or the plural, as the case 
lained by the gentleman from Illinois, I would insist that | and shall include individuals, municipalities, quasi municipal 
the bill ought not to be passed, that these people with invalid tions, CORPSES ORS, companies, and associations. . 
te . af : Sec. 3. That the powers granted in the foregoing section 
1 on certificates should go to the courts and take | gubiject. however. to the following restrictions: ; 
out new naturalization papers. But it seems to me, under all (a) No authorization to any person to construct, extend, or 1 in 
the circumstances, that property rights might be involved and | 22Y such structure shall continue for a longer period than id 
7 ; ok co ae oe cas ae ibl lor the | set forth in such authorization, and shall seovide that the G 
damage done to people who are not responstb e for the | of the United States or the government of Porto Rico shal . 
| \ in which the court business, over which they had | right at any time after the expiration of thirty years from th f 
‘ol, has been done. I have no objection to the passage | such authorization, and after three months’ notice, to take ; 
- care ‘ | structure from the owner thereof upon paying the value of e 
ol the Re SS aa ; : ; at the time it shall be so taken, and the amount paid shall not eed 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I yield one minute | the original cost of the same as may be fixed under paragraph () 
to 1 tleman from Colorado. hereof. In case the Government of the United States or th: 


Man 
as = adam ‘ ment of Porto Rico should claim that the value of the net 
\ re) Y + linea widen nrrod » state- . : : ‘ alue of the struct 
i NYNGE. Mr. speaker, I desire to corr ct om state seized and taken is less than its original cost, the extent of « 
] e by the gentleman from Mississippi. He stated, as I | tien or diminution from the original value shall be determined 
understood him, that the practice has been in existence for anes or. Comenaten = og me =e s, two of ——— shall b d 
Guxrs radr Tha Fanta % » weetifiontn acm isis - Vv 1e Government of the nited States or the government ‘ 
years. The defects in the certificate are defects that | pico and two by the owner of such structure. If the four 


























I red since the passage of the act of 1903, and there- thus chosen and appointed shall not be able to agree, they sh: aa 
f { ( _ for three years. | by mutual agreement a referee, whose decision shall be final, 1 no 
Ir. WI MS. 19 39 e » ger ian is rig | case shall the amount to be paid exceed the original cost as fixed ler 
v3 UI \ : Rs, cain Then the entleman is right. I the provisions of said paragraph (f). If the four members t} en 
t ( d that it was 1893. ot Se and appointed are unable by mutual agreement to select a refer: en 
*. BONYNGE. I agree with the gentleman from Missis- the Chief of Engineers of the United States Army shall be th eree 
° ‘ . an i lacisio ehs he final ’ 
1 this respect, that as it becomes necessary to pass this | #24 his decision shall be final. . 
. ; oro ae tl ae Ye : . I : =a All authorizations granted by the Secretary of War for any such 
ae} strates clearly to my : mind the necessity tor the | struction, extension, or maintenance . 
| sage f the general naturalization bill now pending before (b) Shall be subject to alteration, amendment, or repeal by ¢ 
{ ry Applause. (c) Shall provide that the wharfage fees and charges for \ 
: S . és bs a) ic _ | passengers, and for goods loaded or discharged on, from, 
I ‘ a The question is on suspending the rules | any such structure, and for approach and entry to any such 
the bill. shall be no greater than are just, reasonable, and fairly rem : 
iol taken; and two-thirds having voted in favor | #"4 for that purpose shall at all times be subject to regu nd 
| = sided uspended. and the bill was passed | revision by the said Secretary of War; that such fees and ch | 
rules were suspended, and the Di was passed. | be the same for all persons, and all persons shall have equa { 
‘ { COMMITTEE TO INVESTIGATE ST. ELIZABETH ASYLUM. | 2Pproach, enter, and use the said structure, subject to such 
aa eee os See. i een ; | rules and regulations as the grantee thereof may establish, 
SPEAKER. The Chair is informed that the gentleman | rules and regulations shall be subject to revision by the § 
fi Tennessee [Mr. Pancrerr] is absent on account of sickness | ws r i sired 
} f : 1 ‘ — i , (d) That all necessary dredging in or in connection with t said 
j l ° WAS AD y1T »( a » » Mme ET's l ) | yl g 
iy: Hi is ipp inte 1 Ss one of the members upon structure, or the use thereof, shall be made by the grant > 
{ littee te ite the St. Elizabeth Asylum. If there | authorization: 
| } obiection, the Chair will substitute the name of Mr. | (e) That such authorization shall be null and void unless : 
\\ race for that of Mr. PApcerr } struction shall be commenced within one year from the da 
: . es - ol Mr. PADGETT. | authorization by the Secretary of War, and completed wit 
phere was no objection. | years from the date of such authorization, or within 
— i a ‘ a ea . . | periods as may be therein fixed: Provided, That the Secretary of V 
CTION AND EXTENSK OF ARVES OR z i | 3 : ae aoe ; 
; eee ee oe | may for due cause shown extend the time for the completion ot 
\ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend | construction for a reasonable period. 
, +4 te th : =) 4 ha uly verified accounts of expenditure for the cor 
I ss with amendments the bill g. 18502) to em- (f) That duly verific I 
i = Pegaes d ; * oe ; (H. R. 1 juev! dow becom extension, or impr nent of such structure shall be exhibited l 
, Secretary of War, under certain restrictions, to au- | filed with, the United States Army engineer at the city of S ) 
truction, extension, and maintenance of wharves, | P. R., who shall report to the Secretary of War the entire cos 
pier and other structures on lands underlying harbor areas | structure, extension, or improvement to be built under suc 
: eae eee oe Tons Od ae Ce ee a ee 
we Str Ams and bodies of waters In or surrounding | (g) That the said structure shall not be sublet, sold, tr 1, 
Porto Ri ind the islands adjacent thereto. | or assigned, nor shall the authorization therefor be grant: ld, 
Che ¢ ric | n the reading of the bill. transferred, or assigned without the consent of the Secretar; \ 
: Ny aaie«s. at a et nor in any case to a person engaged directly or Indirectly in 
UMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I understcod the motion | line of business in the same harbor area, navigable stream, « 
to | to pass the substitute. | water, and that any grant, subletting, sale, transfer, or assig i 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The j rag ass the bil] | Violation hereof shall be null and void. 
4 7 a nt Ther = — a ae co pass ce bill (h) That any and all vessels owned or chartered by the Tnited 
v the amendments. There is a substitute to the bill and | states Government shall in case of ahy emergency, or in time . 
dments to the substitute. | have prior right, free of charge, to the use of any such struc | 
rhe SPEAKER The 1 ti is > DASS » bi am « . ss | (i) Shall contain such further restrictions as the Se f 
ine + . \KRER. I he motion 1S to pass the bill as ame nded, War may see fit to impose therein. 
which is to strike out all after the enacting clause and insert a Sec. 4. That no such authorization by the Secretary of W 
s l tt be granted to any person unless the applicant therefor shall 
COOPER of Wisconsin ass 1S ; » et nish to the Secretary of War satisfactory proof either tha 
/ ‘ of W n : - And to pass the substitute with | it) is the owner or lessee of the approaches to the shore ¢ 
‘ ndments to the substitute. | proposed structure, with the right to use the same in co tion 
SPEAKER. Let the Chair see if the Chair understands | therewith, or that he (or it) is the owner of a franchise gr: 
+) \ | right to use said approaches in connection with such proj 
' ny IID e 1X17: : m . ‘ | ture. Every applic ation to the Secretary of War for any 
Ir. COOPER of Wisconsin. The Clerk was reading the sub- | thorization ‘shall be accompanied by plans and specifications 
stitut tructure, extension, or improvement, which said plans and 
e SPEAKER The Chair unders ; > oti . ations shall be submitted to, and approved by, the Chief 
the SPE \KER. The Chair und rstands the m tion of the | ecrs of the United States Army before the granting of 
zentleman to be to pass the bill, striking out all after the en-| authorization by the Secretary of War, “and such plans a ; 
acting clause and inserting a substitute for the bill with | cations shall not be deviated from in any such structure, ext 
amendments | improvement without the written consent, first obtained, of i 
ST eae ee : - | Chief of Engineers.”’ 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. With amendments to the sub- Src. 5. That nothing herein contained shall be so constr ) 
§ ite, | effect legal or equitable rights, if any, existing at the date 
The SPEAKER Tes: wi amel } ; . s+} , | proval of this act which were acquired by the government 
~ \RER. Yes; with amendments to the substitute. | Rico or any other party under any contract, lease, or lice 
Under that motion, in the opinion of the Chair, it is only neces- | construction, extension, improvement, or maintenance of 
read the enacting clause and the substitute with the | structure, granted by the United States authorities prior 1 
ndments to the substitute | Papel es Se ae. 
\ir. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, as I understand it, this sub- | The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of 
s s umended is the shape in which the bill comes from | tleman from Wisconsin to suspend the rules and pass 


the committee. in the nature of a substitute as amended. 
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uestion was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair two- | cation, in case they desire to plead 


plead guilty, to have their « 

iiving voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended | tried before the Fort Smith division of the court and en 

hill was passed. pleas of guilty. That only o« urs on 71 nntlic t 1 
lefe al ; ‘ “ase il vhich he ] =» The . 1 1 f 

SPOSITION OF USELESS PAPERS IN POST-OFFICES. defendant in a case in which he ha mm Grea 

of bond. The object of this pr able |] 
\VERSTREET. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the] who desire to plead guilty to d e 
1 | pass the bill (S. 2140) to authorize the Postmaster- | rapidly, so that they will not be 


( , dispose of useless papers in post-oflices, which I send 
and ask to have read. 


I i 
until the meeting of the court at Texar 
1 
read as follows: 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. It provide 
arrangement for the disposition of ca 
trict? 

Mr. FLOYD. That is all. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It has no refer 
the courts? 

Mr. FLOYD. It has no referen ( 
courts except in the western district of Arkan 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. It does not change tl 
the court, does it? 

Mr. FLOYD. In no way, except 
cerated in jail on his own application in a eriminal 
have his case disposed of at Fort Smith when he desi1 to 
guilty. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Fort Smith is in tl 

Mr. FLOYD. Yes. 


3 only 


ed, ete., That the Postmaster-General is hereby authorized 
te paper or otherwise dispose of the files of papers which 
ated or may hereafter accumulate in post-offices that are 


tiny ¢ 
in the transaction ot 


4 in ft 


current business and have no per 
e or historical interest, and pay the proceeds of said sales 


s postal revenues. 


‘AKER. Is a second demanded? 
d being demanded, the question was taken; and two- 
ving voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 


was passed. 


PRACTICE IN CERTAIN CASES IN WESTERN DISTRICT OF 
ARKANSAS. 

OYD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 

ill (H. R. 18828) to regulate the practice in certain 

; iminal eases in the western district of Arkansas, 





Mr. CRUMPACKER And so, as I said a 
! to the desk and ask to have read. : : coer ; 
f purpose 18 to provide a more conve t rere 
read as follows: : : : 
trial of cases at the several point 1 tl stl 
ed, ete., That in civil cases in law or equity, now or Mr. FLOYD. That is all. in ( 
ling, in either the district or circuit court of the United Now hows 1 thor 1 : 
either of the divisions of the western district of Arkansas, | “VOW, there is another provision of ( 
stipulation of the parties or their attorneys of record, | civil cases, which I desire to exp! r} 
i with the papers in the ease, in vacation or in term, |] yides that parties to civil suits in a of 
written order of the judge, signed and filed in the case, seer ict? : ots : : “ei +} 
or on the order of the court, duly entered of record, | Western istrict of Ark insas may ch oan 
transferred to another division of the district for final | division of the district to anot! by w l 
the event of such transfer, it shall be the duty of the | attornevs. so that the case mav be transferred { ( 
court in which such suit is pending to make out and t . ot r by c P the nartti for trial iy 
rtified copy of all the record entries in the case together o the other by consent of the parties for ti 


riginal papers in the case to the clerk of the court to Mr. CRUMPACKER. Is that from one district 





















one ( t} 
© transferred, for which he shall have such fees or from one division to another? 
d for making transcripts, and the sum of $2 addi Mr. FLOYD a iis des eiemanll 
osferring the same, to be taxed as costs and paid as Mr. ar . . = ms one —"s yah WU v , 
1 the case, and the clerk receiving such transcript and Mr. CRUMPACKER. Can not that d vi 
I 
shall file the same and the case shall then proceed to } law? 
n as other cases of like nature. a , a 5 : : 
rhat the defendants in criminal cases now or hereafter _Mr. FLOYD. No; it can not. [ will S ‘ 
district courts of the Harrison or Texarkana divisions | bill comes from the Committee on tl jud 
‘rn district of Arkansas and who are incarcerated at Fort | ynanimous report of that committee. I ¢ 
wait trial because of their inability to furnish bail and that Judge Ro ia etic Rl aad 
to plead “ guilty’ may, on their written motion showing lat vuase ix rs, who pre Sanew Vs _—" 
a in the case, in vacation, and upon the order | has given his sanction to the bill and in fact 
duly and filed in the case, have their cases trans The SPEAKER. The question is on susp rul 
be division of the western district of Arkansas, | , d 1s itis the bill ; 
it nay be had and sentences imposed as in other | #24 Passing the bil ; 
nat and prisoners bound over to answer to indict rhe question was ta Wd two-thirds \ r \ lavor 
Harrison or Texarkana divisions of the western district | thereof, the rules were suspended and the was 4 
for offenses committed in those divisions and who are ' 
the jail at Fort Smith, Ark., for inability to furnish FORT SHAW MILITARY RI tVATION, M 
» desire to plead “ guilty ”’ to such offenses, may on their J j ay : ; 
ns have their cases submitted to a grand jury of the Fort Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I move to s adi 
sion for indictment and final disposition in the courts of | rules and pass the bill (H. R. 17114) to provide f { 
n, or in proper cases may plead to informations filed in ; ’ per are tee a eats ' eae ; che ae 
t in said division and have their cases disposed of as | Uion under the public land AWS OF the lands in the % : 
if like nature when the offense was committed in the | Fort Shaw Military Reservation, Mont 
I th division. When a transfer is ordered, as provided in this The SPEAKER. The Clerk will 1 port the bill 
lerk shall make out and forthwith send a certified copy = ~ Thott pie eae Tea esa 
1 entries, together with the indictment and all the original fhe Clerk read as follows 
the clerk of the court to which such case is transferred, Be it enacted. ete That the § t { I 
file the same, and thereupon the case shall be_ proceeded | thorized to dispose of the 1 ed Fort § 
er cases of like nature pending in such court. For making | preservation. in Montana, ler the 
nscript and forwarding the same, together with the] and the public land ( hall 
rs in said case, the clerk of the court shall have the Pro ided. Chat he may erve f I 
: nm for making out transcripts, as now provided by | ges d nds in tor ) ' ’ 
$2 ditional, to be taxed and paid as other costs in like | meridian. as determined ‘ 
tion of section 2 lying south of Sun | 
SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? —_ oes ieee ee te 
mY m Tom ‘ : . oundary : re dea yu ie a ‘ . f 
CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, for the purpose of haying acaiaea the Secretary of ti Interior 1 .s irav 
xplained I will demand a second. therein needed in connection with é 
FLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent that a | visions of the oC Jame 50, 1005, | =e 
: use or disposi eunds 
iy be considered as ordered. ; ees 
SPEAKER. Is there objection. rhe SPEAKER. . Is . eo ae 
s no objection A second not being demanded, the question was ! 
Ty ER : ‘ ¢ "O- irds aving voted ir avor theres the rules y 
RUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I simply want an expla- (wwetere te ted in - * Cmereor) | 
: . : . der an » l as passed. 
of the bill. It would seem to provide on its face for | Pended, and the bill was pa 
ng the methods of court procedure in the western dis- SUBDIVISION OF LANDS ENTERED UNDER THE RECLAMATION 
f Arkansas. I would like to know to what extent it Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, I k to suspend 
r . . 4 . Viska sav. P + DOPE AAR ’ ais!i O SUS} ul 
hanges. Of course it would not do to have one kind pass the bill (H. R. 18536) providing for the 
* . : ° e ‘ - \. wo yt \ i i t 
procedure in one district and another kind in another ' eee aes ae 
if i : lands entered under the recl: tion act, and 
and if it makes a change of a general character, in my : : 
. MOSeCS 
t it ought 1 ) pass. ar ee a cas ' 
rT OV, ap had ; “cs rhe SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. | 
LOYD. Mr. Speaker, I will take pleasure in explaining The Clerk read as follows: 
to the gentleman from Indiana. In the western dis an s . ; si 7 RE i rs Sh, se ca Be it dal 
Arkansas there are three courts. One is situated at | 79 cree eicu area ‘than 40’ acres may be reasona ired 
na, one at Harrison, and one at Fort Smith. The jail] for the support of a family on lands t rrigated ler t vision 
entire district is at Fort Smith. This bill provides that | of the act of June 17, 1902, known as the reclamation lay 
- Pe Sgr . ae bf ; . . a lesser are: hs 0 acres as the minimum entry and 1 establish 
; who are incarcerated in jail in default of bail at Fort | ® lesser area than 4 ; 
\ 


farm units of not less than 10 nor more than 160 acres T) 
it may be necessary, for the purpose ] 


I of accurate description, to fur- 


1 on criminal charges may be permitted on their own appli- 
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the bdivide lands to be irrigated under the provisions of said reclama- 
tion t, the Secretary of the Interior may cause subdivision surveys to 
b ide by the officers of the reclamation service, which subdivisions 
s | rectangular in form, except in cases where irregular subdivi 
sic nay be necessary in order to provide for practicable and econom- 
ical igation Such subdivision surveys shall be noted upon the tract 
books in the General Land Office, and they shall be paid for from the 
reclamation fund 

Ss 2. That wherever the Secretary of the Interior, in carrying out 
the provisions of the reclamation act, shall acquire lands covered by a 
bona fide unperfected entry under the land laws of the United States, 
the entryman upon such tract may make another and additional entry, 









though the entry thus relinquished had not been made. 

SI 3. That any town site hertofore set apart or established by 
procl tion of the Vresident, under the provisions of sections 2380 
and 2 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, within or in 
the vicinity of any reclamation project, may be appraised and disposed 
of in accordance with » provisions of the act of Congress approved 
April 16, 1906, entitle “An act providing for the withdrawal from 
public entry of lands needed for town-site purposes in connection with 
irrigation projects under the reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and 
for other purposes;” and all necessary expenses incurred in the ap- 
praisal and sale of lands embraced within any such town site shall be 
paid from the reclamation fund, and the proceeds of the sales of such 





lands shall be covered into the reclamation fund. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 


Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I demand a second. 

Mr. REEDER. I move that a second be considered as or- 
dered. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani- 


mous consent that a second be considered as ordered. Is there 
objection? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. sefore I give unanimous 
would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas— 

The SPEAKER. This is for the ordering of a second. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I know, but before that is done I would 
like to if this has been considered by the Committee on 
Irrigation and is it a unanimous report? 

Mr. REEDBR. Yes, sir; and it is a unanimous report. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection. The gentle- 
man from Kansas is entitled to twenty minutes, and the gen- 
tleman from Iowa is entitled to twenty minutes. 


consent, I 


ask 


Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker, this bill has three purposes in 
view. 
Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, perhaps it will shorten my 


friend’s remarks. In the hasty reading of the bill it occurred 
to me that a few weeks ago we passed a bill covering precisely 
the same point as to sale of lands inside of town sites in these 
irrigation projects, and that a bill has already been passed 
covering that question. I would like to ask my friend if he 
has taken pains to compare the bill passed by the House a 
short while ago with that feature of the bill? 

Mr. REEDER. It was thought that we had passed a Dill 
that did cover this point, but the Department has held that that 
bill does not cover certain town sites that had been set apart 
previous to the passage of that bill, and this bill simply brings 
those three town sites under the provisions of the bill which 
we passed within a short time. 

Mr. LACEY. What is the status of the bill we passed? 


it gone through the Senate and become a law? 


Mr. REEDER. Yes, sir; it has become a law. 

Mr. LACEY. And this proposes to make further amendment? 

Mr. REEDER. This is simply to bring three town sites un- 
der the provisions of that law, which all thought at that time 
were under its provisions. 

Mr. LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman to read that 


part that enlarges the bill which we passed. 
Mr. REEDER (reading) : 


Sec. 5. That any town site heretofore set apart or established by proc- 












] mn of the President, under the provisions of sections 2380 and 
2581 of the Revised Statutes of the United States, within or in the | 
vicinity of any reclamation project, may be appraised and disposed of | 
in lance with the provisions of the act of Congress approved April 
1 1906, entitled “An act providing for the withdrawal from public 
‘ y of lands 1 led for town-site purposes in connection with irriga- | 
ti rojects he reclamation act of June 17, 1902, and for other 
I ‘a necessary expenses incurred in the appraisal and | 
s if lands embraced within any such town site shall be paid from | 
the reclamation fund, and the proceeds of the sales of such lands shall 
be covered into the reclamation fund. 

It makes exactly the same provision made in the bill passed } 
within the last fifteen days, except it applies to some town sites 
heretofore set apart, and it was supposed at that time that | 
these town sites were covered by the law passed less than | 


fifteen days from the present time, but the Department has held 
that that law does not cover these three town sites. 

I reserve the balance of my time. 

Mr. LACEY. [r. 
what the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. Reever] has 
iid. Some confusion arises owing to introducing a bill provid- 
g for reclamation and coupling with that bill 


or two to 


matters of 


‘urther provisions as to the disposition of public lands. 
bill to which the gentleman referred was reported, I think, by 
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Has | 





Speaker, I would only like to add a word | 


The | , ¥ 
| should be an actual settler upon the land, subject to the 





Ma ry 


’ 





the Committee on Public Lands at the request of the J) 


ment, in order to cover the very matters that seem to | ar 
braced in part now in the present bill. ’ 

Mr. REEDER. Mr. Speaker—— 

Mr. LACEY (continuing). By bringing in that featur: the 
bill over which the Committee on Irrigation has no lia 
tion, and coupling that with the proviso as to the disposit “of 
the proceeds, it leads to confusion and this duplication o; is- 
lation. et 

Mr. REEDER. Let me say—— 

Mr. LACEY. I presume either committee would baye ris- 


diction of this bill, but it has been so drawn as to pro for 
matters that are exclusively within the jurisdiction of the Public 
Lands Committee and other matters that are exclusively ji) +) 
jurisdiction of the Irrigation Committee. 

Mr. REEDER. I will say this particular part of the b 
drawn by the department, and they requested that our 
mittee insert it in this bill, which also covers two other | 

Mr. LACEY. What department? , 

Mr. REEDER. The Irrigation Department. 

Mr. LACEY. That is the trouble; the Irrigation Depart 
is attempting to make regulations as to the disposal of the 
public lands. They have no right to dispose of them, All the, 
have to do is to receive the proceeds of public lands and spend 
them in irrigation. The lands themselves must be disposed of 
by the Land Office and not by the Irrigation Bureau, which 
an entirely separate organization. I do not care to comp! 
this, but the two committees have been trying to get along | 
moniously, and there has been no effort on the part of the Com- 
mittee on Public Lands at any time to neglect preparing th 
necessary provisions as to the disposal of the domain that is 
inside of an irrigation scheme; but this confusion makes end- 
less trouble, where two committees are attempting to legislate 
on the same subject on separate lines and without consultation. 
Here comes a bill to amend that law within two weeks of the 
time that the bill has been passed at the request of the Irriga- 
tion Bureau, and from the Irrigation Committee, one that has 
nothing to do with the sale of public lands. 

Mr. REEDER. Let me say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
he stated to start with that he thought they had provided that 
these town sites should come within the former bill. The De- 
partment then decided that the law did not cover the three 
towns established previous to the passage of this town-site law, 
and in order to cover these towns the Irrigation Department 
suggested we put a provision in this bill which will accomplish 
what all thought was accomplished by the former bill when it 


in the 


( 














| was passed. 


Mr. LACEY. I can not see yet, Mr. Speaker, where there is 
any defect in the former law. 

Mr. REEDER. These town sites were laid out—— 

Mr. LACEY. Mr. Speaker, I think I understand this. The 
proceeds from the town sites were not specifically provided for 
as to going into the irrigation fund. 

Mr. REEDER. Except as to the three town sites that had 
been previously laid out on the Minidoka project in Idaho, it 
did fully provide. All thought that these particular town sites 
came under the law the same as any other town sites. The 


| Department held that they did not, and in order to provide for 
| that defect this provision was suggested by the Department 


Mr. LACEY. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
question? 

The SPEAKER. 


Mr. Speaker, I reserve the balance of my tile. 
Will the gentleman yield for a 


Will the gentleman from Kansas 


| REEDER] yield to the gentleman from Texas? 


Mr. REEDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As I understand your Dill, 
provides that these irrigable lands shall be sold in quantities 
not less than 10 acres and up to as high as 160 acres? 

Mr. REEDER. Yes, sir. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. 
the public domain in that way? ss 

Mr. REEDER. It is contemplated under these Irri¢ 
projects. Where they find that a man can not cultis 


Now, is it contemplated to * 


| neres, but can cultivate and care for 10 acres, the Depart 


has the privilege of reducing the farming unit to 10 aere $3 
hence a man can take 10 acres of this land to pay for the w: 
necessary to irrigate it and not be obliged to take 10 
Where it has been found impracticable for them to u0lize’ 
pay for so large a tract, in such cases they desire the priv! 
of making the farm unit less. And I will say, from my es 
ences in looking over those irrigation projects last year, I 
vored making the unit as low as 5 acres, but the comm! 
thought that 10 acres would be low enough. 


Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Does the bill provide that I 
10me- 











iws of the United States, to be entitled to a 10-acre sub- 


. REEDER. Yes, sir. On land that may be improved in 
oe sections by irrigation. For instance, in your country 
t] ‘e places where they can plant fruits, and 10 acres is 
as 1 as one man can handle profitably. 

age” STEPHENS of Texas. Suppose he has 160 acres under 
t] s now and has lived on it; he may have located upon 


thi }. Can he drop 80 or 100 acres? 
REEDER. He can if he so desires. 
‘SPHENS of Texas. He can not be forced to drop 
f it unless he chooses. 
EDER. 
7 he inw only so much as the irrigation department deter- 
tween 10 and 160 acres. 


STEPHENS of Texas. I have not had an opportunity 


to ‘ine the bill, but I think it is a bill in the right direction. 

LACEY. I would like to ask the gentleman from Kansas 
still further, if he has a communication from the Department | 
I to this matter? 


‘ir. REEDER. I think I have right here the exact paper 
sent us by the Department, suggesting that portion of the bill. 
\ir. LACEY. By whom was the bill drawn? 

} REEDER. I do not know that I can answer that. 
LACEY. From what Department did it come? 
\ REEDER. It was from the Geological Survey; the irri- 
department. 
LACEY. It did not come from the Land Department? 
REEDER. Iam not quite sure; but I do not think it did. 
tr. LACEY. I would ask, Mr. Speaker, if the gentleman 
does not think he ought to withdraw the bill and consult with 
ls of the Land Office about this matter he proposes 


cus 


t . done by the House? It is a matter that comes from 
the ¢ ogical Survey, and relates to patents on lands and the 
dis mn of lands, two entirely different organizations charged 
\ the operation of the bill. This comes from the Geological 
s 
Mr. REEDER. I think that would be very undesirable. I 
do not think I would be willing to do that, for the reason that 
it simply provides that the three towns that all supposed came 
u the law passed a couple of weeks since shall come under 
the v. The Department holds these particular towns do not 
( under it. 
\ir. LACEY. That is the point I am making; that this is 
f! the Geological Survey, that has no law department con- 
1 with it. 

\ REEDER. It was the Land Department. 

Mr. LACEY. Then, the gentleman can not tell me whether 
posed bill which he now presents was drawn by the Geo- 
Survey or in the Land Department. 

REEDER. I think it was drawn at the Geological Sur- 
\ ut I see the gentleman from Wyoming, the chairman of 
t munittee, is here now, and I will permit him to answer. 

MONDELL. I will say to the gentleman from Iowa that 
t ers of the Reclamation Service took up with the officers 
( e General Land Office the question as to whether the three 


tes heretofore established in the State of Idaho could 
ised and sold under the law passed a few days ago. 
s the opinion of the officers of the Land Office that there 
\ e question as to whether this could be done. 
LACEY. Now, what communication has my 

t from the Land Office? 
MONDELL. I have no communication from the Land 
( 1 that subject, but, Mr. Speaker, the officials of the Land 
lso informed the gentlemen on the Reclamation Service 
y had no funds with which they could proceed to ap 
nd sell these town sites in Idaho under the law under 
they were set apart. So that it necessary either to 
hn appropriation for the appraisal and sale of these 
es under the law under which they were originally 
or to provide, which we believe is better, that these 
shall now come under the provisions of the 
few days ago. 


friend on 


is 


es 


law 
This bill provides that these town sites 
appraised and sold under the general law which was 
{ from the Committee on Irrigation of Arid 
h became a law April 16. 
REEDER. I reserve the remainder of my time. 
LACEY. It is a rather novel proposition that the Land 


Lands, 


‘nt should call upon this House through this committee 
‘islation on the bill which passed on the 16th of -April, 
“approved on the 16th of April, and affecting a matter 
utirely different. 
new law is from a Department that is in no way in 
of the land laws in any sense, and it should have gone 
iother committee, and say when a bill that had been pre- 


No, sir; but of the public lands he can take | 
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sented by the Interior Department through its law officers, and 
which was just a couple of weeks old, required a new enact 
ment or remodeling into some other form. Of cou it ould 
have to go to the Committee on Public Lands It ld « ( 
up as a separate proposition, but being combined as vas ith 
the irrigation question, it might go to either, and the 1 

we have two committees, each one « | ) ) to 
different conclusions, and the House being asked under a is 
pension of the rules, without opportunity rt { LO 
-pass this feature of the bill. 

Now, my friend from Wyoming is on both 1d 
no doubt more familiar with the details than tl . in 
charge of the bill. I do not want to obstruct the | ut it 
is a very unsatisfactory form in which to present | tion in 

| the House. 

Mr. MONDELL. I do not think it is extraordi Mr. 
Speaker, and I hope not unsatisfactory. The ¢ on 
Irrigation reported a bill some little time ago providing for 
town sites on irrigation tracts. That bill became | April 
16. Prior to the passage of that legislation there had been 
three town sites set aside in the State of Idaho under one of 
our town-site laws, under which the proceeds of sales go to 
the National Treasury. We supposed that these town 
already established could be appraised and sold under th V 
law. 

Now, it seems there is some question whether this can be 
done, but this would not be so important except for the fact that 
the Land Office has no funds with which to appraise and 
those town sites in accordance with the law under which they 
were set aside. Therefore unless we make some such provision 
as is contained in this bill, those town sites can not be appraised 
and sold, and the people can not obtain titles to their lots 
There has been no attempt on the part of the Committee on 
Irrigation to usurp the jurisdiction of the Committee on the 
Public Lands. The question of town sites under irrigation proj- 
ects is one that the Committee on Irrigation has had charge 
of from the beginning, if the gentleman from Iowa will recall 
but owing to the fact that there are three town sites already set 
aside under an old law, which can not be sold because there 


no appropriation available, we find it necessary to provide by 
this legislation that they may be sold and disposed of u 
legislation which became a law April 16. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
passing the bill. 

In the opinion of the Chair, two-thirds having voted in 
of the motion—— 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Division, Mr. Speaker! 

The question was taken; and there were 

Accordingly (two-thirds voting in favor 
were suspended and the bill passed. 


der 


-ayes 96 


thereof ) 


noes 5. 


the rules 


FORT 


Mr. YOUNG. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
| 


KEOGH MILITARY RESERVATION, MONT. 


pass the bill (S. 5203) granting to the Chicago, Milwaukee an 
St. Paul Railway Company, of Montana, a right of way through 
the Fort Keogh Military Reservation in Montana, and for other 





















purposes. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Michigan 1 es ft 
suspend the rules and pass a bill which the Clerk will 1 
The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Chica M 1 Sy R 
way Company, of Montana, a corpor n < 
of the laws of the State of Mor 4 
owered to survey, locate, cor “ret iy int 
telephone line through Fort Keog MI ] 
upon such a line as may be d ined i S 
| and 
| ¢ 
100 feet in l thr 
\ ind a right to t » nd 
i , » feet in width, wit a lk ) 
1 additior d rigt of way, for st 
tock yards, wi t ght to : l gz 
und fills may I sary for th s } ! 
said roadbed, ling 100 feet OI 
way, or as t reof as m: a 
ded, That no | t the lands 
ised except in s manner 1 
for the constru » and nv 
graph, and telep! e | s and t S 1 
privileges herein granted; and whe 
be so used such portion shall revert t l is 
the same shall be tak ( 
kee and St. Paul R ur t 
of way and will pro 1int 
ind provided furthe s 1 ¢ S | il 
Railway Company, of Montana, s ! t! regula 
tions or conditions as may from til to Ss 
retary of War. 
The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 


No second was demanded; and the 
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(two-thirds voting in favor thereof), the rules were suspended 
and the bill passed. 
MARYLAND OYSTER BEDS. 
Mr. 
Ca. ee 
Labor to « 


Speaker, I move to suspend the rules and 
Pass the 


merce and operate, through the Bureau of the Coast 


| 


18435) to authorize the Secretary of Com- | 


and Geodetic Survey and the Bureau of Fisheries, with the 
shellfish commissioners of the State of Maryland in making 
surveys of the natural oyster beds, bars, and rocks in the | 
waters within the State of Maryland. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Maryland moves to 


suspend the rules and pass the following bill, which the Clerk | 


will report. 
Che Clerk read as follows: 
























thereof shall by him be approved before any of these privileg: 


, 


aforesaid shall become effective: Provided further, That the pr ea 
herein granted may at any time be rescinded or suspended «, ° 
the Secretary of War; and said corporation shall, at any time ~ 
ordered by the Secretary of War, remove its rails and all fix 7 
appurtenances, at its own expense and cost and without any nd 
any kind from the United States: And provided further, * 
grants and privileges mentioned in this act as to said railws : 
graph, and telephone right of way shall become void unless the 

| railway shall be commenced within two years from the date of t . 
proval of this act and said road and telegraph or telephone i A 
completed from the town of Valentine to the Fort Niobrara 1 { Zs 
post, on said Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, and put into . _ 
within five years from the date of the approval of this act. . 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

No second being demanded, the question was taken: and ee 
thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspend: nd 
the bill passed. 

DISTRIBUTION OF ANNUITIES TO CERTAIN INDIANS. 
Mr. COUSINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 


| dians, 


| of 


l it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor be, 
and he is hereby, authorized and directed, upon the request of the | 
t rnor of the State of Maryland, to designate such officers, experts, 

i employees of the Bure of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and | 
of t Bureau of Fisheries as may be necessary to cooperate with the 
Maryland State board of shellfish commissioners in making a survey 

i locating the natural oyster beds, bars, and rocks in the waters 
ithin the State of Maryland: and the Secretary of Commerce and | 
or is hereby authorized and directed to furnish to the oflicers, ex- 

I ind en yyees of id Bur so detailed as aforesaid such in 
3 ments, ap nd steam launches as may be necessary to make 
t r afte and tary of Commerce and Labor is 
he t ize have the Bureau of the Coast and 
‘ le Survey the 7 necessary to show the results of the 
surve} d the | itions of the said natural oyster beds, 

rocks in the waters within the State of Maryland, and to 

ish to the board of shellfish commissioners of the State of Mary 

l copies as may be necessary, and for this purpose to employ, 
i Dis t of Columt and elsewhere, such technically qualified 
I St may be n sary ( out the purposes of this act. 

$ ». That the Secretary imerce and Labor is hereby further 

Live ‘ ‘ co ructed by the officers so detailed 
while mal said survey uch structures as may be nec 
rk t of triang tion, so that the same may be 
ture the Coast and Geodetic Survey as the said 
i ‘ I ured » perform in prosecuting the Goy- 
t t 1 the navigable waters of the United States 
s of Mar ind. 
I 1 of the Coast and Geodetic Survey and the 
B I ies . and they are hereby, authorized and directed 
ler the direction of the Secretary of Commerce and I r, 
t ey not exceeding $15,000 in carrying out the purposes of 
t 
Lg t this act shall take effect from the date of its passage. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

No second being demanded, the question was taken; and (two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended and 


ACROSS NIOBRARA RIVER, NEBRASKA. 
KINKAID. 


bill (H. 


succes 


R. 


ors, 


17982) 
the 


pass the to grant to Charles H. Cornell, 
right to abut a dam across the 
1 the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, 
ruct and operate a trolley or electric railway 
and telephone line across said reservation. 
The gentleman from Nebraska to 
1 pass the following bill, which the Clerk 





‘graph 
"HARKER, 


i the 


moves 


rT 


ruies alt 


as follows: 


Ei. 


Charles 


, and 


iat Cornell, his assigns, 
are hereby, privileged, authorized, 
to construct, maintain, and 
Niobrara River on parts of sections 
¢ of the sixth principal meridian, 
aid dam on the east bank of said 
a part of the Fort Niobrara Military 
United States; and said dam may be 
to support a body of water affording 
feet effective head for power purposes, 
upon or overflowing such part ot 
m as may reasonably result from 
and use of said dam, and that 
assessed by the Secretary of War 
1y construction hereby provided 
1 the privilege also of constructing and sus 
ling wire ipon, over, and across said military reservation for the 
ing electric light and power generated by said 
th like privileges of constructing and suspending 
ided, That the grants and privileges above speci 
, water power, and wires aforesaid shall become void 
uction of said dam be commenced within two years 
this act and completed and put into operation 
the approval of this act; and the said Charles 
, assignees, and grantees, are further 
, and granted the authority and right to construct 
lley or electric railway, with necessary side tracks and 
buildings, also telegraph and telephone lines, upon, over, and 
> I ' said Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, said trolley 
ilway and telegraph and telephone lines to start from the 
d run by a feasible route as nearly as may be in a 
Fort Niobrara military post, upon said military 
north or northeast upon a feasible route in the di- 
Rosebud Indian Reservation, in the State of South Da- 
to operate and use such trolley or electric railway 
telephone lines: Provided, That a map of said pro- 
I reservoir, railway line, telegraph line, or telephone 
line shall be filed with the honorable Secretary of War, and the location 


and 


for 









of 





bh roperty the 
‘ight and strength 
shing : 1 as fifty 
privy ge ¢ I king water 
Reservatic 


onstruction, maintenance, 


itary 






ies Lore 












successors, 





rage 





Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules | 


assignees, | 


| any tree on any lands belonging to the United States or on an 


and pass the bill (H. R. 10133) to provied for the annual py 


rata distribution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox India) 
of the Mississippi between the two branches of the tril 
to adjust the existing claims hetween the two branches 
said annuities, as amended. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That in the future distribution of the 
appropriations for the fulfillment of existing treaty stipulat 
the Sae and Fox Indians of the Mississippi the Secretary of 
terior be, and he is hereby, directed, after deducting the $5, 
much thereof as may be necessary, for the support of the mar 
school, as provided in article 9 of the treaty of 1867, with 
to make a pro rata division thereof between the two 
of the tribe, one branch residing in the Territory of Oklal 
the other branch residing in the State of Iowa, according to 1 
spective numbers to be ascertained by the annual enrollment of 

Sec. 2. That in order to settle and adjust the claims of that 
of the tribe residing in the State of lowa, as set forth in their 
to Congress, printed in Senate Document No. 64, Fifty-seventh 

ond session, the Secretary of the Interior is hereby autho 
directed to cause to be transferred on the books of the Tre 
partment from the fund of $251,929.50 held to the credit of t S 
and Fox Indians of the Mississippi in Oklahoma, or whatever the a: 
thereof may be at the date of the passage of this act, the 
$100,167.10, to the credit of that branch of said tribe now re 
the State of Iowa, and from the amount so transferred to pay to R 
Belt, the attorney of the said Sac and Fox Indians 


se 












resolution adopted November 6, 1899, as set forth on page : 
Representatives Document No. 38, Fifty-seventh Congress, t 

sion; also to pay therefrom to the principal chief of the Fox: f 

tribe the sum of $1,000 in settlement of the claim of said inci 
chief for the annual installments of the amount stipulated by the tr 

to be paid to him and not heretofore so paid. 


The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the ru 
and passing the bill. 

The question was taken; and, two-thirds having 
favor thereof, the bill was passed. 

TURPENTINE TREES ON PUBLIC LANDS. 

Mr. LACEY. 
pass with amendment the bill (H. R. 16672 
chipping, or boxing trees on the public lands. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That every person who shall cut, chip, cho] 


} 


voted 


) to punish « 





covered by or embraced in any unperfected settlement, app 
filing, entry, selection, or location, made under any law of tl 
States, for the purpose of obtaining from such tree any pitch, t 
tine, or other subst ‘e; and every person who shall kno 





courage, cause, procure, or aid any such tree to be so cut, or \ 
buy, trade for, or in any manner acquire any pitch, turpentine 
substance, or any article or commodity made from any pitc 
tine, or other snbstance, when he has knowledge that the sa! 
been so unlawfully obtained from such trees, shall be guilty of 
demeanor and upon conviction thereof be punished by a fin: 
more than $500 or by imprisonment not exceeding twelve mont 
by both such fine and imprisonment. 

The SPEAKER. Isa second demanded? 

There was no demand for a second. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on suspending the rules : 
passing the bill. aa 

The question was taken; and two-thirds having voted in f% 
thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 

UNSURVEYED LANDS IN LOUISIANA. 

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the |! 
and pass with amendment the bill (H. R. 16807) author 
the Secretary of the Interior to have a survey made of u! 
veyed public lands in the State of Louisiana. 

The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That pursuant to section 2218 of the Re 


Statutes of the United States the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and instructed to cause a survey to be mad ( 
of the unsurveyed public lands in the State of Louisiana lying no 


the Louisiana base line and thirty-first degree of north latitude, toget 
with such resurveys and retracements as may be found necessaty 
order to complete the original surveys herein provided for. 


| residing in tl 
State of Iowa, the compensation fixed by them in council a 


Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules an 





in 


1906 





SPEAKER. 





Is a second demanded? 
no demand for a second. 
\KER. The question is on suspending the rules and 


, - and two-thirds having yoted in favor | 
e rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 





NSHIPS IN NEBRASKA, 


RESURVEY OF TO\ 


moye to suspend the rules, 


“aker, I 
1 (H. R. 17411) for the resur- 


h amendments the bil 


t iships in the State of Nebraska. 
is follows i 
to é the In I 
} t Dz I th < l s} » 2S 
I i and 2 
hip 29 of of t 
t t oO ‘\ s 17 18 
j 2 ) of the 
N 1 | 3 | rulat { 
neti S tlers of 1 | 
i 
l i re t | 
i ne ‘ y ‘“ogal 
ft ) 1 lea 1 
I I ( tua aid | I 
j I t { s ordered i 
oO { n t iry <« 
a if } } 3 erally 
S i il lane | 
e land ‘ o it te o } 
\ i 
KER. Is a second det mnded? 
( 7 f , Eng ; 
KER. The question is on suspending the rules and 
vi taken; and (two-thirds having voted in 


bill was passed. 


CLINCH AND HOLSTON 


NESSEE. 


RIVERS, 


VIRGINIA AND TEN- 


. miog az 
the rules and 


and Western 


N. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 


(S. 5890) to authorize the South 





pany to construct bridges across the Clinch River | 
ston River, in the States of Virginia and Tennessee. 
d the bill, as follows: 
‘ That the So and Western Raiir many 
rganized, existing under t vf 
ecessors and ass and they |! t 
truct, maintain, and ridges, with singel 
i ay F ‘ theret \ and across the Clin 





j 
\KER 
dl 
KEI 
s ta 1; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
were suspended and the bill was passed 
‘ S ker, I ove to sus id the rul and 
$91) to authorize the S« 1 Weste R 
“onstruc ridge eross the Clinch Rive 
. I n the States of \ rinia and ‘J iness¢ 
i the bill, as follows 
That the s | w 2 ( 
' i tine und 
\ I $ i 
. ) } I a 
j ‘ wt ; ¢ \ 
A u , 5 
tl 5 > of 1 it : 
the of t led “*A 
n oO I y Ww s 
LO a or repea t I 
g Is a see 1L de inded ? 
1 ¢ roc 7 
A A ale 
t Che question on sus ig the rules and 
taken ; and two-thirds having voted in fa 


were suspended, and the bill was passed. 


CERTAIN LANDS TO 


rEAD. Mr. Speaker, I 


, i 


MINNESOTA. 

move to suspe! d the rul 
lLiouse amendments, the bill (S. 4976) to grant 
n the State of Minnesota to be used as a site for 
XL- 406 


the construction of 


tives. 


The Clerk read the 
Be it en ‘ I 
nes¢ 1 the ywit 
2, townsh t41 fr 
in the § M 
there! é : 
land here ) 
t of t l 
the lwaters <« 
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of said lot, 125 feet, more or less, northerly from the southwesterly 
corner; said right of way as thus described containing 0.73 of an acre, 
I le Provided, That the Ocean Shore Railway Company, its 
sors and assigns, shall place a suitable fence on each side of the 

‘ight of way, with proper gates and cattle guards, and shall also 
place a watering trough with pipe 1 inch in diameter laid 18 inches 
under the surface, with suitable cocks and fittings, joining said trough 
with the water tank now at or near the northwest corner of said 
“nine-acre lot,” all to be placed and maintained to the satisfaction 
of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor and without expense to the 
States; and the officers, employees, and agents of the United 


iall have the 





















would suggest to the gentleman that he move to pass tl 
bill in lieu of the House bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL. In that event I will ask to subs: 
Senate bill for the House bill. 

Mr. MONDELL. Are the bills identical? 

Mr. LACEY. Yes; they were introduced about ¢) 
time in each House, and the Senate bill has come over, 
passed the Senate. 

Mr. MONDELL. This bill is amended. 

Mr. LACEY. The Senate bill passed with the amend 
think, that is proposed in this bill. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I will ask to substi: 
Senate bill, being S. 5943, for the bill which I just se: 


ite the 


tO the 


| desk. 


sl right of ingress and egress to and from the right 

y herein granted, and shall at all times have access to the 
water pipes laid underground across said right of way: Provided 
jurther, That the Ocean Shore Railway Company, its successors and as- 
igns, shall deliver light-house freight shipped over that road and billed 
to Pigeon Point light-station as near the said “‘ nine-acre lot” as prac- 
ticable and not in any case to exceed one-fourth of a mile from said 
*nine-acre lot.’ 

Si That Congress expressly reserves the right to alter, amend, 
or repeal this act, in whole or in part, without liability on the part 
of the United States for any damages or losses sustained by said 
company i 

Sec. 5. That said right of way shall be used for railroad purposes | 
only, and if at any time it ceases to be so used then and in that event | 
said grant shall be terminated and said property revert to the United | 
States; and the right herein granted shall be forfeited by said com- 
pany, its successors and assigns, unless the road shall be constructed 
through the said reservation within three years after the passage of 
this act. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to 


demand a second, I would like to ask a question. Does this 
bill have the approval of the Light-House Board? 

Mr. HAYES. Yes; and the unanimous report of the Commit- 
tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

‘he SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

No second being demanded, the question was taken; and, two- 
thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and the 
bill was passed. 

LEASES IN YELLOWSTONE PARK. 


Mr. DIXON of Montana. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the bill (H. R. 14410) to amend an act approved 
August 3, 1894, entitled “An act concerning leases in the Yel- 
lowstone National Park,” with an amendment, which I send to 
the desk and ask to have read, 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior is hereby au- 
thorized and empowered to lease for a period not exceeding ten years, 


at an annual rental to be determined by him, to any person, corpora- | 


tion, or company he may authorize to transact business in the Yellow- 
stone Park separate tracts of land, not exceeding 20 acres each, at such 
places, not to exceed ten in number to any one person, corporation, or 
ompany, in said park as the comfort and convenience of visitors may 
require, for the construction and maintengnce of substantial hotel build- 
ings and buildings for the protection of stage, stock, and equipment. 
Any person, corporation, or company holding a lease within said 
park for the purposes above described is hereby authorized, with the 
of the Secretary of the Interior, to execute mortgages upon 
rights, properties, and franchises, including his or its con- 
yntracts with the Secretary of the Interior, and such mort- 


approval 


his or its 


t or ch 
























| rods east 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from North Dako} 
to suspend the rules and pass the following Senate pill. 
the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Minnesota, Dakota and Pacific p 
Company, a corporation organized under the laws of the Sta; fs 
Dakota, its successors and assigns, be, and they are hereby, ; 
to construct, maintain, and operate a railway bridge and 
thereto across the Missouri River between the mouth of ¢ ‘ 
River and the south line of Walworth County, in the State of s 


Moves 


W hich 


Dakota, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled “An 

to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters 
proved March 23, 1906: Provided, That said corporation F 
mence said construction within two years and complete the sa within 


four years from the passage of this act. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is here} 
expressly reserved. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

No second being demanded, the question was taken: and (two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were suspended, 
and the bill was passed. 

The SPEAKER. Without objection, a similar House bill wil! 
lie on the table. 

There was no objection. 

JOHN W. HAMMOND. 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 
rules and pass the following concurrent resolution. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the concurrent reso- 
lution. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, etc., That the President be requested to return thé bi 
(H. R. 8948) entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin 
W. Hammond.” 


Mr. CALDERHEAD. Mr. Speaker, I make this motion in 
view of the following letter: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR, 
BUREAU OF PENSIONS 


Washington, D. C., Mi 190K 
CHAIRMAN COMMITTEE ON INVALID PENSIONS, 
House of Representatives, 

Sir: There has been referred to this office from the Presi H.R 
8948, entitled “An act granting an increase of pension to Jolin W 
Hammond.” , : 

The records of this office show that the said pensioner died on April 
7, 1906; consequently the act, if approved, would be inoper: 

Inclosed please find a draft of a concurrent resolution requesting 


President to return the bill to the House of Representatives 
Very respectfully, 
V. WARNER, Com 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

A second not being demanded, the question was taken; and 
two-thirds voting in favor thereof, the rules were suspended 
and the concurrent resolution was passed. 

FORT DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION, 


Mr. HOWELL of Utah. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus} 
rules and pass the bill (S. 5498) granting additional | 
the Fort Douglas Military Reservation to the University of U1 

The SPEAKER. - The Clerk will report the bill. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That there is hereby granted to the 1 
Utah the following-deseribed land lying within the Fort )) 
tary Reservation and adjacent to the site of said univers 
State of Utah, namely: Beginning at the point of inters 
west boundary line of Fort Douglas Reservation and _ nort 
line of Fourth South street, of Salt Lake City, which poi 
and 192.14 rods south of the northeast corner « 


| township 1 south, range 1 east, Salt Lake meridian. and 


rages, together with the approval of said Secretary cf the Interior, may 
~ filed for record in the office of the Secretary of the Interior, and 
when so recorded shall have all the effect of a public record. 

{ny mortgage, lien, or incumbrance created under the provisions 
hereof shall be subject to the rights of the Government to compel the 
enforcement of the terms of the lease or contract of the mortgagor, and 
any purchaser under a foreclosure of such incumbrance shall take 
subject to conditions assumed by the original lessee or contractor. 

li provisions of existing law in relation to said park not in conflict 
herewith are hereby continued in full force and effect. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to demand 

second, I would like to ask a question. That grants permis- 
sion only for the purpose of convenience of travelers? 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. It is a bill prepared by the Secre- 
tary 

My. PERKINS. It is not for any business purposes. 

Mr. DIXON of Montana. Oh, no; it is for the hotels, 

Mr. PALMER. Of course it is for a business purpose. 

Mir. PERKINS. Well, for the convenience of travelers. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

No s nd being demanded, the question was taken: and two- 
thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were suspended, 
and the bill as amended was passed. 

BRIDGE ACROSS THE MISSOURI RIVER. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 

1d pass the bill (H. R. 18376), to authorize the Minnesota. 
Dakota and Pacific Railway Company to construct a_ bridge 

ross the Missouri River, which I send to the desk and ask 
to have read, as amended. 

\I LACEY. Mr. Speaker, before that bill is read I would 
like to ask the gentleman if he is moving to pass the Senate bill 
or House bill? 

Mr. MARSHALL. The House bill is the one that the gentle- | 
l 1 from South Dakota gave me. 


Mr. LACEY, That bill has already passed the Senate, and I 


the southwest corner of the present campus of the Univers 
and running thence south 48 rods, thence east 80 rods, t 
i84 rods to the intersection of the prolongation of the nort 
of the campus of the University of Utah, thence west %.4 
northeast corner of the university campus, thence south 1 
the east boundary of the campus to the southeast corner ol 
west 70.6 rods to point of beginning: Provided, That the 
shall improve the said property and maintain the same 
purposes and not otherwise, and that in case said land. 
doned by the State for said purposes the said land and all in 
thereon shall revert to the United States: Provided t] 


Ww) 
i 


grant of said land shall in no manner carry with if any, 
in or to any portion of the waters of the Red Butte Can 
And provided further, That there is reserved to the United ; 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 6483 














i ight to maintain, alter, rebuild, and enlarge the sewer which | and any such license shall be revoked or suspended by the local board 
i” the Fort Douglas Military Post across said tract of land, or of inspectors for misconduct. gross neg izence, recklessness in avi 
z t and maintain a new sewer system across the same should | gation, intemperance, or vi ion of law on the part of the holder, and 
; ible so to do. if revoked, the person holding ich |} “nse shall e incapal 
PEAKER. Is a second demanded? Se eee Ce Laeee toe one year from the date of rev 
: . : 5O ii Said section, when amer ed ill read xm follows 
‘ md not being demanded, the question was taken; and Mae CO Me Oo oe tom oe wee Mee re 
(1 rds voting in favor thereof) the rules were suspended | yacht, or other small craft of like character propelied by steat 
ae < be inspected under the provisions of this titte w 
} ‘ yeas sed. C I provision t ‘ i vi 
il bill was pas of law for the better security of ‘ ' to s 
RI CERTAIN ENTRYMEN AND SETTLERS WITHIN THE LIMITS oe shall, by the regulations of the ard ‘ ising in rs, 
" i a aeievel —— a OTC > , / . "mm aiso be required to be complied with bef : f is m 
rHE NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY LAND GRANT. shall be granted, and no such ve : re = 
\ry JONES of Washington. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend | licensed engineer and a licensed pilot: Provided, ] : 
t] ; and pass the bill (S. 2292) for the relief of certain one get nope = a een tons — ndet haly gual 
Lit ‘ * ® : . , 2 , ’ ay = 3 1e@ Oo ne Capi { oL pl t i i ¢ } I V 
: n and settlers within the limits of the Northern Pacific | sels of above 15 gross tons carry ng freight or passe f t 
R land grant. not ee in fishing as a regular business, propelled ‘ luid, 
P TArED ae oa nes of — this | naphtha, or electric motors, shall be, and are hereby, made s ) 
SPEAKER. Phe Clerk will report the bill. | all the provisions of section 4426 of the Revises Aho peo 
Clerk read as follows: | United States relating to the inspection of h s and ind 
cted, etc., That the provisions of the act of July 1, 1898 (30 | Guiting oe geen J and pilots, and for any violation of the | sions ‘ 
ey 97 and 620), which provided for the adjustment by the Land 7 Fg tit c applicable to such vessels, or of rules or regulat W 
1 ont of conflicting claims to lands within the limits of the grant | !" ly established thereunder, and to the extent to which such provi 
{ Northern Pacific Railroad Company, and also the provisions of | S/008 Ol law and resulations are so applicable, the said vessels, their 
Mareh 2, 1901, entitled “An act for the relief of settlers et and St ee shall be subject. oy ene provisions ft sec 
publie land laws to lands within the indemnity limits of the tons 4496, £497, £208, 449 », and 4500, relating to the imposition and 
he Northern Pacific Railroad Company,” be, and they hereby | ©@foreement of penalties and the enforcement of law a : 
o ded to include any bona fide settlement or entry made sub : All vessels of 15 gross tons or less propelled in whole or in part 
: january 1, 1898, and prior to May 31, 1905, in accordance by gas, gasoline, petroleum, naphtha, fluid, or electr ity and car 
: roneous decision of the Land Department respecting the | ing passengers for hire, shall carry one life-preserver, f the sort p 
; val on general route of the Northern Pacific Railroad between | scribed by the regulations of the board of supervising inspectors, 7 
i Wash., and Portland, Oreg., where the same has not since every passenger earried, and no such boat while so carrying } ssenger 
ndoned: Provided, That all lieu selections made under this | a a eer = eS See ee 
t be confined to lands within the State where the private hold licensed for such service by the local board of inspectors. No ex 
; tunted nation shall be required as a condition of the obtaining of s la 
i ° . : e iecense. ¢ © ys icense shall be revs ~dJ or suspended bv the loca 
cs » That this act shall become effective upon an acceptance thereof a ge ae a -_ ; i y »*ked * pended by ie | - 
+ 4 wether In cific tai ray Company being file itl » Secre- We re 0 8 yectors Oo sco a c ., £ross negi cen e, recklessness n 
5 Ne oT a coltway Compeny Seing Shed wan the Secre | navigation, intemperance, or violation of law on the part of the holder. 
: . : be e ¢ } and if revoked the person holding such license shall be incapable of 
rhe SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? obtaining another such license for one year from the date of revoca 
A second not being demanded, the question was taken; and | tion. 
twi rds voting in favor thereof, the rules were suspended and The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
he bill was passe¢ Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if 
the | was pa ; 
REAT COASTING DISTRICTS OF THE UNITED STATES he will not briefly explain the changes the bill makes in the pres- 
GREZ At NG ‘ . , Z y : é LUD. “ 
ent law? 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules Mr. GROSVENOR. The bill makes no change in the present 


ss the bill (S. 5572) to amend section 4348 of the Revised 


c 10n | ! law excepting that it provides that these small craft shall have 
Statutes, establishing great coasting districts of the United 


an experienced officer. He shall take a license, but without 
competitive examination or any other examination, and register 


The SPEAKER. ‘Me Clerk will report the bill. 


| his name with the license upon application; thereupon, in cas¢ 
rhe Clerk read as follows: | of misdemeanor or drunkenness or anything of that character, 
Be i cted, etc., That section 4348 of the Revised Statutes be, and his name is known to the proper officials of the Government and 
he imended to read as follows: | he can be suspended. 
Ss i348. The seacoasts and navigable rivers of the United States ITTORDP 7 : . 
2 ana! ’ m ora : » i ‘ ) oe “e ‘e . Ts hese boats 
ait 0 Rieo shall be divided into five great districts: The first to Mr. FITZGERALD. Does it require the owners of tl e boat 


the collection districts on the seacoasts and navigable rivers | Under 15 tons gross burden that do not carry passengers to tak 
» northern boundary of the State of Maine and the southern | out licenses? 
vy of the State of Texas; the second to consist of the island of (PAV ENOR i ‘ : ol 
: : . ‘ : ; P sv tus " hanges >i in e particuk 
Rico; the third to include the collection districts on the seacoasts Mr. GROSVI NOR : It only changes the | aa a oes 
sable rivers between the southern boundary of the State of | L have stated. The bill is recommended by the Department of 
( 1 and the northern boundary of the State of Washington; the | Commerce and Labor and it is unanimously reported from tli 





rt of Hae ail the Territory of Alaska; the fifth to consist of the | .ommittee and passed in the Senate in the same way. 
Sec. 2. That this act shall take effect on and after January 1, 1907. Mr. FITZGERALD. There has been a great deal of discus- 
fhe SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? sion about—— , 5 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to de- Mr. GROSVENOR. I know; but it does not affect the inter 
! | a second—I do not know whether I shall or not—does the | est the gentleman is speaking about. 

. mpi aN 2 } “y" ‘ if » OAT t will 
gentleman think there are any more people here now than there Mr. PERKINS. As I understand, if the gentleman will yield 
\ this morning? this bill does not in any of its provisions affect boats that do not 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I think about the same number. carry passengers for hire. ' 
WILLIAMS. You think the Speaker would probably ar- Mr. GROSVENOR. Not at al . ' 
I t the conclusion there were 208? The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
ir. GROSVENOR. I do. A second not being demanded, the question was taken: and 
WILLIAMS. Then I will not demand a_ second, | two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus 
Tl ter and applause. ] pended and the bill was passed. 
md not being demanded, the question was taken: and | BRIDGE ACROSS ROANOKE RIVER. 
ls voting in favor thereof, the rules were suspended Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 


il) comme: nena +31 >» 105 1 
ll was passed. the rules and pass the bill (H. R. 18204) to authorize the North 











REGULATION OF MOTOR BOATS. ampton and Halifax Bridge Company to construct a_ bridge 
> — - aerass the Re ke River a rnear Weldon. N. C 
GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules ae1 s the = ns oa ‘ “” rn a a 2 _ 
1 . ‘ : Wr »S ‘ e gentieman rol “tl roiull moves 
ss the bill (S. 4094) to amend section 4426 of the Revised rhe SPEAKER. a ‘a een f = oe. ; 
. ioe . . suspe » rules a uss Lhe Wiowing Dill, which ‘ 
f the 1 nited States: regulation of motor boats. to oa pend the rule lit pass the ollowlb x I 
Tt ‘ rie ‘ . ° ‘ Tic ‘enor 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill. : ler a will os 1 
erk read as follows: rhe Clerk read as follows: 
on: Bl te it enacted, ete., That the Northampton and Halifax B ( 
l, etc., Phat section 4426 of the Revised Statutes of the a ¢ a aie n f : ul a under the ‘ f 
be, and it is hereby, amended by striking out, after the ae fins its successors ‘end issigy 
nehes of ten,” and before the words “and under,” the ated aon natruct. maintain, 
burden,” and inserting in lieu thereof the words “ gross | eo 7° and approaches 
Striking out, after the words “ above fifteen,” and befor ae a J eager if Weldor State North ¢ 
rrying freight,’ the words “tons burden,” and inserting pi a. ty bs ; 4 my 3 3 ’ + aaa 
the words “ gross tons >” and also that said section e es ee re e brid ‘ gy ae . , 
further amended by adding at the end thereof ¢ Sonn eer ees 
\ll vessels of 15 gross tons or less propelled in whole « 1 aa That the right t 
gasoline, petroleum, naphtha, fluid, or electricity, and eincaaeeiies tamaaaennenl 4 
igers for hire, shall carry one life-preserver, of the sort | C¥PTCSS'Y_ Teserved , 
the regulations of the board of supervising inspectors, fo The SPEAKER, Is a second ds 
er carried, and no such boat while so carrying passengs No second being demanded, t] st i was ft ‘ l (two 
ited or navigated except in charge of a person “ = @tua tad tn e ¢] f ; } ' ' } 
such service by the local board of inspectors. No exam thirds having voted in favor thereof) the rules were su ded 





: li 
required as a condition of the obtaining of such a licen: 


| and the bill was passet 
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| acres in a body, according to the Government surveys and sy)qj 


Ma rE 
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| thereof, upon payme he Gover a a. Ot ng 
Pimp SF i ae a tieaae: iit Silt , Ur payment to the Government of the sum of $2.50 .e 
N HEPBURD Mr. Sp iker, I move to suspend the rules | for each acre entered by him, and upon showing residence ana’ re 
and u bill {S. 5683) to provide for the removal of | tion of such lands in the manner and for the length of time — 
le and other floating dangers to navigation, with Senate | by the homestead laws of the United States. - 
| The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
|? AKER. The ‘ nan from Iowa moves to Sus: | Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, Mr. Speaker, for the ] A 
: ] d pi the following bill, with Senate amend- | of finding out something about the bill, I demand a secong 
; the Clerk will read | Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous coy ut 
( d foll . that as nd may be considered as ordered. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection. [After a pause. ha 
{ ( Chair hears none. : 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. My purpose in demandin % 
a ae ond is to find out how much land this bill covers, and { “ 
i ii pose of the bill. 
ns "et Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Speaker, the scope of the bil] erg 
AKER. I nd demar I about SOO acres of land. In the years of 1866 and 1868 : 
g (de 1 the « 1 was taken; and two-/} lands near Gig Harbor, in Pierce County, in the State of h- 
1 voted in favor thereof, the bill as amended was | ington, were placed in two military reserves. In the ye Wt 
certain of those lands were excluded from the military 
NDS IN N WITH RIVER AND HARBOR | 22d placed under the Jurisdiction of the Department of tl ' 
IMPR 7 rior for disposal under the act of July 5,1884. Under th. i 
; Wi : : se sions of the act of July 5, 1884, it was necessary for 9 
( O Me. peaker, I move to —_ end the | in order to make entry upon the lands thus excluded 
hill > 1-0" at arizgine tha 1) , . * = ’ 
i he bill (H. R. 1 wD) authoriz ns te Col - resided upon these lands since the Ist day of January, 1884 
; Tae ; ed in Menage == with *“\° | In other words, in order to enter these lands and aem 
¢ ) ~ 6 tha yrpense t I> , “j i 
, :; at the expense Of | thereto they must have resided thereon since twenty-ty g 
: . ; Now, there are about eighty settlers on those S00 
I , : = I n ¢ hio = — pee l inking about 10 acres for each settler, and this bill 
, a ene e following bill, which the Clerk will report. | provides each settler may enter the land upon which | 
aas fol resides. None of the settlers has lived on these lands 
t \ S mpany ra- | as twenty-two years. They have lived on it for twenty-o1 5 
7 a ms a a ee on down to six and eight years; and this bill waives th - 
1 < of rivet 1 sity created by existing law for residence on these | r 
ull 1 ¥ | twenty-two years. 
) \ 3 5 , ‘ — rE J - j 
Mp Brg Fg 3 * Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Are ali these lands n cus 
( said land or « pied by bona fide settlers? 
‘ G ul of t t ls Mr. CUSHMAN. They are; every acre. 
1 e ses of said Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. By the people who proposed ta 
re paid enter them and make homes on them? 
: : , I Mr. CUSHMAN. And have been so oceupied for man "s. 
d it +h . i i e may a m ne 1 Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I have no objection to tl l. 
s are comm : The queston was taken; and two-thirds having voted r 
I l ‘ond demanded? thereof, the rules were suspended and the bill was passed. 
cle } | he ouestior — talza ‘an 1 two- atten 
os , the question was taken, and, ty AMENDMENT TO SECTION 85S, REVISED STATUTES. 
gy d in or thereof, the rules were suspended Fate 
Was S Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the 3 
and pass the bill (H. R. 7065) to amend section 858 8 
1D SALE OF LANDS, 8 OF WASHINGTON Revised Statutes of the United States. 
HMA Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rule The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York [Mr Re 
oa (H. R (127) to ] ide for the subdivision NS] moves to suspend the rules and pass the following l, 
ce n lands in the State of Washington, wit! \ 1 the Clerk will report 
he Clerk read, as follows: 
re é n fr Washington moves t Be it « t et section 858 of the Revised Statut } 
lowing bill as amended. which | 1 d States be 1d the same is hereby, amended so as to 
‘ c. 858. The ex etency of a witness to testify in any civ ’ 
it, or proceeding in the courts of the United States shall 
ft I d by the laws of the State or Territory in which the court 
1@ inf may 7 Sathen : 4 
e lots © SPEAKER Is a second demanded? 
” No second being demanded, the question was tal l 
ami atten thirds havi ‘ted in favor thereof, the rules w S- 
ended and the bill was passed. 
’ township 21 nortl ELECTION OF DELEGATE FROM HAWAII. 
C W 1 — Mr. LLOYD. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rul I 
rf tra pass the bill (H. R. 18448) that I send to the Clerk’s d 
( i 1 l The Clerk read as follows: 
‘ d . l ‘ ! A (H. R. 1 ) to ar 1 the act to provide a government ) 
: d y : ‘I tory ¢ iii, approved April 30, 1900. 
Be it en ted, et Chat section 85 of an act entitled “An ¢ & 
! t V . tl ferritory of Hawaii,’ approved A y 
] I L900 l ( led » ead as follows: j 
f | t a Delegate to the House of Representati ? 
United to sery lucing each Congress, shall be elected 
q 1 to v : r members of the house of 1 $ 
t l i Delegate shall possess the qualifi i. 
the cl } "S np of tl nate of the legislature of H i 
l ‘ tion held on the first Tuesday after the : 
ir y in No ‘ ry even year and at such places as : 
| i 1} ‘ of the Territory. The ballot fo ; 
ueh ‘ ture of Hawaii may designate, | ! 
r4 t I legislature the ballot s 
‘ t and ’ t neral form as those us 
é 1 of 1 é te lature. e 
f { i (he method of vine the names of candidates for pla 3 
i allot and all the luct of the election of a Delegate § t 
j ce l y iformity to f ral election laws of the Territory of Hai 
‘F ‘The merean. } ty ha -eatest number -otes shall be d 
} { The person hav { oY test number of vot sha 
v ) dt rec n 1 the governor duly elected, and a certificate shall be given at . 
yy home, and i vy law entitled to ma ead “Every such Delegate shall have a seat in the House of Re| po 
- entitled to « the land so occupied, not eeding 160 | tives, with the right of debate, but not of voting. In case of a vi U 
y 








1906. 


in the office of Delegate, the governor of the Territory is 
ro call a special election to fill such vacancy: Provided, how- 

no vacancy shall be filled which occurs within five months 
iration of a Congressional term. 

cislature of the Territory of Hawaii shall have the right to 

end any part of the election laws of said Territory, including 


a siding for an election of Delegate to Congress, and its action 
' e law, with full, binding force, until altered, amended, or re- 
s Congress.” 


SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
‘Tr KELFER. I would like, without demanding a second, to 
we | what particular this is an amendment to the present 


\1y LLOYD. The Committee on Elections having in charge 
ion contest from Hawaii made this recommendation : 

mittee respectfully recommend to the House of Representa- 

. election laws of the Territory of Hawaii be so amended 

nted as to provide definitely for the election of a Delegate 

he existing organic laws provide for the election of a 

but the existing Territorial law does not provide the 

election, and the purpose of this law is to provide 
for the election of a Delegate. 

IFER. I do not understand from this that it does 

1 ethod of election specially. 


LLOYD. It provides that the Territory of Hawaii shall 
sthority to prepare the election machinery. 
KEIFER. The present law authorizes that. 
LOYD. The present law does not. 
KEIFER. It simply provides for the Delegate? 


Yes, sir; it provides for the Delegate, but does 
de for the election. 
[r. KEIFER. Another question. Does this 
( ‘ x the qualifications for suffrage? 
That is already fixed by existing law. 
That is not changed by this bill? 

LLOYD. It is not changed by this bill. 

was not demanded. 

ion was taken; and in the opinion of the Chair, 


bill, if it be- 
M LOYD. 


IF ER. 


‘ is having voted in favor thereof, the rules were sus- 
I nd the bill was passed. 


CANYON CITY, COLO., PARK. 


BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend 
{ es and pass the bill H. R. 4546, with the amendments 
ded by the committee. 
read as follows: 
1546) ceding to the city of Canon City, Colo., certain 
lands for park purposes. 
1, etc., That there is hereby granted to the city of Canon 
( i | corporation in the county of Fremont and State of 
( lands now belonging to the United States of America 
ctions Nos. 21, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, and 28, in township 
range No. 71 west, of the sixth principal meridian, 
i located along and on either side of the Arkansas River 
i ‘ e, and containing thereon a certain canyon designated as the 
R ( e; the said lands to be held by the said city solely for 
d for the use and benefit of the public, without other 
such as may be necessary to protect the said premises 
sses and injury. And said lands and all of them are hereby 
m location and entry under the laws of the United 
America, 
That the common council of the said city of Canon City shall 
s hereby granted full power and authority to control, protect, 
rve said lands so removed from entry and ceded, and the water 
thereon ; and fer the purpose aforesaid to make such 
tions preventing trespass, defacement of natural scen- 
preventable injury to the said canyon as may be necessary or 
l premises; and the said city council shall further have 
| authority to locate and maintain through itself, or grant the 
I t » locate and maintain to others, railways, wagon roads, 
and other improvements, and also to permit on said 
ses the erection of all such buildings or structures as may be 
or proper to carry out the purpose and intent of this act. 
hat when and so soon as any present appropriations or 
any inchoate or incomplete appropriations, or locations 
» said premises, under any of the land laws of the United 
lapse, become forfeited, or abandoned, the premises cov 
itions shall at once, and without further action, fall 
subject to the operation of this act, and shall be 
nd become the property of the said city of Canon City for 
rein set forth. 
hat the grant and cession hereby made is to the said city of 
lone, and upon any attempt by the said city of Canon 
( te or encumber the said premises or any portion thereof, 
ity cease to care for said park for a period of three 
title thereto and to all the said lands shall at 
vest in the United States of America; and the said 
ity shall further, and within one year from the date 
and define the boundaries of the said lands by permanent 
ial monuments. 
hat the said city of Canon City shall further, and within six 
marking of said premises, file in the United States 
at Pueblo, Colo., proof of the said marking and determination 
ndaries of said premises as herein above set forth, and the 
ceptance by the said city of the grant herein evidenced, under 
; dit ons herein set forth; and thereupon patent shall issue to 
‘ city of Canon City for the lands above described, subject, how- 
the herein stated reservations, limitations, and conditions. 
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Sec. 6. That the right to 


hereby reserved, and upon 
revert to the United States. 

The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

A second was not demanded. 

The question was taken; and, in the opinion of the Chair, 
two-thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules 


amend or 
such repeal 


repeal this 
the title 


act at i 
cranted herein shall 












































were sus 

pended, and the bill was passed. 

PROTECTION AND REGULATION OF THE FISITERIES OF ALASKA. 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, I move to suspend the rules 
and pass the bill (H. R. 13543) as amended by the committes 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Rhode Island moves 
to suspend the rules and pass the bill with an amendment in 
the nature of a substitute, reported by the committ rl 
Clerk will read the substitute. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 13543) for the prot 1 d ré tion of t i 

of 

Be it enacted, etc, That every person, company, or corporati 
rying on the business of canning, curir or | ervil f 
turing fish products within the i know! Ala 
the United States by Russia by the ty of March 30, 1867 
of the waters of Alaska over which the United St 3 | 
shall, in lieu of all other license fees xes tl for i 

license taxes on their said bus s and 
1ed salmon, 4 cer ‘ oa | salmo 1 

; Salt salmon in bulk, 5 cents p 100 pounds; fish oil, 1 
barrel; fertilizer, 20 cents per ton. The paymen nd 
such license taxes shall * under and in accordatr \ 
visions of the act of March 3%, 1899, entitled “An act t 
punish crimes in the district of Alaska, and to provide cod 
nal procedure for the district,’ and amendments thereto 

SEc. That the catch and pack of salmon made in Ala 
owners of private salmon hatcheries operated in Alaska é 
empt from all license fees and taxation of every nature t the rate 
ten cases of canned salmon to every 1,000 red or king 1 f 
liberated, upon the following conditions : 

That the Secretary of Commerce and L r from t t ‘ 
and on the application of the hatchery owner witl \ 
able time thereafter, cause i private hate to ed 
for the purpose of determining the character heir oper etl 
ciency, and productiveness, and if he approve the ime s§ 
notice of such approval to be filed in the office of the clerk o1 
clerk of the United States district court of the division of the d 
of Alaska wherein any such hatchery is located, and shall : 
the owners of such hatchery of the action taken by him I 
agent, officer, or superintendent of any hatchery the effect 
productiveness of which has been approved as : ve provide 
between the 30th day of June d the 3list day of Decemb« I 
year, make proof of the number of salmon fi ted d 
tweive months immediately preceding the 30v0t d Jur 
written statement under oath Such proof sl ‘ d ir 
of the clerk or deputy clerk of the United State trict ec : 
division of the district of Alaska wherein such h el 1 I 
when so filed shall entitle the respective hatcher) whers to X 
emption as herein provided; and a false o: to I ‘ 
salmon fry liberated shall be deemed perjury 8 tt ‘ 
to all the pains and penalties thereof. Dupli f ich t < 
shall also be filed with the Secretary of Comme and Labor its I 
be the duty of such clerk or deputy clerk in whose office l 
and proof heretofore provided for are filed to forthwith issue 
hatchery owner causing such proofs to be filed, certifica ‘ i 
shall not be transferable and of such denominations as sa er 
may request (no certificate to cover fewer than 1,000 fry) I 
in the aggregate the number of fry so proved to have been liberate 
and such certificates may be used at any time by the person, « n 
corporation, or association to whom issued for the payment | I 
of any license fees or taxes upon or against or on nt of i 
or pack of salmon made by them in Alaska; and it sha ‘ 
of all public officials charged with the duty ti 
such license fees or taxes to accept such ce n 
in payment of all license fees or taxes ut I I 
of canned salmon at the ratio of 1,000 fry for « 
salmon. No hatchery owner shall obtain the rebates f1 
of any hatchery to which he might otherwise be i 
act unless the efficiency of said hi: ry has first h ¢ 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor in tl 1 ! n I 
for. 

Sec. 8. That the money derived from the ‘ , xes, { t I 
for in section 1 of this act, shall be paid into the United St . 
ury and shall constitute a permanent appropriati t 
the “Alaskan fisheries fund,” to be used under tl dit . 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor for the pur} pre d 
fish culture and the construction and maintenance $ 
in the waters of Alaska; for the protection, r« 
and inspection of the Alaskan fisheries and hatcheries ; 
tion and compilation of statistics and information per ir 
and for the enforcement of the law and the regulations 1 ‘ 
under with reference to the subject of shet in 
Alaska. 

Sec. 4. That it shall be unlawful to erect or ma 
ricade, fence, trap, fish wheel, or other fixed 
except for purposes of fish culture, in any of tl 
at any point where the distance from shore to sh : ) 
feet, or within 500 yards of the mouth « ny red-s 
the same is less than 500 feet in width, with the ] 
capturing salmon or preventing impedit their t 
spawning grounds; and the Secretary of Commerce and | or i 
authorized and directed to have any and all su nla 


tions removed or destroyed. 





Sec. 5. That it shall be unlawful to lay or set any 4 seine, 
set net, pound net, trap, or any other fishing app for any purpose 
except for purposes of fish culture, across or aboy 1 tide waters of 





creek, stream, river, estuary, or lagoon, for a d 
one-third the width of ereek, stream, 
within 100 yards outside of the mouth 


any 
than 
lagoon, or 


stan¢ e 
river, 
any 


greater 
estuary, or 


red-salmon 





such 


of 








6486 





stream where the same is less than 500 feet in width. It shall be 
unlawful to lay or set any seine or net of any kind within 100 yards 
of any other seine, net, or other fishing appliance which is being or 
which has been laid or set in any of the waters of Alaska, or to drive 
‘ nst t trap or other fixed fishing appliance within 600 yards 
laterally or within 100 yards endwise of any other trap or fixed fishing 
pl ee 
» unlawful to fish for, take, or kill any salmon 
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|; any bill to be operative anywhere. 
| tary 


| I do not believe that Congress ought to delegate the 


is 





Ma e. 





The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I demand a second. 

Mr. CAPRON. I ask unanimous consent that a seeona 
be considered as ordered. ; 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pau 

Chair hears none. The gentleman from Rhode Isla) 
titled to twenty minutes and the gentleman from Ind , 
twenty minutes. 

Mr. CAPRON. Mr. Speaker, I do not believe tha; 
who will look at the merits of the bill probably would 
information about it. If there is any gentleman why , 
ask any question I shall be glad to tell anything I k;: 
it, and that is the whole story. I reserve the balay 
time. 7 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, this is a very 
bill. I know very little about its general provisions. \ 
is one provision in the bill that ought not to be con bite 
It confers upon ihe Seer 
of Commerce and Labor the power to make ryles ind 
regulations which shall have the force and effect of | Md 
imposes criminal penalties for violation of those ree 
enact criminal legislation to the Secretary of Com © an 
Labor or to any other administrative officer of the Goyerny as 

Mr. DALZELL. Do you think Congress can delegat 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not think it can, and I do 
think it ought to if it could. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Does the gentleman from li 
diana believe that it is within the power of Congress to delesate 


' such a power to any Cabinet officer or to any other officer’ 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not believe it is within the pover 
of Congress to delegate its legislative authority, but certainly 
I think we ought not in terms to seem to confer any suc 
thority or undertake to confer any such authority. 


There is 


| altogether too much vesting of arbitrary power in the Depart 


of al s es in 1y manner any means except by rod, spear, 

oO ers ska over which the United States | 
} lictior exce] ( k the delta of Copper River, Be- 
ri s nd t wate! tri thereto, from 6 o'clock p. m. of 
Sat ea veek un 6 o'clock a. m, of the Monday following, | 
rt mr « catch or kill in any manner or by any appliances 
except by rod, spear, or gaff, any salmon in any stream of less than 
Lov ards i widt in Alas between the hours of 6 o'clock in the 
evening and 6 o'clock t morning of the following day of each 

1 every ly ¢ rhroughout the weekly close season it 
I ribed the or tunnel of all stationary and 
{ 1 be « 5 feet of the webbing or net of the “ hea 

I ch traps on each side next to the “™ pot shall be lifted or lowered 
in h manner as to permit the free passage of salmon and other 
11s 

Sec. 7. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor may, im his 
discret s iny streams or lakes as preserves for spawning 

nds, in which fishing may be limited or entirely prohibited; and 
\ in his judgment, the results of fishing operations in any stream, 
off 1 mouth thereof, indicate that the number of salmon taken is 
rger than the natural production of salmon in such stream, he is 
authorized to establish close seasons or to limit or prohibit fishing 
entirely for one year or more within such stream or within 500 yards 
of the ul thereof, so as to permit salmon to increas Provided, 
howe That such power shall be exercised only after all persons in- 
ter d shall be given a hearing, of which due notice must be given by 
pu nd w » the interested parties are known to the Depart- 
ment they shall be personally notified by a notice mailed not less than } 
thirty days previous to such hearing. No order made under this sec- | 
tion shall be effective before the next calendar year after same 
made ind provide further, That such limitations and prohibitions 

ill not apply to those engaged in catching salmon who keep such 
streams fully stocked with salmon by artificial propagation. 

Sec. 8. Tl it shall be unlawful to can or salt for sale for food 
any salmon more than forty-eight hours after it has been killed. 

Sec. 9. That is shall unlawful for any person, company, or cor- 
poration wantonly to waste or destroy salmon or other food fishes taken 
or caught in any of the waters of Alaska. 

Sec. 10. That it shall be unlawful for any person, company, or corpo- 
ration canning, salting, curing fish of any species in Alaska to use 


al abel, 
contents of any package of fish offered for sale: Provided, That the use 
of the te ‘red, *me m red,’ “ pink,” ‘“ chum,” etc., as applied 
to the species of Vacific salmon under present trade 

ill not be deemed in confiiet with the provisions of this act when used 


to desig 





rms 






various 





brand, or trade-mark which shall tend to misrepresent the | 


usages | 


ment the 
extent of conferring on the head of a Department the maki 
of rules and regulations and provides that such rules and recy 
lations shall have the force and effect of law, and then provides 
a system of penalties for the violation of rules and regulations 
that neither Congress nor anybody can possibly know anything 


officials in our legislation; but when a bill goes to 


| about when the bill is passed, it is most vicious and indefensible 


nate salmon of those known species. 

SE 11. That every person, company, and corporation engaged in 
catching, curing, or in any manner utilizing fishery product or in 
operating fish hatcheries in Alaska, shall make detailed annual reports | 
thereof to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, on blanks furnished | 
vy him, covering all such facts as may be required with respect thereto | 
x the information of the Department. Such reports shall be sworn to 

the superintendent, manager, or other person having knowledge of 

e facts, a separate blank form being used for each establishment in 


more than one cannery, saltery, or other establishment is 
{i by a person, company, or corporation, and the same shall be 
orwarded to the Department at the close of the fishing season and not 
ater than December 15 of each year. 
12. That the catching or killing, except with rod, spear, or 
ff, of any fish of any kind or species whatsoever in any of the waters 


“onducted 


1 

f 

I 

th 

cases where 
( 

i 

] 


SEC 




























from every standpoint. Whether the provision be valid or 
the bill ought to be defeated. 
Mr. LACEY. I should like to make a suggestion to my friend 


hot, 


from Indiana, that this question he is now discussing has been 
passed upon by the district judges of three of the Pacitic coast 
districts, where a regulation under act of Congress relating to 
forests was made, providing a criminal penalty, and each of 
those judges held that the regulation was invalid; that the 
power to make a regulation the violation of which would be 


criminal could not be delegated. 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not see how a court could hold 
otherwise. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Perhaps those decisions might not be 
| applicable here. The legislation of Congress had already 
created the crime for which those regulations sought to inflict 


of Alaska over which the United States has jurisdiction shall be sub- 
e to the provisions of this act, and the Secretary of Commerce and 
Labor is hereby authorized to make and establish such rules and regu 
lations not inconsistent with law as may be necessary to carry into 
effect the provisions of this act, and such rules and regulations shall 
ha the force and e law. 

Sec. 13. That to the provisions of this act and such regula- 
tions as he may esti h in pursuance thereof, the Secretary of Com- | 
merce and Labor is authorized and directed to depute, in addition to 
the agent and asistant agent of salmon fisheries now provided by law, 
fi the oflicers and employees of the Department of Commerce and 
Labor, a force adequate to the performance of all work required for the 
prot investigation, inspection, and regulation of the Alaskan ftsh- 
erie ind hatcheries, and he shall annually submit to Congress esti- 
mates to cover the cost of the establishment and maintenance of fish 
hatcheries in Alaska, the salaries and actual traveling expenses of such 
ofl l nd for such other expenditures as may be necessary to carry 
out the pro isions of this act. 

Sec. 14. That any person, company, corporation, or association vio- 
lating any provision of this act or any regulation established in pur- 

e thereof shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by a fine not 
exceeding $1,000 or imprisonment at hard labor for a term of not more | 
than ninety both such fine and imprisonment, at the dis- 


days, or by 
mn of the urt; and in case of the violation of any of the provi- 
ction 4 of tl 





more than $250 per diem may, at the discretion of the court, be im- 
posed x” each day such obstruction is maintained. And every vessel 
or otl appa is or equipment used or employed in violation of any 
provision of this act, or of any regulation made thereunder, may be 
seized by order of the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, and shall be 
held subject to the payment of such fine or fines as may be imposed. 
- i5. That the violation of any provision of this act or of any 
tion made thereunder may be prosecuted in any district court of 
Alaska or any district court of the United States in the States of 
( ornia, Oregon, or Washington. And it shall be the duty of the 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor to enforce the provisions of this act 
and tl ‘ules and regulations made thereunder. And it shall be the 
d if the district attorney to whom any violation is reported by any 
: or representative of the Department of Commerce and Labor to 
j te proceedings necessary to carry out the provisions of this act. 
§ 16. That all acts or parts of acts inconsistent with the provi- 
this act are, so far as inconsistent, hereby repealed. 
s 17. That this act shall take effect and be in force from and 
issage 


is act and conviction thereof a further fine of not | 





the punishment, and the regulation only defined what should 
be a violation of the general statute. Here is an attempt to 
create a crime by the legislative act of an executive officer. | 
do not believe it is valid. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I it and I do 


do not think is valid, 


not think it ought to be contained in the Dill. I think the 
presence of it in the bill is sufficient to justify every man in 
the House, no matter how strongly he may be in favor of the 
regulation of the fisheries in Alaska, in voting against the 
measure. I believe the gentleman ought to withdraw his hio- 
tion to suspend the rules and correct the bill in that respect 

Mr. LACEY. I should like to suggest further to my friend 
from Indiana that that question afterwards came lu) the 
House, and Congress expressly enacted a provision making a 

| crime of the specific acts that had been covered by thie regula- 
tions. The regulations. having been held invalid, tli itter 
was met by direct Congressional action. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. What difference does that make with 
this provision? 

Mr. LACEY. It is right along the line of the gent 
contention. Congress afterwards acted and passed t! oper 
provision of law in place of the regulation which had b held 
invalid. ; 

Mr. CUSHMAN. I would state in explanation that when Us 
matter came before the Committee on Territories the! er 
two bills relating to fisheries in Alaska. One of them proliibited 

lwy 


aliens from taking fish in the waters of Alaska, the other 
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to regulate the fisheries of Alaska. This provision | thence west through the middle of section 32, said township, a1 














o the Secretary of the Department of Commerce and | ¢h, fownsiip 3 south, range 20 east, to the quarter sect 
. . ee SeCCLIONS ov ANC o> lence iorth on sec n i! 
authority to make rules and regulations which should section corner between sections 25 and 26 hamant a 
: force and effect of law was contained in both bills. | middle of section 25 to the center thereof; thence no 
; o other bill, to wit, the bill prohibiting aliens from fish- ee oe he middle gas oo to t a centel o st m 2 
. . a . r gh the mid » oO Ser ons 24, 23, I aa t 
waters of Alaska—the alien bill—came up in this | corner between sections 21 and 22. township 2 s 

ie House struck out of it the language “ and such rules the present western boundary of the Yosemite N: 
: tions shall have the force and effect of law.” ily . et al Pons ho I nd a dee pr aoe ' 

t think there is any objection to striking that language | park is ex: d from said pa ind thi inds s 





bill. I think, as a matter of fact, the objection thereof, are added to and made a of the 1 | 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRuMPACKER] is a | B'N” Dereabter form a part of s id Sierra a st Kh 


subject to all of the acts of (« 












‘le one, and that we have no authority to confer legis- | That the Secretary of the Interior mas “- 
er upon any Executive Department. price as he may deem proper for privileges on tl 
CRUMPACKER. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous con- | slg Nas ae ae ee rark and made 

nk the gentleman in charge of the bill will not ob- | jing to vinkte Of wae on ago Taree wade a 

I may suggest an amendment that will remedy the | and other acts concerning rights of w 

I think the objection is a serious one, that probably pein T the grant of any ri 
+ least ought to defeat the motion to suspend the rules eaieen all be stipu ited that x 
the bill. I ask unanimous consent that I may be per- | over the same without the consent of the S$ t 
offer an a nendment. t non oT — a x e promul att J y : i . 
PEAKER. The gentleman from Indiana asks unani- | jn 'the area hereby included in the Sierra For. an ar 
sent to offer the following amendment, which the Clerk | privileges of the lieu-land scrip provisions of the land 
ae wise to be in all respects under the laws id re 
‘UMPACKER. Strike out in line 18, page 17, the words | yyles. eee geen wae Pomme 





anv regulation made thereunder;” and strike out all | to change the boundari f by tive 1 
word “act” in line 10, page 16; that is, all of section effect and be in force within the limits of tl 


: . a his act from the Yosemite National Park, exc« 
‘ds to be stricken out being “and such rules and regu- pt vided. ; 


il have the force and effect of law.” Sec. 3. That all revenues derived from privil I 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. —— under the. act of October 1, 1890, the act of Fé 
. ae as well as under ils mea ‘ec, or fro! ri 





lerk read as follows: herein segregated from said park and included 


16.-lines 10 and 11, strike out the words “and such rules ; Reserve, shall be paid into the Treas 


ons shall have the force and effect of law:”’ and on page expended under the direction of t . etal » t 
i. strike out the words “‘or of any regulation made there ee protection, and improvement of the \¥ 
« mo. 
SPEAKER. Is there objection? | The SPEAKER. Is a second demanded? 
re was no objection. There was no demand for a second. 
estion being taken, the rules were suspended; and The question on the passage of the bill was tak 
ds voting in the affirmative, the bill with the amend- | thirds having voted in favor thereof, the rules w 
s was passed. and the bill was passed. 
On motion of Mr. Lacey, House joint resoluti 
same subject was laid on the table. 


SEMITE VALLEY GRANT AND MARIPOSA BIG TREE GROVE. 


Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Speaker, I move to sus- 
rules and pass House joint resolution (H. J. Res. 118) Oe 
the recession by the State of California of the Yo- Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Mr. Speaker, I move 


RESTRICTING RIGHT OF APPEAL IN HABEAS CORP1 


st e Valley grant and the Mariposa Big Tree Grove, and in- rules and pass the bill (H. R. 17948) restricting in 
‘ y the ‘same. together with fractional sections 5 and 6, the right of appeal to the Supreme Court in habe: 
. 5 south. range 22 east, Mount Diablo meridian, ceedings. 
California, within the metes and bounds of the Yosemite Na- The Clerk read as follows: 
tional Park, and changing the boundaries thereof. Be it enacted, etc., That from a final decision by a 
Clerk read the bill, as follows: States in a proceeding in habeas corpus where the det 


of is by virtue of process issued out of a State court 
|, ete., That the recession and regranting unto the United | Supreme Court shall be allowed unless the United State 
St the State of California of the cleft or gorge in the granite | the final decision was rendered 
e Sierra Nevada Mountains, situated in the county of Mari- | be of opinion that there exists probable cause for an 
of California, and the headwaters of the Merced River, and | event, on allowing the*Same, the said court or justice s 
he Yosemite Valley, with its branches or spurs, granted unto | there is probable cause for such allowance 


or a justice of the S 


of California in trust for public use, resort, and recreation The SPE “Ip eek ae ; 19 
;. ts | 4d stv. a se I manded 
of Congress entitled “An act authorizing a grant to the he } PI AKER : Is , St co 1 de a de ; . ' 
S California of the Yosemite Valley and of the land embracing Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right » ae 


osa Big Tree Grove,” approved June 30, 1864 (13 Stat., p. | mand a second, I want to say that it 
well as the tracts embracing what is known as the *“ Mariposa ¢ ’ re Sa ; i 
; : calif ; i ) i ning ul xt, because i as 
Grove,” likewise granted unto the State of California by the do not want t know wh SB res pean At ' 
1 act of Congress, is hereby ratified and accepted, and the the gentleman from Missouri | Mr. CLarK] Says, we ought to 
and embracing the Yosemite Valley and the Mariposa Big | “take out.” I will not demand 
. as described in the act of Congress approved June 30, 1864, 


is now after 5 o'clock. | 


a second. 


‘ : ; f aes The SPEAKER. The ‘stion is on suspending the rules and 
ith that part of fractional sections 5 and 6, township 5 rhe SPI AKI R rhe que es Bt as F 
2? east, Mount Diablo meridian, California, lying south | Dassing the bill. 
s h Fork of Merced River and almost wholly between the The question was taken ; and two-thirds having voted in favor 
Big Tree Grove and the present south boundary of the Yo aul nies : wnended and ft] lly , } 
= : re 1e les were suspended and the bill was Ser 
nal Park, be, and the same are hereby, reserved and with thereof, the rules \ ~ a j ; ” 


) settlement, occupancy, or sale under the laws of the United 


nt LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 
et apart as reserved forest lands, subject to all the limita 





litions, and provisions of the act of Congress approved Octo The SPEAKER laid before the House the request of Mr. 
“0, entitled “An act to set apart certain tracts of land in the > - Th, - » a] we indefinitel ryt t 
California as forest reservations,” as well as the limitations, I ATTERSON O1 _ BmeNsee 5OF ADeeRCe, IndennteLy, © me 7. 
and provisions of the act of Congress approved February 7, | limportant business. | 
tled “An act to exclude from the Yosemite National Park, The SPEAKER. Without objection, the request will be | 


certain lands therein described, and to attach and inelude . 
inds in the Sierra Forest Reserve,’’ and shall hereafter form granted. . 

the Yosemite National Park. Mr. WILLIAMS. I object, Mr Speaker. IL move tl t I 
th and west boundary lines of the Yosemite National Park 


; q cS : request of the gentleman from Tennessee be grant 
changed as follows: Beginning at the point on the line be . 






on on , Tr sti ras taken; and the motion was eed to 
ns 35 and 36, township 4 south, range 21 east, where same The question was taken; and the motion was : 
» middle of the channel of the South Fork of the Merced — : . rrp WA’ 
; : ; i 3EPORT OF THE INTERNATIONAL WATERWAYS ) S 
north on section line to the southwest corner of section REPOR I I 
west on section lines to the southwest corner of section 28: The SPEAKER laid before the Hou 


on section line to the northwest corner of section 28: . > > 4) 1 
. . : . ve =O» ron ‘eESide! he nited State 
on section line to the quarter-section corner between from the Presi lent of the | . . 


he sex 








nd 21; thenee north through the middle of section 20 to the | the Committee on Rivers and U ( vit 
of; thence east through the middle of section 20 to t nving papers, ordered to be ted 
tion corner between sections 20 and 21; thence north on! .° “3 : 
e to the quarter-section corner between sections 16 and 17; | To the Senate and Hous 
through middle of section 17 to the center thereof; then [ transmit herewith, f t consid I ( t 
1 the middle of sections 17, 8, and 5 to the quarter-section made to the Seer iry of Wa tine I \ ‘ 5 
I wth boundary of section 5 on township boundary, all in| sion, under date of May 3, 1006, upon the | é N ii Ss. 
t south, range 21 east; thence north through the middle of PiTEODO K EVELT. 


-, township 3 south, range 21 east, to the center thereof; ! THE WHITE HOUSE, »Z 








6488 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 7, 





Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
adjourn. 

Che motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the House 
adjourned until to-morrow, at 12 o’clock noon. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
an estimate of the expenses of repairing Government buildings 
injured by irthquake and fire in California, and commending 
the conduct of Lieut. C. C. MeMillan, of the Revenue-Cutter 
Service nd employees of the United States Mint—to the Com- 
I es on Appropriations, Interstate and Foreign Commerce, | 

Coinage, Weights, and Measures, and ordered to be printed, | 
with illustrations. 
ter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting 
a if a letter from the Acting Secretary of Commerce and 
Lal ubini ig an estimate of appropriation for two light- 
house tender to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign | 
Col rce, and ordered to be printed. 

A r from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, 
witl copy ot letter from the Commissioner of the General | 
I | Office, a recommendation as to a sale of certain lands in 

ico to Messrs. Bonham and Holt, for themselves and 
to the Committee on the Public Lands, and ordered 
{ ited. 
RI RTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
were severally reported from committees, delivered 
Cl . and referred to the several Calendars therein 
j 5a i Ss: 
HAMILTON, from the Committee on the Territories, to | 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 18891) to aid in 
the « wiion of a railroad and telegraph and telephone line 
trict of Alaska, reported the same without amendment, 
iied by a report (No. 3874) ; which said bill and report 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the state | 
: Lnion 

M REYNOLDS, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
which wa d the bill of the House (H. R, 17510) to pro- 
vi t reconnoissance and preliminary survey of a land route 
for mail and pack trail from the navigable waters of the 


t River to the Seward Pensinsula, in Alaska, and for other 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied 
| ‘ rT (No. 3875) - 

Committee 


of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

T er clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
of lowing titles were introduced and severally referred as 

iS r. MURPHY: A bill (HH. R. 19036) to remove the restric- | 
tior 1 the alienation of land in the Choctaw, Chickasaw, Cher 
okee, Creek, and Seminole nations, Indian Territory, and for 
p SK to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

I fr. FOSS: A bill (H. R. 19037) to extend the time for the 
ce f the Alaska Central Railway, and for other pur- | 
) he Committee on the Territories. 

I Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 19038) ap- 

$1,000 for drainage investigations and experiments | 
I uve and Grand Pairie, in Arkansas—to the Com- 
I M icGUuIRI A bill (H. R. 18089) to establish a fish j 
r" nd fish-culture station in the Territory of Okla- 
] to the Committee on Appropriations. 
I Mr. DIXON of Montana: A bill (H. R. 19040) to author- |! 
» Chicago, Milwaukee and St. Paul Railway Company, of 
to construct bridge across the Missouri River in | 
Mont i—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- | 


Mr. WACHTER: A 
} : n of the ( 


bill 


ommittee « 


(H. R. 19041) 
Enrolled Bills to appoint an 

to the Committee on Accounts. 

PARKER: A resolution (H. Res. 

ph 5, of the House rules—to the Committee on Rules. 
BABCOCK: A resoiution (H, Res. 423) authorizing 


nh 
cler| 


l, ragr: 
By Mr. 


which said bill and report were referred | 


authorizing the | 


422) amending Rule | 


the Doorkeeper of the House to appoint a clerk in the I] 
document room—to the Committee on Accounts, 


ouse 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS, 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred Y 
follows: , 

By Mr. BATES: A bill (H. R. 19042) granting a pension t 
Georgette K. Collum—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions : 

By Mr. BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 19043) grantines 2 
increase of pension to Sarah V. Malone—to the Committe. = 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BEDE: A bill (H. R. 19044) granting an increase of 
pension to Samuel C. McCormick—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BOUTELL: A bill (H. R. 19045) granting a p 


» as 


to Mary A. Agey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. eo 
| <Also, a bill (H. R. 19046) granting an honorable discharge to 
Andrew RK. Honey—to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

By Mr. BOWIE: A bill (H. R. 19047) granting an increase of 


pension to Susan C. Smith—to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 19048) granting ay 


crease of pension to Alfred Branson—to the Committee oy oe 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROUSSARD: A bill (H. R. 19049) for the relict of 

the heirs of James Billiu, deceased—to the Committee on War 


Claims. 


By Mr. BRUNDIDGE: A bill (H. R. 19050) to correct tho 


| military record of John R. Chapman—to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 19051) granting a pension to J. B. Pres. 


ton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| By Mr. BURNETT: A bill (H. R. 19052) for the relief of 
the heirs of W. ¥. Gaines, deceased—to the Committee on War 
Claims. 

By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 19053) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John T. Heaney—to the Committee 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 19054) granting 
an increase of pension to John Shinolt—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19055) granting an increase of pension 
to Benjamin F. Scott—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19056) granting an increase of pension to 
William Luck—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. DWIGHT: A bill (H. R. 19057) granting an increase 
of pension to Leroy N. Johnson—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

sy Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 19058) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James Clark—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 
| 
| 
| 
| 








on 








By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts: A bill (H. R. 19059) 
to refund legacy taxes illegally collected—to the Committee on 
Claims. 
By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 19060) granting an increase 
of pension to Elston Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid 
| Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 19061) granting an increase 
of pension to Mary E. Mundy—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. FREDERICK LANDIS: A bill (H. R. 19062) to 
amend the records of the War Department as to Paul L. Bahr— 
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 19063) to cor- 
rect the military record of Michael Houlihan—to the Committee 
| on Military Affairs. 
3y Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 19064) gra 
| ing an increase of pension to Francis L. Smith—to the Commit 
| tee on Invalid Pensions. 


nt- 


| By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 19065) granting au in- 


| crease of pension to William R. Rodenberger—to the Com! 
on Pensions. 


3y Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 19066) granting an 'n- 
crease of pension to N. Smith-Burgess—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19067) granting an increase of pension ta 


|'Thomas J. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 19068) granting an increase of pension 
| William Adams—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

| Also, a bill (H. R. 19069) granting an increase of pens 
Cornelius A. Willis—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions . 
Also, a bill (FH. R. 19070) granting an increase ol pensios 
| to John H. Glenn—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


ta 


on to 








\jeo, a Dill (H. R. 19071) granting an increase of pension to 
. James—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
». a bill (H. R. 19072) granting an increase of pension to 
rn. Gray—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, bill (H. R. 19078) granting an increase of pension to 
Braden—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
clause 2 of Rule XXII, committees were discharged 


consideration of bills of the following titles; which 
reupon referred as follows: 


l 1 


(H. R. 4917) for the relief of Elsas, May & Co.— 
on War Claims discharged, and referred to the 


e on Ways and Means. 
| (H. R. 19032) granting an increase of pension to 
\V. Brown—Comumittee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 
rred to the Committee on Pensions. 

(H. R. 18631) granting an increase of pension to 
Whalen—Committee on Pensions discharged, and re- 


o the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
(H. R. 18931) granting an increase of pension to 
Wike—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, 


‘red to the Committee on Pensions. 


(li. R. 19013) granting an increase of pension to 
I’. Robinson—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
(H. R. 19014) granting an increase of pension to 
1 A. Waller—Committee on Invalid Pensions dis- 
i. and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
s re laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
\lr. ADAMS of Wisconsin: Petition of citizens of Oakland 
Cambridge, Wis., against religious legislation in the Dis- 


of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 
By Mr. BATES: Petition of Grange No. 858, Townville, Pa., 


Also, ] 


A. J. Terrill, master of Grange No. 800, Saegerstown, Pa., 
» pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
Commerce. 

\lso, petition of Grange No. 838, Shadeland, Pa., for repeal 
tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee on 
nd Means. 

etition of Grange No. 

( on denaturized 
s and Means. 
petition of Grange No. Hartstown, Pa., for a 
;-post law—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- 


revenue 


©2920 


meres 


Hartstown, 
alcohol—to the 


Pa., for repeal 
Committee on 


ue tax 


LISO, 


1233 


so, petition of Grange No. 1233, Hartstown, Pa., for bill 
R, 180 (the good-roads bill)—to the Committee on Agricul- 


lso, petition of Grange No. 1033, of Hartstown, Pa., for bill 

10099 (the Heyburn pure-food bill)—to the Committee 

‘rstate and Foreign Commerce. 
petition of Grange No. 1233, Hartstown, Pa., for reten- 

f the tax of 10 cents per pound on imitation butter—to 

Committee on Agriculture. 
] Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the Woman’s Christian 
nee Union, for Sunday closing of the Jamestown Expo- 
to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
ih V. Malone—to the Committee on Pensions, 
Mr. BEDE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Dr. S. C. 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

BOWIE: Petition of Frank Crichton, of the Ban- 
inst Government printing names and return addresses 
iped envelopes—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 

Roads, 

Mr. BRUNDIDGE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 

it. Chapman—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompany bill for 


of Capt. Hugh Donnelly—to the Committee on Military 


LICK 


by Mr. 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of the Cleveland Sunday 
n and the same association of nearly all the other States 
e Union, for legislation making Sunday rest in the Dis- 


of Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Co- 


ia, 
, petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, for investiga- 


of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on 
reign Affairs, 
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Also, petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, for legislation 
to regulate the sale of opium—to the Committee on 
and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, 


es 
Interstate 





against sale of 
liquor in any of the Government buildings—to the Con tt 
on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

Also, petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, for exch 1 of 
gambling matter from the mails—to the Committee on the Post- 
Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, f ‘ no 
gambling matter from the express and telegra 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com: 

Also, petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union 
of the liquor traffic in the States by noninterfer 
governing interstate commerce therein—to the ¢ 
the Judiciary. 

Also, petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, against Sw 
post-office banking—to the Committee on the Post-Ofi I 
Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Cleveland Sunday Union, for ar end 
ment of the bill for the admission to statehood of Ok! 
Indian Territory, New Mexico, and Arizona by elimin 
word “sex ” from the section of the bill providing for s g 
to the Committee on the Territories. 

3y Mr. DAVIDSON: Petition of the faculty of tl Ss 
Normal School at Stevens Point, Wis., for removal of 
on works of art—to the Committee on Ways and Meat 

By Mr. DEXTER: Petition of the Woman’s Miss Ss 
ciety of the Second Presbyterian Church of Madi I 
the Second Presbyterian Church of Hanover, Ind., f 
stitutional amendment abolishing polygamy—to the ‘ 
on the Judiciary. 

3y Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of citizens of Minnea 
Minn., against religious legislation in the District of ¢ 
bia—to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. GOULDEN: Petition of members of St. Luke Cou 
No. 488, Knights of Columbus, for a suitable memorial to t 


memory of Christopher Columbus—to the Committ 
Library. 

By Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of the Fort Pitt Supply Compa 
for two classes of mail matter only—to the Committee on t 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. GROSVENOR: 


Petitions of citizens of 


Blow r“inle 





Dunellen, Paterson, Basking Ridge, Mount Holly, Elizabetl 
May, Phillipsburg, East Freehold, Midvale, Wanaque, Mat 
boro, Hightstown, Hope, South Amboy, Union, Nutley, Newa1 
Plainfield, Elizabeth, Butler, Martinsville, Statmanville, Paul 
boro, Fairton, North Long Branch, Matawan, Newfoundland, 
and Holopen, N. J.; and of Hiawatha, Oakland, Thomas Jeffer 


son, Industry, Linwood, Wantage, Peerless, Mahwah 
Blue, Verona, Rockaway, Westville, Hightstown, Victory, New 
ark, Reliable, Nathan Hale, Garfield, Peter Cooper, Geor 
Roberts, Riverside,“North Star, Social, Howell, Columbia, O 
Branch, Salter, Lake Side, Martinsville, General F. H 
Eureka, Orange, Somerset, Eagle, M. L. Ward, Ps nD 
C. Butternutt, Gorham, Harmony, Nertley, Ivanhoe, Joel P 
sergen, Wallkill, Jersey Jump, Hopewell, a 





Junior Order United American Mechani for bills H 
15442 and 17941, for the establishment of a bureau of mig 
tion and naturalization and for a uniform rule for tl I 
uralization of aliens throughout the United St s ) 
Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition for re f of Jo 
P. Veach, to accompany bill H. R. 5707—to the ¢ 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
Mary BE. Mundy—to the Committee on Pensi 

By Mr. KELIHER: Petition of Woman’s R 
bury, for forest reservations in the White Mount Son 
ern Appalachian Mountains—to the Committee on Agr ' 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of Henry C. Leighton Pos 
199, Grand Army of the Republic, Department of Iov y 
retiring all Union officers of the civil war al : 
jor on three-quarters pay—to the Committee on Milita (ff 

By Mr. LEVER: Paper J 
phine Haidester—to the Committee Pensio1 

By Mr. LILLEY: Petition of Geor D. Reid ¢ 
vestigation of the condition the Kongo Free State o the 
Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. LIVINGSTON: Paper to acco! bill f rel of 
William Hetzel—to the Committ on War Claims 

By Mr. NEEDHAM: Petition of citizens of California, for 


preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers and 


Harbors. 
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By Mr. PARSONS: Petition of the Domestic Circle, of New 
York City, for pure-food legislation—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH: Petition of the First Congre- 
gational Church of Portland, Mich., for investigation of the con- 
duct of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs 


By Mr. SPERRY: Petition of citizens of New Haven, Conn., 
r bill TT. R. 16548, for judicial review of the fraud order by 


Post-Oliice Department—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 





SENATE. 


Tvurspay, Way 8, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. HALE. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Dupois, and by unanimous 
ecnsent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 

LANDS IN NEW MEXICO. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 


tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a letter 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office inclosing a 
report of the investigation of the contract for the sale of certain 
lands belonging to the Territory of New Mexico, and stating 
that Congress alone has the power to enforce the conditions of 
he grant; which, with the accompanying papers, was referred 


to the Committee on Public Lands, and ordered to be printed. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
Brow nina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
following bills: 

An act to authorize the 
pose of useless papers in post-offices ; 

S. 2801. An act to withhold from sale a portion of Fort Brady 

Military Reservation, at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. ;: 
S. 24386. An act 
the United States against the State of Michigan for moneys 
held by said State as trustee for the United States in connection 
with St. Marys Falls Ship Canal; 


passed tne 


S. 2140. Postmaster-General to dis- 


P01 


8.3522. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction and maintenance of roads, the establish- 
ment and maintenance of schools, and the care and support of 


insane persons in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes,” 
ppr d January 27, 1905; 

8.5203. An act granting to the Chicago, 
Paul Railway Company, 
Fort Keogh Military 


purposes ; 


ove 
Milwaukee and St. 
of Montana, a right of way through the 
Reservation in Montana, and for other 


S. 5057. 


An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior to 


allot homesteads to the natives of Alaska; 


8S. 5572. An act to amend section 4348 of the Revised Statutes, 
establishing great coasting districts of the United States; 
8.5796. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge across 


the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road ; 

S$. 5890, An act to authorize the South and Western Railroad 
Company to construct bridges across the Clinch River and the 
Holston River, in the States of Virginia and Tennessee; 

S. 5891. An act to authorize the South and Western Railway 
Company to construct bridges across the Clinch River and the 
Holston River, in the States of Virginia and Tennessee; and 

S. 5943. An to authorize the Minnesota, Dakota and Pa- 
cific Railway Company to construct a bridge across the Missouri 


act 


essage also announced that the House had passed the 
1975) granting an increase of pension to Mary E. Dug- 
, With an in which it requested the concurrence 
of the Senate. 

The me 


the fc 


ger, \ amendment 


ssage 


further announced that the House had passed 
llowing bills, with amendments in which it requested the 


concurrence of the Senate: 
S. 2292. An act for the relief of certain entrymen and settlers 
within the limits of the Northern Pacifie Railway land grant: 
S. 2256. An act storing to the public domain certain lands 
in the State of Minnesota; 
S. 4004. An act to amend section 4426 of the Revised Statutes 
( the United States—regulation of motor boats: 
S 76. An act to grant certain land to the State of Minnesota 
tas a site for the construction of a sanitarium for the 
ent OL CONSUMPptiVeS 5 
Ss. 5498. An act granting additional lands from the Fort Doug- 
MI ry Reservation to the University of Utah; and 


to provide for the settlement of a claim of | 
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| for the Northwestern Normal School, at Alva, in Oklalho 











Mars, 





8S. 5683. An act to provide for the removal of derelicts 
other floating dangers to navigation. 

The message also announced that the House had agreeq | 
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 13783) to , 
souvenir medallions for the Zebulon Montgomery Pik 
ment Association. * 

The message further announced that the House had : 
the following bills and joint resolutions; in which it ; d 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

H. R. 4546. An act ceding to the city of Canon City. ¢ 
certain lands for park purposes; . 

H.R. 5290. An act providing for the allotment and qd 
tion of Indian tribal funds; 

H. R. 7065. An act to amend section 858 of the Revis: 
utes of the United States; 

H.R. 8976. An act to change the line of the resery: 
Hot Springs, Ark., and of Reserve avenue; 

H.R. 10106. An act providing for the setting aside 
ernmental purposes of certain ground in Hilo, Hawaii: 

H. R, 10133. An act to provide for the annual pro rat: 
bution of the annuities of the Sac and Fox Indians of the \J 
sissippi between the two branches of the tribe, and to adiyct ; 
existing claims between the two branches as to said ann 

H.R. 11787. An act ratifying a=* => roving an act t 
priate money for the purpose of building additional | 


and 


Stht- 


ly rOY- 


ritory, passed by the legislative assembly of Oklahoma 
tory, and approved the 15th day of March, 1905; 

H. R. 13543. An act for the protection and regulation of the 
fisheries of Alaska; 

H. R. 14410. An act to amend an act approved August 3, 1894. 
entitled “An act concerning leases in the Yellowstone National 
Patk;” 

H. R. 14968. An act to amend the internal-revenue laws, so as 
to provide publicity of its records ; 

H. R. 15078. An act granting to the Ocean Shore Railway 
Company a right of way for railroad purposes across Pizeo; 
Point Light-House Reservation, in San Mateo County, ¢ 

HI. R. 15095. An act authorizing the condemnation of linds or 
easements needed in connection with works of river and 
improvement at the expense of persons, companies, or « 
tions; 

H. R. 16307. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Interior 
to have a survey made of unsurveyed public lands in the State 
of Louisiana ; 


H. R. 16672. An act to punish cutting, chipping, or boxing of 
trees on the public lands ; 
H. R. 17114. An act to provide for the disposition under the 


publie land laws of the lands in the abandoned Fort Shaw Mili- 
tary Reservation, Mont. ; 

H. R. 17127. An act to provide for the subdivision and sale of 
certain lands in the State of Washington; 

H. R. 17411. An act for the resurvey of certain townships in 
the State of Nebraska ; 

H. R. 17948. An act restricting in certain cases the right of ap- 
peal to the Supreme Court in habeas corpus proceedings ; 

H. R. 17982. An act to grant to Charles H. Cornell, his as- 


signs and successors, the right to abut a dam across tlie Nio- 
brara River on the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, Nebr. 
and to construct and operate a trolley or electric railway line 


and telegraph and telephone line across said reservation ; 

H. R. 18204. An act to authorize the Northampton and Ifali- 
fax Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the Roanoke 
River at or near Weldon, N. C.; 

H. R. 18328. An act to regulate the practice in certain ¢i 
and criminal cases in the western district of Arkansas; 

H. R. 18330. An act transferring the county of Clinton, 
State of Iowa, from the northern judicial district of Lowa to the 
southern judicial district of Iowa; 

H. R. 18435. An act to authorize the Secretary of Co! 


and Labor to cooperate, through the Bureau of the Co ! 
Geodetic Survey and the Bureau of Fisheries, with the shelltish 
commissioners of the State of Maryland in making surveys o! 
the natural oyster beds, bars, and rocks in the waters witli! the 
State of Maryland; 

H. R. 18439. An act to authorize the construction of 2 Ige 
across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie County, \ 

H. R. 18443. An act to amend the act to provide a gov: 
for the Territory of Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900; 

H. R. 18502. An act to empower the Secretary of War, wide! 
certain restrictions, to authorize the construction, extes 


maintenance of wharves, piers, and other structures 0 
underlying harbor areas and navigable streams and : 
waters in or surrounding Porto Rico and the islands adjaccnt 
thereto ; 


ly 











1y Tt. 18536. An act providing for the subdivision of 
under the reclamation act, and for other purposes ; 


18713. An act to validate certain certificates of naturali- 


lands 


'. Res. 118. Joint resolution accepting the recession by 
of California of the Yosemite Valley grant and the 
Big Tree Grove, and including the same, together with 
| sections 5 and 6, township 5 south, range 22 east, 

jinblo meridian, California, within the metes and bounds 
Yosemite National Park, and changing the boundaries 
and 
Res, 134. Joint resolution authorizing the construction 
rance of wharves, piers, and other structures in Lake 


adjoining certain lands in Lake County, 
also announced that the House 
jlution requesting the President of 


Ind. 
had passed 
the 


essnge 


a con- 
United States 
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to the House the bill (H. R. SO48) entitled “An act 
» an increase of pension to John W. Hammond;” in 
requested the concurrence of the Senate 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 
E-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the Manu- | 
Club of Fort Wayne, Ind., praying for the removal 


nternal-revenue tax on denatured 
| to the Committee on Finance. 
presented a petition of sundry 
w Nation, Ind. praying for 
- for the removal of restrictions 
un the Indian Territory ; 
Indian Affairs. 
so presented the petition of Liliuokalani, ex-Queen of the 
| an Islands, praying for the consideration of her claim 
iwress; which was referred to the Committtee on 


alcohol; which was 
citizens of Durant, 
the enactment of legisla- 
on the right to alienate 
which was referred to the Com- 


Iso presented a petition of the Manufacturers’ Club of 
yne, Ind., praying for the enactment of legislation to 
the duty on denatured alcohol; which was referred to 
on Finance. 
PLATT presented a 


\\ 


ittee 


} petition of the National Bank of 
R ester, of the Traders’ National Bank, and of the National 
LB f Commerce, all of Rochester, in the State of New York, 
r for the enactment of legislation to amend section 5200, 
R “l Statutes of the United States, relating to 
b s: which was ordered to lie on the table. 
le also presented a petition of Local Council No. 37, Junior 
of United American Mechanics, of Riverbend, aur key 
¢ for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration ; 
referred to the Committee on Immigration. 
SCOTT presented a petition of Harmon Grange, 
of Husbandry, of Ashton, W. Va., praying 
ent of legislation to remove the duty on 
which was referred to the Committee on 
M ItOPKINS presented petitions of sundry 
( eo, Aurora, Monmouth, Manito, Harvey, 
Eigin, Hoopeston, Batavia, Moline, and Racine, all in the 
Illinois, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
e the duty eon denaturized alcohol; which were referred 
‘Committee on Finance. , 
\ DUBOIS presented a petition of the 
tional Missionary Union of the District of Columbia, 
‘ for the enactment of legislation to regulate the employ- 
of child labor in the District of Columbia; which was re- 
| to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
lso presented a petition of the Woman’s Interdenomina- 
Missionary Union of the District of Columbia, praying 
ie enactment of legislation to protect the first day of the 
day of rest in the District of Columbia; which was 
(to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
lso presented a petition of the Woman's Interdenomina- 
Missionary Union of the District of Columbia, praying 
ie enactment of legislation providing for the closing 
y of the Jamestown Exposition; which was referred 
select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 
BURKETT presented a petition from the Nebraska Fed- 


)} 


wis 


No. 151, 
for the 
denatured 
Finance. 
citizens 
Rockford, Free- 


of 


Ss i 


on 
to 


national 





) 
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Ile also presented the petition of J. L. Springston, of Viand, 
Ind. T., praying for the enactment of legislation granting relief 
for certain conditions existing in the Ind Terri ry whicl 
was referred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 

He also presented a memorial of Bluestone Co Ni 10 
United Commercial Travelers, of Bluefield. W. \ ren 
strating against the enactment of | slation to « 
third and fourth class mail matter: w] 1 was referred to tl 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Ro 

He also presented pet m of indry pharma { and 
physicians of Jefferson County Ww. V I f ‘ 
ment of legislation to amend certain sect s of the Re l 
Statutes relating to patents \ r" | 
mittee on Patents. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. McCUMBER (for Mr. Parrerson), f1 C Litt 
on Pensions, to whom were referred t] sliow is, reported 
them severally without amendment | 

| thereon: 
| <A bill (H. R. 718) granting an increase of pension to H 
ton D. Brown; 

A bill (H. R. 18005) granting a pens to |] ( 

A bill (H. R. 18006) granting an increase of pension to M 
tha J. Bass: 

A bill (H. R. 4363) granting an incre: of ) 

D. Campbell ; 

A bill (H. R. 4888) granting a pension to I Hils 

A bill CH. R. 4625) granting an incre ( sion to A 
son J. Smith; 

A bill (UH. R. 10246) granting an increase of pension to Jo 
Harrison ; 

A bill (HL. R. 12088) granting an increase of pens to Lou 
isa Spielman; 

A bill (iI. R. 15152) granting an increase of pension to Mat 
T. Corns; and 

A bill (H. R. 15886) granting an increase of pension to John 
Misner. 

Mr. BURKETT, from the Committee on Claims, to whom \ 
referred the bill (H. R. 5217) for the relief of Agnes W. Llills 
and Sarah J. Hills, reported it without amendment d 
mitted a report thereon. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Pensions 
whom were referred the following bills, reported th 
with an amendment, and submitted reports thereo1 

A bill (S. 5559) granting an increase of pension to Ann H. 
Crofton; 

A bill (S. 5969) granting an increase of pens to } 
Burdick ; and 

A bill (S. 4872) granting an increase of pensii to Emily P. 
Hubbard. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Ve ms, to 
whom were referred the following bills, reported them seve 


Woman's Interde- | 


of Women’s Clubs, praying for an investigation into | 
dustrial condition of the women of the country: which | 


rred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
RAYNER presented a petition of sundry citizens of the 


of Maryland, praying for the enactment of legislation to 
ve the duty on denatured alcohol; which was referred to 
Comittee on Finance, 
lr. ELKINS presented a memorial of Shattuck & Jackson 
ihy, of Parkersburg, W. Va., remonstrating against the 
ve of the so-called “ anti-injunction bill; ” which was re- 


i to the 


Committee on the Judiciary 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


without amendment, and submitted reports thereon 

A bill (S. 4719) granting an increase of pension to Jol 
Joines ; 

A bill (H. R. 2155) granting an increase of pension to W 
H. Smith; 

A bill (H. R. 10525) granting an increase of pension to 
Artemas D. Many; 

A bill (H. R. 10524) granting an increase of pension to 
Ebenezer W. Akerley; 

A bill (H. R. 13809) granting an increase of pension to James 
P. Tucker ; 

A bill (H. R. 14237) granting an increase « to ] 
Kindle 

A bill (H. R. 15206) granting an increase of pens to |] I 
. Thompson: 

A bill (CH. R. 15565) granting an increase of to J S 
R. King; and 

A bill (CH. R. 17685) granting an in se of pens G o 
Willy. 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on I 
was referred the bill (S. 5986) for the es 
cultural station in the State of Flo 
amendment, and submitted a report the 

Mr. PILES, from the Com , I 
referred the bill (S. 5901) to extend t } 
of the Alaska Central Railway bf 
ported it with amendments, and su 

Mr. OVERMAN, from the ¢ ittee on LP to 
were referred the following bills, re} *t thre el ly } 
out amendment, and submitted reports t 

A bill (HL. R. 5804) ¢ gan of | 1 to Joseph 
A. N oves ; 

A bill (H. R. 4406) granting a pension to Albert M. Ryan 
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A bill (H. R. 5732) granting an increase of pension to Elias 
C. Kitchin; 

A bill (HI. R. 8547) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Madison; 

A bill (HH. R. 10319) granting an increase of pension to Har- 
vey Deal; 

A bill (H. R. 14490) granting an increase of pension to 
Martha A. Kenney ; 


A bill (if. R. 15275) granting an increase of pension to Jehu 





(H. R. 15450) granting an increase of pension to Vir- 
J. D. Holmes; and 

A bill (HI. R. 16193) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Shrader. 

Mr. ALDRICH, from the Committee on Interstate Commerce, 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 14604) forbidding the 
importation, exportation, or carriage in interstate commerce 
of falsely or spuriously stamped articles of merchandise made 
of gold or silver or their alloys, and for other purposes, re- 


ted it with amendments. 


rinia J. 


1 


CHARLES HUNSLEY. 


From the Committee on Pensions I desire 


Mr. McCUMBER. 
ke an additional oral report, merely announcing the death 


tO make 


of the beneficiary of the bill (S. 5798) granting an increase 
of pension to Charles Hunsley. The bill is on the Calendar, 


and I move 
rhe n 


that it be indefinitely postponed. 
iotion was agreed to. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. 
mend 


ey 
OL bi 


CLARK 
an act 
nkruptcy 


>} 
wil 


of Wyoming introduced a bill (8S. 6064) to 
entitled “An act to establish a uniform system 
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 
ich was read twice by its title, and referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 6065) granting an in- 
ion to Ellen M. Dyer; which was read twice by 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. PERKINS introduced a bill (S. 6066) for the relief of 
ip keepers at the Mare Island Navy-Yard, Cal.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6067) 
California for moneys expended in placing at the disposal of 


ISOS: 


a ‘ OT 
cre ‘ i pel 


tit 
1 


} 
Si 


he United States 18,715 volunteer troops between 1861 and 
i865; which was read twice by its title, and referred to the 
Committee on Claims. 

Ife also introduced a bill (S. 6068) to correct the military 
record of Conrad Hyne; which was read twice by its title, and 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

M McLAURIN introduced a bill (S. 6069) for the relief of 
the estate of Mary F. Birdsong, deceased; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FOSTER introduced a bill (S. 6070) for the relief of Mrs. 
Gabriel Le Breton Deschapelles; which was read twice by its 
title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (S. 6071) granting an in- 
crease of pension to George W. Patton; which was read twice by 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 6072) for the relief of 
the trustees of Ebenezer Methodist Episcopal Church South, 
of Hampton County, 8S. C.; which was read twice by its title, 

nd referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6078) for the relief of the trus- 
tees of the Baptist Church of Hardeeville, 8. C.; which was 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a bill (S. 6074) for the relief of the 
State of lifornii .; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


ferred te 
Mr. CRANE 


Committee on Claims. 

introduced a bill (S. 6075) to regulate the sal- 
carriers in free-delivery offices; which was read 
and referred to the Committee on Post-Offices 


» the 


ts tit] 


and Post Roads 

M WARNER introduced a bill (S. 6076) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John MeKnight; which was read twice 
by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to 
the Com! ee on Pensions. 


Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6977) granting a pension 


to William H. Tate; which was read twice by its title, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 6078) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Elijah B. Hudson; which was read twice 
by s ti and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6079) for the relief of Mrs. 


Cceorge 


M. Goodwin; which was read twice by its title, and, 


to reimburse the State of | 
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| vide for the purchase of a site and the erection of a building 








Ma\ 





’ 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Committe, on 
Claims. 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 6080) granting to coy tin 
employees of the United States the right to receive fro, % 
‘ it 


compensation for injuries sustained in the course of their 
ployment; which was read twice by its title, and refey; 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6081) for the relief of the jo; 
of David H. Strother, deceased; which was read twice } 


title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. me 
He also introduced a bill (S. GO082) for the relief of s; hen 
A. West; which was read twice by its title, and referred to tho 


Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also introduced the following bills: which were seyers)i. 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committ 
Pensions: 


A bill (8. 6083) granting a pension to George W. Jolnson- 
and : 
A bill (S. 6084) granting an increase of pension to Joly K 


Whitford. 

Mr. McCREARY introduced a bill (S. 6085) makine ; n- 
propriation for the construction of locks and dams numbered 
12 and 138 on the Kentucky River; which was read twi 
its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce, 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6086) making an appropriat 
for the construction of dams at Lock No. 1, Tug Fork, and Lock 
No. 1, Levisa Fork, of the Big Sandy River; which was reaq 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Commerce. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6087) granting an increase of 
pension to Sallie B. Welch; which was read twice by its title, 
and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6088) for the relief of the Maa- 
ison Female Institute, of Richmond, Ky.; which was read ty 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6089) for the relief of the Cum- 
berland Presbyterian Church, of Russellville, Ky.; which was 
read twice by its title, and, with the accompanying pay 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. FLINT introduced a joint resolution (S. R. 54) authoriz- 


, Te- 


| ing a change in the weighing of the mails in the fourth section: 
which was read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee 
on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 
PUBLIC BUILDING AT VERSAILLES, KY. 
Mr. SCOTT. Before the morning business is closed, I should 
like to call up, by unanimous consent, the bill (S. 4956) to pro- 


at 
Versailles, in the State of Kentucky. I am sure there is not a 
Senator on this floor who will object to the bill when he knows 
the character of it. 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consider- 
ation. 

The bill was reported from the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds with an amendment, on page 2, after line 5, 
strike out the following words: 

No money shall be used for the purpose mentioned until a valid title 
to the site of said building shall be vested in the United States 
until the State of Kentucky shall have ceded to the United St 
clusive jurisdiction over the same, during the time the United States 
shall be or remain the owner thereof, for all purposes except thie : 
ministration of the criminal laws of said State and the service of civil 
process therein. ' 

So as to make the bill read: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Treasury be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to acquire, by purchase, condemnation, 
or otherwise, a site, and cause to be erected thereon a suitable - 
ing, including heating and ventilating apparatus, for the use 
commodation of the United States post-office and other Gov 
offices, in the city of Versailles and State of Kentucky, the 
said site and building, including said heating and ventilating : 
tus, complete, not to exceed $25,000. ; \ 

Proposals for the sale of land suitable for said site shall 
vited by public advertisement in one or more of the news| 
said city of largest circulation for at least twenty days pri 
date specified in said advertisement for the opening of said prop 

The building shall be unexposed to danger from fire by an open 
space of at least 40 feet on each side, including streets and all: 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tlie 
amendment was concurred in. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

STATUE OF GOVERNOR STEVENS T. MASON, OF MICHIGAN. 


Mr. ALGER. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the joint resolution (S. R. 47) granting condem' ed 
cannon for a statue to Governor Stevens 'T. Mason, of Michigan. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there being no 


to 





and he is 
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; in. the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded | mittee for action, and that we shall be given an o] unity to 

, consideration. It directs the Secretary of War to de-} be heard if we have any objection to it. 

; to the governor of the State of Michigan six bronze or Mr. KEAN. Let us have the regular order, Mr. Presid 

1 ndemned cannon, to be used to make a life-size statue The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fro Idaho sug- 
ns T. Mason, late governor of Michigan. gest that the bill be referred to the ¢ e on Irrigation? 
‘oint resolution was reported to the Senate without Mr. DUBOIS. TT » Committe 
ent, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read The VICE-PRESIDENT. The | W e so l. 

‘ rd time, and passed. ai las 

FORTIFICATION OF PURE SWEET WINES. The VICE-PRESID [ laid be , 1- 
rELINT. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- | Ments of the House of Repres t 
on of the bill (H. R. 15266) to amend existing laws rela- | vide tl ( al of derel ‘ ‘ ( 
the fortification of pure sweet wines. gers to 0 wh v | t 
-ICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the in- | Structed,” ind t ) 
n of the Senate. d tos 
Secretary read the bill. ve that t S r i 
SCOTT. Is there a report from the Department on the fR sent: 
if there is, I should like to have it read. greed 
rILLMAN. Mr. President, I ask that the unfinished LANDS IN MIN? ; 
e laid before the Senate. Tha VICE_PPRGINEN™ iota 1 age ’ 
ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- a e- oes go Sonate . eee 
to the present consideration of the bill just read? vente ri a to kaon a 8s ae 
ILLMAN. There seems to be some trouble about its Minn oe Rqacneg kapaings a oe 
‘ ote. peer Be a Wal s e o / a I i. t 
PLINT. It comes with a unanimous report from the alge stm tn be yp ans <3 
ALDRICH. I do not think there is any trouble about a eee 4 ae ; u 
|. It has been very carefully considered both by the ee ee ee 
tee and by the Department. SANITARIUM IN M rA. 
STONE. I object to the consideration of the bill. The VICE-PRESIDENT laid befor S 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. ments of the House of Repre f 
ENTRY OF LANDS UNDER RECLAMATION ACT. to grant certain land to the State of M 
site for the construction of init t x 
DUBOIS. I ask the Senator from South Carolina to } consumptives. 
. House bill which came over to be taken up. The amendments of the House ws n | 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- | all after “ Minnesota” down to d ve 
South Carolina that the morning business has not yet } in line 5. 
ed. The Chair will lay the unfinished business before In line 8, to strike out all after the word “1 , 
e as soon as the morning business is concluded. The] and including “ States,” in line 11, and rt < 
( lays before the Senate a bill from the House of Repre- | pay therefor at the rate of $1.25 per 
es: Mr. NELSON. I move that the : 0 Hou 
18536. An act providing for the subdivision of lands | concurred in. 
( | under the reclamation act, and for other purposes, was The motion was agreed to. 
r ce by its title. 
DUBOIS. I move that section 3 of the bill be stricken ~seasopeepectcmag tel naiecpal maracas 
( that the following be inserted. I will say to the Sen- Mr. SUTHERLAND submitted ud e to 
appropriate $6,000 for alterations in and a¢ ubli 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the bill | building at Salt Lake City, Utah, intende sed by 
before the Senate. Does the Senator from Idaho wish | him to the sundry civil appropriation bill Ly ferred 
present consideration of the bill? to the Committee on Appropriations, L to be printed. 
. DUBOIS. I ask for the present consideration of the bill. Mr. FLINT submitted an amendment aut ng the P 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read for the infor- | ™@ster-General, on account of the earthqua ( 
n of the Senate. fornia, to use the average daily rht of 1 S 4 
Secretary read the bill. not less than thirty successive working days 
Mr. KEAN. Has the bill been reported by a committee of the | the period from February 20 to April 17, 1% 

g te? compensation on all railroad routes in tl i] 
VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been. intended to be proposed by him to tl ice 
DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from New Jersey | bill; which was referred to the Commit on | 

the Senate has passed a bill on the same subject as the | Post-Roads, and ordered to be printed. 
tion, and the House committee has unanimously re- PRESIDENTIAI 
| in favor of the same bill. —— Neenah’ ; | 
KEAN. Then a bill on the same subject has been re- A message from the President of ' : : 
J c re > 7 >an o na } aatat 
| by the Senate committee? ae 7 oe eet ot ¥ tial ties 
DUBOIS. Yes. I will ask the Senate to substitute the en oni at: ae rs 
has passed the Senate for section 3, and then it will ao On) aa net to end an act 1 A . 
nference. eee eee i ; ae ; “as os = 
TELLER. This is a pretty important bill, and it seems — aera hie eg ae ss a “ as 
is hardly wise to put the bill into conference without | _. mn ca tins atl scien aaiema ad x 
‘amination on the part of the Senate. Se lee et] reap rele mecnciggp Pt 1a 
DUBOIS. I will say to the Senator from Colorado that a an € Pager mengew ed Bes : 1 Ma 
ate committee has had a similar bill under consideration wes May ao = se 
passed one bill covering entirely section 3, which same ae oa ia pro for t] | 
been reported unanimously by the House committe Ho ae a ahead, Hen ; 
I have no objection to its going to the committee ex — a y —e 
t it will delay it. RI N \ 
TELLER. Mr. President, what we are just now in The VICH-PRESIDI \ 
. in the West is too much legislation on this very ques- | lutions? If t, the n 
We are threatened with very dangerous legislation, and | lays before the S hi 
 Vepartment or some portion of the Department, which The Sen . ( I ‘ . 
he KR clamation Service in charge, have their way there is } sideration of the b (H. R. 12987) ‘ d 
n intelligent man in the West who in two years will not re-| “An act to regulate com I t, 185%, 
it the Government ever touched this question. I do not} and all acts amendatory the l g powers of 
whether this bill is objectionable or not, but I think we | the Interstate Commerce Commissiot 
entitled to have an opportunity to examine these bills. Mr. WARNER. I send an amendment to the desk to be 
erefore I am going to insist that the bill shall go to the com- | read. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a pending amendment to 
the amendment. 
Mr. WARNER. I will ask that the amendment be read. 


The 
prop Sed 
Secretary. 

The Secretary. After the last line of the substitute of the 
senior Senator from Texas |[Mr. CULBERSON] for the amendment 
of the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER] insert: 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the amendment 
by the Senator from Missouri will be read by the 


It shall be the duty of carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
give like accommodations to all persons paying the same compensation 
for interstate transportation of passengers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
will lie on the table. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to make a motion to reconsider 
the vote by which the amendment found on page 6497 of the 
Recorp was adopted. It reads as follows: 

In line 5 of the proposed amendment, after the word “ water,” 
insert “at any place within the jurisdiction or within the govern- 
mental authority of the United States.” 


I will state to the Senate that this amendment was proposed 
by the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Morgan] and was 
adopted. I desire to make a motion to reconsider it; and as I 
see he is not in his seat, I will let the motion be pending until 
he comes into the Chamber. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider will be 
entered. The pending question is on the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] to the mod- 


ified amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS]. The Secretary will read the amendment to the 


proposed amendment. 

The Secretary. In line 4 of the proposed substitute, after 
the word “ commerce,” insert the words “as a common carrier 
of articles and commodities of its own production, mining, or 
manufacture.” 


Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the original amendment be read 
as it would read if amended. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as _ re- 


quested by the Senator from Rhode Island. 

The Secrerary. Add at the end of section 1 the following 
proposed substitute offered by the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Enxins], which if amended by the Senator from Missis- 


sippi [Mr. McLaurin] would read as follows: 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in producing, 
manufacturing, buying, furnishing, or selling, directly or indirectly, 
coal, ecke, or any other commodity, to engage in interstate commerce 
as a common carrier of articles and commodities of its own produc- 
tion, mining, or manufacture: Provided, That nothing in this act 
shall be construed to prevent a carrier from mining coal or producing 
other commodities exclusively for its own use. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think, Mr. President, everyone is agreed 


that we should absolutely divorce our railways as common ¢ar- 
riers from engaging in any character of business in competition 
with any person, firm, or corporation. Being agreed upon that, 
then we are brought face to face with this proposition. Under 
the bill, or under the amendment, as it now stands, in my opin- 
it would be clearly unconstitutional. Suppose that a 
company in the State of Maryland, under the laws of that State, 
as it has a right to engage, in the mining and selling 
That being the case, is 


Ion, 


engages, 


of products purely within that State. 


it possible for Congress to enact a law which would forfeit 
the right of that company to do an interstate-commerce business 
in property that it is not buying or selling within the State? 
Any prohibition such as is contained in the provision of the 


amendment of the Senator from West Virginia would, in effect, 








take this private property of the carrier without due process 
of law, in my opinion, and it would be absolutely unconstitu- 
tional. 

What the Senator, I presume, really wants to secure, and what 
we | wish to secure, is an amendment that will prohibit rail- 
way « panies as much as possible from engaging in interstate 
ce in articles of their own production. That may be 
obtained, it seems to me, by a very few words, much less than 

re « ined in the amendment offered by the Senator from 
Missi to the amendment. Suppose that the provigion 
should s iply read this way: 

nmon < I ler the provisions of this act is prohibited 
f ig in marl g or selling any coal, coke, or other commod- 
i ( ry into int t mi ( 

That is a simple proposition. He would be prohibited from 
entering into that business only, if entering into it, he engaged 

tate commerce in connection with it. That would bring 


» clause of the Constitution and 
It is a simple propo- 


the interstate-commerce 


the authority of Congress to deal with it. 


sition and covers entirely what is desired by the Senator fr 


West Virginia. The proposition is in a very few words: ” 
Any common carrier under the provisions of this act is prohibit 
from engaging in marketing or selling any coal, coke, or oth, _ 
modity entering into interstate commerce. —— 

That would leave the company free to engage in that }, inegs 
in the State which allowed the company to so engage, [t M “~ 
prohibit the company from engaging in the sale of a) ame: 
modity which would enter into interstate commerce, [+ wenka 
be comprehensive and, at the same time, simple, cles; and 
definite. ve 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does the Senator offer that as an amend- 
ment to the substitute? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I can not offer it as an amendment now 
because I understand that one amendment to the amend), nt is 
pending, and I simply present it as a suggestion. I wij] ask 
the Chair whether an amendment would at this time be jy 


order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
not now in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
order. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that the amendment of the gop. 
ator from North Dakota be read for the information of the 
Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 
The 
quested. 

The Secretary. As a substitute for the amendment just read, 
at the end of section 1, in lieu of the matter proposed to be ip. 
serted, add the following: 


The Chair is of opinion that it 


is 


It was my opinion that it is not now jy 


I send it to the desk. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 'The Secretary will read as 


re- 





Any common carrier under the provisions of this act is prohibited 
from engaging in marketing or selling any coal, coke, or other com- 


modity entering into interstate commerce. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
amendment of the Senator from North Dakota is in the nature 
of a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from West 
Virginia. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest, then, 
that after the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
has been perfected by its friends the proposed substitute of the 
Senator from North Dakota will be in order. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, I wish to ask the Senator from 
West Virginia whether there is any provision in the bill as to 
the time when his amendment, if adopted, will go into opera- 
tion and become effective upon the railroads? I will state the 
point of my inquiry. ‘The carrying of coal to the markets from 
the mines has to be done by these carrying companies. If it 
be true, as is commonly believed, that the carrying companies 
own property valued perhaps at hundreds of millions of dollars, 
and that the only way the publie can get the coal is through 
these companies, there should be, in my judgment, a time set for 
the operation of this law to go into effect. If not, two things 
are sure to result: First, an enormous injustice to the carrying 
companies and all the holders of their securities, and, s 
tremendous distress to the public, because if these companies 


eC md 


are shut off without proper notice and without due time for 
the disposal of their property the public will be positively una- 
ble to get the coal which they must have for their use. Now, 


is a reasonable time limit set for the operation of the law to 
take effect? If not, should it not be done? I should like toa 
the view of the Senator from West Virginia on that poin 

Mr. ELKINS. In the original draft of the amendment 
discussion, and which I drew 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New J 
yield to the Senator from Colorado? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Certainly. 

Mr. TELLER. I think we are entitled to know what is going 
on in the Senate, and unless Senators speak louder t y 
have been speaking, with the noise there is, we might ell 
retire to the cloakroom. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I have asked a question of the Senat 
West Virginia. 

Mr. TELLER. 
New Jersey has said, and I have listened intently. 

Mr. DRYDEN. The point of my inquiry, I will 
Senator from Colorado, is whether there is any Pp! 
the biil to set a time when the bill shall go into 0] 
it becomes a law, and particularly with reference to t! 
ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. | 
question is so broad that it is not too strong a state 
make to say that it will affect almost every household 
country. This amendment which is now pending is on tLe 


sk 


under 








il 


I have not heard a word the Se! 
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ty] in the whole bill, and if this amendment as proposed 
orated in the bill and become a law—and there is no 

for the bill going into operation, as I understand— 
i say that the people of this entire country will be pre- 
S row getting their supply of coal; every household, every 
) nufacturing concern, the railroads themselves which | 
wn their own coal mines, every industry and every indi- 
to-day dependent for comfort and life upon the supply 
| would be prohibited from getting a supply under the 
: 1 of this amendment. Therefore, if there is no such 
. I propose to offer a proposition to that end, and I 
; e to know what the real situation is. 

\ rELLER. Mr. President, I will inquire whether or not 
the Senator from New Jersey {Mr. DrypEN] has concluded? 

} DRYDEN. I have for the present. 

\ir. TELLER. Mr. President, of course there is no provision 
bill as to when it shall take effect, and therefore, as in 
of other bills, it will take effect on its approval by 
the President. In my judgment it is rather unfortunate that | 
this feature should be put into the bill. While there is an evil 
>nojuestionably in allowing railroad corporations to mine coal 
; inufacture products of any kind, yet we might as well 
face the fact that that is something which we can not prevent, 
st until the article so produced or manufactured shall 
enter into interstate commerce. The State of New Jersey, if 
t sees fit so to do, may charter a railroad company and author- 


tha ( ‘ 


( 1 addition to doing its railroad business, to do something 
els If the State of New Jersey sees fit to authorize it so 
to do. such railroad company may mine coal or it may manufac- 
{ itton goods or anything else. The power of a corporation 


is ved from the State and not from the General Government. 
A corporation is entirely outside of the control of the General 
Government as to what it shall do until it enters the domain 
ot interstate commerce, 


\ir. President, it is not unlawful for some corporations in the 
Stute of Pennsylvania to mine coal, because, as I understand, 


they are authorized so to do by their charters. I do not believe 

lroad company in the State of Colorado could, within its 
charter, mine coal; but it is certainly within the power of the 
State of Colorado to authorize it to do so if the State thinks 


terests of the public would be promoted by its so doing. | 


So the mining of coal by a railroad corporation is not an 


offense against law in the State of Pennsylvania, though it is 
nse in some States; and the company which should mine 
C ight subject itself to the danger of losing its charter. 
But | take it for granted that-where railroad companies are | 
mining coal in the eastern sections of the country they are do- 
ng so by some specific authority of the State. Under their | 
charter they have a right to mine coal and to ship it on their 
cars, but when they reach the State line, then, Mr. President, 
that coal becomes the subject of our jurisdiction, and we ean | 
then have something to say about it. 
Suppose a railroad company mines large quantities of coal 
ps it out on terms exactly the same as it ships other | 
| s coal, under precisely similar conditions, making no | 


ition between that corporation and any other; there | 

any reason for finding fault with that, and that is not 

inplaint. The complaint is that the railroad company, 

¢ the opportunity to furnish cars for its own coal and to 

ts own coal for a rate of freight that it does not carry 

oul, avails itself of that opportunity, and so becomes a | 

ompetitor, not a competitor in the proper sense of the 

t a favored competitor with others engaged in the | 

that is, in mining coal—who do not happen to 

lroad to carry it. In my judgment, when a company 

and carries its coal, and such coal becomes a subject 

tate commerce, when it is transported outside of the 
n we have control. 





LNeSS 


judgment, we do not have any control until that thing | 
nd this corporation organized in Pennsylvania, hold 
ht to mine coal and selling its coal only within the | 
that State, that coal not being the subject of 
commerce, but of domestic consumption, it is abso 
md our control. That question which is pre 
here, and as a matter of principle there is not any 
mportant than that in the whole bill; not even rate 
more important than that. I think, Mr. P 
d company ought to be so chartered. As a matter 
the States ought not to authorize that; but they 
| it, and they may continue to authorize it. 
to repeat that it a subject we can not control, al 
may reprehensible and objectionable. 


es of 


is a 


resident 
of 
have 


is 


be 


We can not | 


erything we may object to with a remedy. 
- FORAKER, Will the Senator allow me 


to interrupt | 


QIN A 


RODIN DL 


TE. 6. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. TELLER. I will yield for a question, but I do not pro- 


pose in the fifteen minutes I have got to vield to an argument 





Mr. FORAKER. I only want to state to the Senator that I 
agree with all that he has said as to the legal aspect of this 
proposition; but I wish to call his attention and ask for the 


benefit of his view as to what would happen if our legislation 
should be enacted as proposed and it should be held to be 
stitutional, and we would thereby prohibit ra who are 
now engaged in mining and manufacturing coal f1 sending 
it out as interstate commerce and supplying the people with it. 


con- 


road 


Mr. TELLER. I would rather not consider a question that 
seems to me to be so exceedingly remote. I can not conceive that 
any court in this country entitled to be called a court would 
hold that we have that right. The Senator from New Jersey 
[Mr. Drypen] has touched upon that subject. I only want to 


deal with the question, How are you to reach this matter, if 
you reach it at all? I should myself very much prefer that this 


question should come to us in a separate bill, where it could be 
considered by itself, and not interfere with this general bill, 
which the public have been looking for and expecting us to pass 
in some shape or form for the last two years, or nearly that 
time. 

Mr. President, whenever coal or anything else that the rail 
roads may produce becomes the subject of interstate commerce, 


then I admit the United States may put its power 
and may control it. 


I only want to say a few words, for I know that 


in operation 


fifteen min 


utes do not give an opportunity for any real discussion of this 
question; but I want to enter my protest here against that 
which I know has the sanction of a very high court. When the 


Constitution of the United States authorized us to regulate in 
terstate commerce it did not authorize us to destroy commerce, 
and although there may be high authority to the effect that the 
power to regulate means the power to control, and I may be 
compelled to accept that in some cases, I am not compelled to 
accept it as binding upon me when I come to a t of 


positive act 


my own. I may refrain, Mr. President, from doing some things 
that I should like to do as a member of this body. I may with 
hold my vote from a certain proposition because the court has 
said substantially that such a proposition would be a nullity 

but the court can not compel me to act affirmatively when 

comes to legislation. I may withhold my assent then. I can 
make my objection, although the court says the act may be con- 
stitutional, if, in my judgment, it is impolitic, and especially if, 


in my judgment, it would work injustice. 


Mr. President, I suppose we shall have to deal with the sub- 


ject as it is here. I want to deal with it, not upon the theory 
that the people who are mining coal are guilty of a crime by 
mining it, for if they are guilty of any offense against either 
law or morals, it is in that they take advantage of the condition 


they are in to unfairly compete with others who are engaged in 
the same business. Beyond that I do not believe we ought to go 


This amendment has been, in my judgment, rather hast 
drawn, and I am not satisfied with it. I myself do not belie) 
that in a time of haste, when we are endeavoring to get tl 
with this bill, is a good time to introduce this questio1 \ 
is an evil, I admit, that we have got to wrestle with in tl 
and immediate future. 
Mr. President, this bill has been before Congress a good wh 
and it has been pending here something like ten weeks, I 1 
I have not believed that it required any great haste on ou 
It has been pretty thoroughly discussed upon one 
cipally, and that is as to what should be the nd t 
Interstate Commerce Commission has declared that rat de 
by a railroad company was an improper one; what sl i} 
right of the carrier and also the shipper, for that matter, \ 
the condition arrives that the court has passed 1 
| made by the railroad company and declared it an 
what, then, shall be the condition when the 5 ‘ 
eourt, and what court shall he go into, ly s 
be considered there? 
We have heard. Mr. P1 ident. 1 bro 
‘limited review.” I think, Ss | 
brought up in the profession to y I 
| somewhat to provide in a matter of this 

view. In the first place, I t _W 

when he began to try to ce 

this review should go: and then I he 

embarrassed f« r fear h might 

review as he is entitled to under the C of the United 
States, So, Mr. President t | rener | } ! st l 
here, I think—I have tried to make it s ; 3 1 
concerned, Il am in favor of such a review as will enable the car 
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rier, if he says his rights have been invaded by the Commission, 
court to determine that question. 

told that an agreement is to be made amongst the 
friends of this bill, of which I count myself one, as to the char- 
acter of the review to be provided; but concerning that agree- 





To go into 


We are 














ment I admit I have not been consulted. 

We heard yesterday or the day before that an amendment was 
to be offered by the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], 
but it did net come. On Saturday we heard of it, on Sunday 
we heard of it, and yesterday we heard of it. We have not 
seen it ye t a newspaper man, who at least thinks he knows 
wh is, handed me a paper and said that it contained the 
gist of the proposed review provision. 

Phe N-PRESIDENT. The Chair is obliged to inform the 
Sen om Colorado that his time has expired. 

Mr LER. Well, I will take occasion later, when some 
other. amendi t is pending, to finish my remarks. I will not 
undertake to violate the rule. 

Mr. DICK Mr. President, the inquiry of the Senator from 
New Jerse [Mr. DrypeEN] is both pertinent and important. 
Kither the time should be extended very considerably or this 
matter should be dealt with in an entirely separate bill. In the 
fit place, we recall that some years ago the iron masters of 
P burg ¢ tructed a railroad, extending through a part of 
the State of Pennsylvania and a part of the State of Ohio, to 
rr 1 the rts of Lake Erie for the purpose of carrying iron 
ore from the Lake ports to Pittsburg because of extortionate 
rites charged them by the railroads. If this amendment is 
adopted and that road is still in the possession of the men who 
‘ \ it, they must either go out of the business of manu- 
factu , steel or the business of common carriers. 

(gain, we adopted in the early part of the yoting an amend- 
I putting pipe lines into the list of common earriers; and 
the men who own pipe lines, whether the companies are large 
r ill, will be compelled, if this amendment is adopted, either 
to go out of the business of pumping and refining oil or out of 
the busine of conveying it. 

Within a few days the Committee on Territories favorably 
reported bill chartering a railroad in the district of Alaska, 
its purpose being largely to mine coal and other minerals, and 
the bill grants certain coal-mining privileges in that district. 


company means to mine that coal, to convey it to a sea- 
port, and thence to the Pacific coast. It will have to change 
these arrangements, and perhaps abandon the enterprise alto- 
gether, if it is confined entirely to the business of a common 
currier and prohibited from engaging in the business of mining. 
\mple illustrations might be given, in addition to the illus- 

ti n made by the Senator from New Jersey or the one made 
D isly by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TriuMAnN], 
\ he referred to the lumber industries of the South. It ex- 
i ~ further. Great companies are mining iron ore in 
j n 1d in Wisconsin. They own vessels for the trans- 
of that ore from where it is mined to points where it 

umed in the manufacture of steel. They will have to go 


he business of mining or out of the business of common 








cal ( 
-o that, in all its ramifications, this question is so great, it 
‘ so many interests, not only the interests of capital, but 
i eS of labor as well, that it seems to me the question 
i quite as important, and perhaps of even greater im- 
| ! than this matter of railroad-rate regulation, in that 
railroad-rate legislation has been ‘a question that has been 
dealt with by Congress for more than twenty years. This very 
but a conformation of old legislation to newer conditions, 
| S particular question is a new and a very important 
; It is to be hoped the Congress will see that it is a 
z to do to defer action upon so important a matter 
l ling rate legislation is out of the way and it can 
be dealt with as a separate and distinct proposition in important 
ELIINS. Mr. President, the purpose of introducing this 
nt s to correct an abuse and evil growing up in the 
S West Virginia and in other mining States, owing to 
t] et that railroads engage in competition with producers | 
( line My idea of this is, and it is my judgment, that 
} ids should be strictly held to doing the business for which 
re incorporated—that is, the transportation of freight 
sengers, and should be prohibited by law from engaging 
‘ the business, and especially business in competition 
wit] producers and shippers on their lines. 
\ I first drew this amendment I inserted the words 


unless authorized by its charter to do so,” which were objected 
to yesterday by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gat- 


The amendment reads: 
e unlawful for any common carrier subject to the provisions 
less authorized by its charter to do so, to engage, directly 
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| preceded these concluding words of advice. 
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or indirectly, in the production, manufacture, buying, furnishing, oy «ay 
ing of coal or coke or any other commodity or commodities of coy 
in competition with any shipper or producer on its line or lines. = 

I put in the words objected to in order to meet the question 


raised partly by the Senator from Ohio [Mr. DIcK] and the 
Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypeNn]. For instance +h, 
Reading Railroad, the Lackawanna Railroad, and probabl 
Pennsylvania Railroad took the right, by special acts of 
legislatures fifty years ago, perhaps sixty years ago, to 
sell, and produce coal. That right has never been questione 
and I do not want to disturb vested rights. ) 

It is impossible, under the general incorporation acts 
various States authorizing the organization and incorjo 1 
of railroads, for them now to get the power to mine and « | 
coal. The power of the railroads to mine and sell ¢o: nd 
coke and engage in any other business was derived from s) | 
acts of the legislatures. With the vested rights growing out of 
these special acts I did not want to interfere at all, and. there. 
fore, I put in the words “unless authorized by their charte 
to do so.” 

The Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] says that 
would work injustice, because all the railroad companies would 
have to do would be to organize not only to transport fr 
and passengers, but to engage in the mining business. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will call the attention of 
the Senator from West Virginia to the fact that, upon consult- 
ing the Recorp of yesterday’s proceedings, he finds the Senator 
from West Virginia took the floor upon the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurtn]. 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under the Chair’s interpretation 
of the unanimous consent agreement, the Senator from West 
Virginia is not in order to speak to that amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. I am speaking to the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That amendment is not pending. 


OL The 


Mr. ELKINS. Well, I must speak to some amendment. 
[Laughter.] I can not speak to my own amendment. Other 
Senators took all of my time on that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair regrets that he is 
obliged——— 


Mr. ELKINS. Can I speak to the substitute? I did not ex- 
haust my fifteen minutes on the substitute offered by the 
ator from Mississippi. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. But the Senator from West 
ginia has exhausted the rule. The Chair, of course, can not 
enforce the rule. It must be left to Senators to observe it or 
not, according to their good judgment. 

Mr. ELKINS. Senators took all my time yesterday asking 
questions, and I want to get a chance to explain my own amend- 
ment. Can the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TireMan], 
in his prolific mind, offer something here that I can speak to? 
| Laughter. } 

Mr. TILLMAN. With the permission of the Chair, I will 
state to the Senator from West Virginia that the Senator from 
South Carolina exhausted his time on this amendment yest t 
afternoon, but after this amendment is disposed of there wil 
opportunity for him to speak on others. I have something | 
am trying to get up here that may obviate some of this difficul 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I listened yesterday afternoon to 
as wise a bit of advice from the lips of the Senator from Sout! 





vi 
L 


{ 
1 
I 


ih 
Carolina [Mr. TrrtMAN] as I have heard yet uttered in this 
Chamber. I read it to the Senate from the Recorp. Speaki 
of the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, the *« 
tor from South Carolina said: 


So, Senators, you will not quickly dispose of it in any wise and 
judicious way. By careful consideration we may be able to dis¢ 


a method by which we can accomplish what we seek to do, but 


| we are very cautious we will make a mistake, and we had better 5 
| quite far enough than to go too far. 


The first task of the morning I set for myself was to read t 
entire statement of the Senator from South Carolina w! 
What 


Lich 
he said 
still fresh in the mind of the Senate, and it is not my purpo 
to repeat it. I am willing to confess my entire inability , | 
further illustration along the lines of his observations, to 


| minate the question to which he was addressing himself: 


I wish to give to the Senate the benefit of the reflections 1 
I have made at the invitation of the Senator from South Caro- 
lina, stated in as succinct a form as possible, and stated pra 
cally in the way of naked legal propositions. 

In the first place, Mr. President, the question we are conside: 
ing is how we may lay the hand of injunction upon corporations 
conducting a carrying trade between the States to prevent them 
from doing either that which the States have, by the express act 











1906. 


of their legislatures, authorized them to do or, by a long period 
of .cquiescence, permitted them to do. 
10 question of the power of Congress to prohibit commerce 


petween the States has been passed on but once by the Supreme 
Court of the United States. The thing which Congress pro- 
nibited in that case was the transportation from State to State 


hy express or railroad or by the hand of man of a lottery 


ticket, a thing connected with a gambling scheme, a thing 
which had been condemned by Congress time and time again. 
it had been excluded from the mails; it had been excluded from 
foreign commerce; and, Mr. President, the question of the 
power of Congress to prohibit that noxious thing was debated 
three times in the Supreme Court of the United States by the 


eourt’s own invitation, and then only sustained by a vote of 


>to 4. I challenge any Senator to put his hand upon a decision | 


of the Supreme Court of the United States to the effect that | 
Congress has the power to go within the borders of any State 


lay its hand upon and stifle or crush the policy of that State 
eclared in its own legislation with respect to the develop- 
ment of its own resources as proposed by this amendment. 

rake for illustration the State of North Carolina, rich in tim- 


as 


ber, possibly not so wealthy in capital as some of her neigh- 
hors. It is her laudable ambition that her timber shall be 


brought to the markets of the world; that her borders shall be 
filled with the industrious men who are to be engaged in that 


enterprise. She invites capital to come within her borders for 
vestment. She gives by charter the privilege to a lumber com- 
nany to aecumulate a large area of timber land, the extent of 


which she may cireumscribe. She permits the people who in- 

t their money upon her hills to build highways into the forest 

yrder that the lumber may be carried out and put into the 
nels of interstate and foreign commerce. 


Does any Senator mean to say that it rests in the power of 
Congress, under the Constitution, to reverse that policy? If 


Con- 
I think, without question provide that a carrier 
which is lawfully engaged within the borders of a State which 
created it in developing the resources of that State and which 
ks unlawfully to gain an advantage in interstate commerce 
er its competitors in that particular product shall be excluded 
m participating in interstate commerce with respect to that 


<o. | should like to see the authority upon which it rests. 


ss may, 


Set 


net 


| West Virginia had not been acted upon 
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Congress can prevent a carrier from stifling competition by 








r to give cars, facilities in the way of side tracks, and 
other facilities. Congress can, with absolute certainty, in my 
ment, prohibit a carrier from entering into interstate com- 


! e in respect to particular traffic if it is trying to crush out 
its rivals. But, Mr. President, to say that Congress can cancel 
the policy of any State in respect to the development of its own 
resources by prohibiting the agencies of its creation from com- 
mercial intercourse upon equal terms with citizens of other 
States is to say that which I think is impossible; and I en- 
tirely agree with the legal conclusions that have been so clearly 
unced upon this subject by the Senator from Colorado [Mr. 
nm] 


TELLER]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
\McLAuRIN]. [Putting the question.] In the opinion of the 


C . the “noes” have it. The noes haye it, and the amend- 
ment is rejected. 


| posed substitute. 


| kind of commerce. 


rhe question recurs upon agreeing to the amendment of the | 


Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELk1ns]. 

McCUMBER. I Gdesire to offer a substitute. 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
roposes a substitute, which will be stated by the Secretary. 
(he SECRETARY. 
the Senator from West Virginia, it is proposed to insert the 


owing: 


Vir 


common carrier under the peovesens of this act is prohibited 
ngaging in marketing or selling any coal, coke, or other com- 
entering into interstate commerce, 
ELKINS obtained the floor. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi. 
McLAURIN. I was out of the Chamber a few moments 
and I heard that an amendment had been voted upon of- 
| by the Senator from Mississippi. I did not know that it 
my amendment which was under discussion. I was told 
erday that it was not in order at that time to offer the 
idment, and that the amendment was then only read to 
how it would sound if it should be adopted. I do not know 


the amendment got before the Senate or how it came to 
oted upon. 





As a substitute for the amendment offered | 
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ment was offered, and soon after the bill was laid before the 
Senate the Chair announced that the question was on agreeing 
to the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yesterday I stated that I offered it, but I 
was told that under the rules of the Senate it was out of order 
at that time and could not be offered until the substitute had 
been acted upon. For that reason I was not in a hurry to offer 
it again; also for that reason I was not in the Chamber to offer 


the amendment when the opportune time should come. 





Mr. ELKINS. I should like to ask the Senator a question. 
As I understand, this was a verbal amendment offered by the 
Senator from Mississippi yesterday, and the Senator also offered 
a substitute. It was the understanding in the Senate when 
we adjourned that he would perfect the substitute and offer it 
this morning. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I did not offer a substitute. The amend- 
ment was read at the time I presented it to the Senate, but I 
was told at that time that it was out of order to offer it because 


the substitute for the amendment offered 


by the Senator from 


Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator allow 

Mr. McLAURIN. I now have 
prepared. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair 
matter by the record of the Secretary he yposed 
ment of the Senator from Mississippi was stated by the 
tary, and at the request of 
by the Senator from West Virginia was read with the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississiy 

Mr. McLAURIN. I am not compl: ig of the 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair d 
that the Senator is, but the Chair was simply 
tor as to the manner in which the proposed 
before the Senate. 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator from Mis 
me, I ask unanimous consent that the vote by 
ment was rejected be reconsidered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without 
considered. 

Mr. McLAURIN. 
amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ment heretofore submitted? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Yes, sir. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


me? 


substitute which I 


Senators the amend: e 1 


Di 1 


ining of the Ch 


SISSIDDL W 


hich the a nd 
Which C adlnend 
objection, it 


I now offer a substitute for the 


Withdrawing the proj 


The Secretary will read the pr 


The Secretary read as follows: 
It shall be unlawful for any at mine 
tures or produces any article commodity of commer for 
engage in the business of interstate commerce as rie 
of its own products, mining, or manufact ; and it 
for such corporation to charge, demand, collect, or re« 

or other thing for the carriage, as a cart 
of any of the like kind of articles or mmo 
person 


corporation tl! 


or 











or manufactured by any other 
for a violation of this provision 
demand may recover in any State or 
of the subject-matter an 
paid, together with all 
and costs of travel to and from and a 
such corporation shall engage in the ‘ LA ci of 
articles or commodities as intrastate carrier it shall kx I vf 
such corporation to engage in intersta 


the person 
Federal 
amount triple the an 


costs of collection, includin 


Mr. ELKINS. I understand the substitute was read for 
formation; it is not offered? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the S« 
from Mississippi to withdraw the amendment proposed ) ‘ 
day and to offer the amendment just proposed in lieu of i 

Mr. McLAURIN. That is correct, Mr. President 

Mr. ELKINS. I wish to speak to the amendment of th 
Senator from North Dakota. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dak 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mr. McCUMBER. As the record now stands, the substit 
offered by the Senator from Mississippi yesterday was 
down. That disposed of that amendment. Then I introduc 
a substitute, upon which the Senator from West Virginia [M 
ELxKtns] started to speak. It was in order at that time. 

That being the case, I ask the Chair if it is possible that tl 





other substitute, the amendment which is ne 


yw offered by the 

Senator from Mississippi, can be considered until the other 
amendment is disposed of? Which has precedence? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the ruls to 

be that an amendment to the part to be stricken out is first in 


order. In other words, that the friends of a pending measure 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the amend- | have a right to perfect it by way of amendment, and after it is 
XL——407 
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made as perfect as they desire to make it, then the amendment 
in the nature of a substitute is put to the Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am a friend of the measure, and the ob- 
ject of the substitute which I offered was to perfect it. I can 
not see wherein there should be a distinction between the two. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asked the Senator some | 
time ago if his proposition was in the nature of a substitute, and 


first proposed and acted upon, and by unanimous consent the 
vote by which it was rejected was reconsidered. The Senator 
from Mississippi then withdrew his original amendment, and 
offered the one which has just been read by the Secretary. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I will state to the Chair that I did not 
know that a motion to reconsider had been made. I did not 
hear it 


the Chair understood from the Senator that that was so, taking 
the place of the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It was then laid aside until the other mat- 
ter was disposed of. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Then I offered it as a substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. But the Chair in- 
vites the attention of the Senator from North Dakota to the 
fact that the amendment of the Senator from Mississippi was 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes. So the Chair is of opinion 
that the proposed amendment of the Senator from Mississippi 


would take precedence. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, in urging my amendment to 
prohibit interstate carriers from engaging in any other business 
than transporting freight and passengers, or, rather, not to en- | 
rage in any business in competition with shippers on their 
lines, I do not want to interfere with any vested rights which 
1 exist by reason of special acts of State legislatures au- 
thorizing railroad companies to engage in mining and selling | 

I therefore left in the amendment as I drew it the words 
‘unless authorized by their charters,” feeling that no other 
charters would be granted by special acts of legislatures to 
railroad companies and permit them to engage in the business 
of mining and selling coal and producing lumber. 








[ invite the attention of the Senate to the recent decision of 
the Supreme Court in the Chesapeake and Ohio case, a case 
that came up from West Virginia. Without taking the time 
of the Senate to read the decision, I will say that the court in 
effect decides that where a railroad company does not have, 
by n act of the legislature, expressly conferred upon it the 


power to engage in mining and selling coal under existing law 
railroad company could not mine and sell coal. That was 


‘ision of the court in the Chesapeake and Ohio case. 


tLe 


(Lec 


the 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator repeat that statement? 

Mr. ELKINS. As I understand the decision of the Supreme 
Court in the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad case, it being a 
railroad company chartered and organized under the laws of 


vinia without the power definitely expressed in the charter 
nine and sell coal, it did not have the right, under the 
s of Congress to regulate commerce, to mine and sell coal, 
and the court decided that it could not do so. 

Mr. President, we have here a decision of the Supreme Court 
clearly meeting the point raised, as I thought, by the Senator 
from Jersey. The court did not hold that where a legis- 
lature had especially authorized a railroad company to mine 
and sell coal it could not engage in the business of mining and 
selling coal, and therefore, as I stated before, I put in the words 
‘unless authorized by their charters.” I am not able to say 
whether an act of Congress could go so far as to annul and 
a special act of the legislature authorizing a railroad 

pany to sell coal and under which it had owned coal lands 
nd mined and sold coal for fifty years and had mortgaged said 

al lands to secure bonds. 

We will have no trouble on this score in the future, because 
under the general incorporation acts of the States railroads can 
not take power to engage in any other business than transport- 
ing freight and passengers, although they may take all sorts of 
power. Under the laws of West Virginia a railroad company 
prohibited from engaging in the business of mining and sell- 
ne coal. 

Chis act of the legislature was passed in 1895 and prevents 
railroad companies from buying or selling coal or coke. 

The object of this amendment is to incorporate in the laws of 
Congress just what the law of the State of West Virginia is on 
this subject. Now, I think the question raised by some Senators 


Vir 
to 

law 
New 


destroy 


is 


that the right to mine and sell coal by intrastate roads can not 
be interfered with disappears when it is disclosed that any com- 
mon carrier subject to the provisions of the interstate-commerce 
laws—that means any interstate carrier—shall be prohibited 
from engaging in the mining, manufacture, and production of 
coal in competition with shippers, because under the decisions of 
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the courts every local railroad in the States are interstate ear- 
riers. The mining and selling coal by railroad companic: ‘te 
competition with shippers on their lines is a great evil and a} <o 
and unless stopped by law the railroads of this country tan = 
quire all the coal lands in a particular locality or State. «, d 
can crush out under this power to mine and sell coal all indo. 
pendent operators and individual miners, because they can { was 
their own interests and deny shippers many of the adyanj{s.« 
they enjoy. - 

The answer to this may be that they can not discrimina; 
but a railroad company owning the coal and the means of tran: 
portation can discriminate in a way so as not to violate the 
law, and in the end the independent operators must yield, 
render, and go out of business. 

What I am contending for in this amendment is that tho ; 
dependent operator, the individual mine owner, shall be py 
tected in his business against the rapacity and injustice 
railroads owning coal lands. No independent operator, yo 
small mine owner, can afford to engage in competition with » 
railroad company that owns twenty or thirty or forty thousand 
acres of coal doing business in the same locality. I say 
perfectly competent for Congress to pass such legislation. The 
law of West Virginia on this subject has been sustained. (Con. 
gress by proper laws should forbid railroad companies from 
engaging in any business in competition with shippers on their 
ines. 

It seems to me that the substitute offered by the Sen 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCumner] is clear, explicit, and to 
the point. It says it shall be unlawful, using the very words | 
have in the pending amendment, for a common earrier under 
the provisions of this act to do what? To engage in the busi- 
ness of mining, selling, and producing coal. That is simple. 
and I do not see how there can be any objection to this word 
ing. It seems to me it is clear and to the point. 

However, the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] will, 
in due time, I believe, offer a substitute, when we will have an 
opportunity to further discuss the question. My aim and pur- 
pose is simply to correct evils and abuses that exist in the 
mining States and oppress the people. I did not, perhaps, un- 
derstand the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] in regard 
to the development of the lumber interests of the State of 
North Carolina. If he advocated the right of an interstate 
railroad to engage in the business of manufacturing lumber as 
against local operators of lumber mills in that country, I think 
he is mistaken. That would be an abuse, and, inasmuch as it 
would give an advantage to the railroad company over the in- 
dependent operator, it should be prohibited. 

Railroads in recent years have been chartered and organized 
primarily for one purpose—namely, to transport freight and 
passengers. Nothing else. Fifty years ago I admit that the 
Reading, the Lehigh Valley, the Pennsylvania, and other roads, 
under special acts of the legislature, had the power conferred 
upon them of owning coal lands and mining and selling coal, 
which they have exercised for all these years. I do not want to 
interfere with these powers, but for the future I want it to be 
clearly understood that all interstate roads shall refrain from 
engaging in such business. 

I do not know of any intrastate roads. There may exist in a 
State a road 50 or 100 or 200 miles long, but all these roads do 
interstate business, and doing that, it has been decided they 
become interstate carriers and interstate roads. I believe in 
confining strictly and positively railroads to doing two things 
the transportation of freight and the transportation of passen- 
gers, and engaging in no other business of any kind whatsoever, 
directly or indirectly. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia yield to the Senator from California? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. FLINT. I should like to ask the Senator from Wes! 
Virginia whether, in his opinion, private car lines should 1 
be prohibited from engaging in other business ? 

Mr. ELKINS. Private car lines? 

Mr. FLINT. Yes, sir. They are now engaged in buying and 
selling fruit, and also in operating private car lines. _ 

Mr. ELKINS. Yes. I believe every common carrier should 
be prohibited from doing any other business than that for 
which it was incorporated and organized. ’ 

Now, as to the question of the Senator from California, 
these private car lines are, I believe, organized to provide [a- 
cilities for transporting fruit. But whether they are comm! 
carriers under the statute and from the standpoint I am os 
cussing this question I do not know, and I do not wish th 
question to be involved in the discussion of my amendment. 

Mr. FLINT. Mr. President—— 


itor 


+ 
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Mr. ELKINS. Allow me to say to the Senator from Cali- 


for! , that I lost my time yesterday by yielding and being 
oan and I do not want to be so unfortunate to-day. 
e \ry PLINT. I want to ask the Senator from West Virginia 
vor question. In his opinion, should not the question as 
ey car lines engaged in business other than operating 
ce ear lines, and railroads engaged in business other 
nsporting freight and passengers, be left to a separate 
bil this whole matter included in a bill other than the 
ee hill? This is a very wide subject, and—— 
yr ELKINS. That is not a question. That is your opinion. 
\ty President, I know it is sought to sidetrack this amend- 
ont that corrects a great abuse and injustice. I know we 
i¢ with rates and trying to prohibit excessive rates, 
, ‘ . are abuses and evils produced by railroads far greater 
t} ssiye rates. The great evils and abuse are the kind 
io entioned. Rebates and discriminations are prohibited 
. ringent laws. Now, another abuse by railroads is 
the rT . at times to give switches to shippers of interstate 
me e, They will not give physical connection. If we are 
rerulate railroads, if we are going to correct abuses, 
) ‘rect the real abuses that oppress the people and 
; em out of business. What I complain of in this bill 
wy hile it is a good bill as far as it goes, it does not go 
far enougl It does not correct the very abuse I am trying to 
bring to the attention of the Senate. It does not provide that 
whi nterstate shipper is prepared to operate he shall 
] right of switch connection. It does not provide that | 


r lines shall have connections and fair, just, and rea- 
prorating arrangements. Those are abuses of which 
e of West Virginia complain, and they are evils which 

I | like to see corrected in this bill. 

) resident, I think it is plain, in the words of the sub- 
ffered by the Senator from North Dakota, that if com- 
( ers are engaged in mining and selling coal or coke or 
ot commodities along their lines in competition with ship- 
uld be prohibited. That is a plain, simple proposi- 
is an evil and an abuse, and if it is not checked it will 

railroads of the country to absorb the mining busi- 
ng their lines to any extent. 

Ir. FULTON. Mr. President 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 

g yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. ELKINS. Some railroads now own forty or fifty or 
uusand acres of coal lands. I am glad to see that 
the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Company has deter- 
wisely, I think—to give up the business of mining and 
Si * coal and engage only in the transportation of freight 


issengers, 





~ + 


=) 


FULTON. Mr. President—— 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Vir- 
g yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

ELKINS. Just for a question. 

Mr. FULTON. I observe that the Senator’s proposition ex- 


( from the operation of this amendment all railroads which 
by ‘charters are authorized to engage in mining coal. 


Mr. ELKINS. Yes. 

Mr. FULTON. I would ask the Senator what he means by 
their “charters?” Let him understand what I have in my 
I I call his attention to the fact that most of the railroads 
nized under State laws, by which they can simply file 
of incorporation, setting forth the purpose for which 

organized and the business in which they propose to 

id practically all of them propose to engage in busi- 
ni ther than that simply of carriers. Does the Senator in- 

is amendment to exclude from the operation of this 
lroads so organized and chartered? 
Mir. ELKINS. I think under the general incorporation acts 
rious State legislatures the power is only given to 
( ness of transporting freight and passengers, and no 
J civen under the general act to incorporate a railroad 
t buy a id sell coal and engage in manufacturing. 
i'r. FULTON, I eall the Senator’s attention to the fact that 
hy State laws a corporation may set out in its incor- 
ipers the purpose for which it is organized and the 
which it proposes to engage, and they include coal 
| various other pursuits in addition to mere trans- 
In many instances. 
MLKINS. I know that. I am perfectly familiar with 


; amendment, will practically eliminate from the op- 
' the law he is seeking to have enacted every corpora- 
se articles of incorporation provide for engaging in 
bu ther than that of transportation. 


ULTON. The reason I state that to the Senator is | 
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Mr. ELKINS. No; I do not believe that—— 

Mr. FULTON. Therefore I suggest to the Senator the ad 
visability of accepting the suggestion that this whole matter 
shall be treated in a separate bill. 

Mr. ELKINS. I will answer your question. Under railroa 
charters taken out under the general incorporation acts of tl! 
States where extraordinary powers are attempted to be taken, 
I do not think the courts would hold that they can engage in 
anything but the transportation of freight and passengers. 

In using the language or words “unless authorized by 
charters” I meant only to protect the railroads chartered dd 
organized fifty years ago under especial acts of the legislatur 








and which have engaged in the business of mining and s 

coal, and have bonds out on the coal property and ir \ : 
involving hundreds of millions of dollars. Perhaps it 

not be right to disturb these vested rights. As to any futu 
railroads I do not think that the Senator’s question would 

at all. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair must inform the Se 
tor from West Virginia that his time has expired. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I am very much inclined 
opinion, as has been expressed by several Senators, th 
a matter we should not attempt to deal with in the px 
It is a bill to regulate railroads in the matter of transport 
rates and fares for passenger transportation. It is a1 
sibility to make it a cure-all for all the evils which may 
in the operation of railroads. This is an extremely d 
question, and one in which almost certainly there ji 
which should be remedied by legislation, but it is « 


affects so many interests that it is extremely important 
whatever is done should be done with the utmost care 

I have in my hand the opinion of the court in the Chesape 
and Ohio case. I have not had the opportunity to give t] 
very careful examination which one ought to give to atte 





to discuss it or to predicate an argument upon it gs. 
had only seen heretofore the newspaper accounts, and I have 
had an opportunity to look at this decision only this mornin 
since the Senate has been in session. As I understand, thoug! 
in the hasty examination which I have been able to give if, t 
particular point ruled by the court was this: It was char 
that the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad Com, | 
agreed to transport and deliver to the New \} 
Haven Railroad Company coal at a rate which 
the aggregate less than the cost of the coal 
transportation as published by them as their regular r 

that therefore it amounted to a system of rebates. 

Mr. President, it will be seen how extremely difficult it wil 
be to frame a law which shall correct that evil, because it re 
lates not simply to a case where a railroad company buys prop 
erty and where the market price in that way can be distinctly 
stated by being added to the transportation rate, and the prop 
aggregate can thus be ascertained, but it relates also to the « 
of a railroad that is producing property which it sells, : 
there comes in the difficulty of fixing what is the value of th 
property in such manner that it can be so added to the pu 
lished rate as to indicate whether the railroad company is using 
it as a device for rebates. 

That is an extremely difficult question, and it is one wl 
not only will affect illegitimate enterprises, if I may 
nate them, but it is one which will affect legitimate enterpr 
and therefore it should be regulated with great care 
not in any manner to do unwanted injury to th 
enterprises. ° 

I will give an illustration. Of course, in these matters the 
fact that it will affect industries in our particular localities 
naturally occurs to Senators. The Senator from Pennsy! 
instanced the case of the lumber trade in North Car 
that is true also in the State of Georgia. The 





ay so dar 
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| of the State of Georgia is a timber-producing section. Very 


many railroads have been built in that section for no purpos 
except to develop the timber industry. Men owning large ti 

of timber land remote from railroads have built railroads 
into those tracts of land for the purpose of being able to mar! 
the timber. After they have built the railroads, while they «1 
engaged primarily and principally in the transportation of tim 


ber which they themselves cut, they also take s » busines 
from the public in the way of the carrying of passengers and 
freight, and however minor it may be compared th the 1 

business of carrying the timber, it constitutes them as common 


carriers. 

While it is true that those roads are located within the 
State entirely, beginning in the State and ending in the State, 
still when a railroad takes a shipment from a point within the 
State to a point out of the State, a part of the transportation 
to be effected through other carriers, it constitutes itself a 
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corporation engaged in interstate commerce, and becomes sub- 
ject to the provisions of this bill. 

To say, as is proposed in the amendment offered by the Sen- 
ator from North Dakota—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will let me finish the sentence, 
to say, as is proposed by the amendment offered by the Senator 
from North Dakota, that no carrier engaged in interstate com- 
merce, which these common carriers become, as I have just 
stated, shall be engaged in marketing or selling any coal, coke, 
or other commodity entering into interstate commerce, is to 
lay the hand of prohibition, so far as Congress has the power 
to do it, upon all of that industry. Now 7 yield with pleasure 
to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I only wanted to inquire of the Senator 
whether or not, under the laws of the State of Georgia, rail- 
roads are incorporated with authority to engage in any other 
business than that of common carriers? 

Mr. BACON. Ordinarily they are not, but there are in- 
stances, I think, in which they are. They are not incorporated 
by the legislature. We have a general railroad law which is 
sufficiently expansive, if I recall its provisions correctly, to 
permit a railroad company to engage in industries which im- 
mediately affect the purpose and business of the railroad. 

Mr. FORAKER. I call the Senator’s attention to the fact 
that when the Chesapeake and Ohio Railroad was incorporated, 
as stated by the Supreme Court decision to which the Senator 
has referred, there was no law of the State of Virginia prohibit- 
ing it from engaging in contracts of this kind. After that the 
State passed a law in 1895 prohibiting it, before this contract 
was entered into, and that cut a very important figure in the 
decision of the court. 

Mr. BACON. But, if the Senator from Ohio will pardon me, 
if I have not incorrectly understood the decision, the main point 
in the case, as I gather it, is that the Chesapeake and Ohio 
Railroad Company bought coal and agreed to deliver it to the 
New York and New Haven Railroad Company at a price which 
did not represent the cost of the coal and the transportation 
of the coal at the published rates of transportation, and that 
therefore the conclusion was irresistible, as stated by the court, 
that they had undertaken this transaction with a view to the 
transportation of the coal at less rates than they were charging 
to the general public, and at less rates than the published rates 
for transportation, and therefore it was a violation of the 
interstate-commerce law. It would have been a violation of 
interstate-commerce law, even conceding that the company did 
have the authority under its charter to engage in the business 
of buying and selling coal. That is a great question with which 
we have to deal. 

It is not the fact, Mr. President, that the corporations are 
engaged simply in the business of buying are selling coal, but it 
is the fact that they are in a position to violate the interstate- 
commerce law in a way that makes it extremely difficult to de- 
termine that such violation has been accomplished, because in 
order to ascertain the fact it must be mathematically shown 
that the aggregate as represented in the original cost of the 
article and the cost of transportation does not equal the origi- 
nal cost of the article and the published rate of transportation 
added thereto. 

Mr. President, I repeat, I simply give that by way of illus- 
tration. I shall myself, unless there is some modification, or 
unless something is said to change my mind upon the subject, 
vote against this amendment and against the general proposi- 
tion as contained in all of these amendments, not wishing it to 
be understood that in so doing I am opposed to legislation on 
this subject. I think there ought to be legislation on the sub- 
ject, because it is a tremendous evil for these transportation 
companies to be permitted to enter into competition directly 
with others engaged in similar business to that in which they 
are engaged outside of their distinct occupation as common car- 
riers. I think it is a great evil, but I am unable in any propo- 
sition which has yet been suggested to see that the legislation 
proposed by those propositions can be safely entered upon with- 
out endangering some legitimate enterprises, while endeavoring 
to reach others we deem to be illegitimate. 

Therefore, I hope that the matter may be so deferred that we 
may legislate upon it in another connection and at a time when 
we will be able to have the subject carefully examined into by 
a committee. While we have here the benefit of the investiga- 
tion made by the Interstate Commerce Committee on the sub- 
ject of the bill, I understand this particular question has not 
had a thorough examination at the hands of the committee. I 
will ask the Senator from South Carolina whether I am correct 
in that statement? 
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Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will recall what is known , 
the “ Tillman-Gillespie resolution,” passed by the Senate s Pa 
six or eight weeks ago, the Interstate Commerce Comn 


8, 


a 


has been directed by a joint resolution of both House ‘tee 
vestigate this question and it is now at work on it. [; | : i 
yet made any report. —— 
Mr. BACON. That carries out the view which I haa ente 
tained that the matter has not been sufficiently inyestic. ed 
enable Congress properly to legislate upon the ‘subject. I th fe 
it is sufficiently great to be the subject of a separate ay inde 
pendent piece of legislation, and that it is too great to , tempt 


to engraft it upon the pending bill with the imperfect investi, 
tion which has already been made. al 
I had more t2e purpose of giving my reasons wh, 


vote against it than the purpose of any general disey: - — 
the absence of modification by amendment I shall vote ine 
it, I repeat, not because I desire that railroads shall] have the 
opportunity to continue this kind of business, but becayca I 
think the legislation which is had upon it should be c: -efully 
considered and perfected, so that while illegitimate and in); roper 
practices may be condemned and prevented legitimat, ente i‘ 


prises may not be interfered with and injured. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, the Senator fro; West 
Virginia has introduced a very important practical 
probably a more far-reaching and difficult question thay «) 
with which the pending bill undertakes to deal. The pendin; 
bill seeks to confine our labors to the abuses of the rat: 
power. It has been said from time to time that ¢! 
enormous holes in the bill, but an examination shows {} 





holes through which cars and other vehicles are supposed to 
move easily are not in the bill but outside of it, and arise from 
the fact that the bill does not undertake to do everything 

No more difficult railway proposition exists than this con- 
nection of the carriers with the productive enterprises of the 


country. That relation is in all forms. Some railroads own 
coal mines and undertake to engage in the distribution of coal, 
and curiously enough some coal mines own railroads, because 
it has become a favorite method in these days in organizing a 
coal corporation to anticipate in a way the probable attitude 
of Congress, and the public dreads a mixture of the two fune- 
tions. So it is not uncommon to find great coal corporations 
having as a part of their charter rights the right to build and 
operate railroads. 

Now, the question is so difficult, it involves so many questions 
of constitutional construction, that if I can get the attention 
of the Senator from West Virginia I want to make a suggestion. 
I think these amendments ought to be disagreed to, but it ought 
to be done with a distinct understanding that Congress will 
immediately undertake to deal with the problems involved in the 
questions the honorable Senator from West Virginia has sug- 
gested. We have already investigations ordered by Congress 
that will be fruitful, I think, in information in respect to these 
questions, and I am strongly of the opinion that it would be an 
act of folly to undertake to deal offhand with such preblems 
as the Senator from West Virginia has so ably stated in the 
Senate. 

I suggest, therefore, that these amendments be disagreed to, 
and that the Senator introduce as soon as may be a bill, because 
no cae is more familiar than he is with the practical as- 
pects of the question, and have it referred to the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce; and I feel certain that before the end of 


the session a well-matured measure, squared to the practical 
questions involved and squared as far as he may be » to 
do so to the legal questions involved, can be presented t» thie 
Senate and passed. I believe that treatment of the question 
would be infinitely better than an offhand undertaking to deal 


with it here. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 


Mr. ELKINS. Do I understand the Senator to make a 
motion to refer the amendment I offered as well as tle sub- 
stitute offered by the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I have made no motion, because [I am ad- 
vised that such a proceeding is at least questionable not 
irregular. I have suggested, however, that the Senatoi vir I 
a mild acquiescence in the action which I propose, to dispose of 


tT 


these amendments with a common understanding that 
ture of these problems is appreciated by the Senate, «! 
the Senate can deal with them and kindred problems in : 
arate measure. See 
Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, appreciating the any 
surrounding the Senate in regard to this matter, wh ? 
practically a new matter before the Senate, I would m i 


in order, that all these amendments be referred to the Coll 
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n Interstate Commerce, with instructions to report a 


bill he Senate at as early a moment as praé¢ticable. 

“tr. ELKINS. What amendment? This amendment? 

ve OVERMAN. Your amendment and the amendments in- 
cide , your amendment. 

M LKINS. Yes; the substitute. 

1 VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will leave the question 
to Senate to decide for itself whether or not the motion is 
The Senator from North Carolina moves that the 


. nt of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs] 
and amendments incident thereto be referred to the Com- 
Interstate Commerce with instructions to report a 
Senate at as early a date as practicable. 


bill t eC ; : 

M KEAN. Mr. President, under the unanimous-consent 

( nt is that motion in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair leaves the question as to 
wl the motion is in order to the Senate to determine for 

\ir. KEAN. Let the unanimous-consent agreement be read, 
Mr. dent . , 

[ VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the unani- 
nit sent agreement. 

ecretary read as follows: 

It greed by unanimous consent that on Friday, May 4, 1906, im- 
mediately upon the conclusion of the routine morning business, the 
Senate will proceed to the consideration of the bill H. R. 12987, “*An 

t t egulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 


y thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com- 
ission;”’ the bill to be read by sections for the purpose of 
nt, the discussion upon amendments offered to proceed under a 
ute rule, the amendments to be disposed of when the discus- 
n is concluded. 
Mr. KEAN. I can not see anything except a violation of that 
nt in the motion, and therefore I do not think the mo- 
tion is In order. 
Mr. FRYE. Does it not dispose of an amendment if it is re- 
ferred to a committee? 


agreenit 





Mr. CULLOM. Of course. 
_. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. KEAN. With instructions to report? 
Mr. FRYE. Yes; with instructions to report. 
Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 
Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I rather think 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ognized by the Chair. 
CULLOM. I did not rise to this question. 
1 amendment. 

rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sénator from Mississippi will 


The Senator from Illinois was rec- 


I desire to 


Mr. McLAURIN. 
onsent rule itself can be changed by unanimeus consent, 
‘ the Senator from North Carolina would change his mo- 
tion to a request for unanimous consent that the amendments 
it might be done in that way. 

Mr. OVERMAN, It is not necessary. It is one disposition 
of the amendments to refer them back to the committee. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President——— 
r. McLAURIN. I merely made the suggestion. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia has the 


be referred 


Mr. DANIEL. I understand the Senator from Illinois de- 


§ to offer an amendment, and out of courtesy to him I yield. 
\ir. CULLOM.. Mr. President, we expected the Senator from | 
I Mr. ALLISON] to be present here to-day and offer an 
ent to the pending bill. We are told that he is not 
well this afternoon as he was this morning, and he 
sends ine word that he desires that I shall offer an amendment 
t ill in his behalf. I take very great pleasure in doing 
t greatly regret that he is not here to offer it himself. 
to offer it. 


MORGAN. Does the Senator offer 
or t it as a proposed amendment? 


ULLOM. I simply offer the amendment to be printed 
over, 


an amendment now 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment presented by the 


I merely rose to suggest that the unani- 
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Provided, That no injunction, interlocutory order, or decres 
pending or restraining the enforcement of an order of the Com: 
shall be granted except on hearing after not less than five days 
to the Commission. An appeal may be taken from any inter 
order or decree granting or continuing an injunction in any 
shall lie only to the Supreme Court of the United States 
further, That the appeal must be taken within thirty days 
entry of such order or decree, and it shall take precede: 
appellate court over all other causes except causes of like rac 
and criminal causes. 
On page 19, line 22, after the word “ order,” strike out all of 
| the remainder of the section. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I suggest that we have a re- 
print of the bill with these amendments inserted in their proper 


| places in italics. 


hoping that the Senator from Iowa will be here | 
or very soon to take charge of the amendment him- | 


8 ‘from Illinois on behalf of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
a will be printed and lie on the table. 
RYE. Let the amendment, please, be read. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- | 
mit the request of the Senator from Maine. 


tAYNER. As I desire to offer an amendment to that 
: ent, may I send it to the table and have it read in con- 
it with the amendment? 
. VICE-PRESIDENT. It may be read following the 
= ‘nent proposed on behalf of the Senator from Iowa. 


GOUT 


Mr. RAYNER. I will then send up the amendment to have 
it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the Secretary has finished 
the reading of the amendment presented by the Senator from 
Illinois the amendment of the Senator from Maryland will be 
read. 

Mr. RAYNER. It comes in after the word “courts” in the 
present amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend 
ment presented by the Senator from Illinois on behalf of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

The Secretary. On page 10, lines 20 and 21, strike out the 
words “and fairly remunerative.” 

On page 11, line 5, after the word “ prescribed,” strike out 
the remainder of said line and down to and including the word 
“carrier,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof the following: 

All orders of the Commission, eucopt orders for the pay! of 
money, shall take effect within such reasonal time and shall e 
in force for such period of time, not exceedii ng two years, as shall be 


prescribed in the order of the Commission. 
On page 14, line 20, after the word “ 
and strike out the remainder of line 
the word “ effect,” on page 15, line 2. 
On page 17, line 11, after the words “ 
the words “ against the Commission.” 
On page 17, line 14, after the word “ office,” 
lowing: 
And if the order or requirement has been made a 


” 


proper,” insert a period 
20 down to and including 
United States,” insert 


insert the fol- 


rainst two or I 


carriers then in the district where any f said carriers 
principal operating office, and if the carrier has it iy | 
office in the District of Columbia, then the venue ‘ 





trict where said carrier has its principal office 


and 
and determine such suits is hereby 


vested in such cout 
On page 17, line 18, after the word “ suits,” insert the 
ing: ‘including: the hearing on ak ap plic ation for a pi 
nary injunction.’ 
On page 18, line 6, after the word “ 
ing proviso: 


causes,” add the follow- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it lered. 


S so or? 


The Secretary will now read the amendment prop sed by the 
Senator from Maryland [Mr. RayNer] to the amendment just 
read. 

Mr. BACON. I did not understand the Senator from Rhod 
Island. Does the Senator ask for a reprint of the bil.? 

Mr. ALDRICH. For a reprint of the bill with 
ments just read inserted in italics, in order to see the pr 
effect. 

Mr. BACON. There are other iendments. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Pre aie nt, I object to the s 
of the Senator from Rhode Island. The propose it 
is merely the individual proposition of a S te it 
of a committee. I see no reason why those ai mie should 


be printed in the bill and others not, and I object to the requ 
for unanimous consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The purpose of my suggestion 
fectly apparent to the Senate. It is that we may hay 
understanding of the effect of the amendments. It was not 
any other purpose. I certainly 
ing the suggestion. 


had no ulterior purpose in 1 
I 


Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly; I understand that, Mr. Pre 
dent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. And I have never known a request of 
kind to be denied before in the Senate. It is simply made f 
the convenience of Senators. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have been in the Senate a very rt 
time in comparison with the Senator from Rhode Island, but I 
have never known before of a suggestion being made that : 
proposition of a single Senator should be printed in italics with 
the bill itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to all the other amend- 





ments being printed in that way. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will object to that as I would to the 
individual proposition of a Senator being so printed. If this 
were an amendment proposed by the Committee on Interstate 
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Commerce it would be an entirely different proposition, and I 
would have no objection. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Then, I make the request that the sections 
which are proposed to be amended by these amendments may 
be printed for the use of the Senate with the amendments sug- 
gested in italics, that we may understand their full purport. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Rhode Island as modified? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator state it again? 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is that the sections of the bill as pro- 
posed to be amended by the suggested amendment may be 
printed separately. 

Mr. GULBERSON. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 
Sen: re, 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have no objection to that. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the request 


Separately from the bill? 
Separately from the bill; for the use of the 


of the Senator from Rhode Island to embrace the amendment | 


proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and also 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that, although my 
request was for the printing of the amendment suggested by 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will now read the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Ray- | 


NER]. 

The Secrerary. To the amendment on page 17, line 14, after 
the word “ office,’ it is proposed to insert certain words, and 
then, after the words “ vested in such court,” it is proposed to 
insert the following: 


” 


But such jurisdiction shall not attach upon the bill or petition of a 
carrier for the purpose of enfoining, setting aside, annulling, or sus- 
pending any order or requirement of the Commission, unless the carrier 
alleges in its bill or petition that its property has been taken in viola- 
tion of the fifth amendment of the Constitution of the United States, or 
that the Commission has exceeded the jurisdiction conferred upon it by 
law, and in the hearing and determination of such suit the court shall 
be limited to said allegations so set forth in said bill or petition. 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the amendment just read is to be printed 
with the other amendment it ought to be printed in different 
type, so that we may understand which is which. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have no objection to its being printed in 
different type, but I should like it printed with the other amend- 
ment. We might distinguish the two by calling the first amend- 
ment “the President’s amendment.” 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think we ought to have those 
amendments sent to the Public Printer and printed at once. We 
have been in the habit of doing that, and we can get the amend- 
ments back here in a couple of hours. They are important 
amendments, and from the present outlook it is essential that 
should be printed at once. I should think we ought to 
them returned from the Printer this afternoon. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, the only object which can 

possibly be desired in connection with the printing of the amend- 
ment which I have had the honor to offer in behalf of the Sena- 
tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] is so that we may understand 
what it means, where it belongs, and what connection it has with 
the bill as it now stands. The Senate will observe, or doubtless 
observe in the reading of the amendment which I offered, 
that it refers to many places and many paragraphs in the bill, 
and consists of different items, so that reading the amendment 
alone, without having the bill to make comparisons and see 
where the amendment comes in, would be utterly useless, be- 
one would not know what it meant. To avoid that diffi- 
culty was, therefore, the only purpose which the Senator from 
thode Island [Mr. AtpricH] had in view, and it was for that 
which he desired the amendment printed in such a way as the 
Senate would understand exactly its relation to the bill as it now 
stands. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the suggestion which I have made, 
and which I understand has been adopted, will answer all the 
requirements of the Senator from [linois. 

Mr. CULLOM. Yes; I think so. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
[Mr. AtpricH] requests that the amendments proposed which 
have just been stated, one having been offered on behalf of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLison] by the Senator from Illinois 
{Mr. Curtrom] and the other having been offered by the Sena- 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Raywer], be printed in connection with 
the sections of the bill to which they are respectively directed. 
Is there objection to the request? ‘The Chair hears none. The 
Senator from Colorado [Mr. TELLER] requests that such print- 
ing be done immediately, and, in the absence of objection, the 
Chair will request that that also be done. 

Mr. BAILEY. I hope that both the first and last editions of 


Jhacgc. 
LHe y 


hay e 


did 


cause 
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Mays, 


the amendmert offered on behalf of the Senator fro) I 
will be printed. I know as now offered it is an enlar 
edition, a 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, has the amendment propo 
the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] been disposed of? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been. The motion nox 
pending before the Senate is the one made by the Senator oo 
North Carolina [Mr. OverMAN]. ™ 

Mr. KEAN. Let it be reported, Mr. President. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New J 
sey yield to the Senator from Virginia? : 

Mr. DANIEL. I did not mean to interrupt the Senator fro), 
New Jersey [Mr. KEAN], who, I understand, simply rose ¢, 
make an inquiry. P 

Mr. KEAN. Certainly, I yield. I only wanted to haye tho 
oe amendment disposed of, so that we might get along with 
the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, we have an opportunity at this 
time to greatly improve this bill, an opportunity to correct sono 
of the evils that exist in the interstate commerce of this coun. 
try. 

I seriously doubt, Mr. President, if the motion of the Senator 
from North Carolina [Mr. OverMAN] is in order, if it be s» 
comprehensive as it seems to me on the one hearing of it whic) 
I have had. I suppose that it relates simply to the amendment 
of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKrns] and to the 
substitute offered therefor by the Senator from Mississippi | Mr. 
McLaurin], though it sounded to me, and I think was ey- 
pressed in still broader terms, to refer all of the amendments 
which have been offered on this subject to the Committee oy 
Interstate Commerce. I would ask that it may be read as it 
was taken down, so that I may apprehend exactly what is the 
motion of the Senator from North Carolina, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Reporter who took the notes 
at that time has retired to the Reporters’ room, and the Chair 
will send for the transcript of the notes. 

Mr. DANIEL. While waiting for that, Mr. President, I will 
say that I appreciate the suggestion of the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TrrtMaNn] that we should not be hasty in adopt- 
ing any amendment on this subject. It is a very grave matter 
to interfere with any existing order of things. At the same 
time, if the existing order of things be productive of mischief 
and of disadvantage to the general public, it ought to be cor- 
rected; and the opportunity is now. When this opportunity 
may come again, no man can say. 

It is difficult to effect the concentration of the attention of 
both branches of Congress upon any subject. The attention of 
one branch of Congress has been fixed to this subject, and the 
fruit of its action is before us. We have an opportunity now, 
which we may never see again for a long, long time, to mature 
a measure for the general advantage of the people of the United 
States, and this fugitive opportunity should not be abandoned. 

I am one of those, Mr. President, who think that the Presi- 
dent of the United States acted wisely in bringing this vast sub- 
ject to the attention of Congress. There are many things in 
which I differ from him; but, Mr. President, when I do agree 
with any public man who is in high and responsible position 
there is no reason why I should not express that opinion and 
applaud such action as, in my judgment, tends to the general 
public weal. I may not agree in all that he has done about it. 

We seldom agree altogether with any other human being, 
such is the diversity and idiosyncrasy of the human mind; but 
this was a subject, Mr. President, which had arisen in the pub- 
lie mind, one in which the public made just complaint, ono in 
which the party to which I have the honor to belong had called 
the attention of the public, and one which the party to whic 
President belongs had absolutely ignored in all of its public ut 
terances. It took courage on the part of the President to brins 
this matter to the attention of the people of the United States 
as he did; and for his courage and for his wisdom in that ce 
gard I do applaud him, without saying that I agree In all the 
operations of his mind upon this subject. 

One of the impediments to fair commercial intercourse °~ 
tween the different trading communities of the United States 
is the engaging by common carriers in the carriage of sre! 
masses of produce, not for the public benefit, but for their own 
behoof and advantage. This is a thing which Congress Siov l 
be disposed to stop as rapidly as it reasonably can; auc th 
opportunity is now. veer 

There is nothing in the history of any rate bill or of any ral’ 
road legislation in this body to especially stimulate the ! on 
that we will be nearer a solution of this problem by referring \t 
to the Interstate Commerce Committee of this body. That con 
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of them that they have been very patient in their deliberations 
that they have not laid before the Senate as yet any full 
and complete report of the operations of their minds upon this 
<ybject such as its gravity and dignity seem to call for; neither 
nas ‘hat committee indicated any disposition to speed any Dill 


of 


and 





which has been referred to it. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
vield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
"Mr. DANIEL. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to suggest to the Senator from 


Virginia that this specific subject has never been referred to 
at committee and has never been before them officially. 
Mr. DANIEL. That is true, Mr. President; but when the 
co ittee has been occupied for a year or more in investigating 


all f the questions which arise in interstate commerce, it 
wou not have been impertinent to this subject if the com- 
mittee had itself suggested an amendment. 

I sm not intending, Mr. President, to make any severe crit- 


jcism on that committee. I know the difficulties which environ 
them and I am slow to censure any of my colleagues, as those 
who are not aware of their difficulties and environments might 
do: but I simply say that if these amendments be so referred 
ond shall not move faster than other measures have moved, the 
Senator will be an older and wiser man when he sees the so- 


lution of this problem than he is now. 
Mr. OVERMAN. May I ask the Senator a question? 
Dees the Senator from Virginia | 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. 
vield to the Senator from North Carolina? 


Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. 
Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. Do.Lttver], | 


one of the leaders on the other side of the Chamber, rose in 
his place and asked the Senate to disagree to those amendments. 
After he had made that speech I preferred, rather than have 


those amendments voted down, that we send them to the Com- 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, with the instruction of this | 
to report a bill carrying out the Senator’s ideas at the earli- 
est practicable moment. I want to say that I indorse what he 
says as to the necessity for this legislation, and I heartily ap- 
prove of it. 


Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator could add to his resolution 
in assurance that that bill would get the attention of both | 
Houses of Congress within any reasonable time, I might appre- 

ts force more than I do under existing and well-known 
tions. 
ir, ALDRICH. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 


aiate 


cond 





\I 
I 





Mr. DANIEL. With pleasure. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I happened to be out of the Chamber when | 
the motion was made by the Senator from North Carolina. Do | 
] derstand him now to say that the committee is to be in- | 
structed to report a bill in aceordance with the -vishes of the | 
Senator from Virginia? Is that the motion? 


Mr 


. OVERMAN. No, sir. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is the statement made by the Senator 

from North Carolina, and so long as I was not advised as to 

wisit the views of the Senator from Virginia are, I did not 
how such a motion could very well be made. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I only spoke as to my own personal views | 


} 


on the subject, that the committee should be instructed to report 


Mr. ALDRICH. You were not indorsing the views of the 


Se r from Virginia in instructing the committee? 
Mr. OVERMAN. No, sir. 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, if that committee should re- | 

port here a bill, who knows that it would ever be heard of? If | 


| on this subject separate and to itself is reported to this 

who can give any assurance that it will ever get the 

4 i Of both branches of Congress? We have here a great 

ire on this subject, and it is at a time when the minds of 

dy are addressed to the study of the questions involved | 

it bill and all connate questions; and now, Mr. President, 

‘ repeat, is the opportunity for those who desire some remedies 

‘ perfected and embodied in this measure to debate ques- 

as they arise and to invite action thereupon. I do not 

that any of these amendments will be voted down. I have 

ot heard sufficient expression of opinion on that subject to 

any judgment thereupon. We can not tell until the sense 

S Chamber is taken, and we can only acquire that sense | 

ating the matter and by laying before our colleagues the 
lerations pro and con. 

‘wv, Mr. President, I shall address myself briefly to the | 

sideration of these amendments as they now stand. I do 
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as to do no injustice or injury to anyone else 
| same business—in other words, that the power of Congress over 
| the subject rests upon the right to regulate transportation bh« 


eally free transportation places it in 
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e consists of an able body of men. It can at least be said | not think the amendment offered by the Senator from West Vir- 


ginia [Mr. ELKins] takes hold of this case by the right handle, 
and I do not think that any amendment which seeks to interdict 
the competition of carriers themselves with their customers 
ought to be involved with any other question that can be 
avoided. If there is a clear conception to subserve, put that 
conception separate to itself and let it stand on its own merits, 
without involving other questions which are not essential to the 
main issue. 

I think, Mr. President, and with diffidence and deference I 
submit that the following amendment, which I had the honor 
to prepare and sent up to the Secretary’s table on yesterday 
afternoon, will reach the main gravamen of the complaints of 
the people which have been so numerous. For the words used 
in the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia I would 
substitute the following: 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier to transport from one 
State, Territory, or District of the United States to another State, Tet 
ritory, or District of the United States or to any foreign country any 
article or commodity whatever which may be owned by it or in which 
it has any interest, excepting such as are necessary for its own use in 
its business as a carrier and not intended for sale, barter commer 
cial traffic of any sort. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is obliged to inform the 
Senator that his fifteen minutes have expired. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I think the Senator will 
find that the amendment which I offered this morning covers 
the samé subject in very much fewer words and will reach 
everything that he seeks to reach. 

I only desire now to call attention to the proposition that 
was made by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox}. I 
believe the Senator from Pennsylvania in his very brief re- 
marks challenged the authority of Congress, under the consti 
tutional provision allowing Congress to regulate interstate com- 
merce, to so regulate it as to interfere with the sale of any 


, or 


products lawfully accumulated in any State by any common 
carrier and transmitted to another State for sale. As an il 


lustration, the Senator referred to the production of lumber 
by a railway company in the State of South Carolina, to be 


sold outside of the State of South Carolina, and, if I unde 
stood his position correctly, it was to the effect that Con 


gress had no such power. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
kota yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. With this important qualification, that the com- 
merce as carried on shall be conducted under such circumstances 


Da- 


conducting tl 


ile 


L 


tween the States, and in the regulation of transport i 
between the States it may prescribe the rules by which that 
transportation is to be conducted, and among other rules that it 
may prescribe is the rule of freedom of competition and thi 
rule of nondiscrimination. In the case of a carrier lawfully 
engaged under the laws of the State that chartered it, no 
withstanding the charter of the State and notwithstanding its 
dealing with the products of the State, taken from 
of the State, Congress could prohibit it from enterir 
channels of interstate trade if in the carrying on of that 
state trade it under any arrangement had an unlawful ad 
tage over any of its competitors. That is the position I s 
to make clear this morning. That is as far as I went. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I thoroughly agree with that 
Mr. President, but I can not understand how it 
railroad company mining its own coal and 
lutely free, without any charge whatever—of it could 
not charge itself for moving its own products—can enter into 
the markets of another State on equal grounds with other pro- 
ducers of coal, whether in the other State or in the State fro 
which the coal is transported. The very fact that it gets pract 


tig 
} o 


ught 


proposition, 
is possible for a 
shipping it abso 


course, 


a position where it has 


the power to sell cheaper than other producers, so that in the 
sale of its products it is not meeting its competitors upon equal 
grounds. 

It clearly seems to me that Congress has power, under its 
authority to regulate commerce, to provide that no such ad 
vantage shall be held by the common carriers against their 


competitors. If that is true, then, under the illustration that 


was given by the Senator from Pennsylvania in the case from 
South Carolina, it would seem clear that the Congress could in- 
| terdict the corporation created in the State from selling out- 
| side of the State or dealing in commodities of that character. 
The Senator gave, as another illustration, the case referring 
Of course, that case was decided principally 


to lottery tickets. 
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upon the ground that lottery tickets themselves are not the 
subject of commerce; they are not a lawful product of any 
State; but, on the contrary, are unlawful. As against that, 
however, I call attention to the act of Congress to cure a defect 
in the law that was demonstrated in the Iowa liquor cases. 
The production of beer by the breweries in any State is con- 
sidered at all times to be a perfectly legitimate business. Under 


the laws of the State of Iowa it was attempted to apply the | 


local law as soon as the product should arrive in the State. 
As the Federal law then stood, it was held by the Supreme Court 
that the local laws of the State of Iowa could not operate upon 
the articles in original unbroken packages. Until the pack- 
ages had been broken and the articles were distributed, they 
were subjects of interstate commerce. 
to remedy that; and in that law it was provided simply that 
the moment any of these articles of interstate commerce— 
legal and proper articles in the State in which they were pro- 
duced—entered into another State, they should immediately be- 
come subject to the police power of that State. 
the articles produced may be subjects of interstate commerce 
and while the laws of the State make them legally subjects of 
commerce, it seems to me clear, from that case, that Congress 
may step in and, under its authority to regulate commerce, may 
determine whether or not the corporation may deal in those 
particular articles as articles of interstate commerce. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
kota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator contend that there is no 
limitation upon the power of Congress to regulate commerce? 
Mr. McCUMBER. I do not think that Congress can so regu- 
ate commerce as to destroy property rights, for instance, en- 
irely under the authority to regulate. There are quite a num- 
ber of limitations. Regulation does not carry with it, in my 
opinion, the power absolutely to destroy. 


ask him a 


] 
i 
+ 
i 


Mr. KNOX. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
tion? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 


kota yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. Does the Senator believe that Congress can regu- 
late commerce in such a way as to regulate production within 
the borders of the States? 


Mr. McCUMBER. It does indirectly in many ways. 
Mr. KNOX. I admit it can indirectly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. We can pass no direct law the effect of 


Congress passed a law | 


So that, while | 





which would be to limit the production in the State; but a law | 


of this kind certainly would not directly limit it. 
gulates ; 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. Does the Senator think, then, that it is 
within the constitutional capacity of Congress to prohibit any 
manufacturing company or producer in a State from shipping 
its product from State to State without first getting a license 
from the Government of the United States? 

Mr. McCUMBER. That is a very far-fetched question, 
seems to me, as affecting this case. 

Mr. SPOONER. What I want to get at is the limit, if there 
is one, to the power of Congress to regulate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. 


It simply 
and that regulation may indirectly limit the produc- 


ye 
re 


Will the Senator permit me again? 


| given 
| fifteen-minute rule, without adequate data and information 


May 8, 
not in possession of sufficient information upon this subjec; to 
enable us to wisely and safely legislate. 

For more than two years the attention of the country an of 
the Senate has been focused upon the great question of 


legislation. During the past summer a committee of this ame 
sat almost continuously, making investigations and gathorin> 
facts upon which to predicate legislation. For more than two 
months now this body has been discussing this great question 
Senators are in possession of the great mass of infor) ion 
gathered by the committee. For months they have been siyidy. 
ing the many and complex questions of law involved. Not. 
withstanding all of this investigation and study, we find our. 
selves, with respect to some features of the pending measyye 
troubled with perplexing doubts and divided views. F 

Now, suddenly there is injected into this legislation an ther 
question. If not equally as important, if not equally as fay. 


reaching, certainly it is a big question and one which requires 
investigation and consideration for safe and wise solution. Oy) 


hiv 
a few days ago the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Tirra;. x] 
for the first time brought this question before the Senate in q 
definite form. I think the Senator from Rhode Island |\y 


ALpricH] stated, and stated correctly, that it has never yet 
been considered by any committee of this body. | repeat, 
the subject covered by these amendments is a big question, a 
question with many ramifications, and if we should to-day 
incorporate in this measure some hasty and ill-advised provyi- 
sions upon this subject, we would be in danger in attempting 
to remedy one wrong of doing another wrong. ” 

Who is prepared to say, upon the hasty consideration we have 
this subject to-day, operating as we are under the 
as 
to its effects upon the many and varied interests concerned, 
what would be the effect upon these interests in this country 
of the adoption of either one of the amendments proposed by 
the Senators? If we should adopt the amendment proposed 
by the Senator from West Virginia, I fear the effect would be 
to greatly embarrass and cripple certain important enterprises 
in my State. 

Mr. DANIEL. What industry is that? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Railroad building and the manufacture of 
lumber. There is, as I will show later, a very important con- 
nection between these in my State at this time. 

I have no doubt that there are great evils growing out of the 


conditions which exist in Pennsylvania, Ohio, Illinois, and 
West Virginia by reason of the fact that some of the railroads 
in those States are also the owneys of many of the coal mines 
and that they are operated conjointly. There is a just and 


powerful public sentiment that these evils should be remedied, 
3ut there is, I think, no demand for hasty or immature legis- 


| lation. 


it | 


The Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] has alluded to 
the conditions in my State. I do not refer to them for the pur- 
pose of using them as an argument against the proposed anend- 
ments, but for the purpose of showing what might be the effect 


upon these conditions if the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from West Virginia, for instance, should be adopted. ‘Thicre is 
to-day in my State an era of railroad construction. That is 
| especially true in the eastern section of the State, in the great 
| pine-tree region of the State. Nearly every railroad that is 
to-day in process of construction in that section of the State is 
being built by corporations that are interested in the imanu- 
facture of lumber. They have bought immense tracts of timber 


| land; they have built great plants upon those lands, and they ar 
I do not think that the power of Congress | 


to regulate would include the power to prohibit the introduc- | 


tion from one State to another of goods that could legitimately 
be carried from one State to another—if that is what the Sen- 
ator means. That would not be a regulation whatever. 

Mr. President, I simply desire to say one word in reference 
to the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. I think 
the substitute could be well adopted. It is clear and to the 
point, and, under the suggestion made by the Senator from 





| of North 


New Jersey, it might be amended, if it is to be adopted, by | 


inserting the time at which it shall take effect. If any danger 


should arise because of these companies having a large amount | 


of coal or other products on hand, dealing in which the amend- 
ment prohibits, we could fix some future time at which the 
amendment should take effect. 

Mr. SPOONER obtained the floor. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from North Carolina. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I am in favor of legislation 
to remedy the evils denounced by the several amendments of the 
Senators from West Virginia, North Dakota, and Mississippi. 
Sut, Mr. President, it seems to me obvious that the Senate is 





Nearly every 


S 


now constructing railroads to and through them. 
one of these railroads has its basing point outside of tlic 
Carolina. The timber dees not lie upon sitreais. 


The most of that has long since been cut. The timber that 
remains is in the interior, so to speak. It can only be reached 
by railroads. In some instances the railroad would be th 
but little without the timber, and the timber but little without 
the railroad. There are at least 200 miles of railroad being 
constructed in my State to-day, much of it to develop t er 
| lands owned by those who are building them, and the | rket 
for all of that timber is outside of the State, making us 

interstate business. 
Mr. President, I am in favor of effective legislation by w hich 
the evil aimed at by the amendments can be reached. The 
evil is so great that I am free to say here to-day if it becomes 
necessary to destroy connections, such as I have spoken of «s 
se 


| 


existing in my State, I am ready, if necessary, to destroy th 
connections and divorce these other interests, however ¢i- 


barrassing and repressive may be the consequences, in order 
that the people may have relief from the discrimination and 
oppressions of monopoly. 

But we have had this subject before us for only 


a short 














as 
tin it was injected here only yesterday evening as a pro- 
se amendment to this bill, and I submit that we are not 
= » condition to take final action to-day upon this question. 
11 + it understood that, if necessary, I am willing to go as 
far as any other Senator upon this floor to accomplish the end 
and sult these amendments have in view. The question I 
vn , raise is whether we are ready and prepared at this 
til io legislate, and whether, if we shall proceed hastily and 
v ut fuller discussion and consideration, we are not in 
danger of making a mistake and of injuring interests that might 
be otected and yet the people given the relief which they 
de i and to which they are entitled. 

\r. BAILEY. Mr. President, I would regard it as an un- 


xed misfortune for the Senate to recommit this matter to the 
Co ttee on Interstate Commerce. If it should take that com- 
and I mean no reflection on it—as long to report a bill 
subject as it did to report the bill upon the main subject, 
the people would lose. heart before the Congress could take action. 
rhe Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simmons] suggests that 
estion is as important as the main question, and meas- 
uring it by its importance we might expect an almost intermina- 
ble delay. 
| know there is no Senator in this body more earnestly in 
f efficient and prompt action upon this subject than the 
cuished Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OvERMAN] who 
made this motion. But I sincerely hope he will be convinced 
t if this matter goes back to the committee it may not be 
brought into the Senate, as already suggested, until the next 
session, and the next session, being a short one, is apt to ad- 
iourn without any relief being afforded to the people from these 
yery oppressive and indefensible practices. 
| believe, Mr. President, that in the history of legislation no 
creater good was ever sought to be accomplished than the good 
h will be accomplished by the less than eight lines of this 
endment. 
yting the suggestion that was made to him yesterday, has 
‘vided that this prohibition shall rest against the carrier 
engaging in interstate commerce when he engages in these 
\ibited transactions. With that correction, I do not myself 
eel the least doubt as to the constitutionality of the provision. 
We are not required to defend a total prohibition of commerce 
> this amendment. 
SPOONER. Which is that? 
BAILEY. This is the amendment of the Senator from 
Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] as amended by the Senator from 
ta. This is only a regtlation of interstate commerce. 
arrier can relieve itself from the prohibition by simply 
ng to what every man admits to be a wholesome public 
policy. In the Lottery case, to which I referred yesterday, it 
was an absolute, total prohibition against interstate commerce 
that article. Here the prohibition rests only against a ecar- 
er who does certain forbidden things, and that carrier relieves 





SO 


ness of transporting goods from State to State whenever he 
uders the doing of that which it is not the business of any 
cor mn carrier to do. 
ou take the sense of the Senate, I do not believe there is 
ingle Senator who will write in the REcorp—and they would 
afraid to record it there if it was their judgment 


wey +t 
( Ale 





as his 


As I understand, the Senator from West Virginia, | 
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| the 1st of January, 1908, they should not be permitted to eng: 
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I would regard it as an admission of incompetence on the part 
of the Senate for us to say that though we ali agree a given 
thing ought to be done, we are unable to do it for ourselves, 
and we, therefore refer it back to a committee for their long 
and patient consideration. I sincerely hope that the Senate 
will deal with this question now, deal with it for itself, and 
deal with it in a fashion that no common carrier will ever 
again attempt to engage in any business except its proper and 
legitimate one. 

I would suggest, Mr. President, and then I will yield, that 
it might be fair and just, in order to give the common carriers 
an opportunity and time to adjust themselves to this new and 
proper condition, that the amendment should take effect on the 
Ist day of January, 1908. I hardly think a common carrier 
could ask time in order that he might quit doing what he ought 
never to have done in the first place; but in dealing wit 





ith it as 
a condition, I am willing to afford them a reasonable time in 
which to dispose of their improper and illegal possessions, and 
in order that there may be no serious interruption of interstate 
transportation and travel, I will vote for that kind of a pro- 
vision. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 


to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to ask the Senator from 
Texas whether it would not be possible to include with the 
proposition which he now suggests this, in addition, that in the 
meantime they shall not go on acquiring coal lands and oil 
lands? 

I noted but a few days ago that one of the railroads in the 
southwestern part of this country had invested some $15,000,000 
in coal lands in New Mexico. If we are to wait for legislation 
to become operative, I suggest we ought to find some means to 
put the bars up against corporations acquiring vast holdings of 
coal and oil lands and other products that they are to transport. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thoroughly agree with the statement of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, and if it is believed that the knojWl- 
edge that they can not hold such property will not prevent them 
from acquiring it between the passage of this law and the time 
when the provision shall take effect it would undoubtedly be 
right to include such a provision as the Senator from Wiscon- 
sin has suggested. 


My own idea was that if you provided expressly that aft 


tc aiter 


ize 
in interstate commerce if they also engaged in the prohibited 
industries, that itself would be sufficient to restrain them. 
But surely the suggestion of the Senator from Wisconsin can 
| do no harm, and it might do good. Therefore I should be very 
willing to support it. 
Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas 


of the prohibition and resumes his normal and proper | 


yield to the Senator from North Carolina? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. OVERMAN. Mr. President, I shall not 
be put in the position of delaying this matter. 
much distrust of the committee itself and there is such t 
expressed as to whether or not we will have a report from that 
committee, I will withdraw my motion. 


allow myself to 


If there is so 


e judgment that a common carrier ought to engage in| 1 made the motion, sir, because I knew that the Senate had 
be s except that for which a common carrier is intended. | passed a joint resolution instructing the Interstate Commerce 
\ ion carrier is given great rights and privileges; it ex- | Commission to make examinations into the subject of railroad 
. a power and a faculty of government; it appropriates | discriminations and monopolies in coal and oil, and report on 
use a citizen’s property; and no person, natural or arti- | the same from time to time. I wish to read from the joint 
who exercises a faculty and a power like that ought to be | resolution: 
tted to engage in the ordinary vocations of life. | Fifth. That said Commission be also required to investigate and 
cust eee searenate- him froen | report the system of ear supply and distributic n in effect ipon the 
nee of the ¢ ity. We t recognize that rules | several railway lines engaged in the transportation of coal or oil as 
ance ommuni 4 Ve must recognize that ru eS | aforesaid, and whether said systems are fair and equitable, and whether 
tations apply to him which apply to no other citizen | the same are carried out fairly and properly; and whether said car- 
' oration, and we can never properly deal with this ques- | Tiers. or any of them, discriminate against shippers or parties wishing 
less we keep that steadily < seen: 2 ‘ | to become shippers over their several lines, either in the matter of 
7 we keep tha ; steac lly and always in our mind. | distribution of cars or in furnishing facilities or instrumentalities con- 
1 a Senate that is practically unanimous in favor of | nected with receiving, forwarding, or carrying coal or oil as aforesaid. 
ng a carrier who exercises the privileges and seeks the Sixth. That said Commission be also required to report as to w at 
of a merchant, manufacturer ¢ iner fr Sntauwctata | remedy it can suggest to cure the evils above set forth, if they exist 
ve i ant, manufacturer, or a miner from interstate Seventh. That said Commission be also required to report any facts 
: ce. ft Sedien to me like there is wisdom enough in the | or conclusions which it may think pertinent to the general inquiry 
‘ ‘ to draft in its open session a provision to carry that de- | @bove set forth. 
e and unanimous judgment into effect. For my part I I knew that the Commission had been investigating these 
‘ing to go on record that the amendment now pending | matters; I knew they had the testimony before them, and fol- 
cient to accomplish its object. If it be not, then, when | lowing the Senator from Iowa, the author of this bill and the 
ll goes to a conference committee, it being a matter | leader, when he asked the Senate to disagree to the amend- 
\troversy betwee the two Houses, the conference com- ments, I thought it better, sir, to have this matter referred 
, In the quiet of its room and at such leisure as both | back to the committee, with instructions to report forthwith 
s will cheerfully accord it, can prepare this provision so | upon this subject, and give us a bill that was sensible and 
t will be clear, so that it will be constitutional, and so | wise and would destroy no property and would give the relief 
tact it will be effective, 


that the people seek. 


But since so much doubt has been ex- 
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pressed that there will be delay and that we will not get the 
report even at the next session, I withdraw the motion. 

Mr. BAILEY. I am gratified that the Senator from North 
Carolina refuses to allow a motion of his to be used for the 
purpose of delay. I am sure that that Senator knows that I 
would be the last man in this body to believe that he would in- 
tend anything of the kind. I know him well enough to know 
that his purpose is to deal with everything in the open. I 
know that his purpose is to protect the people. 

No provision, in my judgment, touching the regulation of com- 
merce more important than this. If we could adopt an 
amendment which would keep the rates established by the 
Commission in effect until the final judgment of the court, and 
if we could divorce the business of transportation from the 
business of production and distribution, we would earn the 
gratitude of this country for a thousand years to come. If we 
can not do both, let us at least de one, and if we do neither, 
the people of this country will, and the people of this country 
ought to, settle with us for our failure to do that which plainly 
we ought to do. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, I am very glad to know that 
the Senator from Texas agrees with the principle of a sug- 
gested amendment which I mentioned this morning, and I have 
no crit to make upon what the Senator says upon that 
point except that in my judgment the time proposed by him——— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair suggests to the Senator 
from New Jersey that he understands that the 
already spoken once upon this subject, and, if the Chair is cor- 
rect - 

Mr. DRYDEN. I am going to offer an amendment. 
the amendment now. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s amendment would 
not be in order now, the question being on the amendment pro- 
posed by the Senator from Mississippi to the amendment of the 
Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Can I submit an amendment to lie upon the 
table until it can properly be acted upon? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator can do that. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I will ask, then, whether, if the substitute of 
the Senator from North Dakota is adopted in lieu of the amend- 


is 


Icism 


I offer 


Senator from North Dakota so adopted would then be open to 
amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would prefer to decide 
that question when it properly arises. 

Mr. DRYDEN. It is a very important matter for me, Mr. 
President, to know whether I shall be in a position to offer an 
amendment later on or not. May I ask what is the real ques- 
tion now before the Senate? 


Senator has | 


| 





— 


before the Senate, and therefore it would not be parliame; 
for me now to offer another amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not know the 
character of the amendment proposed by the Senator or the 
particular subject to which it is addressed, and therefore | 
inquires for information. 

Mr. FORAKER. As I understand it, the Senator spoke yo. 
fore the amendment was offered by the Senator from 
sippi. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If so—— 

Mr. FORAKER. And he spoke only to the amen iment 
offered by the Senator from West Virginia. It is his clea, 
right to speak to the substitute offered by the Senator fro 
Mississippi. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If so, the Senator would clearly jo 
in order on the amendment proposed by the Senator from \is. 
sissippi. 

Mr. DRYDEN. That was my position, as I understood it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator is entirely in ordey 

Mr. DRYDEN. I am sorry I have already consumed a goo 
deal more of the time of the Senate in trying to ascertain my 
position than I shall now consume in stating it. ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time so consumed will not 
count against the Senator. 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, the principle involved in the 
remarks of the Senator from Texas, which I very briefly oy 
lined this morning in a few remarks of my own, I think aye 
most important, and it is of the greatest necessity to incorporate 
it in this amendment if it is to pass the Senate. 

Senators, consider for a moment the situation. Here are these 
great coal-carrying companies supplying 80,000,000 people with 
the products of their mines. They furnish what to-day is the 
only facility for getting this necessary product to market. Their 


itary 


1e 


VW . 
MMissis- 


FT 


| arrangement, whether by ownership, by leasing these properties, 
| or by any other contract, is such that the properties to a yery 


large extent are under the control of these companies. 
Now it is proposed, as the amendment now stands, to wrench 


| the management and control of the properties furnishing this 


great necessity suddenly out of their places, and what disposi- 


| tion is it proposed to make of them? 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia, the amendment of the | 


| readjust these momentous matters, it is proposed to 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is upon the amend- 
ment offered by the Senator from Mississippi in the nature of a 
substitute for the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 


West Virginia. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let us have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the junior Sena- 
tor from West Virginia, the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from Mississippi will be again read. 

The Secretary. In lieu of the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELK1ns] insert: 


It shall be unlawful for any corporation that mines or manufactures 


or produces any article or commodity of commerce for sale to engage 
in the business of interstate commerce as a carrier of any of its own 
products, mining, or manufacture; and it shall be unlawful for such 


corporation to charge, demand, collect, or receive any money or other 


e for the carriage, as a carrier of interstate commerce, of any of 
the like kind of articles or commodities produced, mined, or manufac- 
tured by any other person, company, or corporation, and for a violation 


of this provision the person paying such charge or demand may recover 
in any State or Federal court having jurisdiction of the subject-matter 
an amount triple the amount so collected or paid, together with all 
sts of collection, including attorney's fees and costs of travel to and 


from d attendance upon court. If any such corporation shall en 
gas the business of a carrier of such articles or commodities as 
intra te carrier it shall be unlawful for such corporation to engage 


in interstate commerce as a carrier of any kind of commerce. 


Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, when I addressed the Senate 
before it was my intention to speak, and I supposed I was 


speaking, to the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. | 


I did not intend to speak to the amendment proposed by the Sen- 
ator from Mississippi. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would ask the Senator 
from New Jersey if his amendment, which has not been re- 
ported, and which he contemplates introducing, is an amend- 
ment to the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, as 
modified ? 

Mr. DRYDEN. I understand the amendment which I pro- 
pose ut the proper time to offer would at this time be out of 
order, as there is an amendment to an amendment now pending 


| has never been paralleled in our whole history. 
| consideration. 


| Virginia. 


| tor from New Jersey that his amendment as now stated 





Is there a single line in the amendment which has been pro- 
posed here, or in any one of the amendments which have been 
proposed as substitutes, that deals with this important phase 
of the question? Who is going to mine the coal owned now by 
these great railroad companies? Who is going to carry it to 
market? When the people want coal, of whom are they to get 
it? Is there any proposition for supplying them? I have heard 
none. I have not heard any even intimated in the discussions 
here. Yet without warning, without a single hour in which to 
legislate 
here and to revolutionize one of the greatest interests and one of 
the most important lines of business in this country. 

I say to Senators a step like this would be fatal to the Ameri- 
can people, and it would bring on this country a calamity which 
I ask Senators 
to pause in the face of this tremendous matter and give it due 
I propose for the consideration of the Senate 
amendment to the amendment of the Senator from West 
I understand that it can not be formally received 
now, but I ask that it may lie upon the table. I wish tlie Sec- 
retary to take it down: 


That on and after July 1, in the year 1911. 


It comes in previous to the beginning of the proposed amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia, and. I am sure that 
even a most superficial consideration of this great matter 
cause Senators to pause and give due weight to its import! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to Sel 


an 


will 
the a- 
him 
is in the direction of perfecting the amendment of the Se! ator 
from West Virginia, and is therefore perfectly in order. Jie 
amendment in the nature of a substitute can only be in order 
after the original amendment of the Senator from West ‘\ 
ginia is perfected. The question, therefore, is upon the «me 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey to the 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I thank the President of the Senate, and am 
glad to know the amendment is in order now. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from New Jersey, before be 
resumes his seat, permit me to answer a question he asl ed and 
which I did not interrupt him to answer at that time?’ 

Mr. DRYDEN. Certainly. . 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator asked where the people would 
get their coal if Congress passed a law like this. 1 answer ‘ it 
the railroads would give the independent coal operators sole- 


id- 
nd- 
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thing like the number of cars to which they were entitled when 
th uld not use them themselves. / 
\ir. DRYDEN. Does the Senator from Texas think that the 


independent coal operators of this country, with their organiza- 


tion as it is to-day, with their facilities for getting coal to 
as they exist to-day, could begin to supply the demand 

eo { American people? 
‘Ir. BAILEY. Mr. President, I answer by saying that if 
that is true, the extent of railroad manipulation of the coal 
<ypply is greater than I suspected it to be, and shows the neces- 


eit 1° prompt and vigorous action. If the people of this coun- 
: , not be supplied with coal without permitting the com- 
rriers to violate the plainest and soundest public policy, 


mo 
then | 
hut it ought to be passed promptly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Jer- 
coy vield to the Senator from North Dakota? 
\Ir. DRYDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. MeCUMBER. May I ask the Senator a question right 





Mr. DRYDEN. Certainly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Ina very short time could not a coal com- 
I incorporated and organized that would go right on with 
these mines and conduct them in the same way, with the excep- 
tion tl they would have to pay the freight on the coal that 
‘ vate producer would have to pay? Would not that be 
th nediate result of the preposed law? 
\ir. GALLINGER. Would not that be a trust? 


any be 


am sure this ought not to be referred to any committee, ~ 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey to the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think there is a practical 
agreement in the Senate that the business of transportation by 
interstate carriers ought to be divorced from the of 
production by the same carriers. But these amendments raise 
a large number of novel, intricate, and very important ques 
tions—questions as to the right of Congress, the standard of the 
power of Congress, to regulate commerce. I think 
tion of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Eu 
for the first time in the history of this country a proposition to 
forbid a common carrier to engage in interstate commerce, or to 
prevent a common carrier from engaging in interstate commerce, 
as a penalty for doing something in a State which is absolutely 





business 


the 


sugges 


cINS] involves 


and perfectly lawful in that State and which the carrier is 
authorized to do by its charter and by the State authority. 

Mr. TILLMAN. In some instances; not always. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In an instance. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I say in some instances that is the case. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I say it is the first time that any such at- 
tempt as that has ever been made, I think, in our history as a 


country, and whether we can do it or ought to do it I suggest 

to the Senator is a very grave matter. I myself do not believe 

that it is necessary to go to that extent to prevent this evil, be- 

cause I conceive it to be an evil. 

The Senator from Texas says that if this amendment should 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce 


zo and that opin- 


ion seemed to be shared by some other Senators—it would 
probably never be heard from again, judging from our expe 
ence in the consideration of the bill which is now before the 
| Senate. It is true that the Committee on Interstate C 
merce was engaged in the consideration of this bill for a nu 
ber of weeks and that it failed to arrive at a conclusion as to 


Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, there are two matters pro- 
nosed here for me to comment upon. In the first place, in re- 
ply to the Senator from Texas, if it is not the gravamen of the | 
( tint against these great earrying companies that they 
1 olize the markets, that they hold the public by the throat, 
then what does all the denunciation we have been hearing 


t to? 


If the independent operators can supply the pub- 
why this outery against the railroads—against an evil which 


does t exist? 

Mr. BAILEY. They can not supply them because they can 
not get cars. The railroads now use their cars in hauling their | 
own coal, and, aecording to the repeated declarations made 
here, they decline to supply independent operators with sufli- | 
cient cars, 

Mr. DRYDEN. What the Senator from Texas needs, then, 
is more railroads. 

Mr. BAILEY. Not of the kind which misuse their customers 
and oppress their competitors. 

Mr. DRYDEN. The Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mc- 


| has asked me a question. It is a very easy thing in 
theory to talk about what may be done with enormous inter- 
f nd enormous properties, but every practical man knows 
can not take great properties, involving hundreds 
lions of dollars, and regulate them by a rule of thumb. 
» yast interests ramifying into every portion of the coun- 
ivolying, as they do, sacred trusts, can not be turned 

the twinkling of an eye. These great property inter- 


that ou 


part of the country. 
| say it would be utterly impossible to take these great prop- 
if they began to be of the magnitude which has been 
here and elsewhere, and turn them over without suf- 
ficient time to do it. My proposition allows five years, and 
t ; a short time in which to readjust the conditions which 
would result from the passage of this amendment. 
int it to be understood here and now that I am not op- 
I the amendment. I am not opposing any fair, reasonable, 
a orkable plan which will bring about the result sought to 
be accomplished by the amendment. I do not think it is the 
‘st way to legislate to bring a matter of great national 
tance of this kind on the floor of the Senate for debate 


W ut the careful scrutiny and deliberation of the committee 
m it may be committed; but if it is to be passed, let us 
i t adopt those measures which it must be obvious to every 
reiie ng 


man are necessary for the security of the people and 
creat interests involved. 

‘icLAURIN. Mr. President, I desire to add a proviso, in 
] ince of what has been suggested, to the amendment that I 


; VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has a right to per- 
Ss own amendment. The proviso will be read by the Sec- 


Secretary. Add at the end of the proposed amendment 
owing words: 


cd, That the provisions of this amendment shall not take 


ntil the Ist day of May, 1908. 


ests Inust be managed conservatively and carefully or they will 
‘ conditions which will inflict irreparable injury upon | 





any amendments which it would recommend to the bill; but I 
suggest to the Senator from Texas and to other Senators th 
the experience of the Senate in this regard might perhaps 
an excuse for not affording a prompt relief or making-a prom 
report upon a measure of this kind. 


I suggest that no Senator has any right to say that the Inter 
state Commerce Committee would not consider this matter 
fairly and promptly. The subject-matter of the amendmen 
does not belong to the legislation which we are noy sider 
ing. It is a kind of discrimination, if it has any pla ll 


or has been legislated upon at all, which is affected by the so 
ealled “ Elkins law” and by the provisions of the existing in- 
terstate-commerce law, which forbid discriminations. 

The recent decision of the Supreme Court in the 


‘ } 
Chesapeake 


and Ohio ease points clearly to a remedy by Congress for this 
condition of affairs. 

The number and the character of the amendments whieh are 
now before the Senate show conclusively that th itt n 


not properly be acted upon in this manner. The very amend 
ment which the Senator from Texas commends as a model 
provision is remarkably full of holes, if I am any judge of 
legislation or of the English language. 

It says that no carrier engaged in manufacturing shall e1 
in interstate commerce; but no penalty is provided, e 


penalty that engaging in interstate commerce must cease. Wh 
is to be punished by that penalty? 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Rhode Island knows that 
the general penalty clause of the bill would apply to t 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the penalty in this case is an absolute 
prohibition of engaging in interstate commerce. 

Mr. BAILEY. Thatis true. That is an additional penalty. 

Mr. ALDRICH. How is that to be enforced and against 


whom is it to be enforced? 

Mr. BAILEY. I thought the Senator from Rhode Island . 

Mr. ALDRICH. Who is to suffer by this penalty? Not the 
earrier itself, but the people of the country thr 
road runs. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thougbt the Senator from Rhode Island was 
complaining that there was nobody to suffer. Of course, if 
now wants to say that everybody suffers, that is all right. 


wi il 1c 


ugh 


he 


Mr. ALDRICH. The trouble is that everybody is to suffer—— 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, if everybody is to suffer - 

Mr. ALDRICH. But perhaps the carrier least of all. 

Mr. BAILEY. If everybody—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. The party which is the guilty party is to 
suffer least of all. 

Mr. BAILEY. It is a little remarkable that the carrier, who 
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is to suffer least of all, is complaining most about this legisla- 
tion. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I do not know that the carrier is complain- 


ing, unless the Senator says that I am a carrier. I am com- 
plaining. 
Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no, Mr. President; I am not one of those 


who are always insinuating that the Senator from Rhode Island 
is actuated by a bad motive. I think the Senator from Rhode 
Island is just as good as the Republican party. He generally 
votes the same way that all other orthodox Republicans vote, 
and, like all of his party associates, he “ gets together,” and 
when he can not make the other man surrender, he claims that 
the other man has surrendered. He has an illustrious example 
of that, however, in the head of his party, who makes a virtue 
or his surrender by claiming a victory. I am not one of those 
who are always impugning the motives of the Senator from 
Rhode Island, and I do not mean to insinuate that he is a 
carrier; but I do say he is the carrier’s “ next best friend” in 
this legislation. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, what I am trying to point 
out to the Senate in this case is that this provision, which has 
the commendation of the Senator from Texas as a perfected piece 
of legislation which he is asking us to vote upon now and not to 
refer to a committee, contains no penalty, except to exclude the 
carrier if he is guilty of manufacturing an engine or of re- 
pairing a car, except the exclusion 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator is mistaken. There was an ex- 
press exception in the amendment which the Senator from Min- 
nesota [Mr. Crapp] sent to the desk. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But the exception is—— 





Mr. BAILEY. It permits a carrier to mine coal for its own 
use. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It permits the carrier to mine coal and to 
rroduce other commodities. Does that mean the repairing of a 


© 
| 


oy het 


Mr. BAILEY. For their own use; yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Why? How? 

Mr. BAILEY. 3ecause that is for its own use. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Well, but it is manufacturing. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understand; but if a man manufactures for 
his own use he is not interfering with 





Mr. ALDRICH. gut the amendment does not state that. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator has the wrong amendment; that 
is aul. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have the amendment as to which I asked 
the Senator from Texas if it was the amendment he had in view, 


and he said it was. 

Mr. BAILEY. I supposed the Senator from Rhode Island 
was accurate enough to get the amendment which I described 
as the amendment which the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
ELKINS] accepted from the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. 
CLAPP]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. This is an amendment intended to be pro- 
posed by Mr. ELK1iNns, as modified. I do not know what amend- 


ment the Senator refers to. I should be glad to have it. 
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. CLaprp] will 


hand the Senator from Rhode Island what I have approved. 


Mr. CLAPP. Here it is [handing paper to Mr. ALpricy]. 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 


ELKINS] seems to have seven or eight different amendments and 
modifications here; and it is not at all strange that any Senator 
should be somewhat confused as to which particular amend- 
nt it was that the Senator from Texas commended. 

Mr. BAILEY. Nothing would please me better than to see 


the Senator from Rhode Island and the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia engage in “a fight to a finish on this question.” [Laugh- 
ter. | 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 


Island yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. ALDRICH. The amendment handed me by the Senator 
from Minnesota [Mr. CLappr] purports to be, on its face, an 
amendment intended to be proposed by Mr. DANIEL as a substi- 
tute for the amendment. [Laughter.] 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I would lose my time if I should do so. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was asking the Senator from Rhode Island 
to yield to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. ELKrns] first rose. Does the Senator from Rhode Island 
yield to him? 








Mr. TILLMAN. It is for the Senator from Rhode Is]. nd t 
decide as to which Senator he will yield. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. Wait a moment. The amendment wh). h ig 
now given me by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. (;, pp} 
is the precise amendment that I had in my hand anq from 
which I was reading. [Laughter.] : 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from [), de 


Island yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. ALDRICH. And that shows the utter confusion which 
has arisen in regard to this matter. ; 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will yield to anybody who can explain 


this matter. [Laughter.] 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, I rise to a question of persona] 
privilege. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota will 
state his question of privilege. 

Mr. CLAPP. It is that the amendment which the Senator 
from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu] first read from was not the 
same as the one I subsequently handed him. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will ask that it be read from the desk py 
the Secretary to see if he can discover any difference between 
the two. I can not. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield 
to me? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I will after the amendment has been read, 

Mr. BAILEY. Let us have this question settled. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Crapp] 
informs me that the written words in the print do not belong 
there. 

Mr. CLAPP. The written words do not belong there. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

The Secretary. Amendment intended to be proposed by——~— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the Secretary just read the language of 
the amendments without the headings. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


It shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in producing, 
manufacturing, Seer 





buying, furnishing, or selling, directly or i tly, 

coal, coke, or any other commodity, to engage in interstate commerce: 

Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent a car- 

rier from mining coal or producing other commodities exclusively for 
its own use. 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in producing, 

manufacturing, buying, furnishing, or selling, directly or indirectly, 


coal, coke, or any other commodity, to engage in interstate commerce: 
Provided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent a car- 
rier from mining coal or producing other commodities exclusively for 
its own use. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Now I yield to the Senator from South 
Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN]. 

Mr. BAILEY. Before that—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
land yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Rhode Island, then, was 
mistaken when he said that the amendment which he had in his 
hand did not provide for that exception. I was taking the 
word of the Senator from Rhode Islnad that he had the right 
amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I beg the Senator’s pardon. It did provide 
for producing various commodities; but not in relation to the 


Is- 


thing that I was asking about, the repairs of cars, manufactur- 
ing, ete. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Rhode Island yield 


to me? 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will; but my time is passing. 
Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator yield to me for a moment: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that interrup- 
tions will be taken from the fifteen minutes belonging to the 
Senator from Rhode Island. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I will yield to the Senator from South :ro- 
lina for a question. 


Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator mentioned a moment ago that 
there were several amendments offered by the Senator ‘rom 
West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs]. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have the whole catalogue of the ani nd- 
ments which have been offered, which my clerk has prep: ad; 
and I notice that the Senator from West Virginia has ©! = 


page 7, one on page 29, one on page 33, one on page 30, aes 
page 87, one on page 101, one on page 127, one on page 1, om 
on page 145, one on page 147, and one on page 161. So he has 
got a pretty good flock of them. [Laughter. ]} 


e 
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Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President 
\fr. ALDRICH. I was not talking about the amendments 
is Mr, ELKINS. Will the Senator allow me? 
\lr. ALDRICH. No; I have not the time. I have but a 
iinute left. 
tlhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
lines to yield. 
M . ALDRICH. I was not discussing the amendments of the 
ator from West Virginia as offered to this bill generally, 


Sy 

, nt there are some half a dozen amendments or modifications of 
amendments on this particular subject offered by the Senator 
fl West Virginia with the assistance of various Senators 
on both sides of the Chamber. 


\ir. ELKINS. Now, Mr. President, will the Senator allow me? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
Island yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 
\lir. ALDRICH. I do. 
\ir. ELKINS. I want to correct the Senator from Rhode 
; |. He stated that there were a half dozen amendments 
offered by the Senator from West Virginia on this subject. 
r is but one amendment offered by the Senator from West 


\ i. now before the Senate, and that is the one pending. 
Why. then, does he go to search for a lot of other amendments 


h I have not offered? 
ALDRICH. The Senator 
printed form, which he 

three different times. 

Ir. ELKINS. I have not 

Mr. ALDRICH. And which has been printed two or three 

[ ent times, 

Mr. ELKINS. I had two amendments on this subject, but 
offered only one of them. So the Senator is entirely incorrect 
in his statement when he says that I have offered six or seven 
ments. I haye not done so. I have offered but one. 
ALDRICH. I admit that there is but one amendment 
that is now pendigg before the Senate, because there could be 
If there had been within the range of parliamentary 
ny possibility of having more than one pending, the Sena- 
tor would have had them pending. [Laughter.] 

Mr. ELKINS. The Senator did me an injustice in saying that 
I had five or six amendments on this subject. I will be entirely 
satisfied if the Senator will vote for this one. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is obliged to announce 
that the time of the Senator from Khode Island [Mr. Atpricy] 
has expired. 


Mr. ALDRICH. 


did offer an amendment, which 
has certainly modified two or 





Mr 


pt O11, 


Then I will speak later upon some other 


dment. 
LODGE. Mr. President, I think it is fairly demonstrated 
that there is a good deal of confusion in regard to th.se amend- 


nts. All I desire to say is that it seems to me that the best 
) @@al with this most important question would be to send 
the committee and have a proper bill presented to the Sen- 
I personally should not care to vote for that disposition 
he subject, unless I could be assured beyond any reasonable 
dyenture that the matter would be disposed of at this ses- 
of Congress. 
{ think the question involved in this amendment is more im- 
t by far than all the local discriminations which this bill 
undertakes to cure. I do not think that, having given the whole 
winter to this subject, we can afford to adjourn this session 
thout acting on it. 
lie ownership by the railroad companies of these great prop- 
which comprise the necessities of life is an admitted 
The attitude of the Supreme Court in the Chesapeake and 
Olio case recognizes such ownership as contrary to sound pub- 
lic policy. It is idle to say that we are unable to deal with it 
‘o stop it. If we are to be paralyzed in dealing with such an 
as this, then the interstate-commerce clause in the Consti- 
n is utterly vain. 
hould much prefer, as I have said, to see this matter re- 
d te the committee if we can be assured that we shall deal 
it conclusively and finally at this session; but, without 
ssurance and without that understanding, I think the 
te had better deal with it here to-day and to-morrow and for 
‘k, if necessary, until we shall have secured suitable legis- 
i that shall put an end to the operation by the railroads of 
natural productions, which are absolutely vital to the 
being of the people of this country. 
r. CLAPP. Mr. President, I shall detain the Senate but a 
‘ent, The question of the relation between the ownership 
‘he production of coal and other commodities is not a new 
Uon, We had it before our committee a year ago this very 
th. We took testimony on it, and it was the testimony of 
oad men. The greatest manager of transportation in the 


- 


aT 


world to-day candidly stated that they ought to be absolutely 
divorced. 

This subject has been considered, not by reference to the com- 
mittee, but certainly by members of the committee, and it must 
have been considered by everyone who has contemplated the 
ultimate dealing with this question at this session of Congress. 

Personally I have always insisted to the Senator from West 
Virginia that this measure belonged properly in the bill as an 
amendment to the law of 1903; but he felt during all this time 
that it would be impossible to get this measure through as a 
separate provision of law, and therefore was anxious to have 3t 
adopted as an amendment to this bill. 

I fully agree with the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DAnrer] 
that now is the proper time to dispose of this question. The fact 
that when we act we may interfere with people who have en- 
gaged in this business jointly will always confront Congress 
when Congress shall seek to act upon this question. 

There never can be a solution of a great question designed to 
cure a great evil but that it may perhaps operate as a hard- 
ship upon some one. I believe a reasonable time given for 
the operation of this bill would be sufficient to relieve it of 
that objection. 

I agree with the Senator from Massachusetts that if there 
could be an assurance that we could deal with this subject 
and dispose of it at this session it might be well to consider it 
in the committee; but we should have not only the delay inci- 
dent to committee investigation, but we should have the delay 


incident to legislation in both Houses of Congress, and at a 
time when both Houses are being crowded with the current 
business as it approaches the closing hours of the session. 


Therefore, Mr. President, realizing the importance of this ques- 
tion, nevertheless I for one shall feel constrained to vote to 
dispose of it at this time as an amendment to the pending bill. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, before the Senator takes 
his seat 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. CLAPP. With pleasure. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator think, if this were in 
the form of an independent bill, that the Senate should give it 
considerable time in legislating upon it and passing it? 

Mr. CLAPP. Only so far as considering the details of 
provision. The fact that this is an evil is a recognized fact; 
the fact that production and transportation should be divorced 
is a recognized fact; and the fact that hardship will flow from 
that divorcement for the time being must be a conceded fact. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. All of those things there is no question 
about; but what I am asking the Senator now is a practical 
question of legislation. He said that if the bill were reported 





Minnesota 


the 


from the committee it would take considerable time in the 
process of legislation. 

Mr. CLAPP. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That, I assume the Senator means, would 
be because it is an important subject which should have the 


patient consideration of the Senate before it is passed? 





Mr. CLAPP. Not necessarily. It would be for this rea- 
son 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Well, for any reason. 

Mr. CLAPP. Ninety Senators would have ninety opinions 


that would have to be thrashed out, just as they have to be 
thrashed out to-day. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. That brings me to the question that I 
finally wanted to ask the Senator. If he thinks it would con- 
sume time to deal with this subject properly if it were an inde 
pendent bill, does he think that it will take less time to deal 
properly with this subject as an amendment to this bill? 

Mr. CLAPP. It may take no less time; but dealing with it 
as an amendment to this bill assures its being dealt with and 
passed at this session of Congress. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am quite willing to do that, but I 
wanted the Senator’s opinion upon that subject. That it is 
very important that we should not presently act upon it seems 
to me to be clear. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TrrnMAN}. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to ask the Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. CLapp] a question, if I may, before he takes his seat. 
The Senator says that he desires a vote upon this proposition 
now. I want to know whether or not he has determined yet 
in what form he thinks this amendment should be adopted? 
When the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELkKINs] offered 
the amendment the Senator from Minnesota drafted it in a dif- 
ferent form, expressing what is understood to be the same 


proposition; but I do not know whether that is before the 
Can the Senator tell me? 


Senate or not. 
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Mr. CLAPP. I understand that it is before the Senate on the 
motion of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Answering the Senator’s first inquiry, I will say that I know 
just what I would vote for if I were framing the amendment, 
but I have no pride of opinion. The same object is covered 
substantially by the amendment of the Senator from Virginia 
{Mr. DaNrzL]—that is, to put a stop to the union of transporta- 
tion and production. The only way we can reach it is to pro- 
hibit the producer from engaging in interstate traffic. 

Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will not take his seat 
for a moment. I am quite as earnest about accomplishing that 
purpose as the Senator can be. I have repeatedly stated that 
on the floor of the Senate; but I am at a loss, in view of the 
many propositions that have been presented, to know to which 
give preference; and the Senator has given so much at- 
tention to this subject that I have great confidence in his judg- 
ment about it, and I want to get the benefit of his opinion. 

Mr. CLAPP. If the Senator has such confidence in my judg- 
ment, it is my deliberate judgment that the Senate can spend 
time to no better advantage than by taking up now, at this 
time, and reconciling these views and working out an amend- 
ment to this bill. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
I want to know which one of these propositions the Senator is 
advocating, 
in particular—— 

Mr. CLAPP. Will the Senator vote for the one I advocate? 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not know whether I will or not. 

Mr. CLAPP. Then what difference does it make to the Ser- 
ator which one I advocate? 

Mr. FORAKER. I probably would vote for it, because I 
think my mind runs very much as the Senator’s does; but if 
the Senator can not tell me which one he advocates, he has no 
right to ask me if I will vote for the one he advocates. I am 
asking him in good faith. The Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. EnKrins] offered an amendment. It was printed, and it 
ii to the Senate. We all understand what it provided. 
He offered only one amendment. Then the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. CLapp], not being satisfied with that or for some rea- 
{ do not know what the reason was—made a draft of an 
amendment to take the place, as a substitute, of the amendment 
offered by the Senator from West Virginia. That was read, 
and it is printed in the Recorp; but I do not know whether 
it is before the Senate or not. Nobody seems to know whether 
it is or not. I saw a while ago that the Senator from New 
Jersey offered an amendment to the amendment of the Senator 
from West Virginia as printed. 





one to 


was re 


son 


Mr. CLAPP. I thought the Senator desired to ask me a 
question. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator had yielded the floor. 

Mr. CLAPP. I beg the Senator’s pardon. He insisted that 


I should retain the floor. 

Mr. FORAKER. I insisted that the Senator should retain 
the floor until I could get an answer to a question. 

Mr. CLAPP. I want to answer if I can get an opportunity 
to do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
we are considering. 

Mr. CLAPP. Give me a moment. 


I want to try to find out in good faith what 


Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will wait until I get ready, 
I will give him a moment. The Senator from New Jersey 


offered his amendment, not to the substitute that was prepared 
by the Senator from Minnesota and which the Senator from 
West Virginia had read from the desk as a substitute, as I un- 
derstood, but to the original amendment of the Senator from 
West Virginia, and we have been proceeding here as though 
this original amendment was still before the Senate. I wanted 
to know to what amendment the Senator was speaking, if he 
eould tell me. I do not know whether it is this one, or the 
other one, or the amendment offered by the Senator from Vir- 
ginia |[Mr. Danrex], or the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin]. 

Mr. CLAPP. Mr. President, in answer to the Senator’s ques- 
tion, my own personal choice of an amendment would be as 
follows: 

It shall be unlawful for any common carrier engaged in producing, 


manufacturing, buying, furnishing, or selling, directly or indirectly, 
coal, coke, or other commodity to engage in interstate commerce: Pro- 
vided, That nothing in this act shall be construed to prevent a carrier 
from mining coal or producing other commodities exclusively for its 
own wUse 

Mr. FORAKER rose. 

Mr. CLAPP. One mement. It has been suggested—and 


perhaps the suggestion is a wise one—to limit that prohibition 
to the articles produced by the carrier. It has further been 
and no doubt that suggestion is a wise one—that a 


suggested 
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time be fixed in the future when the provision shall take effect 
Those are all matters that follow the general central thoy ht 
of the prohibition, and upon which it does seem to me the Seek. 
ate ought to be able to come to some rational agreement. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am very much obliged to the Senator, fo; 
he has answered just about as I supposed he would; but stij| | 
do not know what is before the Senate as the amendment {}); 
is being considered. By that I mean, Mr. President, that | q,, 
not know whether the Senator from West Virginia is stil ; 
sisting upon his original amendment or whether we are 
sidering the amendment that was drafted by the Senator { 
Minnesota, which he has just now read from the Recorp, 
I understood the Senator from West Virginia to offer 
modification of his amendment yesterday. 

Mr. LODGE. As a means of solving these doubts, I sugvest 
that the Secretary read the pending amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment is the oy, 
proposed by the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Enxiy 
which the Secretary will state. 

Mr. FORAKER. I make this inquiry, Mr. President: (Cer 
tainly the Senator from West Virginia yesterday offered as 4 
modification of his own amendment the amendment that 
just now been read by the Senator from Minnesota- 

Mr. ELKINS. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, 
I did not accept that substitute. 

Mr. FORAKER. Oh, then, it is all cleared up. I under- 
stood that the Senator did accept it. 

Mr. ELKINS. No; I said if it reached the purpose at y 
I aimed, which was the correcting of this evil and abuse, then 
I would accept it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not yield the floor. 
briefly. 

Mr. LODGE. I ask that the pending amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from 
Massachusetts, the amendment of the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia will be stated. 

Mr. ELKINS. I desire to say that on motion of the Senator 
from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] the words “ authorize 
by its charter to do so” were stricken out. The amendment 
will stand now with those words stricken out. 

The Secretary. The Senator from West Virginia originally 
offered the following—— 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the amendment I desire to have 
read is the amendment that is pending, not what the Senator 
from West Virginia originally offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment that is pending. 

The Secretary. The amendment proposed by the Senator 
from New Jersey—— 

Mr. LODGE. I do not mean the amendment to the amend- 
ment. I know there is an amendment to the amendment. I 
asked for the reading of the amendment, not the amendment to 
the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the substantive proposition 
now before the Senate, as I understand, is the substitute 
offered by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin}. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would suggest that the 
amendment before the Senate now is an amendment to further 
perfect the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator.from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. LODGE. I still adhere to my belief that the best way 
to find out what amendment is pending is to have the pending 
amendment read; and I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
quested. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
to me for a moment? 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I want the amendment read. | 
do not want some other Senator to tell me what is the pending 
amendment, but I want the Secretary to read it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not want to tell the Senator what 
pending amendment was. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read. 

The Secretary. The pending amendment is the amend 
of the Senator from New Jersey-——— 

Mr. LODGE. That is an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. ih 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
will state his parliamentary inquiry. a 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have had so many amendments, subvst- 


do 
n- 
COon- 
in 


Which 





I want to speak 








the 
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| amendments to amendments, and so many speeches 
C rs who have no right, under the unanimous-consent 
it. to get on their feet any more, that we are “ all balled 
may use the expression ; and, if I am in order, I move 
pending amendment and all amendments thereto and 
therefor on the table, because I want to offer one 
| get started over again. 
AKER. Mr. President—— 


\y LODGE. That motion is not debatable. 
me Secretary proceeded to read as follows: 


. unlawful for any common carrier engaged in producing, 
puying, furnishing, or selling, directly or indirectly, 

r any other commodity, to engage in interstate commerce. 
.LDRICH. I rise to a question of order, Mr. President. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 

state his question of order. 

DRICH. I understood the Senator from South Caro- 
limLMAN] to move that the pending amendment and 


the iment to which it is offered as an amendment lie upon 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the motion. 

\ir, LODGE. That does not cut off reporting the amendment. 

CE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands, and in- 

led to present the motion of the Senator from South Carolina 


' » after the amendment had been stated. 

\ ORAKER. Before we undertake to lay the amendment 

it ble, we ought to know what the amendment is. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will allow the Secretary to re- 
unendment, which is the only thing in order, we shall 


FORAKER. That is what I am waiting for. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. In order that the Senate may 
jerstand the question, the Chair will restate it. The 
, South Carolina moves to lay on the table the pend- 
ng iment and amendments incident thereto. 
\NIEL. I rise to a parliamentary question. 


ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia will 
5 parliamentary inquiry. 
DANIEL. A point of order was made against the mo- 
{ e Senator from South Carolina to lay on the table 
+1 + 7 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will submit the ques- 

Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Chair propose to submit to the Sen- 
he question whether a motion to lay on the table is in 


4 ‘ the 
UOl 


VICE-PRESIDENT. That is precisely the question. 


Mr. BACON. The Chair will pardon me for a moment. 
ICE-PRESIDENT. Yes. 
Mr. BACON. Upon the particular ground stated by the Sena- 
Virginia, or whether it is generally in order? The 
reas | ask the question is if the latter-——— 
‘ir. ALDRICH. Mr. President, this is debate. 
Mr. BACON. I desire to make a point of order. A motion 


to lay on the table is not in order 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is going to submit to 





the § » the question whether the motion is in order. 
Mr. LODGE and Mr. ALDRICH. This is debate. 
Mr. BACON. I desire to say a word on that subject. 
Mr. LODGE. I understood the Chair to say that he pro- 


submit the question of order to the Senate. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does. 
Mr. LODGE. That is not debatable. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands and will 
no Senator for debate until that question is dis- 


BACON. Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will recall that on 
’ Friday last the Chair submitted to its considera- 
r, under the unanimous-consent agreement, a motion 
iendment on the table before the close of the debate 
fteen-minute rule was in order. The Senate did not 
‘ the question brought to its attention by the Chair. 
ion now rises in a distinct and parliamentary way. 
the Chair will submit to the Senate the question 
motion of the Senator from South Carolina to lay 
le is in order. 
ACON. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
point of order? 
ACON. I do. 


I[CE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point 





Senator from Georgia 
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Mr. The point I make is that a question of order 


BACON. 


| is always debatable, at least to the extent of stating the grounds 


- | order should not be subject to a different rule 
a speech before making the motion, which was | 





| 
i 


| the contention of the Senator that so far as the motion to | 


on which it is based. 
Mr. HALE. Not a motion to lay on the table. 
Mr. BACON. The question whether the motion to lay on the 


table is in order is a debatable question, undoubtedly. T 
motion to lay on the table itself is not debatable, but whether 
or not, as a matter of order, that motion is in order 
doubtedly debatable. Every question of order is debatable, and 
the question of order which I raise is whether or und 
the consent agreement, a motion to lay on the table is ord 
and I am in order, I think, Mr. President, to submit 

why that point of order is good. If there is any rulk 

tice under which under any circumstances a point 

not debatable to the extent indicated, unless it is pending 
other question which does not permit of it, I do not know of 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The twentieth rule, section 1, reads 
as follows: 


A question of order may be raised at f t 


any stage of » pre ! 
except when the Senate is dividing, and, unless submitted to the Senat 
shal! be decided by the presiding officer without debate, subject to 
appeal to the Senate. 

Section 2 of that rule 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President-— 

Mr. HALE. Let us hear the Chair. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Chair’s pardon. 

Mr. HALE. Let the Chair complete his statement. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Section 2 of Rule XX pro. 

The presiding officer may submit any question of order rt 
cision of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly, Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair submits the question of 


order to the determination of the Senate, and he is of tl 
iom that neither the order nor the propriety of its 
to the Senate is debatable. 

Mr. HALE. I ask, Mr. President, whether in all | ; 
for the purpose of completing any business before the Senat 
the submission by the Chair to the Senate of a proposit 


from } 
would apply if the Chair ruled on the point of order. Oth 
wise, Mr. President, we may as well go on, because if th 
be debated, then any motion to lay on the table may just a 
be debated. But the stringency that is intended to follow a 
tion to lay on the table and which is intended to bring a cor 
sion, and the purpose for which it is inserted in the rule, m 
followed out in its result to the question that is submitted to t! 
Senate by the Chair on a motion to lay on the table. If not, 
then there is no avail in submitting it. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I do not for a moment question 


Ss well 


on the table itself is concerned, it is not debatable. The ques 


ion which I raise is whether, under the terms of the | 


articular 


| consent order under which we are proceeding, which says that 


amendments shall be discussed, and after discussion shall be d 
posed of, a motion to lay on the table is in order before the 4 
cussion of an amendment is ended. i 


That is my point; and | 
say it is undoubtedly a correct one, if the consent order meat 
anything at all. I freely grant that after the discussion of 
amendment which has been proposed it is in order for 
Senate to dispose of it under the consent rule, either by v 
directly upon it or upon a motion to lay on the tabl B 
the consent order is that we shall dispose of amendme 

| discussion, and a motion to lay on the table is in direct contr 
vention of and antagonism to that consent until the 
is so discussed. Without the consent order no vote of 
would now be in order upon these amendments. I : 
the point. 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, it has been well settled hx 
and, I think, everywhere else, that pending a motion wl 
not debatable in itself all subordinate and collateral qu 
must be settled without debate. Otherwise, under tl gy 
of raising questions of order, debate might be continued fore 
I think the Chair is entirely right and that no discussior 
to be permitted. 
Mr. BACON. The Senator would be correct if we were ] 
ceeding under the ordinary rules, but we are proceeding u 
a consent agreement which is in conflict with the m 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is, I ition of 
the Senator from South Carolina in order? 
Mr. CULBERSON. I rise to a parliamentary inguiry. What 


is the motion? 
Mr. LODGE. To lay on the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


To lay on the table the amendment 
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of the Senator from West Virginia and all amendments incident 
thereto. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I make the point of order that a motion 
to lay all of the amendments on the table at one time can not 
be made. There are different amendments pending here. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is going to leave the 
question to the Senate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Chair indulge me for a moment? 
I had no purpose or desire to do other than to get the Senate 
out of the tangle into which we have gotten. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, debate is out of order. 

Mr. TILLMAN. We have an amendment and an amendment 
to it and a substitute, and I have moved to lay them on the 
table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair decides that all debate 
is out of order. The only question before the Senate is this: 
Is the motion of the Senator from South Carolina in order? 

Mr. HALE. Question! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
motion is in order will say 
opinion of the Chair—— 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think that was understood. 

Mr. HALE. Will the Chair again state the question, and let 
us have a division upon it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
South Carolina in order? 

Mr. HALE. That is it. Let the Chair put that. 
think the Chair was understood. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina in order? 

Mr. CULLOM and Mr. TELLER. A division. 

Mr. HALE. We may as well have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Those who are of opinion that the 
motion is in order will answer “ yea” as their names are called, 
and those who are opposed will answer “ nay.” > 


Those who are of opinion that the 
“aye;” the contrary “no.” In the 


Is the motion of the Senator from 


I 





Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the motion 
rhe Secretary proceeded to call the roll, and called the name | 
of Mr. ALDRICH. 


Mr. LODGE. 
bo iv else. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the motion of the Senator from 
South Carolina may be read for the information of the Senate. 

Mr. LODGE. The first name had been called on the roll call. 

Mr. DANIEL. Not when I spoke. It had not been before I 
addressed the Senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT, 
addressed the Chair. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I be permitted to make a statement? 

Several Senators. No! No! 

Mr. LODGE. Statements are out of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. I had addressed the Chair before a name was 
read, and the Chair referred to the fact that order should be 
restored. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that debate 
is not in order, regardless of the question whether or not the 
roll call had been commenced. 

Mr. HALE. Question! 


It is impossible to hear the Secretary or any- 


It was not called when the Senator 


Mr. BURKETT. May I ask a parliamentary inquiry? There 
is some discussion here as to what we are voting on. We are 


yoting on the ability to entertain the motion to lay on the table, 


and not on the motion to lay on the table. 


T 
the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Not on the motion to lay on the 
able, but upon the question whether the Chair shall entertain 
motion. 

The Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I rise to a point of order. .There is so 


much confusion that the responses can not possibly be heard. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order, and 
the roll call will be suspended until it is in order. [After a 
pause.] The Secretary will resume the calling of the roll. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the calling of the roll, 

The result was announced—yeas 51, nays 29, as follows: 

YEAS—351. 
Aldrich Dick Kittredge Piles 
Allee Dolliver Knox Platt 
Ankeny Dryden La Follette Rayner 
Bailey Flint Latimer Scott 
Berry Frye Lodge Smoot 
Bulkeley Fulton Long Spooner 
B ett Gamble McCreary Stone 
( er Gearin Millard Sutherland 
Clapp Hale Morgan Teller 
Clark, Mont. Hansbrough Nelson Tillman 
Clark, Wyo. Hemenway Newlands Warren 
Crane Hopkins Nixon Wetmore 
Cullom Kean Penrose 
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NAYS—29. 

Alger Clay Frazier Pe 
Bacon Culberson Gallinger Petter 
Beveridge Daniel McCumber Simmons 
Blackburn Dillingham McEnery Taliaferro 
Brandegee Dubois McLaurin Warner 
Burnham Elkins Martin 
Burrows Foraker Money 
Clarke, Ark, Foster Overman 

NOT VOTING—9. 
Allison Depew Heyburn Patterson 
Burton Gorman Mallory Proctor 


Carmack 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that 


the interpretation of the Senate the motion to lay on the ae 
is in order. The question, therefore, is on agreeing to the mo- 
tion of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Tritaran that 
the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. KINS] 
| and amendments incident thereto be laid upon the table. | Put. 
ting the question.] In the opinion of the Chair the “noes” 


have it. 
Mr. HALE. Let us have the yeas and nays. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there a second to the demand for 
the yeas and nays? In the opinion of the Chair there is jot. 
Mr. LODGE. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. President. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 


| will state his parliamentary inquiry. 
do not | 


Mr. LODGE. I understand the motion is to lay upon th 
table the pending amendment and the amendments pending 
thereto. Nothing else can be laid upon the table. . 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, a parliamentary inquiry, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will state 
his parliamentary inquiry. 
Mr. CULBERSON. The motion of the Senator from South 


the 


| Carolina is to lay on the table the pending amendment and all 


other amendments upon this question. 

Mr. 'TILLMAN. The Senator is entirely wrong. 
make any such motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will ask the Senator 
from South Carolina to restate his motion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. My motion was to lay on the table the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia and amendments 
thereto or substitutes therefor. 

Mr. CULBERSON. ‘That is about as I understand it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘There can be but two. 

Mr. CULBERSON. If it is more than one, it is in the plural. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair put the question to the 
Senate, and understood it to refuse to lay on the table the 
amendment and pending amendments thereto. 

Mr. HALE. There has been so much confusion 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. The 
Chair must request Senators to refrain from audible conversa- 
tion in the Chamber, and the business of the Senate will be sus- 
pended until there is order. 

Mr. HALE. The Senate has been so noisy it is impossible to 
I do not. know what has become of 


I did not 





| the call for the yeas and nays. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asked if there was 4 
second to the demand of the Senator from Maine for the yeas 


and nays upon the question of agreeing to the motion of the 
Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair was of opinion that 
there was not a second, as not one-fifth of the Senators present 
seconded the call. 


Mr. HALE. There was so much confusion that nobody knew 
that. I did not. 

Mr. CULLOM. Neither did I. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there is doubt about it, the 


Chair will again ask whether there is a second to the demand 
of the Senator from Maine for the call of the roll? [Putting 
the question.] In the opinion of the Chair there is. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was 
pounced—yeas 29, nays 49, as follows: 


ired 


I 


am | 


YEAS—29. 

Cullom Lodge Spooner 
—_ Dick Long Sutherland 
Ankeny Frye McEnery Tillman 
Bulkeley Hale Millard War ren 
Burkett Hopkins Nelson Wetmore 
Burnham Kean Penrose 
Carter Knox Piles <P 
Clark, Wyo. Latimer Platt 





NAYS—49. 





4] Daniel Gearin Perkins 
I Dillingham Hansbrough Pettus 
R Dolliver Hemenway Rayner 
Be Dryden Kittredge Scott 
B ‘a Dubois La Follette Simmons 
p rn Elkins McCreary Smoot 
2 e Flint McCumber Stone 
p Foraker McLaurin Taliaferro 
( Foster Martin Teller 
( Mont. Frazier Money Warner 
‘ Ark. Fulton Newlands 
( Gallinger Nixon 
( n Gamble Overman 

NOT VOTING—11. 
4 Crane Heyburn Patterson 
B Depew Mallory Proctor 
Ca : Gorman Morgan 

S e motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

Mr. HALE. We have now got back to just where we started. 
11 that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive 
bi ~ ~~ 

\ \LDRICH. Before that is done, I wish to state that I 
yoted to lay these amendments on the table, because I believed 
t] proposition of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
| .N} was much better than the pending proposition; not 
that I cared to dispose of the question in that way. 


I unanimous consent that the proposition of the Senator 
{ South Carolina be now read, in order that it may appear 
i Recorp and be taken up for consideration in the morning. 
LODGE. And printed. 
\ \LDRICH. And printed. 

TELLER. Let it be printed. 

GALLINGER. 
that 
Carolina because I believed it was distinctly in viola- 
{ the unanimous-consent agreement, and for the further 
! that I 
Ss r from Rhode Island [Mr. ALDRICH] seems to have had 

1 do not know what it is, and even if I had thought 
could adopt, under the unanimous-consent agreement, 
tion of the Senator from South Carolina, I would 


» Say 


bette in those pending. I think the Senate is fully capable 

ot ceeding under the unanimous-consent agreement and dis- 

posing of this business, if it will be patient in its work. 
RBEVERIDGE. Before the Senator takes his seat—— 

‘ir. IIALE. I must insist, as this gives rise to debate 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I want to say only one word. 

‘ir. BEVERIDGE. I should. like to ask the 
mpshire— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 

yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

TELLER. I do. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will wait. 

| VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 

W id his motion? 

Mir. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator from Maine will permit 

t! ndment to be printed. 

Mr. SCOTT. Let the amendment be read. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Indiana rose to 

question of the Senator from New Hampshire. 

BEVERIDGE. I will wait. 

TILLMAN. I wish the Senator from Maine would allow 

posed amendment to be printed. 

IIALE. I will do so. 

‘ALLINGER. Let it be read. 

HALE. Very well; let it be read. 

for that purpose. 

TELLER. Mr. President, I wish to say, in answer to the 





Senator from Colorado 


Senator from Maine 


I will withhold my 


S nt made by the Senator from New Hampshire, that 
ng to the precedents and usages laying on the table is 


olation of the consent rule in this case. 
riILLMAN, Mr. President 
GALLINGER. Mr. President, that is news to me. 
FORAKER. Mr. President—— 
HALE. I must—— 
GALLINGER. Where a unanimous-consent agreement 
ally says that we shall dispose of an amendment after 
ussion closes, and some Senator desires to discuss it, I 
s it is news to me that it may be overridden by any par- 
s tary procedure. 
TELLER. When we have agreed on a particular time 
that presents another question. We only agreed that 
scussion should proceed in this way. I made the state- 
when the question was before the Senate the other day 
if anybody abused the consent agreement, or we thought 
XL——408 


never had heard of the amendment to which the | 


hot | 
( ied for it on the ground that there was an amendment | 


Senator from | 
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it was abused, we would still have a right to move to lay an 
amendment on the table, for such was already the rule 
Mr. GALLINGER. But the Senator’s statement does not 
make a rule. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. HALE. I think it is in the interest of good legislation 


that the Senate should let this matter depart from its mind for 


the present and think of it over night. We will be in better 
condition to legislate to-morrow than now. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Maine yield to me 
to make a statement? 

Mr. HALE. Half a dozen Senators have asked me to yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then I rise to a question of personal 
privilege. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 
will state his question of personal privilege. 

Mr. TILLMAN. When I moved half an hour ago to lay tht 
amendment on the table I had no purpose of trying to t-<<¢a 
the Senate to consider something of my own, because it not 
my own. I stated yesterday very frankly the perplexities and 
the magnitude of this question as it has presented itself to 
my mind, and I also stated that I had asked half a dozen or 


more great lawyers to give me the benefit of their legal ability 
and experience to try to frame 
the difficulty. 

i have here four si 


something which would meet 














lggested amendments, and I have three o1 
fonr in my desk. None of them have ever satisfied me, becaus« 
there are perplexities about this question that Senators are 
just beginning to realize, and the further it is discussed and 
the more effort is made to destroy the evil which we all recog 
nize, without doing great harm to other interests, the greater 
difficulty will be found of using language and putting in pro 
visions that will protect such cases as were instanced th 
Senator from North Carolina in the lumber road and ers 

| that I have indicated. 

Therefore, I hope the Senate will not consider that in mo g 
to lay this amendment on the table it was for the purpose of 
exploiting myself at all, because this is not my work. I | 

| amended it a little, but it does not satisfy me yet, and it will 
not satisfy the Senate. But I found the Senate had reached 
a point where we were, as I said, “balled up.” We | i 
amendment, an amendment to the amendment, and a substitute 
for the amendment, and we apparently had got to a ] t wher 
we could not do anything but talk. Senators were ng 
the unanimous-consent agreement by spenking twice « the 
amendment of the Senator from West Virginia, when uw the 
agreement they could not do it. So I tried to untie tl 
or to cut it; that is all. I hope Senators will not undert to 
accuse me of egotism in their hearts or in other ways becau 

| I took this action. That is all there is about it. Now, I want 
to present the amendment, and I ask to have it printed. It 
is to come in at the end of section 1. 

Mr. ALDRICH and Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senat from 
Rhode Island, the amendment will be read. 

Mr. HALE. The motion for an executive session is ‘ 
Nothing else is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is, if the Se mr ft \ 
insists upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the amendment be read, s 
it may go into the Recorp. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator asks that and another S s 
for another thing. I will consent that the amend 
After that I will insist upon the motion, and the S 1 
det ide as it choose s on the moti Th. 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, tl S 
will read the amendment sent to the desk by the S« I l 
South Carolina. 

rhe Secretary read as follows: 

At the end of section 1 add: 

“From and after the Ist day of January, 1908, i 
for any carrier owning or operating l 
commerce to engage in inter ‘ t 

uch railroad, directly or stock 7 
has or holds any control, i s s 
of mining or manufacturing or trading in 
over such railroad as interstate com! ce; nor s 
carrier, after the date aforesaid, direct l 
other business than that of a I on « 
freehold or lea old, directly dit s 
necessary for carrying on its business as n 

“Any violation of this provision shall s ect the off yn 
carrier to a forfeiture of $2,000 for I S¢ 1 ; a 
continuing violation each day _ sha dee il a ffense, 
Such forfeiture or forfeitures shall be recovered in a ci suit in the 
name of the United States, brought under the direction of e Attorney- 
General, in the United States circuit yurt for the district wherein 
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the carries has its principal operating office, or in any district through 
which the road of the carrier may be opcrated.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Maine with- 


hold his motion for an executive session until the Chair lays 
the Senate a message from the President of the United 
States and some messages from the House of Representatives? 


before 


Mr. HALE. And for nothing else. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. And for nothing else, 


ARMY SUPPLIES AT SAN FRANCISCO. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the following 
message from the President of the United States; which was 
read, and, on motion of Mr. Hare, was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed: 


Zo the Senate and House of Representatives: 
I herewith transmit a letter from the Secretary of War in respect to 
the tuation as to the Army supplies at San Francisco. His letter 


contains appendices showing the supplies which have been transmitted 
to San Francisco and their cost, and set forth the necessity for an ad- 
i ial appropriation of $500,000, which I recommend be made at once. 
This is 


; 
ditiox 


to meet the requirements of the immediate future. 
THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 
fuer WiHite House, May 8, 1906. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
BROowNIna, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had dis- 
agreed to the amendments of the Senate to the bill (H. 
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R. | 


14897) making appropriations for the support of the Army for | 


the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, asks a conference 
the Senate on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, 
and had appointed Mr. Hunn, Mr. Capron, and Mr. SvuLzer man- 
agers at the conference on the part of the House. 
ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 
The 


e Ilouse of Representatives disagreeing to the amendments of 


+) 
tli 


with | 


VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the action of | 





Ma YR 


: 
7 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill originally was y ed 
from the Committee on Military Affairs. ; 

Mr. WARREN. The matter has the full indorsement of {jo 
War Department. It has passed the Senate both as a sep» rd 
bill and in the Army appropriation bill. The Senate pil! 
has passed the House with an amendment. I hope thy 
bill may receive final action here, so that the provision « 
stricken out of the Army appropriation bill when it is «; 
ered by the conferees. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Islanq 
withdraws his motion to refer. The Senator from Utah yyoyec 
that the Senate concur in the amendment of the House of 
Representatives. 

The motion was agreed to. 

NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY LAND GRANT. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 2299) 
the relief of certain entrymen and settlers within the limits 
the Northern Pacific Railway land grant, which was on pace » 
line 8, after the word “ abandoned” to insert: 


Provided, That all lieu selections made under this act shall ) 
fined to lands within the State where the private holdings are sitysted 

Sec. 2. That this act shall become effective upon an «: 
thereof by the Northern Pacific Railway Company being filed y 
Secretary of the Interior. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think I will have to ask that that 


how 
the 


the Committee on Public Lands. bait 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill and amendment wil! jhe 
referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
EXECUTIVE SESSION, 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I call for the regular order. Tho 


| rest of these matters can wait. 


the Senate to the bill (H. R. 14897) making appropriations for | 


ipport of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1907, 
conference with the Senate on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses thereon. 


the st 
and 


asking a 


Mr. WARREN. I move that the Senate insist upon its 
amendments, that the request for a conference by the House be 
granted, and that the Chair appoint the conferees on the part of 
the Senate. 

The motion was agreed to; and Mr. WARREN, Mr. FoRAKER, 
and Mr. BLACKBURN were appointed. 

REGULATION OF MOTOB BOATS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 4094) to 
amend section 426 of the Revised Statutes of the United 


States, regulation of motor boats, which was, on page 3, line 2, 
after the word “ hire,” to insert “ but not engaged in fishing as 
a regular business.” 
Mr. FRYE. I move 
ment the House. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the bill, with the amendment, be 
referred to the Committee on Commerce. I shall have to do 
that. I established a precedent the other day and I will have 
to ask that this amendment take that course. I move that 


that the Senate concur in the amend- 


of 


be referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MARY E. DUGGER. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 
ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 1975) 


‘anting an increase of pension to Mary E. Dugger, which was, 
in line 6, after the name “ Jefferson,” to insert the initial “ L.” 


Mr. McCUMBER. I move that the Senate concur in the 
Hoi > amendment. 
Che motion was agreed to. 
FORT DOUGLAS MILITARY RESERVATION. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the amend- 


ment of the House of Representatives to the bill (S. 5498) grant- 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine 
that the Senate proceed to the consideration of executive busi 
ness. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the 
consideration of executive business. After seven minutes spent 


Oves 


| in executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock 


it 


p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 
9, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 





NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate May 8, 1906. 
REGISTER OF LAND OFFICE. 

Truman G. Daniells, of Alameda, Cal., to be register of the 
land office at Oakland, Cal. (temporarily removed from San 
Francisco by Executive order of April 28, 1906), vice Aaron 
B. Hunt, term expired. 

RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 


Sargent S. Morton, of California, to be receiver of public 
moneys at Oakland, Cal. (temporarily removed from San 


Francisco by Executive order of April 28, 1906), for the un- 
expired part of his term of four years from February 4, 1905, 
as receiver at San Francisco. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Ensign Charles T. Wade to be a lieutenant (junior grade) in 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, after having com- 
pleted three years’ service in that grade. 

Lieut. (Junior Grade) Charles T. Wade to be a lieutena 
the Navy from the 1st day of July, 1905, vice Lieut. Archibald 
H. Davis, promoted. 

PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. | 
Lieut. Col. James E. Macklin, Third Infantry, to be co 


Daneel 
tone 


| from May 8, 1906, vice Ray, Fourth Infantry, retired from active 
| service. 


ing additional lands from the Fort Douglas Military Reserva- 
tion to the University of Utah, which was, on page 2, line 16, to 
strike out all after the word “further,” down to and including 
* Utah,” line 20, and insert: 

That there is reserved to the United States the perpetual right to 
maintain, alter, rebuild, and enlarge the sewer which runs from the | 
Fort Douglas military post across said tract of land, or to construct 


and maintain a new sewer system across the same should it be desirable 


so to do. 

Mr. SUTHERLAND. I 
House amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move that it be referred to the Committee 
on Public Lands or whatever committee it came from. 


Mr. CULLOM. It came from the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 
Mr. ALDRICH. They can report it back to-morrow. 


move that the Senate concur in the | 


| 


Maj. Lea Febiger, detailed inspector-general, to be lieute! 1 
colonel of infantry from May 8, 1906, vice Macklin, Third In 
fantry, promoted. 


i 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 8, 1 
ASSOCIATE JUSTICE OF OKLAHOMA. 
Frank E. Gillette, of Oklahoma, to be associate justice of the 
supreme court of the Territory of Oklahoma. 
MARSHAL. 


Harmon L. Remmel, of Arkansas, to be United States marsh ul 
for the eastern district of Arkansas. 


anf 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Corps of Engineers. 
Capt. E. Eveleth Winslow, Corps of Engineers, to be major 
from April 2, 1906. 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 6515 








l Lieut. Edward M. Adams, Corps of Engineers, to be cap- | tleman from Colorado, that the House concur in the Senate 
{ April 2, 1906. | amendment. 

@ Lieut. John J. Kingman, Corps of Engineers, to be | The question was taken; and the motion was reed to. 
first enant from April 2, 1906. 


BRIDGE ACROSS MISSOURI RIVER. 


Infantry arm. in —— . 
The SPEAKER laid before the House from the Speaker's 


S d Lieut. Wallace McNamara, Twenty-seventh Infantry, table the bill (S. 5796) to author +) dee te 
atiameis Pu . 17 aan _ Re Des al rize the cons | ) ol L 
to st lieutenant from June 1%, 1905. : bridge across the Missouri River and establist DOs 
S Lieut. William J. Schmidt, Twenty-sixth Infantry, to | road ; 
¢ , 12 905 { oii, 
be eutenant from June 30, 1905. , 7 The Clerk read the bill, as follows: 
S | Lieut. David A. Henkes, Twenty-eighth Infantry, to ie ok : 
ae - 4" +0n= . Be it enacted, etc., That the Kansas Cit St. 3 
he lieutenant from July 17, 1905. | Springs Railway Company, a corporation orzanized 
second Lieut. Guy E. Bucker, Second Infantry, to be first | the State of Missouri, its successors and ussig 
: from July 20, 1905. hereby, authorized to construct a railroad 
: Se Daal i: om : approaches thereto across the Missouri Riv at a} ‘ : 
Q Lieut. Robert G. Peck, Twenty-seventh Infantry, to be oamiers Maw of Memens City. Me. te « point opposite t a K 
first enant from July 28, 1905. | City, Mo., on the north side of said river, in Clay Cour 
‘ | Lieut. Robert J. Binford, Fifteenth Infantry, to be | of Missouri, said bridge to be so placed as to . : 
; hs , 00 an-, . is known as Delaware street and Lydia ave : n ik Cit M 
it's itenant from July 28, 1905. in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled \ te 
« Lieut. John A. Brockman, Seventh Infantry, to be | late the construction of bridges over navigable wat DI 
int from July 28, 1905. March gore sie an i minian 
7 . . : > SEC. 2. ha re right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is 
: Lieut. Robert W. Adams, Second Infantry, to be first | expressly reserved. ; =" _ 
l t from July 29, 1905. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the third 
Senate bill. 
The bill was ordered to be read a third time, read the third 


Lieut. Sheldon W. Anding, Eighth Infantry, to be first 
t from August S, 1905. 








Ss id Lieut. William G. Murchison, Eighth Infantry, to be | time. and passed. 
. itenant from August 8, 1905. On motion of Mr. ELuis, a motion to reconsider the last vote 
S Lieut. Charles C. Finch, Eleventh Infantry, to be first | was laid on the table. 
from August 11, 1905. Mr. ELLIS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the bill TH. R. 18532 
S | Lieut. John 8S. McCleery, Twentieth Infantry, to be | 4 similar bill to the one just passed, on the House Cal 
enant from August 15, 1905. be laid wpon the table. ; 
s | Lieut. Elvin H. Wagner, Seventeenth Infantry, to be The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen 
i tenant from August 21, 1905. . | tleman from Missouri that a similar House bill be laid 1 
S d Lieut. Thomas W. Brown, Twenty-seventh Infantry, the table. 
lieutenant from August 30, 1905, The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
S d Lieut. Otis R. Cole, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first 
nt from September 2, 1905. OFFENSES AGAINST ELECTIVE FRANCHISE. 
md Lieut. Shelby C. Leasure, Fourteenth Infantry, to be Mr. BROOKS of Colorado. Mr. Speaker, I present herewith 
tenant from September 10, 1905. | for filing the report of the majority on the bill (HL. R. 224) 
Second Lieut. Daniel E. Shean, Sixteenth Infantry, to be first | relation to the elective franchise. defining offenses against t) 
lit ut from September 12, 1905. same and prescribing punishme1 therefor, and I ask 
S d Lieut. Charles F. Herr, Nineteenth Infantry, to be first | mous consent that the minority may have ten days in wh 
t from September 22, 190s. submit a minority report. 
POSTMASTERS. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado asks unan 
ARKANSAS. mous consent that the minority may have ten days ‘i 
k. S. Coffman to be postmaster at Searcy, in the county of | file a minority report on the bill just referred to. Is 
\ nd State of Arkansas. | objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it 
INDIAN TERRITORY. | So ordered. 
a McFall, jr., to be postmaster at Ramona, in District | AES. APSQRESEASION Bild 
r Indian Territory. | Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed by the Cor 
NEW YORK. on Military Affairs to report back the bill (HL. R. 14897) 
d Bolard to be postmaster at Salamanca, in the county | ing appropriation for the support of the Army for the fis 
of raugus and State of New York. | year ending June 30, 1907, with Senate amend ts thereto 
OHIO. with the recommendation that all Senate amendments be dis 
\ H. Antram to be postmaster at Lebanon, in the | agreed to and that the House request a conference there 
( of Warren and State of Ohio. | and I now move that the House resolve itself i: the ¢ 
\V. B. Bryson to be postmaster at Wooster, in the county of | mittee of the Whole House for the purpose of consid 
\ e and State of Ohio. Senate amendments. 
( t D. MelIntyre te be postmaster at Orrville, in the The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa, by d ) 
cou of Wayne and State of Ohio, the Committee on Military Affairs, ports back tl \ 


PENNSYLVANIA. propriation bill with Senate amendments tl 





Ei J. Graff to be postmaster at Blairsville, in the county of referred to the Committee of the Whole House 
nd State of Pennsylvania. the Union, and the question is on the motion of 
WEST VIRGINIA. | from Iowa that the House res ive itself nto the Comm ‘ 
M w A. Jackson to be postmaster at Lewisburg, in the | the Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpos 
C of Greenbrier and State of West Virginia. ; considering the Senate amendments thereto. 
S. Whetsell to be postmaster at Kingwood, in the | oo San moon ae — 3) (oa 
( rocton « Stata Tos Ti wept < MY. ILL Ss ere ere—ayes lol, noes 5. 
re ae ee re ee Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
quorum. 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi makes 
point of no quorum. The Chair will count. [After int 
TUESDAY, May S, 1906. Two hundred and three gentlemen present—a quoru 
1] bios - So the motion was agreed to. 
P 3 sy the Gane, eae Taine N. Couper. D. D Accordingly the House resolved itse If into the Committee of 
Journal of the proceedings of utenti con = an the Whole House on the state of the Union for the « 
‘ 1 "= or - = —. of Senate amendments to the military appropriation 
Mr. Boure tt in the chair. 
LON MONTGOMERY PIKE MONUMENT ASSOCIATION. The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report ie first l 
SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 13743) | ment. 
eS ‘ide souvenir medallions for the Zebulon Montgomery The Clerk read as follows: 
“onument Association, with a Senate amendment thereto. Page 2, line 3, strike out “ fifteen” and insert “ twenty 
senate amendment was read. Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee rec- 


\ RR = \ ts 
on ROOKS of Colorado. Mr, Speaker, I move that the | ommend that the House nonconcur in the amendment just re- 


oncur in the Senate amendment. ported. 
SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion of the gen- 
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tleman from Iowa, that the committee recommend that the 
House nonconcur in the amendment just reported. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I will say to the committee that 
the unanimous vote of the Committee on Military Affairs was 
nonconcurrence in all the Senate amendments, and that a con- 
ference be asked for. 
a motion to nonconcur in all the amendments en bloc be now en- 
tertained. 

The CHAIRMAN. 





The gentleman from Iowa asks unani- 


mous consent that the remaining amendments may be consid- | 


ered in gross. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I now move that the committee 
recommend that all the amendments of the Senate to the Army 
appropriation bill be disagreed to, and that a conference be 
asked for. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa moves that the 
committee recommend nonconcurrence in all the Senate amend- 
ments and ask for a conference. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee do 
now rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. Bourett, Chairman of the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had 
the Army appropriation bill and had directed him to report the 
back with the recommendation that the amendments be 
nonconcurred in and a conference requested. 

The SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any amend- 


same 


meut? If not, the vote will be taken on the amendments as a 
whole. 

Mr. HULL. I move the adoption of the report. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, there is one amendment to 
which I desire in some form or other to object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands a separate vote 
upon what amendment? 

Mr. PRINCE. I think it is number 27—at the proper time. 


The SPEAKER. This is the proper time. 


Mr. HULL. Does the gentleman desire to concur in the 
amendment? 
Mr. PRINCE. I do not. 


Mr. HULL. If he does, of course it is the proper time; but 
my understanding is, he desires to nonconcur in the amendment, 
and that is the recommendation of the Committee of the Whole 
on all of them. 

Mr. PRINCE. I desire to nonconcur in this amendment and 
would like to have the House conferees instructed to insist on 
refusing to concur in amendment No. 27, which will give a 


cadet who serves in West Point an opportunity to retire with 
the rank, pay, and allowance of a major-general. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I hope there will be no action by 
members of the committee to instruct the conferees before they 
have had a free conference. We have had that trouble once 
or twice and it seems to me like very bad policy to do so. 

The SPEAKER. If the House should vote to nonconcur in 
any or all of the amendments, that is a matter with which the 


Hlouse would express its will. If the House should not concur, 


I therefore ask unanimous consent that | 
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had under consideration Senate amendments to | 


th as the Chair understands, when the conferees are ap- 
pointed, or just before they are appointed, the gentleman could 
offer any resolution that he saw proper touching the sense of 


the House as to any or all amendments. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, then I want to make the motion 
that the House instruct the conferees to nonconcur— 

The SPEAKER. That is not in order just at this time. The 
question is on the motion that the House disagree to the Senate 
amendments. 


The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, I move that a conference be re- 
quested on the part of the House, and that the Chair appoint 
conferees, 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman moves that the House ask 


a conference with the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I do not desire to embarrass my 
colleagues on the committee in the conference in any way, but I 
am unalterably opposed, and I believe when the House hears 
the facts that the House will likewise be unalterably opposed, to 
concurring in amendment No. 27, offered by the other body. The 
ndment is this: hat officers who served creditably during 


amend 


for 


or 


the civil war and who now hold the rank of brigadier-general 
on the active list of the Army, having previously held that rank 
for two years or more, shall, when retired from active service, 





Ma \ 8, 








have the rank and retired pay of major-general.” Now whe 
we analyze this and bring it before the House it will sl. { hat 
captains, first lieutenants uae 

Mr. PAYNE. I think the amendment ought to be read, s, the 
House will understand it. 

Mr. PRINCE. I tried to read it 

The SPEAKER. Up to this time we are proceeding |) inani- 
mous consent, inasmuch as the gentleman from Illinois }j:)s , ade 
no motion. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the conferces jo 


> 


instructed to nonconcur in Senate amendment No. 

Mr. KEIFER. That has already been done. 

Mr. HULL. I understand that we have nonconcurred jp 
of them. 

The SPEAKER. We have nonconcurred in all of thy 
Chair might suggest to the gentleman that he can | 
reach what he desires to reach by resolution, if he wi 
test the sense of the House. That will register the o 
the House that the conferees ought not to recede fro) 
House disagreement to the amendment. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, I make that proper motion 

The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will first report the ame 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(27) Provided further, That officers who served creditably d 
civil war and who now hold the rank of brigadier-general on 
list of the Army, having previously held that rank for two or 
more, shall, when retired from active service, have the ra: ind re 
tired pay of major-general. 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resoluti: 
by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Prince]. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Resolved, That it is the sense of the House of Representatiy 
the House conferees should not recede from the House disae 
Senate amendment No. 27 to the bill (H. R. 14397) making a; 
tions for the support of the Army. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, the purpose of this amendment 
is to allow officers on the active list of the Army and holding the 


all 


The 
obably 
shes to 
mn of 

the 


nent, 


1 offered 








rank of brigadier-general, having previously held that rank 
two years, who had service in the civil war, when they are re- 
tired from active service to be retired upon the rank and pay of 


major-general. The purpose is to retire with the rank of 
general men who have served in the civil war, and the credit for 
this rank is due to their service during the civil war. If that 


Lior 


be true for civil-war service, we ought to put upon the retired 
list all ot the splendid men who fought in the civil * and 


have been retired at a lower grade than that of major-general: 
not only those who are on the retired list of the Regular Army, 


but all of the men, officers and privates, who served in the civil 

war as volunteers and are to-day in civil life in this country. 
Here is an instance of pure and simple personal leg tion. 

The House did not pass it. It has come to us from another 


body, and it picks out six or seven men on whom to bestow the 
rank and distinction of major-general for service in the ciyil 
war. Now, what was their service in the civil war? 
them was a captain. He entered the service as a second li 
ant on September 16, 1861, and was honorably mustered out as 
a captain in 1865. Another entered the service as a private 
October 12, 1861, and was mustered out as a first lieutenant 


One of 


iten- 


September 30, 1864; another as a private November 1861 
and mustered out as a captain July 17, 1865; another as a 
private and mustered out as a captain; another as a private 
and mustered out as a captain; two more as privates and mus- 
tered out as first lieutenants; another entered as a sergeant and 
was mustered out as a second lieutenant; another as a private 
and mustered out as a sergeant; another as a medical cadet of 
about one year’s service, and he is to be made a majo! eral 
for that one year’s service as a steward or a surgeon i hos 
pital. Another who was mustered out as a first lieu! nt is 
to be made a major-general. And, not satisfied with Mr 
Speaker, they have even gone so far, if this amendn he 
comes a law, as to take in a young man who entered West 
Point as a cadet in 1861 and graduated in 1865, and 1 that 
he shall become a major-general under this amendment, if the 
House approves of it. 

Mr. SULZER. What is his name? 

Mr. PRINCE. His name is Gen. George H. Burton, insjector- 
general; cadet in the Military Academy July 1, 1861; graduated 
from the Military Academy June 23, 1865; made a sec lieu- 
tenant of that date. 

If this amendment passes, gentlemen of the House, you take 
a cadet that entered West Point in 1861, that received his com- 
mission after the war closed, in 1865, and make him major- 
general for services rendered during the civil war. Why do I 
say that? Because it has been held under the law that © — 


at West Point was in the line of the Army, was subject to | 
. . . lifary 
tary control and discipline; and if he entered the Military 








1906. 
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\eademy before peace was declared, he is a soldier in the line 
of the Army, and under the provision of this amendment he is 
made a major-general on the retired list. 

Now, I am willing to go a long way toward placing men on 
she retired list, but I can not sit still in my seat and allow this 
kind of work in this House without informing the country. 

\ir. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman allow me to 
ask him a question? 

* <tr. PRINCE. Certainly. 

Mr. SULZER. Does not the gentleman think that it is 
inadvisable for the House to instruct the conferees, its own 
conferees, before they go into conference? Would it not be pre- 
mature and tend to establish a faulty precedent? 

Mr. PRINCE. If I felt sure in my own mind that the con- 
ferees will go and resist to the uttermost this amendment; if 
will come back to this House before concurring in the 
am endment and permit us to instruct them later and stand by 
the instruction, I would be perfectly willing to withdraw it now, 
if it is inadvisable. 

Mr. SULZER. Has the gentleman any reason to assume to 
the contrary? 

Mr. PRINCE. I have so long been a Member of this House 
that 1 have found time and time again in the closing days this 
takes a good many amendments and concurs in them 
when in its judgment, and the judgment of the people, they 
ought not to be accepted. My colleague has seen the same 
thing done. 

Mr. SULZER. If, however, the conferees appointed by the 
Hlouse should take any action in the conference contrary to 
the yiews of the gentleman from Illinois, when the conference 
report comes before the House the gentleman can then move to 
disagree and instruct the conferees. Under the rules the gen- 
tleman’s rights are amply protected, and that is the usual pro- 
cedure under the rules of this House. It has been followed ever 
since I have been a Member. 

Mr. PRINCE. There are two methods of procedure; the one 
I have adopted, and the one that you suggest. 

Now, let me say to the House, and to the country as well, that 
from the day the first shot was fired at Lexington down to 1861 
there was no such thing as a retired list. The men who followed 
Washington during all of that struggle were patriotic enough 
not to ask to be put upon the retired list. 

The army of men that fought under Jackson, under Ripley and 
Seott and Brown, in the war of 1812 never asked to be put upon 
the retired list. Nor was there a retired list in this country for 
the men that fought and gave us the great country from Mexico. 
They were never put upon the retired list, nor was there any 
such retired list of the Army until the beginning of the struggle 
between the North and the South in the days from 1861 to 1865. 

Now the retired list has got to be a place for men to be put to 
draw salaries. That is what it is for. It has ceased to be a 
haven of rest for honorable and distinguished battle-scarred old 
It has passed the purpose for which it was originated, 
and to-day we have one-fifth of the Army officers of the United 
States upon the retired list, drawing $2,700,000, where their 
predecessors, moved by patriotic motives, never asked for a 
cent and were never placed upon the retired list of the Army of 
this country; and when 903 are on the retired list, one-fifth of 
the officers of the United States Army, it is time that we should 
put these men on the retired list under a law of the grade that 
held at the time they were retired. And what is it? It is 
three-fourths pay. These men who hardly did anything during 
the struggle of 1861 to 1865 are now to be put on the retired list 
With a pension of $5,625 a year, while the splendid men that 


they 


House 


Warriors. 


fought in the volunteer service, many of them to-day are starv- 
n their homes and receiving the pitiful pension of six and 
eigit and ten and twelve dollars a month. [Loud applause. ] 


{ call upon my colleagues to call a halt upon this kind of busi- 
It is time for the country and those in authority to know 
t they should not put men upon the retired list in the absence 
sood and sufficient reasons and put the burden upon the peo- 
long these lines. [Applause.] 
you want to economize, here is a place for a little economy. 
since I have had a seat on this floor I have been in oppo- 
1 to this sort of a proposition. I would not detract in the 
‘htest degree from the character of the Army of the United 
es, but I would like to see a bill passed through this House 
would take it out of the anomalous condition that it is 
| in to-day, where, in effect, a brigadier-general is giving 
inand to major-generals, and giving command toa Lieutenant- 
eral of the Army, when he is commanding a division some- 
ere in this country. That is an anomalous condition, that the 
itenant-General is to receive orders from his subordinate, : 
‘idier-general. We no more need a Lieutenant-General than 
at heeds two tails. [Laughter and applause. ] 





Now, if the chairman of the committee having this matter in 
charge, my colleague, for whom I have the greatest respect and 
confidence, says that this motion and the action of the House 
will embarrass him in standing by this in any way, I am will- 
ing, if the House permits, to withdraw it. If not, I ask for the 
sense of the House upon this question. I do not want to em- 
barrass my colleague or any Member of this House in any way, 
shape, form, or manner. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. 
PRINCE], my colleague on the Military Committee, has cer- 
tainly sprung a surprise upon the committee by his motion. We 
knew something about the speech, but had no idea that it 
would come upon the floor until the time came to pass upon this 
question. 

The gentleman from Illinois, in my judgment, had no right 
to assume that the conferees would agree to an amendment of 
this kind without first submitting it to the House of Repre- 
sentatives. It is a question that has been thrashed over here 
in other bills and in other ways until I think both he and the 
members of the committee largely realize that the House is im- 
patient of this character of legislation, and as the gentleman 
knows I would have hesitated a long time before consenting 
to incorporate in the conference report a final agreement which 
would have deprived the House of the right to pass upon this 
measure. But if I had known that the gentleman proposed to 
engage in this kind of legislation, I would have hesitated about 
taking the time of the House to-day and interfering with the 
Committee on Naval Affairs. Ordinarily, the House of Repre- 
sentatives permits one conference without instructions. Ordi- 
narily, when we ask for a free conference, we go to the Senate 
with all matters in dispute to be discussed by the conferees. 
It is a very rare thing that the House of Representatives in one 
breath asks for a free conference and in the next breath ties 
the hands of the conferees on any proposition. The House is 
never bound. I have known it to turn down conference report 
after conference report where a single item in the report was 
not satisfactory to the House. I have had that hapnen with 
me on the military bill so often that I am getting cautious 
about trying it when there is even a doubt about it. So that 
we could to-day pass a motion for a full and free conference, 
appoint our conferees, let them go forth and make their report 
to the House without any danger whatever of any snap judg- 
ment being taken upon the membership. Not that, Mr. 
Speaker 

Mr. PRINCE. 

Mr. HULL. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. PRINCE. Then I understand my colleague to say that 
before this matter is finally disposed of opportunity will be 
given—full, free, frank, and fair opportunity will be given—the 
House to determine its sense upon this question? 

Mr. HULL. Well, Mr. Speaker, I said that as far as I was 


only 





Does my colleague yield, just for a moment? 


concerned that was my feeling. Now, I feel this way about 
it: Since this offer has been made here, why, we might just as 
well pass it as to get up on the floor of the House and say in 
advance what we are going to do in conference. 

Mr. PRINCE. Very well. 

Mr. HULL. But I do protest that in courtesy to the Commit- 
tee on Military Affairs the able member of that committee 
from Illinois, who has always been conferred with, and whose 


advice is always sought after and gladly followed when pos- 
sible, should have taken the members of the committee into his 
confidence this morning, and have let us know that he proposed 
to inject this kind of a discussion on the floor of the House. 


Mr. KEIFER, Mr. SULZER, and Mr. PRINCE rose. 
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York. The Chair 


will recognize the gentleman from Ohio a little later. 
Mr. SULZER. 


Mr. Speaker, just a few words to say I trust 
the motion of the gentleman from Illinois will not prevail. As 
a member of the Committee on Military Affairs, I desire to say 


that, in my opinion, it would be inadvisable and unprecedented 


for the House now to instruct its conferees what to do when 
they go into conference. It would be practically like a judge 


telling a jury what to do before the jury hears the testimony. 


The House, it seems to me, can trust its own conferees. The 
House can rest assured that its conferees will do their duty, 
will carry out the will of the House; and if the conferees do 


not do that, then the House can disagree and instruct the con- 
ferees, or appoint new conferees who will carry out the wishes 
of the House. It seems to me that to do what the gentleman 
from Illinois requests is to prejudge the whole question and 
embarrass the conferees the part of the House, and the 
chances are that it will preclude the accomplishment of just 


on 


what the House wants. 
The motion, I think, of the gentleman is entirely premature 
I think it is a mistake. It 


and uncalled for and unnecessary. 
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should be withdrawn. This is not the proper time to instruct 
the conferees. I think my colleague on the committee, the gen- 
theman from 
be a and full and open conference between the Senators 
and the Members of the House, and then if the conference re- 


free 


port is not to the satisfaction of the gentleman he can move a 
nonconcurrence in the Senate amendment. That will then be 
the time for him to make a speech about the matter. That will 
then be the time for the Heuse to determine the question on all 
the facts and on the merits. I trust that the gentleman from 


Illinois will not insist on his motion, but withdraw it, and give 





the conferees appointed by the House an opportunity to go into 
a free and fair conference without strings of instruction. 

Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Speaker, I do not understand that the 
gentleman from Illinois withdraws his resolution. I think a 
wrong impression is given by some remarks he has made with 
ef ice to the Senate amendment No. 27 to this bill. 

The gentleman says that it will provide for the retirement of 
cadets who served at the Military Academy from 1861 to 1865, 
or rather during the period of the civil war. I am not by any 
means certain that under any decision we have had the ian- 
guage of this amendment would be subject to any such con- 
struction. The amendment reads in part thus: 

That officers who served creditably during the civil war and who now 
hold the rank of brigadier-general on the active list of the Army, hav 
in eviously held that rank for two years or more, shall, when retired 
from active service, have the rank and retired pay of a major-general. 


1 think it is clearly meant by this language that they must 


have served in the Army, and regularly mustered in, other than 
being mere cadets at the academy. 
Mr. HULL. It does not take in any cadets at all. 
ir. KEIFER. That is the claim, and I presume it does not; 
Speaker, 


if the gentleman from Illinois is right, this 
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Illinois, should withdraw his motion and let this | 
| the President of the United States who issues the order. 


conference committee can take that into account, if they should 
accede to the substance of the Senate amendment and make 
plicit that it dees not mean that those who served solely | 


dets during the civil war. So much for that. 


That is a | 


matter that ought to be provided for by the use of proper lan- ; 


guage, which the conferees can put in if it is a good objection. 
gentleman seems to ignore the fact that an officer would 
under this clause if he served not only in the civil 


hy 
A iit’ 


be retired 


| the 


war, but who would have had two years of active service in the 

United States Army as a brigadier-general. The officers are | 
not mere accidents that come to be brigadier-generals a few 

days or weeks or months before their retirement, but they must 

be officers of this rank who have had two full years on the active 

list of the United States Army before enforced retirement. No 

officer is retired absolutely until he is 64 years of age, and then it 

is not his fault that he is retired atall. Itis the fault of the law 

of the United States, which prohibits his service on the active 

list a single day after he is 64 years of age. This first became | 
the law, as I recoliect, in 1882. 


But the eloquent gentleman from Illinois appeals to the House 


and says that those who served under Washington in the Revyo- | 
lution, those who served in the war of 1812, and those who 
served in the Mexican war (1846-1848) did not ask to go on | 
the retired list. No, Mr. Speaker, they did not ask to go on | 
the retired list, because they never could get there, and of 
course they never went there. They served in the Army, 
in the regular line, to the day of their death, no matter 
how old they were, and drew full pay. [Applause.] That 
was the condition exactly. That great old soldier Winfield 
Scott was about S8O years of age in 1861 and in the civil 

ir, and he was then on the active list drawing full pay. Gen- 
eral Scott was born June 13, 1786. There was then no time 
fixed by law for enforced retirement by reason of age. Con- 


gress is responsible for such rule of law. So much for that 
point. 

I think the eminent officers who served in the period of the 
civil war creditably and who have served their country faith- 
fully forty years or more, meeting all the exigencies of the serv- 
ice, and have had two full years of active service with the high 
rank of brigadier-general, might well be retired as major-gener- 
als for the few remaining years of their life. I am in favor of 
the principle of this amendment. [Applause.] 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
of the House to a criticism made by the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. Prince] about the present condition of the Army in the 
United States. Congress very recently passed this system of 
military organization, and it was done after a great deal of con- 
sideration and study. The outline of it was furnished from the 


War Departinent and it was acted upon in beth Houses and 
became the law of the land, and it is unfortunate that anyone 
n the House of Representatives should attempt to teach the 
people that there is an anomalous and absurd condition growing 


cut of that statute. 


Mr. Speaker, I want to call the attention | oe: : 
| of the family up to criticising the judges of the United States 








Mays. 


The gentleman referred to the fact that a brigadier-genoy il 
issues orders to a lieutenant-general and to major-genery|s 
But the gentleman omits to state that under the system it j< 





Ss 
Ilo 
as the Commander in Chief, issues his orders through the Chief 
of Staff by virtue of the statute, and the Chief of Staff by direc. 
tion of the President issues the order to the superior officers 
stated by the gentleman from Illinois. That same thing ha; 
pens in all military organizations. 

The adjutant of a regiment issues orders to the captains ») 1 
to the majors and to the lieutenant-colonels. So there is pot) 
ing anomalous about it. It is dene in every civilized country 
in the world and it is a part of our military system in ¢) 
United States which came out of the long consideration sy 
study which the War Department and both Houses of Con 
gave to the construction of that statute. [Applause.] 

Mr. PARKER. Mr. Speaker, it is much to be regretted tha: 
this question should come up before the House at this time a) 
in exactly this way. It is to be regretted because there may he 
many Members of the House who are in favor of rejecting 
Senate amendment, but who are not in favor of embarras 
the committee by placing them under instructions before +! 
go into a full and free conference. The gentleman from Tllin, 
[Mr. Prince], who offers the resolution, will not get the fy} 
sentiment of the House which may exist against this amend 
ment of the Senate, because a great many Members would vote 
against this motion simply because it is untimely, and we are 
likely to get a false impression of the real opinion of the House 
by voting upon the resolution at this time. Under the cireum 
stances, I appeal to the gentleman to withdraw his resolution, 
and if the gentleman is not willing to do that, then, I think. 
the only way to bring the matter to a real decision is to move. 
as I shall, to lay the resolution upon the table. I shall, how 
ever, withhold that motion for the present. 

Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Speaker, in the military laws of the 
United States, on page 318, in a footnote, I find the following: 

Before the passing of the act of July 8, 1866, as well as afterwards, 
the corps of cadets of the Military Academy was a part of the Army 
of the United States, and a person serving as a cadet was serving in 
the Army, and the time during which a person has served as a ¢: 
was therefore actual time of service by him in the line of the Army. 
(Morton v. United States, 112 U. 8.) : 

So there can be no question upon that point, that if this 
amendment be passed in the shape it is and becomes a law, a 
cadet at West Point during the war from 1861 to 1865, if he 
happens to held a position here in Washington in some of the 
staff departments as a_ brigadier-general, by virtue of that 
becomes a major-general on the retired list. My good friend 
honorable gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerirrer] 
must have had active service for two years or more and have 
held the rank of brigadier-general. Most of these men who will 
avail themselves of this law have had active service in the de- 
partments here in Washington. 

Mr. SULZER. And do they not work pretty hard? 

Mr. PRINCE. Work hard, yes; but so do a thousand other 
men work hard in the clerical departments of this Government 
who do not receive the pay that these men do. That is no fault 
of theirs. They are detailed there. If this amendment said 
“ active duty with troops in the field ” it would be far different; 
but it is here in the departments, and it is so worded that it 
largely affects men here in the departments. It is another evi- 
dence of the fact that if you want legislation you must be as- 
signed to duty at Washington, and then you have an opportunity 
to see to it in such a way that you will get on the retired list; 
but the poor fellows out on the fighting line, the men that have 
been retired for wounds received in the line of duty, for sick- 
ness, such as second lieutenants, captains, majors, lieutenant- 
colonels, and colonels, who fought in a thousand engagements 
from 1861 to 1865, are not considered by this class of legislation. 

Now, as to the reflection of the gentleman from Ohio | Mr. 
GRosvENoR] on the question of the Commander in Chief, | have 
this to say: Our Commander in Chief, the President of tle 
United States, is an extremely busy man, as we have heard from 
some of the “hit dogs that yelp,” as the expression is, juds 
ing from some of the answers they have made to him in which 
they say that he is looking after all matters from the regulation 


iS 


eSS 


| 





says they 


courts. Now, he is very busy doing his duty under his oath 
splendid executive officer. He can not possibly know of ticse 
various orders. Under him is the Secretary of War, whe 's 
busy with the Panama Canal, with the Philippine affairs, and 
with the great affairs of this country. Resolve it right down, 
and what have you? A brigadier-general as Chief of Staff, giv- 
ing orders to major-generals and to the Lieutenant-General of the 


Army. I make no reflection upon the Army. It is a splen 7 


. : °C 1 ? 
Army, made up of splendid men and well officered, but wat 











eaid stands out yet as a truth—that from the firing of the first 
ah Lexington down to the firing of the first shot at Fort 
@ there was ho retired list in the Army of this country. | 
me splendid men who have gone before were not here, as 
c w are, seeking to be put upon the retired list, not for 
thi rv of it, but for the pay of it, and we have sixty-four 


bris er-generals to-day on the retired list who served but one 
prigadier-generals. What a condition it presents to our 
{ am opposed to it, but if the gentleman thinks it 





barrass the committee in any way, then I shall content | 


ze s with the knowledge that I have sounded the note of | 
1 I have been assured by gentlemen, my colleagues on | 
tl nmittee, that they will give the House an opportunity to 
be d at the proper time. 

Ni as to the criticism of my colleague. I gave notice in 
tl ittee that on the floor of the House I would object to 
tl S endment, that I would resist it to the end; and I shall 
di [ am permitted, on the floor of the House, and if my 
| in my district approve of it, I shall come back, and if 
they opposed to my doing this I shall stay at home; but I 
v the entire country to know how we are legislating here, 
pass nersonal legislation for six or seven men, to make of 
t! ajior-generals for services—good, it is true, but not within 
a thousand points as good as that of 10,000 men who are to-day 
dr ng a pension of $6 or $8 or $10 a month. 

\ir. Speaker, with the consent of the House, I will withdraw 
t! ution. [Applause. ] 

SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Lirtierretp). The gentle- 
I rom Illinois withdraws his motion, and if there be no ob- 
the Speaker pro tempore will appoint the following 

( eS, 

Clerk read as follows: 

Mr. Hutt of Iowa, Mr. Capron of Rhode Island, and Mr. SvULZER 
of > York. 

SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair hears no objection, | 
fl is so ordered. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

oO otion of Mr. Foss, the House resolved itself into the 
Col ttee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
t] her consideration of the bill H. R. 18750—the naval ap- 
propriation bill—Mr. CRUMPACKER in the chair. 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
m hich I send to the Clerk’s desk. 


CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
Clerk read as follows: 
t, on page 3, beginning at line 21, the following: “Provided, 
T ter, in cases where orders for travel are given to officers of 
the Navy or the Marine Corps, the Secretary of the Navy, in his dis 


ert may direct that either mileage or else their actual and neces 
8 penses only shall be allowed,” and insert in lieu thereof the 
x: “Provided, That hereafter, in cases where orders for travel 
n to officers of the Navy or Marine Corps, no mileage shall be 


1 


ut that such officers shall be paid their actual and necessary 


FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order against 


t We have passed that section already. 
WOOD of Missouri. I ask unanimous consent—— 
ir. FOSS. But I will reserve the point of order if the gen- 
tleman desires to say something. 
Mir. WOOD of Missouri. I will state now if the gentleman 
makes the point of order against that amendment, then I shall 


make the point of order against the three lines. 
Mr. Chairman, the paragraph which I have moved to strike 
n the bottom of page 3, certainly might give rise to 
favoritism. Why should one officer be allowed mileage and 
officer his “actual and necessary traveling expenses 
0 \s everybody knows, the mileage that is allowed under 
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may hold over all of the officers of the Navy. The discretion 
which is given by this paragraph to the Secretary of the Navy 





will, as a matter of fact, be exercised entirely, completely, and in 
every instance by some clerk in the Department, and will rt 
be exercised in any case by the Secretary of the Navy himself. 

Now, suppose that a certain officer of the Navy must travel 
under orders. Of course he will want to be allowed G 
ment mileage rather than his actual expenses; that be 
natural because his mileage as allowed by law is r 
than his actual expenses. He must then go to nd 
humbly bow and say, “Mr. Clerk, please allo e to ive 
mileage instead of my actual expenses.” And all the off ‘Ss 
of the Navy will have to do the same. 

It is easy to see that this clerk will be p ( ! i 
where, if he sees fit, he may exercise a pet t j ‘ 
officers. He will be in the position of 
favors, if he sees fit, and if he does not see fit, t 1 i 
favors. Every officer to whom he allows mile » it ad of 
actual expenses will certainly be under obliga s to him just 
as much as if he had presented him with so much mone nd 
our experience with mankind leads us to believe that 
the clerks will want favors from the officers in return 

There is a “little joker” in those three or four lin 
might be passed over unless examined with 

Certainly that clause giving the discretion is unn¢ 
improper. The discretion would only be exercised against 
officer who did not stand in the good graces of th 
this discretionary power. And besides, why s 
tion be exercised? Where would the line be d 
should there be a rule for one that does not ipply ) _ 
for the goose should be sauce for the gander in this ! n 

| Officer is traveling under orders, he should be allowed v 
what other officers get, and some of them should not be allowed 
more than others. 

But, Mr. Chairman, my idea is that this mileage sh 
done away with entirely. Why should a mileage be ed? 
Why not pay the actual expenses and stop there? 

The officers of our Navy are well paid; better paid, Mr. Cha 
man, than the officers of any other navy in the world. Ti 
occupy an easy, enviable position with comparatively little to do 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missout 
has expired. 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous co 
sent to proceed for five minutes more 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri asks una 
mous consent that he may proceed for five minutes more. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. If their pay is not sufficient, then 


| 


the present law is very much greater than the actual and neces- 
s traveling expenses. 

Certainly there should be no favoritism as between officers of 
1 vy. If one officer is entitled to mileage when traveling 
ul orders, then all officers ought to be allowed mileage. One | 


e first principles of the Army and Navy is that all the offi- 


cers are accorded equal privileges. No officer because he may 
| ome special political “ pull” or be a favorite of the De- 
] ut, or have some friend in power, should be allowed, for 
‘ those reasons, to have favors over and above other offi- 
C who may not be so fortunately situated. The provision in 
t at the bottom of page 3 lets down the bars and gives an 
u ed opportunity for special privilege to some of the officers. 


verybody knows, the Secretary of the Navy does not give 
rsonal attention to such small matters as this. There will 
ulreds of officers who will travel. Their accounts are not 
by the Secretary of the Navy himself, but rather by some 
specially designated for that purpose. Now, that clerk, 
ver he may be, by this provision is given a whip which he 


‘ 


4 


let us raise it. 
Mr. Chairman, tkere is scarcely an officer in the Navy who 
is not glad of the opportunity of traveling at the Government’ 


expense. His pay for his time goes on just the same, and when 
he is allowed to see the world, or to travel, at the Government's 
expense, he is certainly glad to do so,as anybody else would b 
and he certainly ought to be satisfied at having his actual ex 
penses paid. Now, since he would be glad of the opport ty 
of traveling and having his expenses paid by the Governme 
why should a bonus in addition thereto be given? Office \" 
are fortunate enough to be detailed to travel under orders 
have their expenses paid should not, in addition thereto, be 
given an extra sum. 

A great deal of abuse has grown out of this mileage business 
We find officers riding on passes and not only gett their 
expenses, but mileage in addition. It runs into a large sum of 
money, which ought to be curtailed. 

As an illustration of the abuse of this system, we find Gen 
Leonard Wood, who recently went from the Philippine Islands 
for his health to the city of Boston to get special surgical ad 
vice and assistance, attempting to charge the Government of t 
United States mileage clear around the world, as he went f 
the Philippine Islands via one route and went back around 
world on the other side. Thirty-six hundred dollars he « “ore 
although I am informed that he rode a large part of the d 
tance free on a Government ship, while all that t he was 
drawing a large salary from the Government, although he \ 
not going on official business, as far as my infor nh ¢g 
but simply for medical treatment for himself Now, what 
necessity of his going to Boston for medical treatment was I do 
not know. I am informed that the hospitals and physicians of 
the city of Manila are among the best the world. Of this 
sum of $3,600 charged, I am informed that $1,100 was allowed, 
and that sum, as we all know, is a much larger sum than “ actual 


traveling expenses ” from the Philippine Islands. 
Mr. Chairman, this is only one instance. There is no end to 
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the graft that has been perpetrated on the Government by ofli- 
cers traveling under this mileage system. We have been told 
of many instances where officers in traveling between two points 
went long distances out of their route and charged the Govern- 
ment mileage for the same—very much as Gen. Leonard Wood 
did when he traveled around the world. 

Mr. Chairman, we have heard a great deal at this session 
about economy. We have seen attempts made to curtail in this 
direction and in that, and now here is a splendid opportunity for 
economy. Here is a chance, Mr. Chairman, where we can not 
only exercise economy, but where we can put a stop to a large 
amount of graft that has been going on year after year. 

I offer the amendment, Mr. Chairman. [Applause on the 
Democratic side. ] 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I insist upon my point of order; 
first, that the section has been passed, and, second, that it 
changes existing law. 

The CHAIRMAN. Let the Chair understand the gentleman 
from Illinois. The amendment is a substitute for the proviso 
contained in the paragraph. The proviso itself appears to be 
new legislation. I will ask the gentleman from Illinois if that 
is true? 

Mr. FOSS. It is. 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Mr. Chairman—— 

The CHAIRMAN. That being the case, the only question in 
relation to this amendment would be, Is it germane? Because 
the rule is, where a bill contains new legislation and no objec- 
tion is made to it, it may be amended by anything that is ger- 
mane to the subject contained in the paragraph. The Chair is 
of the opinion that this amendment is in order, because it is 
germane to the proviso. 

Mr. FOSS. What does the Chair say to my first point of 
order, that we had passed the section? 

The CHAIRMAN. The section had not been passed. The 
committee rose on the previous day immediately after the para- 
graph was read, and a paragraph is not passed for purposes of 
amendment until the reading of the next one is entered upon. 
So the Chair overrules the point of order. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I have only a word to say, and 
that is, I trust that this amendment will be voted down. The 
provision which is inserted in this bill was a provision that was 
recommended by the Secretary of the Navy and received the 
unanimous support of the Committee on Naval Affairs, both on 
that side of the House and upon this. I would call for a vote. 





Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to be heard just 
for 2 moment on this amendment. I move to strike out the last 
word. 


Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the old law provided for 
mileage to the officer, and the amendment provides, in the 
discretion of the Secretary, he may have -his actual expenses. 
The reason for the amendment grew out of some cases in which 
the officer had not been paid his actual expenses. One of these 
officers was a constituent of mine. He was detailed for re- 
cruiting duty, and his service was in several cities in the West, 
very close to each other. The mileage practically amounted to 
nothing to this officer on this recruiting duty. He had to stay 
for a considerable length of time in the cities in the discharge 
of his duty, the result being that his hotel bills and other proper 
expenses were more than the sum of his mileage. There can be 
no question, therefore, to my mind, but that it is justice to the 
officer himself that the Secretary of the Navy shall have the 
discretion, where the mileage does not pay the actual expenses, 
to allow these actual expenses in place of mileage. The officer 
is there on special duty; the mileage does not pay his actual 
expenses; and this amendment simply authorizes the Secretary, 
in a proper case, to allow the actual expenses in place of the 
mileage. I believe under ordinary circumstances the mileage 
system is probably the best, as it saves a great deal of trouble 
at the Department, but I know, as stated, of one instance where 
the actual expenses exceeded the mileage by two or three 
hundred dollars in two or three months’ services. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Division! 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 14, noes 45. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WOOD of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
order against the section beginning with line 21, that it is new 
legislation. 

Mr. FOSS. The point of order comes too late. 

The CHAIRMAN. It comes too late. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, some statements made 


during the debate on this bill impel me to discuss the relative 
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cost of building naval vessels in navy-yards and in private 
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tablishments, as shown by the reports regarding the Con jp, toms 
and the Louisiana. 

During the Fifty-sixth Congress I urged the initiatjo) of 
the policy of utilizing the navy-yards for construction purposes 
The agitation then began continued until in the act makine 4 
propriations for the naval service, approved July 1, 1902 the 
Secretary of the Navy was directed to build one of the |; ttle 





ships authorized in that act in such navy-yard as he designated 
Two battle ships were authorized in that act, since named 
Connecticut and Louisiana. They were to carry the heaviest 
armor of their class upon a trial displacement of not more than 
16,000 tons, and to have the highest practical speed and great 
radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armanient 
not exceeding $4,212,000 each. The navy-yard at Brooklyn, 
N. Y., was designated by the Secretary of the Navy as the place 
for the construction of the vessel to be built at a navy-yard, 

In order that Congress might know definitely the cost of con- 
struction at navy-yards and by contract the act contained the 
following provision : 

The Secretary of the Navy is hereby instructed to keep an accurate 
account of the cost of inspection and construction of vessels provided 
for in this act, whether built in Government yards or by contract, and 
report thereon to Congress, at each session, the progress of the work 
and cost thereof, including the inspection of all material going into the 
construction of said vessels, and, upon the completion thereof, to re. 
port a full and detailed statement showing the relative cost of inspection 
and construction in Government yards and by contract. 


The Navy Department selected September 30 of each year as 
the date upon which the accounts of the two vessels should he 
made up for transmission thereafter as speedily as possible to 
Congress. 

HOW ACCOUNT OF COST MADE UP. 

The scheme adopted for making up the cost accounts, as stated 
by the Secretary of the Navy in a communication addressed to 
the Speaker of the House, under date of December 29, 1902, and 
found in House Document No. 235, Fifty-seventh Congress, 
second session, was intended to include the pay and allowances 
of all officers of the Navy as well as all employees exclusively 
employed upon the inspection or construction of these vessels, 
and also a portion of the pay and allowances of all officers 
employed at the shipyards and navy-yards or on inspection 
duties, a portion of whose time is given to these vessels, among 
others, under construction. 

In making up the cost of the Connecticut, the vessel being 
built in the navy-yard, part of the maintenance charges of the 
yard are charged to the cost of the Connecticut. 

As the Secretary of the Navy said in the document just men- 
tioned : 

In making up the final cost of the Connecticut, building in the navy- 
yard, New York, the Department intends to include a preper charge 
for the use of the existing facilities of Government property in the 
way of building slip, buildings, machinery, wharves, dry docks, etc., 
which are unquestionably a portion of the actual cost of production, 


and as similar charges undoubtedly enter, in some measure, into the 
cost of contract-built vessels. 


As a matter of fact, these charges would be incurred regardless 
of whether the facilities of the yard were utilized for construc- 
tion purposes. 

LOUISIANA CONTRACT. 

The contract for the construction of the Louisiana was made 
with the Newport News Shipbuilding and Dry Dock Company, 
at the stipulated price of $3,990,000. The contract dated 
October 15, 1902, and the contract period of construation is 
forty-one months. 

The building of these sister ships, one by contract, the other 
in a Government yard, has been regarded as a test of the merits 
of the two systems, and has been keenly followed by everybody 
interested in naval shipbuilding. 

The Newport News company had considerable advantage at 
the outset. It had built battle ships prior to its contract for the 
Louisiana. It had a well-equipped plant and all the facilities 
required for such work, while the navy-yard selected had not 
constructed a vessel of any kind in about fifteen years and was 
not fully equipped for the test. This necessitated the installa- 
tion of equipment, which took time, that was utilized by the 
Newport News company in actual work on the Louwisianu. 

ADVANTAGES CLAIMED FOR CONSTRUCTION AT NAVY-YARDS 

It may be well to recall at this time the advantages cla! ned 
at the time the building of a battle ship at a navy-yard was au- 
thorized by those who favored the policy. 

It was urged that the Government would thus have a chec 
upon the contractor and be able to prevent extortionate charges ; 
that a trained force of mechanics would be assembled, couipe- 
tent to undertake any work the Government desired done; ()at 
the navy-yards would be equipped so as to enable work of “hy 
character to be done therein, so that in the time of emergency 
the Government would not be at the mercy of private conce'is; 


is 
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that basis of comparison would be established whereby the 
Government could ascertain whether the work of the con- 
tractors was up to the desired standard, and that by the con- 
tinued employme nt, assured by a certain amount of work always 
ot jand, the skilled force of mechanics and the organization of 
the vard could be easily and economically maintained. 

These reasons are repeated at this time since those who op- 
pose the policy at the beginning are attempting to disparage 
the work on the Connecticut by emphatic declarations that the 
cost the navy-yard work is greatly in excess of the work 
done by contract. 


RESULT OF POLICY THUS FAR KNOWN. 
What has resulted from the initiation of this policy? Has 
excess of cost, if any, of the building in a navy-yard been 
y other advantages? Handicapped as_it was at the out- 
eet, yet the navy-yard has set such a rapid pace that the result 
has been the fastest construction known in the history of naval 
5] iilding in this country. I call attention to the following 
statement taken from the report of the Hon. Victor H. Metcalf, 
Secretary of the Department of Commerce and Labor, in re- 
sponse to a resolution of the Committee on Labor of the House 
( epresentatives, April 15, 1904, from which it appears that 


any 


offset 


in elapsed time the work of the Newport News Company on the 
Li ana, with far greater displacement, surpasses that of 
all others, with the Connecticut only two days behind. To be 
more specific, the keel of the Louisiana was laid February 7, 
1903. and the ship was launched August 27, 1904. Five hun- 


dred and sixty-eight days elapsed from the laying of the keel 
date of launching. The keel of the Connecticut was 
id Mareh 10, 1903, and the launching was September 29, 1904, 
of five hundred and seventy days intervening. The 
displacement of these two vessels is 16,000 tons each. When the 
Louisiana was launched 54.5 per cent of its hull work had been 
completed; the Connecticut, 53.59 per cent. 

The significance of these figures rests in the fact that the 


eriod 


elapsed time between the days on which the keels were laid 
and the vessels launched was shorter than the time between 
similar dates in the construction of fifteen other first-class 
battle ships, although all of the fifteen were vessels of lesser 
displacement. But one first-class battle ship has been launched 
in quicker time; that was the Alabama, a vessel of 11,565 tons 
displacement, as compared with the 16,000 tons of the Connec- 


ticut and Louisiana. The time elapsing between the laying of 











the keel of the Alabama and its launching was five hundred 
and thirty-three days—almost as long as the Louisiana—and 
yet the Alabama was not completed until twelve months and 
twenty-seven days beyond the time fixed in the contract. 
Days elapsed time from laying of keel to launching in building of 
——— battle ships. 
| Elapsed , 
BY pct hi IDateof la nal Date of Displace- 
st-class be a § > 
First-class battle ship. of Beal. | launching. | — ment. 
| Gays 
a oad i ——_ Wasiecnt: | 
| Tons. 
oO ne eeeceeseccee--ecee-| NOV. 19,1891 | Oct. 26,1898 706 | 10, 242 
Indiana... .....icssasuscesek eee May 7, 1891 | Feb. 28,1893 662 | 10, 288 
M S0tts ....cduecedeemee | June 25,1891 | June 10, 1893 715 10, 288 
SOWWR. .....«.-<anasssauensbieaaaiaae Aug. 5, 1893 Mar. 28, 1896 | 965 | 11,340 
W Bh. < nan ckchag hen Feb. 9,1897 | Nov. 26,1898 654 | 11, 564 
Ke FEO... wink aasheeeneveone | June 30,1896 | Mar. 24, 1898 622 | 11,540 
K Y oncccuseckankaeee eee sa ca cheris ° 632 | 11,540 
a bans, «.......:\«cccynaealeiuehaenl Dec. 1,1896 | May 18,1898 @533 | 11,565 
Minois _....... 22: caag cena Feb. 10,1897 | Oct. 4, 1898 600 11,565 
Missouri .. . ..«cseaeucnonneneeee Feb. 7,1900 | Dec. 28, 1901 688 12, 240 
Maino... .....;cn«cceeackseeeeee Feb. 15,1899 } July 27,1901 891 12,300 
Ohio ...... 0-4. censleeeeeeeeaen Apr. 22,1899 | May 18, 1901 75d 12,508 
R ind --------.| May 1,1902 | May 17,1904 746 14, 932 
N F +. <wckouaceeee | Apr. 2,1902 | Nov. 10,1904 951 14,948 
Georgia. .......s¢aneanngeenenee Aug. 31,1901 | Oct. 11,1904 1,135 | 14, 948 
Virginia q......--ess<ssesaenees May 21,1902 | Apr. 5,1904 684 | 14,948 
canon nee Feb. 7,1908 | Aug. 27,1904 | 568 | = 16, 000 
( it. .carseulgeaaeael Mar. 10,1908 | Sept.29,1904 | 570 | 16,000 
Alabama was s laune hed in 533 days, but her » tonnage was 11, 565 
ist the 16,000 tons of the Louisiana and Connecticut. 
kD DEMONSTRATES THAT SHIPS CAN BB BUILT WITHIN CONTRACT 
TIME. 
is the first notable result of navy-yard construction is the 
ustration that naval vessels can be constructed within 
time fixed in the contracts if the Government work be 
ibordinated to other work. My colleague [Mr. CALpEr] 


ubmitted a list of sixty-eight naval vessels constructed by 
ract which were delayed beyond the contract time from one 
riy-nine months. He also submitted a list of twelve 
ships now under construction in private yards, eight of 

i will not be completed within the time fixed by the con- 

s, and four of which, it is estimated, will be completed within 
‘ontract period. If the past be a fair criterion, however, 
What the future will bring forth, it is a safe hazard that 
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none of these vessels will be 
in the contracts. 
CONNECTICUT 


finished within the time fixed 


NOT FINISHED WITHIN TIME LIMIT 
DELIVERIES OF ARMOR. 

The vessels to which I have referred no means exhausted 
the list of those delayed beyond the time fixed for their com- 
pletion. Indeed, with the exception of a few small boats, no 
vessel for the Navy has ever been completed within the time 
allotted. 

It is true that it is estimated that the Connecticut will be 
delayed about four months beyond the time fixed for completion, 
but that can not be charged to the navy-yard, the employees, or 
the officers in charge of the work. It is due entirely to the fail- 
ure of the armor-plate manufacturers to supply the armor re- 


BECAUSE OF DELAYED 


quired as speedily as it should have been furnished. This asser- 
tion is sustained by the responses made by the Navy Depart- 


ment to two resolutions of inquiry introduced by me, one on 
January 31, 1905, in the third session of the Fifty-eighth Con- 
gress, and one on January 15, 1906, the present session of the 
Fifty-ninth Congress. 

The Chief Constructor of the N 
fiscal year (see p. 538, 
ment for 1905), says: 

Work on the U. S. S. 
and but for delays 


‘avy, in his report for the last 
Annual Reports of the Navy Depart- 


; Connecticut is progressing very 
in the delivery of armor it is more il 
that this vessel would have been completed within the contract time, 
in which case it would have been the first battle ship to have been com- 
pleted within the contract time of completion since the reconstruction 
of the Navy began, in 1883. 

To place where it may be available to all 
question, I shall read from the letter of the Chief Constructor, 
dated February 8, 1906, transmitted to the House by the Secre- 
tary of the Navy in. response to the latest resolution of inquiry 
which I introduced on this subject. The complete response is 
found in House Document No. 510, first session Fifty-ninth Con- 
gress, of which the following are extracts: 

* * * The first actual delivery of armor for the 
January 9. 1904, and for the Louisiana, October 16, 
27, 1904, this Bureau was informed by the naval 
navy-yard, New York, that the Carnegie Steel 
him by letter that they were unable to state, 


satisfactorily 
than pre hahl 


interested in this 


Connectic 
1903 On May 
constructor at the 
Company had informed 
even within a reasonable 


it was 


time, as to when the armor for the Connectieut might be expected, and 
the naval constructor stated that the condition of the work on the Con- 
necticut was such as to render it liable to be delayed unless the armor 
was delivered at or near the dates mentioned. 

* > = * os > > 

This information was furnished the Bureau of Ordnance. 

Referring to item (a), it is noted that the 8-inch barbettes and tubes 
were delivered for the Connecticut between November 23, 1904, and 
February 8, 1905, and for the Louisiana between November 11, 1903, 
and September 10, 1904. The 12-inch barbette lower plates were 
delivered for the Connecticut in August, 1904, and October, 1904, and 
for the Louisiana during October, 1903. 


Referring to item (b), conning-tower tubes for the Connecticut were 


delivered in July, 1904, and for the Louisiana during the same month. 
The 12-inch barbette upper plates were delivered for the Connecticut 
December, 1904, and January, 1905, and for the Louisiana during Octo- 
ber, 1908. 

Referring to item (c), the side-belt armor for the Connecticut was 
delivered between February, 1905, and September, 1905, and for the 
Louisiana between March, 1904, and September, 1904. 

Referring to item (d), the lower casemate armor for the Connecticut 


was delivered during March, 1905, and for the Louisiana during May 





, 
1904. 

Referring to item (e), upper-casemate armor, 8-inch barbettes, and 
12-inch and 8-inch turret armor for the Connecticut was delivered 
tween February, 1905, and the present date, a considerable part of 
turret armor not yet being received, and for the Louisiana between 
November, 1903, and the present date, practically all of which has been 
received. 

In September, 1904, the naval constructor invited partic r n- 
tion to the absolute necessity for early delivery of the armor and st i 
that a recent inspection of the Louisiana indice ated that all her S-inch 
and 12-inch lower barbettes, conning tower, and a considerable amount 
of belt armor had — received, onl by way of comparison stated that 
none of the above had been received for the Connecticut \ le was 
inclosed with this letter indicating the comparative condition of armor 
installation and receipt. This letter was referred to the Bureau of 
Ordnance September 14, 1904. 

On October 7 the naval constructor invited attention to the fact that 
the Connecticut was launched with considerably less armor than t 
Louisiana, owing to its not being in the yard, and urged necess 
of the early delivery of the Connecticut’s armor. This lett was 


referred to the Bureau of Ordnance with 
delivery of the armor, so that the delivery should be e 
and quantity for the Connecticut and Louisiana. 

* 7 * . * * * 


request that it expedite ft 


The naval constructor on August 29, 1905, commented on the work 
in the turrets and stated that unless the turret armor was delivered 
fore the middle of next winter—i. e., about January, 10 ! nal 
completion of the vessel would be de ‘layed This letter was ref ed to 
the Bureau of Ordnance, and it stated that the Bethlehem Steel Cor 
pany had been instructed to give no preference in the matter of de- 
livery of the turrets of the Louisiana and Connecticut. llowever, the 
Louisiana’s turrets were delivered between November, 1905, and the 
present data, and the Connecticut’s are practically undelivered at the 
present time. 

The naval constructor, on December 26, 1905, called attention to the 
nondelivery of the turret armor, which letter was referred to the 
Sureau of Ordnance and returned, stating that the Connecticut’s turret 


armor would be delivered before the end of Feb 1906. 


ruary, 
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The monthly prog ress reports of the Connecticut for September, 1904, 
stated the nondelivery of armor as a cause for delay in the completion 
of the vessel. This was referred to the Bureau of Ordnance, and that 


Bureau stated that it had exhausted all practicable means to hasten the 
delivery of the armor for this vessel without very seriously interfering 





with the delivery of armor urgently needed for other vessels. 

It may be noted in this connection that all armor plans were com- 
pleted for Louisiana and sent to the Bureau of Ordnance in June, 1903, 
and Connecticut in July of the same year. 

No one can read these extracts without realizing the tre- 
mendous handicap the navy-yard has been under in the contest 
with the contractor, and it is emphasized from this additional 

tract from the same report: 

i. The ship contractors, on August 25, 1905, stated that the turret 
work was being delayed by os nonreceipt of armor for this vessel. 
This letter was referred to the Bureau of Ordnance, and the armor has | 
since been delivered, between October 20 and the present date. 

2. In the progress report for this vessel up to November, 1905, no 
delay was ittr ibuted to the nondelivery of armor. The ship contractors, 
ete” in their letter referred to above, made claim for delay, owing 
to m ndelivery of turret armor. There is no other record of delay 
claimed by the contractor for the Louisiana or attributed by the super- 
int lir constructor to nondelivery of armor. 

Neither the Connecticut nor the Louisiana is yet completed, 
but it is expected that they will be shortly. 

v INIA, JUST COMPLETED BY NEWPORT NEWS COMPANY, TWO YEARS 
OVERDUE. 

At this point let me call attention to the fact, so well stated 
the other day by the gentleman from California [Mr. KNow- | 
LAND], that the Virginia, a first-class battle ship built by the 
same company that is building the Louisiana, only turned over 
to the Government within the past few weeks, was more than 
two years behind the time fixed for completion. For more 
than two years the Government has had invested in the neigh- 
borhoed of $3,000,000 unable to derive benefit therefrom. At 
the rate paid by the Government for money—2 per cent—this 


means, in effect, that the Virginia has practically cost the Gov- 
ernment $120,000 in interest which will never be counted in 
its cost. 

Of course penalties are fixed in the contract for such delays. 
If I recall correctly, $300 a day for the first six months that the 
vessel is delayed beyond the contract time and $600 a day there- 
after. But such penalty clauses do not promise much, since 
they have never been enforced. 

INCREASE IN LIMIT OF COST FOR CONNECTICUT. 

The Naval Committee recommends that the limit of cost of 

the Connecticut be increased from $4,212,000 to $4,600,000. 


This recommendation is based upon the request of the Chief Con- 





structor. The chairman of the committee [Mr. Foss] admitted 
in reply to an inquiry made by me that the committee had not 
obtained a detailed statement as to the necessity for this in- 
crease. As I have been unable to obtain a copy of the testi- 


mony of the Chief Constructor I am unable to state upon what 
his request is based. 
I am informed, however, that it is not claimed that the entire 


$4,600,000 will be required to complete the Connecticut, but that 


such «a sum will be ample beyond all question. So that the hull 
and machinery of the Connecticut will be completed within the 
sum of $4,600,000, which includes, as I have already pointed 
ou harges for the use of the facilities of the navy-yard, in- 
cluding the building slip, buildings, machinery, wines dry 
docks, ete. In other words, part of the maintenance charges of 
the navy-yard are charged to the cost of the Connecticut. 
COST OF LOUISIANA STILL UNCERTAIN. 

But what of the cost of the Louisiana? Until it is completed 
the cost can not be definitely ascertained. The contract price 
is $3,990,000. Under date of February 19, 1906, in response to 
a resolution of inquiry which I introduced in this House, the 
Secretary of the Navy reported that certain modifications and 
alterations in the plans of the Louisiana cost $132,986, while 
similar work on the Connecticut cost $112,009 ; and this difference 


is further emphasized from the fact that certain additional work 
on the Connecticut and not 
the cost of the Connecticut and saved $6,800 on the 


required 
$4,791 to 
Louisiana. 

Taking the contract price of the Louisiana, $3,990,000, and 
the cost of alterations made up to February 9, 1906, the date 
to which they were estimated, to wit, $132,986, the cost of the 
Louisiana is brought up to $4,122,986. 

NEWPORT NEWS COMPANY 


More than that, 


RELEASED FROM CERTAIN WORK. 
desire to call specifie attention to the fact 


that in response to a resolution introduced by me on January | 
15, 1906, it appears that the Navy Department has released | 
the Newport News Shipbuilding Company, under certain con- 
tingencies, from the obligation of doing certain work required by 
the ntract. So that there may be no questions raised as to 
the accuraey of this statement, I shall read from the report of 
the Chief Constructor, dated February 8, 1906, transmitted by 
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on the Louisiana added | 





Mays 





the Secretary of the Navy to the House on February 12. 
and found in House Document No. 510, first session F ifty 


L906, 


nint} 

Congress : mT 
On November 21, 1905, the contractors called attention to the ; 

delivery of the 12 -inch guns. The Bureau of Ordnance stated jy 1 reply 

that the gun factory had been directed to expedite the Sutiver ‘> 

January 5, 1906, the contractors called attention to the nond. very 

of turret-elevating motors for 12-inch and 8-inch turrets. U; aa 


erence to the Department via the Bureau of Ordnance the De) en 
approved the recommendation of this Bureau that the contractor. 3, 
not required to install the above if not delivered at the eon: 
works prior to the expiration of the contract period, prov t 
vessel is otherwise completed under the terms of the contrac ee 
In their letter of December 28, 1905, the contractors submitted ; 
mal claim for extension of the ‘contract time, due to bondel 
12-inch guns, the Bureau of Ordnance having stated that th: 
of these guns would not be ready for proof before February or \{apo' 
1906. This Bureau therefore recommended to the Department that 4 
contractors be not required to install these guns provided thx a 





otherwise completed on the expiration of the contract tin e, vy hich 
recommendation was approved. F 
* * . ” - * » 


It also appears from the foregoing that the Government h: 
suitable steps to prevent such delays on the Louisiana operatiy 


detriment of the contractors, the Government in this insta: P 
| ing the contractor from such work of installation of arma) t and 
| accessories as would otherwise delay the delivery of the yess, : 


completion of all other work required by the terms of the « 
Until this ship is delivered to the Government, and it js 
definitely ascertained whether the Government must do wor 
originally required of the contractor, and from which it . 
released, and what it will cost to do this work, the final cost of 
the Louisiana can not be accurately stated, and no co 
| with the cost of the Connecticut, yet undetermined, 
But there is even more to be taken into 
statement of the final cost of the Louisiana is prepared. Thy 
figures thus far given, to wit, $4,122,986, include only the con- 
tract price and the cost of alteration up to February 9, 1906 
There are many other elements of cost, however, which ; 
be included in the account. As stated by the Secretary of the 
Navy in his communication to the Speaker of the House. under 


*} 
can be made 


account when tli 


date of December 29, 1902 (H. Doc. No. 235, 57th Cong., 24 
SeSS. ) : 

The scheme adopted for making up these cost accounts is irjended 
to include the pay and allowances of all officers of the Navy as well ; 
all employees exclusively employed upon the inspection or constr 
of these vessels, and also a portion of the pay and allow: ince 
officers employed at the shipyards and navy-yards or on inspectioi 


duties a portion of whose time is given to these vessels am 
under construction. 

So that these additional expenses must be added to the con- 
tract price—the cost of alterations, the cost, if any, of « 
work from which the contractor has been released, sand 
other expenses, not inconsiderable charges, to which | 
now refer. 

The latest statement of expenditures submitted to Congre 


shall 


SS 


by the Secretary of the Navy, under the provisions of th 
of July 2, 1902, is dated February 7, 1906, and is contained in 


House Document No. 478, Fifty-ninth Congress, first session. 
I have examined that statement with the utmost care, and I 
challenge any Member of this House to point out the expendi- 


tures therein stated to have been made on the Louisiana, which 
were made under the provisions of the contract, and those 
which are made in addition to the terms of the contra One 


item of $18,979.35, under the title “ Cost of inspection at works 

of contractors,” is clearly in addition to the contract price, and 

it is the only item that can be so segregated. Where are the 
| other charges buried? 


In Senate Document No. 175, first session Fifty-seventh Con- 
gress, entitled “ Letter from the Secretary of the Navy, showing 
the amounts authorized for new vessels under ‘ Increase of the 
Navy’ in each act of Congress since and including the act of 


March 3, 1883, in response to Senate resolution of February 21, 
| 1901,” there is information that suggests the question that | 
ask. 
| I find in that document, and as the letter is dated February 


7, 1902, it has no data upon the two ships now the subject o! 
discussion, that the plans, ete., for the first-class battle ship 
Alabama, of 11,565 tons displacement, cost $113,739.43. ‘These 


} 


figures and those that follow include the expense to both the 
3ureau of Construction and Repair and to the Bureau of Steam 
Engineering. The first-class battle ship Jllinois, 11,565 tons, 
$77,611.06; the Indiana, 10,288 tons, $74,899.64; the Joi 
11,340 tons, $75,168.87; the Kearsarge, 11,540 tons, $108,997.90; 
the Kentucky, 11,540 tons, $106,962.77; the Missouri, 
$26,984.50. 

Some of the vessels appear to have had comparatively 
| amounts spent for such purposes, but whether that is « 
| the fact that the plans of previously authorized vessels ha: 
/ used, or that such vessels had not reached such a stage 0! 
being practically just begun, I am unable to say. 
however, that large expenditures are made for su 


9» 944) TONS, 


Ine 


| pletion, 
|} fact is, 
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_ - j a : 
arposes, and the probability is that a large sum in addition giving certain comparative data in regard to the U. S. battle ship 
Sie tract price of the Louisiana must be expended. Connecticut and His Majesty’s battle ship King Edward VII, the 
= RO I ie aie ninencecsinittinscenioting $3, 990, 000. 00 | figures for the latter being taken from the 1905 copy of Brassey’s 
= ss te Bi ti sit ie 132. 986. 00 | Naval Annual, 
Alter: +t works of contractors _____________ 18. 979. 85 From this table it will be seen that in size, armor, armamen 
Insp = __ | speed, type of machinery and boilers, and other features th 
| expenditures possible to estimate | go to make up offensive and defensive qualities, and wh 
finitely from data at hand__________-_ 4, 141. 965. 35 | affect the cost of the two vessels in a like manner, the ¢ 

ta aa a eek RR a ae a eR 4, 212. 000, 00 | necticut and the King Edward VII compare very closel ri 

Lim aera nccrstes i GON of the latter, as given in an article by Sir William White 
\vailable for all other purposes__-__-~ leet 70, O34. 65 | late chief constructor of the British admiralty ( 

This rely demonstrates that until the vessels are com- | —_ See tr ony ftedle ag a age eyo gt : ns 
leted the accounts accurately and definitely cast, that it | a sn ete eo a acter eenaniiame | cca _ 
Ms lie with anyone to assert that the cost of the Con- mechanism, _ oe myo» ae hinery, es rad - 

ll be any appreciable amount greater than that of | Y#™4 charges, £90,000; total of above, £890,000 (about $4,3 
7 OULU). The limit cost as set by Congress for the ¢ 
{ : ne ; . : aie - ; ; (exclusive of armor and armament) is $4,212,000; will thus 
DAY xn oar? YARDS ADV cnr aes - ro eee be seen that this limit of cost does not equal the cost of 
s the chief purpose I had in speaking sue this bill. | King Edward VII by $119,000, 
Or phase of the question I desire to refer to briefly | — — x : 
clude. Item Connecticut ng I 

It continuously asserted that the cost of building in Gov- | = —— AIDE ra Vi 
rds is increased because an eight-hour day prevails | ~ 
, 0 t a nine-hour day in private yards. The chairman ! Displacement --..-........-- wmadba 16,000 tons 16,350 tor 
of t Naval Committee asserted that the committee’s recom- nee Pe anette wan setiiainee as ae ine oe a 

for increasing the limit of cost of the Connecticut | Draft.............................. 4 feet 6 inch« % 
t colliers authorized by the act of April 27, 1904, was a. ihe einen me im me Is knot 19.04 
du ily entirely to the increased cost of building in Indi: and boameeuer 7 a 16.500 e ; 18.15 
: Boilers sina B.& W B. & W 
Me gentleman from California [Mr. KNowLanp] has conclu- | Ezgines , ; ........ Reciprocating Reciprocatir 
S yn that the increased cost of the colliers is due to the Arees, Ciekmenn mn inches 11409 . 
; te changes and alteration made in the plans since the Side above belt _................. 7 to6 2S gt 
stimate was made, The result is that vessels never Gun positions --..........-... 12 tot 
plation when the estimate was made have been eidameanal aaamenn aiden pen 
The Chief Constructor in his report for the fiscal | Battery—number of guns, witheali- | 4 12-inch, 8 ®inch 19 } 
5, speaking of the recommendation, does not base it ber in inches. 127-inch, 36small 0 6-inch, 24 
increased cost of construction in navy-yards. He | complement in officers and men..... 89. | 


mstruction of the Prometheus and Vestal at navy-yards RESULT meaner WEINT ANCI - NS . ' . 
and since the original estimates for these vessels con a ee a a ae 
ng by contract, at the comparatively low rates then The results thus far attained in the contest between the na 
nee their construction at navy-yards under present : } 1 
n not be completed without exceeding the limit of cost, it yard and the private yard demonstrate the wisdom of | ed 
died that Congress be requested to extend the limit of cost | construction at navy-yards. 


these vessels to $1,550,000. The navy-yard has been severely handicapped in the test. I 
Chief Constructor, however, is one of those who continu- | might recall that extraordinary action taken | he Department 
that the cost of construction in navy-yards is greater | at a critical time. With so much depending upon the iss t 
the eight-hour day that prevails there. was the duty of those in charge of the Government interests 


He says in his report for 1905; 
nnection the Bureau desires to invite attention to the fol- 
from its last annual report in reference to the desira 


to be especially careful in what was done. And yet, when the 
Connecticut was about half completed, the constructor in im 


it iti 


ildi in G iate charge of > wor as transferred and another | 
st of building vessels in Government yards: di ite charge of the work “ is t at wfer} “ i thi put i 
every possible precaution is being taken to reduce the cost | his place. I do not say a less able man, but certainly one lack- 


f 


ticut to the most economical basis, it can hardly be hoped | ing in that particular and minute kno 
rk will be done as cheaply as when performed in private 
yards, whose rates of pay for nine hours’ work are in many 


wiedge of the work under 
Way possessed by the officer transferred 


in those being paid for eight hours’ work at the navy-yard, Despite the keen rivalry between the navy-yard and the 
N It may also be noted that private shipyards do not pay | vate yard, the constructor in charge at the Brooklyn yard 
diem employees for holidays or when on leave, whereas a Sed > hi +} 1 ; $ 14 
‘ 4 " ‘ “o . : i i > . zi l Sul "ainates i ‘T esita te LO SI 
portion of the “ per diem” employees on the Connecticut against the protests of his subordir tes, neve he l 
for fifteen days’ leave and seven public holidays during the | mechanics from the Connecticut to the ordinary repair work of 
r without any work being done in return therefor. the vard. And vet, although, as I ar reliably informed, tl 
the principal objects to be attained in the building of vessels . tik = aE of * worked it e _wertime and erted 
tr ment yards is the maintenance of the organization of the Newport News Company Work l its m ee oe — - = 
: provision of suitable work for experienced mechanics dur- | every energy on the Louisiana, and although the delays 
- sence of the fleet. * * *” armor deliveries were a severe handicap, the vessels are prac 
Mr. ( rman, it has been conclusively demonstrated that the | tically at the same stage of completion 
G ent suffers no inconvenience nor disadvantage from its In my opinion, Mr. Chairman, this policy of navy-yard ¢ 
eig uur day. In fact, the mechanics employed on the Con- | struction should be continued. A short time ago I urged tl 
] have done one-tenth more work in eight hours than | Secretary of the Navy to direct the officials of the navy-yards t 
anics employed on the Louisiana have done in nine | submit bids upon new vessels in competition with pi { 
: ae 


uours. This is no idle boast. It is not the invention of my | builders, but without results so far. This plan was tried 
: on. It is the deliberate conclusion of the Depart- years ago in California on certain repair work, and the navy 
Commerce and Labor, after an investigation directed | yard not only underbid the contractors, but did the work 1 
inittee of this House. After a thorough investigation | jess than the estimate. 
ted “that the average production per man per hour on To have direct competition between the navy-yards and pri 
ecticut exceeded by 24.48 per cent the average produc- | vate yards would be of undoubted benefit to the ¢ 


2OVerhnilit 
t in per hour on the Louisiana, which explains why the | Even the opponents of navy-yard construction could not f 
prog on the Connecticut, as shown in the reports of per- object to this plan. It would result in better es 
- of work completed to the Bureau of Construction and | Government, better ships for the Navy, and, in my judg 
K is Kept pace with the percentage reports of the work | fuller use of the facilities of the Government yards 
lon the Louisiana.” The navy-yard, in the pending contest, has justified e1 
ueans that practically a man on the Connecticut has | claim made on behalf of the policy of limited constructior 
d nuch in eight hours as would take the mechanic on the navy-yards, and the welfare of the country demands that thi 
i to do in ten hours, so that, I repeat, the navy-yard policy be not abandoned as its fruits are about to be gath 
eS have done in eight hours one-tenth more work than | ered. [| Applause. ] 
lanics on the Louisiana in nine hours. The Clerk read as folows: 


(PARISON OF COST OF BUILDING HERE AND IN ENGLAND. Contingent, Navy: For all emergencies and extraordinary expenses, 








been frequently asserted that vessels of all kinds are | exclusive of personal services in the Na Department, or any of 

I | : : . : . . subordinate bureaus or offices at vas o! at home 

: 1 more cheaply in England than in this country. For = ; a a apes ible t » be San ted » i s expended 

‘ SOT ePsire i ay" . oe P os ; ; POW ; OF avros . — . , . se —— ” — wee . en 
n I desire to insert here, as of special interest, a table! on the approval and authority of the Secretary of and for 
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such as he may deem proper, $65,000: Provided, That the 
accounting officers of the Treasury are hereby authorized and directed 
to allow, in the settlement of accounts of disbursing officers involved, 
payments made under the appropriation “Contingent, Navy,’ to 
civilian employees appointed by the Navy Department for duty in and 
serving at naval stations maintained in the island possessions during 
the fiscal year 1907: And provided further, That a sum not to exceed 
$5,000 may be expended by the Secretary of the Navy for legal advice 
out of this appropriation. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I reserve the point of order against the 
proviso, for the purpose of asking the chairman of the com- 
mittee a question in regard to that proviso. The Nayy Depart- 
ment has a Judge-Advocate-General, and in addition to that a 
solicitor, and I am unable to understand why it is necessary 
to appropriate $5,000 to be expended for legal advice, or legal 
advice in addition to that which the Secretary of the Navy 
may now obtain from the Judge-Advocate-General and from the 
Solicitor of the Navy Department. 

Mr. FOSS. I will state to the gentleman that the Secretary 
of the Navy especially requested that of this contingent fund 
of the Navy $5,000 might be expended for legal advice. It is 
true that the Navy Department has a corps, presided over by 
the Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy, but he is not a civil 
lawyer. He is an officer of the Navy, and he supervises mil- 
itary justice. 

Mr. TAWNEY. In addition to the Judge-Advocate-General, 
if I may interrupt the gentleman, they have a solicitor, or legal 
officer of the Navy Department, independent of the Attorney- 
General’s Office, which by law is an office to which the Secre 
tary of the Navy may apply, and to which he has very fre- 
quently in the past applied, for legal advice and counsel in 
respect to any legal question which may arise in the adminis- 
tration of his Department. I speak of this, because this propo- 
sition looks to me as if it is simply for the purpose of creating 
a place for some other officer under the guise of legal advice. 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman from Minnesota 
that certain Departments of the Government have assistant 
attorney-generals, specially delegated to them—for instance, 
the Post-Office Department and the Interior Department, but in 
the case of the Navy Department there is no such officer who 
is especially charged to and who is especially delegated and 
assigned to the Navy Department. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me? The Judge- 
Advocate-General of the Navy is assigned to the Navy Depart- 
ment, and is supposed to be peculiarly fitted for giving any 
advice that the Secretary of the Navy may require in the 
administration of the Department, and in addition to that—— 

Mr. FOSS. The gentleman, I feel sure, is mistaken about 
that. The Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy is an officer of 
the Navy. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I understand. 

Mr. FOSS. He is no lawyer whatever, but simply looks after 
military justice. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I am afraid that the gentleman is not stat- 
ing quite the fact about that. 

Mr. FOSS. That is absolutely true. 
retary says in his hearing. He says: 

While the very necessity of the case has caused that work to be 
thrown on the office of the Judge-Advocate-General, it was not orig- 
inally organized with any such idea, but was organized to supervise 
military justice. 

And then he says “he could have just asked the opinion of 
the Attorney-General, but it is a very cumbersome process,” 
and there is no special officer from the Department of Justice 
delegated to the Navy to perform this work. ~ 

Now, as to creating a new office, the Secretary says: 


purposes 


That is what the Sec- 


I do not want a permanent official, because the chances are that if 
you appointed one there you would not be able to pay him a salary 
which would secure a first-class lawyer, and he would have practically 
little or nothing to do for nineteen-twentieths of thetime. But now and 
then in half a dozen different cases, perhaps, since I have been in the office, 
it would have been a decided convenience to me if I could have tele- 
phoned to one or two or three, or perhaps half a dozen I know here, 
and asked them to come up there, saying that I would like to get their 
opinion on this question. 

There are many contracts in connection with the work of 
the Navy Department, drawn up in that Department, involving 
large sums of money, upon which the Secretary of the Navy 
frequently desires legal advice. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman from Illinois permit a 
question? 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, certainly. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it not a fact that in addition to the 
Judge-Advocate-General the Navy Department has in its em- 
ploy lawyers for the purpose of passing on all contracts? 

Mr. FOSS. Not outside of the Judge-Advocate-General’s corps. 

Mr. TAWNEY. They have lawyers that pass upon the le- 


gality and form of all contracts. 
They are called law clerks. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 
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Mays, 


Mr. TAWNEY. 


They have their law clerks for 
Mr. FOSS. 


that purnoc 
But the head of the Judge-Adyocate’. DUrpose, 


ment is a naval officer. Mr. Hanna is a civil lawyer Depart. 
one, who went into the Department a number of years m: able 
who is a part of the force. He receives a salary, [ ;) an 
about $2,500 a year. id “IDK, of 


Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me. 


7 I wi 
say that if the Secretary of the Navy needs sh to 


an addition; 
licitor or an assistant attorney-general, and ie os a 
Committee on Naval Affairs that that office is ne SSary ° 
would not object; but I do not think we are justified jy) : 
viding for a place under the guise of appropriating fo; ines 
advice to the extent of $5,000 a year. That being {ho pe 


Mr. Chairman, I insist upon the point of order, on the ground 
that it is new legislation, not authorized by law. 
Mr. SPARKMAN. I should like to ask the gent! 


ree : : leman j 
this is the first appearance of a provision like this in the bill? . 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; this is the first appearance of a provision 
like this. It is in the contingent fund of the Navy, amounting 


to $65,000, which can be expended within the discretion of the 
Secretary of the Navy. re 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Illinois de 
to be heard on the point of order? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say nothing upon the 
point of order. I think it is a question of doubt, though, as 
to whether it is subject to the point of order, whether jt is 
not a limitation on the appropriation. It is under the contip- 
gent fund of the Navy, which is expended on the approval and 
authority of the Secretary of the Navy. 

The CHAIRMAN. If it may be expended out of the contin. 
gent fund, of course the proviso is unnecessary. The Chair 
is of the opinion that it is new legislation, and therefore the 
Chair sustains the point of order. The Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Recruiting: Expenses of recruiting for the naval service: rent of 
rendezvous and expenses of maintaining the same; advertising for 
and obtaining men and apprentice seamen; actual and necessary ex. 
penses in lieu of mileage to officers on duty with traveling recruiting 
parties, $121,340. > 

Mr. 


Mr. KELIHER. Chairman, 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 5, in line 16, after the word “dollars,” add: “Provided, 
That no part of this appropriation shall be expended in recruiting 
seamen, ordinary seamen or apprenticed seamen, unless a certificate 
of birth, or other satisfactory evidence showing the applicant to be of 
the age required by naval regulations, shall be presented with the ap- 
plication for enlistment.” 


Mr. FOSS. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, this amendment is offered 
in the hope of remedying an evil in the naval service that is a 
source of sorrow to a vast number of families of the country 
and the cause of no end of troubles to Members, particularly 
those who represent seaport districts. It aims to correct the 
abuse of enlistment by minors, who, unable to obtain the con- 
sent of their parents, resort to perjury to obtain admissicn into 
the naval service. 

I do not attach blame to the recruiting officers, though I'm 
constrained to declare that they do not always exercise due 
discretion. It is a fact which can not be disputed that the num- 
ber of these vexatious cases is far too large, and have been in- 
creasing at a rate which demands the immediate attention of 
Congress. In a moment of pique, following a quarre! at home, 
or discouraged over the failure to obtain employment, these lads, 
mere striplings, turn toward the recruiting offices. 

seing under age and with parents who would never agree 
to their entering the service, these unthinking, foolish youths 
declare themselves 21, make oath to the misstatement, and are 


sire 


I offer the amendment 


accepted. What happens? When they come to their better 
senses, when the heat of anger has cooled and the depression 
of disappointment worn off, and they realize their predicament, 


they write in piteous terms for release to their parents. The 
broken-hearted mother appeals to the Congressman of lier dis- 
trict, confident that he has but to say the word and her erring 
offspring will be restored to liberty and his parents. 

Of course, Mr. Chairman, the Congressman is powerless 10 
the matter, but has to submit to the appeals and prayers o! the 
digtracted parents. I have in mind a case where I plainly told 
the mother of a young scamp, who had fraudulently enlisted, 


that nothing could be done. I advised her to leave him in the 
Navy, pointing out that if the authorities discovered that bo 
irtiad, 


boy had committed perjury they would order a court: < 
which would result in his being sentenced to a naval prison for 


a long term. She persisted, claiming that her boy ild get 
but one year in a prison, where she could visit him fr ently, 
while his service in the Navy would call for three years. 

No thought of the disgrace that his sentence would brug to 
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her son, no consideration of the lasting stigma upon his char- 
2 this imprisonment would brand—only the desire to get 
it. Mr. Chairman, I aim by this amendment to put bar- 
a, the way of these juvenile evildoers. The Navy Depart- 
o ines not want them. The law governing enlistments fixes 
‘ imum age of enlistment at 15, but is elastic so far as 
thority of the Secretary of the Navy is concerned. 


Secretary has the power to fix the age so long as 15 years 
minimum and 35 the maximum. In a general order pro- 
d on November 29, 1904, the minimum was increased 
to 17 years, showing conclusively that the naval authori- 
d not want these young lads. They are scarcely enlisted 
they begin to pine for home and mother. They are no 
the service. There is growing up in the country a pow- 
ntiment of hostility to the Army and Navy, and this 
nt is drawing heavily from the resentment of mothers 
hers of the land whose minor children have fallen into 
es of the recruiting officer. Attention should be given 
<lation enacted, Mr. Chairman, which will minimize, if 
this abuse. It would seem as if no great amount of 
or ingenuity would be required to draft an amendment 
f | accomplish a reform along this line. I believe in the 
‘my amendment. It will be argued that the element 
cticability too strongly enters; that it is not possible in 
for an applicant to produce a certificate of birth, hav- 
bly been born in a western city and wishing to enlist in 

n station. 
hairman, if this be so, let him produce letters from those 
for : he was employed, or a statement from neighbors. He 
leed, be a queer member of society who can not furnish a 
evidence of some character to show that he has reached 
rity. Not in a spirit of jocosity, I would say, by way of 


n, that an applicant for enlistment whose face bore a | 


set full-grown whiskers, which clearly indicated the owner to 
f rrownh man, would be sufficient evidence. It is to halt 
tment of the mere youth that this restriction seeks. 
endment is so drawn, Mr. Chairman, as to allow plenty 
le for the recruiting officer. It will permit of broad 
ion, and all an officer need do is to exercise ordinary 
sense and some degree of discretion and desirable re- 
ll follow. It will not involve additional expense upon 
vernment or work any hardship to the recruiting officer, 
save many a eareless boy from starting his life wrong 
nt many a mother suffering heartache as the result of 
aywardness. [Applause.] 
UTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I was not in- 
when the gentleman’s amendment was offered, but 
inimous consent that it may be read again. 
CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the Clerk will 


erk again reported the amendment. 
COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, if I may be per- 


i to make a suggestion to the gentleman from Massachu- | 


| want to say that as I understood from hearing his 
ent read, it would, under the ordinary rule of statutory 
ion, require in every case written evidence of some 

The amendment provides that he must bring a 
if birth “or other evidence.” The ordinary rule is 

ther”? means evidence of the same character. 

ELIHER. If the gentleman will read the amendment 

. he will see that it says “ other satisfactory evidence.” 
ill kinds of evidence. 

rAWNEY. If the gentleman from Massachusetts will 
an interruption? 

KELIHER. Certainly. 


TAWNEY. The recruit must now furnish evidence of 


must he not, and that evidence must be under oath? 
PALMER. And must be satisfactory. 
'AWNEY. And it must be satisfactory to the recruit- 
cer. 


KELIMER. Yes. 





TAWNEY. Therefore the gentleman’s amendment would | 


omplish the purpose he intends, provided the boy did not 


certificate of birth; then he would bring the same evi- | 


is now required to bring. 
KELIHER. I think where the gentleman from Minne 
Mr. TAWNEY] errs is that when they enlist they bring 
dence whatsoever. They simply say they are over 21 


tage 


'AWNEY. They are made to take the oath. 

KELIHER. Oh, they make them swear to it. I admit 
s perjury, and I want to put barriers in the way of these 
ful transgressors. 

TAWNEY. I think what the gentleman intends to do is 
‘endable. 'The only fear I have is that he will leave 


| such an amendment as would meet with the ay vi 
| great many gentlemen who haye had more or less both 


| mous consent that the paragraph may be passed without pr 


| be cause for his dismissal from the service, and it seems t 


the door so wide open in the language that follows the words 
certificate of birth” that the young men ean get in under his 
proposed amendment just the same as they are doing now. 

Mr. KELIHER. I desire to state to the gentleman that 
under the existing law these boys take oath. We do not change 
what already exists. The law is just as tight and just as 
loose under this amendment as it is to-day, but in addition to 
that a recruiting officer who recruits a boy 15 years of age 
when his attention is called to it is asked upon what evidence 
he recruited the boy, and he must produce a certificate of the 
boy’s birth or some evidence that is of a satisfactory char- 
acter. Now, will the gentleman contend that a simple state- 
ment signed by the boy— 

Mr. TAWNEY. And sworn to. 

Mr. KELIHER. The boy perjures himself. We admit that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would not that be satisfactory? 

Mr. KELIHER. No. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I agree with the gentleman. I have had 
two cases of this kind in my own home city where I thought 
the recruiting officer was probably imposed upon by two boys 
who had fallen out with their parents and who submitted 
dence, under oath, as to their age and were admitted into the 
Navy without knowledge on the part of their mothers, and 
it caused a great deal of distress on the part of their mothers, 
and a great deal of trouble on the part of their Representatives; 
but I fail to see how the gentleman is going to remedy the evil 
in the use of the language that he employs following the words 
“ certificate of birth.” 

Mr. KELIHER. I would ask the gentleman if, in his opin- 
ion, the amendment would be strengthe ned if I were to insert 
the words “ other than his own statement? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think that would add very 1 
the amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I do not want to 
amendment such as has been suggested by the gentleman unless 
it is thoroughly and carefully prepared. I would withdraw the 
point of order if this matter could be carefully considered and 
revised. 

Mr KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, I am perfectly willing t 
confer with the gentleman. 

Mr. FOSS. I would suggest that we pass over this for the 
time being, and in the meantime, I think, we 


evi- 


naterially to 


accept any 


this provision of the law. 
Mr. KELIHER. I am perfectly willing to have it passed 
without prejudice. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois 


asks unani- 


eju- 
dice. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, before that request is put I 
desire to say a word or two as to the amendment. The present 

| law provides that a boy under 18 years of age shall not be en- 
listed without the consent of his parent or guardian. That is 
the present law, and I will read the first section of it 

Minors between the age of 16 and 18 shall not be enlisted for the 
naval service without the consent of their parents or guardians 

Mr. FOSS. Well, it is 17 now. 

Mr. RIXEY. Well, whatever the law is. It is really 14, but 
the Navy Department does not enlist them under 17. There is 
also a provision—lI saw it a few days ago—which provides that 

| where a naval officer enlists boys under 18 years of age it shall 


that the law as it exists at present, applying to persons under 
18 years of age, is as explicit as it can be, except I would requ 
that the consent of the pare nt or guardian should be in writing 

Mr. TIRRELL. Mr. Chairman, I would like to asl ( 
tleman from Virginia whether he ever knew of a case or ld 
cite a case where a recruiting officer was dismissed 
service. 

Mr. RIXEY. Suppose I do not know of any such cas I am 
not responsible for the failure of the Department to enforce the 
statute in that respect. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Chairman, the Department can not e1 
force the provision, because the trouble, of course, is with the 


boy. He makes the statement that he is over 18 years of age 
That being so, there is no necessity for getting the consent of 
the parents or the guardian, because the boy says he is over 18 
years of age. It appears afterwards that he was under 18 


years of age, and the recruiting officer says, “ Here comes in 
some big tall fellow who says that he is over 18 years of age, and 
I am to be dismissed because I take the statement of a great tall 
fellow like that.” It has been said there is no way to have 
him retired, because the authorities uniformly say if such an 
application is made they will punish the boy for perjury, and 
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the provision of the gentleman from Massachusetts, it seems to | 
me, is an eminently fair and just one that can do no harm and | 
will cure quite a considerable eyil. 

Mr. PALMER. Cure nothing. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, in addition to what I referred 
to a moment ago, there is a special penalty on the officer. 


Any officer who knowingly enlists into the naval service any deserter 
from the naval or military service of the United States, or any insane | 
or intoxicated person, or any minor between the ages of 16 and 18 | 
years without the consent of his parents or guardian, or any minor | 
under the age of 16 years, shall be dishonorably dismissed from the | 
service of the United States. | 

Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? | 

Mr. RIXEY. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I eall attention to the clause which says, | 
“Any officer who knowingly.” 


ice 
Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman surely would not want to change 
the statute in this respect. The officer should not be dismissed | 
in disgrace unless he knew the boy to be under the proper age. 


Mr. PERKINS. That is why the statute does not cure the 
evil. The statute is all right. 

Mr. RIXEY. The statute is all right. Then if the boy is 
17 years of age and swears he is over 18 your only remedy is 


to prosecute the boy. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is a very harsh remedy. 

Mr. RIXEY. That may be, but it is the only remedy. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, may I suggest 
that if the Navy Department would recede from the rule of giv- 
ing » boy’s parents the alternative of having the boy remain- 
ing under his enlistment or to be prosecuted for perjury the 
iment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts and 

ussion upon this would be wholly unnecessary, for the 
Department upon proper showing made by the parent or 
guardian or their representatives that the boy was enlisted un- 


all di 


would, 


der age, give him an honorable discharge from the service. 
Mr. RIXEY. I think the trouble about this whole matter 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. But they will not do that. 
Mr. PALMER. A boy of 16 or 17 years of age is as guilty of 
committing perjury as well as a boy of 27, and giving him an 


honorable discharge is simply to permit perjury. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. In all probability the youth is | 
out with his brothers, out with his parents, and maybe ran | 
away from home. 

Mr. RIXEY. I would say to the gentleman if the boy has had | 
the matter properly explained to him, and he deliberately swears | 
falsely to his age he ought to be responsible. He ought to have 
the atter fairly explained to him, and if he does not, then the 
offic himself is liable. This depends, as in every other case, 
upou the facts. Now, I think the trouble is that boys are taken 


into 1 


the Navy between 18 and 21 years old without the consent 


bf their parents. I do not believe that the Navy Department has 
the right to enlist boys between 18 and 21 years without the con- 
St of the parents without express statute to that effect, and 
there does not seem to be an express statute. On Saturday I 
asked the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. TrRRELL] the ques- | 
tion whether or not between the ages of 18 and 21 a boy was re- | 


quired to present with his application for enlistment the written | 
ut of his parents, and the gentleman from Massachusetts 
was under the same impression that I was, and stated that he 
did have to present that written request. Upon information 


const 


from the Department I find that the Department does not re- 
quire the written consent of the parents where the minor is be- | 
tween the years of 18 and 21. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? | 
Mr. RIXEY. Yes. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I have a case now in mind which oc- | 
curred within two weeks where a young man attempted to en- | 


list. He 18, but under 21. 


was living with a married sister. 


was over The parents were dead, 
He went to a gentle- | 
man who seems to make a business of it and had him appointed 
as his guardian in a court of competent jurisdiction, and was | 
d in the Navy with the consent of his legally appointed | 
guardian. This young man was a youth who had been a sickly | 
child and a cause of great worry to his relatives. His brother | 
died of consumption, and this boy had the same characteristics | 
that he did. Yet a physical examination discloses the fact that | 
apparently he is in good health, and he will not be discharged | 
from the service. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


enliste 


The time of the gentleman from Virginia 


} 

} 

has expired. j 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have two min- | 
utes more. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
mous consent for two more minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 
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; he became 21 years old. 


| years of age. 





Mr. BARTLETT. 
question? 

Mr. RIXEY. I will. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the v 
tleman from Virginia this question: If he has stated it ‘ai 
rectly, the law of the United States is that over the age of 1. 
a young man has a right to enlist, regardless of his parents’ 
guardian’s consent? 

Mr. RIXEY. I did not state that that was the law. [ ga; 
that was the practice. Pa 

Mr. BARTLETT. Is it not the statute? 

Mr. RIXEY. No. I would like to see the statute. 
think there is any statute on the subject. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I would like to ask the gentleman wy»: 
he thinks of this proposition. I call his attention to jj 
cause I had a discussion with Mr. Moody when he was & 
tary of the Navy, and he took the position—at least was 
clined to take the position—that even those who were ove) 
and under 21 years, in those States that required the child 4, 
be subservient to the directions of the parent, would re: 
the consent of the parents. And I can recall a case, but 
the name or the court, where the court had discharged ; 
habeas corpus one or two young men who liad been eli 
when over 18 and under 21, because under the laws of tho 
State the parents were entitled to the service of the child uyti! 
Now, while I am on my feet, I wil! 
say that I have investigated this matter, but not very « 
fully, in a case which I bad, and T found that the Nayy 1D 
partment had, in my judgment—and in this I was sustained |) 
the then Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Moody—given a wrong co) 
struction to an opinion rendered by former Attorney-General] 
Harmon in a certain case referred to him by the Navy De; 
ment. And the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Moody, concluded 
such construction was not authorized by the opinion, and that 
until a boy arrived at the age of 21 he was subject to the « 
trol of his parents, though it had been the practice of the Nayy 


Will the gentleman yield a moment f 


aur og 


I do 





| Department to take such enlistments of boys over 18 years 


of age without the consent of the parents. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
[Mr. Rrxty] has expired. 

Mr. BARTLETT. I ask that the gentleman have five min- 
utes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I agree with the gentleman from 
Georgia {Mr. BAartLett] in what he states about his own opinion 
and that of Attorney-General Moody. In the absence of ex 
press statute from Congress I think unquestionably the Navy 
Department has no right to say it will enlist boys between 18 
and 21 years in a State where the parent is entitled to the 
services of the boy and to the custody of the boy until he is 21 
years of age. But the Navy Department, I am informed by the 
Department, proceeds upon the other theory, that it has a right 
to enlist boys between 18 and 21 without the consent of parent 
or guardian, and it is now doing that. 

I know of one instance of a very poor man in a county in 
my district whose boy went away from home and enliste 
The old man needed his services at home in the cultivation of 
his farm and for the support of the family and appealed to 1 
I went to the Department, and the Department said that 
boy was over 18. We admitted that, and the Department would 
not surrender the boy unless it was compelled to do so by law. 
The father of this boy was a very poor man, as I have said 
He was not in a condition to go to law, and he had to give up 
the services of his son in this way. I shall insist, if any amend 
ment goes on this bill, that an amendment ought to go on tha 
will protect the right of the parent until the child becomes ~! 
No minor should be enlisted, under 21 years 
age, without the consent of the parent or guardian. 

Mr. DAWSON. Does not the gentleman think the difficul'y 
might be cured if they required the written consent of 
parents? 

Mr. RIXEY. I agree with you. I said that it ought to 
with the written consent of the parents or guardian in any ¢ 
where the boy is under 21 years of age. 

Mr. WANGER. I would ask my friend from Virginia wl 
or not cases have come to his notice where young men hav 





¢ 


thar 


| forged the consent of their parents? 


There are other cases that have 


Mr. RIXEY. 


That may be. 


come to my knowledge where people, not minors, have forg 
papers, and they are responsible. 

Mr. WANGER. t 
ought it not to be required in such form that there will be n 
temptation to forge it? 

Mr. RIXEY. I agree with the gentleman as to that. 


If the consent of the parent is to be required, 
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CHAIRMAN. 


» from Illinois that the paragraph under considera- 
the point of order pending thereto, be passed without 
rAfter a pause.] The Chair hears no objection; 

; so ordered. 
MESSAGE 


FROM THE SENATE. 


mittee informally rose; and Mr. GREENE having taken 
as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Sen- 
creed to the amendments of the House of Representa- 
bills of the following titles: 
An act to provide for the removal of derelicts and 
iting dangers to navigation ; 
; An act to grant certain land to the State of Minne- 
he used as a site for the construction of a sanitarium 
treatment of consumptives ; and 


the 


»995, An act restoring to the public domain certain lands 


State of Minnesota. 
essage also announced that the Senate had passed the 
, resolution ;- in which the concurrence of the House 

esentatives was requested : 
Senate concurrent resolution No. 


l by the Senate (the House of Representatives concurring), 
President be requested to return to the Senate the bill (5S. 
itled “An act granting an increase of pension to William 


or 





ge also announced that the Senate had insisted upon 
lments to the bill (H. R. 14397) making appropriation 
support of the Army for the fiscal year ending June 30, 
lisagreed to by the House of Representatives, had agreed 
mnference asked by the House on the disagreeing votes 
- two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. WARREN, Mr. 
and Mr. BLACKBURN as the conferees on the part of 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION 
committee resumed its session. 

» Clerk read as follows: 
Advertising, telegraphing on public business, postage on 
road, ferriage, ice, continuous-service certificates, dis- 

nduct badges, and medals for men and boys; trans- 

cts of deceased officers and enlisted men of the Navy; 
aining apprentice seamen and landsmen; maintenance of 
other training classes; packing boxes and materials, and 
tingent expenses and emergencies arising under cognizance 
reau of Navigation, unforeseen and impossible to classify, 


BILL, 


‘nt al 
Md -C4 


> we 
if 1¢ 


nd 


[\NN. I move to strike out the last word. The enlist- 
boys under age is not the only difficulty about enlist- 
the Navy, according to the experience which I have had. 
ise the truth is that the Navy, through the fraudulent 
se advertisements and pictures which it puts out, enlists 
nany young men who become patriotic and enlist under 
of supposition that they will have a fine time in the 
nd when once in the Government is as inexorable and 
ded as anything ever could be in the world, at the 
Pole or elsewhere. I have one case here, which is 
i instance of a great many that constantly occur, to 
am going to call the attention of the House. A young 
uned Harry Ex, aged 20, in a moment of des- 
and discouragement, enlisted in the Navy January 9 of 
He is the oldest boy of a family of seven children, 

ier being an invalid and unable to earn any money. A 
brother is the only other wage-earner of the family, 
wages are about $3 a week as errand boy. The father 
er brother were sick and the mother about to be con- 
the seventh child. The boy was very depressed, and 
wishing to be rid of the worry and discouragement, 
of employment, enlisted in the Navy. We have a 
il of talk at times about the desirability of large 
in the country and the need of young children growing 
when this boy is needed at home much more than he 

s country in the Navy; when he ought to be helping to 
‘of the family of which he is a part, taking care of his 
father, of his six brothers and sisters, oh, no, the Navy 
part with him, because an order of the President stands 


varded this letter to the Secretary of the Navy: 


CHIcAaGo, January 30, 1906. 
; R. Mann, 


entative Second District of Illinois, 
Washington, D. C. 
I have a very pitiful case in which I would like you to 
yourself, if you can. A young fellow named Harry Ex, aged 
in 2 moment of desperation and discouragement, enlisted in 
on January 9 of this year. He is the eldest boy of a family 
children, his father being an invalid and unable to earn any 


SIR: 


\ younger brother is the only other wage-earner in the family, 
are about $3 a week as an errand boy. 

» the“boy who enlisted, was out of employment, and because of 

~ had been unable for some time to 


wages 


of the union printers here 
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The father 





and a younger brother were sick and his 
mother was about to be confined of her seventh child; the boy was very 
much depressed, evidently anxious to be rid of his worries, and so 
enlisted, and now regrets it very sincerely. The family, you may 
imagine, is in very poor circumstances; the mother is broken-hearted, 
and unless she gets her boy back the neighbor fear the consequences 
The boy himself, never very strong, now realizes that he made a serious 
mistake and grievously wronged his family by deserting them in the 
hour of need, and is very anxious to get back ho o much so ft 
he does not sleep, and is said to be losing in flesh He is now 
the Norfolk Navy-Yard. 

I presume it will be a matter of some difficulty to secure this 
discharge from the Navy, but it certainly would be an f 
greatest possible charity if he could be sent home to his mily | 
you will kindly set the machinery in motion and get the I 
you will win the parents’ everlasting gratitude id my own 
thanks. 

Trusting to have your very early reply. 

Yours, sincerely, GABRIEL J. N 
They are not constituents of mine. They live in the city of 


Chicago—the boy and his family—because it seems to me that 
anybody with a spark of patriotism in his soul would say that 
boy could do more good taking care of his mother and her 
children and his invalid father than he could helping on a battle 





ship floating in the water in time of peace. The Secretary of 
the Navy sent me the following response: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, February 21, 1906 

Dear Sir: I am in receipt of your letter in reference to the desired 
discharge of Harry Ex from the Navy. It would be a source of } 
ure to me if I could comply with your request, but I am prev 
from so doing by the Executive order on the subject of the di 
of enlisted men, a copy of which I inclose, and by which you wi 
that discharge can only be granted for unfitness or disability and up: 
the recommendation of the commanding officer. I regret the circum 
stances stated in this case, but there is really no action that I can 
take in the matter. I can only suggest that the young man should 
able to make an allotment each month from his pay for the assi 
of his family— 

It is so large in the Navy, you know— 
and, if it is so desired, his attention will be called to the 10d 
which this allotment may be made. I wish that 1 might give 
more favorable answer, but the order of the President is a 
on the Department and leaves no opportunity for discretiona a a 
on my part. 

Very truly, yours, 
CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, Secretary 

Hon. JAMES R. MANN, M. C., 

House of Representatives. 

The order of the President is as follows: 

GENERAL ORDER] NAVY DEPARTMENT 

No. 104. J Washington, August 16, 19 

The following Executive Order, superseding the Executive Ord 
July 10, 1902, which was promulgated in General Order No. 
published for the information and guidance of the servicé 

WHITE Ho 
Washington, August 13, 1 

No enlisted person serving in the Navy or Marine Corps 
United States shall be discharged therefrom prior to the completio 
his term of enlistment except for one of the following ca Ur 
sirablity, inaptitude, physical or mental disability, or unfitne 

In every case the recommendation for such discharge must be made 
by the immediate commanding officer under whom the man | 
serving. 

Applications for discharges which reach the Department in 
way except through said commanding officers shall be, witho 
ception, disregarded. 

THEODORE ROOSEVI 
CHAS. H. DARLING, Acting 8 t 


Nothing that could happen at home could get the boy dis 
charged; nothing could get him out of the Navy except his un- 
fitness, or that he commit some act which ought to fire him out 


The bowels of compassion were removed from that order. SS 
that we have the President of the Unite@ States one 1 
telling the people to raise large families and the next ul 
issuing an order forbidding under any circumstances lis 
charge of a boy from the Navy. [Laughter and app i 
Now, the responsibility of this does not rest upon the Preside 
but upon the Secretary of the Navy, for we all know how 
orders are issued by the President. They are issued because 
Secretary of the Navy, or the naval officers under him, demand 
that such order be issued. I say that that order is an ou 

on common decency. It ought to be removed by the Presic 

it ought to be removed by law, if necessary. To say that under 


no circumstances can a boy in the Navy be discharged for cause 
at home, if his father dies, if his mother has passed away, lk 
ing a family of children that he ought to support—to 
his country needs him in time of peace more than he is needed 
at home under such circumstances is an insult to partiotism and 
intelligence. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I move to strike out the iast word that 
I may ask the gentleman from Illinois a question. Has the gen- 
tleman from Illinois prepared an amendment to the bill that will 
reach such a case as he cites? 

Mr. MANN. I have not. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. Do you propose to do it? 

Mr. MANN. I do not. 


Say 


th 
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Mr. ALEXANDER. Then for what purpose have you stirred 
us up, until we want to help your boy and other boys, if you 
do not propose an amendment upon which we can vote? 

Mr. MANN. I know very well that if I presented an amend- 
ment to that effect it would promptly be met by my distin- 
guished colleague from Illinois with a point of order. I was 
endeavoring to reach the hearts of the members of the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs of the House, and the Navy Depart- 
ment itself, hoping that there might be an amendment either of 
the law or of the order, to change the present harsh condition. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I think the gentleman from Illinois has 
not only reached the hearts of his colleagues in the House, but 
similar letters which have come to his colleagues in the House 
have also reached their hearts. 

Mr. MANN. I have no doubt of that. 

Mr. ALEXANDER. I have had several such cases, and I 
think the time has come when Congress ought in some way to 
provide that the only boy in a large family relying upon his 
services might, when the father is taken away and the family 
becomes dependent upon the son, in time of peace be let out 
from the Navy. 

Mr. BATES. I would like to ask the gentleman if he does 
not believe that more care should be exercised by the recruiting 
officers before the contract is entered into? The remarks of the 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. MANN] would lead to the violation 
of all contracts entered into by the young man under the circum- 
stances, 

Mr. MANN. A boy 20 years old could not enter into any 
other kind of a contract which would bind him, except the one 
with the Government. 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, if the remarks directed to our 
hearts, as the gentleman says, by the gentleman from Illinois 
were followed out in the Army and Navy every time the papas 
and mammas of the country wanted to see their boys, we would 
have no Army and no Navy left. 

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. 

I wish to say, in connection with what the gentleman from 
Illinois [Mr. MANN] has so well said, that the overeagerness 
of the recruiting officers very often gets boys into the Navy 


under circumstances that are exceedingly reprehensible. I 
know of one instance where a young man who ought to have 


been at home, whose seryices were demanded there by those 
abselutely dependent upon him, and who had no business in 
the Navy, enlisted while he was intoxicated. Those matters 
where brought before the authorities, and they said: “It does 


not make any difference. He is here, and we need him.” And 
all efforts to secure his release were absolutely unavailing. It 
is a common thing for young men to be dragged into this 


service by the overzeal of recruiting officers, and the Depart- 
ment ought, at least under circumstances of that kind, to take 
the manner of the enlistment under consideration. 

I know of another instance where a young man was engaged 


to be married to a young lady. Shortly before the marriage 
was to take place, after a lovers’ quarrel, in a fit of despera- 
tion the young man enlisted in the Navy. It was reported 


that he had attempted to escape from his obligation to marry 
his sweetheart. When the boy heard that his conduct had 
compromised the woman he loved, he was frantic to return 
and correct the cruel and erroneous report. The family were 
anxious for him to return, but it took half the people in one 
end of the State of Kentucky to get that boy home long enough 


to marry that girl. [Laughter.] These ironclad regulations, 
this grim visaged war that frowns on us all the time and 


everywhere, blind and deaf to every character of compassion, 
is growing intolerable. [Applause.] 

The CHAIRMAN. If there be no objection, the pro forma 
amendment will be considered as withdrawn. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Has this paragraph been passed without 
prejudice? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; it has been passed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is advised that the paragraph 
has, by unanimous consent, been passed without prejudice. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Naval training station, Great Lakes: Maintenance of naval training 
station: Labor and material; general care; repairs and improvements 
to grounds, buildings, and pier; street-car fare; purchase and mainte- 
nance of live stock, and attendance on same; wagons, carts, imple- 
ments, and tools, and repairs to same; fire extinguishers; heating, 
lichting, and furniture; stationery, books, and periodicals; ice, and 
washing; expressage; packing boxes and materials; postage, telegraph- 


ing, and telephoning, and all other contingent expenses, $20,000. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I reserve a point 
ef order against that paragraph that the appropriation is not 
authorized by law and that it changes existing law. 
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Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I und 


the gentleman has made a point of order against this par stand 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I reserved the point of ¢ “a 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman has ). rrell 


the point of order against the section. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have reserved the point 
order against the paragraph beginning on line 7 and con 
line 16, page 8. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. The gentleman from 
consin bases his objection upon the ground that there ¥ 
authorizing the appropriation proposed to be made. 
attention of the Chair to the act of Congress which was ) issed 
during the last term. It was proposed that there should be es 
tablished somewhere in the West at some convenient - 


end ng on 
: Wis- 
is no law 
I call the 


; sas a olnt a 
station where young men enlisting in the Navy might be trained 
a place convenient to his home, a place where he micht pe 


taught. After a good deal of discussion Congress passed 


’ oe the 
act and authorized a commission to select a site for this ¢} 1. 
tion. The commission acted and selected the site fo) which 
the appropriation is to be made. I further eall the «at: ution 


of the Chair to the fact that appropriations have alread, been 
made for the maintenance of this station. If the Chair desires 
to examine the act of Congress of 1904, he will find that under 
the heading of “ Naval training station for the Great Lakes 
an appropriation of $250,000 was made, and the purpose wag 
to purchase land. The President by that act of Congress was 
authorized and empowered to appoint a board, and the appro- 
priation asked for in this bill has no other purpose than to 
maintain the station and to provide for such conveniences ag 
the Navy may require. Therefore, I submit that the 
sary legislation has already been passed, and these ap) 
tions are in order. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I have always understood that 
no portion of the $250,000 was expended. I understood that 
the board accepted a gift of a site, and I did not suppose there 
was any law which authorized the expenditure of the $250,000 
except for the purchase of a site. I have always understood 
that the site was given and that no part of this money was 


” 


neces. 


ropria- 


expended. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a word on this 
proposition. In the Navy appropriation bill approved April 27, 
1904, appears this provision : 

Naval training station, Great Lakes: The purchase of land and the 


establishment of a naval training station on the Great Lakes, $2 
I am reading from Pulsifer’s Compilation of the Naval Laws, 
page 444. The Chairman will mark the words “the purchase 
of land and the establishment.” Then it goes on: 
The President is hereby authorized and empowered to appoint such a 


board, consisting of not less than three members, none of who: | be 
a resident of any State bordering on the Great Lakes, whose duty it 
shall be to select the most available site for such naval train sta- 
tion on the Great Lakes, and having selected such site, to a 

and report its probable cost and the probable expenditure which 


necessary for improving the same, including lake shore prot 
eonstruction of necessary harbor facilities, and to make a det 





port of their findings and proceedings to the President, who, upon 
approval of such report, shall authorize the purchase of such sife and 
the establishment of such naval training station. 

All of these provisions have been carried out in the estab- 
lishment for this naval training station. The board lias re- 


ported to the President, and the President has ordered the 
establishment of it, and did it more than a year ago. ‘The sta- 
tion has been established at Lake Bluff. The citizens of Chi- 
eago contributed $172,000, bought the land, and turned it over 
to the United States Government. It is to-day, and has been 
for many months, expending out of this appropriation of S200,- 
000, which Congress authorized two years ago, such neys 


as are necessary to make the improvements which are being 
made on that site to-day. 


So there is no question as to the propriety of our providing 
here for the maintenance of this training station. \ little 
further on in the bill is a provision for the construction ol 
buildings, but as to the establishment of it and as to tlhe pro- 
priety of this legislation there is no question in my mind, and 


I am sure there is no question in the mind of the Chair 
The CHAIRMAN (Mr. Otmstep). The Chair finds that by 

act approved April 27, 1904, Congress authorized and appr priated 

$250,000 for the purchase of land and the establishment of 4 


an 


naval training station on the Great Lakes. It gave the heces- 
sary authority for the selection of a site and the establishment 

of such nayal training station. ' 
It appears from the statements that have been made that the 
site or a portion of land for the site was eontributed bb) — 
» Tac 


citizens, but that does not seem to the Chair to impair th 
that the establishment of the station was authorized. rhe para- 
graph to which the point of order is urged appropriates mn the 
maintenance of the naval training station thus authorize’. | It 
seems to the Chair that it is clearly in continuance of & Gov- 
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work authorized and in progress, and therefore in APPEAL TO BOARD OF HEALTH 
It seems that the pollution of the watcrs of Lake M ! 
OPER ef Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, will the Chair | @ *omres tt ee eo oe Sot eee es 
ne more suggestion? The law which the Chair has | seott. Bancroft. Lord & Stevens to take the tm. vn 
ng provides that the board shall select the most | what relief they could in the premise 
site for such naval training station on the Great | cea ikon em =o we 
] i having selected such site, ascertain and report its | Btate hoard of health. which con ed the 
st and the probable expenditure which would be nec- | of Lake Forest regarding the discolorat of the 
: improving the same, including lake-shore protection 50 ye get a +* ae ae 
ruction of necessary harbor facilities, and to make a | of health. As a result of the appeal. It ; 
eport of their findings and proceedings to the Presi- | special officer of the Stcte boa f healt 
‘upon approval of such report, to wit, a detailed re- | vers Mle Hy gro 8 a a Aight nncy mm ore 
It is my understanding that this was approved with- | nd shows the contention to be practically 
such report being submitted. There may have been | ef Professor Long 
ths after the first approval a report filed, but - ie ee, Snneee cnet the polluted 
approved without there having been any such adel refuse ete a oe yoy e Mic en aid 
any such investigation reported—no details as to | Forest within a distance of 25 of 30 
ble expenditure submitted, because I asked the secre-| |, oe eeree ee eo Wank 
President what communications, if any, had come | centage of the refuse is gluten, and { : 
hoard, and he submitted a letter or a copy of a letter | off, forming the norious odors ¢ : , of ti} 
the then Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Paul Morton, eee pe a wesnery a ae me 
the site was all right, and ought to be approved, and factor iin eel See Pla * 
oved. There may have been since that time esti Then follows a statement of Doctor H: oh 
tted, detailed plans drawn, and likewise submitted. | [ake Forest. 2 miles farther south of W 
[ do not know, and will ask the chairman of the com- | Biyff. in which he savs that ther noth 
rect to that water and that there is no objection to 
SS. Mr. Chairman, the report of this Commission | training school there. But t! t 3 
ted to the President. The Commission unanimously | plain facts set forth in the official report of tl! 
certain site, and that report was submitted to the] State board of health of Ilinoi 
| nd the President approved the selection of the site The CHAIRMAN. The time of th a 


t ‘ i 
Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I as} 
consent for five minutes more. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin 


| the establishment of a naval training station. The 
he commission was brought out in the hearings of 
ire the Committee on Naval Affairs, and is a part 
ngs of that committee, and estimates have been 


imous consent that he may proceed for five minute 
Department for this station. It came up in the] there objection? [After a pause.| The Chair hears 
of Estimates this year. Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Nor does the st 
[RMAN (Mr. Otmstep). The act specifically pro- | Lake Forest physician at all meet the analysis 1 

President, upon approval of such report, shall} sor Long, of the Northwestern Universit; But ev 
purchase of such a site and the establishment of | Haven himself says: 
aining station. The Chair understands from the It is true that the water sometimes emits 
he Naval Committee that the President approved | by the organic deposits thrown i 
it the site had been secured, and the naval train- eee ie es 


stablished. The paragraph in question appropri 
innintenance of that naval training station, and 
mstrained, therefore, to hold that it is in order. 


people living along t @ shi 
That may be, but is it possible that 
posed naval training school will et 





PER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike | polluted and foul smelling that the le of Lake 
ragraph, and on that I desire to be heard. Members, | ployed lawyers and called upon the State board 
x the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs, | secure relief from the nuisance? 

e that it recommends that an appropriation of It will be said that two boards have decided in f 
man toward improvements contemplated upon the] Bluff. Two years ago, in the debate here, I said 
naval training station at Lake Bluff, and declares | board never made what could be called an “ ins 
tual expenditure of $2,000,000 will be necessary for | site near my home at Racine and that the senior me 
on of buildings and other improvements. This | first board never visited that site at all. Th 


irge expenditure in and of itself alone makes this 


was contradicted by a letter written by a member « 
importance. 


which was read to the House. Not exp 


the attention of Members of the House to another | such extraordinary statement as was 
great importance in connection with this proposed | I was then unprepared with written or d tary 
n. On the 17th of October last the Chicago Tribune, } reply to it. I am now prepared to d nstrate 


‘eat newspapers of the country—I think that it is 
in superlatives to say one of the great newspapers 


what I then asserted as to the alleged visits « 
This may not be entirely g 


lid—contained, on the front page, an article concern- | nevertheless it shows how this thir h 
Lake Bluff site, which I will read. Lake Bluff is | therefore instructive. It is admitted by « 
ut 30 miles from the city of Chicago. The article is | board came to Racine only on August 4 and O 
‘New war on naval school—Senator ALGcer reopens | two visits only. 
Lake Bluff site—Claims water is polluted—State I now reiterate my statement that ! 
ealth aids at request of Lake Forest.” first visit go within a mile and a half of the R 
reading the article I wish to remind Members that | have here now the documentary proof to establis! 
I est is on the shore of Lake Michigan, about 6 miles | tion. 
the city of Waukegan, and that between these two The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman fr 
ke Bluff. It must be borne in mind also that in the | sin has expired. 
t's published request for proposals for sites, one of Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I 
nents was that the site should have a bathing beach. | have fifteen minutes in which to conclude. It is 
une article is as follows: importance, I think, to the committee that they 


the facts in connection with the selection of t 
oe Bluff. 
ER visited Lake Forest last summer, and learned from The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from W 


ALGER STARTS THE CRUSADE, 


cent I 
en, the health officer of Lake Forest, of the sanitary agita ‘ : sorte = Is Sfteen 1 f 
being carried on in an effort to secure relief from the COoPE R] asks that he may have ae — 
ters incident to the tannery at Kenosha and the glucose clude his remarks. Is there objectio1 
\\ nee and in company with Doctor Haven made an There was no objection. 
trip to Lake Bluff, and found from the engineering staff » PIVEY . | : acl: t} mtlemar 
ilar sanitary conditions existed. It was supposed at the Mr. RIXEY. ‘ I would like to ~ 4 o — le Pre 
nator ALGER was merely a summer visitor at Lake Forest, Mr, COOPER of Wisconsin. Will the gentleman 





v of recent developments it is thought that his real object | conclude my statement? Then I think there will be 
1 the truth of the rumors regarding bad sanitary conditions for qu tions 

and to use his influence to secure a reopening of the ee ‘4 ' hs 
* location of the site when the next Congress convenes, Mr. RIXEY. Does not the gentleman COBRIGCE TARE TNS que 


aL 409 


f +1 
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That is the whole question, as I un- As I wrote you in my last letter, I hope very much that 
when this matter was up a year ago ‘ will not fail again to visit Kenosha and Racine. Your pr: 
\ matt sen aye us 2 were too brief to permit of anything like a thorough ex 
t of Wise usin. I unde stand. You have asked | the sites. ‘This is especially true of the site at Racine. oer 
I do not think that it ought to be deemed closed, You will recall that your board did not go nearer than 
act that the State board of health has been ex- | "@!f to the proposed site in this city, on Nerth Point. 
er there through their official chemist and find | Phe House will observe that in this letter I spok 
great amount of sewage dumped into the lake | Site at Racine,” and of “the proposed site in this city, 
"aukegan and by the large tanneries | Point,” thus showing clearly that there was then only o 
1g so vile that the people of La ‘orest | the site at North Point—which that city had to offer. 
only did I speak of this site, but I took occasion in t) 
I wrote this letter to remind the board that during their visit of Aug 
198 of the copy book: had not been nearer than a mile and a half of it. 
in my last letter, The whole letter is as follows: 
as 1 RACINE, WIS., Au 
Admiral H. C. Taytor, U. 8S. N., 
Navy Department, Washington, D. C. 
_ My Dear Sir: I am in receipt of your Cleveland letter 
instant. 
ask the gentlem ‘ As I wrote you in my last letter, I hope very much tl 
will not fail again to visit Kenosha and Racine. Your 
were too brief to permit of anything like a thorough exa 
. sites. ‘This is especially true of the site at Racine. y 
Has the gentleman received a | that your board did not go nearer than a mile end a h 


posed site in this city on North Point. This site is a per 

ius ‘ E one-half to three-quarters of a mile in width, projecting 
They never replied to it. about 1 mile, and forming a bay perfectly protected fro 
Then how does the gentleman | storms—the only severe storms of this locality. The g¢ 
ithin a mile and a half? lev 1 and from 50 to 50 feet above the lake, excepting a r 


hich ean he eaails nrerte int ; . > wt cuniee 
I in. They made only two visits to ite aa a Tet aster Ge eae ee . 
both times I was with them constantly from their | Railroad between Chicago and Milwaukee. — 
1 their departure. On the first visit we stopped a ote Coa es the sa le of thet cite i - 
alf from the site because it was so late in the day, you make another and more complete inspection of it. As 1 
ising to come again and make a thorough ex- | your letter, I will be pleased to convey your message to the 1 
committees on sites of the respective cities. ct ere 
LILLEY of Connecticut. They never admitted that they ri ae Smita tage ee 
t within a mile and a half of the site? P E _H. A. Cooper, M. C 
of Wisconsin. Is it possible that so soon after First District of Vi 
{ would write a letter like this, and embody in A little later, under date of September 5, 1902, I 
ilsehood about their failure to go to the site at | board another letter, a copy of which is found on page 2 
Point? letter-press book. This letter constitutes absolutely 
LILLEY of Connecticut. How does the gentleman know | evidence that the board did not inspect any site at R 
1ad not been within a mile and a half of it? their visit of August 4, 1902. In this letter I distinctly r 
COOPER * Wisconsin. Because the first board made | the board that there were only two sites in my Cong 
two visits ft acine—one on August 4 and one on October | district, one at Racine and the other at Kenosha, a1 


verybody admits that. board had “ not as yet made any inspection of the site 


I the site 


] 


t 
ir. LILLEY of Connecticut. Do they say in those statements The letter is as follows: 
hey did not visit these points that the gentleman speaks of? RACINE, WIs., Sept 


COOPER of Wisconsin. Why, one of the board says that | Admiral H. C. Taytor, U. 8. N., 
; : ; oe : ; Navy Department, Washin . oC. 
it to a site in Racine in August. As a matter Sens GA 7 = <n : vas ee a ae oe 
; : ; — Sir: lave the hono k ledge >» receipt of 5 
simply to the foot of High street and stopped = ' a a eS 


cation of August 27. 
from North Point site. I note with pleasure the statement that your board ex] 
i The question occurred to me, | Plete its preliminary examination of sites some time durin 
month of September, and that it will be pleased to ma! 
: . : examination of any sites suggested by me. In this con: 
ight be mistaken. to say that there are but two sites in my district—one « 
‘iscousin. It is not possible for me to be | the other at Kenosha. Either of these would make an ad 
tion for t Great Lakes naval training station. Your 
partial ex: atic of the Kenosha site, Dut has not as 
inspection of the site at Racine. As you will recall, these 
- Connecticut. It is possible for the gentlem: | but 10 miles apart. Permit me, therefore, to urge that y 
: both of them on your September visit. 
oe ee . 7 : 2 I shall be greatly obliged if in reply to this you will kindly 
"ER of Wisconsin. I was with them all of the time | as to when your board will visit this locality. 
I met them there and went with them. They Awaiting your reply, I am, very respectfully, 
. as : ce oan 7 a ee H. A. Cooper, 
ao a ne : rhe oa ol po ruth of First District of 
ere, esides my letters 1ave affidavits of A ‘| rye : 

: Mr. Chairman, the board did not again visit Raci 
tober 31, 1902. Only four days later (November 
wrote the board another letter, a copy of which app: 
$25 of this letter-press book. 

In this letter I reminded the president of the bor 
had never personally made an examination of the \ 
site, and distinctly informed him that the tivo other im 
the board on their visit of October 31, 1902, arrived at 

+ : cour as to make it impossible for them to see the si 
Yes; and I will speak of tl hour 68 possitte 'f P 


them a . 
, ; ght. 
sent the evidence concerning the light 


Connecticu 
‘ur to other members of the committee, 
W 


as the gentleman can see and as I shall demon- 


ticut. There was afterwards another 


If the gentleman is referring to 
about another and entirely differ- 


There was another commission 


The letter reads as follows: 
RACINE, WIS., Nove) 
shal ffar - -inda Aided ot . , 
I shall offe r two kind : OL ¢€ vi Admiral H, C. Taytor, United States Navy, 
letter written to the board immedi- Navy Department, Washington, D. ¢ 


isits to Racine; second, affidavits Str: Permit me to say an additional word concerning t! 
tiz mmittee who accompanied the | naval training station. : ; 
sa visits Your full board has already visited the fine site at Kens 
te ‘ : ‘ of your members have made a second visit. I shall not, t 
ny letter-press book containing copies of all let- | to it in detail at this time. Jnasmuch, however, as you p 
me from July 5, 1902, to November 26, 1902. | never made an examination of the North Point site near ti 
thic hank T @ s aid oap a 5 s +> ; sire now to call attention to its very great merits. 
this book 1 find a le ttes dat d August 17 two nt is to be regretted that Licutenant-Commander Wins! 
i the board. This letter shows con- | neer Rousseau on their visit here last week arrived at 80 
that the board did not visit any site in or near the | (4-30 p. m.) as to make it impossible for them to sec thi 


the first visit of 


n August 4, 19062. light. It was after 5 o'clock before we arrived on the gro 
to make a satisfactory inspection. 
Racinn, Wrs., August 17, 1992. The North Point site can not be excelled anywhere. The 
States Navy. from 30 to 35 feet above the lake, very fertile, generally 
j Departmeat, Washington, D. C. every way peculiarly adapted to the requirements of the p! 
eipt of your Cleveland letter of the 14th | training station. There is ample opportunity to make a harb 
could be easily kept in good condition. The fine harbor of th 
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nnel depth of 21 feet, is also available. Without | Chicago and Northwestern Railway Company in this cit 


e site could easily be made an island by dredging the | board for the selection of a site for a 1 t it tior { 
extends across the point. There is a beautiful beach Great Lakes was on their line of road l 
in length. The point itself furnishes absolutely per Racine along in the afternoon and would 
from northeast storms, the only troublesome storms in | if desired to do so Che board arrived at ( 


From the north side of the site Milwaukee is visible, 20 | depot during the aftern 
ym the south side there is a fine view of the bay and | to Hotel Racine, where 



































itv of Racine. ber of other persons 
f Lake Michigan has the lowest death rate of any por That after a few moments conve 1 ‘ ) | 
ited States, and it would be impossible to find a more | the statement that they were limited for t é nd had 
than North Point. time, possibly thirty minuté to re d 
Chicago and Milwaukee, the site is near the center | they desired to tain as much inf 
lation, to which it is easily accessible. our harbor and harbor facilities 
igibility, healthfulness, and every other essential the That the board, together with several tizer j ding ¢ 
Point is ideal. H. A. Cooper, entered the « i ‘ and were d I » N M 
the honor to remain, very respectfully, street to High street and from there east to the 
H. A. Cooper, M. C., point a splendid view of Raci: Bay i Ha 
First District of Wisconsin. There was no naval training stathk ffered to t 
. . 5 vhil sta } there ( } , : 1 ntec 
‘man, these letters were written when the incidents ie ved — ~ . t a rth 1 . ‘ , 
, , stateme made tha a the s th ae I f 
in my mind, and at a time when there was no | slough or creek entering the 1 I 
the controversy which has arisen. where a splendid | or could be obtained with I 
. 4% . ost The oar declined to drive m there 1 ‘ f 
Chairman, in addition to these letters I have affi- an K 4H ; a a i. a \ v 
‘ 7 > 2 rol ere we stood, assi y > he ‘ { 
I desire to present. I secured these affidavits in | cient time. We remained at 
vo years ago, immediately after the gentleman from | utes. The board was then driver ‘ 2 
—— - . . ° iepo by > wav of gh str : é 
| the letter from the member of the board, I mailed and en | ets 4 — hi ; 
. 4 * rd rs VISIC Oo ie oara to his 1 > p 
» Mr. R. M. Boyd, one of the committee of citizens | nor visited by the board, as the point wh« , ed i 
iied the board during its visits to Racine, together | populated portion of the city and no sit t 
‘ > . . “ the forth int site 
from myself requesting him to forward me affida a * er , en © the board at 1 iI 
. * . e , . 0 € VISIt ol ne poare a a iater pe I, 
embers of the committee setting forth the facts as | October, I was absent from the cit) 
ts. I will insert in the Recorp a copy of my letter Mi tH IN \ 
Ithough it would have been in somewhat different Subscribed and sworn to before me tl 26th of Fe 1 
. . : . e | ‘ ] \ | 
nally intended for publication. In it there is no ens a. M.S 
. : oO i: ‘ommissic ires ugust 15, 1904 
f what I had said during the debate, but only a re- Notarial commission expires August 15, 190 
idavits showing the exact facts. In Mr. Walker's affidavit he swears that on the first t of 
‘to Mr. Boyd is as follows: the board they were met at the static nd drive to H ] 
: FEBRUARY 24, 1904. Racine; proceeded from the hotel to the east end of Hig 
Racine, Wis. where the entire company left the ges and wal | 
M B -: a ay ge Feat - will en of the | edge of the bluff to view Racine Harbor and tl 
n the use al of 1e defeat of the navi raining- ’ . - 
. eee a Ses as tween the harbor and North Point. He adds that « 
e astonished in a debate than when to-day Mr. Foss Statement was made bi Admiral Taylor that } ) ft 
ten | a pongo saying that on the first | gilow Racine but one-half an hour. He says t 
d (August 4, 1902) they were met at the station in leh? = ci i ee a aa = ' 
eded in carriages to examine a site a short distance alighted from their carriage . at the f Higl : 
that the board inspected this site and afterwards there was NO possible location jor a naval tra 
ity and to the a re a say that the that that vicinity was never suggested as a site nd ‘ 
Was not presented to the board except in a casual! ts . nite 2 ‘ 1. . ee . ' 
e they only visited the site which the committee had visit of the board to the place bere tl ey 
earriages was only for the purpose of getting a vi 
hear of a1 cone surpass that? I can not imagine | harbor and the general surroundings, it being und 
to make such a statement. herewitl nclose ¢ . 4 } 
Ww letter above referred te. — » nerose @ | one-half an hour was all th ime they « . a 
ld get an affidavit from each man who was with | and that it would be impossible for them to ( 
at day, setting forth the exact facts as to where | q¢ that time. 
ven am iow near they came to reac! ‘ither of - a ‘ : 5 
Have each affiant give his In F ane tate his Ile dads. however, that a promise was the 
either tl one he at present occupies or the one he ocenu mould sit the propos d site at then ) 
of the v Have these affidavits made before a nota Mr. Walker swears that on their second visit—O 
f his seal to each one of them, or before a judge | “d ee tale oi the ratieay atation at } ‘ 
rt officer having a seal Have each affidavit cover the oard was met at the raliway station at abou 


d send to me by earliest possible mail driven to North Point. He says that before st 
this letter to Mr. Walker and other interested friends. 
all not be made public until after I have presented 


men of the receiving party took out their watches 
0} inion that it would be impossible to reach the ( 
ITs, H. A. Cooper. and asked if the board could not await a more favor ‘ 
s after mailing this letter I received an affidavit | tunity to visit it, to which they replied that it would 
er of the citizens’ committee. One of the aftr sible for them to come again. Mr. Walker s s that 
Michael Higgins, a leading manufacturer of my | Unfavorable conditions the party drove as r ! 
\t that time its mayor. Other affiants are W. A. | North Point, arriving after the lights had bee 
: : ! R. M. Boyd, for the last thirty years citizens of | houses. 
prominently identified with its business interests. The affidavit of Mr. Walker is as follows: 
t is Mr. Henry J. Schroff, now and for several R 
clerk in the city of Racine. To whom it may concern: 
rcins accompanied the board on only its first visit. I, W. A. Walker, a citizen of Racine f the 1 f + 





”. In his affidavit he swears that the board. ac- aero a eee a ohn in aris aan 7 
the citizens’ committee, were driven to the lake | with the mayor, city clerk, and others t Re 

h street; that no naval training station site was | Mander C. Meck. Winslow oe ; » aes 
board in that vicinity; but that while standing eee ee an a . ae ie ting a sit . 


bank North Point was pointed out and the state- | on the Great Lakes, on or about Au ust $, 190 i 


t i oe Littee ere net at the Chicag No S naam 
t on the south side of it there was a large slough — W re a 7 - the H fet Racine i od 
; : carriages ant rive LOL in n al } 
e a splendid harbor could be secured with com-| to the north side of Racine, at the east end of High stre 
le cost. | entire party got out of the carriages, walked 


j j : é { viewe F he tacine arbor i¢ he t il 

hat the board declined to drive up there, a dis- oe : = — = Pr oe DOr al it 
— . ee iarbor an i oint; that 
out 2 miles from where they then stood, assigning | Admiral Taylor that he coul 
that they had not suflicient time. He adds that | time, and in view of that fact a member < 
ned at that place a few minutes and were then | ©U% Proposed site at Wind Point, stating | 


¢ : : entering the lake on the south side of said sit \ ’ 
to the railway station. He also swears that at the | protected from all of the heavy storms, and t this 
the board to Racine there was positively no site | Point was the only site for the pr sed 


visited by the board, as the point where they | oer #t Racine, so far as I know. = Wh 


1 * . . the carriages, at the end of High street, 
a densly populated portion of the city, and that | for a naval station; it was never s ested 











s Inentioned to them except the North Point site. the committee to the place where wé lid - : 
vit of Mayor Higgins is as follows: | solely for the purpose of getting 
i : surroundings, it being distinctly un stood i 
HIGGINS SPRING AND AXLE COMPANY, the time they could give us on tha = 4 , : 
3s OF WAGON AND CARRIAGE SPRINGS AND AXLES, sible for the committee to visit Wind Point at that time 
Racine, Wis., February 25, 1904. however, being made that they would visit our pt a ohh “ 

ir., being first duly sworn, deposes and says that in the | earliest possible convenience 
was Mayor of the city of Racine, and that on or about the | I also state that on the second visi rt ( ; of the mittee, 
\ugust, 1902, he was informed by Mr. Lloyd, agent for the ' Commander C. McR. Winslow and Chief Engi Iu. R it 
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the Northwestern Railway station | a few moments on general subjects, the question 
and driven direct from the station | much time could be devoted to Racine. 
. COOPER : Cc. 3 W. H. Kranz, { think that the remark was made by Admiral T aylor 
i - i lf, nnd other persons | only about thirty minutes to spend here, and that he wo 
ir ion tha s the | a definite idea of our harbor and harbor facilities. The 
to | tered the carriages and was driven up North Main str 
| from High street east to the lake shore, from which 
view of Racine Bay and harbor may be obtained. While 
1 pointed out to Admiral Taylor North Point, and c: ulled 
the fact that on the south side of the point there w: 
creek which empties into the lake and where a sp ye ndid 
ould be constructed at a comparatively small cost. 
lined to drive up there, which was about a mile and a } 
inspect the premises, assigning as a reason that they h: 
ime, but that they would return later in the season a 
ch time as was necessary in order to make a complete 
tigation of the site. On their first trip to tl is city 
nspected, and there was no site mentioned or offered 
‘North Point” site. There positively was no site offered 
at the point where we stopped, it none in a thickly sett 
the city. When I mentioned the North Point site to Ad 
he called the attention of H. H. Rousse au, the recorder of 
1e statements which I had made and requested him to 1 
ium of the same, and promised to devote ample time fo; 
tion of the site when they returned later in the season. 
On the S3ist day of October, 1902, I received the fol] 
m Lake Forest, Ill.: “R. M. Boyd: Naval Training 
| reach Racine about 3 o'clock to-day.” We had carria 
Northwestern Depot at 3 o'clock. The members of ft] 
ained, and my recollection is did not reach the Nort! 
il abe $.50. It was represented to them that on 
teness of their arrival it would be impossible to rs 
ears that Admiral Tavlor informe Nort] Point and thoroughly inspect it, and they were rex 
f a Sa ee aa ov to the hotel, remain all night, and make the inspe 
ird had only about thi ! I ing. They declined to do so absolutely, for the r 
that thev were driver » | were traveling on schedule time and must be in Sheboyg 
et. and that whil . t! they were to inspect a site at Sheboygan early the 
’ , . al leave for some other destination. The drive was 
1e attention of Ad: as fast as could possibly be done. When we arri 
declined to drive to t oint, | 1: were lighted in the farmhouses. We stopped a | 
tant. assigning a - 1a bridge that crosses the creek or slough on the south line o 
>. _ | ren proceeded up to a point a little north of the lis 
"but adding tha it t they vould re ‘lL | then drove on the highway to*a point nearly to the west 
nd devote as much time as nece *y | proposed site. ‘Turning there, we retraced our steps and 
lt ae +O] p : Sta . . ewears e CIty. 
hh n of the site. Mr. ee From a point near the light-house the electric lights in 
ine the board inspected no site, the harbor lights were plainly visible. Upon this occa I 
fered except only the North Point | attention of the board to a site lying east of the highway 
Pp sitively no site offered or in traveled going - North Point and beginning about three 
I mile north of the city limits, and extending up to what 
. shore where the board stopped, | jhe “ Three-mile road.” The members of the board did 
: alight from the carriages to inspect this site, but looked 
“the North Point site | drove along the h lighway. It is known on their report as ‘ 
. * : . | Site B.” On this occasion is the only time that the att 
attention Engineer board was called to that site, except through correspond 
to the statement which he i 
sted Rousseau to make a memo Subscribed and sworn to before me this 26th day of I< 
to devote ample time for an in- 1904. . 
ate ; roe ae * ESTELLE . 
oard returned later in the i L. Notary Public, Racine 


ond \ ctober ol ne | My commission expires February 4, 1906. 


City Clerk Henry J. Schroff swears that on Augu 
was a member of the committee which accomp 
to the lake bank at the east end of High street, fro 
the site recommended to the board by the committee 
out as lying just west of North Point light-house; 
site than the North Point site was referred to or 
on that day; that after,a few minutes spent in coi 
board were driven to the station, and that, to the bes 
lief, not more than forty-five minutes were consul! 
val of the board in Racine until their departure. 
swears that on their second visit, the board being |: 
ing, they were informed by the citizens’ committe: 
he site at such an hour would be doing injustice 
the citizens of Racine; that the board were inv 
over night and view the site by daylight, but inf 
zens’ committee that it would be impossible for thi 
as they had to be in Milwaukee that evening to Ik 
point farther north, Mr. Schroff adds that the bo 
driven to North Point as speedily as possible, 
when it was too dark to make an inspection of | 
The affidavit of Mr. Schroff is as follows: 
City CLI 
Racine, Wis., 
OF WISCONSIN, Racine County, 8s: 
nry J. Schroff, city clerk of the city of Racine, 
yn or about August 4, 1902, he was one of the : 
ttee which was appointed by the n: 
al il training school on the west shore 
ommittee being composed of Admiral Taylor, 
nder Winslow, and H. H. Rousseau. . 
Che said committee on their arrival were taken in car 
tacine across ain Street Bridge, up North Main stre 
t on High street to the lake bank, from which p« 
e Racine Hart rr, and the site recommended to the 
;’ committee was pointed out to them as lying just 
! it light-house. No other site than the one referred t 
N mended outside of the one just mentioned. That poss 
city, | minutes were spent in conversation, after which tl! 
iwest« i . The | were taken west on High street, south on Milwauk: 
1otel. They were troduced | on State street to the Northwestern Depot, where tf 
k § r and myself, and about this | mittee bade farewell to the visiting committee, and wer 
an H. A. Cooper and Clarence Sny-! said board would return to Racine at a later date and ; 
urned from Kenosha. After chatting | sition a thorough consideration. That to the best of nu 


came 


day 
that all of t 


C.. ie 
Notary Public 


d swears 


he attention 


oh corresp mden 
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ty-five minutes were consumed from the time the said | I wish to call attention to the fact that 
ed until their departure 


A : ‘ specifies ms W | he site 
second visit the committee were several hours late in | 5P© tions was that th . 





were informed by the citizens’ committee that to go and | isolated, and also that it should 
lat n hour in the day would be doing an injustice | trict. This site can not b ‘ 
d and to the citizens of Racing rhey were requested ‘ _— } +} liy e 
ight and view the site in daylight. The citizens’ com- t joins th a 
nformed that at vy d be impossible, as the largely to manufacturers : 
ttee must be in Milwaukee that evening to leave for | manufacturing distr her s 
north ; ; » Lake Bluff site 
’ tions the citize mmittee with tl visiting com the Lake Bluff ite. 





the trip was made as speedily The new board has selected I e ] 


pos — s 2 te a bought with the money appro} ted 

‘ y ple, including an electrie rail 
\ se stice to the citizens of | Government. Though onlv 170 ac 
— a naval aining scho t 1 a hundred thousand dollars. I 4d 








, ' : hat 
Scrrorr, City Clerk. te y thi Laut 7 
} ; T aka lyf « 
and sworn to before me this 26th day of February, 1904. | Why if Lake Bluff S I i > 
WM YW ARMST NG | make a donation of it t he T i 
Clerk Municipal Court Racine County, Notary Public Mr. VREELAND. 


there is one other bit of evidence of great sig- | in referring to the 














g e matter now be ‘ ‘ . 
which I wish now to refer. It is a letter indicating | admire a good fighter. and 1 n sul ; 
tv that the board had selected the Lake Bluff site {Mr. Coorer] has shown that he be 
second visit to Racine. I have here a copy of | that class. A good many M¢é 2 
h was written by the president of the board on | were not in the last Congress and ‘ \ 
one week prior to their last visit to Racine. I COntTrove v which h ‘ ted 1 ¢ + } 
t the United States Geological Survey. | the last few years. Several 3 ro | ws 
; as follows: | that it ought to have val t gs 
» oF Great LAKES NAVAL TRAINING STATION, Lakes We had one in le Isl had 
Tawy TY ‘ . . . . . 
Navy Di cM vr A S , j the coast. We found that we were o D 
Washington, D. C., October 24, 1902. " : . 
; ns : ~- | tor the Navy from the Middle States of é 
oon ; a . I l I 
» honor to inclose a copy of the board’s letter, No. 275, | : : ae ’ 
o the Department, and of a letter from the Comp- | W8S decided by Congress that we s! i 
easury of A 15, forwarded with the Department's somewhere upon the chain of Great I f i 
t of October 17; and, with the Department's yproval, ee at a glance } } wonld } ; 
’ . see at a glance that there would be ! ces 
authority of the honorable the Secretary In a hlicl Paseo : : - 
the United States Geological Survey to if | the establishment of the plant. i su 
graphical survey a tract of land about 360 acres, | ten, and perhaps more, places bi ; ) 
Ill., shown on inclosed blueprint, and referred | Nayy Department as suitable sites for this 
d lett s, all expenses in connection therewith to be de i ae - : 
Navy Department from the special appropriation at its offered one, ly ng upon the shores f Lake |] 
yurpose, and in the method outlined in the inclosed which I have the honor to represent: | < 
tter is ipproved by the Department rhe survey is de in the lot: and if the question is to ey mened 


s possible Five-foot contours muld be shown on the | - : 7 , . 
i be drawn on a scale of not less than 500 feet to an | 4ttention again to the merits of that plac 
i and wooded portions should be d and i A commission was appointed in the 


to have the map show the location of the 10, 20, and 30 











nguis 








‘low the level of the lake surface in front of this tary of the Navy to look over ts 
| which was the best one for the 
respectfully, er | They decided that the site at Lake B 
idmiral, United States Navy, Se std tomas a tens: o— the best one to buy. ; , » a - 
on nek Mase: They reported back to the Secretary of tl 
Navy Department. report was approved and the matter « 
st contained in this letter was complied with. Ex- | 't was brought here by those interested in s 
» Office of the Geological Survey made a topograph sites. Congress, alter ai Hearing : 
of the Lake Bluff site. This survey was drawn to a | ® Lew board should be app t 
howed contours of the site and of those below the | b€ gone over again. So a ni ' 


ke surface in front of it, the clear and wooded | the board of officers, presu ly 
| all other details. It was not an ordinary survey, | ©Ste¢ a8 Much as we in the welfare 
1ical survey made by Government experts. Thes« Navy y, again decided that this site ; I Blu 
ied me that it was the only survey made by that one offered for this purpose. 
( the request of this board. : | rhe people of Chieago contr ted e 
n, there is only one conclusion to be drawn from | %-"U,U8¥. The Government of the 
d the making of this survey, and that is that the | Utle to the property and a com maar 
site had been selected at least one week before the | there. In the naval bill of last y 
ted the city of Racine. Concerning this I have no tion of 920,000 for. maint 
ents to make. would seem to me, Mr. Chi 
far as the location is concerned 


the first board. Congress directed that another 
It seems to me that all 


ypointed. This board visited the various sites. 


' r } +} +i } 7 mA ft 
} j : . : 5 nw . : consin 1s the l1me-ii i lI 
had a hearing in this city, at which it Stat ee 3 ; 

> ~ : . ~~ . ates A Ww ihe! tiie ‘ t 

t the Lake Bluff site, about 170 acres, wi ae 

swear at the court | 


t Government. If they believed that La 
site, why was it necessary to give it to 
Government had appropriated the money to 
anted. Why not submit to a fair competition? 





Mr. COOPER of W 
York pel Ca quest 


board told us repeatedly at Racine that the ied ' 
; . 7 . ~ ; of t report in the cag 
350 to 500 acres. Chey took 170 acres. Che sta : } 
: : . . by t St board of 
ally have more land, and the people who have ; : 
get what they ask. Who donated this site? | 7°""""~ as 
ek one of the daily papers in my city contained an | “ na nik Best 
. . agreeable odor t it $f I 
nual report of the Chicago and Milwaukee | ‘ ; 
hi a at Mr. FOSS. Mr. ¢ 
d, from which I read as follows: . 1 
some trout ) S 
to know that the railroad company gave $25,000 1 att of y 
of the site for the Naval Training Station in| ‘ the ae ; ’ 
t which up to this time has never been made | Tel edied 


Mr. VREEI 

thing about Senator Arerer being down there. I | Affairs had before it the « 

rt time before returned from a trip to the Orient | station. We went il 

this Tribune article. I have since conversed with | pollution of the w: 

r, and he has told me of his being in Lake Forest | contamination caused b; 

to Lake Bluff. He declared that the odor from the | at, however, a considerable d 

Lake Bluff and at Lake Forest was exceedingly dis-| we found, had promptly take ip 

during his visits, ! standing is that the nuisance has been abated, and tl the1 
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no t te whatever, and that there is an abundant and un- 
| ly of pure water for the use of this station. 
ring the last Congress many of us will re- 
it my friend from Wisconsin occupied some two 
| , the time of this House going into this matter thor 
oug ; ng into it in detail, exhausting the subject, and that 
t] ‘ was at that time brought before the House and 
( i led. Ife went into it ably, as he always does 
ev« s hich he undertakes Iie presented all the merits 
of tl ise in favor of some other station being selected than 
| Blu It seems to Mr. Chairman, that after all this | 
( I ination, after we have entered into possession of | 
fter we have spent many thousand dollars in 
» 7 ‘fect shape, it is too late to go back and | 
ie question of where this station shall be located. 
\ riTZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I am in favor of strik- 
| ‘om the bill, but from different reasons 
gentleman from Wisconsin. There 
with barn and a few wooden build 
is asked $20,000 for maintenance for 
There was no detailed estimate sub 
nmittee, but in preparing the recomme 
d { the language found in the bill for | 
training station and had that language inserted in 
th bill. § we find this paragraph authorizing expendi- | 
tures for fire « inguishers, heat, lighting, furniture, stationery, 
I | expressage, packing boxes and mate- 
I telephone, and street-car fares. There is an 
ryved up there designing and laying out a plan for 
t] | | naval training station. 
} \ LELAND. May I interrupt my colleague? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 
VREELAND. I want to say to my colleague that else- 
is bill is an appropriation for the purpose of enter- 





May &. 


eral plans, and an architect preparing plans for buildings 
engineers laying out the roads and the drainage. This appron 
only for maintenance. There is nothing for buildings. ~~ = 

Mr. Burter. Beginning with July 1, 1906, this force wil] 
lutely necessary at this point? a. 

Admiral CONVERSE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. BuTLerR. And the men provided for in this section will 
ployed regularly? 

Admiral Converse. Yes, sir; under civil-service rules. 

Mr. BurLter. And will there be sufficient business to keep the 
pied during business hours? 

Admiral CONVERSE. Yes, sir. 

_Mr. Rixey. Is it intended to confine this station to a reeruiti; 
tion ? 

Admiral CONVERSE. Yes, sir. 

Mr. Rixry. It is not intended for a navy-yard? 

Admiral CONVERSE. No, sir; simply for receiving recruits t! 
liminary to i We get a good many recruits 


and 


going on ships. 


Lakes now when the steamers are laid up, and Detroit, Cley 


cago, Milwaukee, Duluth, and Superior are furnishing men ali { 
Mr. Rixny. Is that used now as a recruiting station? 
Admiral CONVERSE. No, sir; we have no accommodations for } 
them. 
Mr. Rixey. When will it be ready? 


Admiral CONVERSE. It depends upon what you will give us to 
the buildings. 
Mr. Kircnutn. How far is that station from Chicago? 


The CHAIRMAN, It is about 35 miles, I think. You wy you w 
these men there this coming year? ; 

Admiral CONVERSE. Yes, sir. 

The CHAIRMAN. Can we safely reduce this estimate? 

Admiral CONVERSE. We put in the estimate exactly as asked 
Captain Ross. 

‘ir. VREELAND. Is there an appropriation for buildings? 


\dmiral CONVERSE. Not it is to be submitted. 
mated for. 

The CHAIRMAN. You have submitted it on page 87 of the bil! 

Mr. BurTLter. What Department will that come under, the 2 
Navigation ? 

Admiral CONVERSE. Yes, sir; but not in my time. 
has been appointed. 

The CHAIRMAN. Who is the commandant? 

Admiral CONVERSE. Captain Ross. He is in town and can a 
fore the committee if you so desire. 

Mr. VreeLAND. Where are you going to keep this live stock? 

Admiral CONVERSE. We have a barn there. There were two 
buildings there when the property was transferred; it was qui 


yet ; It 


is 


After my 


Now, I did not find any testimony of Captain Ross in 
the hearings as I have been able to obtain. I may hay 
looked it; but if it be no more specific than this testini 
if there be no more definite information than 
indicates, I should like to know upon what the House is od 
to appropriate $20,000 for “ice and periodicals and stat 
fire extinguishers, and the like, for street-car fare,” and also 
$6,940 “for clerical and other help.” 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the : 
man, he offers eriticism of the Naval Committee for mal 
appropriation based upon one page of the hearings. I 4 
eall the gentleman’s attention to the fact that if he will 


this te 


| page 167 of the hearings he will find for each of the next 


| commit 


| for 


e designs for which this site was intended, namely, 
t! ling of tl necessary buildings, the equipping of it 
eu for which the Government purchased it, for taking 
ft men who are waiting to enter the service of the 
| i States; that all of these things will, before the end 
en at the present time, be necessary for the | 
t t is to be carried on there for the Government. 
/ FITZGERALD rhey have an architect employed up 
unauthorized, as far as I ean find any provision of law, 
1 general scheme for laying out this place. As the 
‘ mm New York says, further on in the bill there is 
rrying $750,000 toward the completion of build- 
} re to cost S2.000,000. 
} lings are to be used in training landsmen, as they 
| apprentice seamen, who are not kept in the build- 
y han six months After that period of training they 
t to se I the provision authorizing the buildings 
restriction upon the compensation to be paid to an 
» adequate provision to prevent the extravagance 
i h as we have had in connection with the building of the 
demy and Military Academy, nothing but this gen 
a ‘ 7 n to pend $2,000,000 for buildings at the 
! training ion Mr. Chairman, the least the House has 
: i exp from a great committee when it comes in with 
lation that $20,000 be appropriated for some pur 
1 adequate excuse be given for the appropria- 
tir Che only thing that I can find in the hearings before the 
1 Naval Affairs bearing upon this subject is the 
S rent made by the Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, and 
s contained on one page of the printed hearings of the Naval 
Committee, and on that insignificant testimony they not only 
} | $20,000 for maintenance, but they recommend $6,940 
and other help in the office of the commandant. 
Whe flice is to be established, and where these men are 
; to do we nd what their work is to be at a place where there 
e no igs, no training station, in the correct sense of the 
rm. s difficult to find out. If there be money needed for the 
n it e of this station during the coming year, I have no 
: doubt 1 it should be appropriated, but it is customary to 
" have some specific recommendation, some definite information 


upon \ hich the llouse ean act. 


ITAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous con- 
sent that I may be permitted to proceed for five minutes 

the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
1 mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objec- 

There VAS no obiection. 

M ITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I will read the testimony 
upon which these recommendations are submitted to the House. 

id il CONVERSE. We have been working on that fund of $250,000. 
We have a naval captain there supervising the preparation of the gen- 


seven pages continual hearings upon this subject by t 
mandant at this station. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, Mr. Chairman, very much 
misfortune, upon applying at the Committee on Naval 
for a copy of the hearings on this bill the pages to 
gentleman refers were among those the committee were 
to furnish to me; so that Members of the House are not 
criticised for not finding all of the testimony submitted 
tee; but the fact is that there are there on thi 
a barn and two or three wooden buildings, and $20,000 i: l 
maintenance, while for the maintenance of the nav 
ing station at Rhode Island, where they have men uni 
ing and where they are doing effective work, the total 
priation for maintenance is $71,000, and the total appro} 
for maintenance at the California station is $50,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ag 
pired. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. 
tion? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, it may be necess 
appropriate $26,940 for maintenance and clerical help 
place before they have even commenced to erect a buildi 
if it be, I would like the House to consider how much 
required after the erection of the contemplated buil I 
cost not to exceed $2,000,000. I should like to know \ 
vision the committee has made to prevent the exorbil 
and charges of architects in the erection of this estab! 
We had some experience in connection with the Naval A 
In order to prevent a repetition of it when it was prop 
reconstruct’the Military Academy at West Point, a sp 
was appropriated for architects’ fees. Nobody has con) 
that the Government suffered particularly from that pr 
although there was considerable discontent upon the )) 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous « 


New Yor! 
Is the 
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‘chitects throughout the country. This is the time when} in the negative, as was the gentleman from Wi 


propriations must be carefully scrutinized, because when | Coop: rR], and the motion was def 














rted, as Members of the House well know, it will be | rejected. The matter then went ‘ 
le ever to cut them down. pending in conference, some amend \ le, y 
PALMER. What is the use of expending $2,000,000 for a | satisfactory, not to everybody, be i 
training station where recruits are to be received and | cerned, I was opposed to it up \ , 
| for a few weeks and then forwarded to the service? | was no necessity for a naval trai > atatis n the G ‘ 
\ ; the use of spending that large amount of money for a | Lakes, where you could not have ler the treaty with Great 
ce that? Britain, any battle ships; but my 1 n is that 1 that 
FITZGERALD. Oh, the gentleman is in great error. | compromise proposition came from t ( 
"I re to be kept there for about six months. ence the gentleman from Wis 1 [ Mr. ¢ 
-AL MER. How many will be there at a time? and it seems to me that he s ld le by |} 
ROBERTS. Ultimately about 2,000. Now, the proposition which he support dit ] 
FITZGERALD. And they evidently intend to have very | rect he can correct me—provided 

| | quarters, and when they are trained and sent on board Naval Tratnine Station. Great 1 

nd confined in the quarters they will be compelled to |} the establ nav: g sta 

| n board I predict that the desertions will increase at a | $-90,000. The President is hereby thorized 

vill astound the House and the country. Seall te gal ergo eee 
training stations should be very simple affairs. We | duty it be to I 
establishing a great university—that is, nobody imagined ; Stati the Great I s, and 

t h was the intention of Congress. I suppose, though, | \yi)"he necosshes fon bor 

that will have a magnificent granite and marble building | tion and construction of necessat 
men who are to be given a few months’ preparatory tail aaa f the findings and pr 
for hfe on board a ship as ordinary seamen OF &8 | octablishment of such naval traini! 

re to he eonir > ‘Tr § vork y ’ . . 
rTl LEY > at a for that ae, ae aide’ Now, the x ntieman il n Vis I iT 
LILLEY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman permit an | gpa; proposition. He took his ch t and 
tions lafa : } comer to ati , ° oud 
('TZGERALD. Yes. a ots ho! or eggs adh gence | 
ILLEY of Connecticut. There are practically 25 per principle- Pores aor 

re men here than at Annapolis. The buildings there cost Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Will s 
00, and this whole outfit will cost two millions, so We | .uocestion right there? 

ending 20 per cent of the money on the men who do Mr. RIXEY. I will. 

{ ork Of the Navy as against what we are spending for Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. I had . thoucht of « 

{ g of cadets at Annapolis, and it seems to me that it is | j¢ at all. until I saw in the Chicago Tribune on the f ; 
poruon. c the report of the examinations of th expert « 
(ZGERALD. At the Naval Academy we have the most | tye pollution of the water, that » odor was unix 1) 

itific course of any institution in the world. Men declared a nuisance. Then, inasi h as you wanted 1 
trained to officer the Navy, to spend their lives in it. place at the training site, I su sed if anvthir 
id four or five years at the academy. The men who ; 


bad that you could not live near it, it would 


eive this preliminary training are enlisted for three place in which to bathe. 


s, and the rule is that after one term of enlistment 








j 
Mr. RIXEY. I will state to the gentler that I 
{ for some other more congenial occupation. If the am concerned I do not believe 
ense for expending $2,000,000 for a training station is place on the Great Lakes. I believe the 
t ess in some way or another was prevailed upon to | gant to the coast and have their tra ° in 
$10,000,000 upon the Naval Academy, then it is the] tpey are to serve. But the House thought d 
{ ense I have ever heard urged for an appropriation. Congress ordered differently, and the gent! n fi 1 , 
ILLEY of Connecticut. Nevertheless is it not a fact] (Mr. Cooper] had his opportunity to present th 
1 reentage of reenlistments of the American Navy is | the site which he advocated: and he is het 
n any other navy in the world? because that site was not selected by the B 
'ZGERALD. Well, I do not know; but I do know this, | Mr. SPARKMAN. How many « f the se Nav 
t to this time, with the exception, I think, of the training | paye we? 
Newport, R. I., all of the men and the apprentice boys, Mr. RIXEY. We have two or .. We hav ‘ 
V reflected such glory and credit upon themselves and | fornia. one in Rhode Island, and then one at Nort 
1 he Navy, have been trained on training ships, ships which | j¢ is ysed as such. 
' for any other purpose. Under this new dispensa- Mr. SPARKMAN. In what particular do these 1 
t ver, it is necessary to give them better accommoda- | gehools differ from the training on the training 
I or many other man had when we were attending col- Mr. RIXEY. I presume it is the same thi ‘4 
I am opposed to such a scheme because I think it is | ¢hat they ought to be sent to the ships wv t 
ible extravagance. that training. But Congress thoug ffere ( 
LEY of Connecticut. May I say after an elaborate discussion al nsider ( l f 
'ZGERALD. Yes, of establishing this station on the Great Lakes 
LLEY of Connecticut. Do you not think taking thes« particular point, as I understand 
s, landsmen, and putting them aboard these ships has Now. as to whether any oney will | ppr 1 
use of desertions very largely? that is another matter; but I do tl , So 1 
[AIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New York | from Wisconsin [Mr. Coorrer] is rm 
I. day, he has taken his chances, and 
'ZGERALD. I do not; and I say, moreover, that after | eomplain of the selection of this s 
them out of this palatial training school and put them The CHAIRMAN. The time of t gent 1} ( ! 
ip they will quit the first time they get to land, and Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, |] one of Mem! ‘ 
ot hold them. [Applause.] this House who voted for the estal hment of f 
LLEY of Connecticut. No; they quit because they are | tion on the shore of the Great Lak« because I 
Id hulks being trained; they quit before they are |} py such an establishment the Navy would secure 
ch racter most like ly to do good 
NEY. Mr. Chairman, I agree with much the gentle- | West, many of them accustomed to t it 
New York has stated, and I will do him the credit | who would prove efficient in tl : eC It 
he is one of the few men on this proposition | encourage enlistments from that s n « 
; sistent. He opposed it in the beginning. I remem- | preeding place of hardy, |] \ 
vell when this proposition first came up. I opposed | Now, as to the advantag: f tr 
Committee on Nayal Affairs and opposed it on the shore rather than in ships, that ‘ 
first went out on a point of order, raised, I believe, | been considered in Congress t é 
itieman from Ohio. The provision for the naval} it has been conceded that { 
tation was then placed in the bill by the Senate. should be on land, for re ms \ or m« 
me to the House there was a motion made to con | to mention now. As has been stated ( g ft 1 Vir 
he Senate amendment with an amendment. I was op- | ginia, the question was fully considered | Congress as to 
the whole proposition, and was one of those who voted whether such training station should be established at Lal 
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Bluff, in Illinois, or at some other point on the Great Lakes. 
I do not think, sir, that there has been a matter brought before 
this ¢ ress that was discussed more fully and more thor- 
ol y and with more heat than was this one, two or three 
years a The gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Cooper] occu- 
pied 2 great deal of time in this connection, and with his usual 
vigor and persistency brought before the House every argument 
that was available in favor of the establishment at some other 
point, within the limits of his own State. Two commissions 
were appointed to investigate the relative merits of the various 


competing places. 
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| of it as an argument on constitutional law. 





May g, 


Probably he y | 
not recognize it. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. The gentleman spoke of 
thing that was done in the Supreme Court. I will say 
and strike out the “ Constitution.” : 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word ; 
this preposition, and enly a word. This matter was 
thoroughly discussed two years ago on the floor of this 1] 
and every objection which has been made here as to the 
selected by the different boards was made then, and, I 1 
made a great deal better then than now. There have be 
commissions appointed for the purpose, and they have wW: 
mously selected the site. The Navy of fhe United States y “J 
another training station. They have one on the Pacifie « : 
they have got another at Newport, R. L, and they wanted 
in the Great Lakes somewhere. So a naval board was 
commissioned to examine and select the site. Then a x | 
commission was appointed, Mr. Chairman, which consisted 
majority of civilians, and they unanimously selected this 


|} and the President of the United States has approved of 


There is no to believe that these commissions were 
in any way partial to any of these particular sites. The first 
was headed by Admiral Taylor, how deceased, an officer of the 
very highest character and ability, a man who would scorn to 
show preference unless that preference was justified. The 
President approved the findings of the second commission, also 
in favor of Lake Bluff, doubtless after a careful review of the 
rep s connected therewith. There is certainly no reason to 

1 e the President acted without full consideration of the 
merits of the various places. In my judgment, the entire mat 
ter has been settled, and I can not conceive why the gentleman 
ft Wisconsin comes now and seeks to overturn what has 
been so thoroughly discussed and, to my mind and to the mind 
of most of the Members who are familiar with the history of 
this legislation, established beyond the peradventure of further 
useful discussion, 

I | Mr. Chairman, that the motion to “strike out” the 
paragraph will be voted down. The interest of the Navy will | 
be best omoted by such action. 

[Mr. KINKAID addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I have not taken any special in- 
terest in the subject of the naval station except in a very gen- 
‘ \ but the remarks of my distinguished friend from 
Wisconsin [Mr. Coorer] in reference to the contamination of 
the water at Lake Bluff opened a new channel of thought. I 
regret very much that he did not make this speech some time 
ago. Th tes Supreme Court has been engaged for 


ie United Sta 
tr ‘a 

















| the 


title has been taken to the property, and the work h: 1) 
going on. Admiral Converse, in his report, says that “ the 
should be expedited on the new training station about to 
established at Lake Bluff, near Chicago, and when it is ¢o- 
pleted a present pressing want will be relieved.” 

Now, we all know that one of the most pressing quest 
the Navy to-day is securing a good personnel and the t: ny 
of the personnel. We propose to make this as good a 


on 
as the one at Newport. We sent a commission over to 
a few years ago to visit the different training stations a 1e 
methods of training men in the foreign navies. It is yn sed 
to make this a model training station for the men bel, he 
guns—the enlisted men. It is the only naval institution hi 
we have or will have out on the Great Lakes. 
We have nayy-yards along the Atlantic coast, along the Gulf, 
and along the Pacific coast, and we will have but this one naval 


station on the Great Lakes, and I think it ought to lx rood 
station. I think it ought to be a first-class station 
respect. It is located near the heart of the great center 
country, from which to-day come the best men who 
American Navy. 

Something has been said here to-day because the citizens 
Chicago subscribed $172,000 and gave this site to the United 
States Government. They are patriotic people in Chicago, and 
a number of years ago, when it was proposed to locate there 
Army post, the citizens of Chicago went down into their p 
and subscribed more than $300,000 and purchased the | | 
gave it to the United States Government. With the ; dd 
gree of patriotism, from no other motive than a sent of 
love for the Navy and devotion to the flag, they hav his 
ease already contributed this iarge sum of money and “} 
property over to the United States Government. \p- 
plause. ] 

Now, the Government of the United States having agreed 
establish a station of this sort and baving taken the | 
subseribed and paid for by the citizens of Chicago, I say to 
you that it would be unjust for it not to go ahead and « lish 
and build this naval training station. [Applause.] 

I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


n 


The question is on the moti 


| gentleman from Wisconsin to strike out the paragra| 


several years in considering the question as to the contamina- 
tion of the water supply St. Louis by reason of the flow of 
water down the Illinois River, which comes through the drain- | 
’ ( 1 at Chieago. If the distinguished gentleman from | 
\ ( 1 had n e his discovery and announced it to the | 
v ld be re that case was closed, it would have been possible 
t f Cl go in its controversy with St. Louis to 
t the contamination of the water supply of St. Louis 
‘ fi \ kegan and Kenosha, because the water which | 
! mplai 1 of at Lake Bluff, which he says is so con- 
t ed and has such vile odor, is water that gces down the 
hore of Lake Michigan until it reaches Chicago and 

t! s down the Chicago River and then down the drainage 
p | i I is River to St. Louis. It would have been a 
remarkable d very to have brought to the attention of the 
Supreme ir f the United States. St. Louis and the State 
of Missouri, thinking that it was the sewage from Chicago 
which w contaminating the water there, would have learned 
th: | r discoverer from Wisconsin had brought to the | 
{ n of the world the fact that the supply of contaminated 
water came from Lake Bluff. 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
( sent to say a word or two in reply to the gentleman from Illi- 
’ ‘ I ask three minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. MANN. I hope he will have all the time he wants. 

‘ ‘OOPER of Wisconsin. Mr. Chairman, in reply to the | 
: te argument of the ¢ inguished gentleman, the consti- 
tu | \ it, which he has seen fit to submit to the House, 
I des hat the gentleman from Wisconsin” has not 
mad discovery,” except to have found on the front page 
r4 hicago Tribune what purported to be a statement of 
a member of the State board of health, and also a statement 


rofessor of the Northwestern University as to the pollu- 
n of the water at Lake Bluff, caused by the gluten that came 


Lio! 
from the glucose factory, the only glucose factory in that vicin- 
t Waukegan, 4 miles distant. It is not a discovery of the 
leman from Wisconsin,” but a plain statement of two un- 
biased, professional experts as to the pollution of the water at 
Lake Bluff. It is not a discovery on my part, but a statement of 
facts by chemists. So that the gentleman’s eloquent, elaborate, 
and profound discussion of the Constitution and the law, when 
he alluded to me, was merely an airing of his own wisdom in 


reference to this matter, and wholly irrelevant. 
Mr. MANN, I do not know how the gentleman could think 


The question being taken; and the motion was reje 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In line 16, I nreve to strike out 
thousand dollars’ and insert “ten;” so that it will r 
thousand dollars.” I do this, Mr. Chairman, in view otf 
elaborate and apparently satisfactory explanation of tl 
sity for this particular appropriation by the gentlen 10 
have spoken in behalf of this establishment. They | : 
vinced me, at least, that probably they can get along h 
$10,000 a year at this station for these incidental ex) ; 
cluding “ periodicals, stationery, books, street-car fal d 
other matters, when so far as we are aware there is pr ’ 
no necessity for any more. 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I want to say for the benetit 0! the 


committee that this item of $20,000 does not altogether to 
the items mentioned by the gentleman from New Yor C 
also includes labor and materials and the preparatio the 
ground, and it would seem to me that this is a vel mall 
amount of money to be appropriated in that way, and it ld, 
in my judgment, cripple the expenditure of the item fu * on 
in the bill as well as that which was appropriated last 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a qu n: 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Yes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Does the gentleman think it pr cS 


ory 


make any very great expenditure in preparing these 








n plans have been approved for the buildings that are | 
iy ted there? 
IUDENSLAGER. The plans are prepared. 
ITZGERALD. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
here does not indicate that. 
ITDENSLAGER. Not that appropriation, but on | 
they are, and the need there is for the improvement of 


r 


The | 
on 


rZGERALD. jut I call the gentleman’s attention to | 
ent that the architect at this place is preparing the | 
id if he preparing them, they certainly are not | 
They can not be approved until they are prepared, 
that happens it seems to me very indiscreet to attempt 


the grounds, 


Is 
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me with an attempt to misle: 
is hardly accurate. In the lay 


‘ 1 WwW i 
he will find an appropriation of $250,000 which i 
the purpose of preparing and equip stat I 
lenge the gentleman to read the law and see if I 

rect. The appropriation that has | n 


“includes repairs and improvements of tl ul 

$250,000 that was appropriated was n Lil 
pose I will ask the gentleman from II] to 

fund they have obtained the money with | 
doing the identical work for which this $20,000 is ited 


The gentleman does not answer sons ul 1 f 
ing out the appropriation for clerical help. I stated th 























| committee had provided an office equ he for 
JUDENSLAGER. The grounds must necessarily be | not in existence. The gentleman chai 
| vith a view to the construction of certain buildings, | tempted to mislead the House into the belief th ! 
r as the actual laying out on paper is concerned that | tion already made and passed y ible for 
lone, for I have seen it myself, and, as I understand, | which it was not. I eall the ge in’s att 0 
; appropriation is to be made use of in that connec- ! that at least the House has a to exp \ 
is made to strike out an appropriation for clerical help, 
LLEY of Connecticut. This appropriation will not| is new in this bill, that the gentleman give one subs 
le until July 1. | reason for incorporating the provision in the bill. It m 
ZGERALD. Let me ask the gentleman from Con- | that he has done so, but if he has it has e ped my obs 
vhat has the $250,000 already appropriated been | Mr. FOSS. Evidently it has escaped the gen 30 
Che gentleman is on the committee and gave this a} tion. In the statement of Admiral Con, , Chief o ] 
attention. reau of Navigation, in the latter part of it—page 121 of 1 
iY of Connecticut. I have not that information. ings—is inserted the report of the commandant of 
ZGERALD. I should like to know somebody who] It says: “One clerk at $1,200; this clerk is re 
} ‘ormation and can give it. | construction, records, general office worl l o 
ISS. In Captain Ross’s testimony before the com- | under the engineer’s direction. One stenos : { 
1 the gentleman can haye—— | this is needed not only in the office of the co 
‘-ERALD. The gentleman knows that he gave me} all correspondence, and for the corresponde 
ny I could get in the committee, and that was | officers stationed here—also as a 1 and ré rd « On 
I applied to the gentleman personally. draftsman at $1.500: this draftsman is 
I gave the gentleman the testimony that he | and will be needed after the construction of 
stir ony of the bureau chief. is completed : aa nd so it foes on a 1 thi ig i ! i 
ZGERALD. No; I wanted the testimony taken on | for everything given here, and the o1 troubl 
tleman has not been able to make himself fat > wit I 
I think the gentleman must be mistaken. Here | facts. 
nt of the expenditures in the testimony of Cap- Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman. the gent! 
from the estimate that was su { ! If 
IRALD. I will ask the gentleman how much has ommittee is in the habit of aces rt ‘ s 1 
] i | from a Department as suffi it justificat 
Ss. Upto January 1, 1906, $11,912. and if that practice was follo 1 by 
RALD. And so they had left $239,000. that has jurisdiction over appropriation b ( 
That was on January 1, 1906. of the United States would be bankruy 
‘ERALD. They had $239,000 left, and that is in | gentleman not to read fr the es 
t] 20,000 that is appropriated. Now, I hope, Mr. | substantial reason for the appro} 
of the fact that $250,000 was appropriated lata place where there is to-day « 
t, and the balance, amounting on the Ist of | wooden buildings, although it is « 
t] year to $259,000, is still available, that the | authorize the construction of new bu 
| join me in reducing this appropriation by $10,000, | Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I eall i vi 
| this other money is available for the same pur- | The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on a 2 h 
| ment offered by the gentleman from New \ t 
\IRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the motion | the paragraph. 
tleman from New York. | The question was taken; and the a1 tw 
us taken; and the motion was not agreed to. The Clerk read as follows: 
l as follows: t I l 
e in the office of commandant as follows: One clerk, | ° aaa : 
at $1,000; one draftsman, at $1,500; one sub- : 
l ; one foreman of laborers, at $1,200; one messen ee 
in all, $6,940. In all, naval training station, Great e ; oe 1 
: | target 1 ti e, $3,500,000 r 
“GERALD. Mr. Chairman, I suppose there is no | Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chai I t 
part of the members of the committee that two | ment, which I send to the desl 1 ask t e! 
ftsman, and subinspector could be overworked The Clerk read as follows 
nuch as of that $250,000, which has been avail- | Amend by Ir z after the word ] 
i year, they have only been able to expend $11,000. | folfowing: “2 i, That no pal 
of supervision that will be necessary at this sta- | pended for shells and projectiles, except { 
necessary Clerical help that will be required will | ¢ aoe os access Sakae aeedice “eke 4 
l an appropriation of over $6,000. It may be neces- | shells and projectiles and m bids re i 
vy of what it is contemplated will eventually be done | ance with the terms and requirements of 
t seems to me to be unnecessary to authorize the} Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I am ady\ 1 | 
equipment before the erection of the buildings has | tary of the Navy that there is expended annually 
“i. Under these conditions I move that this pro- | out of this appropriation for shells and project 
icken from the bill. | has not been the practice of the Department | 
‘Ss. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has unintention- | vite bids or submit proposals to the val S 3 
ted the whole question. The proposition here is | manufacturing projectiles and shells; t 
rovision for the maintenance of the station—$20,000. | let to the establishment which, in the judgment 
pirate and apart from the $250,000, which goes toward | ment, it seems best and advisable that the contract ould | 
: uction and equipment of the station—an entirely dif- given. I think, with all due respect to the Co ‘ 1 Naval 
. ‘position. The gentleman is trying to throw in here, | Affairs, that Congress should place some limitation upon this 
I of information, the idea that we are trying in some | discretion which has heretofore been invested in and exercised 
\ ure more money than is absolutely necessary. by the Navy Department. There are different manufacturing 
d ‘ITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman charges | establishments engaged in the manufacture of these projectiles, 
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1 it is but reasonable to suppose that if the Navy Department 
is required to invite bids or to submit proposals upon which 
bids are invited for the manufacture of these projectiles, the 
Government will pay less than we are paying now under the 
present system, which to give the contract to any establish- 
ment that may be able to secure the favor of the Department. 
There is no reas why an exception should be made in the 
n vr of the pur se of an item involving an expenditure of 
half ar of dollars annually from the practice which is pur- 
sued in the purchase of any other item that is necessary in the 

iministration of any of the other Departments of the Govern- 
ment. I regret that I do not have at hand the letter which I 
re‘ | from the Secretary of the Navy upon this subject, but 
Ih stated in substance what it is, and I can see no reason 
why an exception should be made, as I say, in this particular 
te the purchase of which involves so much money as the 
pr e of projectiles. 

\ FOSS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield for a 
( t 

\ rTAWNEY. Certainly. 

FOSS. Did t Secretary of the Navy write the gentle- 
I i letter approving this provision? 

rAWNEY. No; he did not, because “ the gentleman ” did 
not for | approval I merely asked for information. 
r] are two cl f projectiles. Proposals for the one are 
sl iitted and bid re invited. Under that class about $46,000, 
if my memory serves me right, was expended during the last 
fiscal year; but under the other class, for which there was ex- 
pended during the last fiscal year something like $446,000, no 
] e submitted and no bids were invited, although 
1 Secretary of the Navy, who admits that there are several 
manufacturing establishments engaged in the manufacture of 
th projectiles, refused to award the contract to any one of 
th 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes 

Mr. ROBERTS. What is the nature of the projectiles for 
which the large sum is expended? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The large projectiles. 

Mir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Manufactured by what con- 
C ) 

ir. TAWNEY. I do not know. The Secretary of the Navy 
does not the firm that is manufacturing them for the Gov- 
‘ ent, although he does state in his letter that there are sey- 
‘ stablishmen iged in their manufacture. I can see no 
( tion to the ent. I think it is a reasonable propo- 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

ir. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
tl man may be permitted to proceed for five minutes. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
un yus consent that the gentleman from Minnesota proceed 
for tf minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman if 
any part of this half million dollars is expended for torpedoes? 

ir. TAWNEY. No. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Only for projectiles used in the guns? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; for the shells and projectiles; and if 
this limitation is placed upon this provision it also ought to be 


placed on the provision on the same page, which is a new pro- 





mn, ] ding for the purchase of a certain amount of reserve 

shells and projectiles. 
ir. ROBERTS. I would like to ask the gentleman one other 

quest lias he heard or does he know of any complaints 
fl manufacturers of these projectiles that they do not have 
the rtunity to furnish the Government with their own manu- 
Pit g 

. TAWNEY I have none; I have no complaint. This is 
I n 1 interest of any manufacturing establishment. I do 
not offer thi nendment at the request of anybody; but in 
looking over appropriations I saw this large sum appro- 
priated for this purpose, and I sought information from the 
Secretary of the Navy as to how these expenditures were made 
and learned from him, as I have stated, that the purchases 
were made, except in one particular class of projectiles, for 
which we expended $46,000 last year, in the discretion of the 
Department, regardless of the price and without inviting bids. 


Mr. HULL. Without any bids? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Without any bids whatever. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. As I understood you, you made the 
statement that several other firms were engaged in the manu- 


fa 


of these kinds of shells. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


rine 
Lit 


That was the information which the Secre- 
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tary communicated to me in his letter, which I had }, 
somebody must have picked it up. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Do you know who the pur 
are from the other firms? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I do not. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the 
innesota permit me to ask a question? 
Mr. TAWNEY. I will. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Is the gentleman ; 
satisfied to have this item passed over until to-morro 
ing at 12 o’clock? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly; I have no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I am sure the gentle 
not have any objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objection. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. We may be bet 
by to-morrow. 

Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. In reply to the gentk 
Massachusetts to whether any firms have comp! 
they had not an opportunity to enter into a competition 
say the Midvale Works, of Philadelphia, have so « 
that under the practice they had not the opportunity, t! 
tion being lodged in the Secretary, to enter competit 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman. 
new my request that this item go over until to-morr 
ing at 12 o’clock? The gentleman offering the amend 
it will be satisfactory to him. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsyl 
unanimous consent that the paragraph with amend: 
ing be passed without prejudice until to-morrow after { | 
goes into committee. Is there objection? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objection, Mr. Chairman, to { 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Purchase and manufacture of smokeless powder, $500,000, 


gentlema) 
N 


— 


ter 


as 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the followi 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

After the word ‘ dollars,” in line 11, add the following: 
That no part of this appropriation shall be used for tl 


smokeless powder at a greater price than 60 cents per pound 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the hearings before 
mittee on Naval Affairs disclosed the fact that no 
ealled for when the Government has to purchase its 


The course adopted is a most unsatisfactory one. The | 
ment notifies the powder manufacturer to furnish 
powder upon the general and continuing understanding 
will pay 70 cents a pound. Admiral Mason, head of t 
nance Bureau, stated that there was practically no co! 
in regard to the furnishing of smokeless powder; that 
partment fixed the price at which this powder was 1 
nished, and that the factories furnished the powder at th 
which the Department said was reasonable. 

Now, this amendment simply provides that the Depa 
instead of paying what it has been, 70 cents a pound 
not pay in excess of 60 cents a pound. I hope that ther 
no trouble in the committee in accepting this amendn 
cause it is manifestly just in the light of the evidence w!] 
have recently had. The question as to the price of p 


recently been investigated by the Committee on Military Affai 


of the Senate. That committee had hearings, and, as I 1 
stand it, the result of those hearings is that smokeless 
can be manufactured at 35 or 40 cents a pound. 


Mh 
i iit 


manufacture powder at the Government plant at Indi Heat 


Admiral Mason says, is 60 cents a pound, which in 
allowance of 10 per cent for depreciation of plant al 
cent insurance. This is a most liberal allowance for de] 
and for insurance. I understand that insurance can b 
for 2 per cent, and there is no reason why the land s 
preciate at all, much less 10 per cent. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, the demand for navy-yard co! 
is always met with the statement that the private ¢ 
ean build cheaper than the Government, so much chi 
the private contractors can build for the same pri 
costs the Government and have a good profit besides. 
a contention we hear every year when the naval Dill 
and we reach the question of the increase of the 
this contention of the private contractors is approxim 
why not apply it to the question of powder? With th 
ment plant at Indian Head run to only one-half to t 
its capacity and with allowances for depreciation and | 
it would seem that the cost to the Government would 
eral allowance to a private contractor. In addition, |t 
this amendment limiting the price to 60 cents a pound, 
partment will furnish the acid, which costs from 4 to 


ce, 


dopt 
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»wwder will thus cost the Government 65 cents, instead | the Government has is to place a limit on the price, : 
as it now does, wiile the Government can manu- | what the amendment proposes. It is a lib l allow i 
for 60 cents. nothing but a monopoly would likely be « itisf 
IAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. price named. I shall be surpr l if tl es 
<EY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five minutes | cate its unwillingness to place a limit upon the pr 
proposition. charged by this monopoly. There ought not t any 
IAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. R1ixey] | to the adoption of the amendment. It claimed 
us consent that he may proceed for five minutes. | that the powder can be manufactured and sold at 35 to 40 cents. 


% ection? But giving the companies the benefit of all doubt, g r 
sno objection. the benefit of the statement made by the Chief of O ce, 
XEY. Admiral Mason in his statement said: these companies can make smokeless powde 1d 
asked for bids for some time in the Navy. We place | Government at a profit at 60 cents a pound; and the 
the different companies at the price of 70 cents, this | limits it to that price. 
fixed by us as a result of our experience at Indian | Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman. I think 


d by the manufacturers. 
y tion goes toward the manufacture by the G 


You pay wherever you place the order 70 cents? 





| 
; ; | . : , 

x. That is the price at pe sent. | less powder. I think it is stated somewly iia 
I nderstood that we had a provision which required | . as trving fj ++ 
vder or anything else was to be purchased for the sup- and I wae ene to find it. ; 

it it must be put out to the lowest bidder. Mr. RIXEY. I want the limitation here; tl 
i \N Ordnance, ind ammuniti nh are exempt by law. for “ purchase and manufacture.” 
Don't you think it would be a wise course to pursue? 1 7 : inl obtevs Y oe 
Sie eee Sccasauial bidder ? Pp Mr. FOSS. I think some portion of it do £o 
lo call for bids. chase. I should not want to agree to an ‘ ere { 
MIA I do not think anything would be gained by this. | would entirely shut the Government out of ) | 
her firms in the country which manufacture smokeless | ¢y;,1 ; 1) : 
rn . > 1] ( ( be se agree TO he reriri« ‘ 
: ins. The present manufacturers ha‘ very close | think it would be wise to ag to the ¢g lema i 






| 
with one another and have always be willing to | and I hope that it will be voted down. 


y the price of their product and to give us full facil- | The CHAIRMAN. The question 





in ) i 
ig their plants and keeping ourselves posted with +" 
5 . * - Pt | . ( ere by fel 1 nit \ 
methods of manufacture which might tend to | ment oft ed yy the gentleman from Virg 
i We have once, at least, cut down the price, after | rhe question was taken; and the ¢ Main Lm i 
} e manufacturers, and they accepted our decision, | the noes appeared to have it 


not without some reluctance. It would be bad 


ection with a matter so essentially military as this | Mr. WILLIAMS. Division, Mr. Cl 
manufacture to accept anything but the very best that | fhe committee divided: and there wer ‘ ; ). ‘ 1() 
and we have felt that the only way to get this is to set Mr. WILLIAMS Mr. Chairn » I make the 1 ; 2. aoilies 
ssible standard and hold the manufacturers up to this that there i See ae ee ere — ; ' 
without hesitation every pound of their product which | Vt there 1s no quorum present. 
p to the requirements. The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mississippi kes 
do all this unless we are fair in the matter of price, | the point of order that there , 
the greatest advantages about having a Government ill as ' ais pi ; 
follow up the cost of production at our own plant, | W! proceed to count. [After counting.] One hundred and two 
ving what seems a fair margin of profit for the out- | Members present. So the point is overruled. 
el we can agree on a ce which will justify them | 





S no quorum present. ‘The ¢ 







& ye ; Mr. WILLIAMS. I eall for tellers on the ame ent. 
st improved methods at every point. The cost of pro- | nos ; oa 
Head at present averages 60 cents a pound. This Che question was taken; and tellers were ordered 
capital invested—that is, the estimated cost of | The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. I 
suring ft elt deterioration of plant, and insurance, the | and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. R1xey] ut 
suring sell, 
places as tellers. 
1in another place——— - : ; eS 
d in another place— g The committee divided; and tellers reported—ay 14 
rLER of Pennsylvania. How much does it cost the | g9 
" So the amendment was rejected. 


\EY. Sixty cents, and that is after allowing 10 per The Clerk 
erioration of plant and 6 per cent for insurance. 
NEY. Will the gentleman permit me to ask him a Reserve powder and shell: Toward the lation of a 
t there? supply of powder and shell, $1,000,000. 
EY. Yes. Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, it was my purpose to 
NEY. Is there any competition in the manufacture | the same amendment to this paragraph that I offered t 


read as follows: 





powder whatever, and can there be competition? paragraph at the head of this page. But that has gone over, 
EY. Admiral Mason states there is very little com- | 2nd I ask unanimous consent that this be passed the same 


way, without prejudice. 
EY. Has not your committee ascertained the fact Mr. FOSS. I agree to that. 
° . ry’ ‘ > rm) rantleman fron Tint ita 
powder is manufactured under the terms and The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman f M . 





of a patent obtained for its manufacture? the paragraph just read be passed wit! 
iY. I think not. There is no such evidence. sidered at the same time as the other paragraph 
NEY. I will say to the gentleman that I have the | ever under like agreement. Is there obje \l 
es of the patents obtained by two naval officers, | pause.}] The Chair hears none, 
tents have been assigned to one of the constituent The Clerk read as follows: 
iat generally manufactures smokeless powder, and Arming and equipping Naval Milit E 
ent the patentee has reserved to the Navy De- | nal outfits, ts and their eq 
li e to manufacture smokeless powder, and the | States In accordance wit : 
tment is the only establishment, or the Government eras 3 St aan. omaice such r¢ tions as t s 
the only competitor, in the United States for the | may prescribe, $60,000. 
of smokeless powder, for the reason that it is (r. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I offer , 
ifactured under these two patents obtained by two The Clerk read as follows: 
whose experiments were conducted out of appro- | 
de for the maintenance, or made for the torpedo cea See oe eee ks 
k, at Newport, R. I. and rt the word “ fue 
‘EY. Smokeless powder is made down at Indian Mr. FOSS. I accept the amendment if tl 
was no testimony whatever before the Committee | put in the letter from the Secretar, 
\ rs in regard to any patents on smokeless powder. Mr. MEYER. This change is reco ended by tl \ Th 
NEY. I have certified copies of them. partment. Many of the launches sed l 
KY. I know nothing of these patents, never saw Naval Militia of the different St 
that question is not material to what we are con- for fuel. The change does not ! r e 
\dmiral Mason was asked the question, “ How many The Secretary of the Navy approve 
keless powder have we in this country?” He) the following lettez 
We have a factory of our own at Indian Head. We N 
International Smokeless Powder Company, the Du 
y, the Laflin & Rand Company, and the California ; ,, Drar Gi NERAL [ respe tf. 
my priations for the 1 Lv! vice ‘ 
tes that they have “ very close business relations.” As several of the States i 
that they have an agreement in regard to prices. | of coal for fuel, I beg to 7 
ll practical purposes a trust. It controls the output | 59%, “oe ore, OM,  Sastead of TP ondt deal ie 
on the sale of smokeless powder. The only protection! * * *, ~ 








i 


of Louisiana, Missouri, California, Llinois, 


\ resp lly, TRUMAN H. NEwsvury, 
Acting Secretary. 
Al am MEYER, M. C., 
j tates House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
stion -was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


GE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 
mimittes f nally rose; and Mr. Coorer of Wisconsin 
t 1 the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in 
from the President of the United States was commu- 
‘ the House of Representatives by Mr. BARNgEs, one of 
iries, who also informed the House of Representatives 


iad approved and signed bills of the follow- 


I 7, 1906 
R. 1540. An act granting a pension to Robert Kennish; 
R. 2 An act nting a pension to Benjamin T. Odiorne ; 
R.385388. An act granting a pension to William Simmons; 
R. 4264. An t granting a pension to Frances E. Maloon; 
ht. 4669. An act granting a pension to Joseph FE. Green; 
R. 6 An act granting a pension to Alice W. Powers; 
RR >». An act granting a pension to Susan C. Smith; 
.. 7252. An act granting a pension to Alba B. Bean; 
737. An act granting a pension to William H. Winters ; 
ik i4. An act granting a pension to Phoebe Keith 
R 75. An act granting a pension to John F. Tathe m: 
R.S6S7. An act granting a pension to William . Lusch ; 
R. & , An act granting a pension to Inez Talkington; 
rR. 9046. An act granting a pension to William Berry ; 
R. 9287. An act granting a pension to Eliza Byron; 
. RR. 9441, An act granting a pension to Clara N. Scranton; 
R. 9442. An act granting a pension to Dora C. Walter; 
Rk. 9606. An act granting a pension to Martha Jewell; 
Rr. 9993. An act granting a pension to George W. Warren; 
R. 10408, An act granting a pension to Anna E. Middleton; 
R. 10424. An act granting a pension to Emanuel 8. Thomp- 


R. 10775. An act granting a pension to Ellen 8. Cushman; 
t. 11565. An act granting a pension to Sarah A. Brinker; 
HW. 11654. An act granting a pension to Emma A. Smith; 
R. 11703. An act granting a pension to Laura McNuita; 
R. 11898. An act granting a pension to Lars F. Wadsten, 
Ire ick Wadsten ; 
R. 11918. An act granting a pension to Mary A. Weigand; 
R. 12099. An act granting a pension to Charlotte A. Mc- 
R. 12715. An act granting a pension to George B. Kirk; 
.R. 128038. An act granting a pension to Emma C. W aldron ; 
R. 13217. An act granting a pension to Joshua Barnes ; 
R. 13726. An act granting a pension to Sarah J. Manson; 











| H. Wagoner; 


| L. 


H.R. 14677. An act granting a pension to Reuben R. Bal- 
H.R An act granting a pension to Charles Skaden, jr. ; 
H.R An act granting a pension to Theresa Creiss ; 
H. R. 15569. An act granting a pension to Harriet A. Duvall; 
I. R. 15895. An act granting a pension to Harry D. McFarland; 
H. R. 16520. An act granting a pension to Edward Farrell; 
H. R. 1 82. An act granting a pension to Ellen T. Sivels; 
H. R. 16930. An act granting a pension to Virginia A. Hilburn; 
BB 172, An act granting a pension to Harriett L. Mor- 
H.R. 17151. An act granting a pension to William T. Morgan; 
H. R. 17273. An act granting a pension to Mary B. Watson; 
li. R.517. An act granting an increase of pension to Luke 
|. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer 
lI An act granting an increase of pension to Israel E. 
Al t granting an increase of pension to George | 
1018. An act granting an increase of pension to Silas 
8. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
11 in act granting an increase of pension to Valen- 
\ 
2 {n act granting an increase of pension to David 
AN t granting an increase of pension to Silas 
7. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 
Hi. R. 1734. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


H. R. 1858. 
Jacobs; 

H. R. 1893 
Maxwell ; 
H. R. 1910. 
Nichols; 
H. R. 1953. 

S. Theall; 
H. R. 2102. 
Tilburn; 
H. R. 2178. 
H. Padgett; 
H. R. 2721. 
Matheny ; 
H. R. 2781. 
Eddy ; 
= R. 2778. 
Mahoney 


‘ 


H. 


R. 


H. R. 2794. 
BE. Davis; 
H. R. 2801. 


ander 

H. R. 2852. 
Dayton; 

H. R. 3347: 
Wright; 
H. R. 3419. 

Biddle; 

H. R. 3480. 
Culins; 

H. R. 3456. 
Ott: 

H. R. 3689. 
Lyons; 
H. R. 
Boughman ; 

H. R. 3979. 
Stang; 

H. R. 4230. 
Miles; 

H. R. 4242. 
Foster : 

H. R. 4294. 
R. E. 
H. R. 4850. 

W. Vance; 

H. R. 4679. 
D. Clark; 

H. R. 4763. 
Matheny ; 
H. R. 5044. 
Hoke: 

H. R. 5178 
Pantall: 
H. R. 5274 
Branam 5 
H. R. 582 
Braden: 
H. R. 
Corwin: 
956. 


H. R.5 


B. 


W. 
3738. 


Hi. 


G. 


T. 
L. : 


HSS: 


H. R. 6213 
Linn; 

H. R. 6238. 
Woods; 

H. R. 6256 
Riddell ; 
H. R. 6450. 
Schinitt: 
H. R. 6452. 
H. Doherty ; 

HI. R. 6864. 
Good: 

H. R. 6919. 
A. C. Curtis ; 

H. R. 7540. 
F. Griffith; 

H. R. 7687. 
Hammond, 

H. R. 7720. 
M. Sexton ; 

H. R. 7745. 
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An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


M. Lowry; 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


Nesbitt ; 


An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
. An 
. An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


alias 


An 


An 


Lindenbower ; 





May 


act granting an increase of pension to J 
act granting an increase of pension to 
act granting an increase of pension to A 


act granting an increase of pension to s 


act granting an increase of pension to |] 
act granting an increase of pension to 1 
act granting an increase of pension to A 


act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to |! 
act granting an increase of pension to 
act 


, 


act granting 


granting an increase of pension to 
an increase of pension to 
act granting an increase of pension to O 
act granting an increase of pension 

act granting an increase of pension to Pete: 
act granting an increase of pension to D 
act granting an increase of pension to ‘ 


act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to IP 


act granting an increase of pension to W 


act granting an increase of pension to M: 
act granting an increase of pension to A 
act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to F: 


act granting an increase of pension to J 


act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension t 


act granting an increase of pension to \' 


\l 


act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to ‘ 


act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension t 


act granting an increase of pension 


act granting an increase of pension tos 


act granting an increase of pension 


act granting an increase of pension to 
act granting an increase of pension 
act granting an increase of pension 
act granting an increase of pension to W 
act granting an increase of pension to ‘ 
Hiram W. Kirkpatric k; 

act granting an increase of pension to § 


act granting an increase of pension to WV 


es 


3 


S 


M. 


\. 
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7821. An act granting an inc: » of pension to Mathias H. R. 11367. An t } 
| ning Abl t: 
(837. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary J. | H.R 374. A 
| L. 
7902. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugene | H ] 2 
Charles Southard ; a me i 
968. An act granting an increase of pension to Pal- | H. | 153 
anes | Duvall 
8046. An act granting an increase of pension to James | Se ae l. An 
Brown: | Hall; 
$157. An act granting an increase of pension to Milton | H. R. 11598. An ; eranting a 
77. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel | H. R. 11606. An act granting : 
S | mu \\ sixl 
90. An act granting an increase of pension to Lloyd D. | H.R. 2. ' 
| Wishart; 
S518. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. R. 11824. A g 
P. Starkins 
711. An act granting an increase of pension to James | H. R. 11907. An tz y ‘ 
: Danieldson ; 
78. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 12017. An act granting a eas 
] : B. Simkins 
780. An act granting an increase of pension to Abraham H. R. 12019. An act granting an 
M Jacob Fox 
17. An act granting an increase of pension to Nathan- H. R. 12059. An act granting an ! } \ 
ie W. Mitchell 
An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 12589. An act granting { 
( e; B. MeD 1 
88. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath H. R. 12390. An act granting an ise O 
"Age ; W. Raynol 
5. An act granting an increase of pension to John E. H. R. 12407. An act granting an in ~ f 
. Bivans 
117. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. R. 12415. An act granting an ( t 
\ beth Bedkin ; 
;. An act granting an inerease of pension to Thomas H. R. 12521. An act granting ( 
Eddy Potter ; 
78. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred H. R. 12526. An act granting an i f | 
L ; mon Johnsor 
| 601. An act granting an increase of pension to John B. H. R. 12534. An act granting an ine if pens 1 
| Re li lds 
°7, An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel H. R. 12556. An rran r a I ) ) 





Dp 
791. An act granting an increase of pension to Amelia H.R An oy 0 
; ; ick Fri 
29, An act granting an increase of pension to William H: R: An to , 
J ; thaniel ma 
3. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. R. An act granting an , 
\ san * 
30. An act granting an increase of pension to Arby H. R. 12996. An act grar - an 
B. McDonald ; 
161. An aet granting an increase of pension to Ben- H. R. 18139. An act granting ( 


South ; liam Walrod ; 
73. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. H. R. 18171. An act grat 7 


than K. |] ter ; 
E An act granting an increase of pension to H. R. 18345. An ¢ ry an 
saber 


s. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles H. R. 13437. An act gr 
6. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. R. 13445. An act grat 


i753. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 13504. An act 





94, An act granting an increase of pension to Hannah H. R. a7 ), ‘a t gi 

30. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. R. 13738. An t 

1. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah i R 13741. An act granti! 
‘6. An act granting an increase of pension to Georg a R. 18823. Ar 

27. An act granting an increase of pension to Aquilla tH R. 1 840, Ar 


1. An act granting an increase of pension to Jerry H.R Ig59 «AT t er 


-4. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | H.R. 13871. An 


. «\ 
li Del . 
An act granting an increase of pension to Levi B. H.R. 15881. At 
UVKe 5 
06. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. R. 13928. An act 


n: | Foster 
is. An act granting an increase of pension to Cyn H. R. 13961. An act 


now Vernon: Buxbaum: 
1, An act granting an inerease of pension to Thomas | H. R. 14001. An a D 


| S. Ruddock 
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Hi. R. 14116. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
P. Rains; 

Hl. R. 14117. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

n Il. H. Fellows 

If. R. 14227. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna 
{ Bassford ; 

H.R. 14299. An act granting an increase of pension to Rose V. 
M bith; 

li. R. 14874. An act granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
min B. Cahoon; 

It. R. 14442. An act granting an increase of pension to Esther 
M Lowe: 

H.R. 14498. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza 
Davidson ; 

Hi. R. 14554. An act granting an increase of pension to Jasper 


v. Harrelson ; 





Hl. R. 14552. An 
Davey ; 

H. R. 14553. An 
] iillen ; 

H.R. 14566. An 
EF. MeKiernan; 

H. R. 14657. An 
W. West: 

H. R. 14688. An 
Timmons: 

If. R. 14698. An 
liam IF. Drake: 

Il. R. 14780. An 
Royer: 

H. R. 14782. An 
Manahan: 

H. R. 14853. An 
C. Sanderson: 

H. R. 14915. An 
W. Tracy ; 

H. R. 14989. An 
I. Thompson ; 

It. R. 14990. An 
D. Whaley: 

H. R. 14993. An 
M Smiley 

H.R. 15007. An 
Hares 

H.R. 15011. An 
Eldridge, jr.; 

H. R. 15024. An 
C. Keyser: 

H. R. 15050. An 

m H. Near; 

[. R. 15061. An 
All : 

Hf. R. 15119. An 
lius We stTman 

H. R. 15216. An 
man C, Stevens ; 

H. R. 15240. An 

: » An 

nin reer ; 

H. R. 15277. An 
W. Pierce: 

H. R. 15880, An 
tine Gunselman: 

H. R. 15396. An 
lr. Jacobs ; 

H. R. 15415. An 
Nelson 

H. R. 15484. An 
Dick ; 

H.R. 15487. An 
l n Aldrich; 

H.R. 15548. An 
Ferber 

H. R. 15616. An 
nt Calor; 

H. R. 15621. An 
M. Tartar ; 

I. R. 15670. An 
E. Durgin 

H. R. 15683. An 
Brown 

H.R. 15701. An 
liam Brow! 

H.R. 15717. An 
nezer A. Rice 


act granting an increase of pension to Henry | 
act granting an increase of pension to Jesse 
act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to David 
ect granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
act granting an increase of pension to John A. 
ict granting an increase of pension to Michael 
ict granting an increase of pension to Helen 
act granting an increase of pension to Andrew 
act granting an increase of pension to Arcatie 
act granting an increase of pension to Lucius 
act granting an increase of pension to Riley 
ict granting an increase of pension to Henry 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
ict granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ct granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
ict granting an increase of pension to Ethan 
ict granting an increase of pension to Corne- 
ict granting an increase of pension to Tru- 
ct granting an increase of pension to James 
ict granting an increase of pension to Ben- 
ict granting an increase of pension to George 
ict granting an increase of pension to Valen- 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Ann R. 
ict granting an increase of pension to Robert 
act granting an increase of pension to Tru- | 
act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
act granting an increase of pension to Pleas- | 
act granting an increase of pension to Caleb 


act granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


act 


act granting an increase of pension to Ebe- 


Ii. R. 15780. 
Cole; 


An 


H. R. 15794. An 
Pepper ; 

H. R. 15835. An 
M. Thompson ; 

Hi. R. 15840. An 
B. Hughson ; 

H. R. 15863. An 


liam Louther ; 

H. R. 15894. 
L. Wells; 

H. R. 15928. An 
bert D. Ingersoll ; 

H. R. 15956. An 
F. Bean; 

H. R. 15982. An 
rietta W. Wilson ; 
H. R. 160238. An 
Fargo; 

H. R. 16024. 
B. Meister ; 

H. R. 16179. An 
liam N. J. Burns; 

Hi. R. 16182. An 
F. Williams; 


An 


B. 
An 


H. R. 16190. An 
T. Caskey ; 

H. R. 16210. An 
ham G. Long; 

H. R. 16250. An 


tus J. Morey; 
H. R. 16266. An 
garet A. Rucker; 


H. R. 16296. An 
C. Coffin ; 

H. R. 16834. An 
Day; 

H. R. 16376. An 
Muncher : 

H. R. 16428. An 
Hicks: 

H. R. 16433. An 


S. Cooley ; 
H. R. 16437. 
H. Frazier ; 


An 


H. R. 16442. An 
A. Powell: 

H. R. 16445. An 
H. Sibley ; 

H. R. 16454. An 


E. Carlton; 

H. R. 16455. An 
Long; 

H. R. 16504. An 
W. Barnum; 

H. R. 16514. An 
W. Barton; 

H. R. 16523. An 
P. Hopkins; 

H. R. 16578. An 
Lilley ; 

H. R. 16583. An 
R. Walden; 

H. R. 16650. An 


B. Williby : 
H. R. 16985. 
Lawrence ; 
H. R. 17028. 
D. Hartwell; 
H. R. 17194. 
White; 
H.R. 1 
Howard: 


An 
An 


An 


Koo 


faded. 


An 






May 


act granting an increase of pension to P 


act granting an increase of pension to Sa) 


act granting an increase of pension to G: 
act granting an increase of pension to i 
act granting an increase of pension to 
act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to 
act granting an increase of pension to \\ 
act granting an increase of pension t 
act granting an increase of pension to Si 
act granting an increase of pension to Kk 
act granting an increase of 


pension to \\ 


act granting an increase of pension to S 


act granting an increase of pension to J 

act granting an increase of pension to 

act granting an increase of pension to A 

act granting an increase of pension t 

act granting an increase of pension to | 

act granting an increase of pension to 

act granting an increase of pension to 1 
act granting an increase of pension to 

act granting an increase of pension to } 1S 
act granting an increase of pension to 

act granting an increase of pension t 

act granting an increase of pension to I! 
act granting an increase of pension to S el 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to T s 


act granting an increase of pension to John 








act granting an increase of pension to ( les 


act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


act granting an increase of pension to | 
act granting an increase of pension to 
act granting an increase of pension t 
act granting an increase of pension to | 0 


act granting an increase of pension to 


act granting an increase of pension to 


H. R. 17274. An act granting an increase of pension to .' 
J. Mosier ; 

H. R. 17589. An act granting an increase of pension to 
A. Lawrence; and 


H. R. 17608. An 
S. Brewerton. 
The committee 
The Clerk read 


Equipment of vessels: For hemp, wire, iron, and other mat 


the manufacture of 


act granting an increase of pension to 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 
resumed its session. 
as follows: 
BUREAU OF EQUI? MENT. 


cordage, anchors, cables, galleys, and chain 
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tila i ssi a ee — 
ifacture of sails, awnings, hammocks, and other work; |} limitation upon the manner of its expend Will 
purposes on board naval vessels, including the expenses accede to my . ina Ae 13 : , :, 
tion and storage of the same; stationery for chaplains and | “CC CO ny proposition that Uls anit ' 
ling and navigating officers of ships, equipment officers on | The CHAIRMAN. If there be no « { hh t 
t, and for the use of courts-martial on board ship; the | will be again read. 
transportation of ashes from ships of war; interior appli- Thea Cork ros : i a 
for equipment buildings in navy-yards and naval sta- Phe Jerk re ad the — hament a 
for seamen’s quarters; and for the purchase of all other | Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, Mr. Chairman, I su 
‘ ipment at home and abroad, and for the payment of | amendment should be placed after th l ( 
ying vessels and manufacture of equipment articles in| ¢ ,, se emailed : oe cia : : 
navy-yards ; all pilotage and towage of ships of war; canal | . cn, next page Phe l it wou a to 
.’ dock and port charges, and other necessary incidental | DeNditure of the a ‘opriation. The gentleman 
milar nature; services and materials in repairing, cor- can make the change, if he sees fit to do 
ting 1d testing compasses on shore and on board ship; | Mr LOUD ae } alles 
ical instruments, and 1irs to same; libraries | _ as Ul ee, accept the suse oS : 
professional books and papers, and drawings and en- | The CHAIRMAN. If there be no obj lon, th 
nal books ; naval signals and apparatus, namely, signals, | be made in the mendment 
ro k ts, and 1 Inning lights ; compass fittings, inch d- Mr. GROSVENOR. N Mr. ¢ m1 
tripods, and other appendages of ships’ compasses; logs | | Se ae eee ; 
inces for measuring the ship’s way, and leads and | requires that these articles l be if 
for sounding; lanterns and lamps, and their append yards. It is an annual a i ? l 
se on board ship for illuminating purposes, and oil | gjrection how +o na ’ 
i in connection therewith; service and supplies for | 9). mall IX — : ’ 
vice; bunting and other materials for making and re- | Ciange of existing law, for there is no | 1 tl 
| kinds; photographs, photographic instruments, and | it is simply a direction or limita now » 
instruments and n i installing, maintaining, and | this vast su f mon : 
- and exterior signal unications and all electrical | ~~) YS" Sum Of money. , 
whatsoever nature on boa naval vessels, except range Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I s y des ) 
rder and range coy and indicators, and motors | the attention of the Chair to a number of r 
llis yparatus used to operate 1e machinery belor . . 
es Yr ee I — hinery b =| been made in which it was attempted to restrict « 
ee : . Z ure It has been hel hat tha ] ‘ 
SVENOR. I move to strike out the last word, but oe es | D oo : 
the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup]. recting ships to be Dt L navy IS t ley 
a fs aia ae Sean +1 ie thiol contract was new le | ! l ol ) 
D ir. Chairman, I offer the amendment which ; 7 
( k’s desl there is no law existing ! tl 
: aS nd that is not in order ag ‘ l 
d as follows: 1 mats ; é] ; 
Aw is changes 1e LW ne hat s eqn oO 
t | 20, after the word “ chains,” insert specifications re this cna ‘eo m : = nd 1 , } 
thereof to be so prepared as shall give fair and free This language is mandatory and 
made under certain conditions at cer ‘ 
D. In explanation of this amendment I will say | new legislation within the rule. 
vestigation of the purchase of the material used at Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairmin, as I understand 
Navy-Yard for the manufacture of anchors and | no law now directing that these var | 
that an excessive price is being paid, owing to | this paragraph should be manufactured 
ary specifications, which absolutely rule out com-/} factory or navy-yard owned by G t 
For the last two years the materials purchased for | State Therefore this provision is a limitation 
of chains in that yard have been purchased inva- | can not pay any more for these art : n the « 
one concern, to the amount of $244,000. Upon a/! facturing these articles in the factories « ed | t G 
fication, whereby fair competition could be | ment itself, and to that extent it is a lim tion 
$100,000 could be saved in this item, and the Mr. COOPER of Wiscon Will tl 
amendment only tends to give fair and free | the Government can tell whether it ca ; 
| cheaply than it can purchase the 
AIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered Mr. TAWNEY. The Governmé can as { 
1 from Michigan. as any business man can ascertain the cost 
bY. Will you allow the amendment to be reported | turned out of any kind of a 1 uf r es 
Mr. GROSVENOR. If ] ‘ l OF 
[AIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will report | show you. 
t again. Mr. TAWNEY. The point I make is that the exper ‘ 
ent was again reported, and was then agreed to. | the appropriation is limited by the proposed amend 
D. I have another amendment, Mr. Chairman. is, the Government can not 1 : unless 
MAN. The gentleman from Michigan offers the | facture them as ch ] er than G : 
iment. out in the open marl I Without 
1 as follows: and to prove that thi the 
line 7, after the words “ navyy-yards,” insert “Pro- | facture of these ar I 1 St 1 ji 
rs, chains, and cordage required shall be purchased per cent greater t f 
ss all or any part of such material can be manu : : : ee 
or le ; cost in the Government shops.” could be purchased or manufactul 
ZGERALD. I reserve the point of order on that additional cost, Now, U ' : 
cost is limited either in the navy-yard > In tl ‘ 
SVENOR. Mr. Chairman, what is the point of to the price at which | 
market. 
IRALD. That it changes existing law. This is Mr. COOPER of Wi 
re and equipment of articles in the several | Ppurcnas me art Fr equi] 
: ss : nfoetnred ' 
rhere is ne provision for the purchase in open | Manufactured. How l ‘ 
make it more cheaply tl d 
SVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the navy-yards are run-| Market’ 
enterprises, and this is an appropriation for the pur- Mr. TAWNEY. There is no pro 
* . . . tla the nureha Ps } S . . 1 4 
equipment of the navy-yards under the existing | ticle the purchase of which l 
limitation upon the expenditure of the money pro- | the Government S$ not heretofore pu 
‘7 ° . , . Poy» manntfaet 1 TT , . + 
bill itself. Unfortunately I have not the amend- | tofore manutactt , Ph re Lit 
. : . cs eantlioman eneoe loess not tot 
me, and I should like to have it read again, if there | Sentieman suggests Goes I : 
on. The CHAIRMAN. The Cl de s to 
NEY. Does the gentleman from Ohio know of any | from Minnesota the question whet! 
quires these things to be constructed in the navy- | to articles purchased under this 
not permanent in its character? 
SVENOR. I do not. Mr. TAWNEY. If the Chair will pardon me, I 
WNEY. Then how can it change existing law? | from the reading of the amendment whet! t] 
SSVENOR. It does not change any existing law, and | it permanent law or whether it was a { 


i limitation upon this expenditure. 
CZGERALD. There is no law authorizing this to be 
u in open market. This provision will make that law. 
ROSVENOR. It has been suggested that the law of 


nesty requires that fairness shall be manifested in | 


ure of this vast sum of money. Here are $3,000,000 


ed, and it is very strange if Congress may not put a 


| 


propriation. Of course if it is in u 
it would be subject to a point of order. I inferred 


it S 
a mere limitation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, with the consent tl 
gentleman from Michigan, I will substitute another ndment 
for the one that has been submitted that will meet the sugges- 


tion of the Chair, 
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+ cv 
ll - sina : aan ie 4 ate 1 saeco ee 7 
The Clerk read as follows: Mr. WILLIAMS. I did not catch what the Chair submit: 
led, Chat no part of seld-cuss shail pil gyn nad grag but : either caught or thought I caught a request submitted | 
ed by t e Depart: nt by bids at the solicitation of the Department the gentleman from Michigan (Mr. Loup], which Was hot 
any other means that the Department desire which can be | Withdraw, but to amend. : 
ed in the free market at a less cost than the cost of manufacture The CHAIRMAN. The Chair rules that there is no poi 
y-yard. order pending to the amendment. ia 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Ohio offer this | Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I would now like t 
a Substitute? f gest to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] that this 
Mir. GROSVENOR. I did offer it as a substitute for the | important matter which will likely take quite a lengthy ¢j),, 
nendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan. and in view of that I think the gentleman ought to ae y Aap 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to with- | the committee do now rise. ve | 
draw my amendment and substitute the amendment offered by | Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee q, 
the gentleman from Ohio. rise. cere 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan asks unani-| wr, pou. 


IS COoOvUS 


nt to withdraw his amendment and offer in place of 


t the amendment suggested by the gentleman from Ohio. Is 
there objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I certainly hope that the 
am iment offered by the gentleman from Michigan will not 


\ | 


one 


into quite minutely in the committee, and the testimony 


Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to ex 
in the Recorp remarks which I made in the House of Repre 
tatives on the post-office appropriation bill on April 12. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman would have to get eo) 
from the House for that. The Committee of the Whole H 


; , | would have no authority to grant that request. 
pre |. The question of relative cost of chains and so on was | 


The question is on the motion of the gentleman from Ii) 


| that the committee do now rise. 


| inittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. rep 


The question was taken ; and the motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker ha 
resumed the chair, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Chairman of the ¢ 


that that committee had had under consideration the nay;| 


| propriation bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 


| ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled pil 


of Admiral Manney, the head of the Bureau of Equipment, 
which Bureau has the making of chains and cables and so 
on - 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 
Massachusetts is debating the merits of the amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I understood that there was no point of 
order against this amendment. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Then the gentleman is debating the 
erits of the amendment? 

‘The CHAIRMAN. There is no point of order against the 
amendment, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I assumed that the 
point of order that I made to the other amendment applied to 
tl 

ir. ROBERTS. I desire to speak in opposition to the amend- 
ment. If the gentleman from Michigan desires to address the 


committee in favor of it first, I am willing. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. My. Chairman, a parliamentary inquiry. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The point of order has not been with- 
drawn, Mr. Chairman, to any amendment that was offered. 

The CHAIRMAN. Sut the amendment was withdrawn. 

Vr. FITZGERALD. But an amendment was substituted in 


Ss place, 
nt which was offered at that time. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The amendment 
and was made without objection 2nd submitted 
Che Chair is of opinion that under the circum- 
did not carry 
o the original amendment. 
FITZGERALD. But I eall the attention of the Chair to 
he f: that under the rule a Member of the House has a right 


Thi¢ 


ndment 


Hi 


ene ate 
to the use 


and the point of order was made against the amend- | 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
Mr.’ WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 


the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 137838. An act to provide souvenir medallions for 
Zebulon Montgomery Pike Monument Association. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS APpRo 

Mr. WACHTER, also, from the Committee on Enrolied p 
reported that this day they had presented to the President 
the United States, for his approval, the following bills: 

H. R. 8226. An act granting an increase of pension to Lay 
B. lIhrie; 

H. R. 10251. An 
KE. Hinman; 
H. R. 11635. An 

miah Lunsford ; 

H. R. 15397. An 


act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 


M. 


act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 


act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


| Gillespie ; 


substituted was a differ- | 


with it the point of order which was | 


to perfect his amendment before it is acted upon without unani- | 





mous consent, and if the gentleman change or attempt to per- | 
fect his amendment it is not necessary to renew the point of 
order every time he modifies his amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The practice in the Committee of the 

VW e is that an amendment can not be withdrawn without 
unanimous consent, and when the amendment is withdrawn 
nd a point of order is pending, that is withdrawn likewise, and 

Member may withdraw an amendment for the purpose of | 

‘ffering another covering the same subject, but that does noi 
keep alive the point of order. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But, Mr. Chairman, this amendment was 
withdrawn. The question submitted to the House was | 
er the gentleman would be permitted to amend his amend 

nt by accepting a substitute. The original amendment is be- | 

fore the House amended by a substitute, and the meaning of 
the two propositions is the same. 

Mir. GROSVENOR. The gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. 

WirtramMs! did not hear the language of the gentleman from 
Michigan |Mr. Loup], who distinctly withdrew his first amend 


I beg the gentleman’s pardon. The Recorp 
W the gentleman asked unanimous consent to sub- 
I for amendment the language which the gentleman 
from Ohio [Mr. GrosvENor] handed up to the Clerk’s desk. 

Phe CHAIRMAN. The question submitted to the committee 


Mr. WILLIAMS 
l that 


will sh 


at hic 
stitute his 


by the Chair was whether the gentleman from Michigan should 
have unanimous consent to withdraw the amendment and offer 
ther one in its place, 


That may have been 
by the Chair. I did not catch that. 

The CHAIRMAN. That was the one that the consent of the 
committee was obtained to—that proposition. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. the question sub- 


H. R. 15687. An 
liam F. M. Rice; 

H. R. 15907. An 
De Laittre: 

H. R. 16215. An 
Dagenfield ; 

H. R. 15485. An act to empower the Secretary of War to co! 
vey to the city of Minneapolis certain lands in exchange for 


act granting an increase of pension to \W 


act granting an increase of pension to Lewi 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


| other lands to be used for flowage purposes; and 


H. R. 16521. An act directing the Secretary of the Interior to 


sell and convey a certain parcel of land to Johnson County, 
Wyo. 
ARMY SUPPLIES AT SAN FRANCISCO. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States; which, with the ac- 
companying papers, was ordered to be printed, and referred to 
the Committee on Appropriations : 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 

I herewith transmit a letter from the Secretary of War in respect 
to the situation as to the Army supplies at San Francisco. This let 
ter contains appendices showing the supplies which have been trans 
mitted to San Francisco and their cost, and sets forth the necessity 
for an additional appropriation of $500,000, which I recommend | 
made at once. This is to meet the requirements of the immediat: 
future. 

THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 

THE WHITE Howse, May 8, 1906. 

ADJOURN MENT. 


Then, on motion of Mr. Foss (at 5 o’clock and 1 minute 
p. m.), the House adjourned until to-morrow, at 12 o’clock m. 





REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 


9 


~ 


Under clause 


lowing titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio, from the Committee on the District of 
Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. &. 
17133) to amend section 558 of the Code of Law for the District 
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f unbia, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
' port (No. 38924) ; which said bill and report were referred 
llouse Calendar. 
POWERS, from the Committee on the Territories, to 
as referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19037) to 
the time for the completion of the Alaska Central Railway, 
‘other purposes, reported the same without amendment, 
nanied by a report (No. 3926); which said bill and re- 
ere referred to the Committee of the Whole House on the 
7 f the Union. 
BROOKS of Colorado, from the Committee on Election 
dent, Vice-President, and Representatives in Congress,-to 
vas referred the bill of the House (H. R. 224) in relation 
elective franchise, defining offenses against the same, and 
bing punishments therefor, reported the same with amend- 
ccompanied by a report (No. 3927); whieh said bill 
port were referred to the House Calendar. 
McGUIRE, from the Committee on the Territories, to | 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17981) to 
and confirm the act of the legislative assembly of the 
ory of Oklahoma passed in the year 1901, authorizing the 
of county commissioners of Kay County, Oklahoma Terri- 
{ » change the course of Spring Creek, reported the same | 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3929); | 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
WILEY of New Jersey, from the Committee on the Dis- 
{ f Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House 
k. 9748) to provide for the further purification of the 
supply of the District of Columbia, reported the same 
iendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3930): which 
| and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 


1 Was 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

er clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 

llowing titles were severally reported from committees, 


red to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
\ e House, as follows: 
SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, | 
vhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18959) 


uting an increase of pension to Albert G. Packer, reported 
‘same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3876) ; 
ch said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18678) granting 

nerease of pension to Evans P. Hoover, reported the same | 
th amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3877); which 
| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

\ir. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

h was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18236) granting 

increase of pension to Thomas Garrett, reported the same | 
h amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3878); which 

bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
‘ir. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
is, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18038) 
nting an increase of pension to E. W. Briggs, reported the 
e with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3879); 
ich said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

lle also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 

ll of the House (H..R. 18355) granting an increase of pension 
to Rachel A. Webster, reported the same with amendment, ac- 

npanied by a report (No. 3880); which said bill and report 

ere referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

hich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19005) granting 

pension to Gideon M. Burriss, reported the same with amend- 
ent, accompanied by a report (No. 8881); which said bill and 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid, Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17528) granting 

hn increase of pension to Edgar Slater, reported the same wth 

nendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3882); which 

ll and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
hill of the House (H. R. 17346) granting an increase of pension 
to Newton 8. Davis, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a réport (No. 3883); which said bill and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

ITe also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18125) granting an increase of pension | 
to William Griasa, reported the same with amendment, accom- | 
panied by a report (No. 3884); which said bill and report were | 
referred to the Private Calendar. 
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Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on In\ 1 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the Hou (H. R 
IS31G) granting an increas of pension to Virgil A. Bayley, r 
ported the same with amendment, ac 1) 1 by reps ( 
3885); which said bill and report were ret ed to the I 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committes to hich was fe 1 the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18509) granting rease of pension 
to Ellen L. Stone, reported the same with lment 
panied by a report (No. 3886); which said bill and rep 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on I 1 ¥% s 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18976) 2 t 
ing an increase of pension to Nelson S. Preston, rep ‘ 
same with amendment, accompanied by a SN7 ) 
which said bill and report were referr« lar 

He also, from the same committee, to whi 1e 
bill of the House (H. R. 17476) granting a pel i 
to Henry Ballard, reported the same with Lee 
panied by a report (No. 3888) ; which said ort were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid P ) ) 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18121) gr 
an increase of pension to John W. Jones, reported the 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3889 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pens $ 
to which was referred the bill of the House (TH. R. 18702) 
ing an increase of pension to Edward B. Prime, reported the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3890) 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16188) granting 
a pension to Edward C. Bowers, reported the same with end 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3891); which said bill 
and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Iny ad rs 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3495) 
granting an increase of pension to Charles F. Tower, r¢ l 
the same without amendment, accompanied by 
3892): which said bill and report were referred to t Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pe ms, to 
which was the referred the bill of the House (HI. R. 59 } unt- 
ing a pension to Edward D. Lockwood, reported the e with 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3893 which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions. to 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. BR. 16842) eran 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas H. Thornburgh, r rted 


the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3894 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private C 1 
Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pens s, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16496) ¢e 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas Daily, pol 1 th 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3895): 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid De 
which was referred the bill of the House (11. R. 16682) ¢ , 
an increase of pension to William Hammond, reported 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
said bill and report were referred to the Pi ( 
He also, from the same committee, to which w ‘ 
bill of the House (H. R. 15288) granting an increas f sion 
to Benjamin F. Finical, reported the same with : D ; 
companied by a report (No. 3897); w 1 said bill id report 
were referred to the Private Calendar 
Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid I ‘ 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15613) g 
‘an increase of pension to William W. Combs, repor | < 
with amendment, accompanied by a 1 rt (N 3898 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
He also, from the same committee, to which ' 
| bill of the House (H. R. 16073) granting an ine 
to John Ginther, reported the same withor 
panied by a report (No. 3899); which said bill 
referred to the Private Calendar 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on I 1 oO 
which was referred the bill of the House (T1. | 14 g 
an increase of pension to James E. Hi: ¢ 
same with amendment, accompiunied by a re t «(N ’ 
which said bill and report were referred to the Priv: Calendar. 
Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11457) 1 g 
— pe Ney “<2: 
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increase of pension to Cyrus Van Matre, reported the same 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3901) ; 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
1 is, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
10828) granting a pension to Michael Lennon, reported the 

with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. S902) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
vhich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12418) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas P. Crandall, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3903) ; which 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


which | 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was referred | 
the bill of the House (H. R. 12336) granting an increase of 
pension to Margaret A. Montgomery, reported the same with 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3904) ; 














which said | 





bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH, from the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
11057), granting an increase of pension to Lewis J. Post, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 3905); which said bill and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
12249) granting an increase of pension to John T. Wise, re- 
ported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(N 3906); which said bill and report were referred to the | 
PP) te Calendar. 

ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | 
bill of the House (H. R. 8894) granting an increase of pension 
{ Inmes C. Strong, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
‘ lied by a report (No. 3907); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He al from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 8817) granting an increase of pension 
to Calvin Lath reported the same with amendment, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 3908) ; which said bill and report were 
ré ‘ to the Private Calendar. 

M BRADLEY, from the Committee on Inyalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8232) grant- | 
i an incre of pension to James M. Jared, reported the 

I with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3909) ; 
\ ’ d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 

M CHAN from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 

] was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7402) granting 

rease of pension to Edwin M. Todd, reported the same 
ent, accompanied by a report (No. 3910) ; which 

1 and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
lso, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
| the Hor (H. R. 8155) granting an increase of pension 
to | y E. Seelye, reported the same without amendment, ac 
nied by report (No. 3911); which said bill and report 

we erred to the Private Calendar. 

BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
\ was 1 rred the bill of the House (H. R. 18628) granting 
se of pension to William E. Chambers, reported the 
h accompanied by a report (No. 3912); 
1 said rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 

\ DEE ; the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 

vw h was 1! rred the bill of the House (H. R. 17934) granting 
of pension to Thomas J. Byrd, reported the same 
it amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3913) ; which 

l and re re referred to the Private Calendar. 

j pte me committee, to which was referred the 

] J . 6596) granting an increase of pension 

O. Tu 1, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
! rt (No. 3914); which said bill and report were 
I “lt l Calendar. 

He also, fi the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the Hoi (H. R. 5 ) granting an increase of pension 
to Joseph Montgomery, reported the same with amendment, ac- 
companied by a report (No. 3915); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6505) granting 


an increase of pension to Mary C. Chapman, reported the same 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3916); which 
id bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 





with 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5958) granting | 
se of pension to Allen L. Garwood, reported the same | 
h amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3917); which | 


an inerea 
wit 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar, 





| panied by a report 





Max g 





He also, from the same committee, to which was refer, 
bill of the House (H. R. 6059) granting an increase of | 
to Elias Hanes, reported the same with amendment. 
panied by a report (No. 3918) ; which said bill and rej. 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen: ‘ 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1614) 
an increase of pension to Jacob H. Lynch, reported ti, 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3919) - 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Cale; 

Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1736) 
an increase of pension to Charles A. Walker, reported { 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3920) - 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calen 

Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid pP 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2265 
ing an increase of pension to Hudson J. Van Scoter. | ted 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private ( 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
which was.referred the bill of the House (H. R. 2247) 
ing an increase of pension to Anthony Sanspeur, rep the 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private ( 

Mr. KELIHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 348 
ing an increase of pension to Egbert J. Olds, reported t! , 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 2923) 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private ( dat 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to whic! 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19003) for ¢ 
ance of certain claims for stores and supplies reported | 


SS) 


Court of Claims under the provisions of the act am 1 
March 3, 1883, and commonly known as the Bowman <Aet 


and to provide for the payment of French spoliati 
recommended by the Court of Claims, under the pi 

the acts approved January 20, 1885, and March 3, 189 

for other purposes, reported the same with amendnx . 
(No. 3925); which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Hous 
9258) for the relief of William Saphar, reported the 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 292: 
said bill and report were referred to the Private ‘ 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, 
rials of the following titles were introduced and 
ferred as follows: 

ty Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 19074) to an 
entitled “An act to establish a uniform system of 
throughout the United States,” approved July 1, 
Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. SULZER: A bill (H. R. 19075) to remove 1 ty on 
hides—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. GREENE: A bill (H. R. 19076) to r » 
salaries of letter carriers in free-delivery offices—t Cr 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 19077) auth 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia to perm 
tension and construction of railroad sidings in the 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colu 

By Mr. RUCKER: A bill (H. R. 19078) requiring 
ing for publicity of all contributions hereafter made | tical 
committees to aid or promote the success or defeat : 
dates for the office of Representative in or Delegate 
gress of the United States or to be used at or in com 
any general election at which such candidates are t ) 
for—to the Committee on Election of President, Vi 
and Representatives in Congress. 

By Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas: A resolution (II 
directing the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to 
the cause of fatal railway accidents within the past f 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commer 

By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: A resolution (1! 
authorizing the appointment of a clerk to the © 
Immigration and Naturalization—to the Committee on 

3y Mr. BROWNLOW: A resolution (H. Res. 420) 
ing the appointment of a clerk to the House documen' 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. LITTLEFIELD: A resolution (H. Res. - 
ring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15810—to the Col 
tee on Claims. 
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refer- 


nit- 
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WILLIAMS: 
memorializing 


legislature CHANGE 
Mississippi, 
goods—to Affairs was discharged from the 
relief of Ge 
to the Committee on | 


e on Ways and Means. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. PETITIONS. 
clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions | ile XNIT, 
lowing titles were introduced and severally referred | P@pers were laid on the Clerk's de 

BURTON 
a parcels-post 


\MES: A bill (H. R. 19079) granting a pension to 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


upleton—to the Committee on 
BARTHOLDT: A bill 


Invalid Pensions. 
granting an in 


Arkansas, against the tariff on linotype m 


pension to Frederick Fienop—to the Committee on | ‘T 
mittee on Ways and Mezns. 
By Mr. GROSVENOR: 


BENNETT of Kentucky: A bill (H. Petition of 


‘ease of pension to Eliza J. 


19081) grant- | 
-to the Committee | . 
Marine Commission shipping bill 
chant Marine and Fisheries. 
By Mr. HAMILTON: Petition of citizens of Dowling, M 
for repeal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—t he 
| mittee on Ways and Means. 
By Mr. HARDWICK: 
to the Committee on 
By Mr. HEFLIN: Petition of 
| sionary Union of Washington, D. C., 
| the Jamestown Exposition, by contract, : t 
| Select Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions 
Also, petition of the Woman's Interdenominat 


. 19082) granting an increase of pension to | 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bill (H. R. 19083) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Commitee on 


: Invalid Pensions. 
BRUNDIDGE: 


A bill (CH. R. 19084) granting an in 
epsion to Charles 8. Anderson—to the Committee on | Mary Navy 
ill (H. R. 19085) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

CLARK of Florida: A bill (H. R. 19086) granting an 
nsion to Charles Eiserman—to the Committee on 


the 


to the Col 


accomMmpan 


Pensions. 


Interdenominat 


again 


Union, for the Wadsworth bill, amended 


(H. R. 19087) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

bill (H. R. 19088) granting an increase of pension to 
—to the Committee on Pensions. 

CLARK of Missouri: A bill (H. R. 19089) granting 
e of pension to Anna E. Hughes—to the Committee | 


| the Heflin bill, to protect the first day of the we 
in the District of Columbia— 
trict of Columbia. 
petition of the 

favoring the separate car system for Washington, D. 
| Committee on the District of Columbia. 


to the Committee on 


Brookland 


Goodwill 
favoring 
Immigration 


American Mechanics, 
*o the Committee on 

By Mr. MOON of Tennessee : 
lief of Y. B. 
OLMSTED: 
Cumberland 


1 ARMOND: A bill (H. R. 19090) granting an in- 
Rowden—to the Committee on 


to James L. 


DIXON of Indiana: A Dill 
of pension to Ernst Langeneck—to the Committee | 


Paper to accompany bill for 
to the Committee on 


citizens 


to the Committee on 


naturized alcohol 
REYNOLDS: 
byterian Church, - 
| to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: 
Travelers, against consolidation of third and 
matter—to the Committee on the P 
Also, petition of citizens of Ohio, against bill S. 529 (1 
subsidy bill)—to the Committee on the Merchant 
Fisheries. 
By Mr. TOWNSEND: Petition of ci 
(the ship-subsidy 
Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


1 increase of pension to Jonathan M. Riffle—to the 
on Invalid Pensions. 

A bill (H. R. 19093) granting an increase of 
Barnard J. Erwin—to the Committee on Pensions. 
granting an 
to the Committee on 


reh Spring, Pa., 


HEPBURN: 
nsion to John Henry 


HOWELL of Utah: A bill (H. R. 19095) granting an 
pension to Benjamin Hains—to Committee on 

ll (H. R. 19096) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

hill (H. R. 19097) granting an increase of pension to | 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
JOHNSON: A bill CH. R. 19098) granting an increase 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: A bill (H. R. 19099) grant- 
» of pension to Columbus Cox—to the Committee | 


SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 9, 1906. 


Prayer by the Chaplain, Re 
The Secretary 
proceedings, when, on re juest 
consent, the further readi 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


arah Young 


proceeded to read 


NKAID: A bill (HL. R. 19100) granting an increase 
to Asa G. Brooks—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
ee Se ee E-PRESIDENT lai 
to the Committee on Pensions. : ; . 
tion from the Secretary ; hal 
ereated by the sundry civil appropriation 

reporting that the selection of I 
for the statue of Thomas Jeffers 
and designs have been delayed 

tary of State, Mr. H 
the consent 
the proposed statue as soon 
will be transmitted 
thereafter ; 
Library, and ordered to be 


to Sarah C. A. Scott 
of Tennessee: 
Williams, of Chattanooga, Tenn. 
m War Claims. 

ILMSTED: 


o William Presley—to the Committee on In- 


| (H. R. 19104) granting an increase of pension to 
to the Committee on 
SAMUEL: 

sion to William Moser 


Invalid Pensions. 


to the Committee on Pen- | 
SHERLEY : granting an 
pension to Margaret Epperson—to the Committee on The following bills were severall) 
and. referred to the Committee on 

H. R. 4546. 
certain lands for park purposes ; 


granting an increase 
0 Mary Ann Cody—to the Committee on Pensions. 


the 
for prohibition 


tition of the U 


ost-Office 


‘ 
\ 


izens of Michig 


ARD 


the Journal 


i 


but that the CC 


= 


Public 
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| fax Bridge Company to construct a bridge across the 





H. R. 18204. An aet to authorize the Northampton a) 
River at or near Weldon, N. C.: 
H.R. 18459. An act to authorize the construction of ’ 
across the Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie Count, 


| and 


i R. SOT \ ict to chat the line of the reservation at 
I nd of Reserve avenue: 
14 t t mend an act approved August ISD4, 
‘ Ln erning leases in the Yellowstone National | 
l 
( uthorizing the Secretary of the Interio1 
of unsurveyed public lands in the State 
i 
If. Rk. 16672. A to } sh cutting, chipping, or boxing 
1 1 l | Is 
H.R. 17114. A ct to provide for the disposition under 
1 d | f ! Is abandoned Fort Shaw Mili 
H. R. 17127. ( le for the subdivision and sale of 
| S of Washington; and 
a: 3 7411. t r the resurvey of certain townships in 
I ¢ bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
‘red to 1 Committee on Indian Affairs: 
H. R. 5290 provid for the allotment and distribu- 
t | bal funds; and 
H. R. 10133. An : to provide for the annual pro rata dis 
t? f uities of the Sac and Fox Indians of the 
\ t branches of the tribe, and to adjust 





tl CISUII clain between the two branches as to said 


! severally read twice by their titles, 

ed to the Committee on Pacific Islands and Porto Rico: 

H. R. 10106. An act providing for the setting aside for govy- 
ntal purposes of certain ground in Hilo, Hawaii; 


llawine 
1oOliowing 





Hi. NR. 18443. An act to amend the act to provide a govern- 

x the Territory of Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900; and 

if. R. 18502. An act to empower the Secretary of War, under 

restrictions, to authorize the construction, extension, 

and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other structures o1 

l inderlying harbor areas and navigable streams and bodies 

of waters in or surrounding Porto Rico and the islands adja- 
cent thereto. 

Ii. R. 11787. An act ratifying and approving an act to appro- 
priate money for the purpose of building additional buildings 
fi e Northwestern Normal School, at Alya, in Oklahoma 
1 tory, passed by the legislative assembly of Oklahoma Ter- 
I , and approved the 15th day of March, 1905; was read 
{ e by its title, and referred to the Committee on Territories. 

| ollowing bills were severally read twice by their titles, 

ferred to the Committee on Fisheries: 
t. 1354 An act for the protection and regulation of the 
s of Alaska ind 
Hf. R. 18455. An act to authorize the Secretary of Commerce 
I rr t wperate, through the Bureau of the Coast and 
‘ Sur and the Bureau of Fisheries, with the shell 
s of the State of Maryland in making surveys 
of e natural oyster beds, bars, and rocks in the waters within 
i S if Marvland 
I following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
ferred to the Ce 1ittee on the Judiciary: 
7065. An act to amend section 858 of the Revised 
MS f ] ted Stat 
R. 17948. An act restricting in certain cases the right of 
to the Supreme Court in habeas corpus proceedings ; 
I ISS28. An t to regulate the practice in certain civil 
ses in the western district of Arkansas; 

H. R. 18530. An act entitled “An act transferring the county 

in the State of Iowa, from the northern judicial dis- 

t I » the southern judicial district of Iowa; ” 
1S713. An act to validate certain certificates of natural- 
| = to end the internal-revenue laws, so 
\ records, was read twice by its 

» the ¢ mittee on Finance. 

j t resolution were severally read 
their titles, and referred to the Committee on Coin- 

H. R. i8&. An t granting to the Ocean Shore Railroad 

n) f ay for railroad purposes across Pigeon 
J e Reservation, in San Mateo County, Cal. ; 
H.R. el ict authorizing the condemnation of lands 
ents needed in connection with works of river and 
rov ents at the expense of persons, companies, or 
17982. A t to grant to Charles H. Cornell, his as- 
sors, the right to abut a dam across the Nio- 
( 1 the Fort Niobrara Military Reservation, Nebr., 
‘ | operate a trolley or electric railway line | 
| ph 1 telephone line across said reservation ; 


H. J. Res. 154. Joint resolution authorizing the eo 
and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other stru: 
Lake Michigan adjoining certain lands in Lake Count 

Hi. J. Res. 118. Joint resolution accepting the rece 
State of California of the Yosemite Valley grant and t} 
Big Tree Grove, and including the same, tog 
fractional sections 5 and 6, township 5 south, ran 
Mount Diablo meridian, California, within the metes and 
of the Yosemite National Park, and changing the boy 
thereof Was read twice by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
tee on Forest Reservations and the Protection of Game 

JOHN W. HAMMOND. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate thy 
concurrent resolution from the House of Representatiy: 
was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to: 

Resolved, etc., That the President be requested to r 
(H. R. 8948) entitled “‘An act granting an increase of pensi 
W. Hammond.” 





posa 


ENROLLED BILL SIGNED. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. \W. J 
Brow Nina, its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker 


House had signed the enrolled bill (H. R. 13783) to 
souvenir medallions for the Zebulon Montgomery Pil 
ment Association; and it was thereupon signed by the \ 
President. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the N 
Society, Daughters of the American Revolution, praying fo: 
enactment of legislation to authorize the publication of 
roster of those who served in the war of the Revolutio 
now being done by the War Department of those who 
the civil war and in the Spanish-American war; w! 
referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

He also presented a petition of the National Society, D 
ters of the American Revolution, praying for an invye 
into the industrial conditions of women and child wo 
the United States; which was referred to the Commit 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the | 
States, praying for the enactment of legislation to 1 
duty on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to t! 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a petition of the Monday C! 











| of Rochester, N. H., praying that an appropriation be m 


| a scientific investigation into the industrial conditi 


ns ¢ 


| in the United States; which was referred to the Co i ! 


| George 


Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of the « 
section of the District of Columbia and of Prin 
County, Md., praying for the enactment of legislation 
thorize the Marlboro Electric Railway Company to ext 
lines into the District of Columbia and also to incorpo 
East Washington Heights Railroad Company; which 
ferred to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

He also presented a memorial of the Thompson & I 
Company, of Concord, N. H., remonstrating against the | 
of the so-called “ parcels-post bill; ” which was referr 
Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented the petition of Rev. George L. M 
A. Sanborn, of Rochester, N. H., and the } 

Er. A. Chase, of Plymouth, N. H., praying for the e1 
legislation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol ; 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PLATT presented petitions of sundry citizens of I 
Srooklyn, Blackwells Island, and Auburn, and of Lo« 
cil No. 125, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
port, all in the State of New York, praying for the en 
of legislation to restrict immigration; which were ret 
the Committee on Immigration. 

Ile also presented a _ petition 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Corning, N. 


T 


of Caton Grange, Ni 
Y., praying for t 


} 


| aetment of legislation to remove the duty on denaturiz 


hol: which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
He also presented a petition of the board of aldern 
New York City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legi 
granting relief to the victims of the General Slocum dis 
which was referred to the Committee on Claims. ; 
Mr. DILLINGHAM presented a petition of the Vermont 


eration of Women’s Clubs, praying for an investigation into 











11 condition of the women of the country; which was 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 
» presented a petition of Green Mountain Council, No. 
ters of Liberty, of Newport, Vt., praying for the enact- 
legislation to restrict immigration; which was referred 
Committee on Immigration. 
DRYDEN presented petitions of Washington Camp, No. 
iotic Order Sons of America, of Atlantic City, and of 
zens of Plainfield and Newark, all in the State of 
y, praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
which were referred to the Committee on Immi- 





ation 5 


presented petitions of sundry citizens of Montclair, 
‘saving for the establishment of a national bureau in be- 
‘ children of the country; which were referred to the 
on Education and Labor. 
presented a petition of the Woman’s Home and For- 
ates ssionary Society of the Presbyterian Church of Ruther- 
J., and a petition of Colony No. 6, National Society of 
cland Women, of New Jersey, praying for the adoption 
mendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy ; 
ere referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
\icCUMBER presented the petition of George W. Davison 
indry other inmates of the National Military Home in the 
S of Ohio, praying for the enactment of legislation increas 
the pensions of dependent soldiers and sailors who served 
days or more in the civil war; which was referred to the 
( ttee on Pensions. 
PENROSE presented petitions of Valley Grange, No. 52, 
( lillville; of Local Grange, No. 1277, of Glen; of Steuben 
( » No. S58, of Townville; of sundry citizens of Erie; of 
Run Grange, No. 913, of Mansfield; of sundry citizens 
delphia; of German Grange, No. 785, of Smithfield; of 
Grange No. 952, of Hopbottom ; of West Nicholson Grange, 


( tee 


ro 


| 


1, of Tioga County; of Elk Creek Grange, No. 997, of 
! Lane; of Randolph Grange, No. 190, of Guys Mills; of 
Li n Grange, No. 229, of Overton; of Leonard Grange, No. 
Ti Leonard; of Local Grange No. 800, of Mayfield; of sun- 
( izens of Fulton County; of Local Grange No. 66, of Ful- 


South Branch Grange, No. 1288, of Coudersport, and of 


| Grange No. 1225, of Frackville, all Patrons of Husbandry, 
State of Pennsylvania, praying for the removal of the 
nal-revenue tax on denaturized alcohol; which were re- 
the Committee on Finance. 
BURROWS presented the memorial of George P. Codd, 


Detroit, Mich., remonstrating against the enactment 
lation providing that the inspector of asphalt and 
in the District of Columbia shall not receive or accept 
sation of any kind from, or perform any work, or render 
of a character required by him officially by the 
Columbia to, any person, firm, corporation, or 
other than the District of Columbia; which was 
to the Committee on Appropriations. 

NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of 

e, Minn., praying for the removal of the internal-revenue 
denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the Com- 
Finance. 

PROCTOR presented a petition of General Sherman 
No. 31, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of 
\Vt., praying for the enactment of legislation to re 

igration; which was referred to the Committee on 


Tien 
LOL), 


ices 
of 


lity 


lso presented petitions of Progressive Grange, No. 283. 
land, and Green Mountain Grange, No. 1, of St. Johns- 
trons of Husbandry, and of the Woman’s Christian 
ice Union of Enosburg Falls, all in the State of 
praying for the removal of the internal-revenue tax 
turized alcohol; which were referred to the Committee 
iso presented a petition of the Vermont Federation of 
Clubs, praying for an investigation into the industrial 
hn of the women of the country; which was referred to 
mittee on Education and Labor. 
RYE presented a petition of Franklin Grange, No. 124, 
of Husbandry, of Bryants Pond, Me., praying for the 
of the internal-revenue tax on denaturized alcohol: 
is referred to the Committee on Finance. 
\TION OF OSTEOPATHY IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. 
l RY i. I present a memorial of the Medical Society of 
trict of Columbia, remonstrating against the enactment 
‘ition to regulate the practice of osteopathy, to license 
hic physicians, and to punish persons violating the pro 
thereof in the District of Columbia. I move that the 


Lit 
orial lie on the table, and that it be printed as a document. 
‘motion was agreed to. 


{ 
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MISSOURI RIVER RRIDGE IN MON 

Mr. BERRY, from the Committee 
referred the bill (S. 5989) to authorize the construction of 
bridge across the Missouri River in Broadw: 


on Commerce, to 1 











l n id t¢ { ct ¢ l 
counties, Mont., reported it with ai lments, and ed 
a report thereon. 

Mr. CARTER subsequently said: I ask un 
for the present consideration of the bill (S 
the construction of a bridge ss tl M ik ! 
water and Gallatin counties, Mont., which { i 
the Committee on Commerce by the Sena 
{[Mr. Berry]. 

The Secretary read the bill; and » « ’ 
Senate, as in Committee of the W! I ] ) yn- 
sideration. 

The amendments of the Committee on Commerce were, on 
page 1, line 5, to strike out the words “ and ma n a railroad 
bridge” and insert “maintain and operate a railroad | 
and approaches thereto;” and in line 8, after the word | 
tana,” to strike out the period and the ri ind of t li 
and insert: 

In accordance with the provisiot entitled 
late the construction of bridges over 1 ga Ww of I i 
23, 1906, 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, < nd, or repeal tl 
« xpressly reserved. 

So as to make the bill read 

Be it enacted, ets That tl ( M 
way Com] inv, of Me its ‘ 
authorized constr maintain, and op te a road l 
approaches thereto across the Missouri River at ny i 
practicable point within the limits of B at t 1 
Broadwater and Gallatin countis in Ss tM 
ance with the provisions of t ‘ 1 
construction of bridges ver navig pI ms 
1906. 

Sec. 2. That the right to alter, amend, or re] lt t is h 
expressly reserved 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and tl 


amendments were concurred in. 
The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 





REGULATION OF MOTOR BOATS, 
Mr. FRYE. I am directed by the Committee on Co e, 
to whom was referred the amendment of the Ho 
sentatives to the bill (S. 4094) to amend sectio $426 « - 
vised Statutes of the United States—regulation of 
to report it back favorably, and to move that the S« l 
in the amendment of the House of Representat 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will |! { d 
The SecrerarRy. On page 3, line 2, after “1 
not engaged in fishing as a regular business.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from M: 
that the Senate concur in the amendme of the Ho 
The motion was agreed to. 
NORTHERN PACIFIC RAILWAY LAND 
Mr. FULTON. From the Committee on Pub I I 
port back favorably the amendment of the Hou ! é 
sentatives to the bill (S. 2292) for the relief of c 
men and settlers within the limits of the Nort LP 
way land grant. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment w be 
The Secretary. On page 2, line 8, after the word aban- 
doned,” insert: 
Provided, That all lieu selections n 
fined to lands within the State where the priv holdings j 
Sec. 2. That thi act ; ! ‘ i | 
thereof by the Northern Pa g ( pi 1 
Secretary of the Interior 
Mr. FULTON. I move that the Senate con h ! 
ment of the House. 
The motion was agreed to. 
CHARLES L. ALLEN. 
Mr. PENROSE. I am directed ! he C ‘ I 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 159 f 1 
Charles L. Allen, to report it favorably without | I 
eall the attention of the senior S« I i ) 
PLATT] to the bill. 
Mr. PLATT. I ask to have the bill put 1 ~ t 
the present time. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill | ead r t r 
mation of the Senate. 
The Secretary read the bill; and there bei 10 ol tion. the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, p led to its co 1 
eration. It directs the Secretary of the Treasury to issue to 


Charles L. Allen, of New York, a duplicate in lieu of 


United 








qe 


State t per cent registered bond of the funded loan of 1907, 
No. 141694, for $100, inscribed in his name, and alleged to have 
been lost after having been assigned in blank. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the tuird time, and passed. 
WEIGHING OF MAILS, 


ROSE. I 


Mr. PIENI 
8) s and 


‘PD 
( L’Ost-hor 


l to whom was referred the joint resolu- 
R. 54 thorizing a change in the weighing of the 
the fourth section, to port it favorably without 
t, and I ask for its present consideration. 

being no objection, the Senate, as in-Committee of the 
1 to consider the joint resolution, which was 


re 


mails in 


nama 
( il, 


proceeak 
read, as follows: 

Resolved, etc., T 
fi ia on April 


‘ re 1 te 


on account of the earthquake calamity in Cali- 
authority is hereby given to the Postmaster- 
» average daily weight of mails for a period not 
i working days ascertained during the period from 
in adjusting the compensation, accord- 
routes in the fourth section for the transpor 
quadrennial term beginning July 1, 1906, 
act of Congress approved March 
» daily weight shall be ascertained by 
a number of successive working days 


less 


su 





iw, on all railroad 
: the 
vision of 
the averag 
nails for such 


the 





without 
reading, read 


the Senate 
third 


to 
for a 


reported 


engrossed 


joint resolution was 
iment, dered to be 
» third time, and passed. 


or 


WILLIAM 

Mr. BURKETT. By direction of the Committee on Pensions 
I reported back favorably the other day the bill (S. 5871) grant- 
ng an incre: of pension to William B. Ashton. I am informed 
, death of the pensioner, and I move the indefinite post- 
ponement of the bill. 


1OTION Was agrees 


B. ASHTON. 
ise 


1 to. 
BILLS INTRODUCED. 
bill 


Mr. DICK introduced a (S. 6090) to furnish 


am directed by the Committee on Post- | 
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bronze | 


is of honor to surviving soldiers who responded to Presi- 


Lincoln’s first call for 


title, and referred to the Commi 


trot ; which was read twice by its 
ttee on Military Affairs. 

request) introduced a bill (S. 6091) to regu- 
g of licenses to plumbers, gas fitters, and fixture 
of Columbia; which was read twice by 
to the Committee on the District of 


Ds 


igers in the District 
(S. 6092) to correct the 
which was read twice by 
referred to the 


introduced a bill 
of David Chrisman; 
ith the accompanying paper, 


iuced a bill (S. 
ad 


referred 


6093) granting a pension to 
twice by its title, and, with 
to Committee on Pen- 


was I 


the 


SE intreduced a bill 


e of | ion to James 


(S. GOO4) an 


twice 


granting 
read 


Pensions, 


which 
tee on 
granting an increase 
read twice by 
referred to the Com- 


Clayton ; was 
red to the Commi 
‘oduced a bill (S. 6095) 
of pension to Hugh Marshall; which was 

with the accompanying paper, 


OCTOR intreduced a bill (S. 6096) 





solution (S. R. 55) 


joint re 


from earthquake and conflagration | 


which was read twice by 
imittee on Appropriations. 


TAI 1] AGAINST POLYGAMY. 
joint resolution 

of the United States. 

» read, and that it lie on the table. 

. R. 56) proposing an amendment to 

the United States prohibiting polygamy and 

abitation within the United States was read 


its title, and the second time at length, as 


AMENDMENT 
introduc 


‘onstitution 


proposing 


on ot 


House 
asst 
‘hat the foll 


se eral States, 


and of Representatives of the United 
nbled (two-thirds of cach House 
wing amendment be proposed to the 
which, when ratified by three-fourths 
and be a part of the Constitution of 
and to read as follows, to wit: 
“ARTICLE XVI. 
polygamy nor polygamous cohabitation shall exist 
‘any place subject to its jurisdiction. 
e of polygamy or polygamous cohabitation within 
or Territory of the United States, or any place 


COndress 


ted States, to be numbered 


nm nr ¢ 
Lhe 


for the | 


in- | 


its | 


zranting a pension | 
by its title, and referred | 


its title, | 


an | 
I ask that | 





May 9. 


subject to its jurisdiction, shall be treated as a crime agains 
United States. ' 
‘Sec. 3. Congress shall have power to enforce the provisi 7 


this article by appropriate legislation, but nothing in this arti, 
be construed to deny to any State the exclusive power, subject 
provisions of this article, to make and enforce all laws ‘eon 
marriage and divorce within its jurisdiction or to vest in the | 


States any power respecting the same within any State.” | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The joint resolution wil] on 

the table and be printed. ; 
AMENDMENTS TO RAILROAD RATE BILL. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE submitted four amendments intenygar 


to be proposed by him to the bill (H. R. 12987) to an 
act entitled “An act to regulate commerce,” approved Fel), 
4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof, and to en]. the 
powers of the Interstate Commerce Commission; whicl . 
ordered to lie on the table, and be printed. 

Mr. KEAN submitted an amendment intended to be proposed 
by him to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entit} “Ay 
act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, l all 
acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers 
Interstate Commerce Commission; which was ordered to 
on the table, and be printed. 


-AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION 


BILLS. 
Mr. RAYNER (for Mr. GorMAN) submitted an amend t 
proposing to appropriate $4,427.44 to pay the administrator 
bonis non of the estate of Albert Seekamp the amount foun 
due him by the Court of Claims, intended to be proposed by 
GorMAN to the general deficiency appropriation bill: which 
ordered to be printed, and, with the accompanying paj 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. HALE submitted an amendment proposing to appr 
$15,000 for the publication of an edition of 10,000 co) 
memorial volume commemorative of the final intermeit 
body of John Paul Jones at the United States Naval Ac: 
Annapolis, Md., intended to be proposed by him to tli 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit on 
Naval Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. KNOX submitted an amendment proposing to app! 

a sum sufficient to pay the legal representatives of ( 
Thomas H. Carpenter, captain, United States Arny. 1 
the difference between the pay of a captain on the ret 

from March 1, 1866, ete., intended to be proposed by h 
sundry civil appropriation bill; which was referred to | 
mittee on Military Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment propos 
crease the compensation of three telephone operators 
Metropolitan police, District of Columbia, from $600 to S720U 
per annum, intended to be proposed by him to the Dist 
Columbia appropriation bill; which was ordered to | 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the Co 
on Appropriations. 


PRESIDENTIAL 


A message from the President of the United States, hy Mr. 
B. F. BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the I 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 

On May 8: 

.591. An act granting a pension to William C. B: 

. 1692. An act granting a pension to Ellen H. Sway 

.1818. An act granting a pension to Edward T. W! 

. 1913. An act granting a pension to Clara F. Les! 

. 2021. An act granting a pension to Juliet K. Phil! 

2767. An act granting a pension to Sarah S. Etue; 

3308. An act granting a pension to Sarah Lovell ; 

.3555. An act granting a pension to Alice A. Fray: 

5095. An act granting a pension to Jeremiah Mck« 

5146. An act granting a pension to Mary J. Mel 

5192. An act granting a pension to John H. Stace: 

5455. An act granting a pension to Emily J. Ald 
13. An act granting an increase of pension to Haut 
Johnson; 

S. 556. 
Egolf; 

S. 834. 
French ; 

S. 918. 
Baker ; 

S$. 971. An 
Hackney ; ; 

S. 1013. An act granting an increase of pension to Wi 
Odear ; ‘ ee 

S. 1260. An act granting an increase of pension to an 
Pugsley ; 

S. 1514. 
Wicks ; 


APPROVALS. 


LANRLNDRKRL MD. 


An act granting an increase of pension to W 


An act granting an increase of pension to 11 


An act granting an increase of pension to ! 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil!’ 


An act granting an increase of pension to G' 
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64. An act granting an increase of pension to Leander C. S. 4763. An act granting an increase of pet 1 to H on 
Randolph; 
5. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard H. | S. 4901. An act granting an increase of pension to Joshua M. 
’ Lounsberrv : 
i ‘ . : iil deeke Oe een oS 
G28, An act granting an increase of pension to Christian | 8.5055. An act granting an increase of pension to Melvin 
l: | Grandy; 
11, An act granting an increase of pension to Alice 8. S.5077. An act granting an increase of 1 tr riel 
@ | | Cody: 
Ss 1728. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph H S.5091. An act granting an increase of pet 1 to Sallie 
A | Tyrrell; 
759. An act granting an increase of pension to William B. 8.5092. An act granting an increase of pet n to Marv C. 
\ | Feigley ; 
9, An act granting an increase of pension to Willis H. 8.5093. An act granting an increase of pension to Josiah F. 
. Staubs: 
\ ; | Ste : 
886. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha] 8.5094. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel F 
. : 
n: saublitz ; 
s 9959, An act granting an increase of pension to William R. 8.5114. An act granting an increase of pension to I ie B. 
( . | Cusick ; 
s 2077. An act granting an increase of pension to David B. S. 5173. An act granting an increase of pension to William S. 
N . Garrett: 
35. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. S.5186. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
] ner } | Staplins ; 
S.3119. An act granting an increase of pension to Francis A. S. 5189. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
] cS F. Joyce; 
S.3130. An act granting an increase of pension to George B. S. 5205. An act granting an increase of pension to John F. 
\ gham ; Alsup ; 
. is. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel | S$. 5219. An act granting an increase of pension to D ad N. 
S . | Morland ; 
230, An act granting an increase of pension to William C. | S. 5255. An act granting an increase of pension to John D. 
: rs ; 
] | Cutler ; 
272. An act granting an increase of pension to John} 8.5291. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah A. 
Il Smith; 
273. An act granting an increase of pension to Abisha | 8. 53837. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel M. 
R Tow ; 
S.3415. An act granting an increase of pension to William S.5338. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
+ | Buckner ; 
68. An act granting an increase of pension to Myra R.| 8.5342. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E 
7 Johnson ; 
4 ‘ }e ’ 
An act granting an increase of pension to Martha H. S. 5344. An act granting an increase of pension to Sop! ia 
51. An act granting an increase of pension to Solomon An act granting an increase of pension to Am M. 
5d. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary A. | An act granting an increase of s John 
( ° 
40. An act granting an increase of pension to Smith 8.5375. An act granting an increase of pension to Frances L. 
\ . | Porter: 
9, An act granting an increase of pension to Henry D.}| 8.5439. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
M | Dunilay 
». An act granting an increase of pension to Charles R. S. 5453. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob M 
| Pickle; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Ferdinand | 8S. 5515. An act granting an increase of pen 1 to Mat C 
] | Frizelle; and 


0. An act granting an increase of pension to Bridget | 8.5517. An act granting an increase of pens to William 
| H. H. Shaffer. 


S. An act granting an increase of pension to Ebenezer REGULATION OF RAILROAD RA 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no c 


12. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry resolutions. the Chair I: vs before the § a A : 1 
; 26 ‘An act granting an increase of pension to Willard ee ' the Wl rea 
“An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin D. pier an os rw = : = oot vod bet: h | ry 4. 18 rn 
An act granting an increase of pension to Owen all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge 


Interstate Commer 


. a : 7 The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending gq 
. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary BP. z 


amendment offered by the Senator from New Js M 
‘ : : . DrYDEN]| to the amendment {f the S« 
2. An act granting ¢ ncerease ¢ ‘nsior ornelis . TY { 
An act granting an increase of pension to Cornelia A. | [Mr. Exvxrns]. The amendm ent and the an 
. . . wecue amendment will be ated. 
n act granting ar Tease eNnalo iHlis -_ 
An act granting an increase of pension to William | The SECRETARY. It is proposed the ; 
' : : . : wiaiae | mitted by the Senator from West Virg Mir 
An act granting an increase of pension to William |; ontine befor the a aaa 7 
nserting before the first wort tne W 1 


| } 4 11 xi , ‘ 
J i j ie he Loiowing worus: 
An act granting an increase of pension to Seth H. | a es . 


| That on and after July 1, 1911. 
An act granting an increase of persion to Noel J. | So that if amended the amendment 
That on and er J 1, 1911 
’. An act granting an increase of pension to Benjamin | carrier engaged in prod 


de selling, directly or i 


;} engage in 


act granting an increase of pension to Oliver M. 


act granting an increase of pension to John B. 


An act granting an increase of pension to Susan J. F. | shall be « 


other con 


modities ex« 


Mr. LODGE 


the amendment 


The 


ia if 


nr) 


ling 
lain} 


it? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. LODGE. 


Therefore, it is 


It 


er 
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at this stage. If adopted, will it be open to amendment? I 
think the date is altogether teo remote. 

The VICK-PRESIDENT. The Senator proposing the amend- 
ment to the amendment can modify it, if he sees fit. 

Mr. LODGE. If adopted now, it can not be amended until 
it 31 hes the Senate stage’ 

The \ oe PRESIDENT The Chair so understands. 

M McCUMBER. I simply wish to ask as a parliamentary | 
mat he tant 2 substitute would be in order for the amend- 
ment as amended after it has been amended? 

The VICE PRE a NT. The Chair understands that a sub- 
stitute would be in ‘der. There has been a substitute pro- 
posed by th peialiie from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin]. 

Mr. McCUMBI But it would not be in order at this 
tina 

The VI paige eases se A substitute would not be in-order 
until after the amendmen nt has been perfected. 

Mr. GALLINGER mi others. Question. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey [ Mr. 
DrypEN] to the amendment of the Senator from West Virginia 
[Mr. Evxins]. [Putting the question.] In the opinion of the 
Chair re ayes have it. | 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask for a division. 

Mr. G ALLINGER: Let us have the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FRYE. I should like to ask the Senator from New Jer- 
sey if he can not modify his amendment by reducing the time 

mewnhat? 

Mr. DRYDEN. I should like to inquire what the proposed 
modification is? 


Mr. FRYE. I should like to have it 1908 or 1909. 





Mr. LODGE. 1908. 

Mr. DRYDEN. I will agree to a modification making it 
19G9, 

M LODGE. That is lengthening it out too much. 

Mr. DRYDEN. It gives but two years and a half to readjust 
interests involving hundreds of millions of dollars. I think it 
is ery sl at time 

VICI ESIDE NT. The Senator from New Jersey 
I his proposed amendment to the amendment as follows. 

fhe SecreTary. By striking out the word “eleven” and in- 

ting in lieu the word “nine;” so that it will read: 
t on and after July 1, 19809. 

The -P R ESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
] iment to the amendment. 

Ir. BACON. I understand that the provision in the substi- 
tute is fer May, 1908. Am I correct? 

I VIC} RESIDENT Does the Senator inquire what is 
the dat ul y the modified amendment of the Senator from 
Né J the amendment 

M BACON That is offered as an amendment to the sub- 
stitute proposed by the Senator from Mississippi, is it not? 

i VICE-PRESIDI i. It is offered as an amendment to 
el ent of the Senator from so Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] 

l lirected to the pro] “1 substitute. 

Mr. BACON. In the amendment off red by the Senator from 
\ \ ia there is no time limit, I understand. 

| Vik PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that there 
: li 1 the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
\V \ , 

BAC . But there is a ti limit suggested in the sub- 
hic! e proposed by the Senator from Mississippi, 
\ I le ul to be May, 1908. So there are practically 
ti two ] ) 1 before u 
i VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ent of 1] senator from New Jersey [Mr. DRYDEN] as 
1 by him to the amendme! f the Senator from West 
\ Mr. J Ss], on which the yeas and nays have been 
SPOONER I ask that the amendment to the amendment 
I l. 
| VICE-PRI DENI The amendment to the amendment 
be again 1 ; 
DOLLIVER. I should like to have the whole amend 
rel ted modified 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
d the entire amendment as it will stand if amended. 
ET The amendment proposed by the Senator 
‘ J [Mr. DrypeNn] is to insert before the first 
‘It "—in the amendment of the Senator from 
following words: 
j j 1 1, 1800 
if amended the proposition will read: 
J 1, 1909, it shall be unlawful for any ae 
ca ‘ producing, manufacturing, buying, furnishing. 


| rates, 





May 


selling, directly or indirectly, coal, coke, or any other commod 
eng in interstate commerce: Provided, That nothing in t] 

shall be construed to prevent a carrier from mining coal or pro 
other commodities exclusively for its own use. : 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands th 
yeas and nays are still desired upon the amendment i, 
amendment as modified. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Is the question before the Sena; 
which we are about to vote the amendment of the Senato; 
New Jersey to the amendment of the Senator from Wes; 
ginia, or is it upon the whole proposition? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is only upon the ame; nt 
proposed by the Senator from New Jersey to the amen 
proposed by the Senator from West Virginia. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So the subject upon which the & 
now about to vote is s the question as to whether three ye 
two and a half years’ time shall be given for the disposi 
the property. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. As to whether the time me ed 
in the amendment to the amendment shall be ¢iyey 
Secretary will call the roll on agreeing to the amend) 
the amendment. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was ealled). I 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALrison]. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I am ed 
with the senior Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLory | lI 
votes upon the pending bill. I therefore withhold my yote, and 
I will make no further announcement of the pair. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER. I have a general pair with the s 
from Tennessee [Mr. Carmack], who is absent. I understand 
that he would vote against this amendment if present. 

Mr. TILLMAN. He would. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am therefore not at liberty to vote. 
were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ yea.” 

The result was announced—yeas 44, nays 29—as follows: 
YEAS—44. 

Gallinger 
Hale 
Hansbrough 
Hemenway 
Hopkins 
Kean 
Kittredge 
Knox 
Long 
McCumber 
Nelson 
NAYS—29. 
McCreary 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Newlands 
Overman 
Vettus 


rage 


am | 


li I 


Aldrich 
Alger 

Allee 
Ankeny 
Beveridge 
Brandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burnham 
Carter 
Clark, Mont. 
Clark, Wyo. 


Clarke, Ark. 
Crane 
Cullom 
Dick 
Dillingham 
Dryden 
Elkins 
Flint 
Foraker 
Frye 
Fulton 


Nixon 
Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 
Platt 
Scott 
Smoot 
Suthe 
Warner 
Warren 
Wetnx 


Sim: 
Stone 
Taliafe 
Teller 
Tillman 


acon Dolliver 
4 Dubois 
Foster 
Frazier 
Gamble 
Gearin 
‘lay La Follette 
Lodge Rayner 
NOT VOTING—-16. 
Daniel Latimer Morgan 
Depew McEnery Patte i 
Burton Gorman Mallory Proct 
Carmack Heyburn Millard Spooner 
So fhe amendment to the amendment was agreed t 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I move to refer 
ment proposed by the Senator from West Virginia | Mr. 
just amended the amendment of the Senator fr 
Jersey [Mr. Drypen] and all pending amendments r I: r to 
this subject and the proposed substitute to the Con 
Interstate Commerce. 
The reason I am constrained to make that motion 
count of the experience we have had during all day 
and up to this time to-day. The vote that has just b 
shows that there is a wide division of sentiment 
members of the Senate as to the wisdom of the | 
ment which has been adopted. I think, however, th 
division of sentiment that this subject should be tr 
that we should have legislation which would fore V 
transportation companies from mining and marketing + 
other natural products. For one I am exceedi! 
that this question should receive careful considerat 
hands of the committee; that a bill should be repo! 
Senate; that the Senate and the House of Representat! 
speedily pass it, and that it should be enacted into | 
is too grave a question to be settled on the floor o! 
by amendments. In my judgment it not second 
tanc e to the subject we are now considering, where \ 
to give the Interstate Commerce ¢ ‘ommission the po 
That marvelous advance in legislation 
great subject. ; ‘: 
In the coal question we meet a subject that is ent ut 


5 


Allison 
Burrows 


as by 


is 


is a 
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, the one of rates relating to railroads, but it is a 
ich equally interests all sections of our common 
which equally interests all classes of people in the 

Hence it is important that it should not be 


th this question and that it should have the care- | 


ation of a committee and of the Senate itself. 
will remember that during this session of Congress 
has been passed authorizing the Interstate Com- 
sion to investigate this very subject; and if my 
ils and the subject-matter of this amendment shall 
his committee of the Senate the committee will have 
‘the investigation which has already been made and 
w being made by the Commission to formulate 
tion on this great and important matter. 
LEY. Mr. President, I make the point of order that 
order to move to commit an amendment to a com- 


Under what rule? 

[LEY It is in order to move to commit a bill, but 
rule authorizing a motion to commit an amendment. 
RICH. I ask that the twenty-second rule be read. 

ILEY. The Senate can dispose of an amendment by 
vn, but there is no authority for a motion to commit 
ent to a committee, 

DRICH. I ask that the twenty-second rule may be 
erhaps the Senator will then change his mind. 
PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the rule, 

by the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Aupricu]. 
etary read as follows: 
Rute XXIL—Pre 


nh is pending, no motion shall be received but— 


MICH. 


cedents of motions. 


» a day certain, or that when the Senate adjourn it shall 
consideration of executive business. 
‘ +4 Ver 
na iteiy. 
day certain. 


ns shall have precedence as they stand arranged; 
iting to adjourn take a recess, to proceed 
m of executive busir to lay on the table, 





shall be 





I ask the Chair to decide as to what is the 
What question is pending before the Senate, 


ISIDENT. The pending question is on the mo- 
the Senator from Lllinois |Mr. Hopkins]. 

DRICH. It me very clear, then, that the 

ment can be committed under the twenty-second 


seems to 


Y. There is no bill pending before that committee 
imendment would be in order. The rule clearly 
it the bill itself committed, but not 

to the bill. 

(ICH. The bill itself is not pending, and will not 
question comes up on its final passage. 

LEY if bill is not now pending before this 

then I confess my inability to under- 


might be 


this 
Whole, 
CH. The bill is pending before the Senate; but 
n is on the amendment of the Senator from 
ELKINS] as modified or sought to be 
Senators. 
in a sense, Mr. President, the pending amend- 
stion immediately before the Senate. 
INGER. If the Senator will permit me—— 
; inly. 
.R. It seems to me very clear that the clause 
h has been read presupposes that the bill has 
nittee and that it may be committed 


that is true; and I have no kind of 
nd that it would be entirely in order to move 
GER. There is no doub 
But it is 


about that. 

not in r to move to commit an 
to the bill. The question pending in the 
its broad and true meaning. 
II Certainly. 

\nd the immediate question pending to that 

thi endment. 

President, I understand that the majority of 
on a question of this kind, make a rule to suit 
not be lieve in a matter of this importance that 
to dispose of it. If the majority think it proper 


S$ al 


} 


to vote this down and 
to take it up again, or 
mittee, it would 
and could report. But I suggest 

Mr. McLAURIN. Will the Senator yield to me for 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. McLAURIN. How could the Committee on 
Commerce consider an amendment to a bill when tl 
have the bill before them? 


then with their 
to introduce and 
seem that the « 


majorit 
refer a bill 





Mr. BAILEY. ‘That is precisely the suggestion I 
to make in addition to the intimation I had give 
fore. As I understand, a committee can onl 


or resolutions referred to it. This is neither a bill 
tion. Probably in some ¢a 
bill we have a rule under which amendments m: 
duced to such a bill, referred to a committee, and 
that is under a peculiar or, at least, 
of the rules. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think the point of 
by the Senator from Texas | Mr. Battey] is 


It rests upon a very fundamental proposition kn 


parliamenary law, and that is that when parliame 


is considering a proposition an 
can not for final 
main proposition and can not be 
rule of parliamentary 
or the main proposition. 
I desire to call the attention of the Chair 


amendment to that 


be considered 


» one fe 


TK 
grows out of that general proposition and which is re 
] 


a universal rule in general parliamentary 
parliamentary law the motion to lay an amendmen 
can not be received and adopted 
proposition with it, and that is based upon 
tion which I have just suggested, that to adopt a 
an amendment 
the disposition of an amendment in a manner inde] 


the disposition of 


without carryin 


the original pro l. f 
it is only when there is a special rule, such as we 
Senate, which varies the general proposition that to 
an amendment can be disposed of otherwise thay 
vote either adopting or rejecting it. 

It is manifest, Mr. President, that that general 
and for myself I 
rule in the Senate which 


one, have always reg 


the table independently of the original proposit 
pose of laying a matter on the table is tot poral 
its consideration with the expectation thereafter « 
to its consideration, a purpose which manifestly 
earried out in the case of an amendment, becauss 


lay an amendment on the table and 
it is impracticable thereafter to return to its « 
Therefore it is that the purpose ul ler our rules 
amendment on the table is not the general 
sought to be subserved in the lavil I 
table, but it is for the purpose of its permane 
whieh is a perversion of the original purp« 
That treated here, so that w! 1 amend 
the table it is permanently disposed of The o1 


between that and any other pr 


Is SO 


nendment is that it lows tl Se t ome 
out further debate upon 

I only mention that r the purpos 
proposition that an amendment to a propos ” 
posed of by being referred to 1 in ‘ 
other disposition in a ther 
tion or its rejection, unless there is a ‘ 
izes it. as we have in the s l ru ~ 
it can be laid upon the table. 

Mr. President, the general pro} tion Ww h I 
Chair as a sound *. and which I 
sniled. is that in the ase oft 
proposition there is no way in w! 
posed of independ 
rejection or 1tS adopti 
authorizes a differs lis] 
whet 1 motion to la t 

l sa Mr. Presidet t 
Senators may seal ( 0 
mentators on parliamy rv lay nd t \ 


to it. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Preside 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 


Loes thy “ nator fr 


ses which relate to an apy 


under a special 


disp: sition se] iratel) 


law independently of the o 


permits an amendment to 


yyY | ] 1 
minittee could deal 


consider 


upon the table would recognize the prom 


pass on to othe! 
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Mr. BACON. T do. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 


to commit or to recommit a bill would carry with it all amend- 
ments. 

Mr. BACON. Undoubtedly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, unless he de- 
sires to ask me a question—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was going to ask a question. 

Mr. BACON. I hope,the Senator will pardon me for a mo- 
ment, 

Mr. President, the intimate connection between an amendment 
and the original proposition is not only illustrated by the gen- 


eral rule, as I have endeavored to state it, but it is further illus- 
trated by the practice which is recognized in all parliamentary 
jurisdictions that a motion to dispose of amendments in any 
other way, as by a motion to lay it on the table, will carry with 
it in the same direction the original proposition. There are two 
ways in which the question of a motion to indirectly dispose of 
an amendment can be treated. One is to say it is out of order, 
practiced in some jurisdictions, and not to consider it; and 
the other is to say that it is in order, as, in fact, the regular 
rule; but if it prevails it carries with it the original proposition. 
In other words, the nexus between the two is so intimate that 
parliamentary law does not recognize the possibility of their 
and one must go with the other. It is the unborn 


aS 1s 


severance 


child which can have no life when sundered from the mother. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, the Senate, as well as the 
House of Representatives, is acting under a code of rules that 


has been adopted for its guidance. Such rules are paramount 
to any general parliamentary law or even to Jefferson’s Manual, 


Under the rules of the House of Representatives this proposed 


If the Senator will pardon me, a motion | 
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| order : 


amendment of the Senator from West Virginia would be ruled | 


out of order, because under the rules of the House an amend- 
ment that is proposed to a pending bill must be germane. The 
bill that is pending here before the Senate is a bill that relates 
to the regulation of the rates of railroads—a subject that is en- 
tirely separate and distinct from the question that is raised by 
the amendment that was originally offered by the Senator from 





tee; and there is no bill before the committee relati) 
subject. If there were a bill before the committee y 
this matter—the divorcing of railroads from the ow; 

coal lands—it would be then perfectly proper to refor 4 
amendments for the consideration of the committee 
tion with that bill. But to take the amendment away 

bill by which alone it can have parliamentary exist: i 2 
not believe can possibly be done. ae 

I have looked as well as a very brief time would permit 
do so at the very full collection of precedents of the H 
were prepared for the House, and there is not a sug 
all the innumerable questions that have arisen about 
ments and committal that a motion to commit could 
applied to an amendment by itself. A motion to co rs 
variably applies—and every decision in this great work gh, 
that it applies—to the bill, to the subject before tho 
and not to an amendment to the subject or the proposition ja 
fore the House. The first words of the eighteenth ch 
amendments are: 

Under the rule relating to amendments the following mot 2, 
To amend; to amend that amendment; for a subst * 
to amend the substitute. wes and 

These are all the motions that are in order in regarq ; 
amendment. 

Our standing rule simply establishes the order of 
It does not say what we can commit. Those are tly 
in their order, which may apply to the proposition befor 
Senate, or, like a motion to adjourn, apply only to 
of the body and not to the proposition then pending. 

Mr. SPOONER. The motion to commit must apply to the 
substantive proposition. 

Mr. LODGE. The motion to commit, the Senator from Wie. 
consin suggests, must apply to some substantive propositio: 
The substantive proposition before the Senate is the bill, and 
nothing else. The amendment is a mere attachment proposed 
to the bill, which may come into existence, or may 
existence; but it is here only because the bill is here. 
was no bill here, nobody would suggest that an 








| could be discussed when no bill existed to which it could 


West Virginia [Mr. Erx1ns]. 

I do not care, Mr. President, whether you call that amend- | 
ment a question or an amendment. The name does not make 
the difference. It is a separate and distinct question from the 
] osition that is presented here in the bill that was reported 
by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TinnMAN]. If it is a | 








separate question, the fact that the Senator from West Virginia 
calls it an amendment can not change the rules of the Senate. 
What is the rule of the Senate on that matter? It says: 

W a question is pending no motion shall be received but * * * 
al tion t con it. 

The question that is pending before us under the amendments 
covered by the motion I have made is nothing that relates to 
the fixing of rates or any question that is incident to the com- 
pletion and perfection of the bill upon that subject; but, as I 
have observed, it is something separate and distinct and of such 
grave importance that the members of the Senate have been 
kept here for two days without being able to reach any conclu- 
sion whatever upon the subject. It seems to me that, with the 
I before us is just as reasonable and as pertinent to adopt 
the motion here as it is to take the construction of the Senator 
fi fexas. If this motion is adopted, we are simply giving a 
I ble and pertinent construction to the rule itself. Accord- 
ing t ar nt of the Senator from Texas, he must give a 
‘ t tion to the rule in order to have his conclusions adopted, 

he language is as open to the construction for which I con- 
it is for that of the Senator from Texas. In view of 
t} unt importance of the question, it seems to me that 
t ion that this is a new question and that the com- 
m ( e isdiction of it under this motion should 
ny? {7 

r. LODGI Mr. President, I am as anxious as anybody 
1 po ly be to have this subject, which I think a large 

al col ted one, referred to a committee, so that before | 
i con on of the session we may act upon it intel ntly 
and be than we px bly can now; but I can not vote, Mr. 
I t, to af 1 that result, which is easily attainable in an 
I I nd in conformity with what I believe to be 
ntary law, in a manner which I believe to be contrary 
| entary law and contrary to the practice of the Senate. 
ndment has no existence except in connection with 
re to which it is proposed. When we send amend- 
committee to consider it is because the bill to which 
the re proposed is in a committee in a state of preparation; 
| bill is before the Senate; it is not before the commit- 





| ject; it is an amendment you are proposing. 


Mr. President, I can find nothing in the general parliamen 


| Jaw that refers to anything but the committal of the subject 


before the body. There is an utter absence of any 
in any volume of rules at which I have been able to 
it was ever contemplated that an amendment by itself could bx 
committed to a committee or referred separtely from th n 
proposition. 

I want to see this whole subject committed to a c 
with the understanding that it shall be reported on in 
form and dealt with before this session adjourns; but 
it ought to be done in an orderly way, and in conforn vith 
the universal practice of the Senate and with the general 
principles of parliamentary law. If we want to commit these 
amendments to a committee, we have nothing to do but 
troduce a resolution or a bill covering this subject, and then 
refer all the amendments as relating to that bill; but to ret 
amendments alone I do not think can possibly be don 

Mr. ALDRICH. The weakness of the contention of t! 
tor from Massachusetts is disclosed upon its state 
says that if a bill were offered in the Senate and referred to 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce having referen this 
subject, then these amendments could be taken out of 
ate and referred to that committee. . 

Mr. LODGE. An amendment to a bill pending in t 
mittee could be referred, of course, to the committee. 
our practice. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me that the Senator | 
ing that gives away his whole case. 

Mr. LODGE. Not the least in the world. 
in the committee to refer the amendments to. 
have amendments without a bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It is not necessary to have any 
fore the Committee on Interstate Commerce to retel 
subject to that committee, I take it. 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator will excuse me, it is 1 


1 





There 
You 


What is an amendment but a subj 


oh 


Mr. ALDRICH. 
what is an amendment but a motion, and what is an 
but a question? If anybody can distinguish between : 
and an amendment and a question, as treated by parli 
law, I should be very glad to have somebody discuss tl 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, will the Senator 
me to interrupt him? ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from I 
land yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
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_LBERSON. On page 115 of Jefferson’s Manual it is Mr. BACON. I do. 
Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will present some papers or 


i be absurd to postpone the previous question, commitment, documents or statements or books here that will carry out 


ilone, and thus separate the appendage from its princi- | that idea, I shall be very glad to see them; but | 
; e postponed separately from its original, if at all; be : 
th rule of Senate says that when a main question is be- 





that question raised before 
Mr. GAL : INGER. — A resident 
The VICE-PRESIDE Does the Senator from Rho I 
land yie ld pane rat from New Hampshire? 
Mr. AL DR ICH. Not just now 


question here is the bill to regulate commerce— 


ili be received but to commit, amend, or prequestion the 
ion, which is the parliamentary doctrine also. 





MICH. Those are questions pertaining to the origi- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 
. which is the bill itself, but I am discussing this | declines to yield. 
mm the standpoint of the twenty-second rule, which |} Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me perfectly plain tl 
question pending—which in this case is simply an | ® Substantive proposition, which has to be disposed 
can be committed, and that a motion to commit is os It can ot disposed of by being laid upon the tab , 
ye aisposed © Vv postponement, it can be disposed of | 
r from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] claims that because mittal, not only under the rules of the S« e, but u * ord 
R as provided in its rules that an amendment can be | @2"y parliamentary law. 
e table without carrying the main question, there- rhe Senator frem Massachusetts says he has looked through 
. reason why this motion can not be made. the books, and the Senator from Georgia has said that tl 
ON. The Senator entirely misunderstands me. nothing of the kind in the books. They must have overlooked 
MICH. By inference that is what the Senator said. the question itself, because the parliamentary law as 
ON. Oh, no; that is not the reasoning at all. stood in the Senate is Jefferson’s Manual, whi 
‘RICH. Then I did not understand the Senator and | Ye®rs ago the authority of the Senate upon all quest 
I t understand him. Of course the reason why a motion areca * me im pore led w aad the Senate rules. 1 
7 table is made attention to page >, W re it is said in terms: 
CON. Will the Senator permit me to state it? He | ate particular clause of a 1 may be committed t tl 
it understand it. ges 
7 PITCH. Certainly. Mr. LODGE. But not an amendment. 
ON. I was simply using that by way of illustra- Mr. ALDRICH. If we can commit a clause, we cert 
|} commit an amendment or a proposed clause. The o1 
LICH. That is what I understood. | ence is that one is a clause and the other is a proposed 
\N. Pardon me a moment—by way of illustration | In the wide search of the Senator from Massachusetts 
that particular thing itself could not be done, it | Senator from Georgia they seem to have overlooked 
exception by special rule of the Senate. Mr. —_— 2 vont it yesterday when I was lool 
PICH. Why? | question, but it has no bearing upon it whatever 
And that, in the absence of a special rule of the | Mr. ALDRICH. It has every bearing. 
h disposition under general parliamentary law Mr. LODGE. Nobody denies that you can commit a 
of an amendment. Under general parliamentary | part of a bill. But that is not an amendment. 
» lay an amendment on the table is practically Mr. appa ge If you can comn lause of th 
certainly can commit an amendment, by i e] 
‘ICH. The Senator is mistaken about that. Ore to oo — = 
N I am not. am only anxious for this question to be d led Q 
SICH. The Senator is mistaken about it. to this time, at least, there has been no 
N Pardon me a moment. I stated to the Senate | liamentary law cited by either of 1 S tors 
se position as laid down by the S tor 1] 
| RICH. I will yield to a question, but I do not care Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. Pres nt, Is y rose 
rs enunciation of general parliamentary law. | Senator from Rhode Island a question. On page 4, « 
0 long, and he can do that in his own time. at line 18, the bill reads: 
I do. not desire to do it in my own time. The Any common er s t to the pr 
‘ » did not understand me. Of course, if he does | freight in the United States, ¢ 
ow me to go on, I will not obtrude. If I she uld move to amend by i ting after t 
H. I understood the Senator merely wanted to | “ United States” the words “except freight ( i 
The Senator says that under general parlia- | of Cuba or the Philippine Islands,” I will as e Se 
tion to lay an amendment upon the table is not | Rhode Island whether he thinks he could 
nator is entirely mistaken about that. either to the Committee on Interstate Commerce or the ¢ 
.. I started to say to the Senator— tee on Relations with Cuba? 
RICH. If the Senator will permit me—— Mr. ALDRICH. My contention is that the S 
ON. The Senator will certainly permit me to set | jority vote, can commit ai pending « wl 
great or small, to a committee of this | v. 
RICH. Very well. Mr. GALLINGER. I have only ; 1 7 
I said distinctly, when I was on the floor be- | that the contention of the Senat Ri 
were two modes of procedure. One practice | that if I have an opportunity I shall vo 
ut of order altogether, and the other was, in other | the point of order made by f 
ry schools, to hold it to be in order, but that it car- | lutely sound, both under our own 
il proposition with it if it prevailed. 1 distinctly | mentary law; and, while I am just as anxion S - 
fore. ator possibly can be to have this matter disposed of 
(ICH. Tnever heard of any parliamentary school that | as possible, I shall not, for the e of exped y 
n to lay an amendment upon the table was not in | of the Senate even on so important a bill as this, 
is no such parliamentary school. late what I think is clearly both the rule of tl 
LINGER. Mr. President - general parliamentary law. 
k-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- Mr. ALDRI H. Will the Senator from New H 
the Senator from New Hampshire? low me? 
RICH. Not now. Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
a general rule—I might say a universal rule—of Mr. ALDRICH. I am just as anxious a 
ry law that when an amendment is laid upon the | New Hampshire that this question ll l 
es the main question with it; and it was necessary, | I have no feeling about whichever w may be I 
the action could be otherwise here, that a special | should like to ask the Senator whethe 
he adopted for that purpose. That is all there is of | first section of this bill could be. r 
! mittee on Interstate Commerce without the 1 \ gy | tion 
ON. The Senator is mistaken in saying that that is | of the bill? 
of it, from the fact that there are parliamentary Mr. GALLINGER. Yes, under Jefferson’s Manual; and that 
| practices in which the opposite is done, where sim- | is the only authority I have discovered. I believe Jefferson's 
1 of ruling that it carries the original proposition | Manual is a portion of our rules, although it is not very often 
\ 


ey adopt the device of saying it is not in order at all. | observed or referred to, and if it were referred to and observed 
DRICH. I know of no such school. 1 it would cut off a good deal of debate in the Senate. I think 
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and I issue the challenge broadly to him, in any 
work any authority for the proposition that when a- 
proposition—a concrete proposition—is before a bod 
amendment is offered to that proposition it is in ord 
body to proceed with the consideration of the origin 
tion and send the amendment to the consideration 
mittee. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought the Senator from « 


Senator from 


through. ree 

Mr. BACON. I am through. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to make a suggest} re 
Senator from Georgia. " 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Go ahead. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me he is laying dow rono 
sition here for which he ought to furnish some au { ' 
will say that he can not find in the whole range of ; 

} tary law or the whole range of parliamentary pr 
rule or precedent which will sustain his contention 

Mr. BACON. It is very hard to find rules whic! 
negative. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, this question y 
yesterday when the Senate voted upon the propositi 
a motion to lay on the table was in order. They held that 
was in order. I did not vote that way and thought t! 
clusion of the Senate was erroneous. But the maio wag 


ewer 
Uede 6 
I { f call attention to two or three provisions 
in Jefferson Mi 1 which, if observed, will expedite our 
] ess, 
ALDRICH rl Sx t loes think the Senate can 
| | GER. Yes, of the original bill, under Jeffer- 
\I | t he English rule But it is rarely ever 
I l [CH » adopt this amendment. Then it |} 
! tely taken from the bill and referred to the 
Interstate ¢ ‘ 
ir. GALLINGER. I have no idea that the Senate would do 
+7 ; 
I LODGE. Notu | it has passed all its stages. 
VICE-PRESIDENi The Senator from New Hampshire 
Le To 
Mr. ALDRICH. TI! nterjection of the Senator from Massa- 
chusetts rende h itter even more absurd, because if it 
n be done until it has passed all its stages, then it ean | 
t be do | t the rules of the Senate and general par- 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 
rhe VICK-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
is entitled to the floor 
ir. GALLINGER. I simply want to add a word. The Sena- 
tor from Rhode Island declined even to allow me a question. I 
hope he will take all my time. I am not going to cccupy 
much time in this debate. I think ten minutes will cover all 
the time I have occupied 
I will say to the Senator from Rhode Island that under Jeffer- 
u's Manual the fir section of the bill could be referred to 
committee if the Senate in its wisdom concluded to do so, 
but I have not any idea that the Senate ever would do that. 
It is an English system which we have never invoked in our 
li as I know. There may have been isolated 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me one further 
stion? 
Mr. GALLINGER 1 
MI ALDRICH. If the amendment offered by the Senator 
m \ Virginia should be ad pted and become a part of 
» bill, could we ree mit it? 
Mr. GALLINGER. The bill? 
Mr. ALDRICH. Not the bill; but this clause. 
Mr. GALLINGER Under Jefferson’s Manual we could re- 
on 1, I think, but that rule has never been inyoked 
s body during tl fteen years of my membership, and I do 
s would think it was a wise procedure. 
bre ent, I nply wish to say a word. If we can com- 
ng amendment, we can commit any amendment 
d to this bill, and it would be an absurd pro 
‘ body ¢ vy body to commit amendments to a 
CO eo proposition itself was not before that com- 
4 the Senate is going to sustain a con- 
tt that bat 
Mr. BACON Mr. President, I wish to say just one word in 
‘SI <e to the suggestion of the Senator from Rhode Island 
s to what is meant by the clause which he finds on page 106. | 
Anyone \ has any familiarity with the construction of opin- | 
dered by courts will readily reeall the fact that you 
hn isolated sentence and prove almost anything unless 
1 examine the context or unless you look to the particular 
ject-matte iier consideration at the time of the decision. 
All a ts 1 gnize that in the construction either of statutes 
or of judicial opinions those matters have to be looked into 
I e at the correct meaning. 
[ o doubt that the rule as laid down on page 106 is a 
! o far as it is applicable, and it is a very easy 
i give illustration which will show how that rule 
rued broadly and sg be very limited in its appli- 
S se we had no general Appropriations Committee 
hat the eppropriations which relate to all of the various 
LD s of the Government were in a single bill, in which 
p on was made for the Army, and provision for the 
t and also provision for the Post-Office Department. When 
e before the Senate it would be perfectly in order, under 
i. rule as that, to distribute the part of the appropriation 
} hich related to the Army to the Committee on Military 
rs, the part of the bill which related to the Navy to the 
( tee on Naval Affairs, and the part of the bill which 
! ed to the Post-Office Department to the Committee on 
Offices and Post-Roads. That is an entirely simple matter, 


matters of that kind which are contemplated by this 
from page 106. The Senator can not find, 


vhich he cites 


overwhelming, and of course it is decisive. What , at? 
The whole question here is whether or not an amendment is 4 
question. The rule reads: 

When a question is pending no motion shall be received 
Among others— 
To lay on the table, 

* a 
To commit. 


Yesterday the Senate decided, by a vote of 49 to 29, that an 


on the table within this rule. If yesterday an amend it was 
a question for the purpose of moving to lay it on the table 
within this rule, why is it not to-day a question for the purpos 
of moving to commit it under the rule? Unless the decisi 


the Senate yesterday, which I then thought and still k was 
wrong and revolutionary, was wrong and revolutionary, the 


action of the Senate yesterday by an overwhelming 
must conclude the Senate to-day. Yesterday when the ques- 


tion was whether the motion to lay on the table was in order, 
I voted “nay,” and I still maintain that view; but I will ask 
the Senator from Massachusetts or the Senator from ¢ in 


why, if an amendment on yesterday was a question vy 
rule for the purpose of moving to lay it on the table, 
to-day a question for the purpose of moving to commit 

Mr. LODGE. If the Senator wants me to answer | 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not think it has any bearing on 
tion we are discussing. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course that is a very lucid swer, 
I trust it is conclusive to the Senator from Massachu 

Mr. LODGE. I very much hope the Senator from | 
understood it. I tried to make it lucid. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I trust it is conclusive to the S 
not to anybody else. He can not sotve this question o1 
anyone by mere impatience. 

Rule XXII reads: 

Vhen a question is pending, no motion shall be received 

To do what? 

To lay on the table. 


To lay what on the table? To lay the question on t! ble, 
What was it the Senate agreed that it was in order t on 


the table yesterday? The question. What was tlie « 

This particular amendment. The rnle simply says that n 
a question is pending a motion to commit is in order. 1 
mit what? The question? What is the question? T! | 
ment which yesterday we held that it was in order t to 


lay on the table. So, if the action of the Senate yester vas 
correct, the motion to commit must necessarily be in order now. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I think the Senato: nm 
Indiana [Mr. Brvertpcr] is mistaken when he says t! ily 
thing we have to determine is whether this is a questi a 
think he is mistaken in the reading of Rule XXII. 1 le 


reads: 
When a question is pending, no motion shall be received but 
To adjourn, etc. 
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ay that when @ question is pending it shall be in 


ve to adjourn, to commit, ete. But— 
ill be received but 
) day certain. * * * 
ete. 
t be construed re nably It never was in 
ile should require the doing of an idle thing, 
Dp ed that the Senate would so construe 
be th re clauses in bills which can with 





rately committed to a committee 


1 to commit, it must be a mot 1 to commit 
; referable, not a question that is not refer 
n that 1 ay 1ot be Hitt without « iL 
t to a bill or to a ion of a bill is cor 
é nust carry with it the bill, unless th 
| 1 to do an idl hing. For how could 
I } im » 1 bill without having 
ttee? Suppose these amendments 
t tion to th 1ittee on Interstate 
e that tl ee starts out to 
How th ee ¢£ ig to gi 
t to the é without th bill 
‘ te to « side1 i connection with tl 
to @ ler how the amendments would affect 
! ffect the tions they are intended to 


ld be an idle ceremony to commit these amend 
without the bill for their consideration, 
u got them into ymmittee there would be 
» anything so far as the comm » is concerned. 
an amendment to the bill, because the commit 
have the bill consider. The committee would 
any bill. 


the ¢ 


it? 
nittesc 





to 


‘ t to 

ICH. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow 
question? 

URIN. Certainly; with pleasure. 


H. Does the Senator that the amendment 
r from West Virginia involves an entirely distinct 

yposition from anything contained in the bill? 
RIN It de 

8 Oh, it certainly does, 

IN. It an amendment to the 


agree 


es not. 


bill. 


CH It is an amendment to the bill technically, 
he consideration of a new proposition entirely ; 

t and separate from anything that is now in 
RIN. Will the Senator let me ask him a ques- 
» committee to know that without having the 
ICH. I think they would know it by reading the | 


RIN. I do not 
w it intuitively. 
H I think, 
ild understand that. 

RIN. They would know 


from anything 


think it is to be presumed that 


unless they are la 


it was an entirely dif- 





i. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow 
ule on? 
‘ Y »7 ly. 
I Does the Senator think that this an l 
\ the question of preventing railroads from 
. coal, or transporting it, as their own, is a 
1) he Senator think the amendment states a qu 
LIN. It states a question, but not a question that 
hout the bill. 
GE. 1 wish to follow that question by another 
state a question, and that question is, under the 
Ss anyone may move to lay on the table, why 
) question, under the rule which names them 
he may move to commit? 
\URIN. Whenever a question is before the Senate 
litted, it must be a question which it would b 
nit; it must be a referable question. 
RIDGI tut, Mr. President 
PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 
the Senator from Indiana? 
URIN. Yes; if the Senator will let me finish 


RIDGI Yes; I will. 
URIN. I do not think a motion to lay an amend 


ble is permissible, so far as that is concerned 
ty Will the Senator permit me for a moment? 


LAURIN. Certainly. 


RAO 
ad SY 


cking in intelli- | 


where amendments have | ! l 
not, I think, find one whe ul } i 


>a comm!) by the Ne ( 
M McLAURIN. That 
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without the bill, and the impossibility of the consideration of 
the amendment by the committee without the bill, and to say 
that if there is any disposition to kill the amendment, the best 

y to do it is to vote it down. It can be voted down, if 
Senators desire to do so, and it can be gotten rid of in a 
direct way without doing a thing which would be utterly idle 
and a thing which it would be impossible for the committee 
to do. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I desire to make clear what per- 
haps I did not make clear when I first addressed the Senate on 
this point. Under our rules, or under our practice, at least, an 
amendment to a bill pending before a committee can be referred 
to that committee for consideration during the pendency of the 
bill in the committee. If this bill were before the Committee on 
Interstate Commerce, we could refer an amendment to that 
committee to consider it in connection with the bill. It is a 
voluntary proceeding, and proceeds usually by unanimous con- 

it, or the introducer may ask to have the amendment lie on 
the table. If a bill relating to the subject was now before the 
Interstate Commerce Committee, we could refer amendments to 
it on request in the usual way. 

My point, and my sole point, here is that the bill to which is 
offered this amendment, which it is now proposed to refer, is 
here in the Senate, and no amendment can be detached and sent 
off into the air where no bill exists. The amendment draws its 
whole vitality from the bill, the main proposition, to which it is 
one red. 

Now, under the old rules of the Senate a motion to lay on the 
table was always in order, but so closely were bill and amend- 


ment united that it was of no value in shortening debate on 
nendments, because it was held that the motion to lay on the 
table, applied to an amendment, carried the bill with it; and 


we owe it to the Senator from Maine that we read in our ruies 


\ny amendment to a general appropriation bill may be laid on the 
a 


without prejudice to the bi 
And, ag 
When an amendment proposed to any pending measure is laid on the 
table, it shall not carry with it or prejudice such measure. 


Now, that, and that alone, is what has made the motion to 
lay an amendment on the table effective in shortening debate, 
because under the old rule the motion to lay the amendment on 
t table carried the entire subject with it, the amendment was 

wholly a part of the bill before the Senate. 

Mr. President, in reference to the suggestion of laying a ques- 

1 on the table, I will say we are not laying a question on the 





table. We are laying an amendment on the table, or we are 
| the bill on the table. There are questions which come 
beft { Senate, like the motion to adjourn or the motion to 
take a recess to a time certain, which are not open to the 
tion to commit. This rule of precedence of motions has 

¢ whatever to do with the question that is before us here, 

that question is simply this: Can you commit to a commit- 

tee an amendment to a bill when the bill is not before the com- 
ttee, but is here in the Senate? Can you detach an amend- 

t and send it to a committee? Would it be suggested that 

ny Senator, under our practice, could introduce an amend- 
1 t—not to any bill, just an amendment—and send it to com- 


tee Of course, it has to have a bill in order to exist. 
ALDRICH. I remember very many times in the history 

; when amendments have been offered to a bill 

uld be sent to another committee than the one from 








h bill came or to a committee without any reference to 
| itself. For instance, I remember that on the Army ap- 
i bill the so-called “ Platt amendment” was offered 
1 to affairs in Cuba, involving a code of laws prac- 
for the government of the Republic of Cuba. Does any 
say that that could not have been sent to the Commit- 
id iit U! iS? 
Mr. TELLER It was not, was it? 
Mr. ALDRICH. It was not; but it was considered by unani- 
ent because of the overwhelming necessity for action. 
nk neither the Senator from Colorado nor any other Sena- 
uld contend that it wou'd not have been in order to move 
to refer that amendment to the Committee on Foreign Relations 
or the Committee on Cuban Relations. 


Vir. BEVERIDGE. We can not hear the Senator's interesting 
marks here. 


Mir. ALDRICH. I have known of a great many other cases 





vhere bills that were not in any sense germane to a pending 
re offered as amendments. 
rELLER. And adopted? 


ALDRICH. Sometimes adopted and sometimes other- 


ir. TELLER. Did the Senator ever know of an isolated | 
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amendment being sent alone to a committee? If he did 


he would tell us when it was done. : 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think this is a question of powe: t 
a question of precedent. 

Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from Massachusetts 
mit me, I wish to ask the Senator from Rhode Islang 
tion. Suppose a committee—— 

Mr. LODGE. I wish the Senator from Texas, who : 
to direct a question to the Senator from Rhode Islang 1 
let me finisnu first what I have to say. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then I will direct my question to the or 


from Massachusetts. 

Mr. LODGE. I will yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BAILEY. Suppose a committee having in cha) 
were to report to the Senate an amendment, plainly ¢! 
not be in order; and so it seems to me neither would 
order for the Senate to send to the committee having | 
amendment to it. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senator from Ney 
shire [| Mr. GALLINGER] has just called my attention to ; : 
in Jefferson’s Manual which I did not notice yester Ml 
which occurs at a point where I had not looked. 
seems to me to indicate the principle which we have 
cussing. 

Mr. BURROWS. On what page? 

Mr. LODGE. On page 115: 

Suppose a motion for the previous question——< 

Mr. ALDRICH. That has already been read by the s 
from Georgia. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read again. It was not hearg. 

Mr. LODGE (reading )— 
or commitment, or amendment of the main question, and 
then moved to postpone the motion for the previous questi: 
commitment or amendment of the main question 

I did not hear the Senator from Georgia read it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Texas read it 

Mr. BACON. It was the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. LODGE (reading )— 
it would be absurd to postpone the previous question— 

Which of course we do not have here— 
commitment, or amendment alone, and thus separate the 
from its principal. 

‘hat is the whole point in this question. The ame 
an appendage. The point is not to lay a question on 
it is to lay an amendment or a bill or a motion on 
Here the point is to commit an amendment separately 
bill, and that is the only point involved. 

Mr. GALLINGER. It is an appendage. 

Mr. LODGE. I have been utterly unable to find 
matter has even had enough standing in any par 
body to have ever been considered. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I wish to make 
suggestion. While the Senate is considering this 
Committee of the Whole the Senate must report to th: 
and the Senate in Committee of the Whole can not ri 
any other matter to another committee. I find on p 
the Manual a statement that— 

A committee, even of the whole, can not refer any matter t 
committee, 

That probably refers to the rule of the House; but 
seem to me a rather anomalous procedure for a Com 
the Whole to take action referring a given subject to a 
tee of the Senate instead of to the Senate itself. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But, Mr. President, the Commit 
Whole, as the words Committee of the Whole are 
have no reference to the Committee of the Whole in th 
but to the Committee of the Whole in the House. 1 
pose, I assume, of the Senator from Illinois in m 
motion was that we might be brought to some conch ! 
this question. It looks to me as though we are liabl 
more discussion on the preliminary question tha 3 
on the main question. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I would like to 
further suggestion. If by Rule XXII, “when a qu 
pending, no motion shall be received but,” it is i 
say that all these motions may be made in refer 
question, could a motion be made to commit a motion 
recess, or to commit a motion to lay on the table, or 
a motion to postpone indefinitely, or to cominit a moti 
journ? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Te) 
a point of order against the motion of the Senator fro 
to the effect that the motion is not in order under the 
the Senate. The Chair finds no sanction for the mot! 
well-recognized practice and usage of the Senate. 1 
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e. leave the question to the determination of the | the Senator from Maine withholds ] 
s it is entirely within its compe tency to decide | order. 


l 
Mr. CLAY. I understood the S« 
On that question let us have a roll call. | The VICE-PRESIDENT Che ¢ 
SIDENT. All who are of opinion that the Mr. CLAY. Will the Senat - 
Senator from Illinois is in order—no, those who} minutes? It will not t 
t the point of order of the Senator from Texas Mr. BACON, Mr. Presi 
vill vote “aye,” and those opposed “no.” Upon Mr. HALE. Mr. Pres 
the yeas and nays are demanded. Shall make no progress unle 
were ordered. Mr. ALDRICH Mr. Pres 
. How is the proposition to be put? The VICE-PRESIDENT. The S« 
PRESIDENT. Is the point of order of the Senator | will state his question of order 
taken? Mr. ALDRICH. I should like to 
i. I would suggest that it is the usual practice | ment t 
e Senate the question whether the motion is in| ing the amendment? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair 
PRESIDENT. It can be put in either form. It | The question is on agreeing to the moti f 
t 


i 
rstood if it is put as the Cha rst suggested, | Maine to lay the amendment of t! N 


on is in order or not, 


yan amendment can be | l 


f the Senator from Illinois in order? {[Mr. McLAuRIN] to the amendment « ’ 
Yes: that is better. Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I \ oO sl 
RESIDENT. Those who are of opinion that the | order. 
ier will vote “yea” as their names are called, The VICE-PRESI 
d “nay.” The Secretary will call the roll. state his point of order. 


4 
L 


ealled the roll; and the result was—yeas 25, Mr. BACON. My point of order tl 
Ss: to lay upon the 
YEAS—25. | stances, it is not in order as long as Ss 
Dick lopkins Sutherland speak upon this subject. I wills 
, Cnox Warner 


I e the 
I 1" > ‘ 1 la } t > t } oi 
en M Cumber Warren Mr. ALDRICH. [1 1¢ ‘ ( ps Oo I 





| 
I : Mr ‘ON hay ’ ; 
] M d Wetmore | Mr. BACON, I have not st: 
( ] ker Nelson | order is that we are not proceeding u 
| n Nixon | . aé andl ¥ , . 
| of the Senate, but we re proc ling wi 
] rough Piles | d I 
. . agreement, and 1 the : e ot 1 t sI L « 
NAYS—48. a | ae 5 
. thine wit ( 
; Kean Or _ will be nothing V re 
( n k ige Perkins to debate the hority ’ 
I | La Follette Pettus | now is found in the consent order and 1 1 { 
1) Ss Lat er Piatt : 4 1A } 
. . ~ se A ame! me vw | oT ft 
] Ss Ledge Rayner i W . au 
Met ry Scott | the bill came for final dispos sar 0 
or McEnery Sir ns sent order ‘ ent order 1 ir 
I MeLaurin > ner 1 + + } 1 f 
7 Mart Stone i Vv es | S ) i _ l i 
( M v Talis ) r mh Se I ‘ 
( } Morgan ¥ | lutely 1 f 
nde r r 1T 
New is j ian | i VICE-PRESIDEN' ‘ 
NOT VOTIN( 16 Q t} 
; Hi Ly Pat on Mr. BAC \ ‘ 
Le Penro >A Pe 
m I Proctot | The VICE-PRESIDENT. | 
M “ yt \lr RAC yN I te ( 
| SIDENT. Upon the question as to whether | y ' ‘ { ‘ S ‘ 
Se tor from Illinois [Mr. Horktns] is in VIE PRESIDEN’ ( 
re 25 and the nays 48. The Senate decides | g& e de é ‘ 
not in order Do the friends of the amend < thea le y rer cle 
from West Virginia [Mr. ELkrns] desire | ment: a t r const 
endment thereto? [A pause.] The question | as qa nondel ble quest 
ndment in the nature of a substitute pri the Senate Chet re tl ‘ 


from Mississippi [Mr. McLAurtn]. the S tor from M sists 


Mel ‘ 
tIN. Mr. President, if I am at liberty to mod- Mr. HAL! I do insist u 


tESIDENT. The Senator has such privilege. Mr. ALDRICH. I rise to 


I 
I will ask that the amendment be with- The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1 S 
vhat I send to the desk be substituted. will state | ! 
-ESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend Mr. ALDRICH. It ! 
: tor from Mississippi as modified. n endme 


In lieu o 


f the amendment proposed by the ment the 1 le, 
West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] insert: Mr. BAILEY It y 
Sait 








B 
May 1, 1908. it shal e unlawful f nv ¢ 1| M \ ‘ 
rt from any State, Territory, < D ict f the | sicc« i My Mol 
v ite, Territory, or Dist: I ted : j 
I intry any article or commodity man vote § ; : 
duced by it or under its authority, or which it m troubl 
part, or in which it may have any interest, direct Mr. McLAURIN Be 
1 artic! or commodities as may be né ssary or | , : 
= aor Sanaa ; valaaie ca liamentary il r Ss l 
s business as a common carrier. : : ae : 
AT) : ' : . . - from es Virginia be voted rv 
Ir. President, I move to lay the amendment on | FO West oe ; 


have off d t 


— — on . S 2 Thea CER-PRESIDENT I 

RESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves to rh Vi il = IL = N \ 
it just read on the table. as an independent propos oo 
] 


i Pr lo. Ts wert nis ash hea wotort 
Will the Senator withhold that motion for just | from West Virginia should be voted ¢ 
{ Mr. McLAURIN. Then, to sav 


sh to call the attention of the Senate to the fact ; I 1. J 
° . t or fro Phodea e | 
ent 1s a great improvement on the amendment senator from - e ; 


aes vs . . 3 ‘ . , sallow s rote ti he 7 en on 
from West Virginia. That amendment provides | Wil! allow a vote to be taken 
from West Virginia. 


Mr }. Then I withdr 
wful for any common carrier engaged in producing, Mr. H ALI a : 
ving, furnishing, or selling, directly or indirectly, | Ment on the table. os , 
y other commodity to engage in interstate commerce. The VICE-PRESIDEN' rhe senator tron M 
words, it provides that the carrier engaged in this | draws his motion and the Senator from Mississippi wit 
I ll not engage in interstate commerce. That is a| his amendment. 
S matter to the public. Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I ris 


[CE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that unless | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Let the Chair state the parlia- 
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mentary status of the question before the Senate. The junior 


Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] withdraws his 
amendment in the nature of a substitute to the amendment of 
the Senator from West Virginia |Mr. ELKINS]. The Senator 
from Maine [Mr. Hate] has withdrawn his motion to lay the 
same on the table. 

Sr. MONEY. I wish to ask a parliamentary question. 

The [{CE-PRESIDENT. The senior Senator from Missis- 
sippi will state his parliamentary question. 

Mr. MONEY. I understood a moment ago—I will be cor- 
rected by the Chair if mistaken—that the Chair stated that the 
ction of the Senate yesterday was that when a motion was 
nade to table an amendment that motion was in order under 
the general-consent agreement. I wish to ask this question of 
the Chair: If that is true, will there be any debate at all on 
ny amendment if any Senator chooses to make a motion to 
table? And how can the consent to debate this question be en- 
forced if any Senator can rise in his place and move to table an 
ninendment when it is presented? It certainly cuts off all de- 
bate. The intention of this general consent, it must be admit- 


ted by eve Senator here, was to have an agreement for a fair 


ry 
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withdrawn, I desire to offer the substitute which I of, 
terday and on which debate was partially had. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Wes; 
that if he will look carefully at this amendment he wi! 
willing to accept it in place of his own. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I think he will accept the one 1] 
and it is much shorter. I simply wish to know whet]; 
be offered now as a substitute? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I ask that it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is in order unless ¢] 
from Rhode Island has offered the one that was wit! 


4 
. 
4 


| the Senator from Mississippi. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to know, then, w} 
of the one offered yesterday and which was partial]; 
cussion? 

Mr. GALLINGER. 
Senate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. No. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not hear t¢} 
from Rhode Island distinctly as to whether he propos 
the amendment withdrawn by the Senator from Miss 

Mr. ALDRICH. I did not formally offer it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Then the substitute pro 
the Senator from North Dakota is in order. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I should like to have it read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read 

The Secretary read as follows: 


It was read for the informat 


From and after July 1, 1908, any common carrier 
sions of this act is prohibited from engaging in marketing 
coal, coke, or other commodity entering into interstate c 


Mr. McCUMBER. 


und 


Mr. President, that is a very si 


| osition, and I would ask any Senator to challenge 


ment, 


} and 


the whole subject in a very few words. It does no 
commerce wholly within a State. It simply prohibi 
mon carrier, after a given time, July 1, 1908, not fr 
in interstate commerce, but from dealing in coal, cok« 
articles of commerce in interstate commerce, not f: 
within the State, but from dealing in interstate com 
Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator from North Da 
that Congress could prohibit a railroad company 
within a State commodities which it produces in that 
Mr. McCUMBER. No; and that is the object of 1 
The amendment as drafted by the Senator \ 
Virginia penalizes the company itself if it should 
do that. This amendment does not attempt to do 1 
to the Senator from Texas that I do not consid 
gress has power to say to a corporation that it 
wholly within a State what the State laws authoriz 
that it can prescribe a penalty against 
things. That is the obiect of the amendment. 
Mr. BAILEY. The Senator, I think, is entirely 
ing that Congress can not prohibit a corporation { g 
within a State a lawful act. But the trouble with the s 
smendment is he describes it as an article that enters i 
state commerce. Almost every article enters at some time into 





say 


its d 


rig 


interstate commerce. 


debate on this question and all amendments pending and that 
may be offered. The motion of the Senator from Maine [Mr. 
IIALE] was, in my opinion, clearly out of order; otherwise it 
closes debate on this whole question. 

Mr. HALE. JI have just withdrawn the motion. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine has with- 
drawn the motion. 

Mr. MONEY. I was asking for information of the Chair, if 
the rule as he stated it was correct, what becomes, then, of the 
power of debate? What was the object of the unanimous-con- 
sent agreement? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the | 
unt us-consent agreement apparently arrested the regular 
rule of the Senate with respect to moving to lay amendments 
upon the table, and that the construction put upon the unani- 
mous-consent agreement by the Senate yesterday does not 
change the ordinary rule. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I understand that the Senate yes- 
terd determined that a motion to lay on the table is in 
order after discussion. I do not understand that it went any 
further. I do not understand that the Senate has determined 
that now a motion to lay on the table may be in order the mo- | 
ment an amendment is offered. ; 

» Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I think the Senate yesterday, 
simply as suggested by the Senator from Maine [Mr. Frye], 
ded that the question of determining when debate should 
clo was with the Senate; and that is all that there was of it. 
he vote on the motion to lay on the table shows that the ques 
is determined without reference to the particular amend- 
nt then pending. It was simply reserving to the Senate the 
right, after proper debate—which, of course, the Senate must 
determine—to lay on the table. If any Senator moves to lay 
an amendment on the table before the discussion has taken 
1 e or before the Senate thinks a sufficient amount of dis 
cussion has taken place, it is certainly within the power of the 
Senate refuse to lay it on the table. I think it could be 
ifely left to the Senate to determine those questions. 

Mir. President, this rule has been in force in the Senate ever 

I have been a member of it, and I have never known it 
ti abused. I recall no instance where a motion has heen 
when any Senator appealed to the Senator making it to 
withhold it that he might make some remarks and he was not 
lowed to proceed, except, perhaps, in one or two cases some 
‘£ rs ago, where, for particular reasons apparent to everybody 
Senate, it was desired that the Senator who was pro- 

| ¢ to make remarks should be taken off the floor. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
it of the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] as 
by the adoption of the amendment to it proposed by the 

S« i from New Jersey [Mr. DryDEN]. 

\f ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 

McLAURIN] will reoffer his substitute. If he does not, I will: 

use it seems to me that the amendment of*the Senator 
from Mississippi is a very carefully prepared and conservative 
roposition. 

Mr. CLAY. The amendment of the Senator from Mississippi 

rtainly a great improvement on the pending amendment; 

i | do not see how it can be improved. 

\I McCUMBER. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary | 

uiry I introduced a substitute yesterday for the amend- | 
rie of the Senator from West Virginia, and I want to know 
the on of that substitute. It was placed before the Senate 
by Chair and discussion was started on it. Now that the 
sul ute offered by the Senator from Mississippi has been ! 


Mr. McCUMBER. No. 
Mr. BAILEY. But the article itself may be ca 
one State to another, and after being carried, it m sol 
within the State. The description ‘is not accurate. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I beg pardon of the Senator 
thing the company prohibited from selling is t! 
owned by itself which enters into interstate commer 
it enters into interstate commerce it can sell it und ; 
of the State; but it can not the moment that it « to 
interstate commerce, and it can not enter into intel 
merece until it has changed from one State to 
heen loaded for the purpose of going from one State 
So the prohibition is simply against the selling of 
which it must ship from one State to another or to 
country; in other words, the article which must go 
state commerce before it can be sold, because that 
of our authority. 

We can not reach the company buying and sell 
State in which it is lawful to buy and sell, and I tl! 
Senator will read that very short amendment aga 
find that it clearly expresses that. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, is it not clear en 
the Senator’s amendment—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
kota yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I yield to the Senator from Wis: 

Mr. SPOONER. Is it not clear that the language of the 


is 














amendment is broad enough to prohibit the cnt 
ig his commodity in the State? 
\ UMBER. Not under the amendment which I offered. 
OONER. I think it is. 
\ CUMBER. I think not. 
OONER. The amendment reads: 





mn earrier, under the provisions of this act, is prohibited 
in marketing or selling any coal, coke, or other com- 
ing into interstate commerce. 

UMBER. What commodity? The commodity which 

ering into interstate commerce—not like articles. 
POONER. Suppose a corporation—a_ transportation 
ngaged in interstate commerce, if you please—under 
ty of the laws of a State engages in mining coal; 
Senator’s amendment may it not sell that coal in the 


who may not be a transportation carrier at all? 
'TTMBER. Certainly not. 
OONER. I think the Senator, if he will carefully 
endment, will see that I am right. 
UMBER. If the Senator will hand me the amend- 
t again. 
OONER. The Senator from North Dakota does not 
juestion whether the carrier which produces the 


aS | 


read j 


shall be permitted to put it into interstate com- 

t: he deals with the power to sell the article if it 
into interstate commerce, which is clearly beyond 
f Congress. 

UMBER. Let us see what the amendment means 
r and simple construction. 
n carrier under the provisions of this act is prohibited 
ng in marketing or selling any coal, coke, or other 
1 of coal or coke or other commodity and how 
That coal or coke or other commodity which en- 
terstate commerce? 

\f OONER. Suppose a corporation is engaged in inter- 
ree as a carrier and is also lawfully engaged in 
in the State of Pennsylvania, for instance, and it 

‘oal in the State of Pennsylvania, and the purchaser 
in the State of Pennsylvania consigns it to New 


\ . line not owned or operated by the carrier which | 


UMBER. ‘This provision would not in the slightest 
that. Therefore it is not the person then selling 
who purchases within the State; he can, of course, 
iy other State. It is not the carrier, therefore, 


t ping it; it is a private individual or whomsoever | 


to. The common carrier, under the provisions of 

mply prohibited from selling those articles which 

nto interstate commerce before they can be sold 
1 of in another State. 


INS. Mr. President, I propose to modify the amend- | 


I offered by offering what I send to the desk as 
e for it. 
DRICH (to Mr. Erxins). Modify the amendment. 
<INS. Well, 1 will modify the amendment. 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
I to modify his amendment. The proposed modification 
| 
LLINGER. Let the amendment as proposed to be 
» read. 
-PRESIDENT. The amendment as proposed to be 
ll be read by the Secretary. 
retary read as follows: 
fter May 1, 1908, it shall be unlawful for any common 
nsport from any State, Territory, or district of the United 
other State, Territory, or district of the United States, 
‘ign country, any article or commodity manufactured, 
duced by it or under its authority, or which it may own 
n part or in which it may have any interest, direct or 
such articles or commodities as may be necessary or used 
t of its business as a common carrier. 


LINGER (to Mr. ELkins). Make the date 1909. 
UMBER. I will say in reference to that amendment, 
\dopted, I should have no objection to it, and I am 
illing that it shall take precedence over the substi- 
¢ offered, 


re 






LBERSON. I should like to ask if there is any sub- 


ending in the Senate at this time? If there is not. I 
ffer one. 


CE-PRESIDENT. There is a substitute offered by 


tor from North Dakota [Mr. McCumber]. 


CUMBER. I will withdraw my substitute temporarily 
irpose of allowing the substitute offered by the Senator 


t 


st Virginia [Mr. ELkrns] to be acted upon. 
XL——-411 









ey e put into the channels of interstate commerce by the 


( 


Mr. CULBERS 


me. 


Mr. DANIEL. 


ON, Mr. Pre 
his substitute I should like to | 


I ask that t 


West Virginia be again read. 
offer what I send to 


Mr. CULBERSON. 


I 


ha mend 
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il 


substitute for the pending amendment of 
Virginia. 


Mr. GALLING 


stitute is read 
Virginia that this morning by 


voted that the date 


Mr. ELKINS. 
The SEcRETARY 


to read: 





From and after 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
I want 


Mr. BAILEY. 


ER. Mr. Pr 
I have 


I will 


should 


accel 


tl 


‘esident, bef 


suggested to the 


a very larg 


be 1909, an 
will modify his amendment accordingly. 


it that. 


rf. The proposed subst 


May 1, 


1909, 


ete 


ginia that if he agrees to over two years 


men may readjust themselves, he will get 


sition on this side of the Chamber. 


Mr. ELKINS 


Then 


Mr. CULBERSON. 


substitute which 


Mr. CULBER 


I am 


Mr. P 
I have offered 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
suspend until the proposed 
West Virginia is disposed of? 
Mr. CULBERSON. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


modified his amendment, an 


offer a substitute 
The VICE-PR 


( 


Is there obie 


to say to the S« 


t 


willing to m 


re sident, l 


le 
aie 


tion proposed to be made by the Senator 


Mr. HOPKINS. 


examine it. 


Mr. HALE. The 


modify it. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


tion of an amendment 


yeas and nays. 
Mr. McCUMB 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will state his point of order. 


Mr. McCUMB 


offered by the Senator 


order until the 


Virginia has been disposed of. 


Mr. BERRY. 


ator, I wish to say that the Senator 
offer an amendment, but he mo 


Mr. ELKINS. 
Mr. BERRY. 


and the Senator has a 


time before it i 
dered ; and the ; 
BERSON | to that 

Mr. CULBER 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Chair will 


[Mr. ELKINS] modified his 


suggestion of th 
Mr. ELKINS. 
Mr. TELLER 


ment as it now 


The VICE-PRESIDENT 


cent propose in 


: i 


{Mr. ELKINS] ] 


New Jersey [Mr. Dr 


amendment. 
Mr. ELKINS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. ELKINS. I think 


Mr. FRYE. 


ean ask unanin 


standing the amendment. 


states it, that a 


ment a Senator can not, 


the amendment. 
Mr. BERRY. 
Mr. FRYE. 


Will the Senator from Ts 
modification of the S« 
No, Mr. President 
Until it is perfected. 
SON. The Senator from West Virgi 
d it is now before the S 
> for it, which is in order, s 1 unde 
ESIDENT. Is there obje n te 
fr n West \ 
I object until I can have nh ¢ 
Senator from West Virg . has 
The Chair th 3 the § 
West Virginia would have that right up to t ( 
to his amendment or the ord 
An amendment was ag 1 to 
ER. Mr. President, I rise to ‘ 
The S« or fl N 
ER. The point of order that 
from ‘I s [Mr. ¢ 
amendment offered by tl se 
Mr. President, wi Pp SSLOT 
We T \ 
dified his ori il 
That is right 
Now, it is the pending end! 3 
right to modify his 
s amended or the yeas and nays 
imendment of the Ser rv from Tex 
rmendment would | rder 
SON. Mr. President, I unders d 
One | | 
inquire whether the S 
e Senator from N« J \ 
No. This is modifyi orig 
Mr. Preside ‘ ‘ ‘ 
stands re 
The ¢ | 
iodification. The S« f Vi 
rroposed an Ime 
YDEN] ] sed 
Yes, sir 
Was that a lt r¢ 
not, 
Mr. President, the S« VW 
ious Consent to h 1 sa 
or ¢ rss ! 
fter an amendment ha ee I 
except by unan S 
Has the original amendment been a 
It has been amended. 
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The VICE-PRESID 
nly by unanimous cor 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
the amendment has 
West Virginia pr 
* 1908.” 
Mr. FRYE. 
Mr. EI 


ENT. The modification can now be made 
nsent. 
But the amendment that was inserted in 


the date “ 1909,” and now the Senator from 


The Senator from West Virginia took that back. 
KINS. I thdrew it. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 1 not 


Wi 


do think the Senator withdrew 









poses to modify the amendment by making it | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 





that. The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypEen], after mak- 
ing a very convincing speech, as I thought, offered an amend- 
ment making the date 1909. That was adopted by a very 
large vote of the Senate, and the Senator from West Virginia | 
can not modify his amendment so as to change that date. He 
‘ not possibly do it, except by unanimous consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The rule says that amendments 
may be withdrawn or modified at any time before an amend- | 
ment has been adopted or the yeas and nays have been ordered. 

GALLINGER. But this has been amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 

| ent proposed modification can only be made by unani- 

( consent. 

\I HAL I Let the Chair ask that consent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request? 

Mr. HOPKINS. I said that I should object until I had an | 
opportunity to thoroughly examine the amendment. I may | 

rove it after examination, but I do not propose to give my | 

sent until I know the full effect of it. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Objection is made. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Refer again to my point of order, 
is 1} the motion of the Senator from West Virginia to amend 
! riginal amendment the question now before the Senate? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I submit that the Chair has preperly de- 
clared that to be out of order, and of course it is not pending. 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator from West Virginia offers to | 

the amendment and that is not accepted. Then is not 

t the on before the Senate? 

Mr. ELKINS. I can offer it now, Mr. President, and I do so. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
proposes to amend his original proposition—— 

Mr. ELKINS. To modify it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
th t is not in orde re 

Mr ELKINS. Does the Chair decide that that is not in 
4 i f 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that it 

not in order. 

Mr. FRYE. If the Senate desires to do so, it can promptly 

lown the amendment which is pending, which was offered 
by t Senator from West Virginia; and it being voted down, 


Senatur from West Virginia then can offer such an amend- 
. t as he pl 
4 at i i 


eASseS 


ALDRICH. He can offer an amendment in his own 
I 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
t] would be in order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to ask, in view of 
the present situation, if a substitute for the pending amend- 
ment of the Senator from West Virginia is in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is in order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then I offer the one I have sent to the 
desk as substitute. Mr. President, before the substitute is 

d, I desire to say that it is based upon—— 

M ALDRICH. I have been trying to get the attention of 

Chair, but I do not seem to have succeeded. 
| VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas 
vield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

CULBERSON. Certainly. 
ALDRICH I was about to ask the Chair if the Senator 
West Virgi can not move to amend his own amendment? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has decided that the 
S { from West Virginia might move to perfect his amend- 
\J ALDRICI He had better offer it, then, as an amend- 
| VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 
Tot has a proposed substitute. Does the Chair 

! h » withdraw it? 
CUMBER. I withdrew it simply for the purpose of 
he Senator from West Virginia, if he could, to offer 


ly 
mn ane nen, 


2 VICE-i ISIDENT. The Chair would understand that 
olut ind final withdrawal, so far as 
n of the question is concerned. 

RICH J dent 








| the substitute proposed by the Senator from Texas? 


| lieve that an absolute prohibition against the ownership 
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Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, before—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Tex 
CULBERSON] proposes an amendment in the nature of o 
tute for the amendment of the Senator from West Vireip 
ELKINS], which will be stated. = 

Mr. ELKINS. I will then offer it in accordance , 
ruling of the Chair to perfect the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Before the Senator from w 
ginia 

Mr. CULBERSON. I submit that the Senator fro 
Virginia and the Senator from Rhode Island can not 
off the floor when I am offering an amendment. 

Mr. ELKINS. There is no disposition to do so. V 


\ 








t eQ 


Mr. CULBERSON, It will be read in a moment, if 
only be quiet. , 3 
Mr. President, the chief evil which we desire to erad 
this matter is the ownership of coal mines by railroad eo) 
engaged in interstate commerce. A great many Senat he. 


tion, and manufacture of coal by such corporations en 
legitimately made by the Congress of the United States. 
out going into that question—and as to its genera] 
agree—the question before the Senate is, How, if at ail. 
reach that evil without undertaking to prohibit such ow 
and production absolutely? That is the point—not to 
these companies from carrying coal from one State to 
necessarily, because that will not reach the evil. The « 5 
the ownership and the production by the corporations 
selves aside from their legitimate business of transportat 

I grant that there are two or three sentences in the « 
of the Supreme Court of the United States in the Che 
and Ohio case which indicate that, in the unanimous . 
of that court, the very fact of the ownership of coal whi 
pass into interstate commerce by transportation over the lines 
of the owner of the coal is in itself a violation of the regu 
tions provided by Congress in the interstate-commerce act. Let 
me read those two or three sentences : 

And the considerations previously stated serve also to de! 


that the prohibitions of the act to regulate commerce cor ning 
‘undue or unreasonable preference or advantage,” “ undue e 
sonable prejudice or disadvantage,” and “unjust discriminatior y 
in conflict with the asserted right of a carrier to become a 4 n 
commodities which it transports, and as such dealer to sell at 
less than the cost and the published rates. 

Indicating, Mr. President, as I have already suggest: at, 
in the opinion of the Supreme Court, it is at least ous 


question whether the ownership and production by a co ny 
engaged in transportation is not in itself a violation of th: 
state-commerce act and the power of Congress to regulate 
state commerce. 

Going back to the case of the Addyston Pipe and Steel | 
pany against the United States, which is reported in 175 U.S 
I invite the attention of the Senate to the decision of that court 
to the effect that such an evil as that may be reached w! the 
companies engage in the production and manufacture f 
purpose of transporting it from the State of the manuf 
and production and entering, therefore, into interstate con 
I want to read a sentence or two from that opinion. 

Mr. CLAY. From what page does the Senator read? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I read from the Addyston Pipe case (119 
U. S., pp. 170-240) : 

The direct and immediate result of the combination was t e 
necessarily a restraint upon interstate commerce in respect ol 
manufactured by any of the parties to it to be transported be 
State in which they were made. 


The amendment or substitute which I propose, Mr. Pr t, 
is based upon this decision of the Supreme Court of the l 


States, and I ask now that it be read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read 
quested. 
The SecreTaRy. In lieu of the amendment of the Se 


from West Virginia [Mr. ELKrns] it is proposed to ins 
following: 


It shall be unlawful for any corporation, association, or jo 
company engaged as a common carrier in foreign or interstate « 
to engage directly or indirectly through its officers, agents, rep 
tives, employees, directors, or corporations organized for the 
or otherwise in the production, manufacture, buying, furnis! 
selling of coal, coke, or other commodity of commerce to be trar 
by it beyond the State or Territory where such coal, coke, or 
commodity of commerce is produced, manufactured, bought, or 
session thereof is obtained by said corporation, association, ‘ 
stock company. Any violation of this provision shall be deemed 
demeanor and the corporation, association, or joint stock c 
found guilty thereof shall be fined $500 per day for each day it 
unlawfully engage in the production, manufacture, buying. ful 
or selling as aforesaid: Provided, That when any coal, coke, 0 


commodity of commerce which is produced, manufactured, bought, 
























i by it beyond the State or Territory where it is produced, 
ed. bought, furnished, or sold it shall be conclusively pre 
trued to prohibit such corporation, association, or joint 


ul from mining fuel exclusively for its own use: Provided | 
at this provision shall take effect from and after July 1, | 


amendment prepared by the Senator from 
| Senator from Georgia and now proposed 
\ILEY. Mr. President, as I can not vote for that | West Virginia as his substitute. It is al 
it. I think it fair to myself to state my reason for | the amendment hastily offered by the Ser 
rainst it. The same reason which would have com-j| the day before yesterday. While it se 
to vote against the amendment originally proposed | nearly as possible what can be done, I f1 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] will compel | go as far as I want to go, and I prefer 
e against this one, because this, like the other, under- | absolute prohibition that can be drawn: 
prohibit what Congress has no power to prohibit, and | in a way which I think will enable it to 
juces a question which can be and ought to be avoided. | courts. The connection between prod 
Congress can prohibit a corporation engaged in certain can be destroyed without destroying th 

; from engaging in interstate commerce, I do not think | States. 

a reasonable doubt; but if, under its jurisdiction to Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, on a fi 
nterstate commerce, it can enter the States and forbid | pressed grave doubt as to the propriety 
ifacture, production, or sale of commodities, then, sir, | partures from the main purpose of the pe 
-of the Federal Government is greater than our fathers |} pers of this country have demanded in an 

; ned. The Federal Government can say that a State | the power to fix a rate should be vested i 

n can not, while engaged in certain industries under | merce Commission. The purpose of the ] 


the State, extend its operations to other States; but | that power in the Interstate Commerce C 


ng jurisdiction over interstate commerce the Federal 


duction, the enterprise of merchants, and the busi- | we encounter Senators possessed of a vari 


was produced, manufactured, bought, furnished, or sold | carrier. 


old by such corporation, association, or joint stock company | participation in interstat 


My own opinio1 


In connection with t 
can enter into a State and there control the proc- | responsive to a well-defined and long-contim 
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e commerce OI! 


: } . 4} 
1 Is, however, that 
ransportation: Provided further, That this provision shall | broad as that proposed by the Senator from West 


not pass this body, and that the utmost we 





he laudable effort 





from the business which does not belong prope 


“ . . | “ . 

farmer, simply because they are producing something | reference to the proper method of curing other e 
enter into interstate commerce, then, indeed, the com- | interstate commerce and even State com 
er of the Federal Government destroys all of the | been clearly demonstrated upon this floor 


»wwers of the States. 
had the time to examine the Addyston Pipe case, 
llection is that in that case several manufacturers of | 
mmodities agreed among themselves upon a division of 
other words, one manufacturer was to sell in one 
States, another manufacturer to sell in another, and still 
nufacturer ina third group. My recollection further is | 
Supreme Court held that an agreement of that kind 
rary to the antitrust law of the United States. | 
Supreme Court could well hold that all gentlemen on | 
will readily agree; but the basis of that decision, 
the power of the Government over a contract of that 
that it was to be executed in the various States and | 
constituted an unlawful restraint of interstate com- 
[ am not sure that I recall the facts in that case, but | 
nd I think I do—the case itself affords no warrant 
¢ that because an article is manufactured for sale 
nterstate commerce the Federal Government possesses 
ver that article before it becomes the subject of inter- 
meree. As I reeall the old case of Coe v. Erroll, cer- 
had been cut in the State of New Hampshire for 
tion to the State of Maine, and yet the court held 
logs did not become the subject of interstate com- 
nn they first came from the lumber camp to the depot, 
| hey only passed under the jurisdiction and control of 
| Government in its regulation of interstate commerce 
ey reached the depot to begin their journey to their 
iestination in another State. 
held in the Knight case that it was not sufficient 
sugar trust was manufacturing sugar to become after- 
e subject of interstate commerce, and that the Federal 
ent’s control over the sugar manufactured by the sugar 
attached when the sugar itself became the subject 
te commerce, 
President, it seems to me that we incur a great risk 
he power of the Federal Government to deal with this 
upon the doctrine that it may prohibit what the States 
t, instead of resting it upon the acknowledged power 
leral Government to determine who shall engage in 
‘among the States and what articles can be the subject 
tate commerce. If we put it upon that authority we 
sk, whereas if we put it upon the other, in my judg- 
Supreme Court of the United States will hold that 
has exceeded its constitutional authority. 
t reason I can not myself vote for any amendment that 
power in the Federal Government to control those 
engage in the business of manufacturing, producing, 
commodities entirely within a State of this Union. 
s to me, even if I am wrong about that, nobody doubts 
Ss safer to put it on the other ground. Will we not 
sh the same purpose by putting it on the undisputed and 
ible ground? 
‘er Inyself the original amendment of the Senator from 
xinia, when properly worded in that respect, because 
broadest, and annihilates either the common carrier's 
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eight hours that this si 


ibject, contempla 
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mate 
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ginia 
numer 


for tl 


business, constitut 


proposed amend 


[Mr. ELKINS] has led to a protr 
‘ous amendments and substitutes, 


ie purpose of fur 


t 
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696: 


Lo 


ili 


Col ipels it 
rly tO 
1 adlnen 
\ 
can hom 
Mississij 
vy th s« 
tin the ve 
t from \ 
I to re 
ikiv sa 
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Iw 
stand 
n lt 
‘ ry | 
rmer 0 
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1 out of 
n the Int 
sio 
n til 
led pul 
riety ¢ \ 
el Is il 
nerce. I 
within the |] 
ng the re 
ers to 
t Su 


es quite as prol 


nent of the Senator 





nishing illus 


oceasion of this kind, and I rose merely 


eal e 


mdition existing 


in the State of 


mischievous this amendment would be if 
ment proposes to prohibit any common carrier 


dire 


inters 


tate commerce if 


such carrier is 


and 
two distinguished lawyers from Texas taking dir 
each other upon this floor, not only as t 
posed substitute, but as to the constitutiona 
in which it is proposed to deal with the qu 

This body, representing all the States, 


to shov 


{ 


rom 


we 


| cussion as the principal question covered by the bill 


) 
1 
i 


the deta 


il 


S 


rations 


h 


1O 


Montar 
ad 


roe 


| engaged in the production, manufacture, buy 


selling of coal or coke or any other commodit 


of commerce. 


Let 


me cite the case. 


We have one 


nt 


of Montana in which there are to-day over 
at good wages in the production of coppe 
great industrial enterprise cf our State. 

20 miles from the mines. The mines ar 


the ci 


ty of Butte. The 


largest copper sn 


i¢ 


TT) 


LIS ¢ 


‘lter 


chiefly 


in the 


eated at Anaconda, some twenty-odd miles distant. 
years the great mining companies undertook to | 
transported from Butte to Anaconda through 
independent railroad company. 


They found the rolling stock inadequat 
suited to the purpose ; 


rates were often prohibitive. 

In order that this work might procee 
on their own account built a railroad 
to the copper smelter, 
eration this intervening piece of track 
the smelter is as essential to the operation of 


ness as the tracks within the levels themselves 


the service was fitf 


a distance of 20 


the small cars filled with ore. 
This railroad, running from Butte to 
structed principally to carry the copper 
the smelter. Incidenta 
The Great Northern uses that track for 
conda is the terminal 
which reach there from St. Paul and Puget Sou 
in interstate con 

shipped in to the citizens of Anaconda 
delphia, New York, an 
and whatsoever the body of the people have to s! 


fore 


town of Anaconda must be shipped over th 


partly engaged 


distant points in the 


smelt 


er at Anaconda i 


lly passengers 


d Chicago over 


“TY 


+} 


e 
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? 


country. The coal 


s shipped from 


Ay 


1) 
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iis 


S 


Tro 


of the Great Northern 
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“Ler 


Wyoming 


ve 


and to a considerable extent the coke is shipped fron 
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Columbia, 
the State 


Ther 





and to a considerable degree from Connellsville, in 
of Pennsylvania. 
‘fore this line of road, only 20 miles in length, primarily 


constructed to haul ore, splendidly equipped, with a magnificent | 


roadbed, 90-pound steel rails, ponderous locomotives, equip- 


ment unexcelled in any part of the country for a road of like | 


length, is engaged in interstate commerce. 


Now, what would be the effect of the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from West Virginia? This company would be compelled 


to dismember itself. The effect would be to disrupt and disor- 
yanize an 


pr in that State. 
( 


ise The enterprise can not be successfully 
onducted without the railroad, and the railroad can not be 
operated successfully by an outside company. That I say be- 
cause I speak from the experience which compelled this com- 
pany to invest millions upon millions of money in providing this 
intermediate transportation system between the smelter and the 
mines 

Now, I objected on a former occasion to the use of the very 
general term “or other commodities.” I am amazed 
inability of Senators to draw amendments intended to 
Failing to comprehend the exact disease, in the midst of 
a period of excitement in the Senate, they throw in the words 
or other commodities,” so that everything in creation may be 
included, regardless of consequences. Go to the great North- 
west where iron ore is mined in large quantities, where the 


“cc 


evils. 


| devitalize the best and largest industry and enter- | 
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| with a few verbal changes, in lieu of the then pending 
| ment which would be before the Senate. 





at the 
eure | 


tracks of a railroad are shifted about from time to time in such | 


manner that no railroad company would go in there to operate, 
and the mine must own the means of transportation or quit the 
business. And yet, Mr. President, this amendment would so 
far dismember the enterprise that we would bring about idle- 
ness where busy men are now engaged. We would drive capital 
out of employment and drive men into idleness and destitution. 

Let this subject-matter, clear and distinct, in and of itself a 
subject to be treated, be taken up by the Interstate Commerce 
Committee, carefully considered and finally reported. 
chief purpose of the amendment is to cure an evil which has 
become well known to the country at large—the control of coal 
by the railroads in the anthracite region in Pennsylvania. 
is the main purpose of the amendment. Of course the evil ex- 
tends to West Virginia and contiguous territory. But therein 
rests the point to which most of the discussion is directed, and 
that is the evil sought to be corrected. It will require the best 
thought of the Interstate Commerce Committee to apply a gen- 
eral law to that existing evil and at the same time avoid touch- 
ing a vital point in the industrial life of the country in many 
other sections. 

I shall vote against every amendment relating to this sub- 
ject, not because I have little sympathy with those who seek to 
escape from the evils in Pennsylvania, but because I do not wish 
to 
one point, will produce infinitely greater evils at other points. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, there is an inherent incompati- 
bility in the engagement by a common carrier on its Own ac- 
count in business other than that which the public have author- 
ized it to engage in for public purposes. 
a carrier may make money 
people accord to them rights to condemn their lands. 
an abundance of people who are ready to engage in commerce 
who can not be given for such purposes the right to take the 
property of others against their will. The practice has grown 
up, however, in some States of so intermingling private business 
with public concerns that large capital has been invested in 
some corporations which run a competitive line against their 
n customers, to the great disparagement and disadvantage 


of all small traders and of small business men. When, however, 
we are dealing with an evil which has grown and in which 
many perfectly honest and correct interests have been com- 
mingled, we are dealing with a subject somewhat like the con- 
fusion of goods, and we should seek not to spoil the goods in 


extricating and in refining the rights of the parties. 
For that reason the Senate has been impressed with the views 


set forth by the Senator from New Jersey, and has responded 
thereto in a reasonable degree. 
Mr. President, until 1909, as it would seem to me, is a little 


longer that Two years is full time for all the new 
dispensations to take place in an orderly and in a patient way, 
without distracting and upsetting the business of the country 
which is being conducted on present plans. Therefore, I have 


necessary. 


taken the amendment which I offered day before yesterday and 
inserted as a prefix the words: 

That it shall be unlawful after the 1st day of July, 1908, for a carrier 
engaged in interstate commerce to carry its own articles in traffic. 

If the amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 


soN] shall be voted down, I shall then offer this amendment, 


That | 


be a party to enacting a law which, while curing an evil at | 


The | 





It is not in order that | 
by selling commodities that the | 
There are | 
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Let me say as to the amendment of the senior Senat: 
Texas, I share the opinions of his colleague, the junior ¢ 
from Texas, on that subject. I believe it would be exce, ly 
unwise to mingle one clear and beneficial thought with ; 
as to which there may be question, not that I do not sh 
fully the sentiments of both the senior and the junior 
from Texas, that we ought to obviate this evil just as 
and just as thoroughly as the Constitution and laws 
United States will permit. 

I object to the amendment as it has been offered the 
senior Senator from Texas simply upon the ground whic! eht. 
in my opinion, to be decisive against it, whatever may the 
merits of its separate parts, that it intermingles and 


uses 


the clear line of thought which is in the amendment the Seyatoy 

from West Virginia will offer or has prepared to offer ir his 

pending amendment shall be reached in such way that can 
| do so. 

I regret to see, Mr. President, such a persistent effort made 

in this body to sidetrack the greatest single question with ye. 

spect to interstate commerce which has come before it. [ say 


the greatest single question, for there is no other proposition in 
the bill now pending which is of greater dignity and of creator 
weight commercially, legally, or in any other wise than 
one now pending. 

While I appreciate fully, too, the cautions which were given 
to us by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Tini,y}, | 
would remind that Senator that he was himself the Se 


S the 


lator 
who brought before this body, in letters and in petitions, the 
great evil that is being done by carriers, which refuse cars to 
private citizens and to business men who are dependent upon 


these public agencies, and which employ their own ears 


i] 
their own personal business for their own profit and aaat 
And while I would be cautious and prudent with respect to all 
chartered companies that have been authorized by legislatures 
to mingle private and public business together, I would move 
with as firm and intrepid a step to correct the evil as a fair 
and conscionable and equitable regard to the interests of all 

| would permit. 

I regret to see, Mr. President, so much time taken up in the 
Senate in seeking most extraordinary and astonishing moves to 
sidetrack and get in committee or anywhere else but here a 
leading and most important proposition which is essential to 
the utility of this bill. I hope that the Senator from West Vir- 
ginia, if I shall have the opportunity to offer it, will accept the 
substitute which I shall submit if the amendment of the Senator 
from Texas shall be voted down. Let me suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Texas, who has more than one idea in his amend- 
ment, that as a prudent and wise legislator and a most learned 


lawyer, as I know him to be, he take one idea at a time. If 


this idea shall be ingrafted upon this bill it does not stand in 
the way of his drawing another amendment which wil! put his 
own separate ideas in clear and distinct shape. But when he 
has so commingled them he concentrates against a single propo- 
sition thus compounded those who may oppose either of them, 
and only weakens the cause by the doubt which may be hon- 
estly entertained in one mind or another as to one proposition or 


another. 


Mr. CLARK of Montana. Mr. President, I have listened with 


a great deal of interest to the discussion of the measure low 
before this body. I have followed the discussions from day to 
day, but have never heretofore participated in them, as they 


related chiefly to questions of a legal character, concerning 
which I preferred to listen and to learn. I am prepared, when 
we get to the point, to support a reasonable rate bill, and | am 
confident that a conclusion will be reached in the nea! ir 
that will be fairly satisfactory to all the people. 

I am as much in favor of the regulation and restrictio * the 
railroads of the country in all of their efforts to deal 
with the people as any Senator in this Chamber, [ am particu 
larly in favor of the prevention of rebates and discrin ns 


against individuals, companies, and localities, which the 

| principal evils complained of, and I will go as far as a1 
member of the Senate to adopt a penal provision for th sh- 
ment of such offenses. 

We have now reached the consideration of some cal 
questions involved in this great discussion, and I feel it my culy 
to myself and to my constituents and to the great West ch 
I in part represent in this Chamber, to submit some « va- 
tions upon the pending amendment. 

As I understand it, the suggestion of this amendment ‘ an 
investigation demanded by the Senator from South ©: 


[Mr. T1mLLMAN] concerning the operations of railroads in 
Virginia. 
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ILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 

the Senator from South Carolina? 

\RK of Montana. I do. 

[LLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I will correct 
| hat particular. 

rs ate Commerce Commission deals with 
-eoal monopoly and of the merger or pooling of rail- 
dealing with coal. But this particular issue of divore- 
yroduction and transportation grew out of the petitions 

from the Red Rock Fuel Company and a half dozen or 
er private operators in Pennsylvania and in West Vir- 

{ have possibly twenty more up at my committee room, 


from Montana 


the general 


7 { did not present. I put in ten or twelve here—one every 
i . a p 

the exposition of the iniquity and the outrage of this 
: of squeezing out private citizens and corporations and 
i the roads monopolize the production and the transporta- 
tio! i the marketing of coal resulted from these memorials 


from the investigation which is going on. When we 

is which that investigation will doubtless give us, the 

lief will be so loud and strong that the Senate can 

and I do not say that the Senate is now desiring 

off, although some Senators, realizing the difficulties, 

want to postpone action. I myself would be glad to 

} mediate action, if it takes us a month to discuss and 

t that we will not do any section or any interest harm 

\ siying protection and relief to those interests which are 
I ¢ squeezed to death. 

LARK of Montana. 


I t oi; 


I stated, Mr. President, that I be- 


ic he amendment offered by the Senator from West Vir- 
g Mr. ELKINS] grew out of the complaints that were sent 
\Vest Virginia. So far as I know, there have been no com- 
| ; from any other part of the country. 
ILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, I have just 
h nplaint—— 
CLARK of Montana. As my time is limited, I will ask 
. tor to wait until I get through. 


rILLMAN. 
Mr. CLARK 


I beg the Senator’s pardon. 
of Montana. So far as that locality is con- 


Cc |, and possibly in other localities in the eastern coal re- 
gic there are grievances which are properly complained of 
a h should be dealt with promptly in some other manner, 
bu y judgment, such legislation does not properly belong 
in this rate bill. The difficulties referred to are iocal in their 
cl] ter, and legislation of a general character like the pro- 
pos ll would not be applicable where the conditions are 
¢ different, as I will endeavor to show. 

| 1 fully in accord with my colleague [Mr. Carter] as to 
y he stated concerning the operations of great mining com- 
I in the State of Montana. I wish to say, further, there 
wi t a transcontinental railroad constructed across this con- 
til that was not obliged to open up coal mines for its own use, 


only for its use, but for the use of the people settling 
he lines of these roads to build up homes and open farms 
‘ss. I know it was so in Montana, and in Montana 
t y three-fourths of the coal consumed in that State and in 
the city in which I live, having a population of some 80,000 
I where several thousand tons of coal are burned each 
( the various mining and smelting enterprises and for 


d * purposes, is supplied by the railroad companies. 
W not for the railroads that have made it possible to 
( ) mines all through that western country, supplying fuel 
I y for domestic, but industrial purposes, those great in- 
d ; could not have reached the marvelous stage of devel- 


( which we find there. 
Northern Pacific Railway Company were obliged to go 
il mining for their own protection, and they are to-day 
ng in the State of Montana 3,000 coal miners and have 
a large town at Red Lodge, in the eastern part of the 
(‘he Great Northern Railroad Company likewise opened 
es in northern Montana. These roads were not only 
) do this to meet their own requirements, but they, and 
7on Short Line operating from the south, were called 
furnish at least three-fourths of all the coal consumed 
state. There were times there when, notwithstanding 
test efforts of those companies to supply the people 
il, owing to a congestion of business, there were coal 
in all the towns of Montana; and what would have 
condition of the people of that State had it not been 
railroads owning and mining and shipping supplies of 
meet their requirements? 
to say, further, that in no instance in my experience 
* thirty years in Butte, no matter how scarce that com- 
has been, have they ever raised the price of coal to 


t 
( 


( 1 


The investigation now being made by | 


| decided under the existing law, and it 


-— om 
0. Ue 
the consumer. The railroads have been an essé 1 f 
in the development of the we h country wl ild 
not overlook in our desire to protect a { West 
Virginia. 

There is another feature of this question which I 
present to the Senate. All over that wes f con 
tinent, as has been shown by the devel ‘ 
tury, discoveries of great mines have been l | 
being made everywhere. In many in } d 
containing base metals, lead and copp. 
away from any railroad. Persons who own th 
metals can not work them unless they have 
Butte was kept back for fifteen years for y t i 
cilities, and I know of a number of instances 
been discovered and developed and found to be it 
being owned by individuals or perhaps by a vaNLy 
there was no railroad company that would undertake 1 ld a 
line to them for the reason that it would be hazardou they 
might shut down the mines at any time. What was the re 
The owners of the mines—the individuals or the company, as 
the case might be—have been obliged to build a branch d 
themselves to the nearest road, in order to secure a s to tl 
markets of the world for the products of their mines 

There is an instance of this kind in southern Arizona. The 
Copper Queen Mining Company is owned by Phelps, Lx & 
Co., and they have a number of the greatest mines that 
wonderful Territory. They were obliged for their own 
tion to build a road about 200 miles in length, and to-day it is 
in operation. When that road was constructed it | 
common carrier, subject to the rules and regulations of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. Now, what are you going 
to do under this amendment with such a proposition as that? I 
myself was obliged to build a road shorter than that—but 28 


miles in length—before I could get the products of a 
mine to the market. When I completed that road, some fifteen 
years ago, it became an interstate-commerce road, | 
the products went out and supplies came in through ot 
and Territories. 

By this provision how am I to proceed? I am between t! 
devil and the deep sea. I will either have to stop the ope 
of the mine or the railroad. 

There are a number of other instances of this same char 


copy er 


} 
AT <a 
( é 


her S tes 


l l a ¥ 
all over the mighty West. I should like to know, as I inquired 
before, what disposition are you going to make of such enter- 
prises? Are you going to throttle them on account of some 
imaginary or actual grievance against roads elsewhere? I say 


“imaginary,” because a good deal of it is imaginary, although 
there are localities where evils do exist. Wherever a railroad 
company, owning its own coal mines, undertakes to mine coal 
and ship it out in competition with other coal-mine 


operators 


and refuses to furnish them ample facilities for transportation 
of their products to the markets, I would be in favor of legisla- 
tion as strict and radical as anyone here to prevent grievances 


of that kind. But I believe, Mr. President, that the consi a- 
tion of this question should be had separate and apart from th 
great proposition with which we are now dealing. Let us 
deavor to establish interstate commerce with such rest 
and prohibitions as will result in fair and equitable tr 
in protection of the interests of both shipper and cari 


in doing this we should not incur the risk of dest: 


pling legitimate enterprises. Therefore, as I said I \ 
in every respect in sympathy with and in favor of s 
legislation, but I shall oppose every amendment of tl 
which, in my opinion, will work a great injustice t 
ber of people and result in harm to some of the great « ; 
throughout the western country. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I presume we may safely say 
that every railroad in the United States is engaged i 


state commerce. In dealing with this question we 


,u 


with practically the entire railroad system of the 1 ed S 
I made some remarks yesterday on this propos ! 
different form, on the amendment which was tl 

the amendment of the Senator from West Virg 
somewhat a different proposition. I y then j 

am still impressed, with the fact that ex 

to deal with this question here and n 1d 1 

tion which ought to have been dealt \ 


I am somewhat loath to admit that 

cussion of a few days, can not ] 

factory bill touching that evil which is most co 

nection with the transportation particularly of 
The case decided by the Supreme Court 


ass some re nable 1l satis 


in February last was 


would appear from an 
examinatien of that case that there is ample law to deal with 
this subject. What I want to call the attention of the Senate 
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to is simply that the complaint there was with reference to the 


transportation of coal. Thé Senator from West Virginia [Mr. 
LLKINS| who has introduced this subject is making his com- 
plaint simply because of the unfair treatment of the coal 


miners and coal dealers of that State. The Senator from Mon- 


tuna who first spoke [Mr. CarTerR] has told us something of 
the difficulty of dealing with this question, and so has the 
Senator from Moentana [Mr. CLARK] who spoke last. With 


ime knowledge of the condition not only in Montana, but in 
Arizona, what both Senators have presented here satisfies me 
that there is danger of this legislation going very much beyond 
the point » ought to go. We are very liable to do more harm 
than good. If we could confine it entirely to the coal business 
for the time being, I think perhaps it would be better than to 
include all commodities and all kinds of service. 

I have no hesitation in saying that I am a firm believer that 
tl who do transportation business should do nothing else. 
But, as I said yesterday, I wish to repeat, it is a matter which is 
not absolutely under our control. The States charter these 
ipanies and create these corporations and they declare what 
‘ir powers shall be. When the product of a mine, in the case 
of coal, passes into interstate transportation it becomes subject 
to our control. It is absolutely without control on our part 
unless we assume a control that we never have assumed until 
it does reach that Practically one may say that all the 
coal product of Pennsylvania enters into the interstate commerce 
of the country. New York and all New England and all the 
West are supplied with the anthracite coal mined in Pennsyl- 


we 


iose 


Con 


thie 
Lil 


stage. 


vania. Anthracite coal reaches even as far west as the Mis- 
souri River. It was in the earlier days sent clear into the State 


of Colorado. Just now we are mining sufficient anthracite coal 
in Colorado. 

Pennsylvania 
of the State. 


are 


year the great majority of it went outside 
it is all of it the subject of interstate commerce. 
corporations in Pennsylvania which are author- 


] 
Last 


Yet there 


ized by the law of Pennsylvania to mine coal and to transport | 


act; it is not a crime; it is not an of- 
either moral or legal. 


not an illegal 
iinst the law 


ik. TE ig 


fense ag 


Of the 76,000,000 tons of anthracite coal mined in | 
|} duction and distribution but the abuse they make of jt py 
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I do not know but Senators may think it is easy to deal with | 


these subjects. 
ditticult to determine just what would be legal and then what at 
time would be just. Perhaps, under the circumstances, 


le such an exhibition of the conditions and of the 


the Si 


we 


une 


have made 


For myself, Mr. President, I find it exceedingly | 


offenses of some of the railroad companies that we ought to do | 


something, if possible, toward completing this legislation on the 
ending bill; but I am still of the opinion that it would have 


been better if we had dropped this subject in the beginning ‘and 
remitted the whole subject to the committee of the Senate 
author Zed to deal with it. 








the provision of the statute. Then the court go on—j{ 


long to read—to say that in that way the railroad co, Pee 
may discard the published rates, and they declare that : 
not. ™ 

Now, Mr. President, that is the evil you want to de») tl 
here. You do not want to deal with a proper road. \ an 
not want to deal with a railroad that has been built to a 
lumber from the forest to any community, because tl : 
been no question here of its improper use that I know tt 
may be that we ought to adopt a general system that no hitn 
carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall engage j a 
thing else, but to do that you must wait and take time. it 
must be done carefully and in such way that the interes; oh 
are already involved and legally involved, the mone, a 
invested according to law, may be properly protected. 

I doubt very much, Mr. President, whether you can dy that 
with all the different interests unless you shall confine S iad 
one or two articles. If the evil is so great touching ¢o.| nd 
I do not know but that it is—then it would be well to put ; ules 
to it by dealing with that subject and dealing with that subic t 
alone, dealing with the other subjects as the complaint Seg 


and as the opportunity is presented. 
Mr. President, I fear myself, as do the Senators from \on- 


tana, that a sweeping provision of this character may to. 
rially affect the industries of the great West. We have liad 9 
hard time to settle up the West. We are ina very prosperous 
condition to-day, and I believe as a general rule there not 
much complaint in the great West against railroad con) s 


engaging in commerce or anything of this kind. As a rule tho, 
do not. There may be some exceptions where they are engaced 
in such production and distribution as ought to be prohi)it l. 
but the vice of their production and distribution is not the pr 


\ 


attempting to avoid and get rid of the statute which dec! 


that they shall publish their rates and adhere to their rates, 
Punish them, Mr. President, if they do not adhere to the rates. 
Punish them in some way if they engage in interstate commerce 
and then make that an excuse for an undue and unjust competi- 
tion on their part. If they by that system select a man t hom 


to sell and give him a price they do not give to somebody else, 
or if they go into the market and buy articles and transport 
them and give the seller an opportunity they do not give some 


body else, that is a violation of existing law, a law the Supreme 
Court of the United States says is sufficient now to deal w e 
but if it is not, we might readily amend it in that particular and 
leave these other questions until such time as we shall | ! 


| opportunity to do so with less danger of doing something out of 


Mr. President, taking the case that I spoke of, the case of the | 


Chesapeake Coal Company, which the court decided in February | 
last, there is no pretense of an offense on the part of the com- | 
pa except that they had violated a statute which declared, 
is to the rates, that it should not lower the rates. The whole 
question is in a nutshell right here. I am not going to read 
much from the opinion, but I want to eali attention for a 
moment to it. The court said: 

Che question, therefore, to be decided is this: Has a carrier engaged 
ir erstate commerce the power to contract to sell and transport in 
< tion of the contract the commodity sold 

Now, here is the gist of the whole thing 
when the | » stipulated in the contract does not pay the cost of pur- 


of delivery, and the published freight rates? 
thie 
violate the statute, as the court considered they did by 
king the sum total of those things less, so that the published 


W henever 


ing to 









ite is not maintained, then it becomes an offense, and then the } 
court says without any further statute they can deal with this 
ect. The court said: 

It can not be allenged that the great purpose of the act to regulate 

p ilst eeking to prevent unjust and unreasonable rates, 
quality of rates as to all and to destroy favoritism, these 

ing accomplished by requiring the publication of tariffs and by 

) ig secret departures from such tariffs, and forbidding rebates, 

ef ss, and all other forms of undue discrimination To this 
nd for these purposes the statute was remedial and is, there 

ntitled to receive that interpretation which reasonably accom- 

; the great public purpose which it was enacted to subserve. 
{ ul ged in interstate commerce becomes subject as to 
} the commands of the statute and may not set its 

ight, whatever otherwise may be its power when carry 

com! not interstate in character, can not in reason be 

Phat is a recognition, Mr. President, that the carrier may 
on that commerce within the bounds of the State that 
rized him to do it, and yet he does not come within the 
] sion of the statute; but whenever he engages in interstate 
ommerce in the transportation of the coal he comes within 


railroad company proposes by such a proceed- | 


the way. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, under the rule, as | - 
stand it, I am not entitled to say anything further on the sub- 
stitute; but I desire to modify it in one or two particula 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator may modify his pro- 
posed amendment. The Secretary will state the moditications 

The Secretary. As proposed to be modified the amendment 
reads: 

It shall be unlawful for any corporation, association, or ek 
company engaged as a common carrier in foreign or interstat 
to engage, directly or indirectly, through its officers, age 
sentatives, employees, directors, or corporations organized fo 
pose or otherwise, in the production, manufacture, buying. |! i g 
or selling of coal, coke, or other commodity of commerce to 
ported by and for it as a common earrier beyond the State or ‘ 
where such coal, coke, or other commodity of commerce is 
manufactured, bought, or the possession thereof is obtained by 
poration, association, or joint stock company. Any violatior $ 
provision shall be deemed a misdemeanor, and the corporatio S 
ciation, or joint stock company found guilty thereof shall be fir S000 
per day for each day it shall unlawfully engage in the producti 
ufacture, buying, furnishing, or selling as aforesaid: Provil: t 





' when any coal, coke, or other commodity of commerce whi 
' duced, manufactured, bought, furnished, or sold by such corpo! 


sociation, or joint stock company is transported by and fo a 
common carrier beyond the State or Territory where it is | t 


manufactured, bought, furnished, or sold, it shall be prima 

dence that it was produced, manufactured, bought, furnished d 
for such transportation: Provided further, That this provision : not 
be construed to prohibit such corporation, association, or joi K 
company from mining fuel or other commodity exclusively | n 
use: Provided further, That this provision shall take effect ! d 
after July 1, 1908. 


Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I voted for the motion to refer 


this whole subject to a committee. I did so not because ! 1 
opposed to whatever legislation is necessary to corr he 
evils which we all admit exist in some instances and loci iCes, 


but the difficulty I discover here is, we have not given 
ject that careful thought and investigation which is 1 
in order to deal with it intelligently, in order to probi! J 
that which is wrong and do no injustice to those who : 
gaged in legitimate enterprises. 

All over the West, as the Senator from Colorado [Mr. Ti 


has said, there are little railroads which have been bu ) 








th coal mines and sawmills, that have been 
t the product from the mills and the mines. In 
mining and milling are the principal enterprises. 
ding is merely incidental thereto, and yet those rail- | 
vith interstate lines, or with other railroads con- | 
nscontinental or interstate lines. Hence these | 
doubtless would be held to be engaged in interstate | 
It to Mr. President, that a distinction | 
ie and that proper exceptions should be provided | 
m that shall be enacted on this subject in order 
h enterprises. Just what those exceptions should 
how they should be framed I am not prepared at 
to say, and it does not seem to me that any other 
1 to say. 
pparent that most of the Senators who have dis- 
nestion realize the existence of the difficulties. 
wuage is requisite to protect the nonoffending 
1 am not at this moment > and, 
urs to me that the wiser plan will be to refer 
and charge that committee with the 
igating the subject and reporting some suitable 
Senate to consider. 
ds which have been built to coal mines for 
of developing them. If this amendn 


built 





Tra 
eems 


me, 


hath 


nine 


able to state 


mimittee, 








CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SEN ATE. 


6967 


amendments 


would ruin all such ir 


ol 


hibitions the 
This legislation 


sands of men of employ: it. Yet the ‘ 

no man; they are doing no person and ) 

or an injustice. They are necessary to 

in the development of the resources « 

they be stricken down simply beca 

great evils elsewhere which we w Is 
sary to destroy th d in order to « 


Why must we ir l 
tion? I sincerely trust the Senate 
slowly in this matte Let us have l 
whatever measure which shall be Loy L | 
ered and the proper and necessary exc 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, 1 : t 
fused by a large majori to refer tl iter t 
mittee and to postpone some sort 1] 
me that 
Mr. LODGE. Will the Senator f1 : ( 


to me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the & 
Carolina yield to the Senator from M 

Mr, TILLMAN. Certainly. 























‘| ent shall Mr. LODGE. I do not think the Senate h 
law the owners of such will be compelled either to The Senate held that a certain motion y out 
es or of the roads, and neither would be of | was not passing an opinion on the question of 
hout the other. | reference. 
mvietion that legislation of this character should} Mr. TILLMAN. Well 
gainst those transportation lines only that are en-| Mr. LODGE. I did not myself \ ( 
vally in carrying interstate commerce, and with| Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, if w 
other enterprises are merely incidental. It | in debate here where we can not do hat a f 
be applicable to those carriers with whom rail- | want to do, we are in a very deplorable fix, and 
: y incidental to the business of their mills or | as I said, has twice refused to entert 
; [ think Senators will generally agree with me on that | and we have a unanimous-consent agreem: 
| us from doing what some Senators here yw t to do, I 
n is how this legislation should be framed in | cially anxious to reach some mod \ 
erve and protect these rights, the rights of the | do business and can vote on some , 
nd provide against the evils which we all admit Mr. LODGE. Why not move to lay t ( 
( This brings me back to the proposition that we have | table? 
subject that consideration necessary to enable us | Mr. TILLMAN. We have refused to | I 
thout great danger of doing a very grave in the table, for I made that motion yes 
y industries and enterprises. We can better | could not get a majority vote f 
r action for a few months than we can afford to | Mr. LODGE. Why not try it again? 
injury and injustice to numerous legitimate en- | Mr. TILLMAN I am afraid to do 
t h have grown up under present conditions. | ye terday, because when I have been m ( 
giving our attention, Mr. President, during the | in a great h to be run g M I 
three months almost exclusively to the work of | want to lay matt on the tabl It re) 1 
bill designed to empower the Interstate Commerce | vital an issue, 1d the e of this L 
to prescribe rates and practices for transportation | see whether the Senate, knowing that the evil 
raged in interstate commerce. ‘he attention and got either the sense or the courage to deal with it | 
* the Senate have been given almost entirely to that | understanding of the situation. We all rv 
*, suddenly this subject is sprung, a subject which, | abuses and outrageous conditions 1 \ \ 
is far more complicated than the main subject | but in Pennsylvania, in East Tenn t] I 
There has been no proposition brought before the tory, and I do not know where else. I will 1 i, 
. ng the present session that is more replete with | mation of the Senate, what very fe S s ] 
ms and difficult problems than this one of regulating | since I introduced my report here, s e 
ns between transportation and mining and manu- | on this very topic in the brief report which I 
idustries—none. Yet Senators seem to think that The necessity f 
to be able to properly treat a matter of this vast | shippers in several 
» and of so complicated a nature and character here | ™@y be wisely cor : in 
( ‘of the Senate without the advice or assistance of a he rate 1 
( that has given it careful investigation. rhe ex 1 t I 
ry desirous of supporting some law that will correct | @™ : 
1 hich we know exist, but in correcting those evils I | went ; : : 
be a party to perpetrating a great injustice. of ( 
t no injury can result if we postpone action on | 29 eS SN 
! a short time, until a committee has had an oppor- | Es r a 
t vestigate it. I think if it were referred to a commit- | n 
uite probable a report could be made during the | a fon 
ion. If not, and if the matter should go over until o anne ‘and when priv 
‘ssion, I think we can bear up under present con- | to develop their coal jands and set 
r a few months longer and would far better do so | Toads deny or refuse to grant t t ( 
» the injustice which I think is very likely to result | S{#te commerce. Jttused. “They ‘would. not. pe 
and ill-considered action. | company to join its track wit : 
therefore, that no legislation will be enacted unless the | and Ohio Railroad ar i thus Saas 
ll be first referred to a committee that will carefully | | ae i tpt t. n ef 2? 
existing conditions, in order to determine accurately | their own inte nd in the 
ions are necessary in order to protect those in- | of the situation is aggravated by the 
h are not offending against the rights or the inter- And has since been absolutely prov 
e people in any respect. that the three railroad systems t wu \ led 
the effect of the proposed legislation on one of the | »Y,2” outside road, the Pennsy ca 
roads out West, of which I have spoken, having, we | nisi a af cae mare, ous abuse « wer t ; 
i coal mine in the State of Idaho and a railroad extend- | cited of the Red Rock Fuel Company ca _ Wher : : 
from into Washington or Oregon. Such a railroad | the pene of private cor ag ae So — ag 
\ an interstate-commerce line and subject to the pro-| Confiscation of the property is threatened. Vested with the rights ef 
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eminent domain to construct their lines and granted liberal franchises 3 questions arising under this bill. I therefore can ; ' 

and charters, the railroads, designed to be public carriers for the ben- | wh ther I ean vote * not til after tl ‘ . a ell 

efit of the whole people, in the last few years have become rapidly | Cure ; e or not un tt a ter the Senator fro) h 

transformed into the veriest band of robbers—highwaymen who do not | Carolina has voted. In this instance, if agreeable to 

tl st ‘their pistols in the faces of their victims and demand money | yote “ nay.” I 
r eir lives, but who levy tribute in freight rates which are as high | _ ‘A Tm . is ‘ ‘ iat te e 
a a raffic will bear, deny access to market, monopolize with brazen _Mr. GAMBLE. I inquire whether the senior Senaj ; 

effrontery one of the prime necessaries of life—coal—and in every way | Nevada [Mr. NEWLANDS] has voted? : 
w their absolute contempt for the people and the people's rights. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is informed tha: 

he condition of affairs in West Virginia is even worse in Penn not voted 
vania, and from every point of the country come reports that the - . 2 : ; 
lroads have practically already obtained control of almost all the | Mr. GAMBLE. I have a general pair with that Sen»; nia 
al lands, and where they have not bought the land itself they have | therefore withhold my vote. If he were present, I sh ; 
obtained mineral leases and are rapidly carrying out the scheme of | “ nav.” - ote 

monopolizing the fuel supply of 85,000,600 people. In Pennsylvania 1ay. . . 5 
t is charged that they have for years controlled absolutely the State Mr. GAMBLE subsequently said: I observe that the < , 

government, and they snap their fingers in contempt at any and every from Nevada Mr. NEWLANDS] is now prese ‘ : 

é rt to enforce the law and the constitution which prohibits the own- “ote I vote . aid 't0 ] : V present, and | € 0 

‘ p of coal mines by public carriers. It will be a task of immense | WoRe vou nay. 

d Ity to undo the incalculable mischief and wrong that has already | The result was announced—yeas 11, nays 62, as 1, 

I done. 7h ~ i s 

» plea of vested rights and the complications from the secret trans- | : s YEAS— 11. 

fi the purchase by holding companies and trust companies, the | Bacon Culberson La Follette Taliaferro 

1 cations of partnerships and of trusteeships, and of other subtle | Berry Dubois McEnery Warren 
encies contrived by hundreds of the best | il minds in the country, Clarke, Ark. Gearin Money 

se services are at the command of these gigantic corporations, will | NAYS—62 

re firmness, perseverence, and patience by Congress, to grant | . . ed qs 

relief from existing conditions and safeguard the public interests in | Aldrich Cullom Hansbrough Perkins 

the futur It is our bounden dv ity to amend this bill so as to compel | Allee Daniel Hopkins Pettus 

: a rrier to vf hi ciaahett catalan dees a | Ankeny Dick Kean Piles 

é y public « ier to ve tl freest possible access to market to eae sate Poke 

every ] ducer who wishes to engage in interstate commerce. Bailey > Dillingham Kittredge Rayner 
We should incorporate an amendment in the bill which will compel | pee ee Knox Scott 

all failroads to make connections with any and every other railroad, | B acks a Rune Latimer Simmons 

publi private, and grant just and fair traffic arrangements, so as Dine "int Lodge Smoot 

fo put every producer upon an equal footing with every other pro- | ul kel iey Flint Long Spooner 

duce rhere should also be a provision incorporated in this bill to | Burkett Foraker McCreary Stone 

‘ absolute business of transporting freight as a public | Burnham Foster McCumber Sutherland 

j r and the ess of producing freight to be transported. ‘The | Burrows Frazier McLaurin Teller 

te ation to dis inate against competitors on the part of a public | Carter Frye Martin Pillman 

carrier is og and it stands to reason that a producer who con- | § ‘lapp Fulton Millard Warner 

trols the 1 S transportation to market at the same time will dis- | Clark, Mont. Gallinger Nelson Wetm 

criminate ag and will in the end destroy every competitor who | Clark, Wyo. Gamble Nixon 

is in the same business with him . : |} Crane Hule Overman 
Now, Senators, we had just as well understand that if we | as a NOT Ye ; 

Jode ic Oc , ‘ . . : ae ‘ . * refuse Alger ay eyburn *atters 

di dge thi question and re turn it to the committee or re fuse tO | ‘Ajlison Depew Mallory Denon 

do something in regard to it, the people will hold us to ac-! Burton Gorman Morgan Platt 

count. It is not my business to warn you, but I beg you to do } Carmack Hemenway Newlands Proct 

something here, So the amendment of Mr. CuLperson, in the nature of a syb- 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | stitute, to the amendment of Mr. ELKINS was rejected. 

amendment, in the nature of a substitute, proposed by the Sen- Mr. ELKINS. I now offer a substitute for the origina] 
ator from Texas [Mr. CuLperson] to the amendment of the | amendment I introduced. 

Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINs]. Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator from West Virginia wil! allow 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask for the yeas and nays. the vote to be taken on his original motion, I think we tale 
The yeas and nays were ordered. it without debate. I wish myself to vote for it, although | 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the amendment be stated. believe it will be voted down. Then the vote can be n Oo 
Mr. menial Oh, no; it is very long. the suggestion of the Senator from Mississippi, and 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to know what it is. allow every Senator to express his opinion on both. | 
Mr. F RYE. It has been read four times. can be disposed of more readily in that way than it « any 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana | other. I make that suggestion in the interest of a p: it dis 

withdraw his request? | position of the matter. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If, as I understand, the amendment is Mr. ELKINS. I hope the Senator will not press that sugges 
very long, I withdraw the request. tion, because I want a vote on the substitute. 
Mr. CLARK of Montana. I should like to have the amend- Mr. BAILEY. I am going to have a vote on the most drast 

I t read proposition, and I shall offer the Senator’s abandoned pri 

ICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the | tion in lieu of the one he now offers. 

f Iment to the amendment. Mr. ELKINS. Does the Senator mean the amend t as 
rhe Secretary read the proposed amendment to the amend- | amended by the Senator from New Jersey? 

ment, as follows: Mr. BAILEY. If the Senator will allow us to vo 

; vful for any corporation, association, or joint stock | Original proposition, as corrected in accordance with my sugges 

engaged as n carrier in foreign or interstate com- | tion, and that is voted down, then the Senator from M 

t g ( ‘ or indirect through its (Officers, agents, has a proposition, and we will vote on it, and I believ 

t ‘ ve d rs, or corporations organized for om a i ag 
‘wise, in the production, manufacture, buying, | @0 it all without debate. : 
g s g of « _« or other commodity of commerce Mr. ELKINS. I have offered that as a substitute 1m 
she nd for it as 8 common carrier heyond the Sate] Mr. GALLINGER. Let the suuecaee pe reed. 
) vhere such coal, coke, or other commodlit ol ommerce . , = . 
ed, manufactured, bought, or the possession “thereof is ob Mr. ELKINS. Let it be read. 
i said t association, or joint stock company. Any The VICE-PRESIDENT. The substitute propos: 
of this provision shall be deemed a misdemeanor, and the | Senator from West Virginia will be read. 
n, a int stock company found guilty thereof m "ez aeae, : J i s 
ned $500 per day for each day it shall unlawfully eng [he Secretary. In lieu of the amendment propose 
ducti nufacture, buying, furnishing, or selling as afore | Senator from West Virginia as amended, it is propos: 
d, That when any al, coke, or other commodity of com- sert the following: 
s i nufactured, bought, furnished, or sold by | . = es : 
S : joint stock company is transported | From and after May, 1908, it shall be unlawful for any 
1 S 1 carrier beyond the State or Territory rier to transport from any State, Territory, or district of | 
3 i factured, bought, furnished, or sold, it | States to any other State, Territory, or district of the Un 
rima ide . t was produced, manufactured, | or to any foreign country, any article or commodity I 
PM furnish sold ch transport: ition : Provided further, | mined, or produced by it or under its authority, or which it 
his provision shall not 1 onstri ied to prohibit such corporation, | Whole or in part, or in which it may have any interest, di! 
~ on, stock company from mining fuel or other com- | rect, except such articles er commodities as may be necess 
! S ex s v for its own use: Provided further, That this pro- in the conduct of its business as a common carrier. 
effect from and after July 1, 1908. Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I wish to say a word. 
a fhe Secretary proceeded to call the roll. : think the amendment will be effective. The evil sought to! 
Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired | remedied, as I understand, is that railroad companies 

with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], and therefore with- | mines and monopolize the production and the carriag 5 

h my vote property. The substitute does not in any manner 
i roll call was concluded. their continuing to own the coal mines or continuing 1 S- 
Mr. SPOONER. I have a general pair with the Senator from | port the coal, long as that transportation is limit 

1 Mr. yen K], who is absent. He is in accord | particular State in which the coal mines are located 1 

n Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Tit~tMAN] on all | railroad is situated. We will take, for illustration, va 
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1 the State of Pennsylvania, in which State, I believe, Mr. GALLINGER rose. 
them are that would be reached by this proposed legis-| Mr. BAILEY Of course I can reach my end, and I will 
So long as those companies have the coal mines in| reach it. The Senator from West Virginia can h ‘te on 
ite of Pennsylvania and their railroads within the State | the proposition now, and when we go into the WS I can 
isvlvania, they can still own the mines and still trans- | offer a substitute for what we adopt now. 
! voal to the termini of those railroads inside the State | Mr. ALDRIC! That is right. 
vivania. In other words, the railroad companies will Mr. GALLINGER. ‘That is what I rose to sug 
, the coal mines and still monopolize the transportation, | Mr. BAILEY. With notice that I shall do I t 
e port of Philadelphia; and so long as they limit them- | further delay a vot 
» that and do not transport beyond the limits of the The VICE-PRESIDEN Fi | 1 is on 1e@ 
‘ Pennsylvania the proposed amendment will not touch | substitute proposed by the Senator fr West Virg 
| Mr. DANIEL. I ask that it 
in what manner will that cure the evil? I repeat, Mr. CARTER. Let it be read 
as they continue to own the mines and to operate the The VICE-PRESIDEN At the request of tl S 5 
1 to monopolize the transportation, exclusively mo-| from Virginia and Montana, it will be gain ‘ th 
the transportation of coal, limiting themselves to the | Secretary. 
imply to the port of Philadelphia, unless it is intended | The Secrerary. In lieu of the amendment | | 
to be earried to other points, this proposed legisla- | Senator from West Virgin ided it , i 
not touch them. In other words, they will go on just} sert the following: 
re now. _ an after . 1900 ‘ 
reason I think the original amendment proposed by | , eee een, ae et iia eT d 
or from West Virginia is very much more effective | States to any other State, Territ 
and I do not think this will be effective in any degree | °" to any foreign country any a 
A se 2 mined, or produced by it or unde t t 
truction of it is correct. in whole or in part, or in which it ' 
\ILEY. Mr. President, no law of Congress can control | indirect, except such articles lit 
rtation of any article taken up inside and put down | used in the conduct of its ness 
i State. But no carrier can be or will be permitted Mr. BACON. I rise to parliamentary ; 
w its interstate commerce from the jurisdiction of | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from (CG: 
| Government by consigning it twice, because if it | state his parliamentary inquiry. 
one State and finally goes into another State or Mr. BACON. ‘his, as I understand, it is proposed 
eign country the Federal Government’s jurisdiction | stitute for the pending amendment 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is 
my part, I do not believe this amendment, although Mr. BACON. The inquiry I desire to make « he ¢ 3 
e approval of some of the most earnest friends of this | this: In case the substitute is adopted, will ( | 
and some of the most distinguished lawyers on this | hold that there is a vote to be had «¢ the is 
far enough. I want to make an absolute prohibition | amended? 
y common carrier engaging in interstate commerce,| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands S 
vise engages in these prohibited industries. But I | equivalent to a motion to strike ¢ nd ins 
that we have no power to prohibit anybody within a | substitute if adopted will stand in lieu of the original l 
s raging in those industries, and therefore I want the | ment. 
n directed against participation in interstate commerce | Mr. BACON. And then be put to a vote‘ 
rrier who engages in those prohibited industries. Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; of course. 
M President, if the Senate does not agree with me, | The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will not requir: 
s substitute goes as far as the Congress at this time | vote. 
g to go, I shall not consume any time in a fruitless | Mr. ALDRICH. It will require an additional ( 
But I do believe that the Senator from West Virginia, The VICE-PRESIDENT. As it is 
er Senators, ought to be willing to take the sense Mr. ALDRICH. The question l be 0 
dy as to which of these propositions shall prevail. | tion of this for the other amendment ud ft ! 
iore than several of us who believe that the absolute, | tion of the amendment as amended 
and full prohibition against the common carrier ought Mr. BACON. The reason I propounded thi 
ted. There are others, I fear a majority, who feel | there are some who would oppose it as subs 
ving to separate the common carrier from the busi- | vote for it if it were a final proposition. Therefore I 
ning and other forms of production we might seriously | to know in advance how that would be 
the commerce of the country. Those represent, as I Mr. LA FOLLETTE. My tention was dis 
' two views in the Senate. The Senator from West | moment while the proposition was being read 
\ proposes the second view as a substitute for the first, | and in order to identify it without calling again 
s adopted, then those who believe in the first have no | I should like to inquire whether it is the s 
y for taking the sense of the Senate. I appeal to} was offered by the Senator from Miss M M 
» the Senate that as they are the two propositions we The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Ch t 
e a fair vote on each of them. cisely the same. 
IANIEL. Mr. President— Mr. CLAY. I may have misunderstood : 
CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield | Chair, but, as I understand, it w | 
tor from Virginia? Senate shall vote in favor of adopting t s 
AILEY. Certainly. the amendment, that is equivalent to agreeing 
‘ANIEL. It is for a question. Does the Senator con- | as amended. As I understand, tl 
both propositions are in the amendment originally | this: Senators may prefer this amend 
the Senator from West Virginia? nal amendment, and at the same time Senato 
\ILEY. Ido not. I think— to either amendment. As I understand 
/ANIEL. I hardly thought so, and I want to suggest | voted on, if it is accepted in lieu of t i ( 
1 Senator from Texas: There will be no trouble in | the first amendment must be put to the S« f 
e separate idea, whereas if you put the two ideas The VICE-PRESIDENT. If Ss t s ( 
you direct against the amendment the antagonism | of course, put the question on the amend { 
lich might not exist as to one of them. Therefore | Yet it seems useless, as the subst ‘ t 
e no trouble in adopting the amendment of the Sena- riginal amendment. 
West Virginia, and that and the amendment of the Mr. GALLINGER. But it might d 
. i Mississippi are both identical with an amendment The VICE-PRESIDENT. Tl 
| gave notice day before yesterday, and which I have | substitute proposed by = Senat \\ \ 
he opportunity to offer. The ea as ed to. 
id to see that on both sides of the Chamber the views | The VICE-PRE SIDE \’ .. The q e 
d the honor to present are being practically adopted. | amendment rad the Senator fr \\ Virg 
wish to confuse by any effort of my own or by mingling | Mr. TILLMAN. Let us have ~ ! S 
ther idea the chance to get through one good thing. I The yeas and nays were order Se led 
the Senator would it not be better to let this amend- | to call the r 
lopted, with any verbal alterations he may desire to Mr. MORGAN (when his name ! I paired 
1 then put the other idea separately and for itself. } with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Au 
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The roll eall having been concluded, the result was an- 

nounced—yeas 67, nays 6, as-follows: 

YEAS—67. 
Ak Culberson Hansbrough Nixon 
A ( m liemenway Overman 
LB Dan Ilopkins Perkins 
B Dick Kean Piles 
1 ] igham Kittredge Rayner 
I ’ I) ‘ Knox Scott 
GB n }> n La Follette Simmons 
$3 e ]) : Latimer Smoot 
B Elkins Lodge Spooner 
B n ! nt Lo! Stor 
B S J 1 McCreary Sutherland 
( l I McCumber Taliaferro 
‘ I r McEnery Teller 
( I I McLaurin Tillman 
( Al G Martin Warner 
( G Money Wetmore 
( li Nelson 

NAYS—46. 
AY Clark, Wy Pett Warren 
PB Millard 

NOT VOTING—16 

Al Depew Heyburn Patterson 
A Fulton Mallory Penrose 
iS Gearin Morgan Platt 
( Gorman Newlands Proctor 

: ame! ent of Mr. ELKINS as amended was agreed to. 

ir. ELKINS. I offer an amendment to come in after sec- 
tion 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

I SECRET It is proposed to insert at the end of sec- 
t 1 the following: 

Any com h ca r subject to the provisions of this act shall 
j ly application of any shipper tendering interstate traffic 
i I , construct, maintain, and operate upon reasonable 
ter nection with any private side track which may be con- 

to ec t with its railroad, where such connection is reasona- 

I ticable 1 ¢ be put in with safety and will furnish sufficient 
s » justify » construction and maintenance of the same; and 

h cars the movement of such traffic to the best of its 

bility without di nation in fayor of or against any such shipper. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment which has just been read. 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. I submit the amendment which I send to the 
3 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas offers an 
‘ ndment, which will be stated. 

The SECRETARY. On page 2, line 18, before the word “ The,” 

t 
~ term common carrier as used in this act shall include express 
c nies sping car companies. 

(the amendment was agreed to. 

\ WARNER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 

‘I SECRETARY. In the print of May 8—— 

Mr. LODGE. Where does it come in? 

The SECRETARY. It reads: 

Af he last line of the substitute of the senior Senator from Texas 
to t amendment of the senior Senator from Ohio. 

he VICE-PRESIDENT. To what point in the bill does the 
Senator fri Missouri address his amendment? 

Mi , It is not in the printed bill. It comes in 
after e of the substitute of the Senator from Texas 
toe amendment of the Senator from Ohio. I can not give 
the ] 6 

he SECRETAR It is proposed to insert: 
I l be y of carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
ns to all persons paying the same compensation 
tate transportation of passengers. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

iment just read 

Mr. DANIEL. Is the amendment offered to a pending sec- 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that it is 
oft l as independent proposition to come in at the end of 

tion I] 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that it may be read once more. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
ay Iment, at the request of the Senator from Virginia. 

» Secrerary. At the end of section 1, after the amendment 
ly agreed to at that place, insert: 
be the duty of carriers engaged in interstate commerce to 
‘ accommodations to all persons paying the same compensation 
f rstate transportation of passengers. 

\ FORAKER. I move to amend the amendment as of- 
f by the Senator from Missouri by striking out the word 
" o.”’ in line 2 of his amendment, and inserting in lieu thereof 

equally good service and;” so as to read, “to give equally 
g service and accommodations,” 


Mr. MONEY. That is right. 
Mr. WARNER. I have no objection to that amendmen: 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missour;j 
fies his amendment as suggested by the Senator fro « 
The modification will be stated. 
The Secretary. Strike out the word “like,” in line ° l 


insert “ equally good service and.” 

Mr. BACON. So as to read? 

The Secrerary. So as to read: 

It shall be the duty of carriers engaged in interstate com; 

ve equally good service and accommodations to all persons 

the same compensation for interstate transportation of passene 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, we had some discus: 

this question a few days ago. I desire to say for myse)/_1 


go} 
i 


have had no opportunity to confer with others, but the 1. 
ment now offered by the Senator from Ohio is a very { 
improvement on the one offered before, and so far as | s 
it is unobjectionable. “ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing ; 
amendment as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. ELKINS. I offer an amendment, found on page 161 f 


the printed amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be re 

The Secretary. Add the following as a separate pai 
at the end of section 1, after the amendments alr 
to at that place: 

That any common carrier subject to the provisions of thi 
promptly, upon application of any connecting lateral or bran 
and upon reasonable terms, make connections and fair, just 
sonable prorating arrangements and division of joint or throu 
with such connecting branch or lateral lines. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agree 
amendment just read. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. It seems to me that that is already i; 
bill. There is a provision in the bill which provides for th 
of the Commission making through rates and just and 1 
able rates applicable to them. 

Mr. ELKINS. It is not covered by the bill. 
the Senator. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment just read. 
the noes seem to have it. 

Mr. ELKINS. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment is rejected 


ady 





I differ from 


The question is on agreeing to the 


[Putting the question.] sy the sound 


Mr. McCUMBER. I offer an amendment found on 27 
of the printed amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be st ! 

The Secrerary. On page 3, line 13, after the word “ thereto,” 
insert : 

That on and after January 1, 1909, every railroad company 
an interstate-commerce business shall furnish all freight cars, whether 
refrigerator, cold-storage, or other specially constructed or designed 
cars for the carriage of special merchandise, necessary for th t 
of its business as a common carrier, and shall furnish at ] 
reasonable rates all icing and other service necessary or pro ’ 
protection of any goods in transit; and on and after such da 
railroad company shall enter into any contract with the 
shipper of any goods to ship the same in the cars of such 
shipper or pay any rental for such cars. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, all I have to say 
the amendment is aimed at the destruction finally of the | 
car system. It gives time enough, two years and a half or t 
years, in which to make the change, and after the expir 
three years then the railroads must furnish their own cars 


and not use the cars of private companies. It will abolish that 
system after the year 1908. I do not care about maki 1 
argument upon it. I would just as soon have a vote now. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing t 
amendment of the Senator from North Dakota. 
The amendment was rejected. 





Mr. McLAURIN. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stat 

The Secretary. On page 1 of the bill, line 8 

Mr. LODGE. What is the page in the printed ame! : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not among the printed 
ments. The amendment will be stated. ' 

The Secretary. Strike out on page 1 all between t i 


” 


“ property,” in line 8, and the word “from,” in line 11. _ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing t 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. _ 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the provision be read as it 
read if amended. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the pr 
vision as it would stand if amended. 
Mr. McLAURIN. 


. : +h, th 
I ask that the clause beginning witb te 








vholly,” in line 8, to the word “shipment,” in line 11, | 


ead, «nd then that that part of the section shall be 
t will stand if this amendment shall be adopted. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
ecreTARY. After the word “ property,” in line 8, it is 


‘ i to strike out the following words: 


railroad (or partly by railroad and partly by water when 
d under a common control, management, or arrangement for 
; carriage or shipment). 


ad: 


rhat the provisions of this act shall apply to any common 
irriers engaged in the transportation of passengers or prop- 


1 
~ > 


ne State or Territory of the United States, or the District 
to any other State or Territory of the United States, or 
of Columbia, or from one place in a Territory to another 


3 Territory, etc. 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ent proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. 
1ament was rejected. 
OPKINS. Let the Secretary proceed with the reading 
[CE-PRESIDENT. 
g the bill. 
retary proceeded to read section 2 of the bill, begin- 


me 


The Secretary will proceed with 


. POLLETTE. I did not understand that we had left 


| [CE-PRESIDENT. We 

‘vr. LA FOLLETTE. There 

‘to follow section 1, 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Strictly speaking, the amendment 
be in order, but if there is no objection the Chair will 
the motion to amend. 


have 
an 


left section 1. 


is amendment which I 


de- 


S el 


LODGE. Where is it proposed to insert the amend- 
\ FOLLETTE. At the end of section 1. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Following the last amendment 


the foot of secticn 1? 


LA FOLLETTE. Yes, sir. 
\ LODGE. Before section 2? 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Before section 2. 
\ BACON. Mr. President, I simply rose because I under- 
§ Chair to have ruled in a way which might affect 


eedings. The Chair will, perhaps, recall that a few 
the very question whether or not if 
passed it would be in order for’a Senator there- 
might for any reason have failed to offer his amend- 
t to return and offer it. It was then the gen- 
sus of opinion that such would be the case. 
Ch-~PRESIDENT. The Chair’s interpretation of the 
after the bill is read by sections for »mendment, in 
n which it is being read now, before it 


e discussed 


were 


time 


leaves the 


of the Whole the bill will still be in Committee of 
and open to amendment. ; 

\CON. To any section? 

[ICE-PRESIDENT. To any section. The Secretary 


the amendment proposed by the junior Senator from 


\.EAN. Before the Secretary reads the 
endment to this whole section that I 
ted. I will say to the Senate that it is practically 
n that was in the Interstate Commerce Commission 
s not entirely, but very nearly that section. 
VICK-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed. 
etary will read the amendment offered by the junior 
in Wisconsin [|Mr. LA FoLierre}. 


imendment, I 
will offer and 


eTARY. After the last amendment, just agreed to, 
following, to be known as section la: 
l That section 4 of said act be amended so as to read as 


The Commission created by this act may. in its discretion, 
ar hearing, prohibit any common car subject to the 
act from charging or receiving any greater compensa 
egregate for the transportation of passengers or like kind 









for a shorter than for a longer distance, over the same line 
e direction, the shorter being included within the longer dis 
upon such notice and hearing, prescribe the extent to 
greater compensation may be received; but this shall not 
ed as authorizing any conimon carrier within the terms ot 
arge or receive as great compensation for a shorter as for 
istance 
\ FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I only wish to say a 


support of the amendment which I have offered. The 
d short haul section of the law of 1887 was designed to 
discriminations as between places. As construed by 
ine Court it is in the power of the railroad companies 
‘and maintain conditions which nullify the law. This 
e done unti 
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every State suffers on account of discrimi- } 


iw T rm - = 
N—_-_ SEN ATE. H571 

nations which the section as originally enacted was intended to 
prohibit. Every section of our coul tr offers « 
higher charges for a short haul than for hauls tl ! 
longer—the shorter haul being within and rt t 
haul. 

The amendment proposes to invest the S i 
thority to determine under what ‘ 








d j 10 
haul principle shall be applied. If adopted as a | this 
bill, it will be enforced only upon my t and 
which convinces the Commission that justice 1 es f 
should be enforced. Precisely this amend S 
mended by the Commission in 1897, and that r mene 
has been reaffirmed and repeated in eye report w 
Commission has submitted to Congress from 1897 to the } 
time 

The bill presented to the Senate by the Committee on Int 
state Commerce, and now under consideration. reer { ld 
law, and reenacts in section 4 the provision which as i 
by the Stpreme Court, as I said a moment ago, enablk 
road company to nullify the purpose of Congress w! 
acted that section in the law of 1887 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agré y { 
amendment proposed by the junior Senator from W 
[Putting the question.] The noes seem to have it 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to have the yeas and 
nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MORGAN (when his name was ¢alled). I am paired 
with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was e¢alled). I transf 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CarMaci 
Senator from Michigan | Mr. Acer], and I vot 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. GAMBLE. Has the senior Senator from Nevade Mr 
NEWLANDS|]| voted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He did not vote. 

Mr. GAMBLE. I have a general pair with the se rs 
from Nevada, and therefore withhold my vote 

The result was announced—yeas 25, nays 46, as ft S 

YEAS—25 
cor Cullom Mel 1 S 
ley Daniel Martin 
ry Dubois Money 
Blackburn raz Ov l | n 
Clarke, Ark. La | ette re s 
Clay Lati R 
Culberson McCrea S 
NAYS 
Aldrich Clark, W HH Nix 
Allee Crar Hanst ch I 
Ankeny Dick iH \ I 
Leveridge I) 1 3 ; 
Brandegee L) ‘ } ‘ 
Bulkel I n. l § 
Burkett hl Ss IN x : 
Burnham I} Lodg \ 
Burrows Fe 1 W 
Carter i t M We 
Cl , G vel \i l 
Clark, Mont G N 
\ « Vol \ 18 
ger I Me! 
} . 
(; l 
4, i ‘\ g 
Il I 
LA FOLLETTE’S f ‘ Ss reje J 
I I S S \ 
Mr. CARTER. I move that the S e ] | 
sideration of executive business 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senat 
consideration of executive bu 1eSS Afte ‘ 
in executive session the doors were reopened d 
and 5 minutes p. m.) the Sen djourned 
Thursday, May 10, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 

NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate M 
CONSULS-GENERAL AT LAR 

George H. Murphy. of North ¢ to l 
at large of the United States, to take effect July 1 106. to | 
an original vacancy 

Charles M. Dickinson, of New York, now consul-general at 
Constantinople, to be consul-general t large of the 1 ted 
States. to take effect J ily 1, 1906, » fil nm « ¢ l vaca \ 


nsul-ge neral at 


Fleming Cheshire, of 








oP ms 


O31 i2 
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Mukden, to be consul-general at large of the United States, to 


take « t July 1, 1906, to fill an original vacancy. 

Richard M. Bartleman, of Massachusetts, now consul at | 
Seville, to be consul-general at large of the United States, to | 
take effect July 1, 1906, to fill an original vacancy. 

Horace Lee Washington, of the District of Columbia, now 
consul-general at Cape Town, to be consul-general at large of 
the Un d States, to take effect July 1, 1906, to fill an original 
va ncy 


POSTMASTERS. 
ILLINOIS. 
James Bromilow to be postmaster 


at Chillicothe, in the county 


of Peoria and State of Illinois, in place of James Bromilow. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 4, 1906. 

Samuel S. Dingel to be postmaster at Wilmette, in the county 
of Cook and State of Illinois, in plac ‘e of Samuel 8. Dingel. 


Incumbent’s commission expires June 25, 1906. 
J. P. Overholser to be postmaster at Sterling, in jhe county 


of Whiteside and State of Illinois, in place of Thomas Diller. 


PENNSYLVANIA 


to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the county 


William H. Davis 


| 
| 


Incumbent’s commission expired March 14, 1906. 

Alexander B. Sproul to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Illinois, in place of Alexander B. 
Sproul. Incumbent’s commission expires July 1, 1906. 

INDIAN TERRITORY, 

William H. Hilton to be postmaster at Durant, in District 25 
Indian Territory, in place of William H. Hilton. Ine ahaa 
commission expires June 10, 1906. 

IOWA. 

Hans Keiser to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county of Fay- 
ette and State of Iowa, in place of Hans Keiser. Incumbent’s 
co ission expired March 1, 1906. 

KANSAS. 

William KE. Menoher to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the 
county @f Lincoln and State of Kansas, in place of William BE. 
Menoly Incumbent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 

MISSOURI. 

Frederick W. Deuser to be postmaster at Clayton, in the 
county of St. Louis and State of Missouri. Office became Presi- 
dential April 1, 1906. 

NEW JERSEY. 

Frederic B. Taylor to be postmaster at South Orange, in the 
county of Essex and State of New Jersey, in place of Frederic 
Bb. Taylor. Incumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1906. 

NEW YORK. 

Reuben F. Hoff to be postmaster at Union Springs, in the 
county of Cayuga and State of New York, in place of Reuben F. 
lioff. Incumbent’s commission expires May 14, 1906. 

J. Fenton Olive to be postmaster at Cuba, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York, in place of J. Fenton Olive. 
I vent’s commission expired April 22, 1906. 

OHIO. 

James D. Carpenter to be postmaster at Lodi, in the county 
of } 1 and State of Ohio, in place of Henry C. Turner. In- 
cumbent’s commission expired April 30, 1906. 

J i. B. Lockwood to be postmaster at Bedford, in the county 
of | hoga and State of Ohio, in place of Eliza B. Lockwood. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 

Charles A. Moodey to be postmaster at Painesville, in the 
county of Lake and State of Ohio, in place of John P. Barden. 
I unbent’s commission expires June 9, 1906. 

James H. Rabbitts to be postmaster at Springfield, in the 
c ty of Cl ind State of Ohio, in place of James H. Rab- 
b Incumbent’s commission expires May 16, 1906. 

OREGON. 
David L. Moomaw to be postmaster at Baker City, in the 
of Baker and State of Oregon, in place of David L. 
Incumbent’s commission expired January 21, 1906. | 


Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania, in place of George L. 
Holliday Incumbent’s commission expired May 2, 1906. 

I) l Morgan to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 

Venango and State of Pennsylvania, in place of David W. 
Morgan. Incumbent’s commission expires June 19, 1906. 

TEXAS 

G W. Hill to be postmaster at Saratoga, in the county of 
Ti and State of Texas. Office became Presidential April 1, 
19 

\ m M. Nagle to be postmaster at Denison, in the county | 
of ¢ * ind st ate of Te xas, in place of William M. Nagle. | 
In bent’s unission expired April 30, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 9 
APPOINTMENTS IN THE NAVY. 

Abraham H. Allen, a citizen of Pennsylvania, to be 
sistant surgeon in the Navy from the 2d day of May, 1 

Gunner Conrad W. Ljungquist to be a chief gunner 
Navy from the 10th day of March, 1906, upon the eo; 
of six years’ service, in accordance with the provisio 
act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, as amended p 
of April 27, 1904. 

PROMOTION IN THE NAVY. 

Midshipman Bradford Barnette to be an ensign in t 

from the 2d day of February, 1906. 
POSTMASTERS. 
GEORGIA. 

Henry Blun, jr., to be postmaster at Savannah, in th 

of Chatham and State of Georgia. 
INDIANA. 

Walter G. Bridges to be postmaster at Greenfield 
county of Hancock and State of Indiana. 

J. Albert Spekenhire to be postmaster 
county of Wayne and State of Indiana. 

Luther Worl to be postmaster 
Grant and State of Indiana. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

John Mc. Dorchester to be postmaster at Pauls Val! 

trict 17, Ind. T. 


at Richmond, 


KANSAS. 
Lavelle H. Boyd to be postmaster at Russell, in the c 
Russell and State of Kansas. 
KENTUCKY. 
George M. Crider to be postmaster 
Crittenden and State of Kentucky. 


at Marion, in the e 


Samuel T. Moore to be postmaster at Princeton, in the 


of Caldwell and State of Kentucky. 
MASSACHUSETTS. 
Louise G. 
the county of Worcester and State of Massachusetts. 
MINNESOTA. 
Kee Wakefield to be postmaster at Hutchinson, 
of McLeod and State of Minnesota. 
MICHIGAN. 
William S. Linton to be postmaster at Sag 
of Saginaw and State of Michigan. 
Henry D. Northway to be postmaster at Midland, 
county of Midland and State of Michigan. 
MISSOURI. 


ingw, in the 


Joseph H. 
county of Johnson and State of Missouri. 
Isaac N. Strawn to be postmaster at Hopkins, 
of Nodaway and State of Missouri. 
NEBRASKA. 
John Hays to be postmaster at Norfolk, in the 
M: aes and State of Nebraska. 
NEW HAMPSHIRE. 
Addison H. Frizzell to be postmaster at Groveton, 
county of Coos and State of New Hampshire. 
NEW JERSEY. 
Henry B. Hagerman to be postmaster at Mahwah, 
county of Bergen and State of New Jersey. 
Carl L. Richter to be postmaster at Fort Lee, in the c 
Bergen and State of New Jersey. 
NEW MEXICO, 
Dora W. Howard to be postmaster at San Marcial 
county of Socorro and Territory of New Mexico. 
NEW YORK. 
Edward T. Cole to be postmaster at Garrison, in the « 
Putnam and State of New York. 
NORTH CAROLINA. 
John O. Burton to be postmaster at Weldon, in the « 
Halifax and State of North Carolina. 
Joshua P. Jessup to be postmaster at Hertford, in t! 
of Perquimans and State of North Carolina. 
Patrick J. O’Brien to be postmaster at Durham, in tl 
of Durham and State of North Carolina. 


in the 


Joseph G. Walser to be postmaster at Lexington, in the 


of Davidson and State of North Carolina. 
NORTH DAKOTA. 

Henry F. 

of Wells and State of North Dakota. 


at Matthews, in the co) 


in the ¢ 


Smith to be postmaster at Warrensburg, 


Speiser to be postmaster at Fessenden, in thi 





, Dis- 


ity of 


ULILY 


L 


CO inty 


Newton to be postmaster at South Ashburnham, in 
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PENNSYLVANIA, 
Ww. Morgan to be postmaster at Franklin, in the county 
eo and State of Pennsylvania. 
WASHINGTON. 
T. Cavanaugh to be postmaster at Olympia, in the 
Thurston and State of Washington. 
Crowley to be postmaster at Vancouver, in the county 
and State of Washington. 
REJECTION. 
itive nomination rejected by the Senate May 9, 1906. 
RECEIVER OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
d A. Winstanley, of Montana, to be receiver of public 
Missoula, Mont., to take effect May 21, 1906. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 9, 1906. 
' louse met at 12 o’clock m. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. HENry N. Coupen, D. D. 
. Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 
\ PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be ap- 


} é 


SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moves that 
the nal be approved. 
iestion was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 
CASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I move the following change of 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
ing change of reference, which the Clerk will report. 
Clerk read as follows: 
Hl. R. 18444) to prevent the loss of life through accidents 
rs at elevator shafts, from the Committee on Accounts to 
tee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
iestion was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
ON EXPENDITURES IN THE DEPARTMENT OF AGRICULTURE. 
ASSEL. Mr. Speaker, I offer the following privileged 
r om the Committee on Accounts. 
SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the same. 
erk read as follows: 
Resolution No. 419. 


{ I 
ut ki 


\I ‘ 
i 


\ s no examination of the expenditures in the Department of 
A e has been made by the Committee on Expenditures in the 
J t of Agriculture for a number of years and such an ex 

1 is now necessary in the interest of the public service; and 

s said examination can not be had by said committee unless 
refor is conferred upon said committee: Therefore 
That the Committee on Expenditures in the Department 


ire is hereby authorized to examine, so far as the Depart- 


sriculture is concerned, all of the matters referred to in 
| » of Rule XI of the House of Representatives, and for 
ose it may send for persons and papers; and said com- 


ithorized to employ a competent stenographer while con- 
( d examination, and to sit during the sessions of the House, 


i ort the result of its examination with any recommendations 
nses incurred hereunder to be paid from the contingent 
f he House on the certificate of the chairman of the committee 
val of the Committee on Accounts. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say a word con- 
C the resolution. 


SPEAKER. Does the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
CASSEL. For a question. 
BARTLETT. Will the gentleman 
y me for a moment? 

ASSEL. Yes, sir. 


ARTLETT. Then I yield to the gentleman from Missis- 


from Pennsylvania 


§ time yielded me by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
SPEAKER. How much time does the gentleman yield? 
BARTLETT. Five minutes. 

WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I will not need five minutes. 

I 


) Say merely that I think this is a proper step to take 
‘ e right course to pursue for this Committee on Expendi- 


| 


————— ee 


Tur the Department of Agriculture, and to express my hope 
U other committees on expenditures in the several De 

] ts will wake up to the fact that they have a very im- 
pi work to do. The most important committees of this 
H they do their duty, for the purposes of economy and | 
ty of administration, are the committees on expenditires 
an t several Departments. I am glad that this particular 
( ttee on Expenditures is taking this step, and I hope 
it _be imitated by the other committees on expenditures in 

the other Departments. 


the question was taken; and the resolution was agreed to. 


Mr. FOSS. 


NAVAL 


appropriation bill. 








Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, to save the t 
and at the same time determine whether th 
present, I call for the yeas and nays upon th 

The yeas and nays were ordered 

The question was taken; a1 { vere 
answered “ present” 12, not ve g 123, as folk 

YEAS—242 
Adams, Pa. Davis, W. Va Ki Wm, W. 
Adams, Wis. Dawes K 
Aiken Dawson in 
Alexander De Armond Knopf 
Allen, Me. Deemer Kr d 
Ames Dickson, Ill. Li 
Andrus Dixon, Ind. Li i 
Bannon Draper Lar 
Barchfeld Dresser Land ( s.B 
Bartholdt Dwight Law 
Bartlett Edwards Les 
Bates Ellerbe L y, Conn. 
Beall, Tex. Ellis Lindsay 
Bede Esch Little 
Seidler Finley Livingston 
tell, Ga. Fitzgerald Lk 
sennet, N. Y. Flack Le er 
Bennett, Ky. Fletcher Li 
Birdsall Floyd Lo 
Bishop Fordney Li 
Bonynge Foss Me 
Boutell Foster, Vt. McCarthy 
Bowers Fowler McCleary, Minn. 
Bowersock French McCreary, Pa. 
Bowie Fulkerson McKinley, Ill. 
Brantley Gaines, Tenn. McKinney 
Brick Gardner, Mass, McLachlan 
Broocks, Tex. Gill MeMorran 
Brooks, Colo. Gillespie McNary 
Broussard Gillett, Cal. Macon 
Brown Glass Ma : 
srownlow Goldfogle M: 1 
Brundidge Graff Me 
Burgess Graham Miller 
Burnett Granger Moon, Pa. 
turton, Del. Greene Moon, Tenn. 
Burton, Ohio Gregg Mouser 
Butler, Pa. Grosvenor Mudd 
By rd Hale Mu CK 
Calder Hamilton Mi ! 
Calderhead Hardwick Ne im 
Campbell, Kans. Hay Norris 
Candler Hedge Olcott 
Cassel Heflin Olm 1 
Chaney Hepburn Overstreet 
Clark, Fla. Hermann Pag 
Clark, Mo. Higgins Par r 
Clayton Hill, Conn. Parsons 
Cocks Hill, Miss. l’a ‘son, &. C 
Cole Howell, N. J. Pa 
Conner Hubbard Pea 
Cooper, Pa. Hughes Pet is 
Cooper, Wis. Humphrey, Wash. Pollard 
Cousins Humphreys, Miss. Powers 
Crumpacker Hunt Prince 
Currier Jones, Wash. Pujo 
Curtis Keifer Rain 
Cushman Keliher Rande Tex 
Dale Kennedy, Nebr. Reid 
Daizell Kinkaid Reynolds 
Davis, Minn. Kitchin, Rhodes 
¢ § 
Garner Garrett Hi Tex. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—12 
Chapman Hoar Lee 
Davey, La. Jenkins Ls 
Goulden Johnson M 
NOT VOTING 123 
Acheson Field H rd 
Adamson Flood Howe Utah 
Allen, N. J. Foster, Ind. Huff 
Babcock Fuller Hi 
Bankhead Gaines, W. Va. Jor Va 
Bingham Garber K 
Blackburn Gardner, Mich. Ie ly, O 
Bradley Gardner, N. J. Ke m 
Buckman Gilbert, Ind. Kr ) 
Burke, Pa. Gilbert, Ky. L 
Burke, 8. Dak. Gillett, Mass. La s, Frede 
Burleigh Goebel La 
Burleson Griggs Le I . 
Butler, Tenn. Gronna La 
Campbell, Ohio Gudger I 
Capron Haskins I P 
Cockran Hauge ] r 
Cromer Haves Lit ld 
Darragh Hearst I th 
Davidson Henry, Conn, M t 
Denby Hinshaw MeG 
Dixon, Mont. Hitt Mel vy. ( 
Dovener Hogg McLain 
Driscoll Holliday Madd 


Dunwell 
Fassett 


Hopk ins 
Houston 


APPROI 
Mr. Speaker, I move 
into the Committee of the Whole House 
for the further consideration of the bill 
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Seed hii lilalgiag ae ea eae ers heniiiiniialiitaiMl Na 
Southard Balser Van Winkie ern American Navy, for the grand ships from the days 
ete amen a Wiley, Ala. Ranger and the Bon Homme Richard down to the day 
Rites sion. Trimble Webber Woodyard Olympia and the Oregon, and I yield to no one in my ad 
Sullivan, N. Y. Van Duzer Weisse for the gallant men of the Navy from the days of J; 
So the motion was agreed to. Jones down to our gallant Admiral Dewey. . 
rhe Clerk announced the following pairs: But it is not of the Navy upon the sea of which I , alk 
For the session: to-day, but the business question of the administration , eat 
Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. affairs upon land. : 
Mr. BrapLey with Mr. GoULDEN. I have found in my study of this administration a . 
Until May 24, 1906: example of what it means to manufacture material in ( 
Mr. Futter with Mr. RicHarpson of Kentucky. ernment navy-yards as compared with what it wou), a 
Until 18th of May: buy the same material of equal quality upon the aper a 
Mr. CHAPMAN with Mr. Hopkins. and this information I desire to present to each on 
For one week: and I hope I may have your careful attention. It was 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Ohio with Mr. SouTHALL. fortune at one time, eight years ago, for a brief pe 
For balance of week: attached to the United States Navy. But that brief ; d as 
Mr. Burke of Pennsylvania with Mr. JoHNSON. not give me title to speak authoritatively as a naya! 
or the day: any means, but all my life I have been engaged in busi lea 
Mr. Drxon of Montana with Mr. FLoop. ings with the two subjects which I shall take up. I h 
Mr. Grupert of Indiana with Mr. Lewis. business shared in the ownership of twenty or thirty y: ; 
Mr. Gritert of Massachusetts with Mr. TowNe. the present time three, one of them the largest stee] as 
Mr. GronNA with Mr. McLAIn. earrier upon the Great Lakes, carrying twelve hund | th . 
Mr. Hayes with Mr. Pavrrerson of North Carolina. sand feet of lumber at a cargo. I only mention this that 1 yy. 
Mr. KENNEDY of Ohio with Mr. Pov. indicate I am not without some practical knowledge of {eo oy) 
Mir. KercHamM with Mr. RaHrNock. ject I shall take up, and that subject is the manu . 
Mr. Le Fevre with Mr. RYAN. the Boston Navy-Yard of anchors, chains, and cord rhe 
Mr. MappEN with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. basis of my information will be found on page 7 of the p, 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SmirH with Mr. TaLport. of the Chief of the Bureau of Equipment for 1905 : : 
Mr. Woopyarp with Mr. TRIMBLE 49 of Rear-Admiral Manney before the Naval Committ . 
Mr. Hurr with Mr. WEIsSSE. z The total amount of chain iron and billets rolled amounted io 
Mr. GarpNER of Michigan with Mr. Witzy of Alabama. 2,991,600 pounds, costing $140,108.16. 
Mr. BurLeigH with Mr. Butter of Tennessee. The following table indicates the total output of the plant 
Mr. BUCKMAN with Mr. BURLESON. during the year, together with the cost thereof: 
Mr. Bascock with Mr. CoeKRAN. mons 7 
Mr. ACHESON with Mr. BANKHEAD. Weight Cost 
Mir. Srptey with Mr. SuLzer. 
Mr. LonawortH with Mr. Jones of Virginia. Tae 3 
Mr. Hi NRY of ( ‘onnecticut with Mr. Griaces. stan eel aR oe es Oe saa halle A Pounds sii 
Mr. KAHN with Mr. GARBER. S-ieiets Gi GRE... cic bck Sea ede ee ) 
Mr. Denspy with Mr. McDeEerRMoTT. S-RRCR CRAP CRMs. asic inins -ospeos emis sunnihgeeWnkeueael 71 670. 0F 
Mr. Brxeuam with Mr. Hearst, Hiloeh shale Ne nnn —iiwnmenaenemen nee {ND a 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. LAMAR. Lido Ghat GRAS. oc ccavens sehoee nae ee | 12. 206 1 Re 
Until further notice: 1i-inc ao scanee son conn eetece nessa ngasugessensnsescoes 17,973 M 
Mr. Hoa with Mr. Housron.§ iHackshaiseebe..-c-. eee a a 
Mr. Wm. ALDEN SmitrH with Mr. SHEPPARD. 13 -Siohh CME GRMED q 6-5 n oncmasdud catalan xO 
\ir. DAVIDSON with Mr. LEE. 44-inch ObOtE ORRIO. <5 -~~35esisgqenn denen es Mere ainpece 1% 
Mr. Morrett with Mr. Svutxivan of New York. 2-ine h chain cable... -...--.----+-es-00 e000 eneree sees U4. 43 
Mr. WELBORN with Mr. GUDGER. i “4 
Mr. Hirr with Mr. Lecare. 3 Sul UMM GRIEG... -12<0a-<nre-onrocasion le aie: i 
Mr. Burke of South Dakota with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. — = oan oe Segre yey erent reat : 
Mr. SCHNEEBELI with Mr. PAattTerson of Tennessee. ifs nee .......... .. noe : 
Mr. JENKINS with Mr. Smrru of Kentucky. Rudder chains -.......-.-...-.-----c-00se-crscanenencoens 
Mr. Dovener with Mr. SraRKMAN. Comet eee 
Mir. HASKINS with Mr. LEVER. CR RID on onc manos chau escent ae 
Mr. McGavin with Mr. Smita of Maryland. ANCHOMS - -- 04-22-22 e eee en eene en enee eee nee eee eee ene nee 81, bs 
Mr. Driscout with Mr. RaNspEeLt of Louisiana. een enlabies and 2 ring stoppers 
_ Mr. OrseEN with Mr. PADGETT. DO POG 5 oid by dcnnenternknnn uachia deena S.4 
Mr. Mann with Mr. Howarp. Clear hawse......-.-.-~----+- ---20+--+-2+ eesen ones eeees dot 
Mr. Watson with Mr. SHERLEY. ett eee Pan| seca 
Mr. NEVIN W ~~ Mr. FIE Lb. Club links and bending shackles-___.........-.....---.-- 35, (2¢ 8,193.2 
Mr. Littey of Pennsylvania with Mr. Grrgert of Kentucky. Club links and connecting shackles --.......----------- 3] 2. 6 
Mr Sourtaxo with Mr. Patterson of South Carolina, ae eee | oth 
The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. i IN NUN os usec ass os cance sas eve eed ae Ee 1, 405 
‘cordingly the House resolved itself into Committee of the | Pelican hooks-.........-- nacre cern ene ee eeeeees tne enennnee » oe 113. % 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the further consider- | Sea anchor thimbles. 227772777} | OO 
n of the bill H. R. 18750—the naval appropriation bill—with | Sea-anchor rings................-........-.-------------- 2085 ), 30 
Mr. CRUMPACKER in the chair. Sea-anchor PI on. -cueoaacavahdeladadans sail aol D. <0 
Mr. FORDNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | a SLINGS. --- ~~ -----0 e-seee-eenensenenoenereseeesenes 2, ome 
’ . EI. SR 4H) 
that my colleague from Michigan [Mr. Loup] have sufficient —_—-- 
time in which to conclude his remarks. Total -.....-. 2200+ eoesne one awnsecne nee e een e eens ==: 3, 408, Ore sad 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. - — —__——_— 
Loup] is entitled to the floor in support of his motion to amend. The following table shows the amount of cordage ced 
His colleague from Michigan [Mr. ForpNry] asks unanimous | during the year: 
consent that he may be permitted to conclude his remarks in a ° 
support of his amendment. | Weight. Cost. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘To conclude his remarks in the Recorp? | ee 2 
The CHAIRMAN. Upon the floor. Is there objection? pos . 
There was no objection. Manila rope P “COT 341 72 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for the reading of the | Wire rope....-2.002 020 . 
amendment, in order that it may be recalled to the minds of | Hemp rope... 2.2.22... 22.222 eeeee ce eeee coeene oe ones | e 
the members of the committee. i <eeneappatabndemnmbea teacietey. 26 es 0.33 
CHAIRMAN. The amendment will again be reported. Seite oe 1.89 
The amendment was again read. ROOTED «oo cnee conn acne sane sccuwassouncbendanuine tase | ” 
Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, I SIE FEE n= <n-n -=-00~~nnsienstioene eon 7 
i 





want to say at the outset that I yield to no one in my love for the | Cotton line ............... PME AT LEE IER SE IER | 
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LS ae ; om Mr. LOUD. That is a small part of the subject. s I 
Weight. Cost. pass on to the subject of cable chail In 1 firs 
— ———-— table given at the bottom of page 7 of the r t of tl | 
f | Pounds. of Equipment, I find that half-inch chain 2 
Bonen nnn ewe new e wen owen een none eens ceenee | 15, 640 | $6,012. 76 cost $632.78, showing a cost per pownd of 24 cents: fiy 
STINT] teas} Tteastae | Inch cable, 2.887 pounds, costing $793.01 
Tes aa RD aia eed Sa 13. 763 | 1.78.02 | pound of 274 cents, the highest market « 
Lacecncene enenee eucenacees seeewenenene ens van . a sizes running from the common chain, $3.60 per | ed 
SCTE] tas] sap. | highest grade, $8.40 per 100 pounds, for . 
ROSS TE cs RE 1.099 2%.94 | this connection I will say that the purchas 
= weve Shbsiibesbuagtndemnencoveeubeoel 1,85 692.98 | the isthmian canal, on April 28, purchased 
eet ei es : oo straight short-link iron « n at $ | ! ! 
Bo bare ona aie cca iceeunnon 134.94 | livered on the dock at Colon. J ‘ int sived 
On nnn wenn ne eo nee e eee ee eee e ee ee eee 173.52 | the business of making these one f and neh 
Re 2 632.998 | 399.433.49 | Chains is so small it is of little 101 ‘ 
pee shows the expense of Government manufacture t ‘ 
= arora * 2 ic hea ~~) ‘ Q overnment f te hy ; res 
st. the subject of anchors manufactured during last os or ed pty te od deer rape ooh . 
ind in the last item at the bottom of page 7 the out- aealiin I will ‘add bn fares eee aod : 
483 pounds, costing $81,564.12, or 154 cents a pound. price quoted ™ on best spe cial handmade @ 
that figure in mind. Thirteen and one half cents Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. R ' , I 
by that report. On page 418 of the hearings you gentleman a question for info1 ‘ iH . 
cost of anchors of private make, according to a of this product before the Art | Ag 
f Admiral Manney, as 54 Comms tor anchors unde r navy-vards? 
and 6 to 8} cents fOr anchors over 3,000 pounds. Mr. LOUD. I do not know a1 bout 
er information on this subject from the Depart Mr. GROSVENOR. It has 
eree and Labor, Light House Establishment, who Mr. YOUNG. The Gover : ; 
| fluke anchors 5% to 6 cents per pound; also that | coptainiy did not redace ti , 
anchors cost 6 cents a pound. The Newport the Government navy-vards. 
uilding Company, in a letter of March 9, state: Mr. LOUD. The market pri of 
nchors, I beg to say that while the price varies with i ae ; : 
et The nt S per Tana woule tee tair average aoe le chain on 75.40 per 100 
ed anchors. five-eighths-inch. 
etter of the Treasury Department Revenue-Cutter | Mr. McNARY. I should like to ask the gentlemat ] 
S dated March 15, I am advised that they have paid | Admiral Manney has not stated t 
; o 6} cents per pound for forged anchors. | ernment chain is much superior t chain 1 e | 
one of the largest shipbuilding companies in the | COntractors—stronge! and much superior? Is! 
I states, who lately constructed ships for the Light-House the gentleman answer that quest 
Si irnished forged anchors weighing 11,925 pounds, cost Mr. LOUD. If the gentleman will 1 it 
s per hundred pounds, or practically 5 cents per pound, | [ will accept his reading. m 
st of anchors made by the Navy Department, shown | . Mr. McNARY. All right. I will read 
a rt of Bureau of Equipment, is 133 cents per pound. first. ; 
that Admiral Manney, on page 418 in the hearing No. Mr. LOUD. I am not on the subject of 
) ie cost of an 8,000-pound anchor of the factory | 2°! yield forthat. = . ; 
at $17.65 a hundred; one of 14,500 pounds at $15.39 Mr. MoNARY. All right. We will « I 
per hundred, which makes the relative cost in these instances 5 | @uestion ol chain: 
cents shed the Government light-house boats as against 16 Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Now 1 
cents r the Government navy manufacture. As forged | eee ee one Contes +e 
ve become nearly obsolete, because of steel stockless | Lebanon Chain Works has show 
eing used instead, I have not very much data on the | necessary to pass it. Tl ethod of ! 
forged anchors. The cost of steel anchors is shown | [28° em a . oun a ‘thea 
t 4 cents a pound. iectionabin. as the two sides of tht 
N McNARY. I desire to ask the gentleman a question. | strength. The part of the link whi S 
Mr. LOUD. I yield to the gentleman for a question. | P a a a ee ; 
NARY. I would like to ask the gentleman whether | facture of chains? 
ade by forging at Boston Navy-Yard would not cost | Admiral Man» The i S 
| more than the cast anchors made by private com ee u -— "a thew 
1 if the difference between the cost of the forged | mand it? ps ; 
i the cast anchor is because of the difference of the | Admiral Manney. N 
material and the methed of manufacture from being | CTe@se the cost 
| the other cast? Mr. LOUD. Admitting that A 1M 
OUD. I have not touched upon the subject of cast | we can not blame him for that, b e if $ 
ll, but only forged anchors, and I have made no | of which he was speaking; and ag 
I shall talk from first to last upon the subject | dence of all the consumers t 
anchors alone. But if you touch upon the subject | dredges or great cranes, where t est 
ors, I will only say that the Minnesota, which is the | find no difficulty, for the most ere sery 
l upon the Pacific, is furnished with cast anchors, | for any particular service that be re 
ast anchors cost $3.65 a hundred, and the gentleman | say further that no comparison 
that as a comparison. | the statement of an interested witness in the 
NARY. The gentleman well knows that merchant | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is A I \ 
t have to anchor at sea in open roadsteads as the | in the manufacture of chain? 
( vessels have. The gentleman understands that | Mr. LOUD. The manufacture I 
}on in a Government navy-yard uw eS l 
OUD. I can not understand what you say. | Mr. GAINES of Tennesse O01 ell, ] 
NARY. Let me say that the gentleman understands | in charge of the work. I hope the gentle 
' the anchors used by merchant vessels differ materially | reflect upon the Admiral by 1 
i rs for Government vessels, as the Government ships | to believe that he does. 
} hor in open roadsteads, while merchant ships go to a | Mr. LOUD. I can not yield for ; 
rhe men-of-war not only have to anchor in open road- | ject. Now, taking up the subject of the he S 
it under conditions of warfare may be compelled to | or cables 
we Mr. ROBERTS. Will t rent 
OUD. I furnished the gentleman the price paid by the Mr. LOUD. I do not care to yield 
ut for anchors for the Revenue-Cutter Service and the| Mr. ROBERTS. I want to ask the g 
Ise Service. Mr. LOUD. I do not yield any f 
NARY. And the gentleman also gave the figure for| The CHAIRMAN, The gentle 1M y to 
t 's Of the Minnesota, which is a merchant vessel. yield, 
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Mr. LOUD. In the letter dated March 3, 1906, written me 
by the Industrial Works, Bay City, Mich., makers of the largest 
and highest grade locomotive and railroad wrecking cranes, on 
which only the choicest quality of chain is used, they say: 


As to chains: The best quality, however, of handmade dredge chain 
is worth, in sizes from 1 to 14 inches diameter, 74 cents per pound 


f. o. b. f 


Taking up the subject of heavy anchor chains and cables, the 


actory. 


same table, at the bottom of page 7, shows that— 
1 inch costs 16 cents per pound. 
14-inch costs 124 cents per pound. 
14-inch costs 124 cents per pound. 
18-inch costs 114 cents per pound. 


Or an average of 13 cents per pound. Keep that figure in 
your minds, gentlemen; 18 cents a pound for these sizes of 
chains made in the Government factories. A letter from one of 
the 1: shipbuilding companies in the United States, for 
building ocean steamships, shows the cost of chain furnished in 
these sizes varies from $3.32 to $4.15 per hundred pounds. As 
to cables 2 inches and larger, referring to the table at the bottom 
of page 7, we find the following items of output and cost, to 
which I have added the cost per pound derived from the figures 


irgest 
































that are there given: 

Noticing that these figures vary from 94 cents per pound: for 23- 

inch to 154 cents for 23-inch cables, without apparent reason for the 

ence in cost, I have put the figures together in these six 

neccbelneaesiaacal a seem — . vesnaspelattiteta 

| | Average 

Size. Output. | Cost. cost per 

| pound. 

aegis laa tices incall sm rerntretde ieee 
| Pounds. | 

DAMON... citenna cancanceesnenudens ce keuskaee | 227,148 | $22,004. 43 $0. 0966 

24. inches poe ee atts Tore Oi coe 30,200 | 3,624.00 . 1200 

‘Ss 11,816} 1,119.20 . L000 

es cnhuseeogekenel 878,733 | 94,560.87 1075 

: hes ne eciicaieiabenaand 1,011,941 | 133,241.59 . 1320 

2i es eehu soe eee | 218,422 | 20,805.90 . 0950 

Total .. oh eases . 1158 

| 

We there the average cost of all the cable manufac 
tured inch was $11.58 per 100 pounds, the largest item 
bn i , Shown above to have cost $13.20 per 100 pounds. 

W Manney, in hearing No. 49, for comparison between 
Gove and contract price paid to private manufacturers, 
b t¢ Government cost was 94 cents, or $9.50 per 100 
I I that we must hold that the cost of this item is not 
i I the average Government cost, but we must take 
t cost of $11.58 per 100 pounds; or if we wish to be more 
! we must take jointly the last two items of 23 inches and 
27 ; in above table, which, if so considered, would make the ayer- 

e of these two items $12.50 per 100 pounds. 

\ le this indicates the cost of the output of the Government shops, 
not the actual or ful t. The first, second, and tenth items in 
at bottom of page 5, Report of Bureau of Equipment, viz: 

Office and store labor, idling coal, shipments, annual 
‘ see ol Oe $103, 428. 82 

R 1 iditi ind maintenance of machinery 
a : = Sons 56, 157. 33 
M ne s articles sc an deadbeat daha tenia naitinndians diate, te 53, 262. 09 
Total —- ; iebsephcin niegh dilatation 212, 848. 24 
Th mount, $212,848.24, together with other items not given, 
pread t more or less extent over the seven items of output 

s ] nt t tab to give ti real cost, 

I pread evenly or pro rata, this increases by 124 per cent or more 
the cost shown in tables on page By adding 124 per cent to $12.50 
we have $14 per 100 pounds, or 14 cents per pound, the actual cost of 
the 28-inch and 23-inch cable made in the Government shop. 

n evidence given in the hearing we find the largest size battle- 
3 cables—2j incl have been made by contract by private firms— 
‘ per pound for cables made by the Lebanon Chain Works and 

( s per pound for cables contracted for, but not delivered, by the 
Mor hela Iron and Steel Works. 

[ wish to state here that upon careful-consideration of the subject 
it is my belief that all of the battle-ship cables desired of this speci- 
ficatior iny size, can be purchased by contract at from 6 cents to 7 

I nd unde me specification as to strength or breaking 
W eliminating the absurd and impossible | 
i fication, especially as to sulphur content, which has the | 
1 ig out competition and forcing the Government to pay a 
tig I ri 

As to an r « les larger than 2 inches, I can give you the follow- 
it i itic One of the largest ocean shipbuilding firms in the 
United States advises me that they pay $4.15 per 100 pounds for 23- 
it i ‘ $4.30 per 100 pounds for 24 inch, and $3.85 per 100 
pounds for * l 

Large freighters on the Great Lakes, last built, for 23-inch tested 

cable chains paid $3.30 per 100 pounds. 
advised by Cramp & Sons Shipbuilding Company that the 2§- 











| anchor cables furnished by them to the Russian cruiser Retvizan, 
British admiralty test, was $4.50 per 100 pounds, while the 23-inch 
‘ furnished the cruiser Variag, British admiralty test, was $3.70 
100 pounds. 
I ! pou 
rhe Pacific Mail Steamship Company, in their letter of March 23, 


id me that they pay for 1§-inch stud-link tested cable chain $4.50 





100 pounds, f. o. b. Philadelphia, for steamship Costa Rica; also 
ch and h tested stud-link cable chain for steamship City of 
d nd steamship Barracouta, both at $3.60 per 100 pounds, delivered 
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| Acapulco at $3.74 per 100 pounds, delivered in New York. 








in New York; also 1f-inch tested stud-link cable chain for sj 
In a letter from the Upson-Walton Company, of Cleveland 
which I believe is the largest ship chandlery firm on the Great 
we find the following paragraph relating to chains: . 
“We do not sell the chains for the new steamers that 
out on the Lakes, the margin being so close on these goods t} 
manufacturers sell them direct. Our cost price is the sam. 
told, as the price charged the shipyards, and on the rern!:. 
of chain, such as is used by these parties, the cost up to 
to-day is $3.56 per 100 pounds, freight allowed to Clevelay 
factory, and on the best quality of dredge chain the cost on t 
sizes is $4.75 per 100 pounds, this being, however, a much finer 
of chain than is used on the Lakes.” = 
From the American Ship Building Company, of Cleveland 
I have the following: . eile 





are 


° nl 
regula 


Marcu 17, 
Hon. GEorGE A. Loup, M. C., 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 


Dear Sir: Replying to your letter of the 14th instant 
course know that we do comparatively nothing in the line 
ernment work here on the Lakes, and I am not therefore a)|; 
you any idea as to the cost of chain cable made to Government 
fications. It is my opinion, however, that your estimate of (; 
ought not to be far out of the way. 

We have purchased during the past five years somewhere 
2,000 and 3,000 tons (100 carloads) of stud link chain cable 
in merchant work, and an average price during that period would 
fraction under your estimate of 4 cents. 

Hoping this will give you the information you desire, I am 

Yours, respectfully, . 
N. S. THrasnt 
Purchasing 


It is perfectly understood by me that these cables for merchant 
ice, costing from $3.30 to $4.30 per 100 pounds, are not up 
specifications of the United States Navy, and are not given 1 
parison, but are given to show that all vessels outside of the | 
States Navy are equipped with cables costing less than 5 cent 
pound in size 28 inches and under, this being the largest size 
to my notice, with the exception of the four steamers on tl: 
the Minnesota, Dakota, Manchuria, and Mongolia. 

The cables on the Minnesota and Dakota are 3,3; inches in d 
and the price paid for them was $5.43 per 100 pounds deliv 
New London, Conn, 

Quoting from a letter of the Eastern Shipbuilding Company 
date of March 21, we find the following: 

“ You are right in assuming that the price which we paid for 
chains was high, but you must realize that these were very 4 


chains to make, the weight of each link being as much as 
could handle. Smaller size chain, of course cost very much |! 


you note from my previous letter that the 1J-inch chain cost $°.7 
100 pounds (this size chain being large enough for most ships 
in this country). I wish to impress upon you, however, that LL 
inspection greatly increases the cost of the chain, as their tes 
severe, involving much handling of same, cutting out of links. et 
There was doubt expressed by Admiral Manney before the 


May 9 


} 


tee (see hearing No. 49) as to these cables being inspected. Th: ; 


of Lloyd’s inspection adds one-half cent per pound to all ec! 
inspected. (Lebanon Chain Works, January 12.) 

As to these particular chains being inspected, we find by lett 
the Eastern Shipbuilding Company, under date of March 17 
lowing: 

“These chain cables are 3; inch in diameter; they were t 
ever manufactured at that time, and it was deemed of great i 
that same should have very careful inspection; therefore these 
were inspected by Lloyd's local inspector at the chain works by | 
principal surveyor in this country, and again by Lloyd's surveyo 
same had arrived at the works of the Eastern Shipbuilding Co: 

The chain cables were manufactured by Lebanon Chain Wo: 
the steel anchors were made by Seaboard Steel Casting Company 
3y,-inch chain cost $5.43 per 100 pounds; the .1Z-inch chain cost 
per 100 pounds, and the anchors cost $3.65 per 100 pounds. 

In conclusion, I wish to state that the 8. 8S. Minnesota and D 
were built under the rules of Lloyd’s Register of Shipping, and : 
chinery, appliances, etc., pertaining to these ships were also cla 
Lloyd’s (who were very rigid in their inspection), and all recei\ 
highest certificates of classification issued by said society. 

Of course you know that Llayd’s is a British Society. Owne: 
it necessary, owing to insurance of both ship and cargo, to 
Lloyd's classifieation. 

As to the cost of the cables furnished by the builders of the 
churia and Mongolia, we tind the size to be 3% inches and pri 
$5.36 per 100 pounds. 

I am advised by the manufacturers of these cables that t 
ratio of strength and breaking strain was given to these cable 
required for the 2$-inch Government battle-ship cables. 

From all this data we find that the very best anchor cables 
to any ship built in the United States outside of the United > 
Navy cost $5.45 per 100 pounds, the same being tested to thi 
breaking strain as required by the United States Navy, and as « 
with this cost it has cost the Government $13 to $14 per 100 
for the same quality of cable. 

It is presumable that the reply or explanation of why the G 
ment cables cost so much more than cables made by private 
that the material costs so much more. While in a small 
this is true, the difference in cost of material being about 2 ce 
pound, sustaining this phase of the question, I find in a letter of 
20, from the Bureau of Equipment, the statement that the last 
contracts made during the last two years with the Monongalie 
and Steel Company covered 2,800 tons, at $87.36 per ton, showi! 
this company have sold to the Boston yard this amount of m 
costing $244,608, the price per pound being $4.37 per 100 pounds. 

Permit me to state my belief that this excessive price is solely 
to the needless specification in the chemical analysis of the m 
principally relating to sulphur content. . 

The specification that iron shall not contain more than , 
dredth of 1 per cent sulphur rules out practically, and I belies 


L 


one 


fectively, all competition, giving this company an absolute mono} 


and enabling them to maintain an unreasonably high price for 
iron. 


ate 











stained in this opinion by_the following 


ne United States Navy-Yard: 
UNITED STATES Navy-YARD, 
Washington, D. C., March 16, 1906. 


letter from the 


A. Loup, M. C., 

f Representative s, United States. 

me great pleasure to be able to comply with your re- 
of the 14th instant, received last night. 

chain iron from Lebanon Chain Works, marked 

tated below, showed the following composition : 


re [Sula ok. 


| No. 1. No. 2. 


yes 


and 





July 21, 1904. Aug. 9, 1904. 


No. 4. 


No. 3. 


Per cent.| Per cent.| Per cent.) Per cent. 





cnn cbevechsenetasahehbhes a(Q). 010 a0. O10 0.0196 0.019 
Sv. cice oe ee 150 140 :1410 | ‘131 
SE hn? ......nancllecaaeeaenas aes 019 .018 “0200 | "O22 
= ace eee | 061 . 062 0550 | 059 
: - 0 ocant aoa Geese | 070 .075 | 0820 060 
a Below. 
\ results do not exactly agree with the specifications, it is 
sis t the iron is of very good quality. It is also my opinion 
the best iron makers it will be a somewhat difficult propo 
vs keep within the requirements of the specifications. A 
A 1 as above results show, should, in my opinion, not be 
ion. 

this will answer your inquiry, and always ...dy to 

f formation which I possess and you should desire, _ am, 


espectfully, yours, 
WESTISSON, 
Chemist, N. G. F. 


to call your attention further to the fact shown in your 

to me by the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts of bar 

in the last two years, that out of all the contracts made 

ent, involving over 50 tons in any contract, that out 

ntracts so shown, eight of the contracts were made with 

. covering $120,133.13, while only three contracts in two 

ven to other firms, the three contracts amounting to 

$15.2 ! , mbining these two statements, we find that, in all, this 
furnished iron to the amount of $364,741.13, as against 


JOS. 


other parties amounting to $15,261.45; and I am sure 
yn careful and candid investigation that this fact is 


the unnecessary chemical specification. 


( \{s to the subject of rope manufactured in the Government 
d that the amount of manila rope invoiced during the 
item, second table, page 7, Report Bureau of Equipment) 

y | pounds, costing $265,536.72, or 154 cents per pound, to 
" | ent, at least, incidental and omitted expenses should be 


om Mr. D. W. Ross, general purchasing officer of the Isth 
Commission, under date of April 27, I note that they have 
manila 


I airy rope, 180 coils, from 104 cents to 11 cents 
| vered on dock at Colon. This, I understand, would not 
rade of best rope made in the ropewalk at the Boston 


y find an item in the same letter of 216,000 feet manila bolt 


d, long fiber, smooth and hard finish, at 10% cents to 

12 yuind delivered on dock at Colon. 
\ I erein given includes not only the fixed charges inci- 
nufacture, viz, cost of plant, deterioration, renewals, 


interest, and profits, but also delivery from the manu 
mas well, and when we further consider that in figuring 


made by the Government that clerical work, work of 
tment, and other similar items will be found omitted in 
cost, and further consider that in the item of rope the 


is large and the cost of labor should be relatively small, 
conclusion that the cost of the Government manufacture 
in fact, unreasonably so. 








ider the results of this investigation. The output of 
estion at Boston yard is as follows: 
iin shops, 3,408,022 pounds eS ey! 
for omitted material and expenses____~ 52, 846. 57 
no entangle tighneadialtiagmeamadallialeai dai ticnirdaaiasthcantiniascaneasti tun 440, 620, 26 
1, 2,632,298 pounds-_ 2 ee 399, 435. D4 
nt for omitted material and expenses____- 19,9 24 
sci tig cggh-plsaniilaEslaiandactaetacls calonaesi is <j 449, 363.18 
open market, quality being equal, there should be a 
Cte., US Bet Cli nnutic tewnane - ___.. $237, 809. 58 
\ CONG ccttennietdadieteen nigel et a dee S89, 872. 63 
nana asap cena aati chs iat tis ac lnctaitine 327, 682. 21 
tf sums up the facts and my estimates so far as I can 
ive them, and proceeding now to your question at I 
eing done under such conditions as are shown, my answet 
{ would surely close one or the other or both of these 
Ss an object lesson to the other manufactories maintained 
Wepartment that the cost of the product must be kept 
bounds, 
ion that while the hours worked under the Government 
than in private manufactories, and that it is univer 
tha bor is not as effective under Government man 
private institutions, nevertheless the elimination 
( nment output of the fixed charges heretofore m 


t of plant, deterioration, renewals, insurance, interest. 


ts should make the conditions not far from even, and 
ance and consideration of conditions it should not cost 
nt any more to manufacture such material as we have 


Lh 


an it would to buy in the open market, and if the cost 
—412 


AL 
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can not be brought approximately equal the Government should cease 
to manufacture the material and buy in the open market 
I am, very sincerely, yours, 

[Applause. ] 

Now, I want to say that while this may be worth looking 
at, and while I have mentioned the high, excessive cost, it was 
not my purpose in putting this material together simply to 
point to what it might mean in that one manufactory. What 
I have brought this together for is the concrete example of 
what it means to manufactured goods in Government institu- 
tions. I have taken this, which is, perhaps, a small item, but 
it appealed to me as something I knew something about. I 
know something about cordage; I know something about chains, 
as I have used them all my life in my business, and I know 





that I can buy in the open market the chain and the an 
material of that kind and equal quality at one-half 
they cost in Government manufacture. Cordage ¢an 
at 20 per cent reduction. But this immaterial as com} 


to what it might be in the great items used in the cor 


is 





of these battle ships. The anchors and cables are a ‘ 
bagatelle, and while I invite your attention to this particu 
item I want to say that if we had business administration in 
the securing of supplies and the building of our ships and r 
pairs on the ships we could save each year the cos f a 
battle ship to the Navy if the Department would run upon 
the closest business principles. And I want to say hile I 
honor the officer in the American Navy—a man of hoi 
esty, and highest integrity—he has been educated for life upon 
the sea and for the handling of boats and fighting our « try’s 
battles and not to conduct business institutions. 

You would not for a moment, if you wanted an officer for a 


battle ship, go up to the Bethlehem Steel Wo 


rks and take the 

superintendent and put him on that ship. Then why s! ld 
you take an officer of the Navy, who is trained in the a | 
for life upon the sea, out of that business and put him in 
charge of a manufacturing institution of which he absolute 
knows nothing? [Applause.] I fear I have worried the co 
mittee, but I have made the fullest statement that I can upon 
this subject, and I sincerely hope, gentlemen, that you will 
permit my amendment to this bill to carry. [Applause. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, can I interrogate the g 


man? 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from M 
to the gentleman from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. LOUD. I do. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Do I understand the mi 
this will be a saving to the Government of over $1! 














OOM { 
amendment of his is adopted? 

Mr. LOUD. Better than that, sir; far bette nd this is 
but a little item, only the small ones, saving, as my es 
shows, $327,682.21, but when compared with the g1 ‘ x 
penditures with which the Navy deals, this trifling 1 @] 
anchors, chains, and cordage is insignif 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman allow me to as 
him a question? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I understood the gent Pt 
toward the close of his remarks that it w: iniversal l 
that the work of the mechanics in the nay sy 
efficient as that in the private yards 

Mr. LOUD. Do you dispute tl 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I just w ed to g - 
tleman said> If I understood him co aN 
that the mechanics in the navy ds rt as ‘ 
mechanics in private yards. 

Mr. LOUD. Generally speal y, 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will k the g é 1 if has l 
the report of the Department of C e i] 
response to the dire of e Hi whic 
that the mechanies in the navy ved 
the battle ship being built n tl ee i 
man per hour | ce ore th 
battle ship at vyport News s 

Mr. LOUD. I did1 l WW 
tion to this subject was t that | 
at my own expense, visiting the 
ton, and at Portsmouth 1 in | 
ehain and anchor factory in the B } 
men wasting their time. IL ney 
as lL saw them in that factor l 
tention to that matter I w 
from it, and so in the next yea! 
figures which gave the pound ] u 
ture. I simply divided the amount and I found t ost of > 
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output of anchor and chain shops costing 142 cents per pound, 
on an average—double what it should be—and that indicated 
what I had seen myself, that the labor was being wasted in that 
factory. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
Department of Commerce and Labor made the very same kind 
of a test between the Newport News Shipbuilding Company and 
the navy-yard at New York, and they report that the output of 
the men in the navy-yard per man per hour was 25.48 per cent 
more than the output in the Newport News yard. 

Mr. LOUD. Figures sometimes lie. I would say to the gen- 


tleman that I have had for several years as many as 1,500 labor- | 


ing men under me, and I yield to no one my judgment as to 
personally determining or estimating whether a laborer or body 
of laborers are doing reasonable or effective work or not. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 


a day and the mechanics in the Newport News Shipbuilding 
Company work nine hours a day, and, as a matter of fact, the 
private yard has been compelled to work their men overtime in 
order to keep up with the men in the navy-yards. 

Mr. LOUD. I will tell you that they may work the men 
twelye and one-half and a great deal more to enable them to 
make an equal showing. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I will say to the gentleman that this 
investigation was conducted by a Department of the Govern- 
ment that had no interest except to get the facts, and I believe 
we are entitled to rely on the Administration. 

Mr. LOUD. I have not prepared myself upon that Depart- 
ment, and if you desire to take that up, you can do so in a 
sp ech of your own. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did not want the statement to go un- 
challenged that it was universally conceded that there was such 
a difference in the work in the different plants. 

Mr. OLMSTED. 
of 14 cents as the cost of chains to the Government in the Goy- 
ernment yards, he 
plant and for depreciation of the plant? 


I would say to the gentleman that the | 
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I will call the attention of the gentleman | 
to the fact that the mechanics in the navy-yard work eight hours | 


I will ask the gentleman if, in the estimate | 


has ineluded anything for interest on the | 


Mr. LOUD. I have not, or for renewals of the machinery | 
and taxes and insurance, profits, and other things which go 
into every business institution. 

Mr. OLMSTED. If they were added, it would make the cost 
still greater? 

Mr. LOUD. Certainly, by that amount. [Loud applause.] 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, as this is quite an important 
matter, and I am satisfied that I can not answer the argument 
of the gentleman from Michigan within the five minutes allowed 
me under the rule, I ask the indulgence of the committee that 
I may be permitted to conclude my remarks. 

the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent that he may continue his remarks until he 
hall have concluded them. 

Mr. VREELAND. I should like to inquire how much time 
the gentleman will need. It seems to me we should have some | 
de te time fixed. We wish to give all the time that is neces- 

Mr. ROBERTS. I can not tell how long, because I have no 
written speech and can not tell therefore how long it will 
take me to say what I have in mind to say. 

\ir. VREELAND. I suggest to the gentleman that he ask 
fo. e definite amount of time, and if that is not sufficient 
then he can ask that the time be extended. 

ROBERTS. I ask that I be allowed as much time as 
zentleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup] occupied. 
WILLIAMS. The gentleman ought to be allowed as much 
{ a the gentleman from Michigan had. 
GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from Massachu- | 
bout to speak in reply to what seems to have been 
‘ ‘ d speech on the other side. It is a very important 
subject, and we should let him go ahead. We havé more time 
1 nvthing else | Laughter. ] 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I ask unanimous consent that the same 
1 iat was allotted to the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
L riven to the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ros- 


Mr. Chairman, I will state that I have put a 


] t on my request. It is that I be allowed the same amount of 
1 that occupied by the gentleman from Michigan. If I 

ude sooner, I assure the gentleman from New York 
I l¢ ily do it. 


CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the 


n from Massachusetts that he be permitted to continue | 


the same ] 


ne length of time as the gentleman from Michigan 
e in favor of the amendment? 
ihere was no objection. 





Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, at the outset 1 de 


that I was very much interested in the argument aes v 
tleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup]. While the ma; “ae 
been gone over quite minutely in the committee, yet he oo 
tended it considerably, and I was forcibly impressed ] r 
statement made by him early in the course of his remap)-< He 
told us that Admiral Manney, who was Chief of the By. : 
Squipment of the Navy Department at the time he was : te 
| the Naval Committee and made his statement, was 4) tN 
ested witness, and for that reason we should not give the oni 
ments of Admiral Manney the same amount of credence 4)... 
we would give to those of a disinterested witness. That “ : 
| me as a very remarkable statement, that Admiral \ far ta 
man of the highest honor and integrity and efficiency, who ce 


about to retire from the Navy by reason of age, was an inter 
ested witness before a great committee of this House. 1) 


. : rdl i 
think many of the Members here will take that staten, nt ar 
ously or that they will attribute ulterior and sinister pyotiyes 
and purposes to the testimony of Admiral Manney. But wi, a 


we come to the question of interest, the gentleman from Mich. 
igan [Mr. Loup] at great length gives this committee inform. 
tion that he has obtained, from whom? From people in ¢ 
country engaged in the manufacture of articles wh 
would like to supply to the Navy Department. 

Now, on the question of the interest of the witnesses on po} 1 
sidés of this question, I leave it to the Members of this Hoysa 
whether the private manufacturers, who want to supply 


iS 


‘h they 


these 

hundreds of thousands of dollars’ worth of material to {ho 
Navy Department, are disinterested in their statements. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I should like to ask the gep. 


tleman a question for my own information on the question 0? 


interest. My understanding is that there is a great shortage 
of officers for sea duty in the Navy. Will the gentleman 


kindly, in the course of his remarks—not necessarily right 
but before he concludes—inform the House about how many 
commissioned naval officers there are in the various navvy- 
yards of the United States, technically on shore duty, but 
actually engaged in manufacturing operations for the yarious 
departments of the Navy? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I am not able to give the 
gentleman the information as to how many. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. About how many? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I am not even able to tell about hoy ny 
of these officers are stationed in navy-yards; hut I want to 
say to the gentleman that if these officers were not in the 
navy-yards superintending the manufacture of 
used by the Navy Department they would be at the pi 
plants of the private manufacturers inspecting those ; es 
made outside of the navy-yards. [Applause.] 


now 





these things 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. At the expense of the G . 
ment. 

Mr. ROBERTS. So there would be nothing saved in 
All articles manufactured in any quantity in private e 
ments are manufactured under the immediate inspection and 
supervision of naval officers, taken from sea duty for | 
pose. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a ques 
tion? 


Mr. ROBERTS. I will. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Are the constructors of the 
cated to go to sea? 

Mr. ROBERTS. They are not educated to go to 
are educated to remain on shore. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Is it not a fact th 
one officer of the Government supervised and atte 
inspection of all three of the large manufacturing col 
the Government? And that, of course, would have ! 
possible if tney had been in charge of the actual pr 
manufacturing. I am asking these questions for infor! 
for I know nothing about it. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That may be; if there had been e! 
spectors there would have been one in charge of each 
ment, if the output had been sufficient to warrant it. 
Chairman, this is entirely aside from the subject we 
der discussion. 


\ 


it 


1 


Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield for a questi 
Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman from Michigan 4 


yield to me, but I will gladly yield to him. I would | 

that if these interruptions are to come out of my tii 

gentlemen would be brief and not occupy too much t! 
Mr. LOUD. I want to say that I made no allusion 0! - 


ation against the honesty or integrity of Admiral Ma! 
I believe him to be far above anything of that sort. | « 
however, that his information was not correct when | 
that the cost of a battle ship’s cable, two and three ¢ 
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, nts, and the next size, only one-eighth of an inch | 

: ost 134 cents a pound. | 

RERTS. Oh, I did not yield to the gentleman to | 
s speech. I thought he wanted to ask me a ques- 

+ continue the remarks he began some time ago. | 

i iy that the gentleman imputed to Admiral Manney | 


. and effect of his words. I So not think 

force and effect of them, but if my ears 

made a flat-footed statement that 
; an interested witness. 

\RDNER of Michigan. Will the gentleman from Mas- 
yield f 

IBERTS. Yes. 

RDNER of Michigan. The gentleman from Massa- 
oe eft the impression on my mind that the private con- 
re interested parties in a sinister way; that is, that 

have one set of books to sell by and another to 


he real- | 
did not 
Admiral 


he 


t 


BERTS. Oh, no. I said in opposition to what was 

centleman from Michigan that if there was interest 

the statements made on either side of the question 

as likely, and more probable, that the private manu- 

ul a greater interest in securing these Government 

in had the head of one of the great bureaus in 

work done at the navy-yard. There was no sinister 

willful and deliberate misstatement of facts, per- 

whole trend and tenor of the letters and cominuni- 

to create in the minds of Members of Congress the 

Government was paying more for articles 

articles could be obtained for in the commercial 

and that the Government should go out am 

inufacturers and purchase these articles. 

DONER of Michigan. I am glad to have the gentle- 

\lassachusetts correct the impression on my mind and, 

npression that was made on others, that the private 
ere not honest in their statements. 

RTS. I did not want to convey the idea that they 

statements, but I still insist that, 


than 


ne 


those in 








hese private manufacturers are interested wit- | the gentleman thought of and have the bers 
ey put as favorable a phase on their statements | mittee for a moment considered this aspect hat 1 
ill warrant. | of these things from private anu urers I S 
S of Tennessee. Will the gentleman yield? | to the cost you pay to the ivate 1 lufac es 
RTS. I will yield to the gentleman. | all the items named by the gentleman f1 I ° 
S of Tennessee. Has not Admiral Manney been | Loup] because we have the 1 ~ 
1‘ Chere is the interest item, and w ve ) 
‘TS. I was about to finish that statement. | up whether we use them or not. That cost to 1 G 
} S of Tennessee. Has he not shown himself a hero | ment. It is just as much a cost to the G 
cular oceasions? the product outside as it is a cost to tl G 
RTS. Oh, the record of Admiral Manney is one | manufactured in those shops, so that tl ii 
I want to say to the members of the committee | question of cost whether the Go ufa 
\dmiral Manney appeared before the House Com- | not manufacture. There is no escaping tl 
Naval Affairs and gave his testimony in regard to the | argument of the gentleman makes bad s ge f 
this Bureau he has been retired for age, and we | partment on this item of cost, but there are cert ! 
ther gentleman at the bead of the Bureau. | ing items of expense, if you are going to reckon 
Will the gentleman yield again? | cost price, that must go on whether the 
BERTS. I will. | closed up. 
I). Did not the gentleman notice that the letters | There is another feature of tl 
1 were nearly all of them from those who bought | which I wish to call attention I i 
those who are consumers and not sellers? tion, not to interrupt the flov f his s] I 
IBERTS. No; I did not notice that they were all from | train of his ideas, but for infor I 
[ noticed that some of them were from manu- | the comparative cost of the halt 
il unquestionably many of those consumers repre- | Chains. Now, it is my understa 
nufacturers. the gentleman will corr I i thes 
Db. Not a single manufacturer; they were all con- | quarter-inch, and al l-sized cl 
open market are mac 1e-made ehail 
NARY. Will the gentleman from Massachusetts yield? | Mr. LOUD. No; the gentleman is ent n 
RTS. I will; for a question. Mr. ROBERTS. Then the gen 
\RY. In reference to the question asked by the | hand-made chains? 
) Connecticut in regard to the detail of men for | Mr. LOUD. Entirely so. 
, I would like to ask the gentleman whether it | Mr. ROBERTS. Then I am wrong in 
that the English navy, which is the superior navy | the figures given us and the stat by 
|, not only manufactures these things specified here, | ney are that they do not get the s l ‘ 
mwwder, shot, guns, and everything else under the | open market that they make in the Gove f 
2 naval official? And is it not regarded as the | is no question about that. The vyhen ft 
for the naval officers to be instructed in the high- | take up the larger sized chains, he spoke 7% 
way, to the highest point of perfection, and to over- | strain, the standard established | the G 
ture of these articles in the Government yard? | think he went into that quit ently to g 
BERTS. I so understand that, Mr. Chairman. I | full information about it. It has been tl 
t is the policy of the English Government to keep | Department to make all of these ¢ é $ 
ble proportion of its new construction under con- | but, owing to the rapid increase in the number of s 
ts own navy-yards, and to make nearly everything | great demand for these cables, Adn 1 Manney told us 
lires for its military equipment in those yards under | year or so ago the Department found itself shor 
te supervision of its own officers: and I want to | miles of this cable, and it was impossible with the facilit 
int, although it is somewhat of a digression, that | hand to catch up; so the Department was compelled to 
vy Department has insisted before the Committee | into the open market and try to get a chain there tl 


on Naval Affairs time and again, even in 
which I have been a member, that it is absolutely n 
the proper equipping of an officer 
on the ships that he underst: 


, ' ‘ 
to discharge his 1 


ind fully all the details « 


ufacture of everything that goes into the mak« 

| when he goes on her decks, and that is one of the ry 
why the Navy Department has always insisted that 
tion of a Navy officer would not be complet f he ¢ 


sea all the time and were not allowed to hay 
understand how all the different 
make-up of a battle ship are constructed. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, upon the show 
here, is it not a rather expensive tuition? 
Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, I am coming to tl 
ing made here. I 


at 


ing 


was just going to take that ] 
| gentleman brought it to my attention. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Will the gentleman allow ‘ I 
tleman does not wish to make any statements that are nm 


rect. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, certainly not. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I am told by authority that I 1 
unquestionable that substantially all the chain made 
British navy is being made by private contracto 

Mr. ROBERTS. I take the gentleman’s statement f 
did not mean to say that in that particular inst e | 


Government made its own chains. I think they 1 | a 
proportion, but, generally speaking, the English Gove1 
manufactures much more extensively in its yards nd 
Government. 

Now, in regard to the cost of these articles that h 
under discussion, the gentleman from Michigat 
could follow his remarks, too is h 3 tl . 
him by the Chief of the Bureau of Equ it, being 
per pound, and then to get at the ti ! 
figure in the cost of the plant and tl st of t 
and all those items, and in that way he built up 
Government-made anchor chains, anchors nd ¢ 


on, away beyond the figures given us by Admiral M 








O57! 


things that enter into 


t] 
I 
t 
I 
‘ I 
if 
I 
i 
] 
I 
bat a 
e 37 
es at 
ro oul 
t was 
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the equal of the chain they were making, and what was the 
result? Why, Admiral Manney told us that time and time 
in in h testimony. They could not find a manufacturer 
in 1 United States that was making a cable chain in the 
manner in which it was being made in the navy-yard. Why? 
All the outside manufacturers were making what is called the 
When they lapped the iron over to make a link, 
t l cal on the side, and when the strain comes on the 
‘ 4 side-welded link is weaker than the end weld, be- 
‘ when the end weld is made you carry into effect sub- 
stantially what is known in marine parlance as the “ sister-hook 
idea, 
The two ends of the link are lapped in this fashion [il- 


lustrating], so that the strain comes on both parts, and there 
i ility of pulling the link open; but with the side weld 
always exists. 

Do you not know that the last six battle-ship 
Iron and 


is no possil 
that possibility 

Mr. LOUD. 
ables, which are being made by the Monongahela 
Steel Company, are all weld? 


ide 
sia 


Mr. ROBERTS. I understand they are all side weld—— 

Mr. LOUD. I meant to say end weld. 

Mr. ROBERTS. And the Admiral stated they have succeeded 
in getting one concern in the country to undertake the making 


of the end weld, but none of that chain has been delivered yet, 


1 we do not know whether it is going to be a satisfactory 
chain or not. It has not been tested. Now, to go a little bit 
further in regard to this heavy cable chain. Admiral Manney 
tells us that the quality of the iron put into the commercial 


is not as high as that of the Government chain. It is 

not as good; it is softer iron; and it will wear faster than 
the Government-made chain; it will rust out faster than the 
Government-made chain, and those two things are an impor- 
tant factor in the life of the cable. 

Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Yes. 

Mr. LOUD. Are you not aware all the cables used in the 
English navy are side weld? 


ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether they 
weld, and I do not care whether they are side weld 
or not. The Navy Department of this country after full investi- 


are side 


gation has, with the idea of safeguarding the millions of dollars 
that are floating in the battle ships and the hundreds of lives 
there, established a standard superior to the commercial chains 


he chair the English navy, and I do not believe—while 
the whole tenor of the gentleman’s argument was to a lowering 

the standard of the United States Navy for its supplies—in it. 
I believe in keeping that standard just where it is, the very best 
in the world. 


f 
5s Ol 


cou itry 


[r. LOU 





M D. So do I. 

Mr. ROBERTS. But your whole argument was on that line. 

Mr. LOUD. Not at all. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Your argument was to buy this cheap com- 
n al stuff, because you could get it for less money. Now 
[ am coming to another phase of the gentleman’s argument. 
He spoke about cables that have been furnished for some of 
these big steamers on the Pacific coast—3} inches; I will not be 
xact, but the jinks are much larger than any cable we use in 
1 Navy. Admiral Manney went into that feature in his hear- 
ing and he says that the cable 3} inches, if that is the size 
it was over 3 inches—in his judgment, is not as strong as the 


2j-inch cable we are making in our own nayy-yards. That is 
ot the whole measure of the undesirability of the commercial 
‘able. The weight of it a very important factor in battle 


is 


shi] Admiral Manney says: 
» other points about the chain q@bles. The Boston chain, as 
j ( is f the highest-grade iron; it is better iron than is put in 
ial chains. Much of the latter is unsuitable. Such chains 
iduly heavy and liable to accident. The cables of the Pacific 
I spoke are, I believe, the largest ever made in this 
he cost, $0.543 per pound. There is no machine in 
1 States that can test that cable for strength if it is of the 
ron is safe to say that it has never been tested. These 
\ ld no Navy Department specifications. The in- 
‘ iboy of the largest navy cable is for two ca- 
000 pounds (17 1 }, which would have to be paid for at 
what the price per pound might be. 
Mr. LOUD. Will the gentleman permit me to interrupt him 
there? 
Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentleman will permit me to read 
I graph I will. 
weight is objectionable in a battle ship, because, as she carries 
e to four cables, the unnecessary weight would bar out from 
#4 tons of armor, ammunition, or coal. 
Phere is an item that has got to be considered in the equip- 
of «a battle ship. Are you going to get a cheap commer- 
cable because it is cheap? 
M OUD. Will the gentleman yield at that point? 
Mr. ROBERTS. Go ahead. 
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Mr. LOUD. If your battle ship is twice as large as i] 
ships you are using now, will you have a larger chain: 
western steamers I am talking about are double 
battle ships we are using. 


+h 
the s Z t} 





Mr. ROBERTS. When we increase the size of oy ‘s 
ships, we may increase the size of the chains, That js a os 
for the technical authorities of the Navy to determin : 
the evidence we have before us to-day is that the lare: 
we are now making is strong enough or heavy enough { : 
of the battle ships that we now have, and it will be a 4 1 
error to put onto those battle ships commercial chain w, : 
as I have shown you here, something like 34,000 pounds mor. 
than that which we now have, because you haye got { t : 
out just that much weight in something else— your ‘ 
your ammunition, your supplies, your coal, or whateyer 4 
may be. — 

Mr. LOUD. May I suggest to the gentleman that th shing 
for which these chains were intended are double the 
that the battle ships now must have larger chains? . 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is no argument, it strikes yp - 
gard to this proposition—not the slightest. We are « i 
the efficiency of the chain. The gentleman stated not - 
in the course of his argument, if I gathered the ful « t of 
it, that we can go into the market and buy all of the things 
that had been under discussion—our rope, our cable, and ome 
anchors—much cheaper than we can make them. [ wan the 


committee to consider for just a moment what the 
and I leave it to your judgment, if it is not the 





possijl 





effect of his amendment would be, should it pass. He bh J a 
vided that no part of said sum shall be expended in the tayny- 
facture in any Government navy-yard of any article that cay 
be obtained in the open market at less than the cost of u- 


facture in said navy-yard. What does that mean? Taking the 
idea, as I gather it, it fixes the cost of certain articles to that 
of manufacture in a Government yard. Does anybody belieye 
for a moment that a private manufacturer is going to furn 
the Government something that it wants and must have at a 


less price than the Government sets on that article? The whole 
effect of the gentleman’s amendment, should it become r, 


would be to raise the price to the Government of all these sup- 
plies in the open market and could have no other effect. I 
notice that the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor] siniles 
at that remark. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. If the gentleman will allow me, I ( 
for this reason: I never heard before that creating competition 
increased prices. 

Mr. ROBERTS. I am very glad the gentleman brought that 
up, because it shows his unfamiliarity with the wh ubje 
{Laughter.] The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. | h 
provided in this amendment that the open market go 
purchase and the price. I do not know, but I presume the gen 
tleman from Michigan knows—I do not know that he does, 
however—that in the Navy Department “open market” has a 
peculiar significance. Open-market purchases in the Navy De 
partment mean purchase without competition. It me t 
the proper officer goes into the market and buys whereve! 
sees fit, without any bid, proposal, or without any competition 
whatever, and that is one of the effects of the motion of the 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup]. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The word “open” 
ment, 

Mr. ROBERTS. I had the amendment right from tli 
there, and the word “open” is in.it, if the gentleman will 
pardon me. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It says in the “ free” market. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Oh, but the amendment as written | re 
at the desk is the one that we are considering—not so! < 
that appears in the Recorp. What we have before the 





> ct 


is not in the amend 


” 


is the written amendment presented by the gentlema m 
Michigan. But I am willing to take that construction. it 
does a “ free”? market mean but an “open” market? 1 n 
you construe it as anything but that you are authori: 
Navy Department to go into a free market and purchas 

Mr. GROSVENOR. He has a free market to-day : ne 
wanted to buy a hundred head of horses, would he be co | 
to go and find the horses, or would he advertise for con] 1? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman from Michigan [ Mr. | 
earlier in this debate found fault with the procedure 
Navy Department in purchasing the material from which is 
and ropes and anchors were manufactured, because he : , 
Department favored certain manufacturers. 7 

They now get open and free competition as to materia! e 
furnished by his amendment which was accepted. 1S 
there any reason why there will not be the same cond of 
affairs if the Department goes into the open market: y 
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n open market means up there. They want an open 
ned as broadly as possible, so that they will not be 


¢ for bids, proposals, specifications, and all 
i : 





by aski 


le and red tape of making Government contracts 


LIHER. Will my colleague allow me to ask how 
opinion, he thinks it would be, if the Government 
+1 ’ 


» the open market and buy from concerns with a 
urnish the Government, before there would be a 
to fix prices and that they ld soar up as in 


notably, for instance, in the matter of powder, 








i when the Army bill was up for consideration? 
-ERTS. I thank my colleague for bringing that mat 
ttention. It was one that I proposed to refer to 

f my remarks. That is one of the probable 
ible results of the adoption of this amendment. If 


nendment fix the price of the manufacture, and 


t the cost of the manufacture in the Government 
nevitably, as business is conducted throughout th 
ould produce not a trust, perhaps, not a combi 
rentleman’s agreement,” possibly, as to the prices 

be charged the Government for what it wants. 


WLAND. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 


IBERTS. Yes, sir 


WLAND. You are a member of the Naval Committee, 


‘TS. Yes, sir. 
WLAND. This matter was fully discussed by the 
Naval Affairs, was it not? 
‘OBERTS. I will state to the gentleman that the cost 
was thoroughly gone into before the committee 
issed—but there was no motion made in the com 
t the Government from manufacturing in its 
of these articles, and this proposition as it 
r was not discussed in the committee. 
WLAND. In other words, the matter of the cost of 
roughly gone into in the committee, and the com- 
e no recommendation after a full hearing. 
RTS. Oh, yes; as I have read from Admiral Man 
nd as other gentlemen will later read, you will 
ly every possible phase was carefully and ex- 
exhaustively gone into. On the matter of these 
ularly the heavy cables, Admiral Manney went 
He says the chains made in the commercial 
t finished as well as the chains made in the Govern- 
‘I are rough, and all that. They are of rougl 
p, and they will wear fast as they go in and out of 
les. They are not as carefully made as the chains 
ivy-vards. And the life of a commercial cl 
thing else, quality and breaking strain, and all th: 


l 
the chain would not be as great as the life of a navy- 


\ 








WLAND. What I wanted to get at is, that the com 
had the matter before them, and after hearing the 
anney and discussing the matter amon 
see fit to change existing conditions. 
. The gentleman has the correct idea of 
te considered all of these different things, and 
ny motion to do anything different from what 
i all along. The committee did not consi: 
vy necessity for mak , 


ing any change; so that 














} 


ppears on the floor, is entirely new to the m 
committee as a committee. 
her thing that possibly I did not go into as exhaust 
t, and that is the breaking strain of these ch 
a little. Admiral Manney told the committ 
get the private manufacturers to make the 


Government had to lower its standard. and 











ing strain. Now, he savs in re 
the bi ‘ain of the cable—th« would 
hin that limit; but he says the br S 
rd cable is much greater th the comme l 
‘ Chere an it or element in that prop 
ips memopers ol this con tte¢ should « sid 
e-made article may > barely get by the Gi 
l nent, do you want to take it wh you have a 
de article that far exceeds the requiremen I 
le man would take the superior art every 
NES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman please it 
ttee what par: 1 iS made at our Gove 
; that is now in « ere? Give us the it 





know what we are dealing with. 
LTS. That is another phase of the gent 
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that might be saved by buying commercial articles, articles upon 
which the safety of millions of dollars depend, would be the 
poorest kind of economy if, through weakness or defect in 
that inferior article, a costly battle ship was lost with hun- 
dreds of lives. It would be the poorest kind of economy. 

{nother feature of this case also: They tell us about the size 
of cables used by commercial vessels. Now, it is well under- 
stood by those familiar with naval affairs, and I think it must 
be apparent to anybody whether he knows anything about the 
sea or not, that a naval vessel hoists and lowers its anchors 
twenty-five times where the commercial ship drops an anchor 
once. And then the naval vessel is sailing the sea in all waters 
of the world, anchoring, as she must do, on all kinds of bot- 

ms. She must have the very best appliances to insure the 
safety of the ship. 

Now, Mr. Chairman and gentleman, I have gone into this 
matter and have taken more time than I intended, but the 


Chief of the Bureau of Experiment, and, if I were permitted to 
quote, the Assistant Secretary of the Navy are opposed to any 
mendment of this sort, and it to me an unwise thing 
P for this House to lower, deliberately lower, the standard of the 
materials to be used in our Navy, as will be done with such an 
amendment 
. Mr. GOULDEN. 
Mr. ROBERTS. 
Mr. GOULDEN. 


seems 


/ 


Will the gentleman yield for a question? 
Certainly. 
The gentleman speaks of the Navy Depart- 


ment being obliged to lower the standard of various goods manu- 
factured of this character for use in building and equipping 
ships in order to secure them from the outside manufacturer. 
Does that account for the fact that the Government itself keeps 


up this high standard and for the fact of the difference in cost 
gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup]? 


the 


as shown by 





Mr. ROBERTS. I will state that that accounts in part for 
the increase in cost. I am glad the gentleman from New York 
brought this up. 

Mr. GOULDEN. There is quite a noticeable difference in the 


cost, as shown by the figures of the gentleman from Michigan, 


nd I wanted to satisfy myself whether the lowering of the 
standard by the Department to the open shops brought about 


the difference price mentioned by the gentleman. 


of 
ROBERT 


Mr. S. I want to show the gentleman just how 
: much the lowering of the standard lowered the cost to the 
Government. Admiral Manney testified that the large cable 
now being made cost 93 cents per pound. By lowering the 
idard and allowing a private concern to make a side weld 
istead of an end weld they saved one-quarter of a cent a pound. 
i Phat was all of the saving to the Government by abandoning 
its standard, and the only reason it abandoned the standard was 
because of the great demand for cable and the inadequate facil- 
es of the Government to make all it needed. They were not 
e 1 inufacture all they wanted. So you can see that when 
Government for these reasons is compelled to go outside it 
will get an inferior article, and it is going to cost almost iden- 
tically what the Government now pays for a superior article. 
It i. business proposition for each man to settle whether that is 
econo! whether that is a part of wisdom to drop the standard 
because you save a fraction of a cent a pound. 
Mr. RIXEY. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. ROBERTS. I will. 
Mr. RIXEY. I would like to ask the gentleman this question. 
Vi re both on the Committee on Naval Affairs. I want to ask 
if he concedes the contention of the gentleman from Mich- 
t the chains which are made by the Boston Navy-Yard 
‘ be purchased any cheaper in the open market? 
r. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I do not concede that for a 
r t I did 1 even hear the gentleman from Michigan 
Mr. Loup] ke » statement that chains of the same quality 
i: de in the navy-yard at Boston can be purchased out- 
i side y price What the gentleman from Michigan did say 
\ that cables of this diameter could be purchased in the open 
n et at a less price than it cost us to make it, but he very 
efully refrained from saying that it was cable just as good 
hat which s made at the navy-yard 
Mi RIXEY Is not the only fair comparison a comparison 
ality and whether they can come up to the specifica- 
required by the Navy Department? 
ROBERTS. Most assuredly, and that has been my at 
throughou iv argument, to demonstrate that we should 
e qualit We should insist on the very highest 
lard and we should maintain that standard, and the cost 
d above what the article could be bought for in the 
+ . } 
LINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
vord. I have listened with a great deal of pleasure 
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to the debate on this question. This thought has ocey; 
me, and I think possibly the suggestion has been made 
fore, when we had up the question of the Government 

factory in the Fifty-fifth and Fifty-sixth Congresses, 1) 
1900, Secretary Long reported to Congress that he ne 
think this is the substance of his report—more competit d 
better powder—smokeless powder. Congress at once yp: 
appropriation to build a powder factory, and later on s : 
Long reports to Congress in these words: 


( 


The powder factory at Indianhead is progressing fayora)| 
neither expected nor desired to enter into competition at this y 
private manufacturers, except as to quality. 

“ Quality ” in hardware is the very point that has he 
to-day accentuated, particularly by the gentleman from 
chusetts [Mr. Roserts], and that regardless of the cost aot 
are getting exactly what the Government needs in its \ I 
partment and a better “quality” than we can get f; 
private concern, and if I understood the gentleman from \| 
chusets correctly he said a few moments ago we are gettin: na 
the navy-yard an article that we can not get at privat 
at all. 

Mr. ROBERTS. That is the fact exactly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. So it will be seen tha; 
not only getting a better quality of article which is 
sable, but we are getting an article that we could not 
all under private contract. 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Oh, we are getting 
same article. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman from \ hu 
setts disagrees with the gentleman from Connecticut. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I can not help it if he does 
That is his privilege. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Now, I stand by my; end 
from Massachusetts, because I asked him the question 1 he 
answered it. I do not want to disagree with the gentleman from 


Connecticut. I want to say this, as Secretary Long says 
the question of powder, that we will, as he did, get a bet , 
ify if the Government makes it. Then there is another proposi- 
tion. Suppose we have to pay a little more, if the Government 
makes it, and you can get the same article on the outsic 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. But this amendment has noth- 


ing to do with powder, has it? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, I am using that by y of 
analogy to show you exactly what has been done with powder 
The principle is the same. We did not get the qu of 
powder we desired, and we did not get the amount am the 
price was exorbitant, because of a lack of “ sufficient « pet 
tion,” as Secretary Long said about powder. This is 
put up that powder factory, and we need to enlarge 
Suppose you were to close down making any public ma 
in any of our Government factories of any kind, d 
gentleman not know that the private factories would 
and fleece the people and the Government? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. No; I do not. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Oh yes; that is the experienc 
of the United States before. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Oh, there is a large number 
of factories that make chains, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes, and about all 
trust. They not only make chains, but they have got s 
around the hands and the feet of the American people, i! 

| ing Uncle Sam. There is nothing but seed and air now ! 
is not in a trust. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say 


gentleman from Tennessee that the Lebanon Chain 
which makes these chains, is in my district and that it 
a trust, but is opposed to every trust, and is doing an 
ingly good business. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then I hope my friend \ 
for free alcohol, and then we will preserve that facto! 
Gabriel blows his trumpet. [Laughter.] I congratu 
country that there is something in the gentleman's St: t 
not in a trust. But my point is this, that if we st 
ing these articles we make in our Government facto! 
tols, guns, powder, harness, military clothes, brass butt 
various things that we make—common sense w 


is 


| that the manufacturers would put up the price on the 


| 


| 
| 
| 


ment of the United States as well as upon the people. ° 
think it is the height of wisdom—it is good common s¢ : 
a business proposition—that we continue to make a part « 
articles and all others in Government factories, 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask un: 
consent to proceed for five minutes more. 
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in the form it ought to be, and the suggestions have come to 
me from the gentleman from Massachusetts, in his address, 
and I concede that upon two points, probably, there is wisdom 


| 
| 


| articles shall fix the standard itself that the artic), hal 


in his suggestion, and I am glad to testify to it; and, at the! 


proper time, I will offer two amendments to the amendment, 
the first one to follow the word “article,” in the second line, 
is it is printed in the Recorp. And I want to remind my 
friend from Massachusetts [Mr. Roperts] that the word “ open,” 
hefore the word “ market,” does not appear in the amendment 
that is pending before the House. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBERTS. The reading clerk read the amendment from 
the paper he had before him, which contained the words “ open 
market.” He showed me the writing, and I read it “ open mar- 
ket’ just as he did. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. It is printed in the Recorp—— 

Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman knows that we do not go by 


what is printed in the Recorp. We go by written papers, that | 


are in the hands of the Clerk, offered from the floor. I have 
heard the gentleman before get up and correct the Recorp be- 
cause it was inaccurate. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I never saw the amendment until the 
gentleman sent it up by page. Now, will the Clerk send me 
that amendment? Now, is there anybody who will make it say 
that? You may poll this whole committee and there will be 
as many say “free” as there will say “ open.” 

Mr. ROBERTS. Whose handwriting is that? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. There is no “p” in it. It really does 
ot say anything. It is not a word; it is a sign: but, as it is 
rinted and as it will be voted upon, it is a “free market.” 
ut I am going to cure all that trouble, so that gentlemen 
will be relieved; and I shall offer this amendment to the pend 
ing amendment as it appears in the Recorp. After the word 
article,” in the second line, as it stands printed, I will offer 


I} 
pp 
I 









iy bids at the solicitation of the Department, or in such other man- 
as the Department choose 
Now, then, there is no squeezing out of anybody in that lan- 
guage, That gives the Navy Department the fullest possible 
opportunity to buy as best they can, either by soliciting bids or 
by going out and finding the article in any other way. 
Mr. ROBERTS. If the gentleman will pardon me. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. In the last line of the amendment—— 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. I hope the Chair will be a little patient, 


; I want to get this right. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unani- 
mous consent that his time may be extended five minutes. Is 
there objection? |After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I propose to offer a second amendment, 

} 1} ws 

oO tandard of quality to be fixed by the Navy Department. 


Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman pardon me just a mo- 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Oh, yes. 
Mr. ROBERTS I understood the gentleman to say that he 
\ trying to obviate the objection pointed out by me to the 
ul of the words “ open market.” Am I correct in that? 
Ir. GROSVENOR, Oh, no; I do not care anything about 
My attention was called to this defect—— 
Mr. ROBERTS. I am rather surprised that the gentleman 
should take up so much time in correcting a defect, if it was 
that had not been pointed out. 


Mr. GROSVENOR. I will take a great deal of pains to say 


1 


il 


the gentleman, and he may send it home by special telegram | 


hooses, that my attention was called to the defect in the 
idment drawn by the gentleman from Pennsylvania, and 
atter was shown by the learning and eloquence of the dis- 
nguished gentleman from Massachusetts, 
Vir. ROBERTS. I thank the gentleman. Nobody is better 
lified to distinguish those qualities than the gentleman from 


Mir. GROSVENOR. I ean distinguish it, and now express it. 
Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman should not be surprised that 

I ould agree with him. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Now, the amendment which I propose 
) fer I think gets rid of two objections which I have said 
[ ‘ognize as made by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
Kirst, that there may be a construction put upon the words 
market” that would limit the jurisdiction or the opera- 








of the Navy Department in its purchases, and, second, the | 


iment as proposed is that the Navy Department if it 
solicits bids or contracts with any contractor for any of the 
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come up to. And then we have what? We have the 
tion of the whole United States in competition with 

reau of the Navy Department, which is expending sy 
mous sums of money that, in my judgment, justify Co; 
giving some attention to it. Certainly no harm can 
the Navy Department. They shall not be permitted 

chain that does not come up to their own standard oj 
they shall not be compelled to buy an anchor that 

come up to their own standard of fitness, and they sh; 
compelled to buy an article that does not correspond 
standard that the Navy itself shall create. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, what have we here? We hay. 
gestion solemnly made, and it is repeated by the 
from Tennessee in the very words of the gentleman fr 
chusetts, that this great Governinent of ours has got + 
bad shape that we can not manufacture a log chain: it 
have not got capacity enough in the United States . a ad 
the Department to make a chain. Did anybody ever heyy any 
such proposition as that? The greatest chains, the |jeop¢ 
chains, the best chains to-day, are not manufactured hy 4 
Navy Department. The best chains in use on this continen; 
are the chains made use of by the great ocean-going s . Is 
it possible that after all these years of experimentation d 
experience we find ourselves in this year, when we have }yroy 
ourselves to where we are the greatest manufacturi 
on earth, that we are incapable of making a chain? |) 
body ever hear the like of that? 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman pardon me? 

Mr. GROSVENOR (continuing). Or say that we must pay 
this enormous and extravagant cost. ; 

Mr. ROBERTS. Will the gentleman pardon me a »n 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Certainly. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Is there any denial by the gentleman that 
the Navy Department have only succeeded in the last 
in inducing one firm in this country to make chains on the )); 
tern that the Navy Department want? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well, and that, it appears. is a 
fad of somebody in the Bureau of Construction, and is | 
mended by the great naval constructors of the world. 
not such a chain made for the use of any navy on ea 
ours. In the manufacture of that chain we are as f 


the other nations of the world as we are in a good m other 
things. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio has 
expired. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I ask unanimous consent that 
of the gentleman be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York as 
imous consent that the gentleman from Ohio may co: 
five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I thank the gentleman from N \ 
I ought to say that the gentleman from New York 
fectly—— 

Mr. McNARY. I should like to ask the gentleman a « 
He has made a statement—— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. One moment. I ought to say 
gentleman from New York was perfectly fair in 


where those amendments go together. If he will wait til I 
offer the amendment, I will point out to him exact! p 
if the gentleman from Massachusetts wants to ask mi 1es 


tion, I shall be glad to listen. 

Mr. McNARY. The gentleman from Ohio stated 
cables used on the ocean liners were better than the c! 
in the Navy Department. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not offered a compariso I 
said something about like that. 

Mr. McNARY. I venture to say that the Recorp \ 
that the gentleman did use substantially those words, 
that was the purport of his statement to the House. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. What are the words that you s: 

Mr. McNARY. I desire to call the gentleman’s att 
page 393, where Admiral Manney testified —— 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I have not yielded for that. \ 
the words that the gentleman says justify his stat 
refer to the words he says I used. 

Mr. McNARY. The gentleman said substantially 1 e 
chains made by private manufacturers were the best S 
made in the world. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I did say so. Admiral Manne) 
heard here repeatedly, and he has given his views abou 
He belongs to the Navy; he is on the retired list; and | 
not under any circumstance permit a ship to be built 








yard if he could help it. He would not permit any- 
e done outside of a navy-yard if he could help it. 
o doubt about that. I do not impugn his motives; 


in old gentleman, with prejudices in favor of the arm | 


vernment that he has been such an ornament to | 

long life. I say to-day that the skill of the best 
in the world has been brought to bear in the con 

f the chains that are used at New London, and which | 
“l there for the two great ships that were sent 


Pacific Ocean. 
NARY. Let me read the statement showing that they 
tested, and are not as good as the navy-yard chains. 
OSVENOR. I say they are. 


| of 


NARY. Admiral Manney knows more about it than 
P-OSVENOR. I know just as much about it as you do, 

one of us knows a thing in the world about it. 
NARY. If I knew so many things that were not so 


I would not quote them so frequently. 
OSVENOR. I will state to the gentleman, before he 
more mistakes of fact, that we have the certificate 
pector who inspected the very chains that I was talk- 


NARY. Read it. 

OSVENOR. I will 
ch. 
NARY. Read it. 


ISVENOR. And when I put it in the Recorp I hope 


not. I will put it in the Recorp 





in will take back what he has said. of said hearing 7 . 
NARY. I do not believe you have it there. _ Anchors raking up first the 
LOSVENOR. I have the word of the gentleman from ro cata at’ nie eS naee. tie . 

\ Mr. Loup]. He may state it for himself. 134 cents per pound ee 
NARY. I do not care anything about that. You said _On page 418 of hearing No. 49 

Read it. under 1,000 peands and @ conte’ 
OSVENOR. I say we have it. I have read it. It is | pounds. 
session of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup]. _I have further information 

(RY. Then read it. When the gentleman makes the | §ommerce ania a See eee 

that he has things in his possession, I think, when | alsé for forged th eneel 
ought to give them to the committee. : Ss 
SROSVENOR. I haven’t said that I had it in my pos I 
NARY. Where is it? d 
ROSVENOR. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr. no 
] it in his room at the hotel. ved 
NARY. Oh, yes! dit 
ROSVENOR. Does the gentleman say that he has not? Pye 
NARY. IL have not said that he has not. 
ROSVENOR. But the gentleman said that he knew Ex t A 
hains put on the great ships at New London were not "14. 500-n 
NARY. Who said so? he Gov 
ROSVENOR. The gentleman from Massachusetts said | SM 'S ;7overnment manuract 
service, cast-steel st kless g 
McNARY. I said that Admiral Manney said so. n the s ct of forged 
‘-ROSVENOR. Well, I am delighted to hear that the | ~ sae oe = a 
concedes that Admiral Manney made one mistake. o Pacific Mall Stes 
id that the gentleman from Michigan |Mr. Loup] has f March 25, sta t 2 
ent at his recom at the hotel. : he uid a. : 
NARY. Now, if the gentleman will permit me, I will | weichea 16.800 <3 

Admiral Manney said. Chain.—' 
ROSVENOR. I now have in my possession, kindly | 2™%e! ; 

e by Mr. Loup, who thought he did not have the | cape. 2 628 : 78 

vith him, but which he has happily found among the | five-eight 2 

n of papers on his desk, the statement to which I | ©est P 

hen I denied the accuracy of Admiral Manney’s state “- 0 

insisted that the chains used by the Minnesota and is © 

1 all been tested by the highest possible test in the : t * 

| it gives me great pleasure, for the benefit of the gen asthinieel f 

the committee and because my veracity in that re- | ¢ n 

infortunately challenged by the distinguished gen W ¥ 
‘om Massachusetts, to put into the Recorp the letter of G ve 

h I have relied for the statement which I made, and | at the G 

w challenge contradiction of by any man living. > — 

s per 100 ‘ 
LLOYD’s REGISTER OF SHIPPIN price t I ‘ W 

Philade lphia, Varch 17, 1906 } Taki ip t > 

Loup, M. C., Esq. hott f page 7 

In reply to your letter of March 14 regarding a statement | costs 124 « 1 

\dmiral Manney that the 3,,-inch cable chain supplied to the verage of « l 

Vinnesota and Dakota were not tested, I have pleasure to A lette I 

that this statement is incorrect, as the entire outfit of ca the United S 

ted by one of our staff both for breaking and proof tests | furnished in these 

of the makers, the Lebanon Chain Works, Pennsylvania. As to cal ~ il ! 
Chain Works, Pennsylvania, have a chain-testing ma-| of page 7, we find t 
of testing up to 600,000 pounds, which can deal with | have added tl cos 
of greater dimensions than in this case. I may further ! Noticing that these 





|} Commi 
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state that all vesss buil t S 
must and do have ir « 
I have not the slightest object 
Very faithfully, 
The gentleman from Michigan 


Naval 


Affairs, is 
careful Members of this House 


tee on 


in kindred business to the N 
extent with the Navy when Ad 
tle and made his name immo 


where will stand for all future 


Decaturs, the Dabhlgrens nd other 


cian Navy side 
others 


by side wilt 


who might be hah 
gentleman [|Mr. Loup] has ma 
matter, and he has made it ope 


kindly furnished to me a copy 
to the Assistant 
fects of 


Secretary of tl 


administration are shown. 





Mr. TrRuMAN H. News i 
issistant Necretary of the Na 

My Dear Sir: A few days ago 

you relative to the manufactu! 
ard you requested that I sho l 
ibject in writing, which I will 
The € Ss gz i 

chain nd rdage 

f rd 7, in tl Report 

ment nd ig No. 4 


N i Come itte« of Cong 














rad 
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1 nts f ? h cables, without apparent reason for the wide di- 
I have put the Ires together in these six items. 
Average 
; Output. Cost cost per 


pound. 


$0. 0966 
1200 
1000 


1 
ito 










































tal was iitiids tetas Geamaiaiaiaaaanaaien 2,378,260 | 275,355. 90 . 1158 
We erefore find that the average cost of all the cable manu 
! es and upward, was $11.58 per 100 pounds, the lars 
~g-inch cable, shown above to have been $13.20 per 100 
Pp | 
WW Admiral Manney, in hearing No. 49, for comparison between 
G maf - oF : » paid to private manufacturers, 
} t the ost was 94 cents, or $9.50 per 100 
| I tl ld that the cost of this item is not 
1 ;overnment cost, but we must take 
1 f 0 pounds; or if we wish to be more 
j we I t the last two items of 2§ inches and 
! a e so considered, would make the aver 
f 0 » 100 yx Inds. 
‘ the output of the Government shops, 
t I r full cost The first, second, and items 
bottom of page 5, Report of Bureau of Equipment, viz: 
O ind store labor, handling coal, shipments, annual 
le t ee . $103, 428. 82 
Rej ; and additions and maintenance of machinery 
si paneer ie 
\ I 5 -auticies os ee : ae 
l ee 
I int, 212,848.24, together with other items not given, must 
I l rg extent over the seven items of output 
1 I T il vive t ‘ T ‘ t 
page 7 
v | ¥ ' 14 
2j-i cable mad 
t} he ttle 
ma , and 
mr ¢ s contra y 
‘\ is We L 
’ I bject 
i t t l t t 1ip les sired of this specifi 
! @ 7] chased by contract at from 6 to 7 « ts per 
n as to strens or breaking strain 
the absurd impossible chemical 
as to phur content, which has the effect of 
and forcing the Government to pay a needlessly 
> ] 
] ~ 
X r that the 2§-inch 
s 1 isier Retviran, 
\ ile the 23-inch 
t test, was 
M Stea ip Ce pany in their letter of March 23 
y | for 18-inch st cable chain $4.50 
' ; 
i T j 
] ; 
} » J nh teste 
‘) Te 
: 
f Upson-W 
\ I t rest sh 
ph re 
ins for are y 
n being ose on tl > t t 
a t St p € im We 
] S ds; and ont re of 
‘ 1 these parties, the cost up to 2 in 
8 ] l freight ed to Cleveland f ; 
f dred r the <« st on the 3 is 
t ng, however, a much finer quality 
A s ‘ 
e Al 1 Shi ling Company, of Cleveland, Ohio, I 
} follow | 
Marcu 17, 1906 } 
I f A | Me. | 
R , Wash ton, D. ¢ 
I to lett 
} é t ely thir k 
I i I not, tl a 
' 1 . 
ladae Ss 
l it r ¢ e 
during the past five years somewhere between 
0 tons of stud-link cha cal for >» in merchant } 





ige price during that period would be a fraction | 


nothing but cast steel; consequently I am | 





The average price on cast-steel anchors for the past five y; 
be. I judge, between 5 and 6 cents per pound. F 
Hoping this will give you the information you desire, I am 
Yours, respectfully, 
N. S. THRASHER, Purchasi; 


It is perfectly understood by me that these cables fo 
service, costing from $3.30 to $4.30 per 100 pounds, are not 
specifications of the United States Navy, and are not give: 
parison, but are given to show that all vessels outside of 
States Navy are equipped with cables costing less than 5 
pound, in size 2g inches and under, this being the largest ; 
to my notice, with the exception of the four steamers on t 
the Minnesota, Dakota, Manchuria, and Mongolia. 

The cables on the Minnesota and Dakota are 35 inches in 
and the price paid for them was $5.43 per 100 pounds, d 
New London, Conn. 

Quoting from a letter of the Eastern Shipbuilding Compa: 
date of March 21, we find the following: ; 

“You are right in assuming that the price which we paid 
chains was high, but you must realize that these were ver 
chains to make, the weight of each link being as much a 
could handle. Smaller size chain, of course, cost very mu 
you note from my previous letter that the 1JZ-inch chain cost s 
100 pounds (this size chain being large enough for most shi) 
this country). I wish to impress upon you, however, that Lloyd 
tion greatly increases the cost of the chain, as their test is vy: 
involving much handling of same, cutting out of links, etc.” 

There was doubt expressed by Admiral Manney before the 
(see hearing No. 49) as to these cables being inspected. 1 
Lioyd’s inspection adds one-half cent per pound to all ch 
spected. (Lebanon Chain Works, January 12.) 

As to these particular chains being inspected, we find by 
Jastern Shipbuilding Company, under date of March 17 











chain cables are 3; inches in diameter; they 
er manufactured at that time, and it was deemed 
importance that same should have very careful inspection. 
these chains were inspected by Lloyd's local inspector at 
works, of Lloyd's principal surveyor in this country, and 
Lloyd's surveyor after same had arrived at the works of tl! 
Shipbuilding Company.” 

The chain cables were manufactured by Lebanon Chain V 
the el anchors were made by Seabord Steel Casting Com, 
3;;-inch chain cost $5.43 per 100 pounds; the 1Z-inch ch: 
per 100 pounds, and the anchors cost $3.65 per 100 pounds. 

In conclusion I wish to state that the steamships Mi 
Dakota were built under the rules of Lloyd’s Register of Ship) 
all machinery, appliances, etc., pertaining to these ships 
classed by Lloyd's (who were very rigid in their inspectio: 
received the highest certificates of classification issued by 

Of course you know that Lloyd's is a British society. | 
it necessary, owing to insurance of both ship and cargo, to | 
classification. (See page 5.) 

As to the cost of the les furnished by the build 
ia and Mongolia, we find the size to be 34 inches, 
5.36. per 100 pounds. 

I am advised by the manufacturers of these cables that 
ratio of strength and breaking strain was given to these 
required of the 23-inch Government battle-ship cables. 

From all this data we find that the very best anchor cab! 
to any ship built in the United States, outside of the | 
Navy, cost $5.45 per 100 pounds, the same being tested 
wreaking strain as required by the United States Navy, a 

















' ‘ 
pared with this cost it has cost the Government $13 to $14 
pounds for the same quality of cable. 

It is iat the reply or explanation of why 
o much more than cables made by pri 
rial costs so much more. While in a small 
ice in cost of material being about 2 cents 
! his phase of the question, I find in letter of Apr 
the Bureau of Equipment, the statement that the last t 
rade ring the last two years with the Monongahela Iror 
covered 2,800 tons, at $87.36 per ton, showil 
npany have sold to the Boston yard this amount of ma 
ing $244.608, the price being $4.368 per hundred pounds. 

Permit me to state my belief that this excessive pric 
to the needless specification in the chemical analysis of t 
principally relating to sulphur content. 

The specification that iron shall not contain more than or! 
dredth of 1 per cent sulphur rules out practically, and, | 
fectively. all competition, giving this company an lu 
and enabling them to maintain an unreasonably high pri 
iron. ] 

I am sustained in this opinion by the following letter from 
ist at the United States navy-yard: 


4} 
























Unitep STaTes Nav’ 
Washington, D. C., Ma 
Hon. Groncs A. Loup, M. C., 
House of Representatives, United States. 

Sir: It gives me great pleasure to be able to comply wi 
quest in letter of the 14th instant, received last night. 
Samples of chain iron from Lebanon Chain Works, 
ported as stated below, showed the following compositio 





July 21, 1904. Aug 





Per cent.| Per cent. Per « 


CORPO since tance assed unin bomtendenaaee a0.01 a(). 01 0. 01 
ra a Se le 15 14 141 
osc aaihadstsuceeonacsaaananeiie 019 | O18 | . 020 
OIE sick nc, owcntdyneweuaiuatiaeen 061 . 062 | - 0655 
I kn ndice cued eael .070 .075 . 082 





omnes RL SS —— 


a Below. 


Vhile these results do not exactly agree with the speciil 
is my opinion that the iron is of very good quality. It 
opinion that even for the best iron makers it will be a some 











n to always keep within the requirements of the speci 
viation, such above results show, should, in my 
cause for rejection. 

at this will answer your inquiry, and always ready to 

iformation which I possess and you should desire, I am, 
vectfully, yours, 


A ¢ as 


Jos. WESTISSON, Chemist N. G. F. 
attention further to the fact 


to call your shown in your 

t to me by the Bureau of Supplies and Accounts of bar 

the last two years that out of all the contracts made 

ent, involving over fifty tons in any contract, that out 

mtracts so shown eight of the contracts were made 

\ firm, covering $120,133.15, while only three contracts 





ere given to other firms, the three contracts amounting 
or combining these two statements we find that in all 
as furnished iron to the amount of $364,741.13, as 
ets to other parties amounting to $15,261 and I am 





rtment will find on careful and candid investigation 
is solely due to the unnecessary chemical specification. 
As to the subject of rope manufactured in the Government 
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d that the amount of Manila rope invoiced during the | 






st item, second table, page 7, Report Bureau of Equip 
697,341 pounds, costing $265,536.72, or 15% cents per 
4} per cent at least, incidental and omitted expense, 
from Mr. D. W. Ross, general purchasing officer of the 
11 Commission, under date of April 27, I note that they 
rdinary Manila rope, 180 coils, from 104 cents to 11 
i delivered at Colon. ‘This, I understand, would not be 


ie of best rope made, in the ropewalk at 
tem in the same letter of 216,000 
yng fiber, smooth and hard finish, 
id. delivered on dock at Colon. 

» herein given includes not only the fixed charges incident 
ire, viz, cost of plant, deterioration, renewals, insurance, 


the Boston yard, 
feet Manila bolt 
at 103 cents to 


rope, 


123 


and profits, but also delivery from the manufactory to 
( nd when we further consider that in figuring the cost 
y the Government that clerical work, work of the pay 
7 d other similar items will be found omited in the make 





further consider that in the item of rope the cost of 
rege, and the cost of labor should be relatively small, 
conclusion that the cost of the Government manufacture 
ve, in fact, unreasonably so. 
if material in question at the Boston yard is as follows: 


in shops, 3,408,022 pounds . $422, 772. 59 
cent for omitted material and expenses___-—- 52, 846. 57 
cs lia nieces ce elion ones |) ee 
( ced, 2,632,298 pounds : -. 399, 4: 
\ nt for omitted material and expenses 49, 929. 
Sidete i iiinctitieetitieadantaenitaiteeed _. 449, 363.18 


open market, quality being equal, there should be a 


50 per cent $237, 809. 58 


89, S72. 63 


a 4 ‘ 327, 682. 21 
ng sums up the facts, and my estimates so far as I can 
ve them, and proceeding now to your question, what I 


ing done under such conditions as are shown, my 
i be that I would surely close one or the other or both 
tories as an object lesson to the other manufactories 


the Navy Department that the cost of the product must 
reasonable bounds. 
that while the hours worked under the Government 
than in private manufactories, and that it is univer 
at labor is not as effective under Government manage 
te institutions, nevertheless the elimination from the 
output of the fixed charges heretofore mentioned, 
nt, deterioration, renewals, insurance, interest, taxes, and 


nion 


11 


ent 


1 make the conditions not far from even, and with such 
1 consideration of conditions it should not cost the Gov 
ore to manufacture such material as we have in ques 
iid to buy in the open market, and if the cost can not 


‘imately equal, the Government should cease to manu 


terial and buy in the open market. 
y sincerely, yours, GBEo. A. Loup. 
to the Congress of the United States to right these 


lministration. The officers of our Navy are men of 
iracter as naval officers, but I have never believed, 
now, and I say it with all respect for those gentle- 
e school of the Navy necessarily fits an officer for 
\dministration of the construction department of 
rhere is too much of routine, too much of antiquity, 
respect for precedent, and the Navy Department 
ernment that is expending on an average a hundred 
's a year, ought to be administered by the highest 
ss capacity—such men as handle the great steel 
such men as handle the great railroad indus- 
t can be brought about I do not know, but here 
tunity, without any disparagement of the officers of 
introduce one reform into the administration. 
following an amendment for the pending 
hich I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
read as follows: 
tS 


S 


+} 
tile 


as 


o part of said sum shall be expended in the manu 


Government navy-yard of any chains, anchors, or 
n be obtained in the free markets of the country at 
n the manufacture of the same article will cost in the 
bids at the solicitation of the Department or in such 
the Department may choose: And provided further, 


irticles shall be of a standard of quality to be fixed by 


SOSVEN 


OR, 


I hope this amendment may be agreed to. 








| ten 


MESSAGE 


FROM THE SENATE. 

The committee informally rose; and Mr. OLMSTED having tak 
the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the S« | 
Mr. PARKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Ser 
had passed bills and joint resolution of the following titl 
which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
requested : 

S.R.47. Joint resolution granting condemned cannon f 
statue to Governor Stevens T. Mason, of Michigan | 

S. 4956. An act to provide for the purchase of a ‘ th 
erection of a building thereon at Versailles, in e $ e ( 
Kentucky. 

The message also announced that the Senate had ‘eed 
the amendments of the House of Representative | 
following titles: 

S. 4094. An act to amend section 4426 of e Re is 
of the United States—regulation of motor boats: 

S. 2292. An act for the relief of certain entrymen and settk 
within the limits of the Northern Pacific Railway land ¢ 

S$. 1975. An act granting an increase of p« on to Mary |! 
Dugger; and 

S. 5498. An act granting additional lands fro I 


Douglas Military Reservation to the University of Utal 
The message also announced that the 
without amendment bill of the following titl 

H. R. 13946. An act for the relief of Charles L. Allen 


The message also announced that the Senate had 
without amendment the following resolutior 
House concurrent resolution No. 31 
Resolved by the House of Representatives (the S¢ te 
That the President be requested to return the l iH R 
titled “‘An act granting an increase of pension to Jol W 


I 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 
Mr. VREELAND was recognized. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, | 
minutes. 

Mr. ROBERTS. 
Chairman. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
floor. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, I 


been in this body opposed to the Government manufacture 
¥Y Op] 


shall move to close deb 


Oh, I hope that motion will not pr 


The 


gentleman from 





ticles needed by it. If this were a new proposition b 
House, namely, that we should establish a plant at B ( 
elsewhere for the manufacture of chains, I should be oy ed 
it. I should be opposed to an original proposition for the 
lishment of a plant by the Government of the Un L State 
making chains, because my observation on the commit 
elsewhere has led me invariably to the conclusion that 

the Government of the United States much more to manuf 

for itself than it does to buy in the market of private 


facturers. 
The Government has this plant on hand 
Boston that has been paid for and 


Ss ex 


to make chains, is equipped with skilled workn« ) 
the plant. 

Mr. KELIHER. Will the gentleman yield f 

Mr. VREELAND. I will yield to the gentl M 
chusetts. 

Mr. KELIHER. I would like to the gentl 
a fact that it was developed in the discussion of A) 
priation bill that the Government wa force 
trust to pay much more than it ought for pov ‘ 
the fact that there was a trust, the Dupont powde . 
did not the chairman of the committee. the gentle 
| Mr. Hutt], make the statement on the fi t] f ‘ 
tion came before the House that would j } 
facture of powder by the Government he uld ve 
proposition ; and is it not likely that s lar ¢ ! 
develop in this line? 

Mr. VREELAND. I do not care to go 
Mr. Chairman, any more than to say tl! the ¢ 
finds itself confronted by trust which ] 
a fair profit, and it finds that no comp ! 
price, I think it would be justified t 
own. 

I was saying, Mr. Chairman, that 
ton, on which the Government has { “ le 
equipped with the necessary machin nd th 
men to earry it on I think, Mr. Cl tha 
ment proposed by the gentleman fro Ohio, namely, tl 
competing for these chains in the open rket the 
now fixed by the Government shall be required, makes th 
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| from a uniform quality of material. 


tim 1 proper one to be adopted by this committee. At 
thie time, I do not think the committee ought to have an 
( | notion of the difference of expense in making the 
chains in the Government plant and in the outside market. I 
1 tand iy friend from Michigan [Mr. Loup], who has 
1 this subject a great deal of attention and who is entitled 
deal of « it therefor—I think the difference he 
the I ittle larger than ought to be stated 
vard { i 1. I think he claims that these chains 
tt be bought for 6 or 7 cents a pound in the 
| I ve re a letter from the Monongahela 
( wl now ha ract for building chains 
( { tle ships, ich they state the con- 
{ s 8 sa pound. They state, in addition to that, 
t s rel the vivels, shackles, and jew’s-harps 
| i ind that they are much more expensive than 
I i is that they do not know yet whether 
they even on their contract with the Government for 
it & l I think it is fair to state from 
I y | 1 the Recorp, that they expect it 
. than 84 cents to make these chains and 
t Pe ps it will cost them 10 cents, and that 
} lose to the price that it is alleged we pay for 
the Government plant at Boston. 

( the making of these chains for battle ships is 

s matte I friend from Ohio [Mr. Gros- | 


I want to state further that my 

















| three years ago. 


| that 





and 12 cents per pound for the labor on the shackles. T) 
adds to the expense of the chain. 

We think from our experience that no material is too 
place where life and property are in danger, and we are 
that most all chain manufacturers in this country make ; 
cent of the chain from steel and scrap iron, both qualities , 
treacherous and dangerous and lack uniformity and r 
very much regret that chains are not tested and inspected 
steam boilers are, both on land and water. We all kn 
necessary to test steam boilers, and it should be equally 
chain, as we believe that more people ‘are injured and liv; 
use of poor chain than by all the steam boilers. In additi 
quality of material in chain, people use chains too long ay 
to wear away, which they naturally do, and do not rep 
they are broken. This is unfortunate and should be < 
national law should be passed to prevent people using su 
are dangerous on account of the quality and of the exc 
the chain when in use. 

There is no comparison between the Government chain 
nary chain made for merchant vessels. Chains made fo) 
are made from material that will stand low tensil 
and no elongation or reduction of area or chemical 
quired. This has been the practice for many years, a 
do not desire it changed as it will oniy add to the cost, 
chase whatever is cheapest, not what is best. The cha 
purchase are made from steel or scrap iron, sometim \ 
ture of muck iron, and can be purchased very low on 
very poor material in them. 

We all know that chain iron made from more than 
naterial lacks uniformity and reliability, and it is al 
where scrap iron is used, and is more liable to break t] 

Chains made fro 
uniform on account of the precess by which the st 
ingots of steel have segregation in them which can not 
the makers. 

Anchor chains used in merchant vessels are tested by | 
ciation, and are only required to stand low tensile stren: 
iron will answer for the test, but for actual use it is y 
Shipbuilders do not want to buy what is best, but what 

Lioyd’s Association did not make out the specificati 
iron, as the writer was informed by its officers while in | 

This matter was left entirely to the ship 
upon chains for merchant vessels, and ha { 


seis 








We bid 


have 


| orders every time on account of the price and poor iron | 


competitors, 
In conclusion, we beg to state that we are now working o1 ‘ 
has reduced the cost of making chain fully 50 pe 
has been accomplished by experimenting almost continu 
three years. The machine that shears and bends the link 


work perfectly, and leaves very little more for the weld 
plish. ‘The links are sheared and formed for end welding 
most desirable to make, as it enables the workmen to 


material for making a perfect weld, and at the same ti 
to distribute it equally on both sides of the links, thers 
form quality and size on both sides of the links. Side 
not permit this, as it forces the links out of shape and 
quality and size on the side of the links on which the weld 
In addition to this, there is more danger in side welding 


welding. This has been proven by many tests made d 
| perience. We have sheared the iron at the angle ready 


and bent it for s'de welding. We have also sheared the i: 
it ready for end welding, and have tested both before \ 
found that the links bent for end welding would stand a 
of those bent for side welding. This, you see, is a decided intas 
that the end welding should be the only one made. Som« 1 
ing chain makers of the country have stated that end weldi: 
be made in large sizes. This is a mistake, as they have « f | 
the old method and belief which is practiced in Europe. 

The welding by this process can be done with a less nu 
on the links, as repeated heats always deteriorate and w: 





| of all kinds of material. 


On referring to the order which we have taken at 84 cents 
we beg to state that we can not tell at present just w! 


| will cost us, and that it may prove more or less than the | 


{ s that the Lloyd test, talked about before the 
test for the breaking strength of the chain, the | 
te lk ength of the chain. Now, the experts on this subject | 
not the great trouble; that chains which are 
f steel and rap iron and muck iron, as they call it, 
\ \ y high resisting or tensile strength, but the! 
trouble is unless th are made of first-class material, as pro- | 
by ¢ specifications, the chain rapidly wears 
The | iip starts off to be gone for three or four 
ef i station, and the anchor is in constant use. 
r] ( in Col itly rul away, because it is not of the 
cuality to resist the friction, and pretty soon the battle ship 
f : If with a ¢ n! h weakened and unable to stand the 
ie CHAIRMAN ] time of the gentleman from New 

4 eX] 1 
LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous 
consent that the time of the gentleman may be extended for 

five ‘ 

i CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey asks 
un is consent that the time of the gentleman from New 
Yo may be ¢ nded for five minutes. Is there objection? 

I e nn o vic ion 

ROSVENOR Mr. Chairman, I would like to read this | 
l I have in my hand for the benefit of all the mem- 
] ( mitte 

fr. VREELAND. Oh, I wish the gentleman from Ohio would 
v unt throug 

ir. GROSVENOR., ¢ tainly; I thought the gentleman was 

VREELAND. Unles is something that I ought to 
k 
GROSVENOR. Well, it is something that the gentleman 
t ;. T ' ] , 
Mr. VREELAND. Vell, perhaps when I get through the 
ill have so much information that he will not find 
read the letter. The committee having given 
i | time, I desire to read this letter from the Mo- 
I I Works, which, it appears, has the contract for 
t e chains for battle ships for the Government. I 
i f nation in it is such that the committee will be 
now we are on this subject. It is as follows: 
FEBRUARY 28, 1906. 
. | ( 
a ‘ f r ing for the Naval 
( ; , + e inf. "ma- 
t we not wi you that iain 
1 Pp nd, ¢ the price on the ‘St cl nh iron 
id for le than 4 » OF 
| { ( of labor, waste in manu- 
made necessary for testing), and 
which are more expensive in mak- 
( ( n for the Government at 8} 
re f d to give out the swivels, jew’s-harps, 
3s it is especial wor and can 
i re quoted 24 cents per pound 
ew's-harps, and we furnish the iron, 


we took it. Nevertheless we are satisfied that it wil 

chain, made from the best iron, and will give the be: 

where safety, durability, and reliability are required. 
MONONGAHELA IRON AND 8S ( 


R. A. CARTER, President. 
Mr. GROSVENOR 
The CHAIRMAN. 


rose. 
Dees the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VREELAND. I yield to the gentleman from ‘ 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
gentleman if this letter is not written by a gentlem 
the monopoly of furnishing the iron to the Navy Dep 
these chains? 

Mr. VREELAND. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I am told that he furnishes it 

Mr. VREELAND. I understand that another fi! 
nished more chains for the -Government than this 1 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I understand what the 
nishes is the iron, and he has a peculiar test made 
him the entire monopoly against the bids of everybod 

Mr. VREELAND. That may be. I do not think 
terial whether that is so or not. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not think it is, but I wa 
the facts. 

Mr. VREELAND. Now, Mr. Chairman, we ¢a 
sume that the tests made by the Navy Department 
any other purpose than that of obtaining chains 
proper for use upon battle ships. It is certainly 
when we build a battle ship worth seven, eight, or 
dollars, when we put seven or eight hundred men in 


I understand not. 


rant 
re 





Yn 





n. If the Navy people in char; 
ished 


1 


iain and anchor that can be bui 
to another difference betwee 
\ The merchant vessel 
they are tied up there, wher 


y human skil 
ntion n battle shi 


vessels, s nearly always go 


your batt 








out in the open roadstead, and therefore have to 
r chain and one that will stand a great deal of 
ter test than those in use in the merchant marin¢ 
rman, I believe that with the amendment proposed 


from Ohio, that these chains must come up to 
the Navy Department, it is proper to ado] 

of the plant at 
h complete equipment, furnished with a 





1do} 1 





wit 















































of cost, charged with nothing but the material that 
chain and with the labor that makes it—if with 
dvantages they can not make the chain as cheap as 
it in the market, then I am free to say I am willing 
the open market and buy it. [Applause.] 
nt as part of my remarks the following letters: 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washing ay 9, 1906. 
1 has been called to an amendment proposed by Mr 
in the CONG! SIONAL Recorp of May 8, 1906, o1 
would, in the bill, on page 15, in lir 7, after the 
Is insert: “Provided, That anchor chains, and rd 
| chased in open market, unless all or ar part of such 
anufactured at equal or less cost in the Government 
tion I beg to inclose 
nication addressed to the Department by the Chief of 
l pment, May 9, 1906 
r, February 28, 1906, from the Monongahela Iron and 
Hon. GpHorGE LOUD. 
ther letters in connection with this matter, beginning 
iressed to Mr. Carter by the manager of the Monon 
nd Steel Company. 
n of the enactment of this amendment into law is one that 
‘ policy of the Government with reference to 
i parts of the country, and that is whether or not t 
hall vufacture anything which can be manufactured at 
cost by I ivate enterprise. 
ent never has nor can it manufacture in small quan 
of equipment such as mentioned in this amendment at a 
with corporations which manufacture t one article 
n large quantities ; but up to the present time Congress 
Y that the Government should be in position to mar 
similar articles f if at any time the combina 
the manufacturers should become oppressive, and 
ese shops of the Government are in existence certa y 
ent improper cha by manufacturers for articles whi 
nt can itself inufacture 
ling of the letter addressed to Mr the Monon 
nd Steel Company will indicate, in a the reasons 
! expensive under Government ations than 
I ieve that you will realize that no r le 1 
n be too great for the chains and anchors which, under 
r, may required to save the lives of, say, 900 office: 
! x or seyen million dollars’ worth of Government ) 
erely hope that Congress will approve of the great e 
xercised by the officers of the Navy Department to secure 
ent the greatest possible factor of safety in the manu 
Is above mentione 
] to be, 
S lly, yours, TRUMAN H. NEWBERRY, 
Acting Secretary. 
EDMUND Foss, 
t Committee on Naval Affairs, 
States House of Representatives, 
Vashington, D. C. 
D TMENT OF THE NAVY, BUREAU OF EQUIPMENT, 
Washington, D. C., May 9, 1906 
Rureau notes from the CONCRESSIONAL Recorp, contain 
ngs of the House of Representatives of May 8, on | 
introduced by Mr. Loup an amendment to the appro 
pment of vessels,” under this Bureau, which amendment 
I lified by an amendment submitted by Mr. Gros 
‘that no part of said sum shall be expended in t 
n any Government navy-yard of any article which can 


the free market 





at less 


a 


cost than the cost to 


manu 


wen 
ent has been brought forth by consideration of the 

manufacture anchors and anchor cables and the 
ie Boston Navy-Yard, which has been the sul t 


Bureau understands, since the 





s Bureau is aware, the 
it } 


» claim h 


1s not been made, 1 











has ever been claimed, that anchors and chains 

ictured by the Government as cheaply as they may b 

1 by outside commercial institutions; nor is such a claim 

Bureau with regard to any other articles of ship's equip 

e manufactured in navy-yards, when the question of cost 

dered. The Bureau does claim, however, that, considering 

f articles manufactured in navy-yards, which must be 

iny co (this is especially true with regard to anchors 
ibles, upon which the safety of the ship and her cre 
e Government can produce any article for which it h 
s low_a cost, if not lower, than they can be produced 

ibiishments 
ect of the proposed amendment would be disastrous to the 


ring 


mar 


al 


oncerned, 


lants at all of the 
and will 


the 


navy-yards, so far as the Bureat 
make it necessary for the Bureau to 
ket to articles that it now manufactures, with 


narked depreciation in quality, and what will ultimately 


buy 


nsiderable loss to the Government, if not in disasters of 
ide, resulting from defective anchors or cables. 
ring on the subject of the relative cost to manufacture 
ies In the Government and in private establishments, the 
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Feat 
and 4 straight g shackles for the 23-inch cables which we are 
now making in cordance with Government requirements, we to fur- 
nish the iron after it has passed inspection at our mills for the above. 

if you can not make us the connecting shackles, we could get 
these made elsewl but would prefer to have you make all and 
hope ¥ can arrange to do so for us. 

Your early reply will oblige, 

Yours, very truly, 
MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL CO. 
PHILADELPHIA, PA., January 18, 1906. 
MONONGANELA IRON AND STEEL Company, Pittsburg, Pa. 

GENTLEMEN: Replying to your favor of the 17th instant, we very 
much regret our ility to quote you on the shackles, swivels, etc., 
for the 23-inch chain. 

Our capacity for special forgings is very limited, and we have now 
so much work on hand and booked ahead for our regular trade that 
we could not possibly undertake this. 

Yours, very truly, BRADLEE & Co. 
JANUARY 24, 1906. 
Messrs. WILLIAM BARKER & Son, 
Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 

GENTLEMEN: We learn from Mr. Powers, of the Seneca Chain Com- 
pany, that you are making swivels and shackles for them, and we shall 
be pleased to have you quote us a price for making twenty-four shackles, 
eight middle swivels, four connecting swivels, and four jew’s-harps for 
2j-inch chain cables that we are to make for the United States Navy 
Department. 

he iron will be inspected and tested at our works, and we wish you | 
would name us a price for the work only, as we will prepay the freight 
to Cuyahoga Falls, and you can return it freight collect. | 

If you can do the work, we shall be pleased to forward you blue- | 


prints showing details of shackles, ete. 
at once, and oblige, 
very truly, 


Please answer 


Yours, 


MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL Co. 


CUYAHOGA FALLS, OHIO, January 29, 1906. 











































MONONGATIELA IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, 
Pittsburg, Pa. | 

GENTLI have your inquiry of the 24th instant at hand, and | 
Ww say the shackles for 10 cents per pound and the com- | 
I wiy cents per pound, and if you will kindly send me 
( vings of the other swivels, etc., will name you a price on same. | 

nking you for the inquiry and trusting we will receive a part | 
f r work at least, we remain, | 
Y s, truly, WM. BARKER & Son. 
JANUARY 31, 1906. 
M s. WILLIAM Barker & Son, 
Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 

G LEMEN of the 29th instant received, and send herewith 

drawings fe s ete We shall require for the four chain cables, 
1 (drawing 3995-25). eight middle 
f ir swivel shackles (drawing 3630-31), | 
d ackles club and links (two drawings, | 
S 2 a » for testing one extra swivel and one | 
e | W tify you as soon as the United States 
N r te is which he will want. 

We wish you \ figure on size of iron wanted for each lot, and | 
v | add one-s enth inch to iron we propose to send, as it will | 
\ m ess in heating and working. | 

( chain factory superintendent, Mr. C. Fellenbaum, will call on 
1 tell y anything he knows about making swivels, etc., if you | 

L ear f 1 y in reply as soon as possible, and oblige, | 

5 5 truly i 
MONONGAHELA IRON AND Sveet Co. 
CUYAHOGA FALLS, OHIO, 
February 5, 1906. 
Mo» iAHELA I N AND STEEL COMPANY, 
Pittsburg, Pa. 

G In looking over the blueprints sent us by you, we find 
tt wive ltogether different from what we are making for the Seneca 
Chain Com] vy, of Kent, Ohio, and as we would have to make dies to 
f t different parts, would be at least sixty days before we could 

them, as we now have enough to run us that long, and which we 
I ret ont 
I tinge we ve not put you to any delay, we remain, 
Yours ’ 
WM. Barker & Son. 
FEBRUARY 6, 1906. 
Me 3s. Wil M rn & Son, . 
Cuyahoga Falls, Ohio. 

G LEMEN: Yours of the 5th instant received, and we regret to | 
lear ihat you can not commence making the swivels and ickles | 
| x days. It is impossible for us to weit that long, as our } 
p t ¢ s in about thirty days, and we must get them sooner. 

Please return us the blueprints at once, and oblige, 

Yours, very truly, 
MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL Co. 
MARCH 1, 1906. { 
Messrs. M. H. TREADWELL & Co., 


Lebanc n, Pa. 











: We have learned incidentally that you are forgers of | 
swivels for large chains, and would ask you to kindly ! 
> for forging twenty-four connecting shackles, eight mid- | 
ir swivel shackles, and four jew's-harp bending shackle | 
for 23-inch cable. We are making four cables for the | 
Navy Department, and would furnish you the iron 
f Lebanon, you to return forgings to us freight charges collect. 
! lly advise us price per pound that you would furnish these forg- 
y or, it is very likely you know just what is required, as you 
have made ‘ of them heretofore. 
Your « will oblige, 
Yours, very truly, 


MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL Co. 
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LEBANON, Pa., March 
MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, 
Pittsburg, Pa. 
GENTLEMEN: Your letter of the ist instant received ); 
shackles and swivels, etc. We are right in that line and a; 
a great many of them from time to time. ; 
We could furnish same at the following prices: 
Twenty-four connecting shackles, 94 cents a pound. 


Eight middle swivels, 22 cents a pound. 
Four swivel shackles, 22 cents a pound. 





Four jew’s-harp bending shackles, 94 cents a pound. 

All for 23-inch cable, you to furnish the iron suitable for 
f. o. b. our works; our price is f. o. b. our works for the mat 
plete. In case the iron breaks in testing you will have to rei; 
for replacing same, and you must also furnish the iron. If 
should occur at a weld we wili fix same up at our expense. 

If these prices are satisfactory, and you send us the order 
have sketches or blueprints of what you require. We undersiand_ 
these shackles and swivels are one-quarter inch heavier than { ‘ 

We could commence work as soon as we receive the iron, 
ably complete them in about three or four weeks. 

Yours, very truly, 
M. H. TREADWELL & Co, oF Pennsy! 
JOHN HUNSICKER, TJ'reasurer. 


i 





Marcu 3 
Messrs. M. H. TREADWELL & Co. (INCORPORATED), rs 
Lebanon, Pa. 

GENTLEMEN: Your favor of the 2d instant received, and 
prices for forging the swivels and shackles, and send here 
prints covering same. You will let us know the size of mat 
will require for making the different forgings, and think it 
better if you add one-sixteenth inch to the finished size to 
waste in making. 

We shall require one extra shackle and one extra swivel w 
be tested to destruction, but can not tell you just yet which o 
swivels the Government inspector will choose, but will explai 
uation and ask him to designate what swivel he wants. 

Tke minimum break for the cable is to be 443,000 pounds, and 5 
cent greater for swivels and shackles, which will bring the 1 
breaking strain up to 465,000 pounds for the shackles and 
We assume you know a great deal more about it than we do, but t 
the welds will have to be brought around as if the eyes wer 
in the solid iron and the shanks worked down; are doubtful 
stand the high strain. 

Kindly let us hear from you at your very early conveni f 
us sizes required, and we will make partial shipment so as not to d 
the work. 

Thanking you for prompt attention, we remain, 

Yours, very truly, 








MONONGAHELA IRON AND §S C 





LEBANON, PA., Marc! 
MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, 
Pittsburg, Pa. 
GENTLEMEN: Your letter of the 3d instant received, contair 
for swivels and shackles covered by your B/P, as follows: 
Twenty-four connecting shackles. 
Eight middle swivels. 
Four swivel shackles. 
Four jew’s-harp bending shackles, club, and links for 27-i 
You also state there will probably be one or two that will 
tested to destruction, and will have to make extra ones fi 
ose. Kindly let us know by return mail how many of e 
shall make extra for testing to destruction. 
It will require the following iron for twenty-four connecting 
Twenty-four pieces, 34 inches round by 4 feet 9 inches long 
Twenty-four pieces, 4 inches round by 12 inches long. 
Twenty-four pieces, five-eighths inch round by 8 inches long. 
For the bending shackles: 
Four pieces, 9 inches by 63 inches by 26 inches. 
Four pieces, 9 inches by 4 inches by 12 inches. 
Four pieces, 44 inches by 2}% inches by 19 inches, 
Four pieces, 3 inches by 2 inches by 15 inches. 
For eight swivels: 
Bight pieces, 44 inches by 9 inches by 15 inches. 








Eight pieces, 6 inches by 94 inches by 134 inches. 
Eight pieces, 14 inches by 2 inches by 16 inches. 


For the combination shackles and swivels: 
Four pieces, 44 inches by 9 inches by 154 inches. 
Four pieces, 6 inches by 94 inches by 18 inches. 

Four pieces, 3§ inches round by 12 inches. 
Four pieces, 14 inches by 2 inches by 16 inches. 
Whatever kind you will want to test to destruction you ¥ 

to ship the additional iron along accordingly. 
M. H. TREADWELL & Co. 


} 


(INCORPO 





Marcy 7, 


M. A, TREADWELL & Co., 
Lebanon, Pa. 


GENTLEMEN: Yours of the 6th instant received, and in rej 
advise that the iron will be inspected here by the Government 
prior to shipment, and this will be final as regards tests 

The specifications call for one connecting shackle and 
whether a swivel shackle or a middle swivel we do not 
will find out definitely, and only one of each is required to 
to destruction to pass the entire lot. 

We will endeavor to get the iron for the connecting sha¢ kles, 
five pieces of each, as per your requisition, out first, and 
others we shall have to get hammered slabs for six of the 
pending shackles and swivels, and will place this in the han 
forge at once. 

Yours, very truly, rz 
MONONGAHELA IRON AND ST! ( 


Marcu 31, 

CLEVELAND CITY ForGE AND IRON COMPANY, | 
Cleveland, Ohio. 
GENTLEMEN: We have shipped you in C. & N. W. car No 


eighty-five bars 1g inches square billets, weight 9,528 pounds, 


} 
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i Government inspection here and which you will please 





« 9 by 63 by 2 feet 2 inches. 
9 by 4 ry 1 foot. 
es 9 by 44 by 1 foot 3 inches. 
es 94 by 6 by 1 foot 14 inches, 
9 by "43 by i foot 34 inches, 
s 93 by 6 by 1 foot 6 inches. 
es 4k by 24% by 1 foot 7 inches. 
3 by 2 by 1 foot 3 inches. 
on order of the 19th instant. 


otified the Bureau of Equipment that we have forwarded 
to you for forging on account of U. 8S. A. contract No. 


very truly, 
MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL CO. 


LEBANON, PA., 


LA IRON AND STEEL COMPANY, 
Pittsburg, Pa. 
rex: We regret to have to advise you that we shall not be 
the shackles and swivels covered by our correspondence 
s month. 
learned that the only smiths we had who were capable of 
lass of work have been offered considerably more wages 
uld possibly afford to pay them. This leaves us without 
en to put upon such high-grade forgings. Under the cir- 
we are forced to ask you to “eancel your order. 
rs, very truly, 
M. H. TREADWELL & CO., OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
W. E. FARRELL, 
Vice-President and General Manager. 


March $1, 1906. 


APRIL 2, 1906. 
OF PENNSYLVANIA, 
Lebanon, 


WELL & CO., 


Pa. 


MEN: Yours of the 31st ultimo received, and we are greatly 
arn that you are unable to make the shackles, etc., as 
forge into sizes you gave us is now in process of manufac- 


e other sizes have been passed by inspector and ready for 


ve us the names of some other manufacturers of this class 
as we are behind in our contract now and this means a 





iv 
npt attention will oblige. 
very truly, 
: MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL Co. 
LEBANON, PaA., April $3, 1906. 
LA IRON AND STFEL COMPANY, 
Pittsburg, Pa. 
Replying to your favor of the 2d instant, we regret that 
l y ; positively who can make the shackles and swivels 
we believe that Bradley & Co., of Philadelphia, Pa., can 
nd possibly the American Iron and Steel Manufacturing 
f Lebanon, Pa. 
, very truly, 
M. H. TREADWELL & CO., OF PENNSYLVANIA. 
APRIL 6, 1906. 
L & Co., 
Lebanon, Pa. 
‘: Please return all B/P furnished you for the shackles, 
, that you are not in position to make, and oblige, 





SE. 





ucts could not meet the Navy Department’s tests Now, in 
relation to those chains which have been specified « Pa 
liners by the gentleman from Michigan and the gentk from 
Ohio, let me read on page 393 of Admiral Manney’s te 

Mr. Roperts asked the Admiral if he could not get : end 
weld chains made outside, and Admiral Manney replied 


Not on the larger chains. There are other point { 1 
cables The Boston chain, as I said, is of the e i t 
is better iron than is put in commercial ¢ ins M , 
unsuitable. Such chains are unduly } ‘ nd | 
The cables of the Pacific liners of whi i spoke I 
largest ever made in this country—3 inches; cost, $0.54 
There is no machine in the United States that cat 
strength if it is of the best cable fro It is safe t t l 
never been tested. These chains would not meet ‘ N ] 
ment specifications. The increase of weight ab the est 
navy cable is for two cables _ 34,000 pounds 17 to i 
have to be paid for at whatever t . 
weight is objectionable in a battle ship 
three to four cables, the unnecessary ws t 
to 34 tons of armor, ammunition, or coa wo ‘ 
ber a merchant ship would carry, would have an ! 
of 34,000 pounds, which would ha ‘ i 
cents per pound at least High-grade chain of a 
even more per pound than the larger cable The lat 
by the Bureau for 23-inch chain is with a Pitts 
23-inch chain at Boston c and 10 

Mr. ROBERTS. Are you the 
chain that Mr. Loup say 

Admiral MANNEY. I do not kn 
class iron at such a price. I 
Pacific Line are more than 








a | r 
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i I pe 





sts between 9 
familiar with 


s is sold 


cents 


§1z7e and 





The Lawson's cables i 

3 inches in diamet r, larger tha the 
chain cables. I am sure they cost more than 4 cs Ll | nd 
Minnesota’s, of that line, cost 5.43 cents per | I 
statement that “ the very be st chain that can be b« 

for use in the highest class sl is f 

error. 


I submit, in consideration of the quality of t ra 
quired for naval purposes, it ought to be manuf ( 1 the 
Government yards, as is proven by Admiral Mani 


iips is for a it 4 & 


clearly 








statement in reply to questions of the committee on pages 387 
and 388, as follows: 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Now, you say that the contract } 
good as that done in the yard? 

Admiral MANNEY. Contract work that w 
Lebanon Chain Works has shown up on test to 
necessary to pass it. ] method of weldir the | 
that employed at the ys The yard u the end y 
commercial chains purchased the side weld is em, ed 
jectionable, as the two sides of th nk are then 1 
strength. The part of the link whi has been oft i j 
| pounded has not the same texture ; the other | 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Does your test s vy infe! t t I 
facture of chains? 

Admiral MANNEY. The breaks show t V 1 
the links having the end weld have ind é 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will they not weld them at 
mand it? 

Admiral MANNE No; they state that ft ( ! 


crease the cost. 


And further on the same page he repl 











, very truly Mr. Loup. I find in the last report that wher 
MONONGAHELA IRON AND STEEL Co. year they went outside and bought large chains. 1 
outside ? 
LEBANON, Pa., April 7, 1906. Adi airal | MAN NI yr. Those = ain were 1 ute. tw . ‘ 
HELA IRON AND STEEL CoMPanNy, Sel - ee oe ne a eon aiken 
Pittsburg, Pa. not ‘undertake to make an end weld, a i nevel 
(EN: In compliance with your request of the 6th ins aant we | specifications had to be waived on the 1 fa 
mae ee ee ree eel A similar statement in regard to the sup 
, very truly, price of manila rope as well as « S mad 
M. H. TREADWELL & CO., OF PENNSYLVANIA. vards is made by Admiral Manney page 389. 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to close debate on this | questions by the committee, as follows: 
nd amendments in ten minutes. Mr. Rixey. I understood you to sa 
ISTED. I would like to have five minutes of | that these ins were I t Bos 
-COBERTS. There is a new point that has been oe | and better finished—n 
e ame ndment to the amendment of the gentleman from | cost 94 cents per pound; t 
ch is an entirely new point in regard to the whole | 9#,cemts per pound. ae 
d I would like five minutes at least to point that out. | Admiral MANNEY. 1 did. Cor 
f an hour. s the G 
SS. I will make it half past 3. ao 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that w that 
n the pending paragraph and amendments thereto be | \ 
twenty-five minutes. | 
nm was taken; and the motion was agreed to. say 0 
McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say I think that 
is an unfair motion, even though it has been carried. “e? 
tieman from Illinois, the chairman of the committee, ( 
cally nobody but members of this committee have We 
ved to say a word upon this matter, and yet now, when 
e comes when somebody else desires to say something 
subject, they put up a time limit on debate; but let me 
hort time I have call the attention of the House to the | ©! sy 
at again and again, through Admiral Manney’s testi- | Navy and it is care inspe 
anchors, on wire rope, on chains, and on cordage, he | that is sold in the market | © os 
iat the quality made in the Boston Navy-Yard was that the sag sa My ape a 7 
r to any manufactured outside, and that the outside prod- | orate ts aske Under t e 2 : 
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fon yard are believed to be superior, but although the material is 


of the best, freight and handling do not cost so much. 

Mr. Rixey. Still, Admiral, I do not see that that is a reason why 
you can make the rope cheaper and yet can not make the chain 
cheay Sr: 

Admiral MANN! A principal reason for that is, as I stated, that 





the making of the rope is done by machinery and the making of the 
chain cables is hand work, and labor is expensive in the United States, 
and especially expensive in navy-yards. The difference of cost between 
the iron used for cables at Boston and that used in commercial cables 
is greater than the difference in cost between rope material used by 
the Gove nent and private makers; also, there is a greater propor- 
tionate amount of labor employed in making cable than in making rope. 


Also a similar statement in regard to wire rope, on page 3S4, 


as follows: 

Mr. VREELAND. Are you making wire rope? 

Admiral MANNEY. Yes, sir. 

Mr. VREELAND. Where? 

Admiral MANNEY. Boston. 

Mr. VrRrELAND. Are you buying your wire rope, too? 

Admiral MANNEY..No; we have not bought any wire rope, except 
possibly some special rope in an emergency. 

Mr. VreeLANpD. Do you think you can manufacture it as cheaply as 
you can buy? 


Admiral MANNEY. Cheaper, when quality is considered. 
Mr. VreeELAND. That is taking into consideration the 
, You do not take that into account, do you? 
ira We consider it. 
Adiniral Manney also makes a similar statement as to an- 
chors, on page 386, as follows: 


The larger anchors made for 


inyestment in 


MANNPFY. 





the Government by outside parties are 
» anchors made in the yard are of wrought When you 
» commercial anchors with chains or anchors made in the yard 
are comparing cast with wrought metal. The heavy anchors 
which are made outside are of cast steel. 

It is admitted that the cost of manufacturing in the navy- 
yard is somewhat higher. The reason for this is set forth in the 
Admiral’s testimony, on page 388, as follows: 


Admiral Manney. The labor is paid differently. In the private 
hops labor is paid by the hour, and in the naval shops the labor is 
by the day; and then there are allowances for leaves for employees 


iron. 





ously increase the cost over what private establishments 
have to pa) liowever, the cost of 23-inch cables at Boston is 
and the cheapest contract chains yet received of the same 


Therefore, if you propose to adopt this amendment, you are 
going to substitute lower standards. Now, let me point out that 
the last amendment, as offered by the gentleman from Ohio, puts 
the Department in this position, that if it is adopted it will close 
up the Government yards on the lines of material specified, be- 
cause it provides that the Government can not manufacture un- 
less they shall for bids, receive them, open, and award 
acts and then receive and test the material. The Govern- 
ment must do all that, and it is only when that material can not 
be purchased lower than the present price of manufacture in the 
nt yards that the Government can proceed to manu- 
it all. In other words, the amendment would close up 


ati 
asi 


contr 


(,0overnme 


facture : 


atide 
the Government yard as far as manufacturing its own equip- 
ment is concerned, until the Government had received the bids. 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. It only refers to chains and 
anchors 
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maintenance costing $56,000 more, and the dispersal 


. 7 7 . the 
trained force of skilled workmen who now turn out {); ts 
goods made in this country. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say a fe 

” S 


upon this subject. The gentleman from Michigan [Mr., | 
has referred to the fact that in the past some of the orders , 
the Government for chains have been filled by the | 


Chain Works. My friend from Tennessee [Mr. Gar h ; 
made the assertion that these chains are made by a trust. al 
that if this amendment should be adopted the trust wi] put 
up the price to any figure it pleases. Now, Mr. Chairinay. j¢ 
there is anything on earth that is not a trust it is the | ae 
Chain Works. It has but a single plant and is not « ted 
with any other. It does not own or control any other corpory. 
tion and no other corporation owns or controls it. This eon. a 
operates rather in opposition to any and every trust. As ] 
understand it, the bill as it now stands would prevent {| Gov- 
ernment from buying chains from the Lebanon Chain rks 
The amendment of the gentleman from Michigan, if nted. 
will permit the purchase of chains from this concern, led 
it shall, as in the past, underbid its competitors. The ceyy 

men from Massachusetts who so strenuously oppose this sinenq 
ment naturally desire to have the chains all manufa d at 


Boston, but what kind of a place is Boston to make ir) 
products of iron as compared with Lebanon? 
The Lebanon Chain Works are located within 5 mil f th 


famous Cornwall ore banks, and they are not owned or opor- 
ated by any trust, either. They stand out there most strikingly 
in the midst of one of the most beautiful and fertile ya}iove 
in the world. The view from the summit reminds me something 
of the view from Stirling Castle. Then, again, these works 


are almost within sight of splendid limestone quarries anq 
within 30 or 40 miles of the finest anthracite coal. 1 jaye 
not a dollar’s worth of interest personally either in the or 
banks or in the chain works, but I know something about them. 

In these works the making of chains is a specialty, and they 


are admirably adapted to that purpose. Reference has been 
made here to the relative merits of side weld and end weld. 
Well, the Lebanon Chain Works can make side weld, end weld. 
or any other weld that anybody desires. They can produce ; 
good chains as any other factory on earth. If I am not mis- 


taken, they have turned out the longest and largest chain ever 
produced anywhere. I have seen it so stated. They have the 
best known chain-testing apparatus. The chains tl have 
heretofore made for the Government have passed ey Gov 
ernment test, and secured by chains from the Lebanon ( I 
Works the largest man-of-war may securely rest al 
anywhere, either in or outside the harbor. 


The laboring population of Lebanon is as sober, industrious, 
intelligent, and competent as can be found. The ! 


Chain Works has no watered stock upon which to p 
dends; and with all these advantages can, of course, lu 
chains more cheaply than they can be produced in Bost: No 
private purchaser would think of going past Lebanon to Losto 
to buy chains. The item of freight alone in hauling 

from the mines to Boston and the chains from Boston 
place where they are to be used would be very con 

If the Government can buy chains cheaper at Leba 
anywhere else, sound business economy requires that 

not be deprived of that advantage. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the anchors and clia 1 
for the use of the Navy’ are made in the Boston N rd 
The effect of this amendment, if it is adopted, will be 
the work in the Government navy-yard until it can 
tained at what price the private factories will furni 
chains. 

Mr. LILLEY 
but the chains? 

Mr. RIXEY. 
proposes to affect. 

Mr. VREELAND. 
one question? 

Mr. RIXEY. After a moment, but not now. 

Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, the result would 
possibly for the first year the private factories would 
bid the Government in actual cost. The private 
could afford to make the chains for the first year or 
two years or the first three years at 50 per cent of thei! 
cost in order to foree the Government out of the wo! 
effect of this amendment, if it prevails, will be to bi 
the manufacture of these chains at the Government 1 
at Boston—not because they can be manufactured 
price, but because it is to the interest of the private 


1 


of Connecticut. It does not affect a! g 
It would stop everything that the am: 
Now, I can not yield just at this 


Will the gentleman allow me to : 


{ 


| to drive the Government out of the work, even if the 


Mr. McNARY. Not originally. It was a general amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for a few minutes more. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts [ Mr. 
McNary] asks unanimous consent to continue his remarks. Is 
the objection ? 
Mr. OLMSTED. I have no objection to that, Mr. Chairman, 
xcept I have a word to say on the subject, and I know that 
bers of the committee want opportunity to say something, 
do net want to be cut out. 
\ McNARY Mr. Chairman, it is not my fault that they 
] ot had an opportunity to speak. I will only take a few 
however. I want to say that the debate started origi- 
on cha and anchors. Then it was made under the 
nt, if 1 read it aright, to include everything in the way 
‘ ent manufactured in the Government yards. 
ROSVENOR. It is fair to the gentleman to say that the 
t has modified 
n McNARY. TI is coming out of my time, and I ean not 
f t If I had the time I would hear the gentleman. I 
! under the original amendment of the gentleman from 
( » the Government can manufacture nothing, but must wait 
\ 1 it 1 ves bids and tests the quality of the purchases. 
\ odified it means to close up the Government yards on every 
cle included in that amendment, and leaves it to the mercy 
te manufacturers to put up the price to any point 
fter the Government yards are closed. Even if 
1 vate 1 turers bid low at first, experience teaches 
tl ] have succeeded in closing the Government shops | 
’ he p ind down will go the quality. This amend- 
f adopted, the closing of the shops at Boston, 
eq | il l ( 


‘xpense of $103,000, and with additions and | factories lose money for the first year or two. 
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x ISVENOR. I would like to ask the gentleman this | 
if this bill goes into effect, it will not go into effect 
invs. Can not the Government advertise for bids 
‘ < to find out whether we can make a log chain? 
MI “bY. I have not time to reply to that at present. 


= f the adoption of this amendment can be seen when 
: nd the to which the gentleman from Con- 
{.ittey] referred some time ago. He asked what 
nurchase of powder had to the purchase of chains. 
, what it has. The Government has a very small 
Indian Head. It can make 20 per cent of the 
Navy uses, and it is compelled to buy powder from 
ictories. 
EY of Connecticut. 
Y. I can not yield. 
bY of Connecticut. The gentleman quotes me. 
<EY. If I ean have additional time I will yield. The 
Q t can only make 20 per cent of the powder we use 
nelled to go into the market to get the balance of it. 
\\ ts at Indan Head 60 cents a pound, it costs to buy 
the private factories 74 to 75 cents, and this com- 
day refused to reduce it to 65 cents. 
irk at the Boston yard, put it out of the power of 
it to make its own chains, and you will be, in re 
ns, where we are to-day with reference to powder 
of the private factories. Just as soon as you take 
rnment the power to protect itself you will see 


case 


Mr. Chairman—— 


ces of these articles will begin to go up. In my 
Chairman, it would be an unwise policy for us 
this shop. I heard all the testimony before the 


ittee that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Loup] 
that testimony did not impress me that there was 


difference in the matter of price; but I do know 
ef of that Bureau stated emphatically that the 
the Government was better than anything that 


hase in the open market. 
we undertook to cripple the establishment at 
be maintained, and that the Government 
to have the very best material for its warships. 
an from Michigan [|Mr. Loup] did not offer any 
re the committee such as he has offered to-day 


Hie said it would be un 


Bos 


ught to 


It may be that he has received additional in 
ce, but so far as the Naval Committee was ¢on- 
e was no testimony which threw doubt upon the 
ontinuing this work at the Boston Navy-Yard. 
of Mr. Rixey having expired, by unanimous con- 


xtended for one minute. | 
Y. Now, Mr. Chairman, I should regret the adop 
s nmendment, because I should regard it as a step 
For years we have been contending, not that the 
( t should do all its work in a navy-yard, not that it 
i all ships in navy-yards, but simply that it 
‘the proper plants to protect itself against the great 
s which are being formed almost every month in this 


its 


OSVENOR. 
ted 


But the gentleman’s committee has al- 
against building an armor-plate factory, has it 


\EY I think 
armor-plate 


not. I have always voted in favor of 
factory whenever the question was 
-COSVENOR. But the committee has voted against it. 
XE And I would vote for it to-day, in order that 
nent might protect itself against the trust 
rmor plate. [Applause. ] 
ISVENOR. But the committee has always refused to 
recommendation, and the House has refused to adopt 


which 


EY. That is correct. 

OSVENOR,. So they say that armor plate, the finest 
world, should be built in private plants, and log 
ld be built in the Navy Department, because they 

uliar character. 


ERTS. The Secretary of the Navy was authorized 
! an armor-plate factory if he could not get the 


price that suited him, and that brought the price 


EY. Ever since I have been a Member of Congress 

has been under the control of the Republican party, 

refused to authorize an armor-plate factory, though 

demonstrated here time and time again that the 

| was grossly excessive and the armor plate con- 
trust. 


hammer fell.] 


LL £13 
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Mr. ROBERTS. 


Mr Chairman, I desire to call th mn 
of the committee to the amendment to the an ] 
by the gentleman from Ohio |Mr. Grosvenor]. It us f 
| he has introduced two entirely mn 
cussion. Now, he provides by his nendl i 
that the Department can not e) Wd any « his 
in the manufacture of wire rope, cable, or anch tl 
Department ascertains whether it can purch 
articles outside at a less price than it « 
navy-yards. The only effect of that amendment ( 
close the rope walk, the wire mill, the 
chain shop on the Ist day of July, when tl 
effect, and keep those plants closed until the Go 
pares its specifications, makes its adve s 
spects those bids, and finds whether it 1 Ol ) 
this material outside cheaper than it can be 
yards. Now, what happens? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Will the 
question? 

Mr. ROBERTS. I can not yield. VPard I [ « 
to be discourteous, but I have only e} : 

Now, what happens? The skilled force that the 
has gathered together, some of the 1 t 
man from New York told us in t ‘ 
employed by outside people to 1 : 
will leave the navy-yards. The ¢ 
suppose that three or four m 
that the outside people can not make 
Government standard at less than ost 
vards. Then the Government tries: to 
of skilled men. whieh it formerly nad, to go 
facture of those articies. 

Now, what is the result of that You ste he ‘ 
these chain cables and ropes that are needed to ¢ $ 
that are now going into commission As I| said 
ago, we are 11 inmiles behind in the matter of 
if you adopt this amendment, you il tl ) 
cables for three or four 1 nths. But there 
native the Department can adopt unde 
Naval Committee and Congress h: since TT ] e had 
edge of it, been endeavoring to prevent t 1) 

Government from going into the « | 
chases without competitive bids | | 

the amendment offered by the ¢ ‘ () 
charge of the Navy Department, on fl Is a ‘ 
into the open market, because he says n 

‘by any other means they see fit Y¢ 

Department to go in without competitive is and 
tracts for all those articles 

But suppose it is demonstrated 
tive bids that these chains can be pur 
to those made in the Department, what result ows 
chains can not be delivered to Gove 
bids are opened. These private conce 
equipped, they have got to go ihead 
chains; so that in any event if th é I s 
are bound to stop the equipment of battle sl! 
going into commission, you are bound to st 
of the equipment of the ships that ge ‘ 
to time, for four or five months and rhaps 
private manufacturers get the contract to f | 
four or five months anyway. I submit to 
it is not a wise thing to do becauss ‘ 
the furnishing of these articles and thet sho 
moment’s delay if ships of the Nevy to | 
manner equal to the present state of « é 

Mr. LOUD. Mr. Chairman, response t e 
from Massachusetts, who challenged us to produce 
of efficiency, I hope he is satisfied with tl | 
test that I have sent to the desk 

Mr. McNARY. I am not satisfied, I wi { 
man. It does not show that it was made of tl . 

Admiral Manney said that it would not 
faction of the Navy Department 

Mr. LOUD. 1 eall the gentleman’s on 
the Eastern Ship Building Company, in which tl 
these things were tested to the full stre t f | is 

Mr. McNARY. That is not up to the navy-yard | 

Mr. LOUD. Now. Mr. Chairman, I have not atte ted to 
lower the standard of material that goes into the ships of the 
Navy. I would not do it for a moment. I onl; ay t t ma- 
terial of the same strength and utility can be boug! the open 
market for one-half of what it is costing now 

As to superiority claimed for chain made in nay S i 
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| attention this illustration of extravs 


| Mr 


| 1, the following letter will explain itself, and shows 
"i in quality of the 2j-inch cables on U. 8S. 
| lip Ma 
T Ss. S 
J r, New York, N. ¥., > a 
2 r of May 1906, to the Chi f of 
x ox from tl log of this 
f anchors, I have the honor to state 
f : that the following-mer d cases 
] ad occurred prior to my taking com 
i 1 Mar 23, 1904, on the target 1 e 
Fla ne link of the * triplet’ broke, and the an was 
; 1 1 ird Ov y ¢ 1in on J S 1904, at 
( Gret it irte and 1 nehor and 26 f ms of 
\ ds 1 *vered This was due to a defe ive ink at 
t Vineyard on September 9, 1904, 
{ t f r The ex a 1 showed that 
t f ding plet h a br icross the 
i { rd its ~ ( i ind. 
} l Cape on Ju 1 it was 
! 1 had pa l anchor 
* I ( l the following-mentioned | 
l g t target rar off stable. 
N I ~ a e d at the out nk of 
‘ T 
I co tl I n rth River on 1906, 
i k of the t I al immediat ifter ‘letting 
C I ] uched the bottom. rhe 10r has 
ancl ft p Ww manufactured at the Boston 
N \ } 
: \ ! N. A. NILEs, 
Captain, U. S. Na y, Comman ling 
I ( Le M. C., 
1'¢ ] t t, Michiqan, 
ttee on N il Affairs, Washington, D. C. 
RAHAM I want eall the gentleman’s attention to 
{ t s de ed by the debate, that there are three inde- 
rN t concerns outside of the steel trust now making chains 
vate ¢ sumers and will probably be able to supply the 
Gor iment with chains. There is one at Lebanon, one at 
i S na 1 elsey l ° 
I LOU! M nvestigation has been exhaustive, and I | 
reat nu er of chain factories that are able to compete | 
matter and which are not tied up in any combination. 
t to y further in regard to what has been said about 
t! end weld and the side weld—— 
VREELAND. If the gentlen will pardon me, I want 
t] the bill as amended provides for the same 
l as i Navy is now oe therefore that point is 
ut; but I would be glad to hear the gentleman as to the 
would have on the 1 plant at Boston—whether or not it 
\ l se up, as suggested by the gentleman from Massa- 
| In ansy to that question I will say that they 
t of 1 outsi - manufacturer, because they 
ig half a million dollars furnished them, with 
ration, renew: als, interest, taxes, insurance, 
( ge against their output, while other firms have 
f t charges against their output, and | 
why the naval shops can not, under these | 
Ss ( ete on an even basis with the outside | 
‘ ) m e on an even basis with the 
oug to be ce l up and let it be a lesson 
¢ interests supported by the Navy that 
{ t dow within a reasonable limit. 
nn cu Will the gentleman yield? 
) | yield to the gentleman from Connecticut. 
sEY of Cor it I would like to ask the gentle- 
M n if he does not think that the gentleman | 
has taken a little too seriously the position 
l have to stop on the ist of July if this 
sed Would not there be ample time be- 
t July 1 to get bids and let contracts? 
) UI ly t that there is no reason why that 
| nis th all the latest machinery for 
gr \ ~ d 1 hanics who can make 
t \ to, 1 lenty of 1 within which to 
te | { can make it equally cheap they are 
fe liberty to do . In closing I desire to say that I 
] | the highest published authority upon chain making 
ean be found anywhere in the world, and that advocates 
welding of the chain, and I have here three letters 
{ subje f 1 experts, all saying that the side- 
hail the be Those letters are as follows: 
LEBANON, Pa., March 28, 1906. 
1 , Washington, D. C. 
i 1 ft t you are interested in information con- 
¢ of chain as made in the Boston Navy-Yard. 











The writer is a practical chain maker, and during the v; 
employed in the Boston Navy-Yard making chain. I a; 

that the iron furnished by the Monongahela Iron and 3; 
of Pittsburg, is the proper iron to use for chain making, { 
that it is very hard to weld and does not run uniforn 5 
latter period of the time that I was employed there I ma 
chain samples for tesiing The method of testing chain — 
Navy-Y and is entirely different from the way it is done jn , 
In Boston the chain maker has the privilege of cuttin 

samples for testing > 





I am at present employed by a chain manufa: turing 
has furnished large quantities of this chain to the Unit. 
part of which chain I have made. In this shop th e t 
out of the chain at rantom by the Government ins spect 
to destruction, and unless these test pieces stand the 


the entire piece of chain “frot n which the test piece was ta 


rejected. in the Boston Navy-Yard the chain was all \ 
end, whereas in this shop it was side welded, and in my 
welded chain is superior to the end welded. 
Yo urs, respe tfully, EDWARD M 
LEBANON, Pa., Ma 
Hon. Grorce A. Loup, 





House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 

DeAaR Sir: I understand that you are interested in ¢} 
side-welded chain, and desire to give you some inforn 
subject. 

In the year 1816 Sir Samuel Brown, a lieutenant in t} 
of England, first invented the process welding chain 
Ever since that time chain has been made successfull: 
welding process, and the British Admiralty will not ‘y 
but side-welded, as it has proven far superior to end-we! 
larger sizes. In the year 1840 it was first made in 
England. by the late Henry Pershouse Parkes, and since ; 
the chain made there of large sizes for ship cables hay : 
welded. 

Yours, respectfully, SYDNEY J 


LEBANON, Pa., Mari 
Hon. 


GEORGE 


A. Lovp, 


House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: I have recently received information whic! 
to believe that a statement by myself in regard to the 
tween welding chain on the end and on the side would 
to you. I am a practical chain maker, having been en 3 
business in England, as well as this country, for the past t 


and have had a wide experience. 











Side-welded chains are far superior to end-welded cl 
re asons that end-welded chain is not so pliable, not so neat, So 
str ry as the side-welded. I can remember when Brown & |} ' 
Wales, England, used to make all the side-welded chain for } 
navy. Staffordshire, England, which is a noted place for 
ing, uld not compete with Wales, for the reason th 
welding their chain on the end and were compelled to « 
side-welding process, which has been demonstrated as su 


Since making this change, 

made in Staffordshire, and the 

have any chain welded on the end over 1} 

chain has been made in England for more than 

that period has proven to be far superior to end 
Yours, truly, 


end-welded. 
chain is 


all of the 

British nav 
-inch size. & 
fifty years, : 
welded. 

HERsBEntT | 

I have approached this business proposition from 
unprejudiced and unbiased standpoint, for I am one of i . 
tunate members of the Naval Committee having no navy-yard, 

naval station, or naval interest; nor any manufact ; 
material under discussion in my district or my State 

I have no relatives, friends, or acquaintances inter 1 in 
any such manufactory, and all the information which | 
given to you in unstinted measure has been obtained 
own initiative from absolute strangers. 

My only motive in taking up the subject to call r 
gant and needless 
ture of a large sum of money yearly, thereby diverting 
ing a portion of the large and generous appropriatic 01 
gress of about $100,000,000 annually, ! 


nearly 


cable 











which should be 1 l 
the economical upbuilding and maintenance of a 
which I hope shall be second to that of no other nati 
world, save England. I trust the amendment under d 
will prevail. [Great applause. ] 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time for general debate has « 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
substitute for the pending amendment, which I send to t 

and ask to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That no part of said sum shall be expended in 
facturing in any Government navy-yard of any chains, 
cordage which can be obtained in the free markets of the « 
a less cost than the manufacture of the same article will « 
ravy-yards by bids at the solicitation of the Department « 
other manner as the Department may choose: And provid 
That all such articles shall be of a standard of quality to 
the Navy Departmen c. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
stitute for the pending amendment 
from Ohio. 

The question was taken ; and on 
. Loup) there were—ayes 76, 
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, 


al 


The question is on agreeing to t! 
offered by the ¢ 
a division (demand 
noes 72. 

I demand tellers. 


Tellers were ordered. 
Mr. Loup and Mr. Roserts were appointed tellers. 
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mittee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 














That is, to the building up of the merchant marine 
eo 73 ing of seamen 
nbsti >was agree Oo. : - 
ibstl Cute - _—— At : : a and, in fact, seems only to cause tro 
[AIRMAN. The question is now on the original | ment. with no offsetting advantage. | 
as ginended by the substitute. - , , i : 
as al end 1 by : OE : rhe Secretary of the Navy, in his statement befor 
stion was taken; and on a division (demanded by : ene a * Sn 
nal ron 7 EL mittee on Naval Affairs, speaking of tl 
M rs) there were—ayes 71, noes 66. this act—that is, the act requiring the trai 
’ -ERTS. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers. ne lic o is “a - , ree ee 
sSuppiles AMmericy OTTOMS SaVS thi 
vere ordered; and Mr. Loup and Mr. Roserts were VI . ; —_ oe 
tellers That is pretty well stated in my report I } 
: 5 ‘ 2 can not see any good excepting to owners 
ttee again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes | Didmotes the hailaing of eae Ameen ship 
American sailor. It has very largely increased t 
ou nt was agreed to. portation of our coal. So far as the t | 
ndment lows: is concerned, the law is almost ineffectiv« it is dif 
read as follows: frequently, the American ship to transport ( 
nsportation: Purchase of coal and other fuel for steam- do that with coal, | 1use it is not 
ise, and other equipment purposes, including expenses of | extreme urgency to get it there at a fixe 
storage, and handling the same, and for the general is something very startling—something ke do ‘ 
rf ‘oaling depots and coaling plants, $3,750,000. ree . ; : 
a . a a ae I 7 a _- ‘il as ate eit Phen, after an interruption as to where the | 
P airman, re strike > IAS ’ ? . . 7 : 
M \WNEY. Mr. Chairma move to strike out the last | the Secretary of the Navy continues: 
do this for the purpose of asking the gentleman in cs 
he bill a question. I observe that this appropriation eens 4 for eens ees ag G they are ve 
= x : ight ) 1e coal question e {ix ate that 
reased over the appropriation for the current appro- | well, not prohibitory. because we have to get the « 
000,000. The Navy Department at the beginning of | enormously high. All I want to say in tl nnectior 
‘stimated a deficiency of $1,250,000 for the current > gp Bod Pe assumed a - - 0 n ¢ er nm in t 
g } mppose oa measure w ict would el oO 
marine I have only to deal with the o-called 
aT Oss Yes. ures or proposals from a naval stan d 
at »= . standpoi there is ; re; ( l te e l in 
\WNEY. And Congress has allowed them $50,000 in | ee cok i deat can teat thie. 
to what was appropriated. I obtained the impression in | heavy increase of expense 
> ‘ve ‘ficie CV yi i i Fas > 1X icy rr : . - 
on the urgent de fic ency bill that it was the ] blicy | Che hearings developed that coal costing $360,000 t 
Department to stock up to the maximum limit ali of | , aco ae a a ; a : 

: in this country cost over £900,000 to transport the ] 
stations that the Government owned, and that that | Islands. In this appropriation bill an increase of $1,00t | 
son they felt there would be such a deficiency in the | a ee Be ee ae ee ad | 

ae : 7 . | recommended for the purchase of coal and transport 

ppropriation for coal. I desire to ask the gentleman | qowotare of rid ; ms pals : 
} _ oe E Secretary of the Navy says that the requirement to \ 
this increase of $1,000,000 is for the purpose of carry- | : sane . ; 
, ee - ’ | coal in American bottoms has resulted merely) g 
t policy, or whether this increase is necessary to | E i ee ree en hl : : iad 
: he: maeneent mantity of 1 at tl | cost of transportation. I wish to call attention to tl 
miv a reasonable necessary t y “Oal ¢ se |; : . : : : 
uy a re aa an - a ata a aaa +1 e , | it seems very extraordinary that the Secretary shoul 
ling Sti Ss p ecessary curre cons tion ! . - 
Ing Sta ov 7 ~ : , r |} to use American bottoms for this purpose. He s 
OSS. Mr. Chairman, that is my understanding, that the price is not prohibitory it aes 
. = . ; > i l pl LDITOr! l is very excess é 
i] ‘the Navy ring the ec g fiscal year ¢ ; TOO 41 tes @ 
y for the Navy durin the comin; fi cal year and not | law passed April 28, 1904, it is specifically provided 
to »a large amount of coal at any of these coaling sta- | 
‘ , ourse there will have to be more or less reserve | - sens hettome aad e — es the President 
- . . 1e rate of freight charges y sal esse I ‘ 
i ppines, because we have the Asiatic fleet over there. | apie. in which case contract shall be made und 
why there is an increase this year is due to the fact | exists. 
ve more vessels in commission, and, as the gentleman | The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentler ( 
om the fact that the Department is asking for a | Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman. I move that the e 
this year, if the same number of vessels are kept | may be extended for five minutes 
ssion it will require a larger appropriation for coal. | The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the r t \ 
| y that this item is made larger by reason of the fact | a pause.] The Chair hears non 
t t pping of our coal has been done in American bot- | Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the purposs 
t is costing from $350,000 to $400,000 a year more | amendment is not only to permit the payment of 
the coal were shipped in foreign bottoms. That was | and a fair charge for the transportation of 
irsuance of an act of Congress approved April 28, | from this country to the Philippine Is! 1 
Hing all naval supplies to be shipped in American | designed to prevent the extortionate prices 
{ think that this appropriation is needed this year | I know of no better authority upon this question 
can not safely reduce it. tary of the Navy. It is not possible to repeal 
\WNEY. I will say, Mr. Chairman, my only purpose } priation bill the law to which he refers, but it is p ) 
certain whether or not the committee, of which the | limit the price to be paid for the transportati: ot 
gent 1 is at the head—the Naval Committee—agreed with | effect practically the same result. The fact th 
tiv Department in respect to the necessity of stecking up | passage of this law. as was shown in the hearings 
x stations to their maximum capacity i have called attention, coal could be transported, at 
SS. Oh, no— | at $4.87 a ton makes it seem that $5 is a reason: 
\ \WNEY. The coaling stations in the United States.| Mr. UNDERWOOD. Will the gentleman allow 
If s so, I should have moved to reduce this amount. I | a question? 
the pro forma amendment. | Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes 
IftAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fi7z- | Mr. UNDERWOOD. Under this law as it is ‘ t! 
( ifers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. statute books, is it not in the power of the Secretary of 
: read as follows: | Navy, if extortionate prices are asked, to send the « | 
ne 12, after the word “dollars,” insert: “ Provided, That | eign bottoms? 
e amount hereby appropriated shall be expended for trans- ! Mr. FITZGERALD. It gives that power to the Pr: 
oal between ports in the United States on the Atlantic | py j¢ +] resi is { SV has a 21 
; ; ; Me’ . sident is a busy man. He has a gre l 
» Gulf of Mexico and ports in the Philippine Islands at uit the Preside ae oes = 1 e +} +} we 
than $5 a ton.” | He can not have knowledge of all of these things dl ( 
rye Ep - oe | ¢ » ir i@y - ha Lepereatary’s stater i } t : 
ZGERALD. In the hearings on the urgent deficiency | t@ me, in view of th aa Fetary tatement that 
iscertained that prior to the passage of the act of | enormously high, that that law has - uted tl 
‘, 1904, the highest price paid for the transportation of | im & heavy increase in expense, and that the i 
the Philippine Islands was $4.87} a ton. Since the pas- | Something very startling, something like do 
act of April 28, 1904, which required coal and sup- | despite all the coal is transported in thes 
he Navy to be transported in American vessels, the | for us to do something to relieve the 
gone up to about $7.50 a ton. In that act provision is | Mr. 1 NDERW OK an rhe obj ( 1 jues | 
in case the prices are excessive or unreasonable, | We adopt this amendment it w oe a y 
lent of the United States may direct that coal and sup- | ©?Ty!ns coal, but it is merely decla aca ; 
transported in other vessels than American vessels. | this House that more than $5 would b ae os ve 
iry of the Navy, in his report for the present year, | American a charge mor than that, the Secreta . ne 
. + ™ , Touww Y ~~") it in forse <} 
of the law requiring the transportation of coal es- | Navy then could send it in foreign 
\merican vessels, says: Mr. FITZGERALD. That is true 





, buss . , Mr. FOSS. I have the law right here. 
atute requiring the transportation of naval stores in | Mr. I 


/ttoms, however, tends to none of these ends : Mr. FITZGERALD. I have it right here, too. 
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SS price in 1901. I do know this, however, that the sg, 


. le by «s vessels for trans the Navy has stated to the gentleman’s committee 
1 A 1 Nav lan a ce | tionate prices are now being charged. 
1 7 dg * private parties or 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Extortionate? 
LLD. And that if the prices are excessive or Mr. FITZGERALD. He says practically that: 





| ean direct that the coal or supplies | rates that are practically, while not prohibito: 
i n | ms. But in spite of the exist- | have got the coal, but they are enormously h 
al for the Navy bas been earried in | Said at another place: “The cost is something 
| the Secreta of the Navy. both in his omething like double.” And he said in another | * 
} before the gentleman’s committee, | Bot see that this bill amounts to anything except 
‘ cost has be “ startling:” that the | crease in expense.” I submit that whatever would 
1 not rohil rv. because thev have bad the coal | reasonable price, we should limit the Departmen 
( t “enormously high.” and that the law should be | The President has under the law the power to use 
I Yet in the face of those statements and expressions | toms when the prices are unreasonable or excessive j 
secretary of the Navy. no action has been | bottoms. Not having exercised that power in the p 
. the Executive to remedy the conditions. I believe it | to me that we should fix a price beyond which the | 
is to at the P1 ient, as I have already stated, | Should not go in the use of American bottoms. 
! of duties. He can not keep informed of all Mr. FOSS. Now, I would like to ask the x 
{ lifts mutters. view of the fact that the President has that power, 
FOSS. I understand that the Navy Department is going of excessive charges or unreasonable charges, to s] ip « 
1 s matter up, and they will not pay any such ex- | the law as it previously existed, why is that not 


; : Why put in this limitation when you have a limit 
ZGERALD. Now. the gentleman has no objection to The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman tf 


i v4 s Ss 
f tion upon the price. I am not particular about - has expired. 
, OSS. We can not repeal this law here on this bill in Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be recogni 
é t] Mr. FITZGERALD. In the time of the gentk 
FITZGERALD. We can fix the limit of price, and if | Ulinois, I will say this. 
t] ‘ 1 from Illinois | Mr. Foss] will suggest some other The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois , 


I than $5 I willing to accept it. | strike out the last word. 
\ SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman permit me a question? Mr. FOSS. If we could put a limitation upon tl 
FITZGERALD. I will. we might put it by a law for the coming year, so 
I ould like to ask him and the other gen- | tically prevent the shipping of coal to the Philippine 
mimittee what has been the history of this Mr. FITZGERALD. We would only fix a reason 
S » prices been charged? tion and regulate the price of transportation. 
FITZGERALD. That is what the Secretary of the Navy Mr. FOSS. If you put any limitation whatever Ww 3 
L fact is that prior to the passage of the law the | the gentleman from New Jersey said, like in 1901, in { n 
a ] p! ding to the statement made to the Com- | bottoms it was $8, if I remember aright. 
b ] ton. After the pas- Mr. SLAYDEN. Will the gentleman yield? 
i has gone as high as $7.50 a ton. Mr. FOSS. Now, what we want is to get the co t , 
HAIRMAN. ‘7 t » of the gentleman from New | for the ships, and we do not want to put any limit 
I inp] has expired. will shut that possibility out. I have no particular for 








) \ ( he gen- | this line of business. 
x Mr. | tleman Mr. SLAYDEN. I do not want to cripple the n 
I chail tee, with | in any way, but I understood the gentleman from 





ss. The | to read from a communication of the Secretary of i 
£ n fi New } *< states that prior to the limitation | or his testimony before the committee, that the c! t 
i th » charges were less than $5 a ton, namely, | had been exacted had been enormously hich. 
i him to say that since then the charges Mr. FOSS. But under this law the President « 
until they » $7 or more per ton. that evil. 
sD. It has gone as high as $7, but has va- Mr. SLAYDEN. But under the practice it has not 
It is the right of the President, but he is so much o: 
AYDEN. Has gone as high as $7 a ton? his muJtitudinous duties that perhaps he has not be: 








S t , in American bottoms. give his attention to it and has not been able to rea 
\ I 3 not strike the gent an : if Mr. FOSS. Oh, after a while he will probab 
i ind fairly remunerative, that the | matter. 
tl 10 per cent, is extortion? Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, I am 
LAU L » ALGER. Will the gentleman permit a ques- think that the members of the committee are labor 











wrong impression. I am not in favor of permitt 
Yes Department to suffer extortion, either in the ¢ 
~ \GER. W t was the rate charged the | or in the obtaining of any other articles. The 
ed in foreign bottoms? chief of the Bureau of the price paid for carrying 
tr} to ¢ { LOI tion f 1 tl nti t to Manila and the Hawaiian Is! I 
t very ] it. every \ r. and for a period of seven years ¢ 
. i to the x 1 th 1905, when for the major part of the time the coal 
n ¢ of $8 in 1901. in foreign bottoms, the average price for those 
Mr. Chairmat we | $6.49. <A large proportion of the reduction of 1 
tt nterest of the Gov nade in the year 1904, when the foreign bott 
} A ican s af ee . | proposed legislation, evidently for that reason, 
t es Irom the encourag price per ton for transportati just as they are 
‘ ipon ti i ng to carry this coal at a less figure than they w 
A ‘ the gentien New | had the command of the market themselves. I d 
Lie \A { l 3;|it is wise for the committee to adopt this amet 
Chis item! ; to coal. | however, the committee deem it wise to relieve tl 
, juite High in 1901 But | of the discretionary power in this act, or to relie 
ec or bh ther e | degree from the pressure that may be brought uj 
U ¢ 1 th would seem to me to be more wise for that limi 
M) ppropriation to be made on the line of percent: 


, either in foreign or Ameri 
:0 that at any time the President or the Secretary o! 


I ll just y, for the | t « t light have more liberty in the earrving of coal. l 
statement he made is based | that, in my judgment, is dangerous, for the reason | 
e Dy » have any trouble in those waters, as everybody kno 
) y' I ose it is the chief « tr foreign bottom will refuse to earry a particle of co 


know. He gives in his report the average | and we shall be dependent upon American bottoms. | 
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eal the law rather than to put a limitation upon | formed than I am. But the qu 











Government service. I feel sure that there is a disposi ! 
ER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, Congress | out the solution. I do know th: 
it to provide that our coal carried to the Philip- | every effort to get our coal haul I 
yuuld be carried in American ships. The wisdom | money than it is now being hau 
is left to the membership of Congress. If I | say to the gentleman from Ne\ ‘ 
there was not much opposition to the measure. | vote to repeal that act of C 
s more money to carry coal in American ships | of coal as against our small mei 
reign ships. American sailors are paid more | and put the foreign sailor in ce 
( ailors are paid. There is not, however, | sailor I believe that if our trac S 4 
in one price for carrying this coal. The | Philippine Islands, and the east t 
red before the committee, and who was ques panded in extent. this coal may bh 
y | gel will see if they desire to | no ¢ ( f lag t t] 
». testified * to a question at ) of ) o { Cov, 
Iz ce I rt re thing ‘ s 
t I ed States of w 1 ¥ ve knowled I i thinks he « } t 
n make of ? h _ , : e ol 
Mr. UNDERWOOD Mav ] 
the price is limited to Sb or &6 per ton, it Mr. BI TLER of Pennsy 
t. of cour not only of taking from the See Mr. UNDI RWOOD. Is not 
vy discretionary power to fix the rate on coal, | *"yY load back mainly due to the fact t the I 
e time it may deprive our « 1 depots in 1 keeps the tariff wall | veen the |] 


i elsewhere of fuel that United States, and that they can 1 


ships during the coming year. I believe that the Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyl 
t 


t well satisfied with the act of Congress of | @™t Session of Congress the that 
helieve. from what I have learned, that the De come a law. [Applause.] 1 Say t tl 
1 consider it much better if the discretion had | ‘= Republican to express that : lor 
to employ either foreign or American bottoms to | | 2m aoe to let down the bars, | 
never; would go to defeat firs 


: . ae 6 ‘ . r We P tha o tar a Par 
ttee that passed upon this item had nothing what- Mr. WILLIAMS. If the g : x 


1 that subject. We do believe that quite a large | P2™don me, I have so much confidence in the 
red for this service, about $7 per ton as against $5 | [0m on this matter that I would | 


ps, the year before. gut to repeat what I said, regard the hope that he just spoke 
price we may not get the coal until this law is | |/ughter.] 
tep further. I know that it must be in the Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Well, ! ns 
tlemen who are inquiring as to the advisability of and confidence in the judgment ol ; ry na | M 
this amendment offered by the gentleman from | ! Will ask him whether he has any hope of th 
What is the occasion for this increase in price of bill? g 
coal? Principally this, that these American bot Mr. WILLIAMS. I have long ceased to have 


no loads to earry back. ‘They put the coal in at New- | COMmMon sense of a Democrat ir 


. take the long sail down the Atlantic, across the | /esislative branch not far from here. [aug 
‘ 4 . Wr STITT wp 2 Pant . Af } . 
I | land their loads at Manila, and come back empty, Mr. BUTLER of Pennsy! - 


} ( do not have any trade this way. Therefore the | ™@0 will yet be saved, and this b Ise Ol ye 
I iforms us that in making these bids they must bid him 
s. Whose fault is that? F The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gent n 
KINS. Will the gentleman yield for a question? vania has expired. 
(LER of Pennsylvania. I shall be greatly pleased to| “r. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. ¢ 


; one minute more. 
RKINS. Is not that equally true of the foreign The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to tl 
gentleman from Pennsylvania? After a p 


rLER of Pennsylvania. No. hears none. 
tKINS. Wherein is the difference? |. Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 1 
sate . . ° a } > } im) oO ‘or tha . 

rLER of Pennsylvania. Admiral Manney testified | take to put this limit on, for the r 

coal to the Philippines and come back loaded; | “¢ act of Congress — is In the 

zood deal of trade the other way. ery of coal in the Philippine Islands. 1 
KINS. Then why do not the American boats come | 50°F! of combination that will t . fro} the @ 

the Government ought not to pay \ ! 


ER of Pennsylvania. Because the trade is not this | 28 to what the future b 
e is to England and oth r ports where the foreign think, th t the Dep rtment 
pe my friend will not press me particularly. I | tion, and it is not a comfortabl 
answer his questions specifically, for I am not | [Laughter.] 
informed as to trade. We could do no better Mr RIXEY Mr Cl I 
atement of competent gentlemen, and that | WOr¢ N J 
' ‘ ¢ 1. COT iit! l 1 | 
N. The gentleman’s time has expired. live . 
( tALD. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the time of the | © ttee expressed = st 
é d five minute th coal to be ped 
\ LN Is there objection to the request of the | from New } has read . 
York? before tl _ : > 
‘ : so mucl nportance f 
S. Will the gentleman from Pennsylvania an-| 2 ! Lire t 1 nl 
1, Which he certainly can answ use it 1 with the ¢ 
. < he individually tl it is wise | * 
he s t i 3 1 pro sion that \ { is \ in 
i¢ Government to use American bottoms for | t t 
1 of this coal? <i oo 
' Pennsyl ii is 2. | eco 7 
I answer. b L) t 





We all are. p 
ania (cor : 








citizen [ shall be vy to pay the Ame 
e more than I would the foreigner. I be-| § “ 
am not well informed—I am not an expe trouble al 


a large price to pay for carrying coal, and I | tage i strons rm 
igment largely on the statement of those better in-| Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvat i Ca rep wt 
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Mr. RIXEY. The Se ary said, “I strongly recommend its 
re] w, tl mendment of the gentleman from New 
Yo ir. Furze ALD], if adopted, will operate as a practical 
repeal iit law so far as coal is concerned, and for this rea- 
son law itself provides that if the price is exorbitant and 
unre the President has the power to have it carried 
nd the |] is it existed at the time that the new law was 
p he ido] of this amendment will be a statement 
inything in excess of $5 is exorbitant, and will amount 
t request to the President to exercise the discretion vested in 
him by the law and authorize coal to be carried as it was under 
the « iw. It is perfectly plain that that is the proper course 
to pursu and the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York should be adopted. I desire to state here that, having 
he 1 the Secretary's opinion before the committee and having 
heard the Bureau chief's testimony there, I am satisfied that the 
Navy |] ment would welcome a limitation upon this bill 
practically repealing the requirement of the new law as to coal 
trans] ution. In that ene item for transportation of coal in 
4 one year to the Philippine Islands it cost the Government 
$300,000 more tl it would upon open and free competition. 
Mr. FOSS. the amendment of the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. FirzGeRaALp] make the $5 applicable to foreign bot- 
toms as well as to American bottoms, or simply to American 
bott } 
2 Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, the amendment would prevent this 
being paid to any ship; but if the gentleman will permit me I am 
ing to ask to be permitted to substitute the sum of $6 for the 
Mir. RIXNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will ask the gentleman to pro- 
s amendment that it be made applicable to both con- 
» t if it is not carried under present law the Presi- 
cent | have the right to have it carried under the old law. 
i TZGERALD. Under the law the President has the 
I to re 7. 
] S Under the law he can correct it to-day. Why not 
at way instead of attempting to fix a limitation 
\ ! bsolutely shut out all coal for the Philippines? 
ir. FITZGERALD. The trouble is that he has failed to do 
ir. FOSS The Secretary of the Navy says himself—— 
Vn IXE) Mr. Chairman, I will say to my friend that this 
a repetition of the discussion which took place last year 
bill in reference to this item. 
2 ! CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
f IXLY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 
[AIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 
t to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? 
ry j h I mn 
\ RIXEY fr. Chait 1, When the naval bill for 1906 was 
* there was a similar motion made in regard to this 
} lea was entered by the gentleman from 
I Fos iit the President had the power to correct 
! ins that it has not been corrected and the 
1 eost Government S300.000 a year. 
! s the Pre s never heard of it, but if this 
] n now placed here or some other like limitation is 
if bill indicating the wish of Congress and the opin- | 
1 of ¢ s will bring some action by the executive 
) e Government, and I think the amendment ought to | 
dopted. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
t word. I am very much in favor of the motion offered by 
the tleman from New York [Mr. Firzceratp]. I do not 
thin] ‘ the House can attach too much importance to 
{ hich is that, as I think, we are getting to be “a gov- 
‘ Iding Instead of enforcing the laws upon the 
5 i exercising the discretions that are vested in 
ay \ 1h ents and the President, we are getting so that 
W' t in coming before the committees of the House or 
the ] elf and scolding about the very things which might 
i without scolding. The gentleman from New York has 
1 the testimony of the Secretary of the Navy. The Secretary 
Navy scolds about this matter. He tells about the abuse 
1 he tells about how the Navy is frightfully exploited in the 
charge ipon the coal. Yet it turns out that there is a 
1 vested in the President by law to avoid this very eyil 
{ Secretary of the Navy, by bringing it to the atten- 
the President, if the President had done his duty, and 
he would have done it, could have prevented the 
ty of any motion like the one which the gentleman from 
now oifers 
\ left to the legislative branch? If we vest in the 
Ey { L ¢ m to prevent the Treasury from being ex- 
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| further 











ploited by selfish interests and that discretion be 

cised, then there is nothing left for us to exce 
legislation making clear our will and fixi 
beyond which the charges must not go and at whi: 

cise of the discretion in the Executive becomes mag 

must be exercised. The motion of the gentleman | \ 
York does that. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
substitute to the amendment offered by the gentle 
New York, which I send to the desk. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Provided, That an act to require the employment of vessels 
States for public purposes, approved April 28, 1904, 
to the expenditure of this appropriation. 

Mr. FOSS. I make the point of order, Mr. Chai) 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinvis 
point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I suppose 1 
man makes the point of order on the ground that it 
of existing law, although he did not so state? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. What I have to say against 
of order is this, Mr. Chairman: This an approp 
the expenditure of Government money for coal. [1 
the power of Congress to limit the expenditure as 
just as the proposition of the gentleman from New 
limitation on the expenditure providing that it s! 
ceed $5 for each ton. 

Now, this is a limitation in the expenditure in the s { 
it shall not go under that law. I admit I am not ek 
as to the parliamentary situation of this amendment, | I< 
it as a limitation. Possibly it may go further than tl 
purely a repeal of law, but before the gentleman fr I] 
insists on his point of order I want to eall the at 
this House to this fact: He is objecting to the an 
the gentleman from New York on the ground that 
ing the hands of the Secretary of the Navy so if an 
comes he can not act; he can not go over $5 a ton. N 
Secretary of the Navy, in his hearing before the N 1 
mittee, has stated to the gentleman from Illinois, tl 
of this great committee, and to the members of his 
that the increase caused in transportation of coal b) 
this law has been something startling, and that he { 
peal of the law. Now, under those circumstances here 
tation which I offer, if the gentleman does not insist 
point of order, that does not repeal the law permanent 
peals it so far as this particular provision is concerned. 
the hands of the Secretary of the Navy, gives him a full 
to experiment under this appropriation, and determi! 
or not he can get this coal shipped to foreign ports of the | 
ernment at a reasonable compensation, if you remove t 
that at present ties his hands. Now, gentlemen on 
mittee object to the proposition of limiting the cost. 
no limitation here. It will leave it open for him in | 
tion to determine whether he wiil ship the coal in 
toms or in American bottoms, but it will do away 
fact that a few American vessels have increased 
transportation, as he says, to something that is startli 
is not my langua that is the language of the S 
the Navy. Now, under those circumstances is not i 
of this House to relieve him of that trouble, give hi: 
portunity to save this difference of from $5 to $7 
ton of coal that is shipped? The testimony in the rep 


do 


is 





i 


va 
=> 


that before this law was enacted the highest price 
paid for carrying coal to the Philippine Islands was u : 


ton. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Oh, no; I beg your pardo! 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, that is the statement 
tleman from New York. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
advanced up to $8.63. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the statement made b 
Committee on Appropriations on the urgent deficiency 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. I am taking his report mac 
Secretary of the Navy and by him published. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. The _ gentleman from 
states—— 

Mr. RIXEY. Here is the statement. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. ‘The gentleman from Virginia | 
the hearings, and I will read what Admiral Manney ¢ 

During the same year, when the markets were practically 
the prices paid for foreign bottoms were from $4 a ton to >4 ee 
to Manila. The cost of shipping in American steamers, \ S 


Admiral Manney’s report 


} 


Ne 


} a 


the kind of tonnage that had been employed before, was $7 1 
$7.50. 


Now, that is what Admiral Manney says in the bh 
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: . law on the statute book that has increased the cost 
: ition of this coal from $4.87, the highest, to $7 and 
and the Secretary of the Navy stands here in his 

ing that that be repealed, and I say it is the 

; House to free his hands and give him a chance 

e matter. 

IRMAN. 
rentieman 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
from Illinois insist upon his point of 


38. Mr. Chairman, I do insist upon the point of order. 
nt it is a change of existing law. The law re- 
that, I think, approved April 24, 1904. Now, this 
wrted from the Committee on the Merchant Marine 
; and came before this House and was passed, and 
» that if this law is to be repealed, which applies 
oal, but to all Army and naval stores, it ought 
properly before this House and be considered and 
i and I am not sure I will not vote for its repeal if 
‘ly brought before the House. 
AIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order, 
tion is upon the amendment offered by the gentle- 
New York [Mr. FirzGERALp]. 
was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
ned to have it. 
ERALD. Division, Mr. Chairman! 
ttee divided ; and there were—ayes 49, noes 58. 
endment was rejected. 
AYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 





on 
a 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Stay- 
an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 
‘ead as follows: 
rhat no part of the amount hereby appropriated shall be 
sporting ce between th rts of the 
vast and the Gulf co and the 
at a greater cost than $6 a ton. 
Mr. Chairman, in what way does that change it? 
AYDEN. It raises the limit of dollars. 
I call for a vote on it, Mr. Chairman. 
HAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
1 by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. SLAYDEN]. 
tion was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
I | to have it. 
M \YDEN. Division, Mr. Chairman! 
ttee divided; and there were—ayes 56, noes 56. 
AYDEN. Tellers, Mr. Chairman! 


] 
al 





ports in 


SS 
QT 


OSS 


Li 


fi 


| 


United States | 
the | 


vere ordered; and the Chair appointed Mr. Foss and | 





M EN as tellers. 
mmittee again divided; and there were—ayes 59, noes 64. 
amendment was rejected. 
read as follows: 
League Island, Pa.: To continue retaining wall about 
$10,000; sewer system, extensions, $5,000; dredging and 
Delaware water front, to continue, $15,000; fire-protection 
‘ ion $5,000; extension of reserve basin, to continue 
000; building for bathing, examination of recruits, and 
n of clothing, $10,000; electric capstan for dry dock No. 1, 
t heating system, $10,000; in all, navy-yard, League 
S108.000, 
GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
] 1. I do it for the purpose, Mr. Chairman, of asking 
; consent that I may extend my remarks in the 
I i made three or four different statements at different 
i | read certain documents, and I ask leave to extend my 


HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks unanimous 
to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there objec- 


Ss no objection. 


LMSTED. Mr. I 


Chairman, ask unanimous consent 


| briefly and revise my remarks. 
‘UD. Mr. Chairman, I make the same request. 
LLEY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask permis- 


xtend my 
INES of 


remarks in the REcorp. 
Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, 
lilar request. 
[AIRMAN, If 
ll be granted. 

» objection. 


Do I understand that 


I would like to 


there is no objection, the several 


these extensions are to 


e 


[ANN. 
ISVENOR. Yes; certainly. I that in 
the Whole House, no other leave can be given. 

k read as follows: 

} 


suppose the 





Vashington,. D. C.: P to extend, $5,000: under 
iC system, to extend, $5,000; railroad system, to extend, 
hg system, extension, $5,000; water system, to extend, 





RECO 


Yi 


_ 


RI 


it D—HOUSI 


4e 


o~ 
= @ 
=) | 
nad 
~*~ 
“an” 


510,000 : 


yard wall, to mmplete, $20,000 i 
ments, telephone and 
plant, $10,000; purchase of 
all, navy-yard, Washington, 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chair 
to the section, but I yield to the 
Foss] for the purpose of moving that | 

Mr. FOSS. Would not the gentlem 
ment to-night? 

Mr. RIXEY. 
some time. 

Mr. FOSS. 
rise, 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, a ]} 
Has the motion that the c 
committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. It ha 


committee is waiting for the Speaker. 





a¢ 


Mr. Chairman, I 


OMMmItte uo 


been sul nit l 






Accordingly the committee rosé Ss 
sumed the chair, Mr. CRUMPACKEI 
of the Whole House on the stat { [ ; 
committee had had under conside1 | 
propriation bill—H. R. 18750—and l t l 
thereon, 
SAN FRA 
Mr. GAINES of renness¢ \T © I 
consent to read this telegra1 it 
The SPEAKER. What is the gentlen 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. To 1 
The SPEAKER, The gentleman ) 
read a telegram. Is there obje 
Chair hears none. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee (reading)— 
SAN I 
Hon. JoHN W. GAINES, 
House of Representatives, Was! J 
Thank you sincerely for your 
ported building material. It is ; 
tions are being formed to adv ) 
of property owners and home 1i 
[Loud applause on the Demo 
That is the second telegram of tl L ] i 
| San Francisco people, and I want ¢ d 
Francisco people at least as much ( 
tims of the Chicago fire. And by way of 
I insert the following: 
S I 


Hon. JOHN W. GAINES, 
Washingt 


Please mail us a copy of the 








I sent copies of the bill (H. R. 18527) I i l 2 
and the Madden-Cullom resolution, No. 142 ( 
Bunker & Co. May 2, and on May 71 ed I t 

A thousand tha your l 

I have no personal acquain v Ss 
Bunker & Co.—never heard of them befor: 
here shown. 

ENROLLED BILLS 

The SPEAKER announced h 
the following titles: 

S. 5891. An act to authori the South 
Company to construct bridges across the 
Ialston River, in the States of Vi 

S. 5890. An act to authorize the S ! 1 W 
Company to construct bridges across the 
ston River, in the States of Virg 

S.5943. An act to authorize tl I 
cific Railway Company to construct a bi 
River: 

S$. 5572. An act t 4 ! iS 
utes, establishing great « sting ¢ 

S. 1975. An act grant an i 
Dugger ; 

S. 2801. An act to y | : 

Military Reservati t s ) 

Ss 140. An a i 
pose of useless pa] 

S. € 37 Al i ul g 
illot homset« 9 

S. 5683. An act to provide for 1 f elict 
ther floating dangers to navig 
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S. 54236. An act to provide for the settlement of a claim of the | these questions might be decided later after conference 


United States against the State of Michigan for moneys held | the two gentlemen from Pennsylvania and Missouri. : 
by said State as trustee for the United States in connection Mr. DE ARMOND. I think really we ought to have 


Marys Falls Ship Canal; and 
: An act to amend an act entitled “An act to provide 
for the construction and maintenance of roads, the establish- 
ment and maintenance of schools, and the care and support of 


in proper form before we do anything about it. 

Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, the }, 
proper form. The point the gentleman has made is eo 
a general provision. A reprint of the bill would 1: 








insane persons in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes,” | leave it in exactly the form it is now. Other changes thie 
approved January 27, 1905. kind exist. For instance, wherever there was a minimny : 
SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. ishment provided that minimum punishment has been en 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV. Senate bill and joint resolu- out and the change fully covered and explained py 
i ijt CiIAUS@e 2 rUIeC AJ » peli < a » ° rick y , _ . : 
tion of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's table provision. We have given ample, and I believe com; 
and referred to their appropriate committee, as indicated below: | * 7 ; . Se 
S. 4956. An fale ie > ae for the vurchase of a site and the reprint of the bill should produce it just exactly in th , 
mbnditnincine aS stats : eee ore ites ts the Gate of | NOW, the only thing that would be changed would be i 
‘rection ¢ i ul Ing ‘reo i rss ies, > state + . . ’ vs ae 
Kentucky—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. | * modification in the statement at the head of the bil! , 
i CAS Vilill 4 > er « — ing ‘ ‘ rind Fo ¢ shang. re ¢ "Aiwa ft ‘ 
S.R.47. Joint resolution granting condemned cannon for a ing that that kind of a change was not always ind 
Eig eee ao a Dn eee ae ‘ italics, but was fully covered by a general provisior 
statue to Governor Stevens T. Mason, of Michigan—to the Com- : . : . ae sion © 
mittee on Military Affair plained in the bill. Anybody reading that could tell w Was 
nittee on Milit: Affairs. toatl ged 
I i d existing law and what was suggested as an alteration 
ORDER OF BUSINESS. change. . 
Mr. PAYNE. A parliamentary inquiry. If the House take Mr. DE ARMOND. Yes; but anybody could not tell by pes 
] J I ; Y | |. 
a recess until 8 o’clock this evening, will the only order of | ing one of these provisions, without going to the sts » and 


business be the bill for revising the code of criminal procedure? 

The SPEAKER. Under the special order that would be the 
only business that will be in order. 

Mr. PAYNE. Well, I move that the House do now take a 
recess until 8S o’clock this evening. 

Mr. DIE ARMOND. Mr. Speaker, I would like to call atten- 
tion to the fact, before this is voted upon, that I think this bill 
ought to be reprinted. Now, according to the legend of the bill, 
ie existing law is printed in roman and the changes are 

’ ] 


comparing it, whether the provision as printed in the 3 
the law appears in the statute or is not as it appears in the 
statute. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, the two gentlemen do not 
be getting any nearer together. I must insist on my n \. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York moy that 
the House now take a recess until 8 o’clock p. m. 

The question being taken, on a division (demanded by Mr. 
WILLIAMS) there were—ayes 66, noes 40. 








t of the reason why this was done; and I }y 














printed in italics. On a slight examination of the bill, I find Mr. WILLIAMS. I make the point that there is no « 
that a great many changes haye been made with nothing at all | present. 
to indicate what they are. Now, whether it is a mistake of the The SPEAKER. The Chair will count. [After counting] 
printer s vy, or somebody else, I do not know. One hundred and thirty-one Members, less than a quorum. 
Mr. PAYNE. I have no objection, if the gentleman from Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now 
Pennsylvania thinks it necessary. adjourn. 
i Mr. GROSVENOR. You had better have it reprinted. The motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. I do not think that exists to Accordingly (at 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.) the I 
iny considerable extent, showing what the gentleman referred | adjourned. 
to. I think we have exercised a great deal of care. Of course, 
I refer to the Member who has it in charge and the printer. EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 
Mr. DE ARMOND. What I refer to is this, Mr. Speaker: ‘ Bae ee ee a ae 
We are told that matter printed in roman is the old law and Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive commu- 
g are in itnlics. Now. in half a dozen or a dozen | nications were taken from the Speaker’s table and r ed 
looking over this matter slightly, the gentleman from | follows: 
; [Mr. Henny] and I found that the law as printed in A letter from the chairman of the commission created to 
hi] ; not the law as printed in the statutes. How far | Cure a site and designs for a statue of Thomas Jefferso 
changes are material. or whether they are material or | img report of the action of the commission—to the Conn 
terial, of course, it would take considerable examination | the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, wit! | 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Will the gentleman permit me ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examinat " | 
to ask him a question? survey of Oklawaha River, Florida—to the Committee on 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Certainly. and Harbors, and ordered to be printed. 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania. Does the gentleman contend A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, wit! 
they are not the laws that appear in the Revised Statutes, | ter from the Chief of Engineers, report of examination and 
dees he mean that they are not existing law as amended | Survey of Crisfield Harbor, Maryland—to the Commitice on 
by subsequent statutes, which amendments are existing law | Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be printed, with accompany- 
the Supplement to the Revised Statutes and in the | ing illustrations. 
tutes t Large? — 
Mr. DE ARMOND. What I mean is that the committee has REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
the phraseology in some instances. Take the pun- RESOLUTIONS. 
t for treason. The statute, I think, provides that the Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of t! 
I iment shall be, among other things, imprisonment at | Jowing titles were severally reported from committees, 4 d 
lab The committee has left “hard labor” out. Now, to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars 
committee has done the like of that in other in- | named. as follows: 
re is nothing to indicate. It is printed as the ex-| Mr, McCARTHY, from the Committee on the Publi 
nd there are a great many sections which ought |¢>) which was referred the bill of the House (lH. R. 5 
( ted in the printing be fore the House goes into con- | provide for the adjustment of certain sales of lands in 
this bill. ; : | reservation of the confederated Otoe and Missouria t1 
Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania, If the gentleman will permit | Indians in the States of Kansas and Nebraska, repor 
| wish to say that change is covered absolutely by a gen-| game with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
provision explaining that we have stricken out from all which said bill and report were referred to the Comu 
punishment the words “hard labor,” because that is entirely | the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
I led for in another way—in a general provision, a pro- 
y n that vers entirely that feature of it. Le ve 
Mr. DE ARMOND. Well. that is only one instance. and I REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AN) 
alled attention to it. I do not think that is the only RESOLUTIONS. , 
ie »; in fact, I am quite sure that changes haye been made Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolut 01 
re not indicated. I am sure that what purports to be, | the following titles were severally reported from comm 5, 
ling to this print, existing law, in a great many instances | delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee 
found not to be the existing law. | Whole House, as follows: , : 
PAYNI \s I understand, the session for this evening Mr. CHANEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensi ) 


would ke simply for the purpose of explaining the bill, and | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17915) gt 5 
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of pension to William W. Dudley, reported the same | of the estate of John H. Russell, deceased—to the ‘ 
it, accompanied by a report (No. 3932); which | on War Claims. 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar. | By Mr. BRADLEY: A bill (H. R 117) ¢ 
rom the same committee, to which was referred the | crease of pension to Mary E. Higgi ) { 
House (H. R. 17509) granting an increase of pension | Invalid Pensions. 
Chase, reported the same with amendment, accom- | Also, a bill (H. R. 19118) granting an is of 
i report (No. 3954) ; which said bill and report were | Effingham Vanderburgh—to the Committ 1 J 
he Private Calendar. | sions, 
CE. from the Committee on Military Affairs, to By Mr. CANDLER: A bill (H. R. 19119) . 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 7226) for the | crease of pension to Susan M. Osborn—to the C 
Patrick Conlin, reported the same with amendment, | Pensions. 
i by a report (No. 3935); which said bill and re- | By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 19120) granting 
referred to the Private Calendar. | to Eliza E. Whitley—to the Committee on Invalid 1 
Baas | Also, a bill (H. R. 19121) granting an increase of | t 
ren DMmDMMres Isaac Overton—to the Committee on Invalid Pe ( 
erties ses REPORTS. . | By Mr. DAVIS of West Virginia: A bill (H. R. 19122) f 
lnuse 2, Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered | the relief of the estate of John Burns. d sed ‘ 
{ and laid on the table, as follows: s mittee on War Claims. 
\YDEN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 1912 rant S 
\ referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17195) for the | o¢ pension to William W. Tannery—to the Comm t 1 | 
hard Isaacs, reported the same adversely, accom- | pensions. 
report (No. 3931) ; which said bill and report were| By Mr.-ELLIS: A bill (H. R. 19124) for the relief of M 
i on the table. | garet C. Montville—to the Committee on Claims 
pepeeens | By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 19125) 
BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. an increase of pension to Mary W. Hump! s 
l ase 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | mittee on Pensions. 
of wing title were introduced and severally referred,| By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (HH. R. 19126) grant 
to Lydia Walker—to the Committ ym Iny 1 Pens 
JONES of Washington: A bill (H. R. 19108) to au- Also, a bill (H. R. 19127) granting an increas 
construction of a bridge across the Pend d’Oreille | Hiram Perkins—to the Committee on I: 1] 
R Stevens County, Wash., by the Pend .d’Oreille De- sy Mr. HEDGE: A bill (H. R. 19128) g1 or 
' Company—to the Committee on Interstate and For- | Alexander McAllister—to the Committee on P 
, o . Also, a bill (H. R. 19129) granting an ‘TEASE 1 1 
NDERWOOD: A bill (1. R. 19109) to provide for | Timothy Ford—to the Committee on Invalid P 
of certain expenses of holding the circuit and dis- By Mr. JOUNSON: A bill (H.R. 19130) gran 
ti the United States in the southern division of the | Of pension to Larsey Bolt—to the Com ‘ iP 
‘ict of Alabama—to the Committee on the Judi By Mr. KLINE: A bill (H.R. 19131) granting : 
pension to Edward K. Mull—to the Committee on Invyal Ve 
| (H. R. 19110) providing for pay of district judges— | S!0DS. : 
ttee on the Judiciary. By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: A bill (H. R 132 
JORRIS: A bill (H. R. 19111) for resurvey of cer- | Move the charge of desertion ag John Mc! 
t Nebraska—to the Committee on the Public Lands. | Committee on Military Affairs. 
HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 19112) to provide for the | By Mr. NORRIS: A bill (H. R. 19133) gra 
the volunteers who rendered service to the Territory | Of pension to Fergus P. McMillan—to the ¢ 
( n the Cayuse Indian war of 1847 and 1848—to the | Pensions. 
om (Sai By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carol A] I 
PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 19113) to provide for the | for the relief of W. J. Peeples—to the Cor 
* 2 monument in commemoration of the services of | Claims. 
( Holland Williams in the Revolutionary war—to the Iso, a bill (H. R. 19135) for the re of Pi I 
( on the Librarv. to the Committee on War Cl 4 
SCOTT: A bill (H. R. 19114) to extend the provi-| Also, a bill (H. R. 19136) for the relief of S. R. 1 
f tations, and benefits of an act entitled “An act grant- | Committee on War Claims. 
s to soldiers and sailors who are incapacitated for Also, a bill CH. R. 19157) for the reli Bb. ¥ 
nce of manual labor, and providing for pensions to | to the Committee on War Claims. 
* children, and dependent parents,” to the surviv- Also, a bill (H. R. 19158) for the relief of W. W. W 
and enlisted men of the Eighteenth and Nineteenth | to the Committee on War Claims 
of Kansas Volunteer Cavalry—to the Committee on Also, a bill (H. R. 19139) for the relief of M 
nsions. Loach—to the Committee on War Clair 
GARDNER of New Jersey: A bill (H. R. 19115) to Also, a bill (II. R. 19140) for the r of A. I 
( n the Department of the Interior a bureau to be | the Committee on War Claims 
» Children’s Bureau—to the Committee on Labor. Also, a bill (H. R. 19141) f t! of J. | 
BROWNLOW: A resolution (H. Res. 428) for the ap- | to the Committee on War Claims. 
a clerk in the House document room—to the Com Also, a bill (HI. R. 19142) for tl 
unts. ling—to the Committee on W: Cl 
BIRDSALL: A resolution (H. Res. 429) providing Also, a bill (il. R. 19143) for tl 
itment of an enrolling clerk to the House of Rep- | 24ministrator of the estate of Kt : 
to the Committee on Accounts. mittee on War Claims. 
FOSTER of Vermont: A resolution (H. Res. 430) au- | — Also, a bill (HL. R. 19144) granting 
the Committee on Expenditures in the Department of | Sarah Louisa Sheppard—to the ¢ 
( and Labor to sit, investigate, ete.—to the Committee By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H.R. TF 
sion to Henry T. King—to the Con t 
STANLEY: A resolution (H. Res. 431) requesting Also, a bill (H. R. 19146) gra ie 
1 from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor con- | Crawford—to the Committee on Iny P 
American Tobacco Company, ete.—to te Committee Also, a bill CH. R. 19147) granti : 
ry. Richard L. Drumwright—to the C 
ution (H. Res. 482) requesting information from 
of the United States concerning the American | CHANGE OF REF! NCE 
mpany, ete.—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
LS : | Under clause 2 of Rule XXI tt 
| fror e consideration of bill 
PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. ae ee ced : 
use 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of A bill (H. R. 6956) granting an increast 
¢ titles were introduced and severally referred as | lL. Johnson—Committee on Inval l’ 
| referred to the Committee on Pe 
BEALL of Texas: A bill (H. R. 19116) for the relief | A bill (H. R. 19034) granting a p 1 to El 1 Me 
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! ( ttee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and referred 
on Pensions. 
PETITIONS, ETC. 
Under « e 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
J lnid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 
Mr. BEALL of Texas: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
( { John H. Bussell—to the Committee on War Claims. 
bv Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of East White- 
land Pre n Chureh and the Missionary Society of the | 
Presbyterian Church of Honeybrook, Pa., for an amendment to 
( tution abolishing polygamy—to the Committee on the 
y Mr. COOPER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Commer- 
cial, Meyersdale, Pa., for an amendment to the postal laws mak- 
riti te all subscriptions by others than the recipients of 
the paper—to the Commiftee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 


Also, petition of William L. Newcomer, master of Grange No. 
Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Inter- 
te and Foreign Co1 
Mr. DALZELL: 
Pa., for an 


Petition of T. Mor 


iendment to the postal 


in Silvery, 


of Wil- 


r le- 





laws n 


mate all subscriptions pi id for by others than the recip- 
ients—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. DAVIS West Virginia: Paper to accompany bill 


| 


for relief of James H. Hooe—to the Committee on War Claims. 
By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for 

relief of Mary W. Humphrey—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Petition of the Rhode Island Chapter of 


By Mr. GRANGER: 
the American Institute of Architects, for forest reservations in 






the White Mountains and the Southern Appalachian Mountains 
{previously referred to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors )— 
to the Committee on Agriculture. 

By Mr. HEDGE: Petition of the Louisa County (Iowa) Sab- 
| hool Convention, against Sunday opening of the James- 
t 1 Expesition—to the Select Committee on Industrial Arts 

1 expositions. 

I Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of George G. 


Worthley, 
mittee « 


I 
A Iso, ] 
I 


Mat wan, 
ite 


N. J., for the the Com 


and Forei 


H. F. Hagaman, of 


of to 
1 Interst 


etition of 


pure food bill 
gn Commerce. 


Lakewood, N. J.: E. H. 











Harry A. Roe, of Denton; T. E. 


N. H. Fooks & Co., J. Frank Lednum. 


Dennis & Carroll, of Preston, all in Mary- 
r i endment to the pure-food bill to exempt canned ! 








goods from being stamped in terms of weight and 


I y 
a 


to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. a 
By Mr. TALBOTT: Petitions of Washington Camps 47 
and 16, of Baltimore; No. 5, of Westminster; No, 12. , oe 


ville; No. 39, of Harney; No. 10, of Tyrone, and No 
27, of Baltimore, Patriotic Order Sons of America, al] 





| land, favoring restriction of immigration—to the Comyn on 
Immigration and Naturalization. ” 
SENATE. 
Tuurspay, May 10, 1906. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp FE. Hate. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of vy Yg 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. NELSON, and by un : 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. - 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands appr 

TRADE CONDITIONS IN CUBA. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a « : 
tion from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, tra: ttine 
the report of Charles M. Pepper, special agent of th, + 
ment of Commerce and Labor, on trade conditi 
island of Cuba; which, with the accompanying paper, ; 
ferred to the Committee on Relations with Cuba, and ord : 
be printed. 

FRENCH SPOLIATION CLAIMS, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a « : 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims. 1 t. 
ting the conclusions of fact and of law filed under the act of 
January 20, 1885, in the French spoliation claims set out in the 
findings by the court relative to the vessel brig Rebe: Tohn 
B. Thurston, master; which, with the accompanying paper, wag 
referred to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be ted, 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. ¢. 
McKENNEY, its enrolling clerk, announced that the Sp r 
the House had signed the following enrolled bills, and t! 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

8.1975. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary B, 
Dugger ; 

S$. 2140. An act to authorize the Postmaster-General to 
of useless papers in post-offices ; 


sa 


Woolston, of Ocean Grove, N. J., and P. Hall Packer, of the Sea 
Bright News, for an amendment to the postal laws making legit 
imate all SUDSCrIpPtiOnS p id for by others than the re ipients of 
oa to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post- S. 2801. An act to withhold from sale a portion of Fort Brady 
Roads. ete A coed .. | Military Reservation, at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich.: 
By Mr. JOHNSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief ot S. 3436. An act to provide for the settlement of a claim of the 
Larsey Bolt—to the Committee on Pensions. ; United States against the State of Michigan for moneys hel 
By Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Paper to accompany Dill | py said state as trustee for the United States in connection 
for relief of Columbus Cot—to the Committee on Pensions. a with the St. Marve Walia Ship Canal: , 
1 ‘ a — rong Recipe Poretgye ~~ ge es eee Sere: S. 3522. An act to amend an act entitled “An act to prov le 
; ae ae "Pa ee tee cstiee Sk a a lief of Susan | £0% the construction and maintenance of roads, the es! h- 
i 7 i $ aper to accompan 0 tel of Susa ‘ : i . : : ; 
a O ar alee tte ie eatin ment and maintenance of schools, and the care and su of 
ce = * bill for relief of Sarah C. A, | Sane persons in the district of Alaska, and for other purposes, 
Santt 4 . tne Cocsmiitics an Comin | approved January 27, 1905 ; Sa Nici 
~ By Mr LINDS AY Petition of R J ee ee S. 5203, An act granting to the Chicago, Milwaukee, and St 
gies Cane ee m. for. a forest reservation of the Gouthern Paul Railway Company, of Montana, a right of way % igh 
Annalachian Monuntains_te tha Cammittes on Acrienitura | te Fort Keogh Military Reservation, in Montana, and f 
AJ lachian Mountains—to the Committee on Agriculture. purposes : 
J Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to accom- S. 5537. An act authorizing the Secretary of the Int to 
I bill fo relief of Sarah Louisa Sheppard—to the Com- allot homesteads to the nati west of Alaska: % 
vam oe os f Marvland: Resoluti: f the 1 a af $8. 5572. An act to amend section 4348 of the Reyvis d Ss tes, 
ir. SMLit of Maryland: Kesolution Of the board Of | otablishing great coasting districts of the United St: 
‘ tors of th \I ry nd Penitentiary, against the pending S. 5683. An act to provide for the removal of dere! d 
: . i . . ict inters ee Se nea on other Soating dangers to aaa Baie , 
\ ' { bill for relief of Littleton D. S. 5890. An act to authorize the South an estern 1 
] t ( nittes valid Pensions. 
f Stewart & Jarrell, of Hillsboro; J. R. 
I s, of N oke; J. B. Andrews & Co., Wright & Carter, | 
O. R. Wright & Co., of Harlock; C. A. Dashiel, of Pri 
A ‘ ty; Zorah H. Brinsfield, of Eldorado; W. T. T 
( ( L. S. FI! censtein, of Easton; Robert M. Mess 
of Bet! I Milton L. Veasey, of Pocomoke City: W. 
Kirby, of Trappe; Wilson & Merrick, of Ingleside; S. Frank 
Dashiell, of Dames Quarter; M. L. Weaver, of Greensboro: 
W. FF. Me k, of Allen; Otis M. Hignutt, of Williston; Walter 
Wright & Co., of Choptank; J. W. S. Webb, of Vienna; 
1. Nullte f Andersontown; A. Phillips & Co., L. B. Phillips & 
( 1 Phillips Packing Company, of Cambridge; L. A. 


| ston River, in the Stat 


Company to construct bridges across the Clinch River : 
; of Virginia and Tennessee ; 

$.5891. An act to authorize the South and Western It Ly 
Company to construct bridges across the Clinch River the 
Halston River, in the States of Virginia and Tenness« 

$.5948. An act to authorize the Minnesota, Dakota \- 
cific Railway Company to construct a bridge across the 
River. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT presented a petition of the A) n 
Scenic and Historie Society, of New York City, N. Y.., : 
that an appropriation be made for the erection of a 
to Maj. John Wesley Powell, the explorer, and his com) 


/at some place near the Grand Canyon of the Colorado Ki 


Arizona; which was referred to the Committee on th , J 
He also presented a petition of the Council of Jewish 
of Chicago, Ill., praying that an appropriation be mad a 














19 


tion into the industrial conditions of women 





States: which was referred to the Committee on 

; Labor. 
ON presented a petition of Local Union No. 106, 
f Painters, Decorators, and Paper Hangers of 


Duluth, Minn., and a petition of 
in., praying for the enactment 
luty denaturized alcohol; 

ttee on Finance. 

petitions of 
Clinton, Ocean G 
New Jersey, prayi 
the postal k: 


citizens 
legislation to 
were referred 


sundry 
of 
on which 
ented citizens 
Camden, and 
ng for the adoption 


iws relative to 


sundry 
rove, 


of Lake 
Trenton, 
of a 
hewspaper 


. pl 
te of 
nt to 


hich were referred to the Committee on Post- 
, Roads. . 

ited the petition of Harry C. Runjin, of Plain- 

for the enactment of legislation to restrict 


which was referred to the Committee on Immigra 


rial of Mrs. nith, of Spring 


. W. §1 
‘nt 





istrating aga t cana of legislation 
m the Bureau of Education the education and 
Indians and Eskimos of Alaska to the governor of 


‘ed to the 


: : 
Committee 





on Terri 


of citi 
legislation 


of 
to 


ZeNnS 


Montela 


d sundry 
l tani: 


of a 


the De 


u in artment of the Interior; which 

to the Committee on Edueation and Labor. 
SILAM 1 resented petitions of Rev. George L. Mason 
\. Sanborn, of Rochester, and of the Granite State 
Club. of Manecbester, in the State of New Hat ip 
Ja on Demory, of Ithaca, N. Y., praying for the 
legislation to remove the duty on denaturized al 


referred to the Committee on Fin; 


Lice, 





da petition of the Mania Club of Rochester. 
that an appropriation be made for a scientific 
the industrial conditions of women in the 
- which was imferred to the Committee on Educa 
, ed the petition of John Sebastian, ao 
of the Rock Island Railroad system, of Chicas 
the enactment of legislation to ‘iets the 
. iculture to investigate systems of farm manage 


iking appropriations tl and 


ferred 


1erefor, for other 


pur 


was to the Committee on Agriculture 
-ETT presented sundry papers to accompany tli 
granting an inerease of pension to C. C. Davis; 


e on Pens 


inst 


to the Committ 
pre a j 


erred ons. 
Ss I 


sent rotest aga amendment 


1 yesterday on the rate bill, and I ask that it 

E-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois asks 

x of a dispatch which he sends to the desk. With 
the Secret will read it. 


ary 
id as follows: 


[| Telegram. ] 


PeorrIA, ILI May 10, 1 
nat Wash ton, D. C 
t pr iting | es to local r 1 attorn 
J Ss. 81 3 
PRI Che lis] atch will lie th { le 


number of 
rainst 
Illinois. 


protests 


pr yD) 
I do not ask that they 


LHe same 


i 


ite to consent to their be if pri ted in th 
E-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
* from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and it is so 


( were ordered to lie on the tab! ind to |} 
‘ ] ECO 5 follow 
CHICA TUNCT wN Oni if i 7 
DD I ted States nate 
WW hi jton. D. ¢ 
\ ployer nd the families in Ohio reques 
) d amend it to rate bill pending in S« t 
‘ iy < es issuin passes to such em 
it 
Wed PRA Is, 
Cond ors’ Les tive Represe t r O} 
NEW K Depot, O1 Way 10, 1906 
i ton, D. ¢ 
ood of Railway Trainmen, 1,450 e1 4 
‘ ! d Company, request your aid in de ! 
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| 
| 
| 


HO3 


before the 


on railr 


ll now 
portation 


CH {) 
HARI EF. Drey 
United tates B& t Wasl dD. ¢ 
As a grand of r, Ord I ( 
conductors, I re i i 1 
pre ting rai ds i I f 
NEW I ( 
Hon. C, F. Dick 
United tat Sey } 
Our division ] tl | 
timore and Ohio R re 
in th i nen ac 
tion. 
N I 
Hon. Cua EF. Di 
United Stat g it ty ) 




















No the Orde i ‘J 
e¢ h io » |} 
a tly } t 
reignet re ° 
ad emp ees l 1 
ply means t y 
I i employe 
N 
( J ( 
CTIA S I Lie 
} States Senat } 
" 
I re S 
y I ] l t ‘ 
I rrow 
me J 1 
NY r 
N oO 
Hion. C. F. Di 
lnit Ytot # 1 
I king I 1 No. 80. Int , 4 
‘ | ve B e 0 j 
) ) before t 5 te ¢ 
m on I oad i i 
issage of that 
i 
N 1 ( 
Hion. C F. Dick 
VW ton ». ( 
L. dix r ¢ R 1 ¢ 
| tin . i Ra 1} 
hill or t ‘ fr 
appeai to you ) i wi 
"7 . 
Hon. CHARLES F. DICK 
Un l States 8 ite. 7 } f ( 
Une stand 
. le ' 
| « I s 1 \ 
1 ' ted j 
ind 
M oads 
me Li 
' 
Hion, ¢ I 
1? 
W ‘ 
Hon. ¢ 1D 
i n ‘ I i 
} R 
‘ 
Mr. PILES ( l S 
Wasl pl r fi : 
in the Ke ee $ 
on Ts 1 Relations 
| Is sented ] { 
t 1 
ons til ry ( ( 
ha ol ive { Lod N a i ( ) ‘ ‘ 
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emplars f Everett ll in the State of Washington, praying 
r the f tl ‘rnal-revenue tax on denaturized alco- 
e I i to the Committee on Finance. 
Se I have a number of petitions by wire on the 
Si tor from Ohio [Mr. Dick] has pre- 
[ as t they be printed in the Recorp. 


> Is there objection the 
1 or from West Virginia? 


to me that printing in the Recorp 


to request 


, e! ly is an unusual proceeding. I think 
to print petitions from persons who are 
| ers, if we are to begin that course. 

vit SLDiN Does the Senator from Illinois ob- 


Senator from West Virginia? 








object in this case, but it seems 
not to be dad 5 
objection, the dispatches were ordered to lie 
nd to be printed in the Rrecorp, as follows: 
Wui N 1 1 
‘ United tat Senate: 
i bag lding issue of ¢ s to rai 
Rosr. ¥ 
x M. & I 
GRAFTON, W. VA iy 1906. 
S NY hir te D ¢ 
Virginia, whom I represent, earnestly pro- 
t t te 1 now pendin forbidd to 
e ‘ We urgently request 1 to effe its defeat. 
C. EK. LOsLt Cha U 
CLARKSBUR W. Va., Me , 1906 
II Y. B. § Washington, D. C.: 
jidding passes except to conns excln- 
I X work much injury to railroads in 
S 1 be struck out. No one attorney can 
State, and families of employees should 
x | sses. We think the amendment harsh 
\ li oppose it 
TOUN BASSE. 
H JOHN W. Davis. 
HARPERS Fi y, W. Va., May 9, 19 
I S r Se Washington, D. C.: 
‘ vendment to rate bill relative restricting passes 
é ees and families. 
Cc. E. MARLATT, Chairman Telegraphers. 
CLARINGTON, W. VA., May 10, 1906 
D n B.S Washington, D. ¢ 
} e i ¢ o teleg h operators protest against pending 
iffecting e transpor n for their families, 
} rt to defeat this amendment. 
M. C. RATHBUN, Chairman. 
M EA? I hope the Senators who have presented these 
I ns will di n amendment to satisfy their 
‘ 1 j ent it when the bill is reported to the 
S« t¢ 
McLAUI I have a telegram, not from a lawyer, that 
I ( » have printed in the Recorp, along 
with tl é s 1ich have been ordered printed. 
ICE-PRESIDEN'T Is there objection to the request of 
1) r f Mis npi? 
Mr. ULLOM. I do not object when the dispatch is from 
‘ e one else as well as from lawvers, if that is to be the rule. 
be no objection, the dispatch was ordered to lie on 
i ‘ e printed the Recorp, as follows: 
[ -ram.] 
( NVILI Miss., Ma 06 
D. M 1 A. J. McLAuRIN 
WW ington, D. ¢ 
S i t prol su- 
’ f pk ees and st st 
T FW. ALD 
| y t t rT) ¢ 12 citize idge- 
} ( ‘ the Nor alk Busines Ni As 
lof 1 le N ilk, Conn., praying for 
I ( i duty on d *j l 
‘ 1 to the Con ittee on |] ’ 
of the Municipal Art Society of 
( \ the en tment of } : 1 to 
} ‘ I n of Ni ra | 3 4 the 
thre ers of the waters for 1 I tur- 
r to the C mittee on reign 
ted ] s of 20 citiz of Klingers- 
{ ( il, No. 3867, Junior Order United 
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American Mechaines, of Shenandoah, and of Fairview ( 
No. 89, Daughters of Liberty, of Philadelphia, all in th 
of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis!:; 
restrict immigration; which were referred to the Commit 
Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the Young Woman’s Ch 
Temperance Union of Mount Washington, Pa., and a pet 
47 citizens of Allegheny, Pa., praying for the enactment 
islation providing for the closing of the Jamestown Ex; 
on Sunday; which were referred to the Select Committee 
dustrial Expositions. 

He also presented petitions of 15 citizens of Gettyshy 2 
Local Grange No. 58, of Wysox; of Local Union No. f 
Lancaster; of the Backus Water Motor Company, of Philadel. 
phia;-of D. B. Maurice Grange, No. 111, of Athens: of | 
No. 1155, of Summit, and of Local Grange N 7 
Patrons of Husbandry, in the State of Pennsylvania, ; . 
‘or the removal of the internal-revenue tax on dena i 
aleohol; which were referred to the Committee on Finan 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of the |] by- 
terian Church of Ellwood City; of the congregation , 
Huntingdon Valley Presbyterian Church, of Huntingdon 


Grange 


| of the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Abington: , 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Freeport; @ 
congregation of the East Whiteland Presbyterian Chu of 


Frazer; of the Home and Foreign Missionary Society « ‘ 
congregation of the Presbyterian Church of Dunbar: ’ 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Allegheny + 


of the congregation of the Second Presbyterian C] f 
Wyalusing; of the congregation of the Second Pres}, 
Church of Butler, and of the Young Woman’s Christian \ 
ciation of Wilkes-Barre, all in the State of Pennsylvania, }) , 
for the adoption of an amendment to the Constitution 

hibit polygamy; which were referred to the Committe: 
Judiciary. 

Mr. ELKINS. I present a number of telegrams from 1 ad 
telegraphers, engineers, and members of the Brother! of 
Trainmen, protesting against the passage of the amend to 
the rate bill as to passes. I will ask that one be read a that 
the others lie on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West \ l 


asks for the reading of a dispatch. 
Secretary will read it. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


Without object the 


Te oraryr 
g ; 
[Telegram.] 


GRAFTON, W. VA., May 10, 
Hon. S. B. ELKINS, 


Washington, D. O.: 

The Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen of West Virginia, \ 1 I 
represent, earnestly protest against amendment to rate bill now ling 
affecting free transportation, and urgently request that you I 
influence to effect its defeat, as we feel it affects our pers priv: 
ileges. 

W. A. MITCHELL, Chui) a 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The dispatches sent to tli 
by the Senator from West Virginia will lie on the table. 


Mr. ELKINS presented a petition of Liberty Council, No. 137, 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Pedington, W. Va., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigr: 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE presented a petition of the Board of 
of Indianapolis, Ind., praying for the passage of the s 

|“ Philippine tariff bill;” which was referred to the Cou 
on the Philippines. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade of | 
anapolis, Ind., praying for the ratification of the Santo D 
treaty; which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
tions. 

He also presented a petition of the Board of Trade 
anapolis, Ind., praying for the ratification of internatio! 
procity treaties; which was referred to the Committee 
eign Relations. 

He also presented petitions of the congregation of tl! 
Presbyterian Church of Hammond, of the congregatio 
First Methodist Episcopal Church of Vincennes, and 
Woman’s Missionary Society of the Second Presbyterian | 
of Madison, all in the State of Indiana, praying 1 
adoption of an amendment to the Constitution to 
polygamy; which were referred to the Committee on 
diciary. 

He also presented a petition of sundry citizens of G 
Ind., praving for the enactment of legislation to remove | 
on denaturized aleohol; which was referred to the Co 
on Finance. ; 

He also presented a petition of the Ladies’ Socia! Circle 0! 
the First Baptist Church of Indianapolis, Ind., praying that an 








t Cen 
i i's. UU 
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be made for a scientific investigation into the 





putting title in the individual, in « t 
nditions of women in the United States; which was | the Governmen I do not 1 
1e Committee on Edueation and Labor. law, and that is wl I { 
LLOM. I present a couple of dispatches protesting The purpose, I have ( ( 
I “Ss e of the pass ] vision in the railroad rate do not desire to def t the pury aT ( t 
Il] not ask that they be printed in the Recorp. I do | meth y which the pu S $s ay 
that is 1 Ssary. one | 





‘E-PRI SIDE NT. The dispatches présented by the ot compas ge: taf? ie andy ot 


authorizes a condemnatioy 








ym Illinois will lie on the table. Gove it. Thi for + e 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. | that the title may go into an 
conve it to the Gover! ( 
IRRY, from the Committee on Commerce, to whom | jt fas to} ndemned. by the ind 1 
red the bill (H. R. 18439) to authorize the construc- ! the amount of monev wh “ay 
bridge across Tallahatchie River, in Tallahatchie | to condemn it In that way |} vuld 
Miss., reported it without amendment. the property. 
‘ALLINGER, from the Committee on mmerece, to MI RYE _—— } 
ed the bill (H. R. 17982) to grar es H. | pona 
his assigns and successors, the right a dam | _ If the Senator will allow me one mo » Y 
e Niobrara River on the Fort Niobrara Military Res a ae = hi takes oan teenie con dine emer : eed 
Nebr., and to Cone ees and operate a trolley or > ree t ekg n - t +} . lal o or ry 
lway line and telegraph and telephone line across United States made an al ae ri 
tion, asked to be discharged from its further con- ine that the St hag f W “s r ¢] 
and that it be referred to the Committee on Military furnish a free right of way from the lake t 
vhich was agreed to. ollection is that they failed, because they 
t+ER, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to whon free right which they wanted to th “tty 
red the bill (S. 1415) for the relief of Thomas J. - 


. ; | there were a number of cases where they w 
C submitted an adverse report thereon; which was 


i ; a cure it. 
nd the bill was postponed indefinitely. 


LKELEY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to the >> ian aga ion I : tir ry ney 
3 referre oa the bill (S. 1584) to correct the military of rivers and harbors and there 

Alexander Everhart, reported it with an amendment, | giate or the city to secure the richt ‘ 
ted a report thereon. : 


ment. It is hardly ever an individual; I 
MNATION FOR RIVER AND HARBOR IMPROVEMENT. | individual to have anything to do 


' ' . : : , vides that the Government may institute 
LSON. Iam directed by the Committee on Commerce, ; 


, ) : masse cm ceedings through the Atto1 General, that t 
as referred the bill (H. R. 15095) authorizing the | . sufficient bond shall be provided, that the is ' 
° : . . aii i i pI Silica ty y site, at it i ‘ 
tion of lands or easements needed in connection with | ,, i after condemnation, and that all the cost .; 
. . yy OM < t f'Lilikks it Ay ‘ ' < ‘ ‘ : 
river and harbor improvement at the expense of per 


shall be paid by the party. It seems to me 


nie s, or corporations, to report it favorably without be eet safer than tl $ 


; oo f ask for its present consideration. on . 
2 ‘or i Mr. BACON. The Senator—— 
E-PRESIDENT, The bill will be read for the in- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is tl 
of the Senate. 


; 5 consideration of the bill? 
etary read the bill See, nea : ' 
hee ae 7 a Mr. B ON. he Chair will pardon 1 
CE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present ir. BAC ae if t : 
n of the bill just read? : answer definitely. 
) ol e i s i Y . 7 sAYrTY rr? ‘ 
Me , : ; The CE-PRESIDENT. The § 
-ACON. I could not catch the reading here. I should a “ys oe si 
* . rocee( 
at 1t for a moment. ’ : . vee ‘ . VT 
ieee ; . ‘ ' Mr. BACON. he Senator from 
SON. I wish to say to the Senator from Georgia a : pe a oe Tt is not C 
a House bill which has passed the House, and it is pooes & , : i Paty 


. > . nut to expe or th t tl I 

led by the War Department, and unanimously re- | ? Py 4 +} aes mnation. } 
ment aiter ft condemn 

the Committee on Commerce. 


Pa . authorizes a condemnation not for the G 
\CON. I do not wish to delay the bill if it is merito- rc . : ne 9 ctnatatey eal 
| P : 1s the Government will have the u 
confess, however, that it appears to me to be a bill : 
st have been introduced for the purpose of meeting 


individual who is thereafter to f to ft ( 





j i on As is not a question of expense o1 
icular case, as it is quite unusual in its terms. It a vill 1 ; = t 
party will do, but as to our t to 
ae Mil property for the hy efit of 
never any person, company, or ¢ rporation, municipal or title in the name of e ind 
undertake to secure, for the purpose of conveying the ; + 44 4 , 
vr . - . at nyeore er oO convey ) 
nited States free of cost, any land or easement therein, bond th iter 1 ets ; 
ection with a work of river and harbor improvement I do not wish to delay 
Z D¥Y Congress, etc. 





ve a law now by which whatever is needed by the Govy- | g ver 1 1 t 
may be condemned. { j 
LSON. Mr. President, it is a case where the citizens | I will 


creed to give the re vernment the site for the river | 1 now e is vt 
improvement, but they struck some men with whom | legal st: 
1ot deal. The object is to authorize the Government Mr. FRY [ I 
» condemnation proceedings in these cases, to be paid | mittee « R 
es who are to furnish the site. on Col f 1 
CON. I do not object to the object at all, but it is | lutely1 
| proceeding. This is really a proceeding to condemn | I have sug¢ | 
vate use by the individual. Mr. BAC 
SON, No: it is for the benefit of the Government. he |} 1 ed 
ON. Oh, I understand that. I, of course, under- | proceedings to be | 
t the ultimate purpose is that the Government may | the ¢ 
of it; but, if I understand the reading of the bill, | the d { 
idemned in order that a private person may here- | w 1 shall be 
it to the Government, That is altogether an anom whom tl 
eeding, so far as I have information as to any prece ‘ent tl ry and 
ything in harmony with the general rule of law. thorized by the | » 
se we recognize the fact that there can be condemna- | for a private ind al 
dings for the benefit ef the Government, but here is | does give bond 
re it is provided that where a private individual The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1 
© convey property and can not himself secure a good | consideration of the bill? 


the Government he can condemn it for the purpose of | Mr. SPOONER. I do not see anything in»the bill, 1 n 
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reads it carefully, that attempts to authorize an individual to 
conde any real estate. It provides: 
t whenever any person, company, or corporation, municipal or 
hall u to secure, for the purpose of conveying the 
United States free of cost, any land or easement therein, 
nection with a work of river and harbor improvement 
thorized by Congress, and shall be unable for any reason to 
d title thereto 


ans by purchase, of course. 


It could not mean any- 


g¢ els hen it confers the jurisdiction on the Secretary of 
\\ 
s ry of War may, in his discretion, cause proceedings to be 
im the name of the I nited States. 
Mr. BACON. But if the Senator will read the bill further 
he will find that the contemplation is that the title shall go to 
the party who desires to make the donation, because there is a 


wovision in it that he shall give bond that he will convey to the 
Government after the condemnation proceedings. 
Mr. President, I will ask that the bill go over until to-morrow. 












I will not interpose any objection after I have had time to 
examine it, if I see that it is all right. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be placed on the Cal- 
enadnr. 

‘Mir. BACON subsequently said: Mr. President,» since House 
bill 15095 was before the Senate, I have had an opportunity to | 
read it, and I find that I misunderstood the Senator from 
Maine in saying, as I understood him to say, that there was a 
bond required of the party to convey to the Government after 
the condemnation proceedings. I find that that is a mistake, 
and that the condemnation is really to be not in favor of the 
individual, but of the Government. I therefore withdraw my 

ection to the consideration of the bill. 

rhe ICE-PRESIDENT. The bill has been read. Is there 
objection to its present consideration? 

Phere being no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 

ttee of the W hole. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, 
ordered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

STEEL LIGHT VESSEL AT ENTRANCE TO JUAN DE FUCA STRAIT. 

Mr. PILES I am directed by the Committee on Commerce 
to whom was referred the bill (S. 6003) to construct id plac 
a steel light-ship on “ Forty Fathom Bank,” so-called, off th 
entrance to the Straits of Juan de Fuca, to report it th an 

dment nd | k for its present ¢ leration. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT Che bill will be read for the in- 
f iol f the Senute 
re ( d the bill: and, there he no olbje Ion 
in ¢ of the Whole, proceeded to it 
of the Committee on Com e was, in lil 
rd l mm” 4% ti e out the 1 ler of th 
| 
‘ ntra Juan de Fuca Strait, at a point 
$ I t! i4 a : \ a. l y t I (ai 
| m li ‘ 1, « ipped with i oved 
{ st not to exceed $150,000 

Phe amendment was agreed to. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate as amended, and the 

mendment was concurred in. 

Che bill ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third t e, and passed. 

rh itle was amended so as to read: “A bill to construct and 

e a steel light vessel on Swiftsure Bank, off the entrance to | 
J de Fuca Strait.” 
OANOKE RIVER BRIDGE, NORTH CAROLINA. 

Mr. BERRY. I am directed by the Committee on Commerce, | 
{ vhom referred the bill (H. R. 18204) to authorize the 
N | 1 and Halifax Bridge.Company to construct a 

g icross Roanoke Riyer at or near Weldon, N. C., to re- 
port favorably without amendment. 

M SIMMONS. I ask unanimous consent for the present 
considerat of the bill just reported by the Senator from 

The Secretary read the bill; and, there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its | 
cm sideration. 

rhe bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 

JURORS IN PORTO RICO. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am directed by the Committee on Pa- 
cifle Islands and Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill 
(S. 5512) defining the qualifications of jurors in Porto Rico, 
to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its 
present consideration. 

The Secretary read the bill. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the pr t 
consideration of the bill just read? 

Mr. HALE. Will not the Secretary read again that Dp : 
of it relating to the exemptions from jury duty? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read, 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Provided, That the exemptions from jury duty allowed by the | 
law shall be respected by the court when insisted upon by venire 

Mr. FORAKER. TI will state for the benefit of the s 
from Maine that the only purpose of the bill is to chang: 

law so that they can select men who understand the b) h 
language for jurors in the United States courts. 

Mr. HALE. Is that the only infirmity in the present law jy 
relation to the choosing of veniremen? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes; it is practically the only one. It 
only one I know of. The bill is recommended by the judge 

United States district court for Porto Rico, by the United Si.;e. 
district attorney for Porto Rico, and by the Attorney-Gen: 

Mr. HALE. What are the qualifications of jurors? 

Mr. FORAKER. The organic act of Porto Rico pr g 
| that the district court of Porto Rico shall have, in addit to 
' 
| 
| 


| the jurisdiction which belongs to United States district 
generally, the jurisdiction of the circuit court, and it 
| applicable to Porto Rico, in so far as not locally inapplica) 
laws of the United States, among which is the statute 
| ing the selection of jurors to conform to the local laws 
| conforming to the local laws the requirements for jurors the 
| local court do not exactly suit the requirements of the bu Lg 
| in the United States district court, where it is by law required 
to be conducted in the English language. 

Mr. HALE. That is all there is in the bill? 

Mr. FORAKER. That is all there is in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the bill just read? 

There being no objection, the bill was considered as in | 
mittee of the Whole. 

The bill was rcported to the Senate without amendn l- 
dered to be engrossed for a third reading, read the thi 
and passed. 
| On motion of Mr. Foraker, the title was amended so 0) 
rend: “A bill defining the qualifications of jurors for ser, j 
the United States district court of Porto Rico.” 


LAKE MICHIGAN IMPROVEMENT. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I am directed by the Committee on Com- 
merce, to whom was referred the joint resolution (H. J. Res ) 
authorizing the construction and maintenance of wharves, 

nd other structures in Lake Michigan, adjoining certai 
in Lake County. Ind., to report it favorably without am: 

Mr. HEMENWAY. I ask for the immediate consider 
| the joint resolution. 

The Secretary read the joint resolution; and there ly no 
objection, it was considered as in Committee of the Who 

The joint resolution was reported to the Senate \ 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the third time | 
passed. 





BILLS INTRODUCED. 
ie . = 
Mr. DICK introduced a bill (S. 6097) to regulate the k ng 
of employment agencies in the District of Columbia wher s 


are charged for procuring employment or situations; which 5 
read twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on the 
District of Columbia. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6098) granting 
crease of pension to David C. Winebrener; which was 1 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, refer 
the Committee on Pensions, 

Mr. ELKINS introduced the following bills; which were 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com 
on Claims: 

A bill (S. 6099) for the reilef of Jose Salazar y Ortiz; 

4 bill (S. 6100) for the relief of the trustees of the Met! 
Episcopal Church of Bunker Hill, formerly Mill Creek, \\ 
(with accompanying papers). 

Mr. ELKINS introduced a bill (S. 6101) granting a pension to 
John Frederick ; which was read twice by its title, and, with | 
accolpanying paper, referred to the Committee on Pensi 

Ile also introduced a bill (S. 6102) to remove the charze 0 
desertion from the military record of Ephraim Martin 
| rant him an honorable discharge; which was read twice by ‘'s 
title, and referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
| Mr. SPOONER introduced a bill (S. 6103) granting an 
| crease of pension to William P. Visgar; which was read tv 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to | 
Committee on Pensions. 
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\RREN introduced a bill (S. 6104) to create the office | County, Wash., by the Pend d’Oreille Devel 

in the Philippine Scouts; which was read twice by | which was read twice by its title, and ref | ( 
ind; with the accompanying paper, referred to the | mittee on Commerce. 

on Military Affairs. Mr. DICK intr 1 (§ 
\IMONS introduced a bill (8S. 6105) to correct the | for the purchase of material and equipment { 
cord of Smith F. Carroll; which was read twice by | struction of the Panama Canal: wl 


d referred to the Committee on Military Affairs. title, and referred to the Committee I 
ALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6106) granting a Mr. ANKENY ‘oduced a 
way for widening the alley connecting Nichols avenue } viding for the purchas f x | 


ilton road, in the District of Columbia; which was | the construction of the Par Canal: 
by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, | by its title, and referred to the ¢ 
the Committee on the District of Columbia. Canals. 


rr introduced a bill (S. 6107) for the relief of AID BY CUBAN ' aie hed 
1 Curry ; whic vas rei wice r its title, ant ‘e- | ‘ . i: 
. which v s re id twice by its title, and re- | Mr. CULLOM. I prex ; ad 
(Committee on Cialims. the § foros e si 
. ‘ . . ; — . e secTeti VY OL ¢ Le na r thy ‘ 
oduced a bill (S. 6108) for the relief of Dan . “ng : 
ernment. I ask that tl 


h was read twice by its title, and referred to the 

m Claims. 
LE introduced a bill (S. 6109) authorizing the re- 
t of midshipmen recently dismissed from the Nayal 
r hazing; which was read twice by its title, and re- 


into the ReEcorp. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Wit! oO 
will l 


read as requested, 


The Secretary read as foll 











the Committee on Naval Affairs. ne 
LINT introduced a bill (S. 6110) to correct the military | Hon. Suripy M. Criiom, 
. Crain; which was read twice by its title, and Chairman of the Commitice on I h 
» Committee on Military Affairs. 
; . : . ‘“ Sim: Ir iné 
\RNER introduced the following bills; which were |! referred to your comt I 
ead twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying | 1 ition a copy_of a d 
rred to the Committee on Pensions: seem - Se ae a snstant, Tt 
S. 6111) granting an increase of pension to Thomas | San Francisco « ae 
i informatio 1 hav 
(S. 6112) granting an increase of pension to Hiram J. | ™ — hy m t a See if _ had 
(S. 6118) granting an increase of pension to John ——- 
RNER introduced the following bills; which were | won. kum Root. 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com Secretary of State, Washington 
Clair Str: On April 30 the wer | f ( ( 
(S. 6114) to refund internal-revenue taxes paid by ae a . she awe =, b ae 
ivate dies (with accompanying papers); and of the Gan Wrancisco suifer 
S. 6115) for the relief of Margaret C. Montville. upper house was 1 red 
‘PR introduced a bill (S. 6116) to correct the military _In view of the desire of P. 
Porter P. Misner; which was read twice by its title, armed am a ia oa Sond ' 
‘red to the Committee on Military Affairs. without ! s ! 1 tha 
troduced a bill (S. 6117) granting an increase of | fore, be declined, Ta 
W. E. Cummin; which was read twice by its title, | jnaicate, 31 
i to the Committee on Pensions. appropriation ¢ i's SJ a i 
.NHAM introduced a bill (S. 6118) granting an in- | of this fact for the ¢ mm 
. 7 . , : . tent it tf with t $s expres l 
pension to Reuben B. Watson; which was read twice I have the honor , 
and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the } 
( » on Pensions. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The c 
ERKINS introduced a bill (S. 6119) for the protection | ferred to the Committee on Foreign R 
is, birds, and fish in the forest reserves of California, : ; eaten 
ther purposes; which was read twice by its title, and ae ae Ae ’ 
the Committee on Forest Reservations and the Pro- Mr. CULLOM submitted an 
f Game, application of a sum not to exceed $1,000,000 
LBERSON introduced the following bills; which were | tity fund received as reimbursement f ( 
d twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- | ment, for the purchase of ground 
iblic Buildings and Grounds: for consular offices in China, Korea, and 
S. 6120) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- | proposed by him to the di ti A ¢ 
» United States post-office at San Marcos, Tex.; and bill: which was referred to the C 
(S. 6121) for the purchase of a site for a Federal build- | tions, and ordered to be printed 
e United States post-office at Nacogdoches, Tex. Mr. GALLINGER sub ted an 
APP (by request) introduced a bill (S. 6122) directing | acquisition of land for a ] 
ient of white persons intermarried with Cherokee In- | street and Branch avenue 
blood, and for other purposes; which was read twice by | avenue extended in the Dist OL § 


and réferred to the Committee on Indian Affairs. proposed by him to the D "1ct OF ¢ 

BACON introduced the following bills; which were sey- | Which was ordered to bé santed . 
1 twice by their titles, and, with the accompanying | papers, referred to the Com ce On the 4 . 
erred to the Committee on Claims: He also submitted ne | 

| ($. 6123) to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury $100,000 for tl e pure 


» claim of Mrs. Mattie Stewart Glover and Mrs. Kath- | water meters in the District 

‘art Ruse, the heirs at law and only legal representa- | P 1 by him to the Distr ( 
the late William Stewart, of Mobile, Ala. ; and which was refer! 

(S. 6124) for the relief of the heirs of Elisha Lowry. bia, and order to ! 


MLLER introduced a bill (S. 6125) for the relief of | WITHDRAWAL OF PA 
\. Hesselberger; which was read twice by its title, and | 

to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
BEVERIDGE introduced a bill (S. 6126) granting an in 


im ¢ 


On motion of Mr. McC 

Ordered, That the pape l 
p Senate, in connection \ t 5 

£ pension to James BE. Speake; which was read twice by | granting an increase of pensi: \ y 
, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. | Sy ae eres aCes Rave neem tak 

iso introduced a bill (S. 6127) granting an increase of | AFFAIRS OF M’KINLEY MANUAL TRAIN I 

to John R. Callender ; which was read twice by its title,| wr GALLINGER submitted the following resolution; which 
erred to the Committee on Pensions. 
PILES introduced a bill (S. 6128) to authorize the con- | Resolved, That the Committee on the District of Columbia, by sub- 
n of a bridge across the Pend d’OQreille River, in Stevens | committee or otherwise, is hereby directed to iny gate, at its discre- 


was considered by unanimous consent, and agreed to 
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n, all matters connected with the administration of the affairs of the 
Meclkinley Manual Training School, to inquire into the conduct of the 
id the discipline of said school, and also to make such 
igation of school affairs in the District of Columbia as 

] mimittee shall deem advisable. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. If there are no further concurrent 
or other resolutions, the Chair lays before the Senate the un- 


nished business, which is House bill 12987. 

Che Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (HL. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 


ll acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 


Commerce Commission. 


Interstate 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Unless there are further amend- 
nts to section 1 of the bill, the Secretary will read section 2. 


The Secretary proceeded to read section 2, beginning on page 

of the bill. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
nent to section 2, which is 

Mr. LODGE. I suggest that the Senator’s amendment will be 
in order after the section shall have been read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the reading of the section is 
concluded by the Secretary, the Chair will recognize the Sena- 
of 


Mr. President, I wish to offer an amend- 


tor from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] for the purpose 
offering his amendment. 

The Secretary read section 2 of the bill, as follows: 

Sec. 2. That section 6 of said act, as amended March 2, 1889, be 
mended so to read as follows: 

‘Ss 6. That every common carrier subject to the provisions of this 


t shall print and keep open to public inspection schedules showing 
es, fares, and charges for the transportation of passengers and 
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’ 
schedule then in force and the time when the changed rates, fare ss 
charges will go into effect. The Commission may make public ; 
quire the carriers to make public such proposed changes in such n 
ner as may, in its judgment, be deemed practicable and may pre A 
from time to time the measure of publicity which common ¢: . 
shall give to advances or reductions in joint tariffs. . 

“It shall be unlawful for any common carrier party to any nt 
tariff to charge, demand, collect, or receive from any person 0) 
sons a greater or less compensation for the transportation of ; 2 
or property, or for any services.in connection therewith, betwee) 
points as to which a joint rate, fare, or charge is named thereon rf 
is specified in the schedule filed with the Commission in force e 
time. 

“The Commission may determine and prescribe the form in h 
the schedules required by this section to be kept open to public j 
tion shall be prepared and arranged and may change the form : 
time to time as shall be found expedient. . 

‘If any such common carrier shall neglect or refuse to file or yy) 
lish its schedules or tariffs of rates, fares, and charges as provided in 
this section or any part of the same such common carrier shall, ; 
dition to other penalties herein prescribed, be subject to a writ of 
mandamus, to be issued by any circuit court of the United Si n 


the judicial district wherein the principal operating office of said 
mon carrier is situated or wherein such offense may be committed, and 
if such common carrier be a foreign corporation in the judicial 
wherein such common carrier accepts traffic and has an agent 
form such service, to compel compliance with the aforesaid pr. 
of this section; and such writ shall issue in the name of the pe of 
the United States, at the relation of the Commission appointed ler 
the provisions of this act; and the failure to comply with its 

ments shall be punishable as and for a contempt; and the said 
mission, as complainant, may also apply, in any such circuit « f 


the United States, for a writ of injunction against such comn 
rier to restrain such common carrier from receiving or trans ¢ 


property among the several States and Territories of the United 

or between the United States and adjacent foreign countries 

tween ports of transshipment and of entry and the several St | 
Territories of the United States as mentioned in the first 
this act, until such common carrier shall have complied with th 
said provisions of this section of this act.” 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have sundry verbal amend- 
ments to offer to this section, which have been recommended |yy 
the Interstate Commerce Commission; which I send to the des 


Sec if 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The first amendment proposed by 
| the Senator from South Carolina will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 3, line 24, after the word “ shall,” 


in | 


it is proposed to insert “ file with the Commission created by 
this act and:” and on page 3, line 25, after the word “ show- 
ing,” to insert the word “all;” so as to read: 


Sec. 2. That section 6 of said act, as amended March 2, 18:9, 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 6. That every common carrier subject to the provisions is 
act shall file with the Commission created by this act and p: i 
keep open #% public inspection schedules showing all the rat fares, 

| and charges for the transportation of passengers, etc. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I now offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The Secretary. On page 4, line 1, it is proposed to str rut 
the word “ the,” before the word “ transportation; and in lines 
1, 2, and 8 to strike out the words “ of passengers and proj. 
which any such common carrier has established and which are 
in force at the time upon its route,” and to insert in lieu ‘eof 
the words “between different points on its own route e- 
tween points on its own route and points on the route 
other carrier by railroad or by water when a through rovte and 


joint rate have been established.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I am afraid that the i: 
of the words “or by water” may give this provision a d if 
significance from what it now has. I do not see any o n 
for using the words “or by water” in that connection. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Here is a memorandum sent me by t In- 
terstate Commerce Commission, in which they explain why (! 
is done. I will have the memorandum read for the info! mn 
of the Senate, if it is so desired. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I shall be glad to have it read. Thos Is 
might make an important difference under certain condi 

Mr. CULLOM. Let the communication from the In‘ e 
Commerce Commission be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary 
quested, in the absence of objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The sixth section of the present law, and as it is proposed to 
stantially reenacted with a few amendments in the Hepburn 
framed upon no consistent or reasonable theory or pian. in i! 


will read 





ent form it results from adding onto the original section, p 
1887, the amendments of 1889. As the section now stands, \ 
| amendments proposed in the Hepburn Dill, individual and joi! s 


erty Ww al such common carrier has established, and which | 
in force at the time upon its route. The schedules printed as 

esaid by any suc common carrier shall plainly state the places 
( h property and passengers will be carried, and shall con- 

‘ ssification of freight in force, and shall also state sepa 
rately the terminal charges, icing charges, and all other charges which 
t on may require, and any rules or regulations which in 
{ wi ffect, or determine any part of the aggregate of such 
d rates, fares, and charges. Such schedules shall be plainly 
pl ed 1 large type, and copies for the use of the public shall be 
ted in wo Dp nd cors;picuous places in every depot, station, or 

office of such carrier where p engers or freight, respectively, are re 
ved transportation, in such form that they shall be accessible to 

t public and can be conveniently inspected. 

Any « 1mon carrier subject to the provisions of this act receiving 
| in the United States to be carried through a foreign country 
vy pla in tl United States shall also in like manner print and 

en public inspection, at every depot or office where such 

s eived for shipment, schedules showing the through rates 

= nd charged by such common carrier to all points in the ; 

is evyond the foreign country to which it accepts freight 

d any freight shipped from the United States through 

into the United States the through rate on which 

1 made public, as required by this act, shall, before 

! 1 j the United States from said foreign country, be sub- 
luties as if said freight were of foreign production. 

( nire | be made in the rates, fares, and charges or joint 

charges which have heen established and published by 

‘ rr in compliance with the requirements of this sec 

ti 1) ft y days’ publie notice, which shall plainly state the 
‘ I I i to be made in the sehedule then in force and the time 
V n the el ged rate fares, or charges will go into effect: and the 
i changes shall be shown by printing new schedules, or shal! 
lainly indicated upon the sehedules in force at the time and kept 
open to public inspection: Provided, That the Commission may, in its 
di etion and for good cause shown, allow changes upon less than the 
! 1 specified, or modify the requirements of this section 
! » publishing, posting, and filing of tariffs, either in particular 
in r | 1 general order applicable to special or peculiar cir- 
cumstances or conditions. 

And when any such common carrier shall have established and 
shed its rates, fares, and charges in compliance with the provi- 

f tl ection, it shall be unlawful for such common carrier to 
lemand, collect, or receive from any person or persons a 
r or less compensation for the transportation of passengers or 
r for any services in connection therewith, than is specified 
h published schedule of rates, fares, and charges as may at the 
time be in f 

Hvery common ‘rier subject to the provisions of this act shall 
f with the Commission hereinafter provided for copies of its sched- | 
f f and charges which have been established and pub- | 
] ed in compliance with the requirements of this section, and shall 
Dp y notify iid Commission of all changes made in the same. 
1 ery such common carl shall also file with said Commission copies 
f all contracts, agreements, or arrangements with other common car- 
rie n relation to any traffic affected by the provisions of this act 
to which it may be a party. And in cases where passengers and 
f rht pass over continuous lines or routes operated by more than one | 
I 1 carrier, and the several common carriers operating such lines 
ro establish joint tariffs of rates, fares, or charges for such 
in s lin or routes, copies of such joint tariffs shall aiso in 
( ner be filed with said Commission Such joint rates, fares, 
ges on such continuous lines so filed as aforesaid shall be 
ec by such common carriers when directed by said Com- 
in so far as may, in the judgment of the Commission. be | 
i practicable: and said Commission shall from time to time 
et 1 ure of publicity which shall be given to such rates, 
nd charge or to such part of them as it may deem it prac- 
f uch common carriers to publish, and the places in which 

t ( yublished. 
nge shall be made in joint rates, fares, and charges, shown 
upo! nt tariffs, except after thirty days’ notice to the Commission, 
which shall plainly state the changes proposed to be made in the 


are without any reason treated differently. As to the individual! 
there must be thirty days’ public notice of change and prompt 
whatever that may mean, of such change to the Commission 
the joint rate, there must be thirty days’ notice to the Com 


and such publicity given to the proposed change as the Com! 

may order. Again, as to the individual rate, the Commiss 3 
authority to vary the time of notice of any change in that rate { as 
to the joint rate, the Commission can not vary the time of no! ) 
itself of a proposed change in that rate. - 


There is no reason why the joint rate as to publication at st ns 
and notice to the Commission should not stand upon the same lovl!ts 
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idual rate. So far as the public is concerned, a rate is a | thing that the Commission appeared to desire. For that reason 
r it is over only one railroad or applies over two or more 

nd as to either rate the necessity for publication is the Sew Cicmment 
nroviso in the Hepburn bill authorizing the Commission i¢ ommission had prepared, and confined 
es in the individual rate upon less than the thirty days’ | amendinent of the existing section 6 
ed or to modify the requirements in relation to publish- I do not deny that 
ine the tariffs is valuable to the public or a necessity to _ ; 


the committee dropped from the bill the m 








it should be made to apply also to joint rates; but as | More modern and more in con LT h pre ! 
d. as the bill now stands the Commission has no authority | ditions, and I have no objection at ll. with 
equirement for thirty days’ notice to the Commission of | which the Senator from New Jers: has sugegeste 
> oint rates. Moreover, the law should distinctly provide arate requirement for a wire ie 
; tion of joint rates, just as it does for the publication | “"* uN ae mL OF 1 me Charee ‘ © ms 
aa ‘ nally framed of the interstate-commerce bill should 
rtion of the act to regulate commerce and most of the! stituted for section 2 in the pendi: { tl i 
vas framed to secure adherence to published tariffs. It cover all the points ada I ; 1, ; ai . ce 
the provisions of the law respecting the filing and publi- | aie SR cpprae Rl —pcesgee Me. oe ee Was ; 
tariffs should be definite and certain as to joint rates as | tor from South Carolina has offere 3 
if al rates. There should also be in section 6 a distinct | Mr. TILLMAN lo save Time ned ; Con der 
rbidding a carrier to receive or participate in the trans- | routine which we will h e to a ie ‘ ' 
“l by the act unless the rates, fares, and charges upon | a a ee sioeanigersae tect scans tnan atatnene nae : 
: is transperted have been filed and published in accord- | pe fectly willing to accept th ugcs 
; provisions of this section, and that the published rates New Jersey [Mr. Kean], that the substitute 
iably observed. offered shall go i ’ ty) , : , : 
: . ‘ * . : . } siteti £Oo the bi ms aad } yw ¢ ‘ ( 
ish this purpose the Commission, in what is known as Hepl “bill i into th I] BS UC OL I! 
ion bill.” redrafted section 6 of the act to regulate com epourn vill in this piecemeal way. 
nn 2 of the Hepburn bill, which aims to amend section 6 Mr. KEAN. Then I will offer the substitute i 
» regulate commerce, should be amended as shown on the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ¢ _ ater +] 
of the Tapes ae ; ' from South Carolina withdraws | proposed vl 
vill also be found a formal amendment setting forth the — ea we aera . pry : 
licated. the Senator from New Jersey proposes a su tu 
upose of the amendment is to provide in one paragraph | amendment 
he filing with the Commission as for the publication of all om . 7 rm B : or 
er individual or joint, and to include therein all terminal | .. Mr. TILLMAN. The proposed substitute strikes « 
e charges, and all special privileges or facilities granted line 22, on page ie 
rhis places the filing and publication of all schedules on Mr. LODGE. I think the amendment should be wot 
ig and makes such schedules include all rates, privileges, to show that it comes in after the word “ ows ink 
| because it is not section 6 of the pe ding bil ) st ia 
ILLMAN. That is all that relates to this special | is section 6 of the old act that is proposed to be ame 
ce | Mr. KEAN. The amendment is to come ir n g ay 
ALDRICH. There is no allusion here to the reasons for | after the following words: 
the words “or by water,” when the transportation] g,. © nat section 6 of said act. as amended M gs 
nder different conditions entirely from the conditions | amended so as to read as follows 
the first section of the bill. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed 
frILLMAN. I presume that it has reference or is in- | Senator from New Jersey will be stated. 
include water transportation along with railroad The Secretary. On page 2 it is proposed to strike it 
ition, or partly by railroad and partly by water, as | after the word “ follows,” in line 22, down to the end « 
he bottom of the first page of the act. tion, and to insert in lieu thereof the following 
HAN. Mr. President—— Gea Wee aia 
. ‘ 7 — 4 - . - PEC, . avery common carrier subject ¢t the pr 
ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- | shall file with the Commission created by this act t is 
to the Senator from New Jersey? the rates, fares, and charges for transportation, : efined 
’ J r; les “0 section of this act, between points upon its own route nd \ 
; LUMAN. With pleasure. points upon its own route and points upon the rout 


EAN. Noticing the memorandum which has just been | rier when a through route and joint rate have 


the Interstate Commerce Commission, I yesterday | 2gsreement or otherwise; and this provision shall ‘ 
. . m . “2 ‘onnecti yo points in the nited States passes Oo 
1 an amendment which covers the sixth section of | COBmecUms two points In Unite : 
foreign country nd when the traffic gz t f 


egard to interstate commerce. The amendment that Such tariffs shall plainly state the place 
1 is one prepared by the Interstate Commerce Com- assengers or property will be carried, shall contain the yn 
is ; : frei ‘force, and shall also state separately 
nd is the same as was in the Interstate Commerce | wade ae -sertmnadirty yg 
° . : . storace, ing charges, ane a ri ( 
ns bill which they presented some time since. be allowed other than those involved in the 
ILLMAN. Mention has just been made of that in the | passengers or property, as defined in the fir 
lum ordinary course between two definite points, and 
cen a - j tions which in any wise change , 
‘EAN. With one change. I introduced that amend- | gate of said rates, fares, and « , Ol 
terday, as the Senator will see, and I now offer it to | per or consignee. Every such common 
Commission copies of all contracts, agreements, 
ing to any traffic or transportation affected by tl 
act to which it may be a party; 





rst sect 





ih. 
I\LLMAN., What is the change the Senator makes? 











\EAN. The only change is in line 2, on page 2 of the The carrier shall plainly s ifs In 2 s 
it, where the words “icing charges” are inserted. keep posted, for the use of the public, two copies 
* . o conspicuous places in every dep itior 
iLLMAN. It will save time and be perfectly agreeable | yor, Seana or freizht, resi ‘ 





t the Commission’s substitute which it sent in its) tion, in such manner that they shall be acce 


ll be acted upon, instead of going through the trouble- | can be conveniently inspected. 


> ' No change shall be made in ¢ riff 
s of inserting these amendments to the Hepburn bill. | ¢ ane Se wubinel . an ne i jap 
MOLLIVER. Mr. President— Commission a statement showin chang d 
. ind s l post ‘ tariff 


ICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- | 8" ae _ 
to the Senator from Iowa? slaty éave before the taki fect of 
LLUMAN. With pleasure. sion may, for good « e show! 








‘OLLIVER. I think it is due to the committee to make days’ rder = abt oe pear th at eam 
ement as to this section 6. The pending bill was ee The ames of the several carriers wh 
iuke as few changes as possible in the existing in- | tariff shall be specified therein, nd ¢ ich of t 
ummerce law. In the bill sent to the committee by = ri — ae a + jroo oo nani ~ etn , 
ate Commerce Commission, section 6 was rewritten taal by the Commission: and ¥ é 


body agreed that many valuable improvements were | rence or acceptance is filed it uli mi e ne 


especially in its literary phraseology and in the a anetie SAME LO Riso Ble Copies oF 





ith which its provisions were expressed. However, The Commission may determi: nd | 

Wish of the committee to intrude as little as possible | be contained in, and arrangement ¢ 

anguage of the interstate-commerce law in view of | 2nd filed, as aforesaid. and may chang , 
t that law had stood for twenty years and had been | ™SRt 'StCO! ion may, in its diseretion and for 


y effective so far as the publication of the rates was | change or modify the egoing r 

Therefore the two important suggestions of the Com- | ing, posting, and filing of tarifl = 
first, in relation to the separate publication of icing | foiees Gr conditions. 
and, second, in relation to the discretion of the Com- No earrier shall, un ytherwise provided { ve or 
to set aside the requirements of the law in special cases | participate in the pal oe 4 spel agate pce appetite ee a 
blication—with those two amendments, the original in wi = aa aie fname ted “ 1 cal en ve been i d p 


mmerce law expressed with practical fullness every- ' jished in accordance with the provisions of tl sect ! shell at 
AL ti4 
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eart irge ¢ iemand or collect or receive a greater or less or dif- 
fé pensation for such transportation of passengers or property, 
or for any service in connection therewith, between the points named in 

i than the rates, fares, and charges which are specified in 
the t * filed and in effect at the time; nor shall any carrier refund or 


iy manner 


re or by any device any portion of the rates, fares, 

d « ges so specified, nor extend to any shipper or person any privi- 
leges * faciliti in the transportation of passengers or property, ex- 
cept h as are specified in such tariffs. 

Any freight pped from the United States through a foreign coun- 
try into the United States, the through rate on which shall not have 
been made public as required by this act, shall, before it is admitted 
ir e United States from said foreign country, be subject to customs 
dutis if said freight were of foreign production, and any law in con- 


fli t with this section is hereby repealed. 
ULBERSON. Mr. President, by the courtesy of the 
New Jersey [Mr. Kean], I desire to make a brief 


Mr. ¢ 
Senator trom 


statement about a matter not concerning the amendment imme- 
diately pending. 
A day or two ago an amendment which I presented prohibiting 


the issuance of passes was adopted by the Senate. The amend- 
ment accomplished the purposes which I had in view, but in 
drafting it hastily at my desk due consideration was not given 
to the exceptions which were made. I desire, therefore, to en- 
ter a motion to reconsider the vote by which the amendment was 


adopted, merely entering it, not asking to have it acted on now, 





however; and I will state that if that motion shall prevail I | 
will ask to have what I send to the desk substituted in lieu of 
the ndment. 
Mr. SPOONER. Let it be reported. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest to the Senator from Texas that | 
this matter be taken up in the Senate when it is reached. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I prefer to take this course, if the Sena- 
tor please | 
Mr. ALDRICH. Of course, if the amendment comes back in | 
the Senate for one purpose, it comes for all purposes, and it may | 
give rise to long discussion as to what disposition shall be made | 
of it. I think it is much better to let it be acted upon there. 
Mr. CULBERSON. I do not ask that the motion to recon- | 
sider be acted upon now. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas merely | 
enters the motion | 
Mr. CULBERSON. I merely enter the motion to reconsider. 
Mr. McCREARY. I ask the Senator from Texas to state 
wl the amendment is he proposes to change? 
Mr. CULBERSON. I have already stated it; but I will state 
dea l, | 
Mr. SPOONER. Let the amendment be read. 
Mr. TELLER. Let it be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read, if there 
ay b tion. 
rhe Secretary read as follows: 
el 1 in interstate commerce shall hereafter di- 
s or interstate free ticket, free pass, 
except t officers, nts, and employees, and 
mediate families, actual and bona fide attorneys, of 
s nisters of religion and inmates of 
ul elee synary and charitable institutions and indigent 
Any « er violating t provision shall le ed guilty 
meanor and shall for each offense pay United States 
y not | than $100 nor more than $2,000. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is en- 
tered; and the proposed amendment will be printed and lie on 
the table 
Mr. FORAKER. I only want to say before we pass from 
tl ter that I hope the Senator from Texas will insist 
1 I tion to reconsider in Committee of the Whole, so | 
that the matter may be determined before we report the bill 
to senate. 


Mr. KEAN. N Mr. President, let us have a vote on my 
| VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 
t sed by the Senator from New Jersey. 


-ACON Mr. President, I simply desire to say that it 
it e for those of us who have not had the op- | 
portunity for critical examination to learn whether the sub- 
stitute for section 6 is complete in all particulars that are of 
importance. As I understand, the amendment proposes to 
strike out entirely section 6 and substitute this in place of it. 
If that is true, I wish to ask the Senator from New Jersey 


whether the provision of the present bill found on page 8, be- 


ginning in line 4 and running through to page 9, concluding in 
line 5, is substantially incorporated in the proposed amendment? 
fr. KEAN. All I ean say to the Senator from Georgia is | 
this: The amendment was prepared by the Interstate Com- | 
erce Commission, and it was done after very careful exami- 
nation, and was put into the bill which the Commission sent | 


to the Committee on Interstate Commerce on the 28th day of | 
November. 


last 
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I think everything is included in it except that part of tho 
to which the Senator has called attention. - 
Mr. BACON. That seems to me to be a very important ; 
of this bill. It is the method by which the previous sre, 
ments of the section can be enforced. I have not had tie ; 
read carefully the Senator’s amendment to see whether ¢ at 
is supplied in some other way. 

Mr. KEAN. I think it is supplied in other parts of th 

Mr. BACON. It is not in other parts of the presen 
unless I am mistaken about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from New Jersey will | 
me, I will say to the Senator from Georgia that the amen 
which I proposed to insert in the Hepburn bill were prepared 
by the Interstate Commerce Commission, but that pre 
they had prepared a bill of their own, which they submitted + 
the Interstate Commerce Committee, but which was not ; 
by anybody. In their memorandum, which was read 
desk a little while ago, they state that the present law is « {kj 
of a composite arrangement that is more or less involyed 
contradictory, and in some places obscure, and that in rewri; 
it they had prepared a bill of their own which made it more 
symmetrical and clear. I accepted the substitute of the ¢ 


‘t 


I 


| from New Jersey upon the faith I have in the Commission, th + 


they know more about it than either he or I or the & 
from Georgia. 
Mr. BACON. I am very free to accord what the Senat 
I do not profess to know very much aboy 
it, and have made no such professions in the Senate. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I am not attempting to criticise the § : 
I can not answer his question. I do not think any man in the 
Senate can. We are taking it on the confidence we ha ‘ 
Interstate Commerce Commission, that they understand this 
question, and they have suggested these amendments. 
Mr. BACON. I, of course, accord to the Commissi 
great ability in this line, and the utmost good faith, | 
same time the responsibility is on us and not on the «| 
sion, and I think it would be a very serious proposition ve 
should not only as to small isolated provisions of this | 
cept their judgment, but that we should proceed to sti 


| four or five pages of this bill and insert something else 


of it, simply upon the ground that any persons outside of the 
Chamber are in favor of it. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator permit me to : 
suggestion? 

Mr. BACON. I will, but there is so much con 
around that it is very difficult to understand what t! 
says. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


I suggest that this amendment be pted 
in Committee of the Whole, and then the Senator can i 
it, and he can easily make any suggested changes in t 

if it is found not to be correct. 

Mr. BACON. I do not know about that; that is not our usu 
method of procedure. Of course I am not in charge 
bill; I am not one of the very active agents in its con 
and discussion. I am endeavoring to gather what I 
the discussion of others, and am trying to contribute w! [ can 
to make it an effective bill. I find this, which is a ve rious 
proposition to me, although I may be mistaken abot 
page 8, which is a part of the section proposed to be sti 
by the amendment, there are a series of provisions by \ 
requirements of this section are to be enforced and ma 
ive and compulsory. Now, I ask the Senator from New 
this question 

Mr. KEAN. 
House bill— 

Mr. BACON. 

Mr. KEAN. 





I think if you will look on page 24 





Page 24? 
Wait a minute. 

Mr. LODGE. It is entirely covered. 

Mr. KEAN. Page 8, line 24. 

On page 8, lines 4 to 9 are stricken out, because the | 
for mandamus is wholly covered on page 24, lines 14 
clusive. 

Mr. LODGE. That covers the whole thing. 

Mr. BACON. There is something more here than 
matter of mandamus. If the Senators who have sugz' 1 this 
and who have looked into it are prepared to say that pro- 
visions found on pages 8 and 9, by which alone, so fa! 
see 

Mr. KEAN. I will say to the Senator that the pen 
a violation of this clause are found also in the am t 
already enacted, known as the “ Elkins law,” and this s not 
repeal the Elkins law. 

Mr. BACON. If that is the case, this was original), 


They very strongly advocate the amendment. | proper provision to incorporate in the bill. 
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‘rr HALE. Unnecessary. Mr. DOLLIVER. And the notice in connection tl 
\ \CON. The Senator from New Jersey says it is already Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 
; I do not see how that can be. I do not see how the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Lowa yield 
, ; of the Elkins law can properly enforce the provisions | to the Senator from Indiana? 
1] Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
4] hink that Senators who father it—those who advocate Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to ask the Senator whether 
; to be in a position at least to give us definite and | the amendment proposed by the Senator from New Jersey was 
' » and unambiguous explanations and opinions in regard | carefully considered by the committee and rejected for 
t | not simply refer to somebody else. It is evident from | tion which the committee reported to the Senat 
; ers of the Senator himself and those who are endeavor- | Mr. DOLLIVER. I am bound to say that the committee did 
sist in reply to that question that nobody has given | not bend very much intellectual energy to that subject at 
examination—at least, nobody who has yet spoken—to | time. 
t] sed amendment to see whether or not it does carefully Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am bound to say I did not hear t 
the essential features of the part of the bill which it | Senator’s answer. 
ed to strike out. Mr. DOLLIVER. Owing to the peculiar situation of the com 
\OLLIVER. Mr. President, a good many weeks ago I | mittee, these details did not receive very profound lera 
| duty of examining, with some care, the changes sug- | tion. 
wy the Interstate Commerce Commission in section 6, and Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course these details involve just five 
[ can say to the Senator from Georgia that the changes | pages of the bill. 
r nilv administrative in character and such as have been Mr. KEAN. I will say to the Senator from Indiana th 
‘by the practical experience of the Commission. they are very carefully drawn. 
as to the omission in the amendment offered by the Sen- Mr. DOLLIVER. ‘The substance - 
New Jersey of any reference to—— Mr. BEVERIDGE. If I may be permitted, the Senator from 
ce <a {OPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator from lowa | New Jersey injected the remark that they were very careful 
n respecting this matter. Is the proposed amendment | drawn. I ask the Senator from New Jersey, Which was « 
( Senator from New Jersey an amendment that was pre-| fully drawn? The provision which the committee reported, 
F nar the Commission prior to the reporting of this bill to | the provision which he now offers as an amendment? 
r t enate by the Senate committee? Mr. DOLLIVER. Both. 
E \ir. DOLLIVER. In reply to the Senator from Illinois, I will Mr. KEAN. The one I offer. 
at the beginning of the session the committee, by reso Mr. BEVERIDGE. Which was the more carefully d 





equested the Interstate Commerce Commission to send Mr. KEAN. I can not answer for the bill before the Senate 
bill containing what in their opinion would cover the | because I had no part in its preparation. 
which we desired to amend in the existing interstate-| Mr. BEVERIDGE. If the one you now offer was the more 
law, and this section, which the Senator from New | carefully drawn, why did not the committee report 
ias offered was section 2 of that Interstate Commerce Mr. DOLLIVER. This is not a controversy between the « 


| 
( ion bill. Now, it had a good many departures in lan- mittee and the Interstate Commerce Commission. It is a con 
g nd some departures in substance from the existing law. troversy between the law of 1887 and those amendments, whic! 
as I am personally concerned, I did not regard the | have been suggested by the Commission in order to make tl 
tures from existing law as of sufficient importance to war- | law more workable. 
he committee in abandoning four or five pages of the ex- Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, we have been discussing th 
is nterstate-commerce law, though I did not doubt, and do bill, more or less, for the last three months. It has been u 
{ doubt, that the phraseology of the section, as prepared | derstood pretty generally, whether on authoritative information 
Commission, is in many respects an improvement upon | or not I do not know, that the Commission was larg resp 
( | 6 of the existing interstate-commerce act. sible for this bill. Whether that is true or not I do not ] 
Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to know of the Senator from | I want to enter a general protest against this method of doin 
I f at the time this bill was reported he favored the sec- | business. On yesterday there came in a material amendment, 
reported in the bill over the proposed amendment of the and I will venture to say nobody on the floor is able to state 
from New Jersey? | what it means. We know it changes the original bill, or « 


Mr. DOLLIVER. At that time I went through a great many | there is no necessity for the amendment. The Senator from 
s in my devotion to the existing bill, and yet I did it | New Jersey [Mr. Kean], who offered it and whos 
cause I was impressed with the notion that the fewer | bears, I understand does not attempt to explain 


hat were made in a law that had been in existence | Senator from lowa [Mr. DoLtiver], who had this bill largel \ 
enty years the better on the whole it would be. | his keeping, does not know what it is. 
IIOPKINS. I should like the Iowa Senator to state | Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President 

come over his spirit to cause him this morning mt The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 
the Senate to abandon the section that was reported by | yield to the Senator from Iowa? 


ittee and to adopt a section that was prepared by the | Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 
Mr. DOLLIVER. This section has been on the statute b 


( ion? 


DOLLIVER. In reply I will say that the Commission | for twenty years, and there is no more r¢ n why I s ! 
here a half dozen or more amendments. J endeavored | know what it contains than there is that the S¢ tor from ¢ 


e to secure the insertion in the bill of some of those | rado should understand it. 


the Commission regarded as important. But the lan- | Mr. TELLER. I am not talking about section 6 I 
is difficult to readjust to the new provisions, and the | talking about this new amendment. I knoy vhat is it 
sion have taken the view that on the whole the new | tion 6. 
the entire section which they have agreed upon after Mr. DOLLIVER. Then the Senator is the man to pp 
rious consideration is superior to the old law, and | to the honorable Senator from Georgia what the difference is 
e matter concerns entirely the administration of the | between that and the amendment. 
i not disposed to hold a controversy with the Commis- | Mr. TELLER. But the Senator was not able to tell 
» the language. Now, the old proviso—— Senator from Georgia what the difference was. Now, before I 
POONER. Mr. President—— vote for any measure I want to know what it means 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield Mr. SPOONER. What changes it makes in the lav 
scnator from Wisconsin? Mr. TELLER. I want to know what changes i 
DOLLIVER. Certainly. | the law, if that is the law we re proposing I 
SPOONER. I should like to inquire of the Senator from | Senator who has the bill in charge, I think, admits t 
] hat change, if he is able to state it, the amendment | not know what the changes are 
the text of the bill which it is intended to supplant? | Mr. TILLMAN. I sent to the desk a memorandum which 
DOLLIVER. That would be a very difficult matter to explains exactly what is to be done, and the changes d the 
s the changes are very numerous, | reasons for them. The Senator from Colorado did not t 


SPOONER. I am speaking of essential changes. or he would know. I can send it to the desk and have it read 

DOLLIVER. The essential change in the old law, which | again. 

(led in the pending bill, is in the proviso which gives to Mr. TELLER. I do not depend on a proposition read from 
mission a discretion to suspend and set aside the pro- | the desk. 

of the law in respect to the publication of rates Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

\LDRICH. And the notice. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 

KEAN. And the notice. yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
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ments line by line, which would take the whole day, I ; 
ciently poor spirited to be ready to accept the say-so o¢ 4 
committee; and I think when they assure us of tha; : 
trust the committee to that extent. ois 
Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from \ 


setts yield to the Senator from Virginia? ; 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. DANIEL. I should like to ask the Senator from 
chusetts a question. I observe that the proposed e 
which the amendment says is to be inserted in lieu of p 
of the bill, relates to subjects other than those em! 
section 6 of the bill. I observe also that there are syh 
| ered by section 6 of the bill that are omitted in the sect " 
| is offered instead thereof. In other words, section 6 : 


section 16a and inserts after section 16 of the inter 
merce act section 16a, and section 16a provides for an 
tion for a rehearing and rules therefor. The new 
offered leaves out all of that, and we do not know, w 
explanation at least, where we would be if we adopt t! 


| in lieu of the one which comprehends another matter. 


Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it all appears plain in { 
randum read at the desk. It appears that the claus 
to that were left out are covered by later insertio: 

Mr. DANIEL. There are no later insertions here. 

Mr. LODGE. And by other clauses in the bill. 1 
fess to be expert about the bill, but it seems to me { 
can not take the statement of the committee on dei 


| kind we shall occupy a good deal of unnecessary 


Mr. TELLER. Ce ily. 
Mr. FORAKER | hope the Senator will allow the commu- 
tion to be read ¢ n 
TELLER 1 am willing that it shall be read, but my 
! leali with these subjects is to take the bill and 
! vself I « f my inability to get a proper idea of 
b read from the desk and the desk alone. I do not believe 
y other Senator can, either 
President, after three months, when we had supposed 
l xth on which was in the bill was what was pro- 
here com change. I do not know whether it is a 
change or not. I do not know whether it is better 
( 1 bill. l 11 me of those who believe it to 
tv | s a Senator to take the word of somebody 
i If you are going to let the Commission make this 
l l to the Com ssion and let them make it, and then 
Dre ent, it is a vicious and unheard-of system 
Here it came yesterday for the first time. 
\ l 1 able t e it or to know what it was until 
morn Chen it is taken up. I understand it is to be 
{ 1 put in the bill, and we will find out 
y, later ¢s e tir \ her it makes any change. 

] it the pov ‘ to vote this amend- 
men I I do believe it n the power of the 
Ss who has bill charge to accept it and prevent me 
f hay in « ni to vote aga t it if 1 see fit I do | 

whet! ly t to vote against it. 

\ TILLMAN I Ss tr from South Carolina has not 

ed vtl OL | ] 1. 
\I rELLER I know he has not. I do not know that I have 
bijection to it I am not in the habit, and I do not intend 
ir . either, of aceepting a material change in a 
l ‘ ebody outside, who is not charged with the re- 
l al ncludes that it is better than that which we 
us r fully three months. It may be better, but 
] n requires that we should have time to under- | 
~ § 1 look into it Che Senator says he has had some- 
t! ! He n have it read again if he wants, but I 
Ss Ss t 1 an Oj n upon this subject 
I ¢ take two propositions—what is in the bill now 
{ é d I re them. I am not willing, I 
é to to the Commission the making of this bill. 
pl s country do not expect us to submit to the 
g of this bill. We are expected to make it 
s n of other body. If we are going 
\ legislation here, either because it 
or De ira we can 
l ‘S md it to the 
Com ermine what 
uy \ 10 - Ss 1 Ca s ted to 
’ my 7 is 7Te AT ] Y ‘ vd 
s nts Th ‘ } 
S st I l t 
S ‘ e t] 7h 
. . h 4 ; oO 
= tT 7 
eCess - ding 
se is St ¢ expedi 
> ot i ‘ 
s sen South 
3 . S » Ne sey [M 
‘ Mr. Dorin ] bers 
~ ‘ i > - ‘ - ~ - 4 
mn i Macscsachnsetts . 
> - . < S < ? 
< S ; S 
zatory t s Se 
a eieaeaiae . 
R _ \ ree 
s far as | " the 1 
t ssure the 
_ ez do ; t his s 
: ‘ c issi s proper 
z: it laborieusly here by amend- 


completion of the bill. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Virginia confus: 
6 of this act with section 6 of the interstate-commerce 
is proposed to be amended by the second section of tl! 

Mr. DANIEL. There is no explanation of that in ¢! - 
ment. I see nothing to indicate that. 

Mr. KEAN. The amendment, I will say to the & 
offered to section 2 of the bill, which is to amend s 
interstate-commerce act. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE obtained the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. But the offering of this amend: 
proposition named would seem to refer to section 6 
ing bill. 

Mr. KEAN. It is section 6 of the interstate-c 

Mr. LODGE. Not section 6 of this bill, but s 
interstate-commerce act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I apprehend what is done here, but 1 3 

statement in the amendment as proposed wher 
ne in in this bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator. 

a 


aA 
Mr. LODGE. I did net know that I had been 1 


floor. 
The VICE-PR 


It is at the foot of pag 


no 


col 


Senat 


ESIDENT. The Chair undersio 


from Massachusetts to have yielded. 
Mr. LODGE. I yielded to the Senator from Virg 


the debate became general and I sat down. 
Mr. DANIEL. - My only purpose was to fi 
reading of the paper where it would apply. 
Mr. LODGE. I will say as preliminary that I d 
tend to be in the least familiar with the details of t 
It refers to section 2 of the bill before 1 
of the interstate-commerce law, not to section 6 of tl 
bill. I think wil i in understanding it 
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Ml out 


us and 


aid us 


So far as I ean make out from listening to the 











desk and discussion which has 
g and comparing the amendments, it s 
simply fo be redraft in better form of what is 
e ins °. and that the omitted portions, s 
l trace tl are covered by | 
That is enly what I have learned from the « 
f 1 the debate this morning 
Ir. BEVERIDGE Mr. President, it appears to! 
methed of this proposed ndment is seriously i 
Senat For t > months the Senate has beer 


or a long time bef 


he House ti 


thi its amendments. F 
Ho considered the bill, and ft 
body. Fer months the Interstate Commerce C 
hearings and deliberated upon measure. A! 


this innse of time. uwnen the eve « 
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rely offering, without explaining the differences, an | sion -_ om ia the a ; _— . t ; S , c frre . 
. t five pages long to take the place of five pages of the Fado L ir. FELLER] end ave . a ) a few 
; every Senator here might have the b« 
tor’ from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] has addressed The sixth section of the present law, and 
tor who has advocated this amendment and asked oe - y - aes we eee oe _ 
. tor to point out the changes, ne a _ —— | That is acotte tem. Thad te 2 ae 
— ee ee ee eee relating to the nx st im ortant — .* 8 ae 
' irs, Mr. President, that as a method of safety ir aiieration, a2 the — — — na [ ir. BE . | 
“we had better consume the few additional moments | ee a oe M sai 8 nes h . Lae wn oo 
few additional hours that are suggested by the Sena- | a bill that has been prepar d and brought | : 
aaa { : img CeSSAary fore we adopt an | respect to which in that committee w ld 
issachusetts as being necessary before we ad pt an |? 7 ee — 
+ about which the Senate knows nothing. It might be | act nt — oa _ ~ x = oe Bag ao 
; to the Senator from Massachusetts, it might be sat- on tri ae aon by i he ictic the wee m bi 
to two or three other Senators, and it might, if we un- catenin - " ee ; ms oni — ~ for 
t. be satisfactory to the entire Senate; but it must be ves nein ee —_ rand wou a at 
. very one that if this method of amendment is adopted and a tec ya aie eS Pe 
d any vice might creep into a law for which every one W hen the wi we - ts ; wong as _ - side 
ld be responsible before the country, and for the put- | bill was thus denied, — se ~~ > Sch nee 
hich we could give no excuse except that we took prevented, t do not won el that OW as c0 
on » person else. | Sider it in the Senate we have ais = e a 
uae that if the bill was worth pending three serious difficulty. I ae oe sie, - nt @ sixth ; 
discussion and many more months in investigating be- | either as it is in at be oe _ on sees ame 
yrted, now when it is upon the eve of its passage as it was origme ly ee he _ I , — - I 
taking a few moments to find what is contained in | mission; but i am ot: 1€ oe - J _ : 
20k en Se a a ee naamenaay it od S* t to 
ae ee oe se . See ae va hill } Pore 4 Senate I 
VERIDGE. I yield to the Senator from Massachu- | ee pps Gk oe antes thee : ky ter a 
LODGE. I was only going to suggest that in the memo- | offered by the Senator from New Jersey as a subs l 3 ] 
whi ‘h has been read at the request of the Senator from has proposed. of tC Oe 
lina it seems to me ail the changes are explained. — _ “teeny goo a ke . nia printed | 
. wrong, however. orandum and read it throug om beginning nd, you ll 
Mr. BEN ae Senator from Colorado [ Mr. TELLER], | have very great difficulty to a ee : . oO 
of the most observant and closely interested Senators As the Commission point out, om “a ihe = “atc 
lv in all matters of practical legislation, said he did | is that this section, — h a ee a — ut ae os 
stand cam the casual reading the explanation made ne iy ge we 7 es o eee aes _ ; 
oram . | Ss ; a : 
Lol in a ae send to the desk for it and read it. | tor from lowa (Mr. Dox ——~ has suggest a me 
\VERIDGE. Senators sitting around me have the | framed twenty years ago. r rat is ti be, bat the & | 
nee. I call the attention of the Senator from Mas- | it in his bill, and we were given NO Oppor unity t 
to the fact that that memorandum assumes to ex- defects or to take any action up n it. 
the detailed amendments which were to be offered | Mr. SPC r NER. ane Presiden a p . 
iator from South Carolina. It was not read as an | rhe vi E-PRESIDENT. ew the Senator f l 
1 of the five pages of amendments which were offered | to the Senat r from ¥ isconsin ‘ 
tor from New Jersey. | Mr. FORAKER. ( ortainiy. ae 
» attention of the Senate to the fact that what we are | __ Mr. SI OC NER. I wish to ingu e of f 
ronting is a method of proposed amendment which, | if he will kindly state what cha this pr sed 
nths of debate upon a bill which everybody declares | makes in th ’ law? ee a: 
exceedingly important, proposes to take out of the bill the _Mr. a RAKER. I wan about to 3 . | tha: 
has reported and that the Senate has been discussing ble, wit hout taking this memo ’ goer yghes ane a 8 g 
nd introduce five other pages. If the mere state- it in a detailed way, apt taper _ te - a 
proposition does not show the recklessness of such But the first one is that the , aa vA an 
I can not imagine any language that could exhibit is — a ey snege _ oe le - lifter : 
j idual rates fron ls 1 ith joi I 3 
a = 1 i j ; 7 — bie tions the Commission urge aga t tl re 
be that the proposed amendment is precisely the thing | ‘ ne obs ae ee ee ae, 
e wants to adopt. The important thing is that the and in favor = br Sain a Jer ey [Mr. I . 
; not know whether jt is the thing it wants to adopt. | offered acne i = i a ae 
iethod, Mr. President, to which I raise objection, and Mr. BEVERI - Me bi 7: —— ¥y uy] 
occurs to me, is more important perhaps than the; Mr. FORAKE MR Nerang ey oe 
itself. If that method of procedure be allowed in point out —— a OF others, Will Cak 
Senate, then why not introduce a substitute for the entire | it if that is ie ere 
lh might be satisfactory to two or three members of the | a eee TE Fae es 
e 4 ae 4d : Ll b 
OR \KER. Mr. President, I am a member of the com- | to the Senator — oan 4 
t had this bill under consideration and from which Mr. ne Degg oro a 
{ finally a report made. In view of all that has been Mr. te ri ae - resident, lesire t 
it the responsibility of the committee in that connec- from O abe om : 7 i + ilk 
it is due to the committee to say that we received Mr. FULTON. an ae even ee 
Interstate Commerce Commission a bill which we | would be =e = ome : aaa eae ede 
d they had prepared with very great care. It was | ments mecerted: in on — a hat oe : 
under consideration, and after it had been considered | present in om yo _ — aan sage 
days, before we had reached any final conclusion | with the orgs The oon a acne — . , 
‘t to it, when we were in good faith debating its; Mr. FORAKER. — ~ " nndhtneter pn ae 
provisions, we learned from the newspapers and we should | ass aati, ahaa ae _ ee 
that that bill, by the friends of the proposed rate | believe, by the ¢ 1air, . — as ee 
had been abandoned, and that another bill had been nent under which we am “ ns es 
and in a printed form it was brought before us | in that way, but sr - must d ! ‘ 
onsideration. Later that bill was introduced in the | amendment - om . ' Ne oo 
ns the Senator from lowa [ Mr. DoLLiIveR]. We never had Mr. ALDRI( H. The ame nant, cone | | ; 
tunity in the committee to compare the two bills and Mr. KBAN. i do — és - e — = spe _ 
n with respect to them which would show our prefer- oe sae a on ee, : . eae ee 
. the one over > other. tio oO 5 ‘ o sitancy a a ee Sa 
ith is that ce Ute hia is properly characterized | that we may go on with the bill. 1 want to get through with the 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I suggest that all these amendments could 
be withdrawn and that the amendment of the Senator from New 
Je. could then be printed in parallel columns with the sec- 
tion us it stands in the bill. Then we could go on with the 
rending of the third section of the bill. 


Mr. FORAKER. I think it would be better to recommit the 
whole bill and then have some intelligent consideration of it in 


conunittee, for never since I have been a member of this body 
has a committee been deprived of the right to consider and act 
upon a bill until now, and I hope it will be a long time before 
any other committee is ever deprived of that right, because 


oorer ¢ 


rr later, in the Senate or somewhere, you must answer 
for that sort of proceeding. 


Mr. 


PETTUS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield | 
to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. PETTUS. Mr. President, I desire to ask on what page 
of the pending bill is this amendment to commence? 

Mr. TILLMAN. On page 3. 

Mr. FORAKER. At the bottom of page 3. 


Mr. PETTUS. Section 6 of the bill is on page 18 
Mr. TILLMAN. But the trouble is that the Senator is con- 
fusing the two 6’s. We are on section 2 of the bill, incorporating 
it a new tion 6 of the interstate-commerce law. 
Mr. PETTUS. I understand that, but 
not state which one of the 6’s it is to be a substitute for. 
Mr. FORAKER. Let me say to the Senator from 
that is a very trifling thing to make serious mention of in con- 
with this bill. 


in 


sec 


nection 





Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, before I proceed and try to 
get something done, I want to comment just briefly upon the 
mplied criticism and more or less, I will not say vituperation 

e Col ttee, but it was bordering on it, of the Senator from 
O There was such difference of opinion in that committee 
| such ebstructive tactics, as it seemed to me, to do nothing, 
I ‘ from those with whom the Senator from Ohio seemed 
} liation, that I almost felt that it was a waste of time | 
| because whenever the committee met the demand 
would be, “ Let us read the bill.” It would take an hour to 
he bill of from 50 to 70 pages, and by the time we 
t gh reading it would be nearly 12 o’clock, and then 
uld take up something and immediately the Senator would 
to make the speech which he afterwards made in the Sen- 
laught and with one method of doing nothing and 
ply never did do anything. 
FORAKER. Mr. President 
ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
1 to the Senator from Ohiec? 
fILLMAN. With pleasure. 
FORAKER Will tl Senator allow me to ask him a 
q ? Did the Senator discover any more diversity of 
e than he has discovered in the Senate? 
TILLMAN. Not half as much, for we were only thirteen 
{ ‘ ly ive about eighty-five here. 
FORAKE!I Will not the Senator admit that he was 
ve could agree at any time in the committee if he and 
he 10 d with him had agreed with those of us 
ig th myself, as he has stated? [Laughter.] 
riILLMAS Undoubtedly, if the majority of the com- 
had agreed to let the Senator from Ohio and the Sena- 
rola Rhode Island have their way, as they seem now about 
ve it, we could have brought in a bill that was entirely | 
to all I do not know how much longer ago than 

FORAKER. And if we had agreed with the Senator 
from § 1 Carolina we could have reported a bill at any time. 
In otl Wo , Mr. President, what I want to ask the Senator | 

s Iam sure he will, is that our differences were bona 
differences there just as they are here. 

MM LILLMAN. Undoubtedly. 

Vr. FORAKER. And I think every member of the commit- 
tee, the Senator from South Carolina included, as emphatically 
s everybody else, was struggling to consider the bill fairly and 
to make a good bill that we might report to the Senate. 

Mr. ‘TILLMAN. Undoubtedly; but we never did consider 
any of it. We read it and then immediately we began to talk, 

1 that was the end of it. 

Mr. FORAKER. Now, one other question—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. 

ir, FORAKER. Does not the Senator from South Carolina 

nk it would have been well if we had read the bill even | 
( ner than we did? 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island 

rises to a question of order. 
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Mr. ALDRICH. It seems to me this discussion is 
order. It is simply a discussion about what transpired 
mittee several months ago. It has nothing to do wi 
question. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not feel willing to let all the 
appear to rest on the majority that had brought the pil! 
committee. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I withdraw the substitu: 
I hope we will now go on with the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
withdraws his proposed amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope Senators will get the ame; 
now and let us do something. On page 3, line 24, as 
word “shall,” I move to insert the words “ file with th 
mission created by this act and.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, in line 25, at the bottom of 
after the word “showing,” I move to insert the word ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That has been agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Then, on the top of page 4, in t 
line, I move to strike out the word “ the.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 'That has been agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
to strike out 
of passengers and property which any such common carrier 
tablished and which are in force at the time upon its route. 

And to insert— 
between different points on 


New 


the words— 


its own route and between point 


| own route and points on the route of any other carrier, 


what is their meaning. 
| language which was contained in the amendment sugges 


or by water, when a through route and joint rate have been e 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I object to the word 
water,” because they are put into this section where the 
not to be and in a manner which will raise great dou 
I suggest that the Senator «a: 


the Senator from New Jersey, which reads as follows: 


setween points upon its own route and between points 
own route and points upon the route of any other earrie 
through route and joint rate have been established by 


otherwise. 

That accomplishes the same purpose and leave out 
“or by water,” which may have a very doubtful meaning 
connection. If the Senator is willing to accept that 
I will— 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ean not accept anything. T 
must accept it. If we turn only to page 1 and read 
1, commencing in line 8, we come on that very phraseo 

Or partly by railroad and partly by water when both are 
a common control, management, or arrangement for a conti 
riage or shipment. 

It seems to me that the language “or by water” wor 
to a through route which would be a combination of 
and steamboats. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I am not sure whether it would 
Therefore I move to amend the amendment of the S 
South Carolina by substituting the language I have just 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode 
proposes an amendment to the amendment, which will 
by the Secretary. e 

The Secretary. In lieu of the amendment proposed 
Senator from South Carolina insert: 

Between points upon its own route and between points uj) 
route and points upon the the routes of any other carri 
through route and joint rate have been established by 
otherwise. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreei 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Rhode Isl: 
amendment of the Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, that amendment of | 
tor from Rhode Island ought not to be adopted. T! 
of that part of the bill is to provide that the carrier s! 
nish a schedule of its through rates. A part of that 
route may be water as well as land, by steamboat as 
rail, and it ought to be included in the bill. There is | 
at all why it should be excluded. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think the Senator from Minnesot 
| tirely mistaken. The language which I propose to 


my 
1e 
il 


‘ 


| the language of the bill which the Interstate Commer 
| mission itself prepared and offered as a substitute for t! 
| ing bill. 

| and it makes no difference whether the language is use 
| My objection is that the words “or by water” would 
connection give an entirely different force and effect 
| provision than it would have if the words were left ou' 
not sure but that it might apply to all water rates on th 
or on the Atlantic seacoast. 


Then, on page 4, lines 1, 2, and 3, I mo 


A through route is a through route by rail or 


{ 


LQ), 


«J3 


irst 


va 
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LSON. If the Senator will allow me to interrupt him, 
ded to cover the case where a route is partly by rail 


y by water. 
: DRICH. That is a through route within the provi- 
e bill. 
’ LSON. In that case it ought to be included. 
LDRICH. Undoubtedly. The Senator and I do not 
bout that. The only objection I make is that it may 
ething much more. 
LSON. Oh, no; it can not include anything else. 
’ \LDRICH. If it will meet the objection of the Senator, 
I that after the words “or by water” we insert “as 


aa | in section 1 of this act.” 

ELSON. The word “ water” can no 
ainly makes the bill clear and specific. 
Mf \LDRICH. I suggest we put in after the word “ water” 

+] . “as provided in the first section of this act.” 
’ LSON. What is the object in putting i 
LDRICH. that the through routes provided 
he be the same threugh routes that are defined in 
fi = n of the act and no others, making the two corre- 


do harm there, 


So for 


LSON. There is no need of that correspondence. 
ALDRICH. I think there is. I think there is very 
(CON. Mr. President, I desire to ask the Senator from 

] ind a question. I could not hear distinctly what he 


colloquy with the Senator from Minnesota. 
{ e Senator whether he contends that the bill 
regulation of interstate commerce, 


I desire 
does 
so far as a 


Lilt 


shipment may be by water? 


LDRICH. Where they are under one control and man- 
BACON. But the bill goes further than on page 1. 
ALDRICH. I think not. 

\CON. It says “wholly by railroad, or partly by rail- 

! partly by water, when both are used under a common 

( management, or arrangement, for a continuous car- 

I r shipment.” 

M DRICH. I think, in the section under consideration, 


\ t to go beyond the definition given in section 1. 

BACON. I want to ask the Senator this question: 

S1 a shipment from Chicago to New York, by rail from 
( » Albany, N. Y., and by boat from Albany to New 
j h can be, of course, prescribed by the shipper; does 
that that shipment in its entirety, and 
er which that shipment was made, would not 
regulation of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
u bill? 
LDRICH. It would not 
BACON. If it is not, it ought to be. 

LDRICH. It would not unless “both are used under 
ntrol, management, or arrangement for a continu 
or shipment.” Otherwise it would not be. 

\CON. If it not under such regulation, then 


contend 


} 
ve 


ot ot 


unless——— 


is 


this 


I to be corrected. If it is true that the bill as now 
ld not reach a case of that kind, then there ought 


nake it reach it. 
Then the structure of the bill would have 


1 endment which would 
DRICH., 
N. I think not. 
Certainly, it would have to be. 
IN. I do not think so, Mr. President. I think that 


erce is not limited to railroads by any means, 
ry possible reason it should include any through 
hich extends from State to State, any continucus 


here a part of it is by water, as well as where the 
t is by rail. By what possible reasoning could the 
Rhode Island contend that whereas the Interstate 

lission should have the right to regi e the 

ut in ease of complaint between Chicago and 

» it was all by rail they should not have the 

» it in case of complaint where part of it was 

Chicago to Albany and the remainder, from 
Yo! by water? Upon what reason would tl 

he contention that that should not be subject to 

ree regulation ? 

ICH. Mr. President, the Congress probably h 

r interstate commerce by water that it has 

ierce by land, but there never has been y 


rt of Con 
control, i 
on the conditions named in th 


gress to ¢ 1, and 


mtr 


over interst: 


an 


is 


the | 


not 


| 
| 


n those words? | 


I read the language again 
any common carrier or é 1 t t f 
passengers or proy t who I j 
partly by water when rf ire 
ment, or arrangement for a co! § 

If it is the purpose of the Congress or of ie » eX 
tend over interstate commerce by ter he 
Interstate Commerce Commission other tl 
tioned, that involves an absolute ré¢ ed 
act and would import into it purposes and r n 


has yet contemplated in connectio 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator 
to put a question to hin 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the & f e 
Island yield to the Senator from Minnes 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. NELSON I desire to eall the att ‘ to! 
from Rhode Island to the Chesape« e and O has 
recently been decided by the Supreme Court f | ted 
States. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Very well. 

Mr. NELSON. In that case the coal was s 1 M 
Virginia down to tidewater, thence by water up to New | 
by way of Long Island Sound, and from thence | 
up in New England. There was a shipment at bot! 
rail and in the middle by water. Does the Senator insis sat 
we ought not to control such a shipment? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We ought to have controlled it, and we did 
control it, because the lines were under one 
nent and control, and it was a continuous ship1 t 
shipments undoubtedly came within the provisions 
state-commerce act, but there never has been 
so far as I know, under the provisions of the t, to « ro 
shipments by water other than under such I s 


the Senator think that a shipment fron l : om one 
lake port to another, ought to the put under the provisio f 
this act? 

Mr. NELSON. Not 


if it is a shipment 


another. That is different. Here is the la 
Between different points on its own rout nd 

own route and points on t 

by water when a through route and 


‘hat is the language. 


water, but it is where the 


water. W hy should not the put l 
Mr. ALDRICH. But suppose 
Mr. NELSON. Let 


me finish. if 





rail and partly by water, w should 1 { 
know what that whole rate is fr point t 
though part of it is by water? Why it 
having a rate here the 


published only 
he . 


and not have the rate for the entirs 
Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Se 

first section ought to be enlarged o1 

to be removed, so that a s 

to be included in the thi y l 


of the Interstate Commerce C 


Mr. NELSON. That is 1 t 
shipment by water—but whi 
and partly by rail, where the 
in such a case, should not the 
fixed as to the « re 1? 
Mr. ALDRICH I OSE 
tirely independent } 
I Lt l 
Mr. NELSON. If 
Y ne I 
T ] ~ 
] ] Stat 
] ] ron 1 ‘ , 
I s d 1 1 ( | 
I s fi sl} iw or he 
! é v tl} l | ' \ 
7 ) | + T 
] é l 
land and | 
state « ‘ C 
rier es } 
{ ground th 
' er | t 16 
a carload of 
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Mr. ALDRICH. I think I shall have to resume the floor, as 
the question of the Senator from Minnesota is getting to be | 
too ext @, 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode Is- 
land yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. ALDRICH. I do. 

Mr. KNOX. It seems to me there is likely some confusion | 
here ab ‘i very simple proposition. This bill does not pro- | 
pose to ke any change in the existing law as to the charac- 

r of irrier to which the provisions of the law apply. | 

I think the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Netson] is entirely | 
correct in his interpretation of the act as it stands, and that | 
contains the same language that is used in the pending bill. In | 
my humble judgment, the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Anrp- | 
Ricit| is mistaken when he regards the proposition of the Sena- 
tor from South Carolina [|Mr. TILLMAN] as susceptible of being | 
construed so as to expand the application of the act. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. KNOX. Will the Senator permit me to finish the sen- 
tence so as to make my thought entirely clear? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. The proposition of the Senator from South Caro- | 
lina is simply applied to the posting of the rates; and whatever 
transportation between the States is covered by the act, such | 
transportation includes transportation by rail and water when | 
it is used as a continuous carriage, whether under common man- | 
agement or ownership or not. 

The mere fact that this amendment proposes that the public 
should have the benefit of notice of these rates does not expand | 
or enlai the class of carriers to which the act is intended to | 

p does apply, in my opinion. 

\ ALDRICH. I was not certain about that myself, and I | 
am glad to have the assurance of the Senator from Pennsylva- | 
nia |Mr. Knox]. I was only anxious to know that no such 
con ion would be possible as might be inferred from the use | 
of the words “or by water” in a different connection from the 
W h used in the first section of the bill; and I with- 
draw my nendment to the amendment. 

Mr. KNOX. It could not possibly apply to water unless | 
witer was a part of the continuous carriage and it was under 
oO COl 1 a zement | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment | 
of the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Trn~MAN], which has | 
Lb i l. 

Dine dment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I send the remainder of the amendments | 
which ] ire to offer to this section to the desk, and ask that | 
they may e stated. | 

The \ -PRESIDENT. The amendments proposed by the | 
Senator from South Carolina |Mr. TImLMAN] will be stated in 
t] 

Ch ETARY. On page 4, line 7, strike out the word “ the” 
and inse t} ra ill;”’ and on page 4, line 7, after the words 
‘tern 1 : ‘rt the words “ storage charges.” 

rhe ( t us reed to. 

] S On page 4, line 9, after the word “ require,” 
i { i] vileges or facilities granted or allowed.” 

rh n t was reed to 

Th On page 4, line 10, strike out the word “ of,” 
first « i | ind insert the word “ or.” | 

I] ! it was erreed to. | 

T) sry. On page 4, line 11, after the word “ charges,” | 

rt t followin: “or the value of the service rendered to | 
{ I ship; or consignee.” 

nN ‘ reed to 

] rAl On page 4, line 13, after the word “ be,” in- 

sy 

Phe ime izreed to. 

rl . rARY On page 4, line 17, after the word “ in- | 

] “t fol wr 
t shall to l tr ic, transportation, | 
al 1 it Pe ‘ ; 

Che dment y iczreed to 

| ‘ ETA On page 5, line 9, strike out the word “ es- | 
tablis! I 1 insert the word “ filed | 

| endment was agreed to 
: ETA! On page line 11, strike out the words | 
tice’ and insert “ notice to the Commission and to the 
pl 1 hed as aforesaid.” 
1dinent was agreed to. 

raARY. On page 5, strike out lines 23, 24, and 25, and | 
ol 1 to 6, inclusive, and insert the following: 

| 


arriers wl 1 are parties to any joint 


ein, and each of the parties thereto, other ! 
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May {( 


() 
’ 





than the one filing the same, shali file.with the Commission ¢) 
dence of concurrence therein or acceptance thereof as may be ; 
or approved by the Commission, and where such evidence of 
rence or acceptance is filed it shall not be necessary for the 
filing the same to also file copies of the tariffs in which {| 
named as parties. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The Secretary. On page 6, strike out lines 7, 8, 9, 10, : 1] 
and the words “ Commission of all changes made in the 
in line 12. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask the Senator fro 
South Carolina [Mr. TIrLMAN] what is the purpose of striljy. 
out, on page 6, from lines 7 to 12, inclusive, the following j,). 


guage: 


Every common carrier subject to the provisions of this act 
with the Commission hereinafter provided for copies of its scl 
rates, fares, and charges which have been established and pu 
compliance with the requirements of this section, and shall 
notify said Commission of all changes made in the same. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The purpose is to require the publie 
both through and local rates. There are provisions in 
as it is now which separate the two classes of tariff 
schedules, and the purpose of all these amendments is 
pel the publication of through rates and local rate 
same schedule at the depots. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then this requirement will be provided 
for otherwise in the bill? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I present now, simply that jt 
may be printed, an amendment which I shall offer to t 
section of the bill when we return to it, in order to make free 
from any ambiguity the provision of the law with reference to 
water carriage in interstate commerce. I will ask that it he 
read in order that Senators may have it brought to 


| tention in the Recorp and can make the insertion themselyes in 
| the copies of the bill they. have before them. 


The 
stated. 
The Secretary. In section 1, page 1, line 8, after the wor 
“ railroad,” it is proposed to insert “or wholly by water;” and 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment be 


also, in section 1, page 1, line 11, to insert the words “by 
through bills of lading or otherwise.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed amendment wil! | 


printed and lie on the table. 
The Secretary will state the next amendment proposed 


| the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TIrL~tMAN]. 


The Secretary. In section 2, page 6, line 12, it is pro] 1 to 
strike out the word “ such,” at the end of the line. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment proposed 


the Senator from South Carolina will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 2, page 6, line 13, after t! l 
“carrier,” it is proposed to insert the words “subject to this 
act.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state 1 next 


| amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carol 


The Secretary. In section 2, page 6, line 16, after t 
“party,” it is proposed to strike out all of the bill dow 
including line 23, on page 7. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

Mr. BACON. 

Mr. NELSON. 
again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment. 

The Secrerary. In section 2, page 6, line 16, after 
“party,” it is proposed to strike out all of the bill doy 
including line 28 on page 7. 

Mr. BACON. Is that an amendment offered by the 
from South Carolina? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
South Carolina. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will explain here that the Inters 
merce Commission says: 


The question is on agreei 


What is that amendment? 
I should like to hear that amendn« read 


The Secretary will again ; 


It was offered by the Sen 


A large portion of the act to regulate commerce and 
Elkins law was framed to secure adherence to published 
follows that the provisions of the law respecting the ‘filing 
cation of such tariffs should be definite and certain as to j 
well as individual rates. There should also be in section. 
prohibition forbidding a carrier to receive or participate i 
portation affected by the act unless the rates, fares, and ch 
which the same is transported have been filed and published 
ance with the provisions of this section, and that the pul 
shall be invariably observed. 
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where the new law and the existing law are in conflict 
e there is confusion, and the purpose of the amendment 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ator from South Carolina. 
dment was agreed to. 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The next amendment of the Sena- 
South Carolina will be stated. 
E <eCRETARY. In section 2, page 8, beginning with line 4, 
: sed to strike out to the end of the section, in line 5, 


VELSON. I desire to call the attention of the Senate to 
iat we agreed to one amendment there, on page 7, lines 


% ICB-PRESIDENT. That was included in the other 
t 


RETARY. In section 2, page 8, beginning in line 4, it is 


; | to strike out the remainder of the section and to in- 
lowing : 
shall, unless otherwise provided by this act, engage or 
n the transportation of passengers or property, as defined 
ction of this act, unless the rates, fares, and charges 
same are transported by said carrier have been iiled 
accordance with the provisions of this section; nor 
r charge or demand or collect or receive a greater or 
it compensation for such transportation of passeng 
‘or any service in connection therewith, between the points 
tariffs than the rates, fares, and charges which are speci 
; tariff filed and in effect at the time; nor shall any carrier 
; remit in any manner or by any device any portion of the rates, 
chs ified, nor extend to any shipper or person any 
r facilities in the transportation of passengers or property, 
1 as are specified in such tariffs. 
ACON. Do I understand that is proposed in lieu of the 
und on page 8 of the bill? 
ILLMAN. Yes; in lieu of the part strickey out. 
,ACON. From line 4, page 8, to line 5, page 9. 
[LLMAN. Yes; this is a substitution foy chat. 
BACON. I want to say a word about that. The Senator 
1 correct. Of course I am open to conviction about it and 
conform to his amendment if I am shown to be incor- 
r it I do not think, Mr. President, that the provision which 
ed to be inserted in lieu of that which is stricken out 
lirectly to the matter which is incorporated in the pro- 
hich is thus proposed to be stricken out. I will read 
; proposed to be stricken out, and I will ask the atten 
» Senate to them. After providing for the filing of 
| their publication, etc., beginning in line 4, page 8, is 


ng language: 














rs or 











‘ges so spech 


t ] 


h common carrier shall neglect or refuse to file or publish 
r tariffs of rates, fares, and charges as provided in this 
part of the same, such common carrier shall, in addition 

ilties herein prescribed, be subject to a writ of mandamus, 

by any circuit court of the United States in the judicial 





r wherein such offense may be committed, and if such com 
a foreign corporation in the judicial circuit wherein 

n carrier accepts traffic and has an agent to perform such 
compel compliance with the aforesaid provisions of this 
h writ shall issue in the name of the people of the 
Commission appointed under the 


a Su 





the relation of tl 
act; and the failure to comply with its requirements 
hable as and for a contempt; and the said Commission, 
t, may also apply,in any such circuit court of the United 
i writ of injunction against such ¢ommon carrier to re 
mmon carrier from receiving or transporting property 
everal States and Territories of the United States, or be 
United States and adjacent foreign countries, or between 
shipment and of entry i the several States and Terri 
United States as mentioned in the first section of this 
common carrier shall have complied with the aforesaid 
iis section of this act. 


be noted, Mr. President, that that secti 


1 
hyy 


+} 





‘ 


( 
t 
U 

iis 











i¢ 
which the machinery is provided for the enforce- 
the provisions with reference tv the publication of 
The important fact to which I want to call the 
of the Senate is this, that, while that language is 
the pending bill, it is copied almost word for word 
w as it now stands; and the effect of the adoptio1 
ent just proposed by the Senator from South C 
rrectly understand it, will be not simply to change 
ons of the pending bill, but to very materially change 
ions of the existing law. 
ve before us a compilation, if I may so term it, which 
the pending bill and also the existing law as it will be 
uding bill should be passed; in other words, the exist 
vith the amendments whick will be incorporated upon 


pending bill. By referring to page 36 of that compila 





A 


ling in the twenty-first line to the end of the twenty- 
» 1 page 37, it will be found that the pending bill is 
nfieal with the provision in the present law, the only 
such as indicated by the words stricken out | 
words inserted in italics. There are only five changes ’ 


or 


berg 





ein the principal operating office of said common carrier | 


ym contains the | 
r 


made in 


proposed to strike out 
I state them to sho 


page 37, line 2, after 


the existing law |} 


v¥ 


the wv 


* office,” the word “ operatii 


instead of 


operating 


stricken 
12 again 
word “* ¢ 


* principa 
office; ” ji 


out and the 


omission ” 


the word 


plainants” is strick 


inserted. 


So that, f 


the pending bill whi 
proposed to strike out, may be 


law, the amendments 


l office 
n line 
> word 


* Commis 


insert 
“il out 


+ J 


a 


ind 


or all practi 


ch 18 tou 


which 


formal and not material. 
So that we have the pr 


simply to strike out of the } 


ar 


1 
i 
) 


have the proposition to strike 


visions which have been incorporated, : 
twenty years, by which it is sought to enfor 











1d 


osition 
nding | 
out of 


the 


in 


for the publication and filing of thes hedul 
What reason is given for such a radical « 
have before me the printed slip, with w 
South Carolina has furnished us mtaining t 
are suggested why these chang should be 
which is suggested for the striking out of t 
as it is both in the pending bill and the exis 
I read from page 4 of the printed slip 
On page 8, lines 4 to 9 
It evidently means from line 4, page 8, to line 
are stricken out, because the provi n for n 
on page 24, lines 14 to 22, inclusiy 
We will turn to page 24 and find that and se« 
given why not only this provision of the pend 
most important and vital provi ion in the existi 
stricken out, is that there is found on page 24 
bill, from line 14 to line 22, inclusive, the lo 
That the circuit and district <« rts of t Ur S 
jurisdiction, upon the application of the Att 
States at the request of the Commi 
with or a violation of any of I y 
commerce or of any act supplement: t 
by any common carris to issue a t 
manding such common carrier to et y 
acts, or any of them. 
In other words, the present |] 
fact almost verbatim, stated on page 8 of 
a great deal further than that, and s 
the jurisdiction in which any of th 
for the purpose of compelling comp! W 
this act. If Senators will read then [ w 
again, as I have already read them he heat 
ate—it will be seen that it is most or t 1 
tion should be defined, because t] ar es 
absence of that spe ifi detit [ 
gravely doubted where the jurisdic Lr 
could be definitely fixed at ; 
But that is not the most 
line 18, it goes on further, now ) 
or what consequences shall flow f 
road company to comply W hh 
eation and filing of schedules Its 
The failure to VW 
That is, the re juiren wl 1d 
shall be pu! ‘ a 
Which is left out of the prov fe i 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the 8 
question? 
Mr. BACON. Just let me fin t i] 
and the said Commission 
This is all left out— 
iy also apply, in 
writ oF Injunction 
mon carrier from r ving 
States and Territories « 
States and adjacent for 
nt and of entry nd t 
States as mentioned in t 
irrier 8 ill have i 
of this act 
Now, all of that m 
Mr. TILLMAN. Now, lif 
Mr. BACON. I will, with p 
Mr. TILLMAN, The first I { ss 
whether, if a judge iss W of ! 
disebeys ‘{, the judge would not pw i ‘ 
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Mr. BACON. He might do it. Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I concur in the main in tho 
Mr. TILLMAN. Would he not? views expressed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], ] 





Mr. BACON. I presume he would, but there are many think the substitute recommended by the Commiss 
Mr. TILLMAN. Very well. So to provide that the judge | lieu of what is in the bill and what is in the existing } 
shall punish for contempt is not necessary. The second point | will dilute the effect of the law and make it less effective. 
in the amendment offered here is that instead of leaving it to turning to the original bill you will notice that there «a, sees 
} 


in 


the judge to declare by proceedings that the carrier must do so | remedies conferred, one by mandamus and the other 
and so, Congress declares it right here; in other words, that | junction, to compel the carrier to file and publish his sc 
the carrier shall not engage in interstate commerce unless it; of rates. While it is true that the remedy by mandany 


does file its rates. be preserved in the bill on page 24, yet certainly the rer : 
Mr. BACON. That is stricken out. injunction is not preserved in clear terms. In the — graph 
Mr. TILLMAN. No ‘indeed. prepared by the Interstate Commerce Commission a: 
Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. sented by the Senator from South Carolina, there is 3 

TILLMAN. Just read the substitute for it. The Senator | language: 

was not paying attention. : : No carrier shall, unless otherwise provided by this act, eng or 
Mr. BACON. Yes; I think I am paying attention. participate in the transpo tation of passengers or property, ed 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Secretary read it again? It is| im the first section of this act, unless the rates, fares, and geg 

stricken out, but there is nearly as much reinserted. | upon which the same are transported by said carrier have be: led 


and published, etc. 


} 
MI SACON. There is nothing here in the part to which the : . ae 
rhere is nothing here in the part t ; | It provides no remedy. Now, in the provision that is stricken 


| 
y attention, and to which he says I have paid no | 


Sé tor calls : * * : 
a 6 
ition, which provides for the filing by the Commission in | out there is a remedy. I will read a portion of it. 
t reuit court of a bill asking for a writ of injunction against And the said Commission, as complainant, may also apply— 
a mmon carrier restraining it from engaging in interstate That is, they may first apply by mandamus to compel the rail- 


nlmerce road to file and publish the rates, and, if they fail to obey, have 
Mr. TILLMAN. Nothing whatever, because on page 24 there | them adjudged in contempt. Then it adds: 


is a general provision empowering the Commission to apply to | in any such circuit court of the United States, for a writ of ir 
the circuit court in the case of disobedience to any part of this | against such common carrier to restrain such common carrier 


Whv do vou want to specify that the court shall punish ceiving or transporting property among the several States and ri- 

g a oes ao Ss Hes ae nara’ weevil authors ee he | tories of the United States, or between the United States and adjacent 
for one when there Is a general provision authorizing the | foreign countries, or between ports of transshipment and of e1 
‘ t to} sh for disobedience to any section? | the several States and Territories of the United States as ment 

MN BACON The Senator is mistaken The provision on | the first section of this act, until such common carrier shall bh 
page 24 does not in any manner authorize the filing of a bill for | plied with the aforesaid provisions of this section of this act. 
the purpose of restraining the common earrier from continuing | It goes further than the proposed amendment. The proposed 

| interstate commerce so long as it disobeys this requirement | ®™endment prohibits them from engaging in interstate « 
of the law. ; | merce until they file and publish such rates, but it does not go 
































Mr. TILLMAN. By reason—— | on and prescribe a clear and efficacious method of enforcing it. 
Mr. BACON, The Senator will pardon me, that I may finish Under the bill as it remains, and that I understand is ; 
the sentence. On the contrary, it limits the remedy entirely to tically the law, the Interstate Commerce Commission cin go 
that of mandamus. Under the law as it now exists and as it into a court of equity and by complaint apply for a wrii in- 
has existed for twenty vears. the Commission is authorized to | Junction and have the carrier restrained from doing interstate- 
appiv eit ‘fora n a dan us or for a writ of injunction, and commerce business until it is ready to comply with the order 
that v it is now proposed to strike out limits it to man- | 22d that is the most efficacious remedy there is. 
d 5 1 entirely repeals that part of it. It not only strikes So, taking the two propositions together, I think the 
ut of the pending bill, but repeals existing law in the particu- | Sioms as they are in the bill are much stronger and mor 
es wiles Commission to go into court and file a | ive and ought to be retained. I say this with all due t 
se of restraining a carrier from continuing in | to the opinion of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
e so long as it defiantly refuses to obev the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
te the law. | ' . |; amendment proposed by the Senator from South ¢ 
Uy N. Mr. President—— [Putting the question.] By the sound 
ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia Mr. TILLMAN. I dislike to put the Senate to the 
S tor from Oregon? , of calling the roll, but I am very certain that this | sed 
Mr. ON. Ido. amendment is merely to strike out surplusage in the 
FULTON. I will ask the Senator from Georgia if under | Cause with a general remedy provided on page 4, pr g 
t s it is proposed to be amended, where the provision is punishment for any disobedience to this act, there is no 
this provision at this point. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is obliged to inform the Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him : 
( t t hist e has exnired tion? 
ON. Is! 1 like to have the Senator answer m Mr. TILLMAN. Yes. 
( The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state tl 
Nt ILLMAN (to Mr. Furron). It is now your time: | Senators have already spoken to this amendment, and u 
P ’ | rule, strictly construed 
FULTON. I eall the attention of the Senator from Mr. TiLLMAN. I call for the yeas and nays. 
( to t fact that the proposed amendment makes it un-| Mr. TELLER. Let us have the amendment read. 
t has failed to file its schedules to con- The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be stated by the S« 
and a violation of that provision The Secretary. - On page 8, beginning in line 4, strike 
in other portions of the bil], | remainder of the section and insert: 
rhe carrier could be prosecuted No carrier shall, unless otherwise provided by this act, 
ng it rstate commerce after participate in the transportatio: n of passen eee ox property 
: . In to that is given the | U2 te Stet Section cee tranaported by said carrier have be 
! l nd compel com-/ p rdance with the provisions of this section; 1 t 
S } would seem to! 4 re or dem nand or collect or receive a greater : 
a tic P ansportation of passengers 
er therewith, between t 
N V x p suffi t the nof n ss, fares, and charges v 
; = < nt in t nion Tect at the t me ; nor 8 
S Caro} bon? offl} the Part mametna | “ er or by any Gevice any | 
‘ ai Ut Le i is t I ified, nor extend to an y s 
> r from Oreg pe lities in the transportation of | 
so that I can reply in his time. oO ’ ure specified in sueh tarif 
: t, tl under existing law there is the a The VICE -PRE SIDE NT. The question is on agreeing 
! s the ¢ ssion to f nn just read. 
continuing in interstate com- . TELLER. I want to know whether that is a p 
with tl mandate of the law. For! ame manana which the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. 


nal security should be stricken out I | withdrew. : 
from the explanation which has been| Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator will permit me, this 


™ tors. { eonnection with the Senator’s amendment. It is an an . 








4906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


by me, coming from the Interstate Commerce Com- 
and explained in the memorandum. The substitute 


icts into law what the Commission would otherwise ob- | 
ly by judicial process. We enact into the law what is | 


ien: and if you leave the law like it is, you can not keep 


eople from engaging in interstate commerce without | 


o the court, whereas under this amendment Congress 
ts a public carrier from engaging in interstate commerce 
t does publish its rates, and then the provision on page 
des punishment for any disobedience of the act. 

rELLER. It seems to me to be rather late to make 


changes in the bill. We have been led to suppose that | 


is it came from the House was the bill which we would 
i to vote upon, except some amendments which were to 
i to it, not amendments in the way of emendations 
. bill, but additions to the bil. I do not knew but that 
make it better. In fact, I think, to tell the honest 
it it, that almost anything would make the original bill 


n it is. But at the same time I should like to have} 
eeding go on in such a way that we would know what | 


2 bill we have got. I suppose when these amendments 
pted, if they are adopted (without anybody knowing 
y are or what their effect is), we will have an oppor- 
the Senate to continue the debate indefinitely. It 
me, if we are to go on and add new things we had 
were settled, we will open the door for absolutely 

i debate on this subject, and it will take you till next 


get through with this bill. If there is necessity for | 
of amendments, I am quite contented that they shall | 
but I should like to know what evil in this bill is to be | 


this class of amendments. 


ILLMAN. I do not want to seem to criticise the Sena- 


at has been explained twice, and if he did not hear it 


was out of the Chamber, at lunch or somewhere else, | 


| help it. 
\LLER. A man can not stay here all the time, and I 
y here as many hours as any other Senator on th 


LLMAN. I will try to explain it, if the Senator will 


I have been notified that I have consumed my 

» already explained it twice. 
LLER. This is an unusual method. It is not the cus- 
ite a bill for three months, and then at the last 
ive these amendments come in without any opportu- 
what they are. It is not unreasonable that a Sen- 
given some attention to the bill should like to 
hese changes are made, and whether they are nec 
ade. He might inquire, I think properly, why 
1ade thirty or sixty days ago. Now, I will hear 
tion the Senator from South Carolina wishes to make. 
LLMAN. The Senator has already been informed that 
s not considered in committee at all. While it was 
ee it was never considered with any view to amend- 
inge, and all the debate we have had in the Senate 
gcely on the court-review proposition and the propo 
rohibit the issuance of injunctions suspending the 
rates. We have not discussed the balance of the 
the Senate, and we never discussed it in the com- 


t 


ELLER. I do not mean to criticise the Senator who 
ll in charge. I know the difficulties he has had pre- 
iim. I know there was some difference in committee, 
he bill came to us from the committee without any 
immended by the committee. 

if I want to say now, because I may not have an- 
to say it, in my opinion, it is an exceedingly bun- 
m beginning to end. It seems to me it might have 
ged in committee, and it also seems to me it might have 
‘ed in the Senate within the last three months. 1 
heeds some change. I was led to suppose from the 
reference to some of these amendments at least that 
| been settled. 
the usual method of dealing with a subject. We re- 
is bill the law that now exists, and then make changes 
do not want to make any disturbance or delay any- 
I shall reserve the right to go and get lunch and not 
ed because I did not hear what the Senator from 
lina said in my absence. 


»\CON. I should like to make a suggestion to the Sena- | 


Colorado. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado | 


the Senator from Georgia. 


ELLER. I do. 
BACON. I simply want to call his attention to the fact 
particular point at issue here is that the act of 1887 





the 





provides 


lieu 


Mr. TELLER. 
provement 
Mr. 
reason. 

Mr. ALDRICH and others. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment proposed by the Senator 
President, 
the amendment, I should like to underst 
ter than I do now. : 
the Senator from Colorado, l can not st: 
more 
particular thing. 


Mr. 


have to remain on duty, 
thing else, when 

Mr. DANIEL. 
ever 


too, 


re. 
time, 
Mr. 


structure. 
tory, 
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LSS i 


mseCu 
very provision here about 


Senator will find on page &, 


to 


publish 
damus 
into inter e 
The amend! 
iterstat { 
vides 
less he does 
bedience of 
nalty 
yany 


if 


procet d 
punishment for 
nd 


nit 
put 


it 


Mr. 


? 
mn 


. Mr. 


M1 
Mr. 
Mr. 


order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENI 
will state his « f « 
ALDRICH. 
rule 


Mr. 


circumstances, 
company fail to file certain schedules, 
into court to enjoin them from proceedin 
ness until they comply with the 
strikes that no other place 
This is the point 

Then it does not seem 
existing law. 


DANIEL. 


I hope I may be 


I was out of the Cham! 
meeting a delegation of my own people who are 
upon business that is being consi¢ 
that 
| offered by the 
which deprives this bill of one 
hope he or 
kindly explain it. 
ve glad, 
Mr. 
the 1e § it 
permit me, for having indicated that it wv 
to explain to Senators who kept 
returning to 
am 
The 


more 


ean, to yield 
TILLMAN. 


Senator 


Chamber 
criticising the §S 


* this bill was 
I beg leave 


and I do} 
broug!l 
every 

Mr. 


tC in contact 


rILLMAN. 





DANIEL. 
present. 


Mr. 





njunction proc 


. . 7 aay all 
is already in over the 


TILLMAN. 
* DANIEL. 

















































or five different speeches upon the same question right along 
uw * the guise of asking a question of somebody. The Sen- 
from G sia has made three or four speeches since I have 


CON Mr. President 
ALDRICH. The Senator from South Carolina has cer- 


y made three in the last half hour. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion that the 
‘ from Georgia has exhausted his rights under the rule. 
BACON. I only want to ask a question and not to make 
Mr. TILLMAN. I have already been taken down. I would 


get down and stay down if I could get the bill 


ugh. The Senator from Virginia took the floor. When he 
down, that cut me off and it cut off the Senator from 
Georgia, and nobody has a right to speak unless it is some one 


ho has not spoken on the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I have twice attempted to ask the Senator this 
question, and it has been objected to by others, and this par- 
t lar question has never been asked. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator has ex- 
pired, under the rule. The question is on agreeing to the 
t « if ts e Senator from South Carolina. 

Mr. DANII [I ask that it may be again stated. 





ie] endn en 


The VICI a IDENT. The amendment will be again 

ated. 

Che Secretary again stated the amendment. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I think I can explain this 
matter in a few words. This section euts out the writ of man- 


damus, but the writ of mandamus is provided for on page 24. It 
does not provide any penalties, because the Elkins Act provides 
the penalti¢ Now, when we come to page 24 we can incorpo- 
rate the injunction. That is the proper place for it to be 

‘orporate 1, because that applies to a violation of any section 
at all of the act. 

Mr. BAILEY. Does not the Senator from Maryland think 
that when Congress makes a given act unlawful an injunction 
would lie against it unless expressly forbidden? 

Mr. R. Ay ‘NE IR. I was just going to say that there is no neces- 
sity for providing for a writ of injunction. If the act makes a 
thing unlawful, of course you can enjoin; but if you have it 
i y provided for, the place to provide for it is on page 





becaus e that provides for a mandamus against any viola- 
and we can add to it an injunction for any violation, and 
hen you have the penalties of the Elkins Act. So you have 













tl 1andamus, you have the injunction, and you have the penal- 
ties, and 7 do not think you want anything more. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
endment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. 
LLMAD 
Ir. BAC ‘ON. With the permission of the Chair, I desire to 
state th I will be content if the provision is put into the+sec- 






the S tor from Marylai 1d indicates. 

tAYNER. I will offer it. 

nt 1 agreed to. 

ffer the amendment which I send to the 
desk, to immedi iately follow the amendment just adopted. 






Mr. LONG. I eall the attention of the Senator from South 
C lina to the fact tha it he has one other amendment not yet 
upon. The words at the top of page 9 should be stricken 





he VICE-PRESIDENT. That portion has been stricken 






Mr. TILLMAN. From the top of the page to the end of the 


tion has been stricken out. 







he VICE-PRESIDEN The amendment proposed by the 
tor from Wyoming [Mr. WARREN] will be stated. 
SECRETARY. It is proposed to add at the end of section 2 





threatened war preference and precedence 







Mr. WARR 





EN. I think there can be no objection to the 
endment. The War Department regards it as absolutely 





Sarv. 
» amendment was agreed to. 
LA FOLLETTE. I offer the amendment which I send to 
desk, to come in at the end of section 2. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 
Secrerary. After the amendment just adopted insert as 


. That there be added after section 6 of said act a new sec- 
Lion, to be known as section 6a, and to read as follows: 








t ‘epresentation of the President of the United States of | 
1 the t e ven, over all other traffic, to the transportation 
Ds i materia f war, and carriers shall adopt every means | 
their « trol to ilitate and expedite the military traffic. 
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“Sec. 6a. Every person shall be deemed guilty of a misde 
who shall, directly or indirectly, do, or cause, precure, or soli: 
done, or assist, aid, or abet in the doing of any of the followi: 
namely: Any act of unjust discrimination as defined in this a 
fraudulent act or false representation by which tr: insportation 
tained or attempted to be obtained at less than the lawfully esta i 
rate. Said misdemeanors shall be punishable by imprisonment ; i 
labor not more than five years nor less than one year or by {i t 
exceeding $20,000 nor less than $1,000.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing ; 
amendment proposed by the junior Senator from Wisc 
which has just been read. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTH. Mr. President, the amendment 
I offer imposes the penalty of imprisonment from one iy 
years for any act of unjust discrimination, as defined in ihg 
interstate-commerce act and the Elkins law senendntery thereof, 
It makes no change in the punishment by fine provided in jhe 
Elkins law, which is from ene thousand to twenty thous: dol- 
lars. My amendment proposes the additional Sietienative pen- 
alty of imprisonment for violations of the law, now punishable 
by fine only. 

It is the experience of mankind that respect for law is in 
some degree dependent upon the penalties imposed for its yiola- 
tion. ‘The penalty must be severe enough to deter those dis- 
posed to violate its provisions from incurring the risk of so 
doing. It is a matter of small concern to the railroad to pay a 
fine for lawbreaking when they can exact the money from the 
publie to meet the payment. The railroad official shrinks from 
serving a term of imprisonment. The testimony taken by the 
committees of Congress and the reports of the Interstate Com- 
merce Commission bear witness to the fact that the railroad 
companies of the country undertook very soon after the cisct- 
ment of the law of 1887 to have stricken out of that law the 
penalties of imprisonment provided for its violation. ‘| I 
terstate Commerce Commission appeared from time to time be- 
fore the committees of Congress and opposed the change. Not 
withstanding this, the change was made when the Elkins law 
was enacted in 1903. Since that time violations of the inter- 
state-commerce law have been punishable by fine only. 

As early as 1891 the Interstate Commerce Commission, in 
opposing the repeal of the penalty of imprisonment, said 


The imposition of criminal penalties upon railway officials, vell 
as the corporation itself, where sucit officials participate in a violation 
of the law is unquestionably a wise and salutary feature of 
Indeed, in those cases where punishment by imprisonmen 
scribed, such punishment can, in the nature of things, be inflicted ly 
on a real individual or natural person, and not on the abstract en- 
tity or artificial person, like a corporation. 

In 1894, in meeting the arguments of the representatives ot 


the corporations who were endeavoring to secure the al 
of the imprisonment feature of the interstate-commerce : 
Commission said: 


In this connection we may properly allude to certain mod 
of the penal provisions of the act which are advocated by 
road managers. It is proposed by them to exempt the officers 
ployees of carrying corporations from criminal liability for rate 
and similar offenses, and to impose such liabilities solely ( 
corporations themselves. In brief, the argument is that the ex 
severity of the present law operates to prevent its enforcement; tha 


railway managers will not give information against their riva en 
the consequence might be the imprisonment of individuals with m 
their personal relations are friendly and familiar, but that s S- 


closures would be freely made if they resulted only in the in 
of a fine upon the offending corporations. We are not prepared 
dorse this view. Corporations can act only through their office: 
agents, and necessarily an offense against business rectitude anid 
lie morality must be committed by some individual who has ku: 


of the law, and consciously transgresses its provision. The g 
doing now referred to involves, in our judgment, a high degree of l 
turpitude, which should rightfully subject to exposure and punishment 
the peceses who are guilty of it. We believe that the corporations 
should themselves be indictable, and regard it a mistake of t f 

ent statute that they are not, but we also believe that their offic l 


agents should remain amenable, as they are now, to the penal 
tiens of the law. This view includes retention of the impris 
feature in the tenth section. 


These were indeed strong reasons for retaining the pe! 


| ; . - : 
| which the railroads were so eager to have stricken fr 


law. And the argument of the Commission did prevail ! 


| time, but the railroad managers were insistent and the I: S 


law eliminated imprisonment as a penalty. 

Mr. President, I anticipate if there be any discussion « 
matter at all, it may be asserted, as it has been heretofvo l 
this debate, that the Interstate Commerce Commission and « r 
advocates of additional legislation have given their ap 
to the Elkins law. It is possible, sir, to quote general in 
ment of the Elkins law from the testimony of members 0 
Interstate Commerce Commission, and from their annual re}) 
to Congress as well. It is not possible to quote from tli 
specific indorsement of the amendment @bolishing the penally 0 
imprisonment for violations of the law. 

As evidence of the fact that repeal of the penalty of impr! 
ment invites to further violation of the law, I cite the facts 
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ed by experts who examined the books of the Wisconsin 

companies. 

Elkins law was approved on the 19th of February, 1903. 
I an act of the legislature of Wisconsin expert accountants 

thorized to investigate the books of railroad companies 

isiness in that State. That investigation began, or was 

to begin, on the ist of October, 1908. That was seven 
the Elkins law went into effect. The invest 
loses that the rebates paid by a single company 
in Wisconsin were as follows: 


ipa 


lining 
aoing 


iary, 1903—I state it only in round numbers—$37,000 ; 
ary, $57,000; March, $47,000; April, $36,000; May, 
June, $13,000; July, $101,000; August, $32,000; Sep- 


$46,000. The investigation began in October, the pay 

‘bates for that month fell off to $9,000, and in No 
to $600, and in December to $2,000. The investigation 
that one of the railroad companies of that State paid 


more than twice aS much in rebates to shippers in 
1 during the year following the enactment of the 


w as they had paid the preceding year. 


true of Wisconsin is true of other States. The 
inevitable. If the law is to be respected and up- 
who violate it must be made to suffer such penalties 
e them to heed and obey its mandates. 


spect the prohibitions of the interstate-commerce act 
ive, then we should restere imprisonment as a pun- 
and I believe increase the term of years imposed as 
for its violation. 

i-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


it propesed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 


Mr. President, before the question is put on 
iment, I desire merely to say that I have an amend- 
which I intend to move at the proper time at 
the bill, which provides for the restoration of the 
ises of the original act of 1887, which were repealed 
law, which I think ought to be restored, and 
I think go quite far enough. 


1ding 


Ul 


ikiNnS 


ion. | 


STONE. I should like to have the pending amendment | 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
‘onsin will be again read. 

LA FOLLETTE. Before it is read, Mr. President, I 


response to a suggestion, which I think a good one, to 
te in line 9, after the word “which” and before the 
transportation,” the words “interstate and foreign com- 


io 
45 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Secretary will read the amend- 
Senator from Wisconsin as modified. 
RETARY. After line 5, page 9, insert as a new section 





hn as section 2a, to read as follows: 
Phat there be added after section 6 of said act a new section, 


yn as section 6, and to read as follows: 
6a. Every person shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor 
|, directly or indirectly, do, or cause, procure, or solicit to 


, 
be 





assist, aid, or abet in the doing of any of the following acts, 
Any act of unjust discrimination as defined in this act, any 
act or false representation by which interstate and foreign 
rtation is obtained or attempted to be obtained at less 
established rate. Said misdemeanors shall be punish- 
onment at hard labor net more than five years nor less 

or by fine not exceding $20,000 nor less than $1,000.” 
ODGE. Mr. President, I desire to make a parliamen- 


ESIDENT. The Senator 

his parliamentary inquiry. 

LODGE. If this amendment should be voted down, would 
» in order for me to offer my amendment at the end of 
here I have proposed that it should come in as a new 


VICE-PR from 
i 


+4 t¢ 


Massachusetts 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
; amendment would be in order at the end of the sec- 
uld the pending amendment be voted down. 

LODGE. My amendment provides for adding a new sec- 

lt seemed to me that the proper place for it to come 
t the end of the bill. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The 
‘ut would be in order. 
STONE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of the 

Massachusetts what is the number of the amend- 
which he refers? 

LODGE. It is on page 141 of the pamphlet of amend- 


Chair understands that the 


trom 


BEVERIDGE. 


in all hear it. 
LODGE. I ean 


I suggest that it be read at the desi, so 


state it in one if the 


moment, 
esires me to do so. 


Senator 
liana d 
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Mr. STONE. I yield to the Senator 1M 1st 
that purpose. 
Mr. LODGE. It npl nends the Elkins 





as to restore the penal clause 


law repealed the penal clauses of the act of 1SS7 
| vided for imprisonment as well as r f 
enforced some thit nm years. My 

amen the Elkins A yas to! 

Mr. STONE. Mr. Pres I 

a “iment to the same general effect 

sta ment m ] . 
L | ] i l ) ] 

the imprisonment clauses; so 

may be, the purpose 

Massachusetts and the « 

Slightly, in my opini 

Mr. President, I i . a4 

this, that I feel that the 
clauses, of the statute ought to 1 

son violating this s] LW ¢ 

peach the capacity and effi ) 
reason why a conviction ¢ I be 
prisonment im “1, if the 

legations of the indictment; and IT |! 


that the fe: 
ing influence upon those who a: 


ing 


ir of imp 


lil 





ies and contribute more ) ‘ 
than the fear of a mere fine paid out, ult 
the treasury of the corporation. I I 
one conviction followed by on 


deterrent exal 


nple of infinitely m 
convictions f 


followed by a mere fine 
I shall yote to disagree to the a1 
the intention of voting to res 
act of 1887. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
everyone the 
closed by these amendments 


Vv 


all 


tore 


Mr. President, for the 


see difference 


in the 1 is 





for en y tie 
the reason stated by the Sena from Mis s 
I ask that the pending amend! t red by S 
Massachusetts [Mr. Lopae] ted 1 ‘ 
very brief, | understand. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, my amendment 


clude the penal clauses. It restores them. It 1 


pealing clause of the Elkins Act 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I mean that 
Mr. LODGE. If the Senator desires t 
he should have the original act o SS7 read I 
Secretary has it at the desk. It is on pages 7 1s 


of the act as amended March 2, 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. If it con 
shall not ask to have it read. 
Mr. LODGE. It is a long ‘ 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Could the Sen 
state the difference between his pro} 


the Senator from Missouri, and the old 











Mr. LODGE. The old law, as I ‘Ss 
imposition of a fine not ex¢ $5,001 
penitentiary for a term n exceeding two yé ; 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then I should be ver i 
the managers of the bill, the Senator from §S 
TILLMAN] and the Senator from low LD) 
ment as to which provision they think } 

Mr. HOPKINS. They n not \ 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the S I 
vote for the one which I favor? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I did not ! t 1 . 

Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator \ 3 to ] ( 
termine, I will ask him if he l vot ic 
favor? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wills tothe S 
lina that his opinion would proba 
entirely conclusive. Perhay | 
ion of the Senator from lowa [Mr. ] 


conclusive. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 
but I should 
harsher. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 

The VICE-PRESIDE> 


I shall 


prefer thi 


setts yield to the Senator from W 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, I l : \ 
consin. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just to Lis, ’ 
iwhich my amendment is f1 | the |] 4 
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met! 
‘ ly nt «whinl 
unenadment Willen 


I suggested here a little time ago, excepting 
the amendment increasing the penalty of the act of 1887, 
as already stated by the Senator from Massachusetts. 


as t« 


Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Missouri? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 


I desire to ask the Senator from Massachusetts 


Mr. STONE. 
in his opinion would it not be best to adopt the amendment of 


the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLiertTe], and perfect it 
by adding the provisions cf the amendment he offers? 
Mr. LODGE. No, Mr. President; I should say not. 


Mr. GALLINGER. That would put them in prison twice. 





Mr. LODGE. I think we had much better restore the old 
clauses of the act of 1SS7, which seem to me quite sufficient to 
meet the purpose. It is the fact of imprisonment, not the 
length of the term, that would be effective. I think the old law 


and I think it is necessary for the same rea- 


is amply sufficient, 


on as stated by the Senator from Missouri [Mr. STone}]. 

Mr. STONE. If the Senator will permit me a moment in his 
ime, I said that I felt inclined to vote against the amendment 
of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLuLerTe]; but, upon 


refiection, I feel rather inclined to vote for it, and then with 


a view of perfecting it by adding—— 

Mr. LODGE. I mention this amendment of mine because I 
wish to say that I shall yote against the amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin, which I think is teo extreme and 
unnecessary. I think the old law which has been in existence, 

I have said, for seventeen years is quite sufficient. 

[t seems to me also I may say, before I take my seat, that the 

r place to put this clause is at the end of the bill as a 
i ‘tion. The new section that I have proposed reenacts 
the provisions of the Elkins law in certain other respects, but 
repeals the repealing clause and makes all of the offenses sub- 


ject to the penalties prescribed in section 10 of the act of 1SS7. 
LA FOLLETTE. Before the Senator from Massachusetts 
the floor will he permit me to ask him a question, as I 
can not now take the floor in my own right? 














The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Massachu- 
setts yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I think I was misunder- 
stood in stating that the language of my amendment is in all 

‘ts the language recommended by the Interstate Commerce 
Commission. I will say that the penalty which was provided in 
the al dment which I offered is, so far as the imprisonment 

mcerned, a severer penalty than that suggested by the In- 

rstate Commerce Commission in its recommendation of 1887. 
Chi ne J mmended by the Interstate Commerce Commission 
last e they submitted a recommendation upon this spe- 
( paragrap! only $5,000. Since that time the Elkins 
law has reased the fine to $20,000 as the maximum limit. 
Cherefor nd that reason, I have incorporated in this 
‘ iment the same fine that is provided in the Elkins law, 
l lopted an imprisonment penalty which I believe would be 

evere enough to command the respect of the railroad com- 
panies themselves, 

e VICE-PRESIDENT. Before the Chair puts the question, 

ll say that under the Chair’s interpretation of the unani- 

consent agreement a Senator can not speak in the time 
her Senator tf he has already occupied the floor in his 
right. 

question is 

LA FOLLETTE. TI shall be glad to withdraw my re- 

, Mr. President. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

r BRANDEGEE. Mr. President, is the amendment open 
LO 1d ens 

rhe VICK-PRESIDENT. It is open to amendment. 

Mr. BRANDEGEER. Th I move, in line 5 of the amend- 
ment, after the word “ indirectly,’ to insert the word “ will- 
Puily 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘he amendment to the amendment | 
will 1 stated 

The Secretary. After the word “ indirectly,” in line 5, it is 
proposed to in the word “ willfully; ” so as to read: 

6a. I J m shall deemed guilty of a misdemeanor who 

irect indirectly, willfully do, or cause, procure, or solicit 

ie VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 

of the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. BRANDEGER] to the amend- 
of Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La For.erre}. 

| endinent to the amendment was agreed to. 

DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not wish this question 
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1dation of the Interstate Commerce Commission, with an to go to a vote without a brief statement. 


_ 











May It), 


, t It comes before +) 
Senate somewhat in the shape of a criticism against the Jovi. 
lation of 1903, and I think it is due to the Senate and to | 


. Lie* 
House of Representatives to say that there were before « 
gress at that time very good reasons for a modification of 1e 


penal provisions of the interstate-commerce act. 
It is all very well to talk about the severity of these poey.). 
ties, but the naked and very instructive fact is that fron 


SQT 
to 1903 the severity of these penalties had not resulted j; the 
conviction or incarceration of anybody for a violation of s 
law, and unless I am greatly out of the way the impression 


was made upon Congress in 1903 that the difficulty of qi. 
ering these offenses, all of them secret in their character. 
so greatly increased by these severe penalties that, in the . 
ion of wise and good people, the law would be made more effect. 
ive if the penalties were abandoned and the prosecution 
tained for the imposition of fines on the corporation offendins 

I think it also ought to be said in explanation of the action of 
Congress that, for the first time in the history of our interst:je- 
commerce legislation—since 1908—the Government, by its crijp- 
inal prosecutions, has succeeded in making any impression upon 
the secret criminal practices of the railway. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. May I ask the Senator from Io a 
question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Is the Senator aware of the fact. | 
should like to inquire, that the Federal judge in whose court 
the Burlington Railway Company was convicted a week or two 
ago, in imposing a penalty of only a fine said——— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I will say that I saw th 
statement in the newspapers. 


at 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The statement was that if there was 
a provision for imprisonment in the penitentiary, much re 
in the way of insuring obedience to the law might be accom- 
plished. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I saw that, and I am not out of sy: 1y 


with the proposition the Senator has presented. 

I have already suggested to my colleagues here that I will 
not hesitate to vote for this amendment, but I regret that it 
has been presented in the form of a criticism of what Co: 
has done. 

It is also a mistake to say that the criminal provisions of the 


statute have been entirely eliminated. All of these offenses 
are in the nature of conspiracies to violate the law, and ihe 
indictments which have been found by the grand jury in New 
York against the trunk lines in connection with the sugur- 
trust rebates have taken the form of indictments for cons) y 


to violate the law, which does carry the penalty of impris 
ment as well as fine. 

I think the most amazing fact in connection with our 
way experience has been the utter indifference to thes: 
sions of the law by the managers of these great prop 
Only a year ago one of the most important and influentia! 

1 will add, one of the most reputable railway presidents 
country told me that it was ridiculous to expect the railro 
obey the law on the subject of rebates; and his rem \- 


tended partly as a jest, aroused my indignation. My i! y 
is that the enforcement of these laws does not depend altogether 
upon penalties, whether fine or imprison. The enfor t 


of these laws and the obedience of railway managers to thie 
requirements of these acts of Congress rest largely in an ar | 
public opinion throughout the United States that shall | 
these great representatives of property interests to that 
respect for the statutes that ordinary people have in the U 
States. 

I have not risen, therefore, to object to the restorati 
these penalties, but simply to say a word in explanation 
course which Congress has taken from time to time | 
matter and to emphasize a conviction that has been gr g 
upon me that our market place will be delivered from 
crimes when the public opinion cf the community comes 
the help of these enactments of Congress. 

Mr. LODGE. Before the Senator sits down I should 
ask him one question. Of course most of us took part 
legislation of 1903, and if there is any criticism of my | 
sition to restore the penal clauses it falls on me quite as 
as on any other Senator who voted for it; but is it n 
that the Department of Justice believe now that it will 
the advantage of the law and its enforcement to resto! 
penal clauses? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. 
purpose of disputing that. 


I understand so. I did not rise fo: 
I think that the close scrut 
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s and accounts of railway companies provided for in 


vill tend to reveal these crimes which for twenty years 
ost inserutable to the officers of the law. I shall vote 
rfully to restore penalties, because I believe 
nost serious feature of the railway situation has been 
eseence of the public, practically by common consent, 
nee and contempt of the law. 

JRIDGE. Will the Senator state which of the pro- 
the one of the from Wisconsin 


i? 


these 








e prefers Senator 
.OLLIVER. I expect to vote for the one offered by the 
Wisconsin because that is vigorous, and I have not 
. other or even heard it read. 
-AILEY. Mr. President, I am somewhat surprised to 
. Senator from Iowa say that the railroad managers of 
have been negligent in observing the law, because 
ies that the officers whose duty it is to enforce the law 
culpable than the railroad managers themselves. I 
to learn that in this country the law is to be enforced 
whose misdeeds it is intended to punish, and when it 
ed that the railroad managers have not obeyed the 
ust be because the officers of the Government have not 
enforced it. 
XOLLIVER. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
he Senator from Iowa? 
BAILEY. I do. 
M YOLLIVER. I used the word “ negligent” as applied to 
{ yple inadvertently. Of course I regard the violation 
w as a crime, but the Senator will not deny that the 
in its very nature such as may elude the eye of the 
whipped through the whole machinery of justice 
y have had for the last twenty years. 
M -,AILEY. Mr. President, I am afraid that the offenses 
h criminals elude the vigilant eye of the law too often, 
t to see the time come in this country when the richer 
the more certain it will be that he is punished every 
iolates the law of the land—— 
MOLLIVER. I have no controversy with the Senator 


rom 
Olli 


try 





Senator from Texas 


fo Ul 


BAILEY. Because upon them rests the highest obli- 
to obey the law. The man of little consequence and of 
erty owes the law small gratitude for its protection. 
the Government only when he is summoned to serve 
or called to fight its battles. He never 


juries 


knows 


s to have its officers called to protect his property, and 
he ean be partially excused when he does not re- 


h alacrity to the call for the protection of the prop 
ther people. But the men who manage the railroads 
conduct the great enterprises of this country owe to 
the law and the of the law the 
of every dollar’s worth of property they own; and it 
izing circumstance to me that those who are the most 
iterested in the supremacy of the law should be the 
10 openly admit their repeated and flagrant violations 


t for to obedience 


or 


‘e these penalties, put two of these railroad managers | 
enitentiary, and their fate will become a warning to 


rs. As certain as the swift vengeance of the law 
some the others will desist from their offenses. 
ney well enough to take the chances of losing some in 
» of making more, but the rich and prosperous will not 
chance of punishment in the penitentiary. If they 
e brought, out of respect for the law, to obey it, let us 
1 in the common jail, where they will be powerless to 
t least for a season. 
IDGE. Mr. President, I move as a substitute for the 
nt offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
the amendment which I have heretofore submitted. 
rs on page 141 of the pamphlet amendments. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 
3 a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from 
in [Mr. LA FoLLerre] as amended, the amendment here- 
submitted by him. The proposed substitute be 


shall 


will 


SECRETARY. In lieu of the amendment as amended it is 
| to insert the following: 


1 of an act entitled “An act to further regulate comm 
‘ign nations and among the States,” approved February 
ereby amended to read as follows: 
anything done or omitted to be done by a corporation com- 
ler, Subject to the act to regulate commerce and the 





19, 


acts 


ty thereof, which, if done or omitted to be done by any di 
ilicer thereof, or any receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, or person 
for or employed by such corporation, would constitute a misde- 


They | 


| 
j 
| 
| 
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mesgnor under said acts or under tl] l s ! 2 a 
misdemeanor commit 1 by ch I i 
thereof it shall be biect to pen 3 I i 
acts or by this act with reference to such pet f I 
alties are herein hanged rhe il ‘ 
carrier subject to said acts to f ind 
charges as requil “l by 1id acts » otrict 
ary julr y said act wr str V » oO l 
changed rding to law shall be a 
tion thereof the corporation offendins e t f t 
less than $1,000 nor more than $20,000 f h i it 
be unlawft for ny person 
or give or to solicit, accept, or re V 
crimination in respect of the t ta y 
state or foreign « e by 1 ca 
t { ‘ t : i 
= e wl! ; 
ri i l Ss ( : 
‘ 1 
give or solicit, accept, or ei . 
crimination shall be deen f n 
subject to the fines and penalti I 1 
regulate commerce approved February 4, 1887, 
a roved March 2, 1899 
“Every violation of this section shall be prose l 
the United States having jurisd n of 
which such violation was committed or tl 
tion may have been conducted; and wher 
one jurisdiction and completed i: not t 1 
quired of, tried, determined, punished i é 
same manner as if the offense had been ially and 
therein. 
“In construing and enforcing I 
omission, or failure of any off é 
employed by y common cal 
ployment sl in every case be also des ‘ 
| or failure of such carrier as wi ’ 
carrier files with the Inte te ( 
particular rate under the provisions of the act t 
fu amendatory thereto, or } f 
lished, that rate as I 
prosecution zun ne 5 t ‘ 
the legal rate, and any depa 
therefrom, shall be deemed to | i 
act.” 
Mr. KNOX. Is an amendment to the pro ed s 
in order? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT The Cl unde 1 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. Presi it, very u | ! 
‘rom Iowa [Mr. Dor ER], I do not rise to « 
ment of this bill so as to provide th ’ 
for the violation of the inters ‘ ‘ 
sion of this bill. if we should see t to m : | 
rise, rather, as he did, to point out | 
islation known as the “ Elkins | 
we abolished this penalty of impris 
The Senater from Wisconsin [Mr. La ] 
that same point a few moments ago, tor 
the Interstate Commerce Commis n had n 
the abolishment of the penalty of impriso 
and strictly speaking, that b 
casion I called attention to the f s 
nual Report of the Interstate Commerce ¢ 
a report published immediately after fl 
acted, the Commission took oceasion, spe 
| use this language, to which I call t 
Speaking of the Elkins law, the Con : 
port after the ] lkins law was enacted, ! 
The amended iw has a 
the punishment n 1 
nen s l l 
rgu ! n fa f x 
reports and need not het 
I submit that the language thus 
indicates what the fact was, that tl 
tinct and positive relation to the ¢ 
The members of that Commissi 
state Commerce Committee, ¢ every 
knows, and every m ber of th 1 
every member of the Interstate ( 
appeared before that mmittee 1 
be that change made in the law 
When I spoke here on another 
to that fact, I relied upon the ex ssi ( 
sion in this report, that they | 
expressed the argument in favor of th ! 
that, and made the statement that they had i 
former reports, made that recommend I ( 
looked through their former reports d I do l 
former recommendations as strong as I had I ed LI would 
find them from what they had said when th d before 
the Interstate Commerce Committee, and f1 wha hey said 
in their report following the enactment of that legislation. But 
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I call attention to the fact that in the twelfth annual report, at 


page 19, speaking of the difficulty of enforcing the law, they say: 

If it is asked why the criminal remedies are not applied, the answer 
is that the have een, and without success. The most earnest efforts 
have been made by the Commission and by prosecuting officers in vari- 
ous parts of the United States to punish infractions of this law. While 
some fines have been imposed, no substantial effect has been produced. 
It is plain the Commission that satisfactory results can not be ob- 

ined from this cour The difficulties in the way of securing legal 

idence necessary to a conviction are such as to be in most cases 
in mountable The fact may be morally certain, but the name, the 
dat he unt can not be shown with the particularity and cer- 
tainty re 1! by the iminal law. 

And so they went on at length. In other reports they have 
repeated substantially the same statement, calling attention | 
to the fact that in criminal prosecutions to enforce the law it 
\ necessary to prove a violation ef the law, according to | 


» rules governing in the trial of criminal prosecutions, beyond 
sonable doubt. That is what they had been unable to do. 
1erefore they appealed to us to make the law one they could 
enforce and asked us to abolish the provision providing for 
imprisonment as one of the penalties. 

Now, that is exactly how that proposition came before the 
Interstate Commerce Committee, as every member of the com- 
mittee knows. So far as I am aware, no railroad had anything | 
whatever to do with it or even any knowledge of it, although | 
they may have been fully informed. I remember that the very 
same argument that is repeated here in these reports was made | 





before the committee, and the committee, in passing upon the 
Uikins law and repealing imprisonment as one of the penalties | 
for a violation of the interstate-commerce act, supposed they | 
were acting in the line of the recommendation of the Interstate | 


Commerce Commission, the recommendations of which body the | 
committee was disposed to follow, so far as I can remember 
the consideration of that legislation in committee. 

Vhether that was wise or not, I do not intend to stop to dis- 
cuss. I remember that I doubted the wisdom of the change at 
the time when it was done. I think every member of that com- 
mittee would testify that on my part it was with great reluc- 
tance that I reached the conclusion that we ought to favor the 
abolition of imprisonment for a violation of the law. I was one 
of the very last to yield to it; but I did, out of deference to the 
opinion of the members of the Interstate Commerce Commission, | 
‘ause I thought I could understand how it was that they 
would have difficulty in proving beyond a reasonable doubt in | 
that character of cases the offense for which a man might be 
indicted. 

Another argument that was used was that it did not fetiow 
that violators of the law would go free from i*nprisoniment, but 


he 





that by providing, as we did in the Elkins iaw, that when it | 
was charged that rebates were being giver. or other practices | 
were being indulged in, in violation of tue law, it should be | 


prohibited by injunction; then, if there st.ould be a further sueh | 
violation, it would be an act in contemp* of court, for which the | 
party could be summoned before the court, when he could be 
tried for contempt without the difficulty attending a criminal 
trial, where everything must be proved beyond a reasonable 
doubt, and imprisonment for contempt could be imposed and the 
result would be far more efficacious and far more expeditious 


than it was under the other law. 
Now, in another report—I can not tell precisely which one, 
but I read it only a few days ago; I think it must be about 


. : ‘fo , 
the fourteenth or the fifteenta; I have been unable to put my | 
hand on it, but I know it is in one of them—the Interstate Com- | 

‘rce Commission, speaking on this point, in a report to Con- 


while as a Commission they could not recommend 
abolish imprisonment for a violation of the law, yet 
they would say that if Congress saw fit to do it there was not 
member the Interstate Commerce Commission who would | 
iterpose any objection, because their experience had been such 
would not feel warranted in doing so. Almost that 

precise language was employed by the Commission. 

Therefore I enough appears in this seventeenth annual 
report, following immediately after the Elkins law. in which 
they say it was thought expedient thus to legislate because of 
the argument which had repeatedly before that time been set | 
in their reports, to justify us in assuming, without anv 
testimony to the contrary, that the Interstate Commerce Com- 
did favor exactly this change in the law. They not 
nly favored it, as they stated in the report, by fair interpreta- 
but they favored it positively and aggressively, as every 
the Interstate Commerce Committee knows, by ap- 
before that committee and making statements to that | 


said 


that we 


ol 


t} t the 
uli \ LLict’y 


say 


ission 


TION 
} 


mber of 


ring 


ir. GALLINGER. 
The VICE 


Mr. President—— 
PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 


to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
FORAKER, 


Mr. Certainly. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Ohio is giving ry 
interesting testimony on this point. I wish to ask him if +), 


Interstate Commerce Commission, at any time since ther 4 
asked to have the penalty of imprisonment restored? ae 
Mr. FORAKER. Never; never since then; and, as the Se 
ator from Iowa well says, Mr. President, everything ¢), . 
| being done to-day to break up the practices about which. ym 
plaint is made is being done under the Elkins law, and tly i 
best legislation we can enact here is to broaden and strenes) en 
the Elkins law so as to make it still more effective, as ye 
easily can. If we have in view only the correction of « * 
that is the sure way to reach them. ts: 
Take the report made by Commissioner Garfield a few dys 
ago. I read it through with care, in so far as we have |jeoy 
favored with it. Assuming that all he says is true. ut 


which I do not know anything except that his facts are (js 
puted to some extent, but, assuming for the sake of the ni 
ment that they are all true, there is not one thing pointed by 
Mr. Garfield, not one evil mentioned by him, that the )i!| wo 


|} now have under consideration will reach or remedy—not 


The evils he complains of all consist, in one form or another 
of rebates an? discriminations, open and secret, practiced under 
| every kind ¢ guise, in ev* ty sort c* “orm that the ingenuity of 


railroad offi ials and shir vers coule: suggest. Not one of then 


can you reach by this :gislation, zgpon which we have spent 
three or four months @: time. On the contrary, there not 


one of them that you can not reach in fifteen minutes in q 
court of equity having competent jurisdiction under the Elkins 
law. There is no rate or discrimination pointed out by him 


| that you can not reach. 


It may be true, and doubtless is, as the Senator from W 
sin says, that after the Elkins law was enacted it was disvoy- 
ered that rebates were being granted in Wisconsin. I do 


SCOn- 


ot 
know anything about the conditions there. But I do know 
| that if the Elkins law had been enforced by the officials 
charged with the duty of enforcing it under the law there 
| would not have continued any such condition of things, and 
there is no law on the statute book that now provides 1d 
this bill if enacted will not provide, any remedy whiitever 
against rebates. The House committee, in their report. said 


| they did not undertake to deal with rebates and they did not 
| undertake to deal with discriminations between shippers 


rhe 
did not undertake to deal with anything except only excessive 
rates, the least troublesome and the least burdensome evi! 
there is. 

Mr. President, I have here a statement which I took out « 
a publication called “ Freight.” It comes to me througl ile 
mail, through the kindness of somebody who favored me with 
it, in which there is from week to week a discussion of this 
legislation that is proposed and of everything pertaining to 
the freight business throughout the country. On page 245 of 


1906, I find a statement as to the proceedings under the l)|kins 
law. It gives the number of decisions by the courts sust ng 
and enforcing that law, and there are quite a number of in, 
all of them important cases. There was the New Haven (oal 
case, one of the most important cases decided by the Supreme 


| Court of late years. That was under the Elkins law. re 
was the Trans-Missouri Freight case, involving a question of ‘is- 
| crimination between communities. That was under the [!\ins 
law. ‘Chere was the case of the packing houses as again he 
live-stock men—I have forgotten the style of the case—devided 


3ethea last January or February. That was under 
the Elkins law. There was the case a few days ago 
Chicago, Burlington and Quincy road, where that corj) \ 
was fined heavily. That was under the Elkins law. Ther : 
the case of the Fairmont Coal Company in West Virginia. f 
the proceeding was by mandamus to compel equal treatii n 
furnishing cars. That was under the Elkins law. In 
one of these cases there was relief instantly at the hia 
the court upon application for a restraining order or 
which was finally made permanent. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oh d 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. Let me suggest to the Senator from Ohio 
the very important case of Baer v. The Interstate Com 
Commission, which decided that the anthracite coal combi! 
had to expose its books for examination, was under the [. 
law. 

Mr. FORAKER. That was under the Elkins law. 

Mr. KEAN. And the tobacco case. 

Mr. FORAKER. And the tobacco case, as the Senator 
New Jersey suggests, decided only recently. It was under t 





f } 


he 





LODGE. 


STONE. 


LODGE. 


LODGE. 
lifications made. 


DANIEL. 


} 


1 States v. 


i States v. P., C., C. 
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w. So it is that in every instance where the Elkins | 


heen invoked it has given instant relief, 


because 


in | 


of these cases upon the filing of a bill a temporary | 


order or writ of mandamus or other 
vhich ultimately was made perpetual. 

{CE-PRESIDENT. 
red. 

ORAKER. 


of cases, 


order 


and at another time I wish to point out and 
the eases decided by the Commission with those decided 
urts, when it will be found that the courts are far more 


Ws 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The cases will be inserted in the 


was | 
| 
The time of the Senator from Ohio 


Allow me time enough to put in the Recorp | 


s requested by the Senator from Ohio, in the absence | 


mn. 
es referred to are as follows: 
PROCEEDINGS 


UNDER THE 


ST. 


ELKINS LAW. 
PAUL, MINN., April 25, 1906. 
FREIGHT. 

you advise me the proceedings which have been instituted 
ikins law? 

J. G. WEST. 

lings under the Elkins law are as follows: Fifteen injunc- 

in departures from published rates, twenty-one indictments 


of the act, three indictments for conspiracy to violate the ac 
ns of the courts upon this law are as follows: United 
ich. Cent. R. R. Co., 122 Fed., 544; W. Va. N. R. R. Co. v. 
134 Fed., 198; I. C. C. vw. C. and O. R. R. Co., 128 Fed., 
- Mo. Pac. R. R. Co. v. United States, 189 U. 8., 274; 


sv. A., T. and §8. F. R. R. Co., — Fed., — (Judge Phillips). 
rs in the courts under the Elkins law: 
1. DECISIONS. 


Mich. Cent. R. R. Co., 122 F. R., 544. 


N. R. R. Co. v. United States, 134 F. R., 198. 
c. and O. R. R. Co., 128 F. R., 69, — U. S., —. 
Rk. R. Co. v. United States, 189 S., 274. 


1 U. 
States v. A., T. and S. F. R. R. Co., — F. R., 


INJUNCTIONS TO ENJOIN DEPARTURES 


. C. and H.W. RB. ER. Co. 

States v. Ill. C. R. R. Co. 

States v. Mich. Cent. R. R. Co. 
ites vw. Pa. Co. 


FROM RATES. 


(See decisions.) 


and St. L. R. R. Co. 


st sv. L. 8S. and M. 8S. R. R. Co. 
s sv Wab. R. R. Co. 
A., T. and S. F. R. R. Co (See decisions. ) 
St . Bw & ae Fe... B. Co. 
sv. C., M. and St. P. R. R. Co. 
tes v. C. and A. R. R. Co 
tes v. C., G. W. R. R. Co 
States v. Mo. Pac. R. R. Co 
Cc. and O. R. R. Co. (See decisions.) 
States C., B. and Q. R. R. Co. 
3. INDICTMENTS. 
es v. Zorn, Williams & Bushfield. 
ites v. C., B. and Q. R. R. Co. 
it v. Swift & Co. 
States vw. Armour Packing Co. 
Stat v. C. and A. R. R. Co. 
S sv. C., M. and St. P. R. R. Co. 
v. Cudahy Packing Co. 


es v. Faithorn, Wann, and C. and A, R. R. Co. 
States vw. Nelson Morris & Ce. 


State . Kreskap. 
States v. C., B. and Q. R. R. Co. and Miller and Burnham. 
States v. G. N. R. R. Co. and Campbell, 
States v. R. J. Wood & Co. 
tes v. Mutual Transit Co. (1). 
tes v. Lide & Diver. 
ites v. Mutual Transit Co. (2). 
tes v. Diver. 
~ ifes 


. Suffolk and C. R. R. Co 
v. Gay Manufacturing 
States v. N. ¥Y. C. and H. R. I 
Sta v. Del. and H. Co. 
ICTMENTS FOR CONSPIRACY 
es v. Thomas & Taggart. 
ites v. Crosby, Thomas & Taggart. 
Swartzchild & Sulzberger Co. 
Mr. President, this amendment, which is strictly 
| to improve the Elkins law, as appears by its head- 
ild like, with the permission of the Senator, to modify. 
» (page 143 of the pamphlet), on the suggestion of the 
‘rom Pennsylvania, which I think a very excellent one, 
like, in line 16, after the word “ carrier,” to insert the 
or shipper; ” and in line 18, after the word “ carrier,” 
the words * or shipper.” 
What page? 
Page 3 of the amendment; page 


. and Bosley. 
Co. 
t. R. Co. 


TO VIOLATDS. 


tes v. 


“ 


148 of the 
"ICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the modi- 
If there is no objection, I should like to have 


While the Senator is on his feet I should like 
im a question for information. 


XL—¥415 


( J udge 








The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from \ 
suspend until the Secretary reports the mod ns 

Mr. LODGE. Of course I have a rig to modify 1 
ment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator 1 Li ) 
it as he desires. 

Mr. DANIEL. I observe some cross ref 3 | 
would leave the mind in doubt as to exact W \ 
For instance, at the bottom of page 2 1 the 1 
is reference to other acts for the penal 5 we re 

Mr. LODGE. I can not hear the S ee 
noise around me. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will try to speak a little louder 

Mr. LODGE. It is not the Senator’s fault. It is « 
noise all about. 

Mr. DANIEL. At the bottom of page 2 and tl 
there is a declaration of fines and penal S pI | 
10 of the act to regulate commer: ame ed } 
March 2, 1889. The point I ssest to the 1 ad « 
is, had we not better set forth in this t what f 
ties we nre inflicting, for the reason tl me ¢ t 

| be too weak? And then we would | mething 

| the increase of imprisonment or the » if we de 
But in reenacting an old statute and tting 
one, without a definition of its terms e Sen 
either to know precisely what they are doing or to i 
they may be doing. 

Mr. LODGE. The section is pr l the 4 

| commerce. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have that before e. 

| Mr. LODGE. And the supplementary acts 

Mr. DANIEL. I have them l at this t 

Mr. LODGE. It was to restore s« mm 10 | 
I have stated before, are in every case a term of 

not exceeding two years, or both fine : 1 imprison 

Mr. DANIEL. That is a very light yp 

years—for some of these offenses. Some of 
lions of dollars and the destruction of the bus f 
ple, and a range ought to be given both as to fil l 
| ment, so that the tribunal that has a culm 
} measure the penalty according to the nature 
| the oinse. To put the chief offender who m 
| benefit of millions of dollars by public roguery on t 
| with a minor employee, who 1 be under | ( 
obscure or to nullify all distinction in offende 
| down the great criminal to a level with the 
prevent that distribution of justice which pr 
to the nature and extent of the offens 
I hardly know how to go at t 1 
| offer an amendment f the S 
sachusetts which woul r 
Now, Mr. Preside 
| Mr. LODGE. If I may have the floor 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the LM 
| setts yield further to the Senator from \ 
| Mr. LODGE. My time is going so 
| Mr. DANIEL. I hope it may be count 
| not out of the Senator's. I i 
| Mr. LODGE. Not at all. I thought s 
into his statement rather more I t! 
Mr. DANIEL. I beg the Senator’s pard 
Mr. LODGE. I merely want to Vy Ol l 
| these penalties are not sufl t 
} amend them in the Senat fo my l tl 
| sufficient. The object of the 
'a penalty that will hav 
offenders. I d » not | elic > I I \ TM 
that class of offenders I 
as valuable as ten years as a te ‘ 
commit the offense. 

Mr. SCOTT. Who are the opl 

Mr. LODGE. TI! law says the dit 
the corporation are to be imprisoned ! 
of the corporation who make these contr 
very specific. 

But, Mr. President, it seems to me t 
we want to reach, and if it is t 
to amend it in the Senate. Bu s to 
and that is just the distinction bet 
that of the Senator from Wisc 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I d re to d 
of the Senator from Massachusetts, and the S« 
ularly, to the penalty clause of his amend t rh 





| in my mind is whether 


we 
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| 


ALDRICH. I do not like to cut off the Senator from | 
but we ought to have some enforcement of the rule, | 
} if 


INE. 


AT 


In what way am I violating the rule? 
I thought you had spoken once. 
t upon the amendment of the Senator from 


fo, he has 


senator 


not. The Senator spoke on the 
from Wisconsin. I do not think 
not. 

think the 
iree times. 


ive. I have undoubtedly violated the rule, 


ave 


Senator from Massachusetts 


NE. There is a question of doubt as to whether the 

unendment the Senator from Massachusetts 

the imprisonment features of the act of 

of the amendment proposed by the Sena- 
setts is as follows: 


shall offer, 


ot 


e 


ration who grant, or gi 


concession, or discrimin 0 
be subject to the 
“act to regulate 
act approved 


anor, and shall 
in section 10 of the 
ary 4, 1887, as amended by the 


t of 1887 as amended by the act of March 
yn, and it is the imprisonment pro- | 


: oe 
is as follows: 


VISI 


convicted 
fares, or 
h person 
liable to 
exceeding two 


> for which any person shall be 
nlawful discri ition in rates, 
ion of passengers or property, such 
fine hereinbefore provided for, be 
nitentiary for a term of not 
it seems in 
Massachusetts, 


thing to which I was trying, 
n of the Senator from 
‘ntion of some other Senat 


enti rs to it, concerns 
¢ 


Elkins Act of 1903 provides: 


‘ring after the passage of this act fo 
commerce, whether committed 
ct, or for off under this 
on the convicted party othei 
mment wherever now prescribed as 
} 


ished. 


r offenses 
before 
section, no 
than the fine 
part of the 


or 
enses 
‘ 
being hereb} abol . 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
nd until the Senate is in order. 
STONE. Yes, sir; I will be glad to do so. 
.| Is the Senate supposed to be in order now? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri. 
STONE. The act 1889 amending the act of 1887 did 
But the act of 1903 repealed 
shusetts says . 
The Senator read the la 
It did not repeal the act. 
ot in express terms repeal the act. 


why I had to reenact the whole law in 


The Senator from Missouri will 


[After a 


of 


norte Yr 
nguage. 


Sut the Senator does not reenact it 


beg the Senator’s pardon. I reenact the 


so as to restore the imprison- | 
‘senator does repeat the first section 
that anyone who violates it shall 
1 penalties prescribed by section 10 of 
kins Act prescribes a certain fine, from | 
usand dollars, for doing the things 
e Senator from Massachusetts would 
» followed by a fine and such penal- 
» act of 1889. 


1880 


ink 1899. It is the act of March, 1899, I 


‘ 


1889 : very ji 


1SS9, 


rch 2, but that is not 
act was of date March 2, 
Then my print is wrong. 
Your print is wrong. It should be 1889. 
My print is wrong? 
Yes, sir. 
; a matter of n that the Elkins law, | 
‘imprisonment wherever now prescribed as | 
‘ing hereby abolished,” has the effect in | 
ling the imprisonment clause of the act of 
» act of 1889 ceased to be operative; 
nger a part of section 10 of the act of 


mportant. 

the 
LODGE. 
r. STONE. 


constructic 
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1889, and if it was not found in that section, if it was ta) 
by virtue of the Elkins law, then it can not be put back j 
section except by a specific reenactment. If it is not y 
by such enactment, then I submit whether the effect of t} 
vision in the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
chusetts, that persons violating this act shall be subject 
penalties prescribed in section 10 of the act of 1887, wou 
ject them to any penalty beyond that of a fine. I think 
exceedingly doubtful. 

In drafting the amendment which I have prepared by 
not yet submitted, but intend to present, I followed . 
the plan pursued by the Senator from Massachusetts. 
the first section of what is known as the “ Elkins law,” a: 
vided for its reenactment except as to the penalties. I |. 


| fine as it now appears in the Elkins law remain as it is 


added this, and that is the only addition to it: 


Provided, That any person, or any officer or director of : 
tion subject to the provisions of this act, or the act to ree 
merce and the acts amendatory thereof, or any receiver, trust 
agent, or person acting for or employed by any such corpora 
shall be convicted as aforesaid, shall in addition to the fine hx 
vided for be liable to imprisonment in the penitentiary for a 
exceeding two years, or both such fine and imprisonment, in 
cretion of the court. 


It seems to me that form would be preferable to the « 


| by the Senator from Massachusetts. 


Mr. LODGE. 
amendments? 

Mr. STONE. No; it does not appear in the pamph! 
I will hand the Senator this copy of it, if he cares to | 

The only difference I see in a hasty comparison betw 
amendment and the one proposed by the Senator fron 
chusetts is that the Senator from Massachusetts seeks ti 
the imprisonment penalty by providing that the pers 
victed shall suffer the penalties prescribed by section 10 
act of 1887, while in the amendment the Senator has in hi 
the imprisonment penalty is specifically stated and set forth. 
I greatly fear that if the amendment is put in the form pro- 
posed by the Senator from Massachusetts we would be left 
without any imprisonment provision in the law. 

Mr. LODGE. It seems to me on an examination of t! 
ator’s amendment, which I had not examined before, that 
identical with mine, except where I have put in the 
“every person or corporation who shall offer, grant, or give 


Where is that? Is it in the pamphlet 


i 


| solicit,” ete, shall be subject to the penalties of s 


as amended the Senator has put in a proviso not referring at 
all to section 10, but specifically restoring the penalties. 

Mr. STONE. Yes, sir; that is the difference, as I st 

Mr. LODGE. I have not the slightest objection to : 
the Senator’s form instead of mine. There can be no q 
about it, and it meets exactly the same point, and bring 
same penalty. I would much rather take it, if there 
any doubt about the form of mine. 

Mr. STONE. I have had some doubt about the other 
ment, and there can be none about this one. 

Mr. LODGE. I suppose the Senator will have no ol 
when I ask that it be substituted for mine, to my insert 
words “or shipper” after “carrier,” which I inserted 
suggestion of the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Ky 

Mr. STONE. Oh, no; I have no objection. 

Mr. LODGE. Then, in line 22,on the third page of the 
ment of the Senator from Missouri, after the words * 
carrier,” insert “or shipper,’ and at the beginning of | 
insert “or shipper” after “ carrier.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state t 
fication made by the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The Secretary. The printed amendment of the Senato! 
Missouri [Mr. Stone] is now substituted for that of the + 
from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner]; and on page 3 of the | 
amendment, line 22, after the word “ carrier,” the last 
the line, insert the words “or shipper,” and after th 
“ carrier,” in lines 24 and 25, insert the words “ or ship 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the amendment of the Senat 
Missouri in lieu of my own, and move its substitution 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fo 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massachuset 
LopGcE] as a substitute for the amendment of the Senator 
Wisconsin [Mr. LA LOLLEerTe]. 

Several Senators. Let it be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the an 
will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


1 


That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to further rec 
merce with foreign nations and among the States,” approved |! 
19, 1903, be amended so as to read as follows: 

“That anything done or omitted to be done by a corpora 
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4 
subject to the act to regulate commerce and the acts present law be repealed 1 ti 
{ reof, which, if done or omitted to be done b i I rs nder the ' 
fficer thereof, or any receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, o1 ; 
i¢ for or employed by ich corporation, would constitute a | Now, after the interstate ‘ 
r under said acts or under this act, shall also be held to be Mr. FORAKER. Will the § 
i committed by ch corporation, and upon conviction report he reads? 
‘ hall be subject to like penalties as are prescribed in said ; ee 
his act with reference to such ] Ss, except as s i Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In 189: I 
re herein changed The willful failure upon the part o the number of the report. I «: rive h 
t to said acts to file and p the tariff r rates the we: 120> 7 
; required by said acts, or strictly to observe such t Y a facies ’ a 
d according to law, | be a misdemeanor, and upon Mr. FORAKER. That was two ye 
eof the corporation offe1 ig shall be subject to a fine Rate case. 
7h ,OUe as) Sve am anus — each : Tense ; and - | Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Oh, 1 t { 
awful for any person, persons, or corporation to offer, : oe ’ 
_or to solicit, accept, or receive any rebate, concession, sion d: 
tion in respect to the transportation of any property in 
‘ n commerce by any < 10D } rrier st ect to said MW ‘ 
e comme and the acts amendatory thereto whe 4 
rty sh Vy an d j v t r e tral sported i , 
that n med in the t 8 pub 1 and iled by su That was the languag the % ; 
quired by said t to reguiate « nerce and tl icts a ‘1 ; 
thereto, or whereby any othe itag s given « é } I have it before 1 nd | 
1 is practiced Kivery pe n corporation who shall | discussion 
ee Se eee es Sees Oa Semen we eee: Penne Mr. FORAKER. Will the § tor ] 
discrimination shall e dee d guilty of a misde : a. & 


on conviction thereof shall be punished by a fine of not ber of the volume? 
. an $20,000: Provided, That any person, Mr. LA FOLLETTE. a 
; t 1 


corporation subject o the provision \ 





ule I eal rive you the \ 


or the act to regulate commerce and the acts amendatory 
Rh. What is the ye 


any 1! eiver, trustee, lessee, agent, or person acting for Mr. FORAKI 





d by any such corporation, who shall be convicted as af 
in addition to the fine herein provided for, be liable to i 
t in the penitentiary for a term of not exceeding two y« oe 
fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the « acted. In its analysis of t I 

be prosecuted in any court the report for 1908 reviews t 
having jurisdiction of crimes within the district in which | tjgg hut it 
on was committed, or through which the transportation Sa 
n conducted; and whenever the offense is begun in one 





Now, examine the reports afte 





n of this section shal 





is very care] not to «¢ 
alt} 
- i 





1i0ugh it does ¢ mmend the law 























nd completed in another it may be dealt with, inquired | h nendable featui 
and puni ed in either juri diction in the sa Again. in its report fi 1904 4 
ffense had been actually and wholly committed = oe 
Elkins law, but makes 7 l 
* and enforcing the provisions of this section, the act, | the repeal of the penalty ¢ 
of any officer, agent, or other person acting for | commend the law generall 
common carrier or i r, acting within the scope ee a ao." — 
shall in every case so deemed to be the act, I sussested, auring t mC Lit Ln 4 
of such carrier or pper as well as that of the | state Commerce Commission, short! 
lever any carrier Ui Ww the interstate Commerce Com Elkins law, did give expressio1 
publishes a particular rate under the provisions of the act . : adn’ ‘ 
ommerce or acts amendatory thereto, or participates were greatly rejoiced to get so 
d or published, that rate as against such carrier, its « ments to the interstate-commerce { 
any prosecution begun under this act shall be conel strengthen it in other respect 
e the legal rate, and any departure from such rate, or any 7 hoi 1 : 
t therefrom, shall be deemed to be an offense under this but in their latest 1 , 
~ made to the fact that they have p: 


A FOLLETTE. If in order, Mr. President, I should like | proval of the Elkins law, and then s 
word upon this amendment. I spoke on my own amend- de B ; os 
Have I a right to speak on the amendment to my anrend- | tne hopeful expectati then e1 


. ’ a sm mm < : ys ° S Mr resident } ntail with co 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin has a o, Mr. President, I maintain 


1 


peak on the amendment of the Senator from Massachu- 
amendment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 3 : 

\ FOLLETTE. As I understand the amendment of the | Of the interstate-commerce a nd I 

from Massachusetts, it applies to all violations of the 

ie amendment which I submitted applies only to cases S : ee : 

st discrimination or of false solicitation or of fraudu- | the imprisonment features of the 1] 

wesentations by which unjust discrimination may be | ™ent of rebates to a greater extent 


If Congress desires to insure resp¢ 
provide a penalty of imprisonment f 
railroad managers and their e1 ver 
duct of railroad business st 1 in wh 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ques 


be found in no repor 


mission an approval OL the repeai orf t 





companies of this country it will be 1 


Under the proposed substitute a friendly court might 
ster an entirely inadequate punishment. The trivial 
of imprisonment for a day or an hour might be im- 
If a case should happen to be tried before an interested 
who owned stocks or bonds in the railroad company 
fficers or agents were arraigned, the punishment might 
il and entirely inadequate. This danger is not merely 
1. I reeall one case some years ago, brought under the 
te-commerce act, where seven or eight judges were 
be holders of stocks or bonds in the railroad com- 
terested in the case on trial. 
ly to the observation of the Senator from Ohio [Mr. | >&!® ane area oe s 
: : : ‘ The VICE-PRESIDENT. On the 
touching the recommendations of the Interstate Com- | , Sse wae ae ocr mageF se a 
omission, I assert that no report of the Interstate | the Senator from Massachus ; 
‘e Commission can be cited where they have made a | 5e2ator from Wiscons eee 
recommendation that the penalt}Y of imprisonment rhe Secretary proceeded to call the 


’ 1 : “Vie? : Mr. SPOONER (whe! lis name wW 
he repealed, or where they approve the Elkins law in mar SP NEE i] es 7 
nect pair with th senator Ltrom iennesse¢ 


advised that if he were present he we 


amendment proposed by the >} 
Lopeo! ; to the amendment « t me 
LA FOLLETTE}. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On that I 
The yeas and nays were ordere 
Mr. FORAKER. We are to vot 
r from Massachusetts? 


i 





senator from Ohio stated that in so far as he was advised 
ad companies had never recommeaded the repeal of 
ties of imprisonment. I, of course, am not able to 
has transpired in the committee having charge of this 
on further than is shown by the reports. I find, how- 
1 one of the reports of the Interstate Commerce Com- YEAS 


would vote “ yea.” 
The roll eall having been conclud 


{ o> 


nounced—yeas 49, nays 27, as ft 


t 


his language, which would seem to indicate that the | A 

{| companies had been pretty insistent in urging the re- | A!s 
the penalty of imprisonment for violations of the in- : ome 
ommerce act. This is the language of the Commission Bev ridge 


] 
( 
‘ 
‘ 
Cy 
rt: trandegee C 
sulkeley 1) 
] 
] 


per to call the attention of Congress to the special insistence | Burkett 
1 managers and others that the imprisonment feature of the’ Burnham 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. That is 1895 als 


opportunity is given to investig the 


therefore not at liberty to yore. If l we 
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Pi Stone Wetmore | The motion as amended was agreed to. 
2 Sathertand Mr. KEAN. Let the next section of the bill be read Ir 
s Warren | President. 
NAYS—27. | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Are there further amendn to 
} I 1 I r | section 2? If not, the Secretary will proceed to read t! of 
7 Met ry section. . 
ee ee Mr. McCUMBER. I offer the amendment to section 2 h 
( A Galli Mol I send to the desk. 
( I Newlat The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be st ; 
( 1 Lal tte Oo 1a The Secrerary. After the amendment just agreed to the 
NOT VO < _ es | end of section 2, it is proposed to insert the following: 
i I ‘y f 1er 
| ( n an That section 10 of said act entitled “An act to regulate con , 
‘ | Hi ] rson | approved February 4, 1887, be amended by adding thereto 
, Wyo. Heyburn Proctor | lowing: 
So Mr. Lopcr’s amendment to the amendment was agreed to. “Any person, corporation, or company who shall deliver 
sea atin ea mae ae = 3 oe eee nd- | for interstate transportation to any common carrier subject 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- | provisions of this act, or for whom, as consignor or consign 
ment of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOLLETTE] aS | such carrier shall transport property from one State, Ter 
> tan inj of ‘hair | district of >» United States y State, Territory a 
} itting the question. > opinion of the Chair | district the United States to any other » I ry, . 
ag Pt fe e question.] In the 0] ort C | trict of the United States or foreign country, who shall know and 
es” have it. s | willfully, by employee, agent, officer, or otherwise, directly 
Mr. BACON. I eall for the yeas and nays upon the adoption | directly, by or through any means or device whatsoever 
e +] ndment of the Senator fron Tisconsin as amended. or accept from such common carrier any sum of money, 
my r a ; Soa eae 7 ; a other valuable consideration, as a rebate or offset against th« 
i yeas and nays were ordered. | charges for transportation of such property, as fixed by the s j 
Mr. McCREARY. I should like to have the amendment as | of rates provided for in this act, shall be deemed guilty of ; i, 
ended read. Mr. President which is hereby declared to be a misdemeanor, and shall, wu; i- 
rg SE ae “ana aaa eee ae es « ae rontucke {Mr viction thereof in any court of the United States of compete: ge 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. [he Senator from Kentucky [Mr. diction within the district where such offense was committed. ad- 
McCreary] asks that the amendment as amended may be read. | dition to any other penalties provided by this act, be subje to a 
Several SENaTrors. Oh. no! fine equal to three times the sum of money so received or t 
; MiP ARY Sad a ” eading of the | and three times the value of any other consideration so re ] 
Mr. McCREARY. I withdraw the call for the reading o 1€ | accepted, to be ascertained by the trial court; and in the 
President such offense all such rebates or other consideration so0 rec 


amendment, Mr ; 
(he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Vil 


| accepted for a period of six years prior to the commencement of the 
The roll havi 


. all : i cama i ac iced action may be considered, and the said fine shall be three t 
ng been called; the result was announced— | total amount of money or three times the total value of such 











































eas 73, nays 2, as follows: ations so received or accepted, as the case may be: Provir Chat 
YEAS—73. | the foregoing penalties shall not apply to rebates or considerations 
received prior to the passage and approval of this act. 
rich ( Hemenway Penrose 
r ( on Hopkins Perkins Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, it seems to me much more 
: Daniel i ed popular in this body to pass any character of drastic leg ion 
j Dick La Follette Scott aimed at a railway company for accepting a rebate and i 
Ba Dillingham Latimer Simmons ing a severe punishment for anyone connected with the rail 
= sae ma — meee way company from the highest down to the lowest officer for 
Blackburn Dubois McCreary Stone being a party in any way to the acceptance of rebates than it 
Brandegee Hiking McCumber Sutherland is to touch the great corporations and the great trusts of the 
Burkett et to — country, which have held the railways by the throat and are en- 
Burnham Foster Martin Tillman forcing such rebates upon them. We have been rather severe 
Carter Frazier Millard Warner with the railway company, which is the victim, but we have been 
Clave. Mont i ey . exceedingly careful so far in our legislation not to interfere with 
( Vyo. Gamble Newlands the great trusts of the country, which are the ones primarily re- 
ke, Ark, Gearin . Nixon sponsible for practically all the rebates which have been granted. 
Clay eee Ee We had a recommendation by the President of the United 
NAYS—2. States in a message that was sent to us last Friday, in h 
os re : NOT VOTING—14 he mentions but one of the great trusts of the country il 
; ee Kn ‘ , Platt trust— and declares that they have benefited in rebates n a 
Gorman Mallory Proctor single year $750,00, or about three-quarters of a million rs 
LB iH Morgan | every year, and that wholly independent, Mr. President, of the 
k He n Patterson | extra amount they get out of the people of New Engla 
So Mr. LA FoLierre’s amendment as amended was agreed to. | other sections of the country, where they have the ent m0o- 
Mr. TILLMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to-/| nopoly. 
I t it be to et at 10 o’clock to-morrow morning. [“ No!” What does a fine of $5,000 amount to? Suppose you do get 
a one conviction a year. You will then have imposed a pen: f 
| VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina | $5,000 for taking $750,000. Suppose, on the other hand, 1 do 
moves that when the Senate adjourn to-night it be to meet at | convict possibly some one connected with the company 
1 ‘clock to-morrow morning. sisting or being a party to this rebate; suppose that you are able 
McLAURIN. I move to amend the motion by making | to reach one case out of a hundred, or one dollar out of 
t! ur of meeting 9 o’clock to-morrow morning. dred, still in every hundred dollars the company wot e 
ir. TILLMAN. I accept the amendment, Mr. President. | ahead $99. 
N ‘** No! ”] I seek by this amendment—it is clear, simple, and right the 
Ir. HOPKINS. Mr. President, if the amendment proposed | point—to apply the only remedy which I believe will e 
iator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin] to the motion | successful remedy against the trusts that compel thes« 
of the Senator from South Carolina is accepted, I move to| Why? If the Standard Oil Company, which for the | 
lf ti of the Senator from South Carolina by mak- | has taken $750,000 in rebates or special privileges out 
f meeting 11 o’clock. railway companieseof the United States, at the end 
Mr. BAILEY. One amendment to the motion is pending. year, in an action brought for that specific purpose, ‘ 
, HOPKINS. I have moved the amendment on the theory | compelled to pay back two and a quarter million dollars, 
1 tor fr s h Carolina accepted the amendment | insist that you would have a remedy that they would r 
of ~ r fr Mi ppi. and if this plan be continued, and, under such an amend 
VICE-PRESIDI ’. Did the Chair understand the| I have suggested, make it so that at the end of six years 
S r from South C 1a t ept the amendment proposed | in a single action compel them to account for all of the 
by t Se tor f 1} Mississippi? that they have taken during those six years—of course 1 
Mr. TILLMAD I did dating the date of the passage of the pending bill—tl 
Vié PRESIDENT. Then the amendment of the Sena-! will be constantly upon their guard, knowing continuou 
1 Illinois is in order. The question is on the amendment |} when one transaction has been completed and one 2g! 
] i by the Senator from Illinois, that when the Senate | has been received by them, that is not the last of it; that 
y it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. the year goes by it is not the last of it, but that for si 
7 


ne was agreed to. the Government can go back and compel them to pay bac! 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the motion | they have received. 
of the Senator from South Carolina as amended. | Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 
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1CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 
i to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Yes, sir. 
-. I ask the Senator if the Sherman anti- 


Elkins law will not reach these corporat 


; } ‘“ +. 
if these o-called Cl 





They will not, and they have not in the 


‘ A i 
] no doubt that public opinion, which has en 
used in the last year, will have a great deterrent 
the whole subject of rebates. I do not consider 
y which we will pass adds in this respect one om 


ffect to the law as it exists to-day. 
‘ALLINGER. Does the Senator think that the exist- 
would be inadequate if they were properly enforced? 
CUMBER. I think the existing laws, if properly en- 
e adequate as against the railw i 





ay companies. I think 
¢ laws are inadequate as against the great corpora- 


have a supplemen 





tal act, such as I propose in this 
t trusts pay back $3 for every 
; ret in rebates, taking that in connection with the 
hat is provided against the employees of the rail- 
iy, we shall then have a sufficient and effective 


because we shall have a remedy against both of them. 


io make the gre 


ALLINGER. Just one other suggestion. The Senat 


£ hator 
ntion to the fact that the President has told the 
hat the “Standard Oil trust,” so called, have robbed 
le of $750,000 in the last year. Is it not proper to put 
mp the fact that that corporation have denied that 
e been guilty of the crimes charged against them? 
CUMBER. If a corporation has not been guilty, it 
ill not be affected by this amendment. 
‘ALLINGER. Of course not. 
McCUMBER. I will read, Mr. President, the words of the 
’s message which was sent here last Friday. 
set forth in this report— 
s, Garfield’s report— 
set forth in this report are for the most part not 


t disputed. 
e inferences from them that are disputed, and even in this 


He says: 


dispute is practically limited to the question as to whether 
ns are or are not technically legal. The report shows 
ndard Oil Company has benefited enormously up almost to 


oment by secret rates, many of these secret rates be 


yful. This benefit 
the unlawful one— 
to at least three-quarters of a million a year. This three 


n on represents the profit that the Standard Oil Com 
at the expense of the railroads; but of course the 


; ultimate 
it obtains a2 mu 


h larger profit at the expense of the 


pel Lt ti 


it, in the annual message of the President of 
tes on the 5th day of December, in speaking of this 
recommends specifically that at least twice the 
of all rebates should be recovered in a civil 
endment which I have offered I go further, a1 


times the amount, and in a criminal action, and this 
1 to any little penalty that may be imposed upon the 
whom the courts will be able to lay their hands. 


lent, it makes very little difference to these great 
igar trust, the oil trust, the steel trust, the mea 
ny of these other trusts—that there is a law aimed 
lividual, whom you will have to catch before you 
‘ute, and, if the law applies, convict. It is al 


to secure the proper evidence for the « 


that man. But under the proper law that we will 


which provides for a method of keeping the books 
inpanies, which shall be the same throughout the 


i iS prescribed to a certain extent by the Int 
rce Commission, a method is supplied by 


ermine what money goes into the coffe 


g 
rations—the trusts—from the railroad companies. It 
r less difficult to establish the fact that the Sta l 
ny or any other one of these great corporations S 
nie . 


ebates three-quarters of a million dollars in a 





ll be to establish, in a criminal case, the time, the 
1 


l particular person who was instrumental in se 
rebates, because in that respect the evidence must 
to the time, the place, and the party, and 
be established on all three of those points be 1d 
doubt. It is much more difficult to cor t 
against whom an indict nt is obtained und 
to prove that certain sums of money went « 
companies’ hands and into the hands of tl 
1 addition to what was a legitimate or legal charge. 
resident, if we wish to stop rebates—and that is th 


this whole case, because nine-tenths of our arguments 


matter of this bill have been upon the question of re- 
f that is what we wish to get at, if we want to have an 


I 





eff t 

elite \ 

tl rebate 

{ ve 

recelve a 

that 

is ho l 

ow Ses 

tion 

more t! 
ou Say 
in,inas 

taken d 

want to ¢ 

S on 


Mr. GALLINGE 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


to Say, 
me a question. 
Mr. GALLINGEI 


tl 
Té 


WwW 
in 


mn) 


rstat 


ell 


M 


GALLIN‘ 


unless 


Interstat 


prisonn 


YW 





¢ has 


charge 





y l 
: 
| 
‘ g 
in! 
to the root of 1 
IR re 
‘1 I R Does tl 
IR No 
McCUMBER. M Pre 
l Sel — zr 
.. Mr. Pr 
been very clearly d 
mumerce law impos 
fine. The Inte 
the ad iistratio 
e Comn e Col i 
ela shou be 


( 











was done; and from that 
merce Commission, so fi 
mended the reen nt 
| 1 before the Congress. 
has seen pr r in its wis 
entirely justified in doing 
law 
The Senator from Nortl 
inject into this railroad r 
trusts of the countr Tl 
that nalty fine d 
mitting a e B 
trusts of this ; 
the railroad corp t S 
own them, proposes 
be subiected 1e I 
a fine. 
Mr. McCUMBER, M 
shire a ques 
Mr. GALLINGER 
Mr. McCUMBER. 1 
the amendment S Tt y 
which was read tes “i 
vided by this So tl 
Mr. GALLINGER. In 
Mr. FLINT. } ( 
Mr. McCUMBER. Le 
I han l »>b ] : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT 
The § I 
st of amé 
Mr. GALLIN‘ ? 
has s ! 
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Pp n, if s 
Mr. GALLING l 
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studied in an endeavor to learn its scope and meaning, and 
to-day he has found it necessary to modify it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. When another amendment is put on a bill 
you ti in order to make your amendment in harmony, find 
it necessary to make changes. So when the Lodge amendment, 
which already provided for one character of punishment, was 
inserted, it was necessary to make the change, so as not to be 
in conflict with it. a 

Mr. GALLINGER. Does the Senator think that the penalty 
in the Lodge amendment will apply to offenses of the character 
involved in his amendment? 

Mr. McCUMBER. It will be in addition to that penalty. It 
does not affect that penalty at all. That penalty is simply by 
fine or imprisonment not to exceed two years, if they can convict 


an individual 


Mr. GALLINGER. Are the fines and penalties cumulative? 


(re those already imposed in the bill to be added up and this 
penalty or fine added? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I have had sufficient experience in the 
prosecution of criminal actions to know that we are not liable 


hundred cases to be tried, though we can prove, per- 


been a hundred different offenses comumit- 


to have a 
, that there have 


ips 

ted. One trial is generally supposed to cover them all. It has 
never been customary to have one trial after another, although 
the offense may have been continuous and each day might 
be a separate offense. The Senator knows that to be the case, 
and therefore it was intended to make them pay back every 
dollar they got out of the company unlawfully and to pay it 
back three times over, so that it would be a punishment. 


Mr. GALLINGER. I am glad that some Senator has come 
to the relief of the railroads of the country. The Senator from 
North Dakota claims that this amendment is intended to pro- 
tect them against crimes that are being committed by other cor- 


porations upon those railroad companies. This bill when it gets 
through the Senate will look like Joseph’s coat, but in my great | 
desire to have it acted upon I am not going to spend much time 
in d issing this or any other amendment. I believe I have not 
occupied more than fifteen minutes during the entire debate upon 
this great subject. But it does seem to me that if we are going 
to pass a bill regulating the railroads of the country and requir- 


rive 


ing them to gi proper service, as they ought to give proper 
service, it is a mistake to inject all sorts of amendments relat 


| 
| 
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ing to other subjects into that bill. For that reason I trust— 

Mr. McCUMBER. Let me ask the Senator, while he is on his 
fe f the subject of rebates is not pertinent to this bill, and 
that is all this amendment deals with? 

Mir. GALLINGER. The bill as it came from the House of 
Penpresentati with the indorsement of that great body and, 
e we le with the indorsement of the President of the 
\ ted State ind as it came to this body, with or without the | 
dorse t of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, does not 
deal with that subject 1 apprehend they thought that as 
the Elkins ] it stands to-day, or as it could easily be 

ded, « specifically with that question it was not neces 
sary to enter into that in this legislation. That is all I care 
to say. I shall take pleasure in voting against this amendment, 
even though I should vote alone. 

Mr. ALDRICH Mr. Vresident, I listened with some atten- 
tion to the remarks of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Mc- 
Cum I do not find aity of the trusts to which he referred | 

ed the amendment, and I should be afraid that certain 
farmers in North Dakota, if they shoul& happen to receive a 
r rate of freight than some of their neighbors, might be in 


soine danger of prosecution under the terms of this amendment. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I would ask the Senator in all candor if 
he would expect me to mention any special trust in the amend- 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator made a speech saying the pur- 
pose of the amendment was to destroy certain trusts, and 1 
thought he might apply some language— 

Mr. McCUMBER. 1 did not so state, if I may correct the 
Senator. it is not to destroy the trusts; it 


trusts from extorting money from the railways. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is there not any way of exempting the 
farm of North Dakota from what might be a very serious 
lnnger of injury to them from paying lower freight than some 


rs 


of their neighbors? It seems to me that this is rather drastic 
legislation in favor of the railroads. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I do not see how it is in favor of the rail- 


It simply punishes somebody else who acts in conjunc- 
tion with them and takes these rebates. 
ALDRICH. It seems to me it is very drastic protection 
to the railr but I may be mistaken. 


’ 
“las, 


Mr. McCUMBER. If the Senator thinks that is protection, 
tl certainly ought to haye that protection. 


is to prevent the 


The rebate is absolutely indefensible, and if anything is 









SENATE. 


Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I am not concerned 
protecting railroad companies against the payment of re! 


May LO, 


it is settled that the practice must be discontinued. I dy y+ 
think it is necessary at all to deal with it in connection 
this bill, for the reason that the House of Representatiy, 
at this session passed a bill, which is now before the Jud 
Committee of the Senate— 

Mr. KEAN. I have a copy of it here. 

Mr. SPOONER. Let me have it. 

Mr. KEAN. It is a good bill. 

Mr. SPOONER. The House of Representatives at this 
sion has passed a bill which is before the Judiciary Com)i;j too 
and which, I think, needs some amendment to make it ) 
efficient, and which I believe will be reported by the com e 
It is a bill “ To authorize the recovery of the value of unlawfy) 
rebates and discriminations, penalty therefor, and for | 
purposes.” 

Mr. McCUMBER. May I ask the Senator if the bil! jy» 
been reported by his committee? 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it will be reported at this session 09; 
Congress. 

Mr. McCUMBER. If the bill is made a law, it will be prac. 
tically the same as this. 

Mr. SPOONER. I think it will be more carefully dr: 
more elaborate and better adapted to meet the object wh 
Senator has in view. It provides for two classes o! 
In the first place, it forfeits to the Government all illegal pay. 
ments. It provides for the recovery of the amount of i" 
bate in a class of cases 4vhere not willfully accepted, there 
be such, and in the other class of cases, which would take a)! 
the cases referred to by the Senator from North Dakota, fo) 
the recovery, at the suit of the Government of double t] 
amount of the rebate, or sum unlawfully received from 
way company. I do not doubt that the bill will be reported, 
nor do I doubt that it will meet the approval of this body, and 
its operation, I think, in connection with the provisions tl 
rate bill as to the keeping of railway accounts and the e) 
tion of railway books and all that will deprive the 
men of this country of any great anxiety or inducement 
rebates ; and those who seek a rebate, knowing it to be ji 
tion of the law, are as much deserving of punishment 
lating the law as those who give it, and sometimes 
So I think this subject may be dealt with at this session if the 
Senator’s amendment should not be adopted. 


it} 
il 


S 





Mr. McCUMBER. It may be dealt with, I will sa) tl 
Senator, and it may not. It is practically aimed at t! 
thing and so as to accomplish the same purpose. 

Mr. SPOONER. The House treats the two classes si 
avately, and I think we may as well. 

Mr. KEAN. Mr. President, I was going to say to th 
tor from Wisconsin that it was my intention to offer 1 
as a substitute for the amendment of the Senator fron 
Dakota. It is a bill I am very heartily in favor of, In 
the statement of the Senator from Wisconsin I certain vill 
not do so, because the Committee on the Judiciary wi 
ably report it at an early day. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreein: 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Dakoi I’ 
ting the question.] In the opinion of the Chair, the $ 
have it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I call for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. CLAY. I understood the Chair to announce that the 
“ayes” had it. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Did the Chair announce it in favor ihe 
“ ayes?” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Then I withdraw the request for t! 5 
and nays. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let the vote be taken again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The vote will again be taken. ‘The 
question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 5 
tor from North Dakota. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move that the Senate proceed the 


consideration of executive business. 

Mr. KEAN. Let us get down to section 4. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the next section be read. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I have made my motion. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Iiiirp- 
shire yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from New Han 
yield to me that I may submit an amendment to the |» 
bill? 
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: (steed Micka om 


‘ALLINGER. I do. | CONFIRM A TIONS. 


sPOONER. I offer an amendment to the pending Dill, | pyceytive nominations confirmed by 
k to have printed. , 
E-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed RECEIVERS OF 1 


the table. |} Sargent §. Morton, of California 
.LLINGER. I am appealed to to permit the next see- | moneys at Oakland, Cal. (te 





















I io ; . : 
rd, and I withdraw the motion for that purpose. cisco by Executive order of April 2% 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is withdrawn. The | part of his term of four years 1 ] 
ll read. Joshua G. Wood, of Kansas, to be 
tary read as follows: | at Topeka, Kans, 
tion 14 of act, as amended March 2, 1889, be | Walker A. Henry, of S| ine, W 
t “ad as follk moneys at Waterville, Was 
enever n investiec ion shall be 1 de ‘ Li 3 . ° . > wat . 
| henever an investigation , made . Harry F. Nichols, of Elk irg, W 
auty to make a report in writing lt spe 1 : . 
sh the conclusions of the Com tox sy * moneys at North Y: \\ 
n, I i yrre SI i 
ort YJ de t i ) | - ; , 
Marna ¢ les Moin T . 
ade by the Commissicn shall be en J. J. Pay oo Fe I foines, I 
wf shall be furnished to the ty | Ollice at Des Moines, Lowa. 
iplained, and to any common carrier that ma; ve | William F. Haynes, of Coulee ‘ \\ 
f the land office at Waterville, W 
ym may provide for the publication of its reports | mn Sr ae aes : = 
in such form and manner as may be best adapted for | fruman G. Daniells, of Al: a, ) 
yn and use, and such auth zed publications sha e | land lice at O nd. Ca ( 
l e of the reports and decisions of the Commission | francisco by Executive order of ril 28 ‘ 
{ in all courts of the United States and of the seve l 7 
a { iny further proof or authentication _thereo I | POST s 
yf ! also cause to be printed for early d ibutic its | 
ae a ean 7 | G rege G. Sedew k to be \ 
LLINGER. Let the next section be read likewise. ne See eo . : 


- . | county of se] state dT 
LICH. Yes; read the next section. mty of Belmont and St _ 





















































| 
tary read as follows: 
; sa ; : ,] » P lar] ! , , Y 
1 15 of said act be amended so as to read as |} AIphe b. Clark to i 
| of Cambria and State of P 
That the Commission is authorized and powered, George H. Moore to be ] f 
duty, whenever, after full hearing upon complaint ! . ; : 
t ® of tl ee Allezheny and State of Pennsv!] 
1 in section 15 of this act, or upon complaint of any com SADIC BMY AU SL . oe 
shall be of the opinion that any of the rates, or ch: 3] V 
*manded, charged, or collected by any common carri r : ; = 
‘ ceiviticie ait ies ania. aes, din: treamemaetet e | Henry G. Kress to be post *at M 
to the provisions of this act, for the transportation o nry - AAT to be | i 
erty as defined in the first section of Manitowoc and State of Wisco1 
3 or practice hatsoever f such < | Nee L: a { ; 
ren aoe eae or iets -* i Frank S. 3 re to be postma l ( 
a tor attest a aEEnE acini asaaeoemiiatea, eek” aint county of Walworth and State of Wis 
luiy preferential or prejudl« ial, or other 5 ) Yi Pili all wt i 
ovisions of this act, to ‘mine an 
it, be the just and re l 1 } i a 
, charge or char to ch | , ’ sIpYp : ' 
ximum to be charg ; an ictice | HOt SI Ok REPRESI NTA a 
h transportation : thet as 
i; and to make an order tha e and [THURSDAY > 4H 1) 
h violation, to the extent 1 find 
exist, and shall not thereaf eotleect Che House met at 12 o’clock 1 
ao" aoneade a and al Prayer by the ¢ R I N. ¢ 
so prescribed, an ra 7 } 
prescribed. Such order The Journal of t eed $ 
r and shall remain motion of Mr. PAYNE. was l 
same shall be suspen modifie ry 
1 or be suspended or set e by a et it PER NA 
Whenever the carrier or ¢ . »ber such 
Commission or otherwise, ll publish and » joi rates, Mr. BINGHAM reauested lea ‘ 
ges, an Bee > agre } among themselves he ; account of sickne 
sion thereot, the Commission may ke PATE ‘ ' 
| order prescribing the portion of e Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I 
L Ce — party thereto, which order is | granted. 
original order. revs : a 
. he motion was agreed to. 
ssion may also, after hearing on a complaint, estab- cme motion wa ; 
yutes and joint rates as the m ximum to be charged and VAL A 
division of such rates as ! inbefore vided, and the 
ns under which such through routes shall be P Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I 
iy be necessary to give effect to any provision of : } ‘ +4 ae 2 uN 
" . tA ‘ : ! nt; thea mimitt » of 1e \ 
iers complained of have refused or neglected to volur nt eee ; eae " ; 
h through routes and joint rates, provided no reas 1 Lor i ‘ P 
‘ough route exists. ' 
er of property transp« rted unde r et directly or The qnestio cae 
ders any service connected with such transportation, « . , eg 
ny instrumentality used therein, the charge and allowan WILLIAMS) there were 
1 be no more than is just and reasonable, and the ¢ Mr. WILLIAMS. | 
after hearing on a complaint, determi hat is ar Snoakear 
as the maximum to be paid by th i s ee bi ‘ 
vice rendered or for the use of tl ) The SPEAKER ( 
nd fix > same by appropriate order, wl mall have | One hundred l \ 
F be enforced in like manner as the orders it. and tl ' tion i l 
in this section. t, and the mo on 5 I 
er umeration of powers shall not ex lude any I wer At oraingiy tne H use res ’ i { 
( ion would otherwise have in the m , E 





ett. “ iking of an order | the Whole House on the 
is Of this act. 


PACKER in the chi 





\LLINGER. I renew my motion. Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chair 1, I wish t 
‘ELSON. Mr. President—— has been my purpose to avail mys f 
mit some remarks on that 


which provides for the building of 


ELSON. I want to move a short amendment. now that I will not be able to be 
ALLINGER. I think it had better be done to-morrow. bill is reached, and I ask the « 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 






CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
ld to the Senator from Minnesota? 


+ 4) fifteen minutes to make some re I { 
to yield. ‘he CHAIRMAN. The g 
EXECUTIVE SESSION. consent that he may address t 


‘ALLINGER. I renew the motion that the Senate pro- | on the subject 


the consideration of executive business. jection? 


tion was agreed to; and the Senate proceeded to the There was no objection. 
tion of executive business. After three minutes spent; Mr. KEIFER. Mr. Chairman, it | 
tive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o'clock | make only a few re1 ‘ appr 
minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, | tion bill which authorizes the ld under tl “et 
May 11, 1906, at 11 o’clock a. m. | the President of the United St 


k remarks on that part of this 1 


iit 
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ment, of a battle ship of the largest size and the equal in all 
respects to any In the world, at a cost of not exceeding $6,000,- 
OOO, A few minutes will suffice for me to say all I desire on 
the subir c. | 
I have no naval experience or technical knowledge as to ships | 
or their armament. though I have seen something of war. I 
recall that on February 20, 1885, more than twenty-one years 
go, I took the floor in this House (Forty-eighth Congress) in 
opposition to a bill recommended by a naval construction board, 
by the Secretary of the Navy, and by a committee of this | 
[louse—unanimously, I think—proposing to appropriate some 


millions of dollars to repair old wooden ships and to build or 
complete ships for our Navy on obsolete plans that had been 
adopted. 

In the discussion of the bill much was then said by eloquent 
nd patriotic statesmen as to what was requisite to the strength 
of Navy in war. The achievements of John Paul 
nd other great sea captains in the Revolutionary period and 
in later periods in our country’s glorious history were eloquently 
recalled; and loudly declaimed here that what was 
wanted was personal valor and heroic spirit to secure victory 
high Lord naval victories at Aboukir, 
Copenhagen, 
imitated; and 


our 


it was 


( the Nelson’s 


seas. 
and 
li 


uc said here about returning to the era 


1 was 




















Trafalgar were pictured as examples to be | 
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torpedo boats, ete., with the improved modern guns, has 
been fought. There was some appearance of it in a small , 
in the Japanese-Chinese war and in a war between Chile 1 
Peru. There was some fighting of isolated ships at Por; 
thur in the Japanese-Russian war, and in the same wa 
the Straits of Korea, in Japanese waters, there was fo); 
(May 27, 1905) a great naval engagement with modern 
and torpedo-boat destroyers, which, measured by results 


struction of ships, etc., never had an equal; yet, tested bh | 


that goes to make a sanguinary sea battle, it is much like t 
of Santiago. Rojestvensky was there, too, seeking to « le 
rather than meet Togo and his fleet. The former was 

prepared to meet an attack, and no part of his numerous j\oo+ 
made anything like a combined one. He moved his fleet jyi. 9 
trap, and the several ships thereof in the main sought " 


by attempting to sail away. 
If the United States is to maintain her place among the eyo} 


| nations of the world, and remain immune from attack }\ 


and protect her maritime commerce, she must have a first 
modern navy—first-class battle ships. She does not now p ; 
them in comparison with other nations. The United St: . 
not liable to attack by land forces by any foreign power 
possesses a good navy. She is water bound and water isu! 
Her coast line is long, saying nothing of Alaska and her 
acquired island possessions. Including the principal lakes on 
the north, the Atlantic on the east, the Gulf of Mexico « he 
south, and the Pacific from San Diego to San Juan de F ‘ 
the West, the coast line is above 33,000 miles in length, 
cluding inlets or deep bays. This coast line is one and om rd 
times greater than the circumference of the earth at 
Equator. 

Webster, speaking of the extent of the British Empire, said 


| of its morning drum beat, that— 


; MAN. 


It follows the sun in its course, keeps pace with the hours, and cir 
cles the earth with one continuous strain of martial music. 


The same may now be said of the United States. The sun 
never ceases to shine on the flag of our Republic, unfurled 
floating defiantly over our possessions. [Applause.] 

With an adequate navy we can protect our island possess 
as well as our natural coast and our commerce. Without si 
navy our exposed parts will be a temptation and invitation to 
other nations to attack, despoil, humiliate, degrade, and dis 
honor us. With such a navy our small standing army \ 
still be maintained with safety, leaving to the volunteer « 
soldier to supply any deficiency in it should war come. 

To maintain such a navy and army will insure that peac 
much to be desired by all the friends of universal and et l 
peace. The old maxim, “Jn peace prepare for war” w: g 
ago obsolete. It was always barbaric. It was never so 
principle from a standpoint of true civilization. [Applaus 
was used in purely warlike times, when all the nations 
Europe expected to be involved in war and before civi! 
was evolved out of barbarism, and when wars were wag 
crowns for ducal heads and not for the rights and libert: 
The maxim now should be, “Jn peace prepare to 
tain it.” 

Our annals have been bloody. In the ninety years from ! 
ington (1775) to Appomattox (1865) we were, excluding |: 
wars, engaged fifteen years in war, on an average one y: 
of every six. 

In more recent years, when the civilized nations have gem 
maintained a continuous war footing, wars have been muc! s 
frequent. <A third of a century of peace passed after the civi! 
war, and then we volunteered to go to war purely for hum: 
sake, without an international dispute. Much as the Clu 


so 





| and civilized people of the world desire and pray for }) 


universal peace—our Republic can not alone remain unpr 


I favor The Hague court or tribunal and welcome its 


| tinuance, and believe much may be accomplished by peace 


of close fighting and the capture of ships by lashing them to- | 
gether and by boarding them. These heroic notions I then | 
tried to dissipate, and succeeded so far that the proposed appro- | 
priation was never made. I demonstrated that there were | 
: en then few ships in existence any one of which would have | 
en able in a little time to annihilate the largest fleet Lord | 
Nelson ever commanded—indeed, sufficient to have destroyed | 
the combined fleets that he had ever seen. Even some third | 
fourth rate powers then possessed each a ship equal to 
Italy the Lepanto and Brazil the Riachuelo. | 
It was also made clear then that the fourth-rate South Amer- | 
wer, Cl with her then one modern war ship, E’smer- 
( could have annihilated all the Navy of the United States 
| ised to be created under the then pending bill; and had it 
1 been placed on the Pacifie coast, the Esmeraldo could have 
triumphant! iptured every port of the United States from 
‘ Diego to San Juan de Fuca. Brave spirits on obsolete ships 
» guaranty of success. Nelson won Trafalgar, and a 
n Westminster Abbey. He never commanded a ship that 
uld have survived ten minutes in a combat with a modern 
ship. The day of boarding a ship with marines carrying | 
is and fighting on ship deck hand to hand disappeared 
ore in f years ago and with the coming of steam power 
] T Vesse 
When, on Ay 4, 1862, the transport Carondelet ste med | 
a the Mississippi past Island No. 10, Captain Hottenstein, | 
. h twenty-three men of the Forty-second Illinois Volunteer 
l vas ordered to protect the vessel from boarders. He | 
boy in a protected place with a nozzle of hose con- 
1 with the engine boiler in his hands, with instructions 
rt hot water on all who might attempt to board and 
the ship Laughter.] Neither numbers hor valor 
1 cope with such a f and the idea of boarding to capture 
li essel, let alone a war ship, vanished, and for- | 
Sir ISS5 much progress in war ships, cruisers, torpedo | 
s s, armament, and armor, in speed and pro- 
gy ‘ r ships has been made. We had a navy in 1898, 
} to that of some other powers, yet able to win i 
{ victories which placed it first among the na 
5 e earth. But satisfactory and successful as our 
Navy proved to be in the Spanish-American war at Manila 
(May 1, 1898) and Santiago (July 3, 1898), yet we have 
S » believe we then had a navy capable of coping with 
| ss naval power, and our Navy is certainly not 
ey » that of even a power like little Japan. We | 
now far down the list of countries in number and size ef 
sels of all kinds and in their speed and strength. 
Our recent naval successes against Spain should not lure us | 
fe g of security. Our modern Navy has never fought 
| naval engagement. Dewey in Manila Bay, with his 
long-range uns, easily reached and destroyed the Spanish | 
] Ss I he keeping well beyond range of the enemy's shots. 
it to deliberately hau! off and cool his guns and make | 
cool coffee for the men of his fleet before finishing the | 
At Santiago conditions were different, but there was | 
1 naval battle there. Our gallant officers and men did | 
re was to do and they did it well. They winged, sunk, 
r ishore the flying fleet of Cervera. There was no array- | 
ing ship against ship or fleet against fleet. 
tia ‘ naval engagement with modern war ships, cruisers, 





ferences. Much has already been attained in securing pe 
the world. The fact that wars are much less frequent \ 
the great nations are constantl; prepared to wage it gives ! 
for the creation of international courts to settle intern 
disputes. The time will come, it is ardently to be hoped, \ 
disarmament may begin by mutual consent, but that tim: 
not yet arrived. The nations that unite in submitting 
international disputes to arbitration or an international 
must still be prepared to enforce its decrees—they must, lik: 
decrees of all civil courts, have a physical power to enforce: 
to give them potentiality. It is a mistaken notion to su} 
that courts are independent of the executive branch of 
State or Federal power. The courts’ decrees would be a nu 
for want of power to enforce them unless the constabu! 


It is hard to say | police, or military power could be invoked through the Ex 


utive, or otherwise, to execute them. Until the millenniv 








intil all see eye to eye, physical power will be invoked 
fain prevent anarchy, and to maintain society 
serve. organized liberty. I say this much though I be- 
ich has been accomplished by recent efforts through 
ye tribunal and peace conferences toward securing 
tong the civilized countries of the world. But let us, 
perly constructed and equipped Navy, stand with the 
of the world powers, able to maintain our own in 
iphold our own form of government and flag, and to 
_if possible, the peace of the world. [Loud applause. | 
Mr. Chairman, in the consideration of the bill 
d over without prejudice the paragraph relating to re- 
n page 5 of the bill, and I would like to return to it. 
pending upon that paragraph an amendment offered 
itleman from Massachusetts |Mr. KeLiger}, and I call 
ling of that amendment. 
LINER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
bstitute for that amendment. 

HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts 
consent to withdraw the amendment he offered 
ind offers the following as a substitute. Is there ob- 
After a pause.] ‘The Chair hears no objection. 

k read as follows: 
line 16, after the word 
Ss appropriation shall 


order, 


OSS. 


to 


asks 


the 


“dollars,” add: “Provided, That 
be expended in recruiting seat 

or apprentice seamen, unless a certificate of birth 
than his own statement satisfactory to the recruiting 
ing the applicant to be of the age required by naval regula- 
» presented with the application for enlistment.” 


Mr. Chairman, I will state that I took this matter 
Department and with the Chief of the Bureau of 
and they wrote me their views in relation to it, 
ll ask the Clerk to read. 





len, 


or 
his 














Clerk read as follows: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
Washington, D. C., May 10, 1906. 

Bureau firmly believes that the recruiting officers of the 
comply with the “Instructions for Recruiting Officers,” 
p. 3, par. S23—-1) that “he (the recruiting officer) shall, 
1ard against illegal enlistments, personally inspect and 
offering to enlist. He shall examine into their qualifics 

mine their fitness and capacity.” 
agraph 2: “He shall carefully explain the regulations 
istment promotions, and discharge to those offering to 
ning to them the kind of life they are to lead and that it 
y spent on board ship. He will use great care to see that 
his command makes any promises or statements to appli 
ling advancement, instruction, or benefits in the Navy which 
rried out after enlistment, and to have each applicant dis 
tand that discharge will not be granted prior to the ex 

enlistment.” 


endment proposed for insertion, on page 5, 
not at all necessary or for the best 
ible means for preventing illegal enlistments already 
In addition, the insertion of the amendment in question 
the accounting officers of the Treasury to make certain 


line 16, of H. R. 


interests of the service, 





are 


expenditure of the money appropriated, and such rules 
sly hamper recruiting. 
reau therefore trusts that the amendment will not be in 
tfully, G. A. CONVERSE, 


; Chief of Bureau. 
k EDMUND Foss, 


n Committee on Naval 


House 


{ ffairs, 
of Representatives. 


DE 


PARTMENT OF THE NAVY, 
BUREAU OF NAVIGATION, 
Washington, D. C Way 9, 1906. 


rring to the discussion of the naval appropriation bill in 
esterday, and especially to the amendment introduced by 
. the Bureau desires to state that it would be impracticable 


iny cases to obtain a certificate of birth of an applicant 
ent, or any more evidence of his age than is now required 
he Bureau believes that all the recruiting officers use every 
ns to ascertain the age of boys about ; 


whom 


there 


3 : wu } appears 
loubt; that where the recruiting officer is not satisfied as to 
ness of the boy’s statement, he directs him to call again 

s, in the meantime endeavoring to verify the boy's state 


spondence if the applicant is from a 
tigation if in the boy's home city. The Bureau’s in 
e recruiting officers are very explicit upon this point, 
the instructions are followed as nearly as possible. In 
cautions, however, it is impossible to prevent all cases 





distance, and by 








pl 


plicant for enlistment is interviewed, first, by a petty officer 
uiting station, who questions him closely, and explains to 

what will be expected of him if he enlists. If he passes 
nary examination, the recruiting officer takes him in hand 
him the seriousness of the oath he must take, the con 
{ fraudulent enlistment, the term of enlistment, and the 
ty of obtaining a discharge before the expiration of the 
ept for cause. The Bureau on its part uses every possible 
prevent the enlistment of boys under age, and of boys over 
parents object to their enlistment. 


- to 


: To require the recruiting 
ain a certificate of birth or similar evidence in every case 
per the recruiting service and interfere with the enlistment 
en to whose enlistment there can be no objection. It would 
stop to perjury, for if parent’s consent papers can be forged, 
een done, birth and other certificates will be. The Bureau 
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Wide 


co 
and 
we 
se 
wy 
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ww 


begs to assure you that it is it onstant effort to 
absolutely legal enlistments, and an i | enlistment l 
tional work and trouble fo1 | ned Phe f 
find a case of this sort in which the ilk t l 
anxiety of the applicant to enter t 
case in which it has been established t t t 
pointed out to the applicant the nece ‘ 
age, and the trouble that would follow t in 
Regarding the Executive order prohi 
piration of enlistment, except I I 
states that this order has been in force 
effects have een beneficia lts 


recruit, and 


every he enters the set 
complete his enlistment. 
Respectfully, wd 
i 
Hon. Grorce EDMUND Foss, 
Chairman Committee on Na LA 
i 
Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman 
Mr. RIXEY. May I interrupt the gentk 1 to say that I 
want to offer a substitute, and perhaps the ge 
to have it offered before he speaks. 
Mr. McCALL. Very well. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer a su 
that no minor under 21 years of age shall n | 
the written consent of the parents oly 
Mr. KEIFER. Is not that the law now 
Mr. RIXEY. No; the law now is that the « ‘ 
parents or guardian is required up to the age of 18 
not say written consent. And then there us 1 
on the subject between 18 years of age and 21 rhe B 
Navigation has so construed the law tl l t | 
enlist b ys between 18 and 21 without the 
or guardian. 
Mr. KEIFER. I was under the pres ) re ! 
the written consent. 
Mr. RIXEY. No; it does not 
Mr. McCALL. Mr. Chairman, w I wisl l 
out by letters to the chairman of the Com: t 1 N L Af 
fuxirs, which have just been read. ‘The phraseolog ’ 
ters, it Seems to me, is not exceedingly frat i ‘ 
frankly with the real evil, which is permitting | . 
years of age to enlist. I had a case in my dis ( 
residing in the city of Cambridg s 
officer before he had reached his te ith 
was undeniable, and from that it would alme ‘ 
to have a provision in the law that tl 
should not enlist infants in arms 
Mr. FOSS. Let me say to the ge n 
comes to the recruiting office and s to en \ 
he has to make out this statem¢ 
Mr. McCALL. Oh, I understar 
Mr. FOSS. His name and birthplace, ane 
to that, when he is under age, he has to have made t tl 
of parent or guardian and sworn to before a p 
Mr. McCALL. But when a boy only 12 « ) 
of age he does not understand the im) tance ‘ 
I believe that our recruiting officers are 
in enlisting boys who may be under 18 years of \ 
boy of 14 does enlist, then there is a great Oo { 
that this infant has signed and the perj that lhe 
mitted. Now, in this particular s f 
that boy immediately, as he should have been d 
the theory that he was not fitted for 1 ry 
work and tried him for a fraudulent enl 
before officers of the Navy, who were | 
reached their verdict I can not understand, 
he was not guilty. So it must have bee 
much affected or influenced by th end Lere | 
the result of it was that he was finally discharged 
was unfitted. 
It is an undeniable fact that in the neighb ~ 
recruiting stations, which in the « of Bosto 
ity of a great many saloons, you L see 


the blue water 
almost superior 
to the imaginat 


derstand the k 


and a beautiful sl 
To 
ion of a boy. A boy goes 


gal documents, and I su 


an admiral, pictures which 


officers—I know of two or thr nstances « 
as a matter of fact, exercise the ‘ 
in dealing with young boys I do not 


ment of 
this 
reformed by C 
Mr. BARTLETT. I 
question. 
Mr. McCALL. Yes. 
Mr. BARTLETT. I should like to inquire of the gent! 


my colleague is in workable s 
abuse is reformed by the Navy D 
ongress. 


should like to ask 


man from 
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Ma chusetts what right a naval officer now has under the law 
of the U1 ites to enlist a boy under 21 years of age with- 
ut I f his parents? 

\ McCALL. I was not talking about the right of a naval 

¢ 1 boy; but what they do is this: They produce 

11 documents, which they ask the boy to sign, and 

locu the boy sets forth a case which, upon its 

es 1 offic in enlisting him. Then they have 

to |] ge, and when it is found that the boy is under 

le ca of this boy I referred to, under 15—then he 
-_ lulent enlistment, and his father has this | 

eitl to permit his boy to remain in the Navy, 

u for it, or else run the risk of his being 

l udul enlistment and sentenced to a term in 

1 to have him dishonorably discharged from the Navy, 

will er ( ualify him from serving his country. 

I BARTLET] I wish to gest to the gentleman that 
if i » law now on the statute books which permits a boy to 
be ¢ lel without the consent of his parents, then 

| its u 21 years of age are illegal, and if the law 

es mit enlistments under 21 years of age without the 

‘ t of p t or guardian it should be changed, and in that 

vill be prevented. I have had several cases 

( t i y distri d I want to prevent anything more 
i) nd 

Mr. McCALI Then the gentleman believes in the amend- 
mn ff i by my colleague? 

BARTLETT. Certainly I do. 
Mr. McCALL. l am dispose d to accept that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
‘ setts | ‘ red. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to correct a little misin- 






















n in regard to this matter. I desire to call to the at- 
of the ; leman from Massachusetts ]Mr. McCatr] 
thes ts: When a boy ) to the recruiting office to enlist 
! obliged to ver these questions: Name, birthplace, date 
of birth, nativity, present residence of parents, height, weight, 
( ! ien he is examined as to chest measurement, what 
he | had and at what age, and is asked a number of 
( u hen, if he is under 18 years of age, his parent 
or ] l ust swear to this before a proper officer: 
siding in , county of , State of 
t to the enlistment of — in the Navy o 
l i until - unless sooner dis- 
rements and lawful commands of the 
» be placed over him, and I do hereby 
! rvices and to any W or compensation 
I ertify that he was born in — on the 
l 1 I, the said - ( mnly swear 
t said boy. 
licer. Now, what better evidence | 
lan that 
M [r. ( will the gentleman yield for a 
Roe \ 
{ IcCAl rhat is in a case where the boy swears he is 
u IS years of age, but suppose a boy of 14, as in this ease, 
| | l over 18 years of age, then where 
do ( f the parent? I say that there are too many 
listed and their oaths accepted as 
that they are over 18 years of age, when they 
} the Navy, and that sufficient re is 
licers in dealing with such young boys. 
‘ I { se es, I think, which have been re- 
been where boys were very anxious 
i perjured themselves in order to get 
\ KI HER. kh hairman, I desire to ask the gentle- 
| t tt a fact that the case he has cited 
‘ ( that we are aiming to cure the abuse 
‘ rhe gentleman is reading a certificate 
] t by the parent of a boy who says 
] under 18 years of age, who is an honest applicant, who 
he « of h s. What we are going to get at is 
e i | who says that he is over 18 years of age, 
\ f l s about 15, or under, and who perjures him- 
he is over 18. That the boy we are trying 
S reached by the oath demanded in the 
( t t the n from Illinois reads. [Applause.] 
I ULLIVAN of ‘husetts. Mr. Chairman, will the 
\ Lior a ¢ 
) ~ Yes 
. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I want to point out to 
t rent n from Illinois the further fact that even in the 
that oath required does not have to be taken 
be e 1 ting officer, but may be taken before some one 
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| Treasury passes upon this. 


| Comptroller’s office. 
enlistment, as to what evidence shall be taken with refer 
ruiting officer has no means of knowing | age and such question, ought to be a matter of regulat 
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whether the persons who made the oath were actually 
parents of the boy. 

Mr. FOSS. That is true. The oath is taken 
officer who has the power to administer oaths. 

Mr. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to state 
live in a city 18 miles from Newport, R. I., where th 
naval station, and there are a very large number o{ 
ments in the city where I reside. A great many you 
are enlisted. They become dissatisfied with something : 
or something in the mill where they work and go to t! 
recruiting officer, and he asks them their age. They 
posted as to what is required of them, and they st 
they are over 18 years of age. Of course they co. 
jury—we all know that; but they are enlisted. Thei: 
do not know where they are, and they get away f) 
and the first information the parent has is that he 
receiving the boy’s clothes from Norfork, Va., or 
else. He then finds that his boy has enlisted in the N 
yet that boy is under age. I have many, many lett 
parents in regard to such matters, and I am met by 
tificate of the Secretary of the Navy, approved by 1 
ident, under which no person can get out of the Na 
the commanding officer consents or unless the boy ha 
inefficient or is in ill health. If a provision were m 
that which my colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. Kk 
has offered, providing for the birth certificate to be | 
it seems to me that that would cure the evil. I know 
Department states that the birth certificate is difficul 
duce. I am positive, however, that it is not difficult to « 
a certificate of birth. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the gent 
suggest that in some cases they probably could not pro 
birth certificate? 

Mr. GREENE. Well, in the cases where the birth « 
can not be secured, then the boy had better not be in 
It can be procured from the city or town clerk, for e\ 
town clerk in the State of Massachusetts keeps a re 
births, and if the boy is a Catholic, it can easily be 
from the parish records. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman fi 
has expired. 

Mr. GREENE. I want to say those certificates ¢: 
nished no matter what the Navy Department states 
they can be furnished. 

Mr. FOSS. I yielded for a question only and—— 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from 
has expired, 

Mr. FOSS. I ask for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois as! 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes more. Is 
jection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to say just one word upon this 
This amendment which is before the House requires 
uiting officer shall demand a certificate of birth 
evidence from the young man. As it is at t! 
time they require an oath from the parent or guardi 
enlisting the young man in the Navy. In some cases 
forged undoubtedly. Young men are so desirous of g 
the Navy they get somebody to swear they are the 
guardian and that is brought to the recruiting officer 
young man is enlisted in the Navy. That is undoubt 
at the present time, but it seems to me all these mait: 
not to be regulated here by Congress. We ought not 
what evidence as to age the recruiting officer shall t 
might go into a whole lot of other questions as to nat 
as to many other things which the applicant has to 
his application. Those are matters to-day of regulatio 
Department. 

Mr. WACHTER. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. FOSS. Now, if those gentlemen who have 
would go to the Department, or speak to me about 
would be glad to have the regulation changed; but | 
matter purely of regulation. If you adopt this amend 
troduced by Mr. KeLiner you may absolutely tie up th 
appropriation of recruiting because the Comptroller 
You say by this amend 
part of this sum shall be used unless satisfactory evid 
brought as to age of every applicant who comes to the ! 
ing officer to enlist, and what the Navy Department is | 
of is that you will absolutely make it impossible for th 
recruit any men during the coming year and that the 
matter will become simply a legal question tied up here 
Now all these matters of regulation 


befo. 


L 


other 


1t 
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artment. Any grievances which are made here by 
of Congress which are just and reasonable will be 


by the Department. 
that is where we ought to leave this matter, in my judg- 
| think in the question of enlistment we often listen to 
d varns told by the parents of a good many of these 
\Why. I know one day parents will come to us and wish 
boys in the Navy, and after the boys have been in the | 
xy weeks and do not find it as congenial a life as they | 
| thev want to get out, and the same parents who a few.} 
» urged us to secure enlistment for their boys a few | 
fterwards come back and try to move heaven and earth | 
, get those boys out of the Navy. Now, there must be | 
e, If you are going to have a navy, you must have | 
in regard to enlistments and discharges, otherwise 
not have a navy. If you are going to leave it to the 
nd whim of the parents or the boy that he may go into 
whenever he wants and go out whenever he wants, | 
of a personnel are you going to have? Now, I want | 
nething has been said here on this floor with reference | 
raudulent poster, so called. I thought I would bring 
re this morning. Look at it for a moment. Is there 
so fraudulent about that poster? That is taken from 
This is the battle ship Connecticut, and the picture | 
n of that ship and put here in this poster. Now, the | 
of this boat down here and these sailors in it was taken | 


rt 


re at the Washington Navy-Yard. How would you | 
clothing on those sailors; any different color from 


illow would you paint the boat; any different color from 
te it is? How would you paint the American flag in 
ferent from the red, white, and blue? I tell you that 
tements which have been made here criticising the 
Navigation and the recruiting officers of our Navy 
believe are justified by the real facts. I do not see 
out of the way about that poster that would indicate 
justify gentlemen saying it was a fraudulent one and 
Navy is trying to impose upon the people and the boys 
ntry. 


-ARKER. Will the gentleman permit a question? 

OSS. Yes. 

PARKER. What the gentleman say to that big 
1 statement on the poster, “ Pay $16 to $70 a month?” 

d after they have been promoted to officers, but it is not 
they first go in. 

OSS. They have raised the pay up to $16 a month. 

‘ARKER. How does it get to $70 a month except when 
been promoted after long service? 


does 


OSS. They go on up to $70. 
“ARKER. How soon? 
FOSS. Not only that, but when they come to the re- 


flice they get these pamphlets, which they can read 


nd which are entitled “ Advice and Instruction for 
OCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- 
vestion. 
OSS. Here is another poster. 


COCKRAN., I would like to ask the gentleman from 
the poster that he has been exhibiting fairly repre 
the mind of an applicant for enlistment the whole 
his duty in the Navy? 
SS. Oh, no, no. 
COCKRAN, Now, I will ask the gentleman if there can 
e effective method of misrepresentation than what 
s the suppressio veri? 
FOSS. IL will let the gentleman answer that himself. 
\ir. COCKRAN, There is only one answer. 
FOSS. You can not put into a picture like that all of 


is 


OCKRAN. But I asked the gentleman—— 
SS (continuing). Which the men in the Navy will 
upon to perform. But in addition to this there are 
s entitled “Advice and Instructions for Recruits in the 
States Navy.” There is plenty of information given to 
iey will only read it. 
‘FOLDEFOGLE. That is not the only poster. 
hREDERICK LANDIS. Could you not have 
hundred pages, with moving pictures in it? 
lcNARY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen 
that poster is not the result of a number of designs 
ed for by the Navy Department, sent out through the 
Department, and luring young boys into the Navy, 
ther the prize was not made to the firm that submitted 
d it printed? 


an album 


FOSS. I did net hear the gentleman’s question. 
McNARY. 1 will ask it again. I would like to know 
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whether or not that poster is not the prize dé 
mitted by a firm in Washington Ll f 
Navy Department for bids and f le 
submitted with a number 
the most attractive Oss nad 
boys to enter the Navy? Whe 
is not a prize poster | i f I) 
Mr. FOSS. I do 


This is the first time ] 

Mr. McNARY. It 
won the prize is W 
corner of Fifteenth 
abouts. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
[Mr. Foss] has expired. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ; 
the gentleman may have five minutes 1 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from I : [M 
asks unanimous consent that his colleag 
ceed for five minutes. Is there ob 

There was no objection. 

Mr. MANN. Now, will my colleague yield to m« f 
tion? 

The CHAIRMAN. 
his colleague? 

Mr. FOSS. I do. 

Mr. MANN. I would like to 
thinks it is essential to the Navy, in order to 
that it shall imitate the circus country poster 
flaming colors to get boys inside the cire 
the United States Government to imitate Barn 
secure men to run the Navy? 

Mr. FOSS. No; I do not think it is necessar » I 
that these advertisements are of that character 

Mr. MANN. 


jection 7 


Does the gentleman from 


aS 


Certainly that which the gentlk 3 
an imitation of a circus poster. 

Mr. SULZER. Worse than a circus poster. Its \ 
splendid opportunity to see the glories of the O 
laughter. | 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Will the g 
ask him a question? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am heartily | 
gentleman from Illinois, the chairman of the ¢ 
Naval Affairs, and the Navy of the United § 
effort to secure good sailors for the Navy Ne 
tion for myself, and I think the Ilouse wants 


tion, I would like to have the gentleman ex! 
that he held underneath the one wit! 
Mr. FOSS exhibited the poster. 
Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I notice it says 
“Great opportunity for advancement.’ 


Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. Now, I am unaware of 
tunities for advancement of tl common 
For the benefit of the House, and infor 
like to ask the gentleman if he has su 


the “great op 


inform the House what 
” Navy as reg 


ment are in 
than age? 

Mr. FOSS. Well, a boy may enter the » 
himself to be a ge 


the 


od man, le 


grades of petty officers and go \ ) ‘ 
of the Navy. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. How long « t 
centleman any record to show’ 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. WI! be S 
be an Admiral of the Navy’ 

Mr. MANN. How many enlisted men hay ( e « < 
sioned officers in the Navy? 

Mr. KEIFER. Farragut and others came 
on the deck. 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. I am very much ¢ f 
nformation, and it is surely inforn on t . ! 
very much of it before. But de g 
young men really appreciate what is 
opportunity for advancement” li Al f 
country and the House ought to k ; 

Mr. FOSS. Well, it depends entirely up 
not presume a boy of 17 or 15 yeurs 
the opportunities or appreciates t] wsitio 

Mr. DAVIS of Minnesota. That is just \ I w ed to 
know, and I thank the gentleman for it 

Mr. FOSS. It all depends upon the boy. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Why do you put in your advert ent 















ent,” when there 


nt is open to the n 


of the Depart 


ir chance. 


en a 


ious consent 
in asks una 
"0 minutes. 


{ : a pause rhe Chair hears 





none. 
igs { ) \ 
behind, 


‘ i , “Who enters here leaves hope 


nd all 


nin 


Is 


my friend fron 
to amend these handl 
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are very few 
en ; and that 


ment. 


mh “l from the 


er of high 


all, as sug 


| 


y can be fur- | 


| making up our quota, that the ships have not men 


| are unable to get enlistments enough. 


from Illinois 


the chairman | 
tions made 
from Illinois | 
gentle- 


have two 


us consent 
there objec- | 


1 INinois that 
ills and put 
in order to | 


’ 


eC! rage enlistment. That see to be the thought of a great 


from Illin 


have 


r each year. 


be 


Mr. GOLDIFOGLE By no means, 
the full number. 
But I 


FOGLE. By no means. 


‘ bited to this 


ract men 


an, the House 


is [| Mr. 


en 


House : 


into the N 
has 


aval officials to the effect that | that when it proves impossible or impracticable. 


Foss] 


stion. The 


e of the de 


issioned ranks. 


ber that a 


re 


advanced, 


| yield? 


| his parents, the officers of the Navy threaten that 
| court-martial this young infant if he dares to assert t! 


ter, about the 


York do? 
‘th claptrap 


heard the 


| McCaLt] says, why make a restriction in the law tl 1 do 
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great care is exercised in recruiting these boys. Nevert}] 
if a recital of the complaints known to Members of th 
should be called for at this time, the afternoon would } 
up in listening to harrowing tales that have come to 
sonal attention of almost every Member. The reeru 
must plead guilty to one of two things—either { 
lamentably lacking in judgment, or they willfully ig 
spirit and letter of the enlistment law. If the Na 
these young boys, let it say and let it be done 
regulation and in accordance with law. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. How would you get t! 

Mr. KELIHER. If the gentleman will be patient 
minutes I will endeavor to tell him. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Will you allow me - 
to you that we are some seven or eight thousand sl 


cers 





SO, 














man them, and even with all these alluring advertise 






Mr. WILLIAMS. Does the gentleman want these 
the Navy who are under age? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I think a boy, if he i: 
follow a seafaring life, is old enough when he is 17 or 
of age to go into the Navy. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. As the gentleman from Massachus 











not follow? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I should like to know 
are going to get men for the Navy? 

A MemeBer. Pay them better. 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. It has been impossible 
them this past year or two. We are seven thousand 
our quota. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Does the gentleman think th 
17 years of age, whose mother is insane and whose f; - is 
dead, should be kept in the Navy when his services are ra 
tively demanded at home? 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. No; I do not. 

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, I am not complaining about 
the age fixed by the Department in the regulations 
they take the boys, but we are aiming to keep out the ho 
falsely declares himself to be of an age beyond that x 
his own age. That is the boy we are trying to keep out. The 
age is fixed by statute, and the regulations are based upon this 
statute. The statute gives the Secretary of the Navy the right 
to take boys from 15 to 18, and to show that the De; 
itself did not want these boys it, of its own accord, o! 
volition, raised the age from 15 to 17; so that the b 
can not enlist unless he perjures himself if he has not 1 l 
the age of 18. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
































Will the gentleman from Mass 






Mr. KELIHER. Yes. 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Is it not a fact that when a 
enlist under the lawful age and seeks to be discharg: 






1 






ra? 


under f 
Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, that sad fact has | 
pressed on the minds of every Member of this House 
hall take no more time to emphasize it. But, Mr. C! 
I make is this: The gentleman from Illinois 
his hand a blank certificate of enlistment pointing ou 
boy who declares that he is under 18 years of age has 
he consent of his father and mother, and that the 
has to be made under oath. Yes; the honest boy is « 
to bring a statement of his parents sworn to, but the 
the youthful perjurer, with no conception of the e1 
his crime, boldly walks in and declares that he is over 
of age, and is aceepted without a line or word of evid 
falsely uttered statement. My amend: 







the poin l 











than his 

akes it necessary for the young evil doer to procure 
of his birth or present other written evidence to t! 
that he is over 18. 

We hear a great deal said in this House that that 
ible. The boys who are enlisting to-day, Mr. Chai! 
round 15, 16, 17 years of age, and in many instances | 

ww, Within the last twenty years our nation has m: 
progress, and there is searcely a city, town, or haml 
ountry where provisions have not been made for the 
tion of births. We are not in war times. It is not 1 
to hastily press these boys into service. We might say 
“Wait a week and write home,” even if they belong in 
or California; “ Write and get your birth certifica 
amendment is drawn with sufficient latitude to do awa) 






ate 



















IAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
s expired 
Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the 
vy have five minutes more. 
RMAN. The gentleman from New York asks unan- 
that the time of the gentleman from Massachu- 
ended five minutes. Is there objection ? 
no objection. 
R. Mr. Chairman, if this amendment obtains 
ficer says to the boy, “ How old are you?” He 
The recruiting officer says, “I 
ite of your birth.” The boy says, “I can’t get it.” 
er. when he finds this to be so, says, < Get some evi- 
did you work last? Get the evidence from the 
ked for. Get me some satisfactory evidence of any 


Abad 
Ul 


% years of age.’ 


an, I want to say that I offer this amendment 
olely for the purpose of having something—when 
| of 14 or 15 enlisting as 18 or over—something in 
the recruiting officer to show us upon what evi- 
the boy in. If the recruiting oflicers had two 
ld not have accepted these striplings in the Navy 
s simply to bind the recruiting officer to the proper 
f his duty that this amendment is offered to the 
ider which he now recruits. 
us that the Treasury Department will hold up the 
the Navy. I would like to ask the chairman of the 
yw many times the Comptroller of the Treasury in 
r of Navy accounts relative to the payment of money 
i men has paid any attention to whether enlistment 
erulations have been strictly observed? I venture to 
» knows of no case whatever. The only trouble with 
iment is that the naval department is unnecessarily 
it believes that we are reflecting on the character 
, 1i g¢ officers. I say nothing of their character, but 
that they had used better judgment in the past, and 
i have been less of this trouble. 
* Chairman, as I said before, the subject of recruiting 
ed by statute law, and I do not aim to change any 
t simply to change the regulation in a slight way. I 
amendment to have the law and regulations prop- 
led, and so that it will work no hardship to anyone. 
f getting evidence required does not devolve upon the 
g officer. It devolves upon the applicant. I repeat, 
M rman, that the Navy Department itself raised the mini- 
from 15 to 17. I speak to-day, Mr. Chairman, in no 
§ hostility to the Navy Department or its officials. 
r the mothers of the land who lose their boys, rattle- 








| ung fellows with no conception whatsoever of the 
s of the crime of perjury. After they have been en 
complain to their mothers and the mothers appeal to 
smen, but under the ironclad order issued by the 
is impossible to get these boys out without a court- 
It is to obviate that form of trouble and complaint 
ndment is offered. I reiterate that if it were not 
itiveness of the officers in the Navy Department 
1 not be one syllable of opposition offered to my 
which I trust the good sense and sympathy of the 
] ll] adopt. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
ttee informally rose; and Mr. Curtts having taken 
Speaker pro tempore, a message from the Senate, 
‘KINSON, its reading clerk, announced that the Senate 
without amendment joint resolution and bills of the 
itlac > 
es. 154. Joint resolution authorizing the construction 
; ce of wharves, piers, and other structures in 


i n adjoining certain lands in Lake County, Ind.; 
An act authorizing the condemnation of lands or 
eded in connection with works of river and harbor 


t at the expense of persons, companies, or corpora- 


204. An act to authorize the Northampton and Hali 
i ze Company to construct a bridge 
i r near Weldon, N. C 

‘sage also announced that the Senate had passed bill 
resolution of the following titles; in which the con 


across Roanoke 


‘ f the House of Representatives was requested: 
An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
f e Missouri River in Broadwater and Gallatin counties, 
1d 
o4. Joint resolution authorizing a change in the weigh- 


40g of the mails in the fourth section, 





NAVAL 


The committee resumed 


Mr. WACHTER. Mr. 
amendment. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chair 


afternoon in discussing th 


cepate on the pending par: 
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O} 
mal 


be closed in fifteen minutes 
The CHAIRMAN. The q 
tleman from Illinois to close 
graph and all amendments tl 
rhe question was taken 
The CHAIRMAN. The ge 
the reading of the ar cing 
will again report the amend! 
The re W ho objec lon: 


amendment. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Cl 
ing we ought to be just 


oy 


matter of enlistment 


right and proper for the 
way the fact that it need 


advantages to the enlisted 


by the gentleman from 
1 


guardian, and to the boy. 





Goy 
a Ime 
Mass 
th nr 


tionable and will lower 
safeguards. His amendmen 
shall have the certi atl 


If, therefore, the oflicer who 


he enlisted a minor he ear 


nished to me was satis 


satisfactory to anybo ly e 


the parent or guardian. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I 
evidence? 

Mr. RIXEY. No; it « 

Mr. WACHTER. Do« 
would be a method of | 
or guardian? 

Mr. RIXEY. Not nec 
affidavit of the boy was 
not to be left in that w 


Ol Dil 
enl 
1 re Ll 
I ry. 
Ise; it 
His rig 
j0es not 
loes not. 
S Dokl | 
ringing 
1 
Shc Ly 


ay. 


where the boy is under 18 years of 
t of 


list him without the « 
I certainly would not alt 


} 


be to enlarge the scope « 


years of age should be e 


his parent or guardian. 


it is as far aS we can gz 
amendment which I offer 


enlisting officer to have 


wants the seamen and 






‘onsen 


er th 
f it 


the 





Y rit 


If the parent or guardian 


willing, why should anyl 


aid 


1 


willing, it seems to me he ough 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Is there 
incumbent upon the officers to 
are found to be under ag 

Mr. RIXEY. No;1t vk 1 

Mr. SPARKMAN. W<« l 
rate something of that 1 *¢ 

Mr. RIXEY. If al S « 
parent or guardian where tl 
law the pa ra 
charged. 

Mr. WACHTER. But su 
and he is not 21? 

Mr. RIXEY if the boy s\ 
but appears to be 21 » ¢ 
trary, and he is enlist t 
to prosecute the wrongdo¢ 
to do if his name was red 
be held responsible for false s 

Mr. WACHTER. Then t 
where it is now. 

Mr. RIXEY. I say t, § 
not relieve a man who 1 
for his acts. 1 
an, and in doing that v l 

Mr. BURTON of De e 
parent or guardian add to tl 
orphan and has no estate wou 

Mr. RIXEY. Then, does not 
the boy ought to have the pr 

i court ought to appoint somebod 


} 
i 


hi 
Ww. 


if the parent 
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The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Vir. GREENE. Mr. Chairman, I listened to the remarks of 
t gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss], and he advises Mem- 
l f this body to go to the Navy Department, and there they | 
\ r the complaints that are made. I have been to the 
Navy Department many times and have frequently written 
them, and I have received in reply a little slip of paper on which 
( fr the Assistant Secretary of the Navy giving 
ns under which the man can be discharged from the 
1 that is accompanied by the order of the Commander | 
n ¢ of 11 \ and Navy forces of the United States, 
e Re under which the Navy Department can 
| lf fro any responsibility. The instructions to the 
‘ til licer provide that he shall not knowingly enlist any 
boy under age The amendment presented by my colleague is 
mable, and it ught to be adopted. 
| inted slip, to which I have referred, provides that the 
t can not be discharged except upon complaint to his 
g officer or unless he has proved inefficient or unfit 
for t! erv ice ‘herefore the boy having been enlisted in the | 
e by reason of the fact that he has made a false state- | 
} t, there no method by which he can be discharged ex- 
e] to l t to punishment for perjury and a dishonorable 
discharge f 1 the Navy. The amendment offered by my col- 
] { lassachusetts [Mr. KeLiiner] I claim cures that 
‘ The gentl in from Illinois says that it will stop en 
lis nts. If it stops enlistments, it is far better for the 
N { them, and my idea would be for the Navy De 
} nent to make other provisions for securing enlistments 
rather than to induce young boys to commit perjury in order 
i may enlist in the United States Navy. There are 
( jaints about desertions in the United States Navy. The de- 
s arise largely from the young boys who get into the Navy 
infit for the service and ought not to be there, and in re- 
i to the difficulty in furnishing birth certificates, my idea 
would be, if birth certif ean not be furnished, then it 
would be better that the naval officer should not obtain the 
reci 
Mr. BATES. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
Mr. GREENI Yes. 
r. BATES. Is the gentleman aware, in connection with 
‘ ( ust stating, how many enlistments there were dur- 
t \ 1905? 
GREENE. No; I am not aware of the number. 
BATES. Let me read the figures, if the gentleman will 
l 
GREENI If you do not take too long; make it short. 
BATES. There were 41,000 applications, and out of 
1 1] there were 28,000 rejected and only 11,000 
l t we finally admitted. 
\ GREENI That makes no difference. What I state 
v be tru there were only 1,000 accepted. I do not say 
{ do t 1 en that ought to be rejected or do not 
r boys that ought to be rejected, but they do accept boys 
| ought not to accept, and it is not to the credit of the 
Navy tl they accept these boys; it is not to the 
ze of 1 United States Navy that they enlist them, and 
dg it, far better to keep them out. 
] TES rhis only shows the charge which has been 
l he floor of the House, that they take in everyone who 
s not borne out by the facts. 
liv. GREENI Whatever may have been said by anyone else 
I not responsible for. I simply state they do accept boys 
\ t not to be accepted in the Navy, and if the boy of a 
M er of Congress should happen to be enlisted he would not 
1 it r moment, but the present system hits the poor boy, 
of the men who can not afford to take out a writ of 
! corp withd their sons from the Navy, and they 
l ’ ienns of redress, but are obliged to submit to these 
ulations which are wrong and ought not to be perpetuated, 
and I hope that the amendment presented by the gentleman from | 
M usetts will prevail, or some amendment will be adopted 
i] will cure the evil which I know exists. And I know that 
lesertions occur in the Navy and will occur as long as this 
thod continues, and if it is necessary to raise the age or | 
r e the pay it would be better that the Congress should raise | 
the pay. This Government has money enough to increase the 
( pensation rather than to undertake to build a navy up with 
irely unfit for the service, who are wrung from their 
ijes na way that should not be longer continued. 


RIKER. Mr. Chairman, I do not know whether any | 

{ g formalities will do any good. In my 

e J found that fermalities ever do anything | 

|) relessness. The difficulty about this whole busi- 
listments seems to lie in the care that.is taken to see 
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that only the right people are enlisted. My own town 
of about 300,000 people, and it is a large recruiting sta 
we have an object lesson before There is a lit 
recruiting station in that city during the year, where { 
time and the opportunity to look into each case, see 
ents and get their consents, and there is seldom, if ey 
plaint from the Army recruiting station on the subject 
ments. But once every year for about a week or | 
the town is posted with placards describing the benfits 
into the Navy, and a year ago in a week seven casi 
my attention which I could not bring before the at 
the Navy Department, because in about every 
cases boys who were 16, 17, and 18 had sworn that 
21 years of age, and to go to the Navy Department w 
that Department that they had committed perjury, ; 


18. 


one 


them under the ball and chain. 

Now, I do not care about those consequences con 
the act, for the horrible thing is the act of committing 
and that it should be encouraged by carelessness in 1 
It is only a few months ago that an Army case came | 
committee. A soldier had been promoted to be an oj! 
age as reported on promotion was a good deal young 
age to which he had sworn when he entered the A: 
was held that a man who had sworn falsely could 
moted to be an officer. The disgrace is upon the m: 
But the disgrace is likewise upon the Department a 
cers if they are careless in enlistments and try to & 
the Navy without carrying out the regulations 
being careful to bring it before them that it is of ji 
whether their affidavits are strictly true. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask if 
has all been consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. There 
gentleman from Texas [ Mr. 
minutes, 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I am surprised that any objection should 
interposed on the part of anyone to the adoption of 
ment which will prevent receiving into the Navy j 
who commit perjury, or which will undertake to co 
conditions which permit them to go in with even thx par 
deceived as to the conditions they are to encounter 
get in. 

I do not believe, sir, that 17 or 18 years of age is too y 
to admit boys to the Navy, but it certainly ought 
under frank and honest conditions. Frank and 
ditions require that the truth shall be told about 
and the oflicers who recruit these young men should be « 
pelled by law to ascertain absolutely what is the age ot 
when they come into the Navy. It has happened, 
doubt to every Member of this House, that R¢ 
have had their attention drawn to the fact that ) 
have been induced to go into the Navy, sometimes 
because they have been self-deceived, with the idea 
will be able, by enlisting at a tender age and by i! 
the profession of seamanship, to arrive at a commiss 
frankly, it is almost impossible for them to 1 
ainbition. When we passed the personnel act we pi 
very small opening through which young men from tli 
ranks of life, young men without the advantage of ¢ 
from the Naval Academy, might get into the Navy. 
far as I am advised, so far as this Naval Register 
to a casual examination, only two young men he 
the privilege of reaching the grade of junior lieutenant 
graduation from the Naval Academy. 


are two minutes remai! 


SLAYDEN] is recognized ' 


h I st 


TD! 
pi 


sir, 


SO 


Mr. Chairman, the laws have made of the Navy an (mi 


can institution. It is not inviting to the young 
country, but it ought to be made so. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman h: 
Mr. FOSS. Upon our side of the House there is a 
who was formerly in the Navy, and I am going to 
three minutes be given to the gentleman from Mas 

[Mr. WEEKS]. 
Mr. KELIHER. Regular order, Mr. Chairman! 
The CHAIRMAN. Objection is made. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. If the 

Illinois will give three minutes over here, we will agr 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. I move that we extend the debat 

utes, which will give three minutes to the gentle 

Massachusetts [Mr. Wereks] and three minutes to t 

gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. KELIHER]. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois as! 
mous consent that the time for debate be extende 

minutes, three minutes of which are to be given to t! 


gentlem rou 






’ 





































































Massachusetts [Mr. Weeks] and three 


from Massachusetts [Mr. Keriner]. 


minutes 


to 
Is 


lak 


Li 














; no objection. 
E KS. Mr. Chairman, I part irly want to refer 
E w hic h were asked the cl hi n of the Naval 
( elative to that statement w! 1 is made on the en- 
rs that men receive from $16 to $70 a month and 
further opportunity for promotion. 
Navy do receive from $16 to $70 a m ] At 
Rt ; nt of the men before the mast ar petty offi S 
: en at sea from $40 to $70 a month. In addition 
a grade of officers in the Navy known as war- 
Those men are promoted fro the men shipped 
st. There are in the Navy 47 chief boatswains, 
, s, 45 chief gunners, 70 gunners, 39 chief carpenters, 
, 6 sailmakers, 201 warrant machinists, and 36 
(nd I believe it is a fact that every one of these men 
i before the mast and have since received their pro- 
YDEN. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 
EKS. Certainly. 
YDEN. How many have become commissioned offi 
S I am coming to that. The pay of these wai 
1 s, 596 of them, ranges from $1,500 to $1,800 a year, 
them, I believe, enlisted before the mast. In 
that, under the present law, a law passed in 1901, 
is authorized to appoint from these warrant offi 
( ers a year to the grade of ensign in the Navy p1 
n pass the required examination. hat answers 
specifically, it seems to me. 
{[A{NN. How many has he appointed? 
SS. About twenty. 
NN. And what is the reason that they have not been 
; ery year? 
EEKS Why not? 
h [ANN Because the Navy Department turns them down. 


LY of Connecticut. Because they can not pass the 


\IANN. Because they will not permit 
( How many have | 


them to take 
een appointed? 


the 


VEEKS. That I do not know. 
MANN You can not give us that information. 
Mr. WEEKS. The fact is these men can be examined, five 
( and they are given an opportunity to become commis 
§ is in the Navy provided they come up to the re 


Loud 
Mr. Chairman, as to the pay of these boys in 
he pay of the petty officers in the Navy, I have no 
tsoever. I am simply aiming to correct an evil, a 
an evil known to exist by every Member of th 
hairman; and I have consulted some of the best 
Ifouse, some of the best lawyers and parliamen 
1 nd they tell me that my amendment as drawn and as sub- 
I by me will effect the result that all seek to obtain; and 
[ trust the House will accept my amendment as pre- 
e. Mr. Chairman, I repeat again, they will not be 
in amendment which is carelessly drawn by a novice, 
accepting an amendment carefully drawn after 
those who thoroughly understand what I want 
nd who assure me that my amendment will accom 
t which we aim—to eradicate the evil of fraudulent 


applause. ] 


Mr. 


hy 


9} 
aul 


of these boys who enlist without the knowledge or 
( parents, guardians, or anybody except to recruiting 
( themselves [Applause and cries of “ Vote! ’’] 
[AIRMAN. The gentleman suggested that he desired 
t limous consent to change a word in his amendment. 


ELIHER. I ask unanimous consent to insert in the 
the word “ written” that was left out through care- 
presenting the amendment. 


Y 


read as follows: 
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Ihe ame d r 1 I \i I 

The substitute offered Mr. | 
( ent of the parent or g 

The CHAIRMAN. 17 
stitute offered bv tl 

rhe question \ 1 

The CHAIRMAN. 17 
by the gentleman f } 

rhe question t 
[ Applause. 

Phe Cler] ( menced } 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. ¢ I 
Clerk is now read og 

ir. TAWNEY On 1 ) 
| to an ‘ iment dd 
prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN I 
mittee without prejudice O 

Mr. RIXEY. I wou l 
vening, that at the end of 
ropose to offer } I ! t 

th the | 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Cl “ 

inted to t uy 1 the B ( 
" pending, offered by th 

The CHAIRMAN. The f 
graph that was passed without 


Mr. TAWNEY 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


to know what it is that 
Mr. FOSS. It does no | 
House has already passed 


Mr. WILLIAMS. If it does 1 
should the gentleman for 
Mr. FOSS. I did not ask 1 
The CHAIRMAN. The parag 


aqice, 


why 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. ¢ r ) ~ 
ind ordnance stores efore tal - 5 
I the gentlen fi Minnes« I 
the punctuation; that a semi 
in line 25, page 10 er the rad 
nance material,” then a sen l 
he CHAIRMAN. The ¢ < will 


The Clerk read as fo 


On pa 10, liz 25, afte I t 

The amendment was agreed to 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chair n, I wish to 
for the amendment that I offered, which d 


jmendment except in the phraseology. Iw 
I want simply to change the wording 


tute considered instead of the g I 
The CHAIRMAN. The gent Man 
i substitute for the amendment I 


| the Clerk will report. 
The Clerk re 


Mr. RIXEY. I sho 

nesota a question. 
rs to the purchase of shel L } 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. RIXEY. 


he words 


rei 


expended for 


t 
the amendment is written I 
“ word “ written ” before the word “ evidence,” so as to read | tiles, and I understand tl! 
of birth or written evidence other than his statement,” etc are made by the Gove f 
HAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of the | amendment ought to b 

to correct the amendment as indicated? [After a | will be effected by adding af ' 

! Chair hears none. words “the purchase of.” | 
mis on agreeing to the amendment offered by the Mr. TAWNEY. I will ex 

from Massachusetts. tain whether those words « ( 
; IXEY. I would like to ask if the first vote will not | purpose to deprive the G 
» be on the substitute? I offered a substitute to the | facturing projectiles. My forn 


t of the gentleman from Massachusetts before he 


i sent it up to the desk. 
GAINES of West Virginia. 


I ask that both the amend- 


| ment is that all these pr 
| establishments. 


1 Mr. RIXBEY. I understand 
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ind projectiles for test purposes at Indian Head are made by 
the ¢ ‘ 

ir, BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I understood that the projec- 
Lil are made by a privat concern and not by the Government. 

Mr. RIXEY. I was informed on yesterday by a gentleman 
who ought to know that our shells and projectiles used at In- 
dinn Head were manufactured at the Washington Navy-Yard 
by the Ge } But if they are all purchased this does not 
do any harm to put in the words which the amendment provides 
for. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I will, before the amendment 
is voted upon, look at it, and if it is necessary to correct it in 
that respect I am perfectly willing to do it. I want to ask the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs if it is not true 
that under this provision of his bill, under the paragraph in 
lines 19 and 20, there will be expended in the next fiscal year 
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for shells and projectiles by the Navy Department a sum agegre- | 
Steel Company, located I do not know where; the Bethlely 


gating about $1,000,000? 

Mr. FOSS. For shells? 

Mr. TAWNEY. For shells and projectiles. 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know how much of this appropriation 
of a million dollars which provides for the supply of powder 
and shells will be used to purchase shells. Of course it is all | 
available for two things, powder and shells; how much will go 
for powder and how much for shells I do not know. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I assumed, Mr. Chairman, that in providing 
for an appropriation of $1,000,000 for two distinct purposes the 
committee had probably ascertained the amount that would be 
expended of that appropriation for each of the two purposes. 





That was the reason I asked—to ascertain whether or not the 
amount was not about equally divided. So that under the cur- 
rent appropriation for ordnance the Navy Department is now 


expending $495,916.50 for shells and projectiles, and if one-half 
the reserve ammunition which the Department is authorized 
to purchase under that paragraph to which I referred a mo- 
nded for shells and projectiles, then there 
expenditure for this purpose of about 
il year. 

Mr. Chairman, 
Department in the least nor to 

ee 
tter adn 


ol 


is to be eX] 






not 
limit 


is to embarrass the Navy 


the amount of expendi- 


away from 
preferring 


iinistration, and to take 
Department the opportunity of 
establishment engaged in the 
the Navy to the extent that they 
manufacture, of favoring one estab- 
of other manufacturing 


ordnance for 
in that 


exclusion 


ne with the uniform and long-estab 
that is, when any of the De- 
se any material they must purchase 
submitting their proposals, inviting 
naterial, in accordance with the 
tions contained in the proposal. 
tment we have prescribed that they ean not 
00 worth of material except by 
OT we have provided that not to excees 
upon public proposals and invitin; 


mpetitive bid for material or supplies to b 


nendment is in li 
of the Government; 
to purcha 

after 

that 


PeaeCeaiVi } s for 


he cond 


sf 
fi 


advertising. 


oe 


‘ 





J 


May I inquire whether these provi- 


which the gentleman alludes to are provisions of general 
» general law. 

id apply to the other Departments? 

1 other Departments. 

What provision is there that applies to 





ime 


\ The exceptions 


provisions apply to the Navy De- 
mentioned 3721 of the 
there men- 


1S47, 


in section 
exceptions 
at law wa 
States was not 


un 





dnance. Th in 

the United expending 
nnually for the purchase of ordnance; when 
lid ave the manufacturing establishments in this coun- 
that we have to-day for the manufacture of shells and pro- 


Ss passed 


wil the Go 


of our shells and projectiles used in 
red in private manufacturing estab- 
that I know of that are to-day en 
m acture of these projectiles. Some of them 
ts for the manufacture of a certain class of pro- 


s the result of open bids. Others are manufactured as 
t of private contracts with the Navy Department. 
4 e different manufacturing establishments are all equipped 


manufacture | 


amendment is solely and alone in | 


establish- | 








for the manufacture of shells in accordance with the «, 
tions prescribed by the Navy Department, and if they | 
comply with the specifications they will not bid. ; 

if they do bid and pretend to cpmply, the Navy Dep 
requires that every one of the bids shall be accompanied 
bond to indemnify the Government against any failur 
ply with the conditions of the contract. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex; 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous cv) 
proceed for five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnes 
unanimous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the four companies {| 
engaged in the manufacture of these shells and project 
the Firth Sterling Steel Company, of Pittsburg: the 


< 


th 


Company, and the Midvale Steel Company, of Philadel)! 
view of the magnitude of these purchases, in view of 
that we have independent manufacturing establishm 
are equipped and engaged in the manufacture of these s 
view of the fact that all the shells and projectiles {| 
purchased by the War Department are purchased by 0; 
as the result of proposals submitted by the War Depar 
can not see why we should make an exception in the « 
Nivy Department, and thus give to naval officers 
charged with the responsibility of making these cont 
opportunity of favoring one manufacturing establishme 
exclusion of all others engaged in manufacturing the x 
tical article. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What company now has the cont: 
Mr. TAWNEY. My information is that there sare 
three that have contracts for the manufacture of differe: 

of pre rjectiles, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. For the Navy? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The Firth Steel Company has the co 
in Pittsburg, and I understand the Midvale Steel Com; 
Philadelphia, has the contract for another class of pr 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I wor 


to ask the gentleman for information. How many fi 
bidding for these armor-piercing projectiles? Did | 
four? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Not bidding; no. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. How many firms 
United States have the capacity for making, satisf 


armor-piercing shells? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have given the names of four. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I understood the g 
to say that there are other manufacturers as well « 
Will the gentleman name them? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I said that I did not have the names 
location of the other firms. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Will the gentk 
me further—where did he get his information that t! 
other firms? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I 


Ty) 


got the information first from t! 


| of the Secretary of the Navy. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. That is good authorit 
Mr. TAWNEY. In a letter which I will read, and 
than that, from the gentleman’s colleague from Philad 


| On the 12th of April I made an inquiry of the Secretary 


Navy for the purpose of ascertaining how these purch 
made, whether or not they were made in the open ma 
whether they were purchased as a result of private « 
let to these various manufacturing establishments, and 
18th of April the Secretary replied to my letter as fol! 
Navy DEPARTMI 

Washington, April 

Sir: Replying to your letter of the 12th instant, request! 

advised as to what the practice of this Department has 

in respect to the letting of shell or projectile contracts; whet 


the Department advertises for bids and, if so, whether the 
petitive bidding for this work; also requesting to be infor! 
what these contracts amounted to in the aggregate duri! 
fiscal year, I have the honor to inform you that the C! 


Bureau of Ordnatice, to whom your letter was referred, has 5 
the following report, which covers the several inquiries cont 
your letter: a 
“A distinction must be made in stating the Bureau's polic) 
those projectiles for which the requirements are so simple as 


them within the range of general competition, and those 
armor-piercing shells of large calibers) for which the req 


are so exacting that only a small number of firms in the co 
in a position to undertake their manufacture with any hope oi 
“With regard to the first class, the Bureau's practice is_ 
bids from all manufacturers who are believed to be equipped f 
taking contracts and completing them satisfactorily. 
“With regard to the second class of projectiles, which, | 
noted, are principally armor-piercing shells of large caliber, th 


* 


May io, 
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acest | ealaetat ee aninnthaarsiaiiatin 


eau has been directed toward securing the very best that | chase of these shells. that it also submits the specifications and 
ad, keeping in view that desirability of distributing orders | all , : : 7 ; : 

inner that the Department should, in the event of war, | ‘ 
a number of plants available as possible. In pursuance 
i contracts for shells of this class have in many cases 
i without competition, as authorized by section No. 3721 
1 Statutes. 


St 
a 


the terms and conditions and tests that the manufacturer 
must conform to in order to comply with the contract, and does 
not the Department, in addition to that, require a bond for the 
faithful performance of that contract, with ample penalties to 


vregate amount of shell contracts for the past fiscal year | protect the Government? There is absolutely no reason that I 
916.50, of which $50,329 was spent for shell of the first | can see for allowing this large expenditure to be made under 


enumerated : ye), and $445,587.50 for shell he sec “es ae ; ; 
numerated above), and $445,587.5 or she of the second private contract, and I submit in all candor to the chairman of 


the committee that it is not good administration to place in the 
discretion of one officer the expenditure of a million dol , 
under private contract to be made by him, for the purchase of 
material amounting to that sum. 

Mr. FOSS. I agree with the gentleman, if there are num- 
ber of concerns which can do this work and manu ture these 
projectiles, but they are so difficult to make, and tl specifi 
nents, but he also admits the necessity for it, especially | tions of the Navy Department are going up all the time, because 
f war, and yet under the policy of the Navy Department | 48 we get information from abroad as to the standard there in 


| 
hin the discretion of one officer to make it impossible to reference to armor-piercing projectiles, then our standards and 


respectfully, CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, 
Secretary. 
es A. TAWNEY, M. C., 
an Committee on Appropriations. 
House of Representatives. 

e Secretary of the Navy in this letter admits not only 
‘ability of encouraging the development of the manufac- 
hese projectiles and shells by different manufacturing 


that policy by favoring one manufacturing establish- | Our spt cifications go up, and it has been the most difficult mat- 


» exclusion of others. ter in the world to get any company to manufacture these pro- 
CTIAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. jectiles. Why, here, for instance, in March, 1903, requisition 
UTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- | Was placed with the Crucible Steel Company of America for 

sent that the gentleman may have one minute more in | 600 10-inch shells, 600 12-inch armor-piercing shells, and th 

= »ynnswer a question. : requisition has not been completed, and the Bureau has bee 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks | forced to cancel its order for 200 of the 10-inch shell So 


is with the Midvale Steel Company. This company had 
order for a thousand, but this company has not been able 
begin work on this order, inasmuch as they have been unable to 
develop a satisfactory experimental shell. Here an order w 
given to the Carpenter Steel Company. So there has been 
disposition on the part of the Navy Department to ut out 
anybody from competition in this matter, but the disposition of 
the Navy Department has been to try and find somebody who 
would manufacture these shells. That is the point. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now, will the gentleman permit an inter 
tion right there? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. 'TAWNEY. The gentleman says there has been no dis 
sition to shut out any manufacturers. The 
Navy himself, in this letter, says that they have 


1 ous consent that the gentleman from Minnesota may 
for one minute. Is there any objection? 
was no objection. 
BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Has the gentleman the 
! f any firms beyond those already stated with sufficient 
( and ability to build these armor-piercing shells? 
\WNEY. I have not. 
rLER of Pennsylvania. If the gentleman will permit 
ent, there are five firms competing for these shells; 
( firms pretending to compete for them or to make them. 
\WNEY. Well, that is enough. 
LITTLEFIELD. Why shouldn’t they have open competi 
{ | know nothing about it. 
\ BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I think they should have. 
Ir. irman, I move to strike out the last word. I have no 








with the amendment offered by the gentleman from | establishment to manufacture these particular shells which 
M ta, and in defense of the Department I think it is but | their judgment, was the best equi 1 for th 
f y that there has been open and wide competition, the let- Why, there is no competition there t shu nu 
i Secretary of the Navy to the contrary notwithstanding. other manufacturer, if the Department goes out and sé ts 
rtment furnishes us this morning this information. The | only one and enters into a private contract with that 
] Sterling Steel Company, of Pittsburg, is a competitor; the | out any knowledge on the part of the other co ctors tl 
B m Steel Company, of South Bethlehem, Pa., is a com- | Government desires or proposes to purchase these projectiles? 
} nd the Crucible Steel Company, of Pittsburg, is a third | Is not that shutting out every other manufacturer nd if in 
r. The Department says that armor-piercing projec- | doing that it is so necessary—and I think it is—that they should 
been ordered from the Carpenter Steel Company, of | have a shell of the very best and highest quality, then why 
R Pa., and from the Midvale Steel Company, of Phila- | encourage improvement in the quality of our shells by giv 
the contracts being three years old. Further, the De- | to all the manufacturers an opportunity to bid for these « 
says that these firms have not as yet been able to de- | tracts? 
tisfactory shell, and most of the orders have been can- Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman 
though the Midvale Company is still trying to furnish The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from | 
h, but so far without suecess. That is all I have to | [Mr. Foss] has expired. 
[ say it in fairness to the Department. Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike « ! 
OSS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to say a word upon | word. 
er. There are two classes of shells, I might say, to Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
| red in connection with this subject. In the first place, that the time of the gentleman from Illinois 
inch shells and below that have been open to free | five minutes. 
n, and all concerns have had a perfect right to bid,| The CHAIRMAN. The gent! n from P 
these heavier armor-piercing shells it has been im- | Morreti] asks unanimous consent that the 
to get any concerns to bid on them, so that the Depart- | Illinois may continue his remarks for fivs 
gone to different companies and encouraged them to | objection? 
ontract to make these armor-piercing shells—12-inch | There was no objection. 
instance, which we use in our 12-inch guns. Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I y like 
\WNEY. Well, how does the gentleman justify that | permission, to ask the chairman of tl tt 


t 


in the light of the information furnished by the See- | he is aware of the fact that a half 
the Navy that they have expended almost half a mil- | for shells were awarded during the last year, and 


for these large armor-piercing shells? | ing those awards one, at least, of the 
FOSS. Well, that was this last year; the year before | capable of manufacturing these shells 
ian will find that we purchased a larger quantity of | tunity to bid, and did not know that any 
| given out for the making or manuf: ring 
\WNEY. I understand, and it is in view of this prac- Mr. FOSS. No; I am not aware of it 
has grown up in this last year, in view of the fact Mr. MORRELL. That isa f ; 
neerns are equipped and are to-day manufacturing | Mr. FOSS jut the policy of ft DD 
mor-piercing shells, I think as a matter of protection | shells to different comp + who 
ut to require the same policy in respect to those which | comparatively few compani: 
re in respect to the others. | make them. It is not a very lars 
OSS. I agree with the gentleman, if we can go on the | a side show, I may say, to a larg 


an | buy them, but we can not do that. partment in this way has 
TAWNEY. But will not the gentleman concede that, the manufacture of these shells, 
Navy Department submits its proposal for the pur- | call upon a large number to manuf ire th I 
XL 416 



































































































present the views of the Bureau, as expressed in the following 
letters: 
DEPARTMENT OF THE NAvy, 
SUREAU OF ORDNANCE, 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 9, 1906. 
My Dear Mr. Foss: Replying to your telephone message of this 
mrenir erning the amendment to the appropriation bill providing 
r th ivert ment of shell contracts, etc. 
I have to inciose herewith copy of the Bureau’s second indorsement 
» 19470/1 (EF) of April 17, 1906, on letter from the Hon. JAMES A. 
N} M. C., to the Secretary of the Navy. This indorsement briefly 
3 the Bureau’s position in the matter and also the approximate 


nt expended for shell under all appropriations last year. 


our practice to advertise for target shell and common shell, and 
the smaller caliber armor-piercing shell up to 5-inch, but we 
never advertised for armor-piercing shell of the larger calibers. 


rmor-piercing projectile contracts are awarded to the lowest bid- 








ifter advertisement and under our very strict specifications and 
our extreme penalty clauses, most of the manufacturers would 
be put out of the projectile business, or else the Bureau would be 
itos vessels of the Navy with shell known to be not of the 
nd } to be inferior to similar shell used in foreign navies. 
is contrary to the policy of the Department, as we want these 
eady to furnish projectiles in an emergency, and consequently 
elping them develop their plants. 

Li lly want the best projectiles it 1s possible to obtain and 
them without great delay; therefore the larger contracts are made 
firms known to be able to promptly carry out the contracts in ac- 


h the specifications, while smaller orders are placed with 
ving the necessary plants and who desire to develop them. 
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Ma Y | ) 


up to that time been unable to manufacture shell which won 





the test. Three hundred and fifty-seven of the 12-inch fore, pass 
shell have been canceled for similar reasons e 


Mr. MORRELL. I would like to ask the distinguisheq 


man of the committee—— ~ 

Mr. FOSS. If it gets down to be a matter of competition tha 
tendency of the whole thing will be rather to reduce the ppjcn 
and to cheapen the shell, whereas, on the contrary, the | a 
ment has sought to improve it experimentally and rai the 


standard and not reduce Navy standards down to com il 
standards. t 


Mr. MORRELL. Oh, I do not think that will be the 


at all, for the reason that the board of ordnance, which = 
upon these shells, if they are not up to the standard r ired 
in the contract, has the right to reject each and every e of 
them. 7 

Mr. TAWNEY. And they do. 

Mr. MORRELL. And they do. Now, the fact of givyi Den 
bids does not for a moment presuppose the fact that ' r- 
ticles furnished by these different manufacturers are going to 
be below the standard required by the specifications furnisheq 
by the Navy Department. I would like also to ask dis 
tinguished chairman of the committee what the result in 


the year 1900 in opening bids for armor plate to competition tt 


rmation I also inclose herewith a list of uncompleted he reducti rf nrice - to if . oes ¢ . 
rge caliber armor-piercing shell, showing the difficulty | the re uction of price per ton, if he remembers? 
largest concerns experience in producing projectiles which Mr. FOSS. Does the gentleman mean the price per for 
rily pass our strict specifications. armor? : 
erve of armor-piercing projectiles available at present, the Mr “MORRELI Yes A het} ] “ae 
factory fulfillment of projectile contracts might force the Bureau Mr. = Petals. es. i nd whet 1er the article fu hed 
ships with empty shell rooms. _ to-day, in view of the reduction of price per ton, w! has 
as known to this Bureau no complaints have ever been made | resylted from the bids being open to competition, is a1 Tse 
i the placing of armor-piercing shell contracts without com- |, . . ; ; 
= in quality and grade than it was previous to the reduction or 
Bureau bell ; there is at present only one company prepared | previous to the time the bids were opened to competiti 
h prol “ce caliber armor ‘cing shell whict ill fully ry Were : 
prot siber armor-plercing Snel when wilh Lui Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is to say, do you have er 
with i ecifications. Both for military as well as alit > ths he he bids w ae : 7 - 
reasons every attempt is being made to induce | Quality now than when the bids were not opened for « ti 
s to s y manufacture these projectiles. It is be- | tion? 
e und by all these companies that hw My ee ee Mr. FOSS. I do not think they do. 
lk { ctorliy manuta ure 1ese she ey wi re- vn ay > — 
s netion of Ot On Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is the price less? 
» Bure considers it very undesirable at present to com- Mr. MORRELL. Yes; the result of opening the bids to « 
mm by advertisement for armor-piercing projectiles of the | petition has been a reduction of $150 per ton, in r fig- 
ng that this has been written hastily in order to get it to | Ures, on all sizes, and if the result, as far as armor ( 
noon, and hoping that the information will be of use, I | cerned, of opening bids to competition has been satis : 
‘ iiiniasaiae ~~ why should we now presuppose the article furnished, g 
“i : Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. ordnance is concerned, is going to be of an inferior 
( BE. Foss, M. C., cause it may be opened to competition? Competition, : rule, 
( n Committee on Naval Affairs, lowers the price, and at the same time improve ’ of 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. tae article Se eee e same time improves thx of 
oe ee 7 oC mm" J 4 le . mati ot ‘ . 
f Or nee, second indorsement No. 19470/1 (F), of | Mr. FOSS. These shells, of course, are in a mor 
17 6. on | r from Hon. James A. TAWNEY, M. C., House mental stage, probably, than armor plate, but I want t ( 
tatir the Se retary of the Navy, requesting to be | gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] if he will i in 
> a e oO he ‘ , epartmen ins bee | a . 
oT i yi pe eg mdr his amendment words to the effect that they shall b 
; advertises for bids; and if so, | Standards of the Navy? 
( ( ees Pig: a wet: y~ ri. } Mr. LITTLEFIELD. There will be no objection to t! 
aggregate during e iast fiscal year. | mm YEW s : . 
stp Shalt Week Weenie : Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objection to that at all. A t is 
( de in stating the Bureau’s policy between ma a in ae = ee of course—— 
t ne ‘ements are so simple as to bring Mr. FOSS. want that perfectly clear. 
ee ee ee a Mr. TAWNEY. I want to suggest to the gentle: that 
‘ ) I 1e equirenl nts are sc . : . : 
nur f firms in the country are in a under this amendment the question of standards is 
{ re wi h any hope of success. lutely and exclusively in the discretion of the Navy De; 
the Urst BS, the ireau’s practice is to Invite Mr. MORRELL. Of course. Under the terms of tli 
ers who are believed to be equipped for under- eS en ee ve 
i pleting them satisfactorily. cations. 
\ i e sé d class of projectiles, which, as above Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I understand that if you inse1 t, it 
ms directed tren -s Se i — Fraps | will be satisfactory. 
directed towa! securing he very est 12 ve » — - — e is iat ‘ . : - 
1, } g in view that desirability of distributing orders | Mr. rAW NEY. If that is satisfactory to the chair 
t the Department should, in the event of war, | committee, I will very gladly insert the language, “ the : rd 
r ¢ »} ta ¢ filable as nossible ¥ . an _ Be as e . « 
Rf Saas ‘this ort ~ ee > ieee for such shells and projectiles to be prescribed by the S 
I is ol 118 clas lave, in I "ases, | : Pek o ae 
t as authorized by section No. 3721 of of the Navy. 
j | Mr. FOSS. I have no objection to that. 
the ~ “en year| Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It covers the whole question. 
oe i ( ne rs class | . rnc ‘ . *7 ] 
and $ the second class, | Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike t 
N. E. MASON, | last word. The committee on yesterday, after very a 
Chief of Bureau of Ordnance. bate, decided to provide for the very widest compet 
eee sible in the supply of anchors, cables, and rope, both l 
: . ’ s : 7 ad 
ITIONS ¥ LARGI t hemp. There seems to be no reason, if it is the pol 
M isition was placed with ‘rucible Steel Com- | committee in that respect, why we should not apply t! 
G00 10-ir a own a i = - P. ~_ be | principle of wide competition to the subject of these p1 
com] ed, anc he Bureau has been forcec ‘ . . : . ‘ 
the 10-inch shell. Four hundred of the | In this connection I desire to call attention to the let 
mn all prob lity have to be accepted at a reduced | was presented here a few moments ago by the gentlen i 
: inasn ch as the Bureau is unwilling to place them | Ohio [ Mr. GROSVENOR], bearing upon the question Wl S- 
M 1903, requi ion was placed with the Midvale Steel Com- | Cussion yesterday. I had a curiosity to see to whom th el 
0 S-inch A. P. shell. This company has not as yet begun | was addressed, and I find it was addressed to the Hon. ‘ 
ae ee ene “y  unean “om aaom eaktioune ‘to 1 an | Loup, a Member of Congress from the State of Michig 
l i Sheil ne ou é 1as ee 8 n7ectle Oo L2Teé : > ld 
the various experimental shell submitted by them. Loup, you will remember, was the gentleman who told 
1 ! 600 10-inch forged steel, 600 12-inch forged steel | terday that he had spent a year or more of his time r 
> R 4 » shell qa v | > f » shel Tere . ne y ‘ . oy” t 
t Carper 3 r Steel ‘Company. ‘Gua eee i ae ? gating the matter of cables, and it seems he has bet ‘A 
we neeled in October, 1905, inasmuch as the company Lad! ascertain as a result of that year’s investigation 1t) é 
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( ient-made cable on one battle ship proved defective 
e way under certain conditions. 
nt to eall particular attention to this, gentlemen. It 
1own to any seafaring man that in weighing an anchor, 
ils, a strain is liable to be brought on the cable which 
Jlutely destroy any cable that can be made. And the 
iing will occur in dropping an anchor, a kink or twist 
ur in the cable, and a strain will be brought upon that 
lar link which no cable can be made to sustain. Now, I 
ve the gentleman from Ohio, and I challenge the gentle- 
m Michigan, to cite an instance where a United States 
ding at anchor on a Government-made cable was ever 


d or damaged by the parting of its cable under stress | 


m or sea, or even parted a cable while at anchor. But, 
other hand, if the gentleman will give me a very little 
ean fill the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp with instances of 
( ercial ships, both sailing and steam, that have been cast 
nd lost, absolutely destroyed, by the parting of the com- 
cables: holding them to the anchors upon which they 

ding. So that the letter brought forward by the gentle- 





| 


om Ohio has no bearing whatever upon the contention | 


he he Committee yesterday. 
it connection, Mr. Chairman, I send to the desk and ask 
ead, and to have inserted in connection with my re- 
f yesterday, two telegrams received by me bearing on 
nt of closing up the chain and anchor shops and rope 
of the Boston Navy-Yard. 
Clerk read as follows: 


? 
+ é I 


Boston, MASS., May 10, 1906. 
NEST W. ROBERTS, 
e of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


Associated Board of Trade, through its executive committee, 


protests against proposed closing of cordage, chain, and 
iepartments at Charlestown Navy-Yard. What can we do to 
JOHN N. Boyp, Secretary. 


Boston, MASS., May 10, 1906. 
st W. ROBERTS, 
of Representatives, Washington, D. C.: 


support your position in defense of Boston 


Navy-Yard 








test against amendment sacrificing manufacture of anchors, 

d rope at navy-yard at Boston for benefit of Lebanon Chain 

i American Iron and Steel Company of Lebanon. I believe 

find on investigation that Government tests on chains and | 

Navy made in navy-yards are more rigid and thorough | 

rs’ tests made outside. Will Congress risk safety for 
cruisers to give more business to contractors? 

CurtTIsS GUILD, Jr. 


ir. ROBERTS. I will say, Mr. Chairman, in conclusion, the 
zram is from the governor of the State of Massachusetts. 
‘AWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have now modified 
nt to meet the suggestion of the gentleman 

ll, and I ask that it be read. 
CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the substitute will be 


my 
in charge 


Clerk read as follows: 
er the word “ dollars,” page 11, line 6: 
That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for 
f shells or projectiles except for shel projectiles pur 


iS or 








i rdance with the terms and conditions of prop« b 
the Secretary of the Navy to all of the manufactu: of 
projectiles and upon bids received in accordance with the 

1 requirements of such proposals. All shells and projectiles 
m to the standards prescribed by the Secretary of the 


GROSVENOR. Mr. Chairman, the amendment proposed 
listinguished gentleman is in the line with the principle 
| in the discussion on yesterday in relation to the pur 

chains, anchors, and cordage, and I want to add a very 
te to what I contributed yesterday to the general topic 

e purchases by bids rather than their exclusive manufac 
the Department itself. 
| be remembered that on yesterday a dispute arose be 
number of gentlemen, myself among the rest, as to 

the Navy Department was the best maker of certain 

‘cessary factors that go to make up a ship and its 

ut. I have a matter of evidence, which is better than 
itement. I had to confess yesterday that the topic got 
| my personal comprehension, and I made an intimation 
was possibly beyond the apprehension and understand- 
some gentlemen on the other side. I did that with all 
ess and respect, and I want to show now that in the mat- 


the manufacture of the particular subjects covered by the | 


lent offered by the gentleman here, that possibly the 
principle applies that applies to the making of chains, 
s, and so forth. I propose to have read at the Clerk’s 
very brief statement taken from the log of the U. S. S. 


[ desire to say, by way of introduction to this, that it 
present battle ship Maine, and not the one that disap- 


peared so tragically in the harbor at Habana. 
ship, of the modern type 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
Mr. GROSVENOR. 
an Official statement 
more powerfully t 
the letter read by the Cle 

Mr. OLMSTED. Before it is read I 
is equipped with chains, does t 
were made? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not I 
make any assertion, but will pr t off nt that 
will answer the question of -the genth n from P 

The CHAIRMAN. The Ck 

The Clerk read as follows: 


This is a me 
of the very best type of our \ 

One of the last launched 

One of 


from her log, and it gs So 


is 


han anyt ry I « av that cle re t | 
t} 


wi 


spl 
ih 


North River, Neu 

Str: 1. In reference to your letter of May 3, 1906. 
reau of Navigation, asking for an excerpt from t 
covering the subject of losing anchors 
the records of the ship that tl folle 
chain or triplet links had occurred pt 
mand : 

(a) In letting gx 
at Pensacola, Fla., 
recovered 

(b) While heaving in 
anchor off Corfu, ¢ 
chain 
about 

tc) 
the 


the 


show 


parting 


» the anchor o1 


1 Mar 
one link of ; 


the triplet 


the starboard bower chain on J 
ece, it parted, and l 
were afterwards recovered. This was d 
26 fathoms. 
While heaving 
chain came in 
middle link of 
weld rhis anchor was and not e « t yuld 

(d) While heaving in off Cape Henry, \ inia ! ek 3 
was found that the second link of the port trip had ! ! I 
chor was recovered. 
2. Since I have taken command of 

urred 


cases have occ 
In letting go the 





Mart! 
the 


ending shackle tr et 


in at 
without 
the 
aT 


(e) port anchor 1 the tare 
Mass., on Septem! ,.1905, the chain | ed at t 
the triplet. The anchor was recovered. _ 
(f) In letting go‘the port 
middle link of the triple t ‘ 
and before the anchor had touched t 
recovered. 
3. The anchor 
Yard. 
Very 


er 





Navy 


respectfully, N. A. N 


Hon, Grorce A 


GR 


rit 


Mr. OSVENOR 


of the easualt 


Mr. Cl 


I" ies to t 


TX 
navy-yard, pertaining to a ngle ship | 
them. I su that possibh : ts a: 


Ip] l 
about the number of ships in e« 3s rl l 
certain how many times these ch: sh I 

faulty construct So I feel that I ma reit wl 


| 
id yesterday, that it 


Oce 


' 
toil. 


made 
country. I 
a letter written to 
appear in his speech 

The CHAIRMAN. 


stitute to t! ginal ; 


e or 


n line 20, 
amendment which has jusi heen adopted. 


ry - . s i 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 





ordans 
the Se 


mitted by 
shells and 
and 
shall conform 
Navy.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The qi 
fered by the gentleman from 
The question was taken; a1 
Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I wou 
mous consent to offer amendment wh i 5 iM } 
as I understand, to 
from Michigan | Mr. 
The CHAIRMAN. 
that 
offer 


projectiles 
requireme! 
to 


terms 


the standards pr ribed t Se 


the 


Loup]! vesterd: 


amendment offered 


The gentleman from Illinois asks 
the gent 
an 


leman fro1 


amendment 


mous consent 
WEEKS] may 











ed to on ¥ rd which the Clerk will report. Will the 

gentlem f Massachusetts send up his amendment? 

Mr KS. The Clerk has my amendment. It is to add | 
{ January 1, 1907,” in the first line of the | 
t tl was adopted yesterday, after the word “ dol- 
] on pr 

erk read as follows 
I word t,”’ the words “after January 1, 1907.” | 
S$ to read 

] i , That af J ry 1, 1907, no part of said sum, etc. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Ther was no objection. 

The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I believe that we are on page 
) under the head of “ Navy-Yard, Washington, D. C.” If we 


e not on that paragraph I should like to offer an amendment. 








The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia offers an | 

mdment, which the Clerk will report. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

Ar ! i after the word “dollars,” in line 10, page 29, | 

f »win “ Brass i iron foundry, to cost $300,000, $140,000.” 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the 
point of order. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania re- 
serves the point of order on the amendment. 

Mr. RIXEY. I should like to have the point of order dis- 
p sed of 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman desire to discuss the 
point of order? 

Mr. RIXEY. I do not care to discuss the point of order. I 
am willing to submit it. There is now at the navy-yard a 
bras ind iron foundry 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What do you want another one for? | 

Mr. RIXEY I was going to explain that. 

Mr. BUTLEI Pennsylvania. After a minute’s reflection, 
I think th: the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Virgi is in order. In order that he may not be em- 
barrassed, and that we may discuss the facts, I will withdraw | 
{ point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The point of order is withdrawn. The 

ntleman from Virginia. 

M RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, the so-called navy-yard at 
Washington is really a naval gun factory. It is only used for 
that pul and up to two years ago all the guns of the Navy 
were finished there For two years past that foundry has 
bee abl ( ll the work, as it had been doing, and a por- 

of tl we for the Navy has been put out by contract. 

~ e to 80 per nt of all the machine work on the guns 

le the Government. The forgings of the guns are pur- 

( ( outside urces; but nearly all the guns, as I 
1 l t ago, are finished at the Naval Gun Factory. 

It is demonstrated by the hearings before the committee that 
{ ( on 1 runs done at the Government factory is much 
better and more satisfactory than the work done by the private 
CO to! and is preferred by the officers and men of the 
Na i tl t entirely natural that such should be the case. 
With tl G ent it is a matter of pride to have the very 
S l in the very best manner; whereas with the 
| ntractor it is, to some extent at least, a matter of 
| I nk I can demonstrate three propositions ; first, that 

f dt s badly needed at that place; second, that as a mat- 

r onomy it is to the interest of the Government to build 

one, and third, that it is absolutely necessary because 

ge guns are furnished entirely by only two firms, who 

1 eement in regard to prices, | 

| foundry at the Washington Navy-Yard was built in the | 

‘ S4 ( for a foundry, but was built for the Bureau | 
of Steam Engineering, and has been used for thirty years as a | 
f It lly inadequate, it is too small, and does not | 
; the ne f the Government. Some years ago Secretary | 
M n, a man of the highest business capacity and sagacity, 
called in an expert from the city of Chicago to make an exami- 
nation of the naval gun factory here at Washington to see what 
was necessary to make it an up-to-date factory. I will read a 
rt of the report made by this inspector, which refers to the | 
{ tory . 

s foundr al ether inadequate. It is the poorest looking | 

i d is not at in keeping with the rest of the naval 

could not even be considered.a good job foundry. 

f y they trying to make brass castings, bronze 

‘ s, and steel castings, and it would be just about 

t f s work alone, to say nothing of the space 

( “ 

Dp i features about it is that there is no foundry 

J Al ve to be piled up in the foundry or else 
ci 1 or vacant space a long way from it, and it is so clut- | 
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tered and full that it is almost imposible to get through it. 4 n 
are fairly crowding each other in their work. ; : 

The master mechanic is not responsible for the condition of +. 
foundry. It is due entirely to the fact that the foundry is too | 
and to the fact that they have no yard room to put anything in 


can not blame him for the unbusinesslike appearance of his 
ment. This foundry is very important, and should be enlarged A 
least five times its present size, : ‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Virginia 
has expired. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent for 


ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks a 
mous consent that his time be extended ten minutes, Is aa 
objection? : 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RIXEY. So, Mr. Chairman, the report of this 
collected by the Secretary of the Navy, Mr. Morton, co: 1S 
this factory and recommends that we ought to have a foundry 
there at least five times the size of the one that it the: 
which was erected for another purpose. If it is to be th: 
of this Government to finish its guns at this foundry, w: rhit 
to have a good equipment, so that the work can be d 


rt 


| nomically and in the best manner. 


I will state here that this is not a new proposition su ed 
by any member of the committee. The recommendatio: 
foundry at the Naval Gun Factory came last year f 


| Secretary of the Navy and it was voted out by the co. 


Again the Navy Department recommends this year an al 
for a new foundry. It is stated, Mr. Chairman, by the 
tendent at the gun fatcory, Captain Leutze, that if h 
proper foundry at this gun factory that he could say 
Government $50,000 a year. He says under present cond 
tions in order to do the work they frequently have 
three shifts.a day, which is a continual running for the { ity 
four hours. He has always to run two shifts, with the result 
that the people who work at night do not do as efficient 
There is no yard att: 
the foundry, and material has to be carted off some distan 


and then brought back again. All those things add er y to 
the expense. He says that if you will give him sufficient 
and a proper foundry he can save 20 per cent of the m e} 
pended for labor—a saving which would amount to from 830.000 
to $36,000 a year. 

In addition to that, Mr. Chairman, he says that, o\ to 


the want of space in the foundry, he is unable to use 
the place of bronze, and, having to use bronze, costs the | 
ernment $28,000 a year more than it would cost if | 
use steel in place of it. 
So that if a new foundry is given him, to cost $300,000, hy 


| would save the Government on these two items, in la! and 


in the fact that he could use steel in the place of bro 
less than $50,000 and perhaps as much as $60,000: if 860,000, 
it would be 20 per cent on the investment on the whole « 
the foundry. 

This item comes to us with the recommendation of t! 
partment, and strong testimony as to the necessity fr 
Chief of the Bureau of Ordnance and from the superi 
of the gun factory. Not one particle of testimony | 
produced before the committee to show that the gun J 
was not a necessity. So far as I am advised, Mr. Ch n, 
every member of the committee is willing to admit— 

Mr. BENNET of New York. May I interrupt the gent 

Mr. RIXEY. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Do I understand the gentle- 
man to say that the matter covered by the amendment hus 
recommendation of the Secretary of the Navy? 

Mr. RIXEY. I do. Moreover, it was recommended 
Secretary of the Navy last year also. It came in 
mates by the Department, and is thus recommended by t! 
retary of the Navy. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is there any recommendation 
pendent of the estimates, any specific recommendation ‘ 

Mr. RIXEY. No specific recommendation except hi 
ment that he thought it was proper. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. He recommended it simply by fo! 
ing the estimate? 

Mr. RIXEY. No: the estimates that went up from t! 
ferent navy-yards all over the country amounted to $42,! 

They were cut down by Admiral Endicott, to whom th 
sent, to $15,000,000. Then they were revised by the Se 


D 


of the Navy, and he cut them down to $9,000,000. That 
record in regard to the Navy Department. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But the Department did not cu! 3 


estimate out? : 
Mr. RIXEY. No; it retained it and turned it over | 
Naval Committee. 
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LITTLEFIELD. Did he make any independent, spe: ific | is evidently keen competitior 
P, dation ? =~ “Rixey. Which : shane 
; -IXBY. No; he did not. I do not think it is referred to | \dmiral Mason. The Bet 
retary’s report. | the first two 1 have just ment 
UTLER of Pennsylvania. Is there any expression | * (O° “ire 
‘se a tary of the Navy in favor of this more can may | Mr. rHOM AS of Ohio. What lias this ( 
: om the mere fact that the estimates were sent to the | the <OGDGryY that wt e daiscu g 
; . : Committee? has n th ig to do with ‘ r 4 ! 
. IXEY. I think there is. He referred to it in his|, MY. RIXEY. Mr. Chair 
‘before the committee. He said he thought it was a | for the foundry and am 1 
expenditure; that there might be other items just as | °°" corms tm sun factory and ‘ 
nd probably fully as important, but this was a he was Was ngton does i ! 
liture. I refer the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 4OYCh@Ment 1s b = d to have tl 
ted testimony at page 1102. We gave elaborate hear Contractors, ae xc D 
his question as to the necessity for the gun factory. | ome as eee 12 = Sune ate t 
no testimony but what went to show the necessity he Midvale people, who bid 
uilding. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that where the testi- |“ \) lame oe mment from de . 
mtradicted that the expenditure of $300,000 would coon - HO “en ral : 3 ee 1? - 
nnual saving to the Government of $590,000, it is a | eee te 0 be Hnished im Be for 
nent, and that it ought to be ordered and that with-|. “": RIXEY. In part, c but 
} foundry and am now refert { 
; iother question. There is another reason why tFo - and furnish ; the heay ’ ws 5 
h i be maintained and kept in a high state of — FITZGERALD r ; 
There are only two firms v hich make the 12-inch Mr. RIXEY. I yield ul i 


those two firms are the Bethlehem Steel Company 
1 Steel Company, and the testimony before the 
tee was 
unt. 
LILLEY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman 
t, I will give the only bid that they have made. On 


> 


neh guns, weight, finished, 118,552 pounds, the Bethle- | 
1 Company bid $51,644.80 and the Midvale Steel Com- 





— 


Tc a difference of $32,000. 
r bid was identically the same. 
ROBERTS. That armor. They bid the same on 

Chat is what the gentleman from Virginia meant. 
RIXEY. No; I did not mean that. I meant what I 





1 $8: The gentleman says 





is on 


ROBERTS. They bid the same on armor plate. 
RIXEY. I am not talking of armor plate, and adhere to 
tement that the Bethlehem and Midvale companies bid 
1 » for the 12-inch guns. 
e committee, and I stand by my statement. 
LILLEY of Connecticut. The price of one was 4.36 cents 
| and of the other a little over 7 cents. 
RIXEY. For what gun was that? 
LILLEY of Connecticut. The 12-inch gun. 
RIXEY. When was it? 

LILLEY of Connecticut. I have not the date. 
ones that they ever contracted for. 
RIXEY. Oh, that may be ten years 
LILLEY of Connecticut. 


They are 


ao 
ago. 


Oh, no; they are not delivered 
LIXEY. 
LILLE 


Mr. Chairman, I stand by my statement. 
LY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman permit me 
y statement? 
tINEY. Yes. 
LILLEY of Connecticut. 
i 6-inch gui the weight of which was 19.156 pounds, 
ehem price was $12,850 and the Midvale price $12,283 ; 
g ighing 28,300 pounds, the Bethlehem price was 
Midvale price $14,315; on the S8-inch guns, 
11.780 pounds, the Bethlehem bid was $21,690 and the 
id $17,142; and on the 10-inch guns, weighing 79,300 
e Bethlehem bid was $43,800 and the Midvale bid 


is, 





n wels 


l ; 
1d the 


+} 


f[AIRMAN. 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
LILLEY of 


Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I unani- 


acai 
ask 


sent that the gentleman’s time may be extended for 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
is consent that the time of the gentleman from Vir- 


iy be extended for 


) objection 


five minutes. Is there objection? 


RIXEY. 
efore the committee showed that only two of the factories 
1 the large guns : 


T 


ie Same. I read from the printed hearings on page 249: 

r. Isn't this fact, that the bids from the different 
> always the same for practically the same thing? 

al Mason. The bids for forgings from two of the larger com 

* how always identical in price and nearly always in time of 


LIXPY . 
. a steel 








_ Ww rile the bid of a third large company for forgings up to 
ended for 7-inch guns is generally slightly lower (1 cent per 

it with much longer times of delivery. In armor bids two 
erally submit identical bids, while a third goes lower. ‘There 


that these two firms always bid identically the 


I am referring to the testimony | 


I would like to read all of these | 


Mr. Chairman, my statement was that the testi- | 


il that their bids always were identi- | 


| the gentleman reads the hearing hs 











Mr. FITZGERALD. Confir e the stat 
tleman from Virginia that tl S we d I 
| his attention to page 536 of 1 reno} p 
| Navy: “Abstract of offers for j 
and which were contracted for by B O 
| ing the fiseal year e ¢ June 30 ‘ l 
thereon. Twelvye-inch, 10-inch, and § nh g 
| tisements of June 27, 1904), Bethlehem § L ¢ 
pound, 30 cents; Midvak Steel. Comp ) 
cents ’’—— 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Let me ask 1 
} question. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me read this f 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut No one d t 
| was fixed by the Government, however 
| Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me read this, and t ‘ 
| man can make his statement. Conti "i 
Bethlehem Steel Company August 13, { 
with the Midvale Steel Company August 1, 1904 
sets 3-inch gun forgings (advertisement of O z 
Bethlehem Steel Company, plain steel, per | a 
nickel steel, per pound, 40 cents; Midvale Steel ¢ 
price.” This shows conclusively the gentle) t 
accurate that the bids were identical. 
Mr. RIXEY. My statement 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. The Gov 
prices by a law passed by Congress limiting ft 
| price on armor plate and gun forging to ts } ’ 
Mr. FITZGERALD. The Governme ly l 
| and bids were submitted, and the bids were 
| companies, as stated by t ntler from Vi 
Mr. LILLEY of Connec i tI < ti 
New York if some Congress some time | < did 
limiting the price the Government sl l y 
|} and gun f ings? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That was f I I 
| Mr. LILLEY of Cor it tl 
| exceed - nts on n f gs ‘ 
know what the price was. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at l, 
i cents a pound which we ed he G 
| The CHAIRMAN. The time of t g 
has expired. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chai a] been 
i that I would ask to have! time « 
| Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I as 
the gentleman be given five ‘e 1 
| Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairm: I 
| some time on this proposition, ot 
| the afternoon. I would like to 
| man from Virginia has had. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gent] ym \ 
| pied fifteen minutes. 
| Mr. VREELAND. I want 
| Mr. FOSS. I ask unanimous 
paragraph and amendments be F 
| in opposition and fifteen minu re to t f r of 
proposition offered by the gent n fr Virg That will 
give half an hour on each side. 
(~The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois ks unan 
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mous consent that debate upon the paragraph and all amend- 
ments thereto be closed at the expiration of forty-five minutes, 
and that thirty minutes of that time be accorded to those who 
are opposed to the pending amendment and fifteen minutes in 


addition to what has already been occupied be given to those 
in favor of the amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I will be compelled to object to 
that at this time, and I will ask my friend to withhold his re- 


quest for five minutes and we will confer and see if we can not 
rree 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You can not go on without unanimous 


consent, anyhow. 
Mr. RIXEY. I submit I have the floor at present and I 
would like for this request to be made after I get through. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. But request was made that I have five minutes 
additional time, and I will try to get through by that time. I 
understood the gentleman from Connecticut to submit that 
request. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Virginia may con- 
tinue his remarks for five minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. FOSS. Then, I want to give notice, Mr. Chairman, at the 
end of five minutes I shall ask unanimous consent for this; and 
in case unanimous consent is not given, I shall move to close 
the debate on this paragraph and pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none, and the gentleman from Virginia is recog- 
nized for five minutes. 

Mr. RIXEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, as further evidence that 
it is necessary to have this factory to protect the Government, 
the further fact appeared in the hearing that the two companies 
that furnished, and the only two companies that furnished, the 
larger forgings furnished these forgings at a greater price than 
was their price for the finished gun. Captain Leutze says 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. It is not a correct statement. 

Mr. RIXEY. Iam going to read you what he said. Captain 
Leutze says: 


The time of the gentleman from Virginia 





The rough forgings for 12-inch gun weigh nearly 166,000 pounds and 
cost a little over $52,500. The finished gun in the gun factory costs 








$61 including 


770.61, gz the yokes and cost of forgings. 
bid for the finished gun is $51,644.80. 


The contractor's 


This is something over $900 less for the finished gun than for 


the forging. I am very sure that Admiral Mason made the same 
statement. 

Mr. VREELAND. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. RIXEY. I would like to yield, but I have only five 
MInUeS, 

Mr. VREELAND. I will make it very brief. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will yield for a question. 

Mr. VREELAND. I will ask the gentleman if he will not, 
before he concludes, give us the bearing the argument has on 
the amendment he has offered? He knows very well that the 
finishing of these 12-inch guns by these two companies has 
nothing whatever to do with the foundry. 

Mr. RIXEY. I want the gentleman to tell me in his own time 
why it has nothing to do with it. I say it does have something 
to do with it. I have stated it over and over again, and I will 


repeat that these guns are now finished at the gun factory, and 

in order that the Government may do that work it is nec- 

have a new foundry there. If it does not get this 

ndry, then these big guns will have to be furnished by 

de parties, and there are only two, the Bethlehem or the 
le Company, which bid identically the same amount. 

CLER of Pennsylvania. Let me ask the gentleman a 
question bo they finish any big guns now at the foundry? 

ir. RIXEY. Yes 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What proportion of the guns 
do they finish at the foundry? 
Mr. RIXEY. I can not tell you the proportion, but up to 
bout two years ago they finished all the guns, big and little, 
the factor Now they are unable to do so, and some of 
them have to be finished by the parties who furnish the forg- 
j the Bethlehem and Midvale companies—and they are try- 
to force the Government out of the business by offering to 
furnish the finished gun for less than they furnish the forgings. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. But they do not. 
Mr. RIXEY. They do. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I have got the figures here. 
Mr. RIXNEY. I do not care what you have. I have not your 
s, but I have the testimony of the superintendent of the 
ird, which I have atready given you. 


Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Figures are better than testi- 


| 





22 EEE ae 








Mr. RIXEY. 1 have already referred to the testimony y });.. 
will be inserted. I repeat again that it shows that the f: 
hem and Midvale companies, the only companies which f; } 
the big forgings for the 12-inch guns, offered to furnish + 
ished product for less price than they would furnish the | io} 


forgings. ' 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. That is not correct. 
Mr. RIXEY. I Say it is correct. 
Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. It is not the fact. They are 


not the figures in the Department. 


Mr. RIXEY. I am talking about the evidence befo the 
Naval Committee. I never heard of your figures until 


I have no reason for disbelieving the statements of Adinira| 
Mason and Captain Leutze, both officers of the United 
Navy and honorable men and placed at the head of the 
partment by the Secretary himself. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will the gentleman from \ 
permit a question? 

Mr. RIXEY. I will. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. The gentleman does not wish to he 
understood that he does not care what the facts are in the 
case? 

Mr. RIXEY. I want the facts, and I think I have stated the 
facts. I only know the developments before the committee 
The gentleman may have evidence which I have not se 
so, I will be glad to have it. I state again that the test ny 
before the Naval Committee, and there was nothing to contrs 
dict it, was that the Bethlehem company and the Midvale com- 
pany, the only two companies that furnish the 12-inch forgings, 
offered to furnish the finished product for a less price than 
they furnished the rough forgings, and that the two companies 
always bid the same price for the 12-inch forgings. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, how much time has the gentle: 
used? 

The CHAIRMAN. 

Mr. FOSS. Then I ask unanimous consent that debate he 
closed in fifty minutes—fifteen minutad more to be talen by that 
side in favor of the proposition and \.irty-five mint tes on 
side. That gives equal division of time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous consent that debate on the pending paragraph and all 
amendments thereto be continued for fifty minutes, fifteen 
utes of the time to be given to Members who are in favor of 


? 
an 


Twenty minutes, 





the pending amendment and thirty-five minutes to those o ed 
to the amendment. Is there objection? 
Mr. RIXEY. I ask the gentleman, who has got thirty-five 


minutes, to give us twenty-five minutes. If I had known my 
time was to be limited, I would not have taken as much 
as I did, and there were a good many interruptions, and x 


al 
tlemen got their statements in my remarks. 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Mr. RIXEY. I will have to object. Give us twenty-five min 
utes. 
Mr. DAWSON. I would like to ask what particular necess 
there is for clapping the lid on this debate. We ran along all 


day yesterday on the question of chains and cordage, and 1! 
is an important subject, it seems, that is before us, and why 
should we not run along on this? 

Mr. VREELAND. We have other matters that are to come 
before Congress besides this bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIXEY. I will have to object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia objects. 


Mr. FOSS. I will make this request: That all de! he 
closed in one hour, twenty minutes of the time to be taken ly 
that side and forty minutes by this side. That would m n 
equal division of the time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unin 
mous consent that all debate on the pending paragraph : I] 
amendment thereto be closed in one hour, twenty minut f 
the time—one-third of the time—to be occupied by those i: r 
of the pending amendment and forty minutes by those 0) L 


to the amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I insist on the twenty-fi\ 
utes, because a good deal of the time I took was consul by 
gentlemen on the other side. 

Mr. FOSS. I will modify the request so that the gen 
will have twenty-five minutes and our side thirty-five. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request « 
gentleman from Illinois as modified? [After a pause. | i 
Chair hears none, and it is so ordered. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, my colleague on tli 
mittee, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rixey], of 
knows that the principal part of the time which he occup! 
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about a subject which is not before the committee on 

iment. He has offered an amendment for the purpose 
; - to the foundry down at the gun factory plant. The 
. hat his argument would bring about would be the 
the 12-inch gun forgings by the Government, and the 
- building that plant would be, according to the figures 





rtment, $4,000,000, and according to our experience | 
iiertakings would cost six or seven million dollars. 
IXEY. The gentleman knows I did not refer to forg- 
-EELAND. I know that the gentleman spent a*good 
e in showing what the bids of two companies 
the forgings that we use on the 12-inch guns. 
XEY. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 
VREELAND. Now, at the foundry they make castings 
¢ -IXEY. My reference was intended to be to the finished 
! to the furnishing of the forgings 





VREELAND. They are not furnishing forgings or mak- 
in the foundry. That is where they make castings. 
RIXEY. It is not for the forgings at all. I disclaim 
purpose. There was no such evidence before the 

in the hearings. It was for the finished guns that I 





LITTLEFIELD. What has the foundry to do with forg- | 


VREELAND. I suppose the gentleman does not contend 

this committee that in this $300,000 foundry, which he 

to build, they are going to make forgings for 12-inch 

Therefore the situation would not be relieved by his 

t, and we will still have to buy the forgings where 

ihem now unless we go on and build this great gun 
the gentleman’s amendment proposes to this House. 

Chairman, the Committee on Naval Affairs finds, as every 

iittee in this House finds, that every man in charge 

in this Government wants to magnify its importance. 

; to increase the appropriations and the number of men 

1 in the plant of which he has charge. The first that 

1 of the enlargement of this gun factory, where 4,000 





now employed, was from Captain Pendleton, former 
lent, two years ago. 
before the committee with the same story that Cap- 
‘ought there this year. Hetold us how much more 
» could be made in the gun factory than we were 
m. But we were not impressed by his argument. 
1 that in figuring the cost of these guns he left out 
hw d entirely reverse his position, just as Captain 


left them out in his testimony which he presented 
He desired to have an item of more than $160,000 
eave of the men taken out and made a special appro 
» that it need not be charged against the cost of the 
vy, there is one excuse, Mr. Chairman—or perhaps I 
iy one reason—why the Government of the United 
istified in building a manufacturing plant and com 
1 the private manufacturers of the country. That is 
‘oduct which we desire to buy is tied up in the 
inexorable trust, where the Government is forced 

s which are too high, and from which there is no 
But, Mr. Chairman, nothing of that kind exists in this 
l ve here a list of the bids that have been made for 
during the past year and the present year. In every 
mnpetition comes from five or six, and in some in 
‘ight different firms, the majority of them outside of 


ican Steel Foundry Company, which I understand is a 





Captain told us that one reason why he could save 
1 of money was because he was obliged to pay about 
ts on an average for the castings which he bought, but 
tain is mistaken on this, as he is on other of his facts. 
here the lowest bid which was accepted from all these 
companies, dozens of them, during the last year. 
not one of them that reaches the figures named by the 

I want to read a list of the accepted bids on the ma- 
hat went into that foundry. Here are the figures: Six 
tel ths cents, 6.55, 9,24. 5.15. 1. 5.9, 1.4, 1.75. 5.9. and 


Vhy, our friend the Captain never has been a manufac- 





time of Mr. VREELAND having expired, by unanimous 
t was extended five minutes. ] 
VREELAND. This gentleman never has had experi- 
manufacturer. He knows nothing about figuring up 
of these things. He can not be expected to know. He 
ucated by the Government of the United States as a 


officer, and has spent his life upon the sea, where he be 
®ommanding the ships of the United States Navy. Gen- 
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tlemen talk about the cheapness of t 
this plant. The Captain testi 
there was invested in this Wa 


in round numbers. What was the lire proau 


for the last ye: 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsyly iF 
a question? 
Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 
Mr. I | 


Captain Le 


MELAND. L do not op 1 . 
>UTLER of Pennsylvania. I do 


‘Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You simp! 
statement. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. ) 


Mr. DAWSON. Did not that include the 1 


uct down there as well a D 
Mr. VREELAND. I think I will have to 
and read what the gentleman did say. 
Will you be kind enoug 
Mr. Butler asked 
to include in your report ¥ 
time to build that plant as it Vv 
Mr. DAWSON. You will find it « ] 
! 


the value « th 





ings. Captain Leutze says the whole outfit 
took charge was estimated at $25,000,000, s 
material and everything was mecerned. 
Mr. VREELAND. I will give the gentle 
the figures. Captain Leutze was asked 
Will you estim: the m r . 
the value of the land, mat t . i 
And he says in rey 24,001,000 No 
out $4,000,000 for material on hand and « 
vested in that plant 
Suppose you figure the int ‘ 
tainly worth that in the pockets t 
have $400,000. Suppose vou 
and any manufacturer in th 
would have $1,000,000. I] g 
figured against a plant by o ers « 
will find that these yn , & 





more than the entire output 
economy of producing guns in tl 
Mr. Chairman, this proposition has n | 


1 


for the past three year 





We do not want to to ¢ ‘ I 
million dollars in enlarging 

gation goes to show that not onl, 

the Government manufactures 3 I 
costs us more than it does to | ‘ 
Why, we have just been building two 
whether it would cost n . ( 
would in a private yard. We 

build precisely the same sh 

$500.000 more—than it wou 

private contract. Novy 

in the United States where we « l 
cause I believe it is worth its cost to ( 


Mr. FITZGERALD rose 
Mr. VREELAND. I will y 1 to the 


I believe it is worth its co to 1 

plant that is able to buil y ) 
lieve that { ts as a I { 

this country against con nation, ‘7 
come 10 the qu ‘Ste l of oe” n — 

tion of saving to the taxpayers of Gq 


manufacture, I have never se 
n that such a fact exists. \ ] 
man from New York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD Mr. Chait — 
tleman if he knows how much it cos ) 
which is being built at Newport Nev 

Mr. VREELAND. ‘The form: mn be 
seems to show that it cost something | 
the Connecticut. which is built in the Bro 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I simply \ ( 
attention to the fact that is 


show 


much ships being built by contract cos I 
show that up to date it has cost very lose 
placed on the cost in the act authorizing it. 


po 





Mr. THOMAS of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from 


6648 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| 


Virginia evidently did not understand my question, as he was | 


certainly confused between a foundry and a machine shop. 
His amendment calls for a foundry, and he proceeds at once to 
talk about finishing guns. The gentleman evidently is a very 
good lawyer, but he certainly can not know much about a 
foundry or he would not talk about finishing guns in a foundry. 

Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman from Ohio is a member of the 
Nave! Committee, and he knows that this building has always 
been referred to as a foundry. He knows that in all of the 
hearings it was referred to the fact that the guns were finished 
at the foundry. It is called “ the naval gun foundry.” 





May 10), 


Government enterprise, as well as public office, is a 
trust; and if private concerns can make money out of i 
foundry product, I do not see why the Government should ».: 
profit likewise. Yet it is admitted in this report that tl) 
of the product is higher than the selling price of outside , 
rations. Instead of being antiquated in management d 


| method, a Government institution like this foundry sh; 


Mr. THOMAS of Ohio. I never understood anything of the | 
sort. I do not believe anybody versed in the iron business | 


would refer to a place where they finish guns as a “ foundry.” 


Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to the amendment made by the | 


gentleman from Virginia pertaining to an appropriation for an 
additional foundry at the Washington Navy-Yard, as I do not 
believe that the interests of the Government can be best con- 
rved by making same at this time. 
The information that I have gathered regarding the present 
conditions was obtained mainly through personal observations 
and through conversation with Capt. E. H. C. Leutze, the present 


| the foundry, but I do insist that the policy thus far in contro} 


| economy. I do not question the honesty or the integrity of the 


commandant or superintendent of the navy-yard. Upon exam- | 
ining the report of the commandant, I was amazed at the lax | 


expenditure of money for the employment of skilled mechanics, 
who are not able, mainly on account of the poor facilities of the 
present foundry, to do their work efficiently, and I am con- 
strained to say just a word or two on this subject. 

According to the report referred to, there are employed in the 


yor 


foundry 227 molders in a space 260 feet by 113 feet. The fact 


is patent that there is not sufficient space for the number of | 


men employed. They are literally stepping over one another. | 


There is no question but that the present foundry is inadequate 
in size to make all of the castings required by the Government 
at this time; yet it must be admitted from the dimensions given 
that it is one of the largest in the country. But if the same 
policy is to be continued by the management as_ heretofore, 
there is no reason to expect that the congestion will be relieved. 
Why it should have been thought necessary to plod on in a rut 


| employing a naval captain to manage it any more th 


when molding machines, pneumatic machines, and other up-to- | 


date appliances could have been procured is a question that I 
think should appeal to every fair-minded man. I am _ not 
arguing for a reduction of men, understand, but for better re- 
sults by the same number of men, and with less effort, making 
t easier on the men. It is stated that there is not sufficient 


| Government finds it impossible to purchase iron castings at 


room for machines. Then why should the number of employees | 
have been augmented to the detriment of the work in general 


en by the erection of a few little buildings machines could 
have been installed and the product increased many fold? 


| for deficiencies in our own make-up. To be specific, if the cost 
| of gray iron castings is 3 cents per pound, when they can be pu 


fhe practice now in vogue at the navy-yard is to work the! 


molders in two shifts, but anyone at all conversant with a 
foundry knows that this plan is an extravagant way of doing 
that class of work. It is admitted that the men on the night 


cecomplished by the day molders. And I do not doubt it. The 
wonder is that they are capable of doing as much. For a cast- 
ing may take three hours or it may take three days to cool, de- 
ling upon its size. Hence there is so much floor space 
wasted or delayed which can not be used by the oncoming 
shift. 

Then, again, Mr. Chairman, I understand that all of the men 
ved are high-class molders—not laborers, but molders— 


pens 


elnyp 
Ju 
1 


iss foundry in the country that would tolerate such a practice 

om a business standpoint. After all, Mr. Chairman, it is 

it so much a question of appropriating money for an additional 
foundry as it is a question of better management in the present 
me. It is no conclusive argument to assert that the molds 
ieavier in the Government plant than in other foundries, 
and therefore require more skilled help. If that be the case, 
there is a justifiable reason why there should be a decided re- 
duction in the cost of producing them. 


shift are unable to turn out more than 75 per cent of the work | 


| of them receiving molders’ wages. There is not a first- | 


Not alone in the failure to provide laborers is the management | 


subject to criticism, but also in the lack of machine facilities. 
It is fair to assume that in the foundry practice here there are 
many castings being made in duplicate. Then why should they 
not be made in a molding machine? This machine can be made 


to turn out a very large tonnage, and particularly on small | 


castings as required by the Government. Two men with such 
machine can do more work in eight hours than twelve molders 
thout a machine could possibly do. This statement may be 
doubted by those who have not had experience with the mold- 
ing machine, but its truth can be thoroughly established by a 
little investigation, 


found abreast of the times, if not just a little ahead of 
It is a good principle— 
To be not the first by whom the new is tried, 
Nor yet the last to lay the old aside. 
But the Government follows neither of these injunctions. 
It seems to me that if we are to run a foundry it should 
the highest type of its kind on this continent. It should 
model for the foundries of the nation. It should be the 
for the mechanics of the country. New devices and 
methods should be immediately installed, judgment passed | 
them, and condemned or approved, as the case might be. 
I desire it to be understood that I am making no pers 
accusations against anyone connected with the manage; 












of the manufacture of castings is one of shortsighted bus 






officials in charge, but I do claim that it would be far wise; 
the Department to consult with experienced men out of 
business world and possibly appoint a temporary board 
perts to outline a practice that would be conducive to the best 
interests of the Government. 

I insist that if this foundry is to be run on business 
ciples, it would be far wiser to employ a foundry expert 
it is to trust the expenditure of all this money to the inex. 
perienced judgment of naval officials. 

If you were in the foundry business you would not t! 












would consider it proper for a foundry man to be pla 
charge of a ship. One is as incongruous as the other, 
Those who advance the argument in favor of an ext 
foundry that there is a possibility of combination or co 
among manufacturers to maintain prices, show a lack 




















miliarity with the iron industry of the United States. When 
we consider the fact that this land is fairly dotted with !] 
foundries, it is a manifest absurdity to suppose that a suflici 

number could so combine as to control prices. Every city and 
almost every town of any importance supports one or re 
foundries. With all this competition, Mr. Chairman, if the 







reasonable prices, there must be very poor management. ' 
the least. Too often we are prone to blame outside influences 









chased in the open market for much less, the fault is 1 
external combinations, but in our own lax managerial | ; 
And the need of cities and towns for small foundri s 
great, to my mind, as the need of the Government for a | 
foundry. Understand, the scope of my argument is | sO 
much in opposition to the Government’s going into the fi lt 
business on a large scale as it is in favor of better manag 
of the industries which it now controls. I mention the | 
the country for these small institutions to show the uit 
practicability of their being blotted out. They are, mo 
a necessity if we would foster the spirit of initiative and : 
try among small investors. To expect to build a nation f 
citizens whose power of initiative is dwarfed by the gro. 
trusts and their allied principle, governmental ownership. t 
pect to build an enduring nation on such treacherous gro 
foolish and unscientific. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expilt 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
mous consent that the gentleman may proceed for two 3 
more in order that he may finish his remarks, 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Connecticut s 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Ohio may p! 
for two minutes. Is there objection? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I do not r 
object, but I desire to suggest that it is a pity there is no qu 
present to hear so good a speech as the gentleman is 1 
I suggest there is no quorum present. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair hears no objection. The 
tleman from Missouri makes the point of order that there 
quorum present. . 

Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman, there was no point of ¢ 
raised. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why, certainly there was. _ 

Mr. BATES. Did the gentleman intend to make the poi 
order? * 












































LARK of Missouri. I not only intended to make it, 
nake it. One does not have to say “a point of order.” 
vests there is no quorum present he makes the point. 
(AIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri, the Chair 
raised the point of no quorum. The Chair will 
(fter counting.| One hundred and seventeen present, 
the point of order is overruled. The gentleman 
| roceed., 
of Ohio. But that point is neither here nor 
e wish to show that the efficiency of a foundry can or 
e improved by merely increasing its size. To increase 





f something already ineflicient only adds the opportunity | 


r conduct along the same line. To cover the glaring 
mismanagement by extended 


erowth of those same practices. Let them show us 


they are doing the best they can do under the circum- 
ww ous first that affairs are now economically con- 
} us first that this “tree can bring forth good 


n we will put more trees in the orchard. 


Mr. Chairman, I was struck with how the 


LEGG. 
if the gentleman from Virginia |[Mr. Rixey] that the 
St and the Midvale Steel 





Company 
ng us more for the rough forging of a 12-inch gun 
would furnish the completed gun for flushed some of 
en upon this fioor. 

of Connecticut. Why, that statement 
» gentleman let me read the figures? 

And how quick some of them were to rise up 
was not true, and others to say that even if true it had 
on the question. 
ALY of Connecticut. 
GREGG. Not just now. 

LY of Connecticut. 
figures? 
I prefer not to let the gentleman inject his 


Company 


is not 


Will the gentleman yield? 


I Will the gentleman allow me to 


rRekGG,. 


es to my remarks. I have some here myself—figures 
the hearings of the committee when everyone could 


LILLEY 


he witness, and not ex parte figures. 

of Connecticut. Then the gentleman can read 
GREGG. My time is so limited I must decline to yield 
oceeding now to show that the statement of the gen- 
um Virginia [Mr. Rixey] is true, and then later I pro 
w what bearing it has on the matter under considera- 
1 is the amendn 
\ir. 


nd equip an adequate gun factory at the Washington 


n Leutze, the superintendent of the navy-yard, was 
‘Committee on Naval Affairs. He is an honorable and 
an. Hlis word is much more to be relied on than 
ught here, we know not from where, nor by whom 
|, nor their date, nor anything about them. 
what he says, on page 1142 of the committee hearings, 
asked him by the gentleman from Penn- 


are 


lyr 


to questions 


Mr. BurLer] and myself: 
‘he result is the same. As you don’t make them, they 
r the forgings for a 12-inch gun more than they sell the 
i nh iors 
rze. Yes, sir. 
How much difference is there between the cost of the 


e ef mpleted gun ? 








ze. Well. I could not say; I would have to know the 
forgings first. (The finished gun was offered $900 less 
pay for the rough forgings.) 
How much does the Government pay for the forging of 
9 
Ly E. My best recollection at present is 45 cents a pound. 


this price was for the yoke forgings; the other forgings 


per pound.) 


In dollars and cents, how nmech? 

LEUTZE. I know what the gun weighs finished, but I don't 

t each part—but I can give you that. (The forgings cost 

Li Also give us the cost for the completed gun. 

LEUTZE. Yes, sir; the gun costs to complete it, labor, mis 
erial, and shop expense, $9,270, added to the $52,500 for 
gings, makes a total of $61,770. 

And state if you can buy the completed gun for the 
nt of money that you pay for the forgings in the rough 
LevuTzr. Yes, sir: in the case of the 12-inch gun (In fact, 

price was $900 less than what we paid for rough forgings.) 


HILL of Connecticut. Why wouldn't it be good economy 
he finished gun and not build this foundry? What does 
the Government to make that gun that they can buy 
less than the forgings? 

GREGG. It costs about $10,000 to finish it. 

HILL of Connecticut. Ten thousand dollars more than 

can buy it for? I would like to ask the gentleman if he is 










{Loud | 


facilities only affords | 
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ent offered by the gentleman from | 
Rixey| to provide an appropriation of $300,000 to | 
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here advocating $10,060 apiece more 





for these guns than we can 

buy them for? Does the gentleman ad the position that 

| the Government should pay $10,000, ac to | state 

ment, more for the privilege of maki! gun than they n 
buy the gun for all finished? 

Mr. GREGG. The very questions asked by tl ren i 
from Connecticut [Mr. Hitt] show the relevaney of ‘ ‘ 
ment made by the gentleman from Virgin Mr. Rix { 
the Midvale company and the Bethlehem company charg 
more for the rough forgings than for the finished gun, and 
i’ levancy is that these two concerns have 1 cle hn 
to charge so much for the rough forgings that the gun 1 
ean not complete the gun for the same amoi t nad 
thereby furnish an argument on this flo t 
tory work comes too high, and that therefo $ 
should not be adopted, and that ] work ol fun 1 Vv 

| should be discontinued. If this “iment f ed, tl 
conspiracy will be but half accomplished: thei tory \ ot 
be complete until the work at the Govern { etory 
continued in whole. By defeating this amend the ¢ ‘ 
ment is only crippled; by the latt t ill be placed 
combat and completely at their mer 1 for o1 Vill 3 | \ 
party to a scheme to cripple the Governn t n ord 
may hereafter be complttely unhorsed, bi mg as I 
this House I will favor giving the Govern ) h f es 
at the gun factory as will enable it to fight these two 


to a finish. 
These two concerns now have a monopoly on the for ngs for 


this size gun, and rob us on their price. and who 


abandon the gun factory and give them a monopoly on é 
ishing work, that they will then run up the price of th ed 
gun and rob us both on the forgings and finishing work 

The object of the amendment under consideration is not only 
to prevent the abandonment of the gun factory, but Ss purpose 
is also to enlarge it and increase its facilities, that we do 


the work cheaper than we are n doing it 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. What 


\ 


is the differei 


ee Ve 

Government being robbed and robbing itself? 

Mr. GREGG. I want us to fix ourselves so we ‘ 
robbed, and to do this it may become necessary for the G 
ment to equip itself so it can make these forgings 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Why not go a step f d 
make the pig iron? 

Mr. GREGG. I have no information about g 
pig iron. We have a foundry at which we n r S 
the smaller guns. Enlarging it so that we can make t 1 fi 
the larger guns is a very diferent thing from going 
business «ef manufacturing pig iro 

Mr. VREELAND. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques 
tion. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREGG. Yes. 

Mr. VREELAND. I was going to ask the gentk 
lief would be afforded by building this gun ctor y 
the condition of affairs is as stated, but he has alre 
swered the question by stating that he is in fay ( 
the foundry, which means not this appropt 
committee, but an expenditure of five or s lion 

Mr. GREGG. The gentleman is mistaken g I 
suppose he refers to a plan submitted in 1903 for the ¢ 
and enlargement of the Washington Nay } ' 
mated cost of which was about $3,000,000 i 
which he speaks is only a part of that, just 
is only a part 

The only thing involved now is the enl 9 
factory. The foundry for making forgings is ( 
does come up, and conditions ar : | t 
would be good business to enlarge the found: \ 
fore, the enlargement of the gun factory is t ) 


now, and it does not involve any other part of the 





ind while before the committee Captain Leutz ‘ 
garded the gun factory necessary, leaving out ( 
of the general plan. 
We now have a gun factory, but it is inad et 

of the Government, and by reason of this il 

of production is increased. It has no yard l ! 

used has to be piled at different places, which es 

sary to handle it back and forth itedly 3 ¢ 
handling of the material adds unnecessarily vd he 

cost of labor. This amendment proposes to give thie ‘il ‘ 
And. besides, they use in the manufacture of ordnance a large 
quantity of bronze castings. It is shown that steel castings 
are much more desirable for the purposes which the 
| bronze are used; but they can not use the steel, because they 
have no facilities for making them rhis amendment prop ses 
| to give them such facilities. And, besides, the floor space 1s 
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prevent ti 
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1e Government from protecting itself, and 
because the Government can not protect 


icut. Will the gentleman let me ask 
to vote intelligently on his amendment. 
earries an addition or increase 
and has nothing to do whatever 


HILL of 
tion? I want 
the amendment 
iron and brass foundry 


ques 








» quest 3 asked by the gentleman from Connecticut [Mr 

1 have it « object, and that is to show that the 

- t the gun factory costs more than we can 

( l conti and thereby lay a pre li : 

| nt of this Government work. He tries to make 

t [ favor paying more for a gun to be made at the 

than can be bought for, but unfortunately the posi- 

f the gentleman is too narrow to be of any weight. He 

it only the 12-inch guns. The finishing of these 12-inch 

but a small part of the work done there. A great many 

k s of guns are made there, and also a great quantity 
nance is made . 

1 of the con mitte e hearings, Captain Leutze gives 


it showing the comparative cost of guns and mounts, 

aut the National Gun Factory, and the same guns and 

bought by contract, which includes the 12-inch gun, 

costs us an amount all out of proportion because of the 

int price for the forgings. This statement is as follows: 
it ins and mounts building at the Naval Gun Fac- | 

( i by contract. 
tnntwan¢y jwaval Gun 
Type. Name of contractor. | ee ~ | Factory 
price. price. 

stein Macaca eacinsaianatableia -——_—_--——— 

Be ehem Steel Co-.-....-. $51, 644. 80 $61,770. 61 

Ds ic cna Ws siebcsd mito tlatits tinea +59, 881.50 | 49, 342. 22 

oa a 43, 800. 00 37.015. 80 

Mi: Steel Ce ........ 17,142.00 | 23,619.13 

24,380.17 | 23,619.13 

I ed by the Bethlehem Steel Company, and 

é i re than the service mount with which 


VAL ut 
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Comparative cost of guns and mounts building at the 


tory and by contract—Continued. 


Naval ¢ 











Type. Name of contractor. "ee 
“ice 
I ici askcananaritndichact Midvale Steel Co --......__/ $22,000.00 
8-inch mounts 14,417.17 
ND bepiowenducgeeenkiangaeath 13, 000.00 | 
gt eee ae 19, 988, 00 
TENOR MUMS. «ccd occese 00 
| Ns eae iene 00 
T-inch mounts 5. 00 
ORR OID 6 ccc cai tte 3.00 
6-inch mounts RE REEL A LED , 588.00 
5-inch guns and mounts....! Bethlehem Steel Co ...... 10° 600.00 
4inch guns and mounts.._-}.._.-. OPS bakdceea Le | 8,400.00 
| 


1 to work the men to advantage. They have to 
d hift and a night shift; and Captain Leutze 
t paid the men engaged in the night shift 
he wages paid those engaged in the day shift, 
of those on the night shift is only about 75 
f those engaged on the day shift. Considering the 
ber of mea employed (948), the loss in this reapect 
Govel t is immense. It is proposed by this amend- 
» enlarge the floor space so that there will be no night 
ul thereby prevent this large decrease in the efficiency 
itput of | . 
loption of the amendment will increase the facilities 
sun factory, so that we can hereafter do all the work 
heaper than we are doing it. 
ily effect of a defeat of the amendment will be to con- | 
to hamper the Government, and the next step will be a 
sition to stop the Government from doing any of the work, | 
sround that it is too expensive, which will be a com- 
surrender to the Midvale company and the Bethlehem 
ny. It will put us completely in their power. Whenever 
proposition comes for us to abandon the gun factory, I 
it to come from those who oppose this amendment. 





By this it is seen that the cost of some is cheaper wh 
at the gun factory, while others are cheaper when I 
by contract; but the total cost of all when purchased 
574.67, while the total cost of all when done at the gun f 
is $354,511.67. We must consider the entire work done, 
pick out isolated pieces of work, and from this standpoi 
shown by this statement that the difference is insignific: 
if we could get the forgings for 12-inch guns at a reas 
price the whole would cost us less to make it than to Jy 
will here incorporate a statement showing the comparat 


| of other ordnance made at the gun factory and the s: 


the forgings of steel. Now, bow would the Government 
‘lieved in its situation in regard to steel forgings for guns 
ddition to an iron and brass foundry? That is what I 
LO Kn Ww. 
GREGG. It will at least be the beginning of an enlarge- 
and improvement which will enable us eventually to resist 
obbery all along the ee 
HILL of Connecticut. Now, let me ask the gentleman a 
n. As a matter of fac t, is not this the situation, that he 
ends a certain ade ! tion of the iron foundry, based upon | 
nNosit t t we are to spend three or four million dol- 
r an addition to the gun factory, but that if the addition 
gun f ry is not made, does it not necessarily follow 
e iron foundry is not necessary? 
GREGG Ni this amendment proposes to appropriate 
0 for an enlargement of the gun factory, and this is es- 
I rdless of ether Ww dopt the general plan of en- 
{ Was ton Navy-Yard, and in support of this I 
i] in Leutze said in answer to a question 
t 1 from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey]. 
as to whether or th ild 
Ss p t it 1s, 1 5 e 


nance bought by contract and the amounts saved by d 





work at the gun factory: 
16 10-inch Mark V mounts: 
ees ‘WN: .. 2.6. Sinn See. i 
CHORIOE IO conics cannsetniceenssernnisoiveni anaes = 
ES . CEO, ncocasunctitntinininaaatniatetteiagda a talent eae ae 
RURENGIE duidig. cats ionitneni-ahenascndiaheeh tptlaebeatsbenstaiateanguas Gegmneniatiaenan do - 
BOCGEND  osncrdecscq conn este nicveneen in aiiasvaeabnpaeerah aoa do a 
FTG oicntitansic ince isietseeensnapene aimee! do = 
BG SROUIEE Seccecsseetetinintsetb naira do 
Paieraer Came: i tes ccs hacen Nh tna aap nenge 
Beare, Gm. WCCO S EOC ietciincttic etnies et enctempiintiigpnsineceyn 
BRE, «DWN aici scribed epee attest tinennn 
29 7-inch Mark III mounts: 
Top carriag pounds 
Pivot stands oo. 
GUE cacmincisnisimeail esi 
FUE. -. ninerae-icsmseintcie nineties niadonedainamaaneats a TI dence 
20 MUR. 25k ce ee edtned eae 
ee | a ee ee ea 
Owes: GE PRC: I  orieccccenpinilinenateninina ee 
Aim: GTO saci eh ittiicne iain aaa caitnainntitatiias nomen 
28 7-inch Mark II mounts: 
ToO COPPIAEN 1... ncnnncndddisdenuaeanena pounds 
Pivot MG kiwi nda ane ee ee 1 . 
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R WOUNG.. cncdd teenie eee 
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Those who oppose this amendment fail to give any « 
another fact, which is that all the expenses of designing, 
menting, developing, and changing a lot of guns and 1 
included in the Naval Gun Factory prices. “ This 
pense that the contractor does not have to bear, as he ! 


is 


‘the completed drawings, ete., of the guns and mounts 4! 


() 
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th the manufacture in accordance therewith. rf | 
are made, additional compensation, covering the cost 


changes, is allowed the constructor.” 


the Government needs certain ordnance, it publishes 
bids for @ specific gun, according to certain specifica- 


id the private contractor who obtains such contract 


to make the desired gun or other article according to 
fcations, which in fact is the construction of duplicat 
ly and simply ; but we must not lose sight of the fact 
periments were made in the Washington Gun Factory 


to obtain the perfect original to which the specifica- 





“l and followed by private contractors referred, as well 


s are advanced and put into tangible objects for the 
nt and perfection of the most modern ordnance known; 
ost is quite large, it is absolutely necessary, as 


ontractors will not experiment at their own proper 


i expense for the benefit of the Government: and it is not 


to include the cost of all mcdels, ideas, tools, and 


made and had in the Washington Gun Factory in 
of the finished and most modern product turned out 
i then hold that the Government would save mone: 
sing ordnance from private contractors, while as : 
undisputed fact the private contractors are furnishec 
and tools to a large extent by the Governmen 
ade in the Naval Gun Factory and added to the cos 
said Government Naval Gun Factory. 


t 
1 
t 
t 
t 


ig guns at } 
would the private contractor get his specifications | 
e building of ordnance were it not for the Naval Gun 
Washington? How would the Government know | 
kind of ordnance it desired, and its constituent | 

ily relied upon private contractors, who, up to date, | 
made ordnance according to prescribed forms and | 
ms furnished by the Government, obtained from its | 
How would the many improvements and latest 

e obtained, as is being daily done at said Washington 
ory, if the Government depended upon private con- | 
to experiment at their cost and expense? Certainly | 


contractors, even though they should make experi 


uld include the cost of such experiments in the | 


for the finished product, which would increase largely | 


f 


cost for simply duplication of guns and accessories 
lels already made in the Washington Gun Factory. 


further, they fail to consider the fact that the guns 
re better and more satisfactory than | 


t the factory a 

de by contract, and 1 will incorporate right here what 

Leutze says on this subject, in answer to questions 
1 by the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. RIxey.] 

You were talking about finishing the guns, and I want to 

inion, whether the guns which ‘e finished by the 

better than those which are finished by private 








Levutze. There is not the slightest doubt about that; they 
parts are interchangeable, they are better finished, and 
tory in every way. The officers and men afloat prefer 


You would not recommend that the Government should 
wh guns? 
ze. I think it would be fatal if we stopped it. 
also to state that many articles and ordnance made 
private contractors (to whom some of the Members of 
seem to wish to turn over all of our work) are re- 
the Naval Gun Factory in a state of imperfection, and 
be perfected at the gun factory. I will e¢all special 
to the following cases which have been furnished me, 


usly during several months prior to March of this 
inch guns were received from the British-American 
imperfect and defective condition, and had to be 

nd perfected at the gun factory. During the first 
March of this year there was received from the Mid 


eel Company one 8-inch gun, No. 149, with defective 
nechanism, which had to be perfected at the gun fac- 


~ 


following gun mounts and accessories, recently re- | 


mm the Bethlehem Company, had to be overhauled and 
hangeable at the gun factory, to wit: Twenty 5-inch 
yuunts, Nos. 262 to 281, inclusive: six 6-inch Mark VII 
Nos. 267, 268, 269, 280, 281, and 285. It cost the Gov- 
pproximately $1,200 each to remedy the defects in 
V-Six mounts, making a total of $31,200. There was 
ceived from the Midvale Steel Company the following 
ordnance. to wit: One 8-inch slide, Mark XII mount, 
one S-inch gun, No. 151, with defective breech mech 


no wonder that Captain Leutze says that the ordnance 


our factory is better and more satisfactory to the men 
lips, the men who use them, than the ordnance bought 
ict. 
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In this gun factory we have a body of the most 
chanics in the world, and if you will ¢ 
they will do just as fine work and ju $ 
be done anywhere. 

The cost of the enlarged ¢u ractor roy ed 
ment is $360,000. The gentleman \ 
in his remarks showed that its « 


ernment annually about SGO.000 o 
i 


in handling the material, and t! 


eastings instead of bronze cast 


cause there are no facilities for mal 

per cent on the nve ent, VV it good 
not make it? It was s! mn at the 
worked on the night shift: that 

shift, because the factory is not 


men on a day shift: that the « 
shift is only about 75 per cent of 
day shift; that the men on the n 


wages as those on the day shift; 

cent on the wages of these {9-4 l ld t 
saved on the other two items, and ‘ ! 
seems to me ought to induce any | iv 

the Government at heart to vote for iis 


The CHAInMAN. ‘Those for th 
utes remaining, and those opposed to the ame 
teen minutes remaining 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut Mr. Chairn l 
answer my own question, if the gent n will 


| 2 minute and a half. 


Mr. GREGG. My time has exp 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. We will s 
and a half to the gentleman. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I asked a qui 


these two were not inseparable and 





| and I find from the statement of the gentleinan | ‘ 


is the case, and that he states emphatically 


It is realized in all probability s i 





not be obtained this coming fiscal year nd 
simply anticipates the appropriation of 
with which is necessarily involved 


And which the Members of the House should under 


necessarily come if we make this appropriat 
got the whole plan out of joint. But in the te 
the Naval Committee it is said we have g 


tion of three or four million dollars before 
penditure. 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsvivania. Followi wl 


man has said, I understood the statement was 1 
Naval Affairs Committee, by some o who ete 
what he was saying, that this plant would 

$4.000.000. whereas it is estimated bv some of us 


ten years of experience in making appropri: 
jects that it will cost $6,000,000 by the time it is co 
Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to know 
man who has just arisen is for or against the 
Mr. DAWSON. I intend to Sy] ' lor the rh 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentl n from I M 
is recognized for the amendmen 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I feel so 


favoring a proposition wv hich has not ‘ the 
the Naval Committee, of which I 

say that my position h been det 

has come to me since the matter w CO 
Committee—evidence which was not 

mittee when the matter was und 


of a char: , tl 
Now. I agree with my friend from Ohio 
what we want is the testimony of disint 


this proposition. There has be criticis 

the testimony of the men who have 

There have been criticisms, by infer e 
contracts under the Government rhe te 

is the testimony of a disinterested wit s 





when he was Secretary of the N 
bring the Washington Gun F 
information upon which to base s 
interested expert in the 
report of this gent 
attention to one or two p 

I will say that this gentleman too » eacl 
of the Washington Gun Factory l « ‘ 
speaking of the foundry he said 

There are 186 men employed ne s 


> ber of men employed, the sup ry force (one maste! 





yom 
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¢ ( i e leading man) is entirely too small for so great a 
inadequate. It is the poorest-looking 
3 not at all in keeping with the rest of the 
It could not even be considered a good job 
I i 1 foundry they are trying to make brass cast 
ron castings, and steel castings, and it would 
per si for the brass work one, to say nothing 

“i by other work. 
\ e of the greatest necessities for this foundry lies in 
t such long period of time to secure 
t instance, but to secure the replac- 
LAY condemned by the inspector. 

| t ‘ > Ni NN ,< 
i t ca outside, I have the same 
‘ t] rde for forgings outside of 
e lost in waiting for these orders to 
tion rhere is, however, so much 
low pr per p could probably 
e di rence would be more than equalized 
f orders to be contracted for, let, and 
g ‘an apparent gain in the price per pound, 
! waiting for material would more than 
Re the Department wants castings from 
! d difficult to get from job foundries. 
I n to what he says about forgings, and show 
this Ifo what sort of process is necessary to get these cast- 
n first place, and get the replacements of the castings 

they have been condemned by the inspectors. 

\ YOUN( Will the gentleman say who this party is—is 
h } officer o the Navy 

Mr. DAWSON No; he is not. He is Mr. S. T. Nelson, the 
l lL | Secretary Morton as the best man to go there 

ex:mine that plant from the standard of a business man, 
ind recommend to Secretary Morton how it could be modern- 
| 

ir. YOUNG. Had he been engaged in the manufacture of 

Mr. DAWSON. I do not know; but I think he had. 

Mr. YOUNG Where was he from? 

Mr. DAWSON. From Chicago. Now, Mr. Chairman, as to 
t] s necessary to go through in order to replace the cast- 
ings which have been condemned by the inspector. 

\ VREELAND. May I ask the gentleman, is this testi- 
m ny er than that of his colleague [Mr. THomaAs] who 
is also practically engaged in the business, and other Members? 

Mr. DAWSON. I do not understand that my colleague [Mr. 
THOMAS] spent several weeks’ time in this examination as Mr. 
Nelson d he has gone through the manufactory of 
the Washi Gun Factory with a stenographer at his elbow 
{ ng down the eriticisms here and there, and setting it all 
do. n official report. 

M VREELAND. He did not cover only the foundry? 

\l DAWSON. No: he ceovers the whole plant. Let me give 
{ House the details of how long it takes the Department to get 
an outside order filled. Mr. Nelson says in his report: 

} 

J I s the slow fi 
The { ing for bids ig 
‘ ; during all e 

ry iay be, are lying ( 
y 1 are waiting for the f 
t f e f » forgings do come in nt 
) i iv 1d ns them; t in turn 
} I uperintendent reports 
t ndemns t ly; then it is referred to the 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

\ LILLEY of Connecticut. I ask unanimous consent that 
t of the gentleman may be extended. 

CHAIRMAN The gentleman from Connecticut asks 
hat the time of the gentleman from Iowa 
d utes. Is there objection. [After a pause.] 
\ IAWSON As Mr. Nelson says in his report: 
1 to the | nt, and from thers 
t a made see the ridiculou 
l a ‘ Wt own forgings the 
the WV t x it t} m If 
l tl I department 3; im 
\ d ar h the work t t the 
( in i dd, wi f it 
veryti y it for he 1 
‘ ! it in f it officially cox 
t ! ynceer 
{ y » with the Gx 
! ti to keep prodding at them 
S h to make the forgings in the Government 
the e, all the time would be saved that 
t for <« to be filled and the work of which 
t omp! “1 and gotten out of the way. 
fr. LOUDENSLAGER. Will the gentleman permit me to 
‘ Dim apout ie other point? 


Mr. DAWSON. Just a moment; after I get throug +] 
this. = r 

Speaking of the brass and steel castings which this 
is proposed to provide for, he says: 


BRASS 


i 


CASTINGS. 

The brass castings they make in this department are very 

|} and the various mixtures for brass and bronzes are deter: 
the Department. I have found by experience that it is well-ni; 


sible to get the job foundries to give you brass and bron 
want it, and ‘there is opportunity for dishonest work in conn: 
these mixtures that some people do not hesitate to resort to 


to make it pay; and it is well-nigh impossible to check ther 
because it would be practically impossible to analyze all the 


t 








and determine by this means whether they have given us 
tions asked for in the various pieces. The kind of brass 
castings, especially manganese bronze castings used iy 
gun factories, must be made exactly as determined by t! 


Department, as it would not do to take any chances on 1 
for fear a part or parts might break on account of defective 


a critical moment, when a gun was in action and needed y 
tl probabiliti that a defective piece would be the mea 
abling the gun until repairs could be effected. 
STEEL CASTINGS. 
They are at present using a small converter for making t 


steel cast 5, and as has already been mentioned in conr 





iron cast there is so much competition in steel eas 
far as what the first cost of these castings is concerned, t 
made in outside foundries just as well as not. But here 


confronted with the time and money losing delays in x 
filled. When times are good in the country these steel 
filled up to overflowing, and it is almost impossible to get 


er and all small manufacturers are constantly after t 


to fill their orders. The consequences are that the Govern: 
wait. Then we are again confronted with the time lost in 
with the lengthy process of condemning castings. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Do you charge up against t! 
| ufacture of these forgings the cost of the delay of the 
ment officials in their examining and condemning the 

Mr. DAWSON. I am not speaking of the price; I 
detailing the process. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 
spoke of that. 

Mr. DAWSON. 

In to get 


I am speaking of the delay. \ 


Now, Mr. Chairman, he says. 


order replaces promptly, is one of the greatest 


in favor of increasing the steel plant and making a greater 
steel castings than it now makes. When a steel casting is 
it has to go through the same routine as mentioned in conn 
the condemning of forgings, and it will require from six to t 
get a defective steel casting replaced which, if made in you 


could be replaced in the length of time that is required t 
anneal it, which is al two weeks or less; so that, for 
prompt deliveries and prompt replacing of condemned 
steel plant to be increased to several times its pr 

Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman yi 
question ? 

Mr. DAWSON. 
ing of this: 


Ou 


ought 


In just a moment. I wish to finish the read- 


as the receipt of material without delay, and the early 1 
condemned castings will be the means of getting the work 
that they are intended for, and the work can be gotten t 


shops and out of the way; whereas it its now piled up so 1 
the shops resemble storehouses more than workshops. 

Mr. VREELAND. Bearing on the point about 
gentleman has been reading, in which he speaks of 
caused by purchasing these castings abroad, I would 
if he would not give the committee something found on | rv 
and 78 of this same gentleman’s report, in which he spe 
gun factory making 92 top carriages, 105 slides, 43 
arms, and 20 brackets, which were finally 

| thrown aside because the plans made by the gun fa 
were found to be defective. 

Mr. DAWSON. No; the gentleman does not e 
the } Mr. Nelson, in his report, does ¢ 
particular of business, but he condemns t! 
Department of the Navy for placing such a large o1 
it is thoroughly decided that the design is 
factory. 

Mr. YOUNG. 


> 


vl wl 


conde 


yroposition. 
piece 


o 


going to 
It was a question of naval manag 

Mr. DAWSON. In the Ordnance Department, and 
gun factory itself. They simply manufacture down t 
they are ordered by the Ordnance Department to mat 

Mr. VREELAND. I think the gentleman will find, if 
it, that they are condemned for making 260 top c¢ 
slides, elevating arms, and training brackets, and putt 
work on them before they feund they were defective. 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes; but the criticism 
Ordnance Department of the Navy, which placed the 01 
not at the gun factory, whieh simply executed the ord 

Mr. VREELAND. It costs just as much whether it 
department or the other. 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes; but we want the criticism to be i 
where it belongs. 

Mr. LOU DENSLAGER. 


} 


is directed 


What branch of the Govern i 


| this foundry be placed under if it is built? 
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WSON. It will be placed under the management of | For gu iverag 
L_eutze. 6] 


DENSLAGER. Under the Ordnance Department ot | 
| 


2y 





































VSON. Under the same management that it is now. $10,770. 6inch 40-caliber us : 
DENSLAGER. Then the same state of affairs will VI, with Mark VII breech n : 
—_, 9 gun N 264, fr I 
, a i ; 1em Steel Company; rec tir ) 
{\WSON. The same thing would have happened if the ome aay io io , 
; Department had placed the order with an outside ae 
nd it did place the same kind of a defective order | 449 18,500 7-inch gun, Mar 
» factory, as the evidence will show. a Ty _ure Se ee 
vl ELAND and Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut rose. | tract of October 8, ( 
\WSON. I have only a few minutes. I should like | puts yoke on the mount 
h to yield to the gentleman, but I have not the time. | 
\CHTER. We will give you the time. 
\AWSON. The time for closing the debate on this $8,545. T-inch mount, Mark II, from ¢ 
has been fixed. Bethlehem Steel Company; 3oncon- —_ 
‘ ; tract of October 8, 1903. Contract ! 
rman, a good deal has been said on this floor about puts yok on’ ae need : 7 
products of the Washington Gun Factory as com 
the prices in outside concerns. Now, this disinter 
ert. who seems to know what he is talking about, has 
this question with great thoroughness. He submits Sinch ¢ M \ “ 2 
ttom of this report a comparison of what it costs to V_ bre a } 
i : , : y , from Mid St ( 
ire articles in the Washington Navy-Yard and the tw Ay: ; 
them by contract. And it should be borne in mind, ’ act Duts yoke om moun ; oi . 
s, that the Naval Gun Factory price as shown here l4 $24,675 
{0 per cent in addition to the actual cost of labor and en ee a 
s, and the cost of experimenting is also included. So | nat 
| judge that that was an eminently fair comparison. | that stu 
’ r instance, here is a 1-pounder gun, rapid fire, with ac tra and 
the contract price, $450; Naval Gun Factory price, ~* : 
Here is a 1-pounder gun, Maxim-Nordenfeldt heavy ( c 
- contract price, $2,329.72; Naval Gun Factory price, S 
§ }. JT will print in the Recorp a part of the comparison G 
d in this report, as follows: pr 
t 
ONTRACT PRICE, NAVAL GUN FACTORY PRICE. $14,417.17 8 h turret mount, $12,144.18 8 
Mark XII, from Midvale Steel Com M: XI 
nder gun, semiauto- $2,253.45. 6pounder gun, Mark IX, | pany; 24 on contract of September &, 1 i 
unt, complete, from model 1 (semiautomatic), complete, | 1903. Contract puts yoke on mount ~ 4 
Gun and Ammuni- with Mark VII mount, manufactured | and does notincludeany ammu! ‘ 
50on contractof April on job order No. 4177, 1901. Price in- | handling apparatu Yo 
cludes $400 royalty. 
nch field gun and car- $1,063.39. 3inch field gun, Mark I, 
American Ordnance and carriage, manufactured on job 
cost is independent orders No. 3368, 1895 and No. 3111, Cost of all sizes of powder cans 
rings, which were fur- 1896. Priceincludes $# royalty. The | outside f 
e Bureau of Ordnance. cost of forgings, $140.80, has been de 
ducted. A ure AT 
$ x -inch 50-caliber gun, $1,754.14 3-inch 50-caliber gun, p mat ' 
M th Mark II breech mech- Mark II, using the cost of gun manu Caliber ostat W 
fror American Ordnance factured on job order No. 1539, 1900. l 
n Bureau of Ordnance Na Var 
No. 144 of February 23, 
nch 50-caliber nickel- $4,129.05. Estimate based on 3-inch | 5-inch, Mark II “ a $ 
mount and sight from gun No. 280 5-inch, Mark III ----- 
ind British Manufacturing Wickel-steel gun ......_.... ¢1.979.05 | &inch, Mark V : 7.94 $. Ox 
( Contract of April, 1905. Mount. Mark IV ~ *1'9900,00 | 8 inch, Mark VII _...-- 11.12 (x 
Sai E a nch 
= Sear ee | 900.00 | inch, Mark IV ._..- KR 
Total_- ee ; Mt ~ 
finch 40-caliber gun, $2,522.72. 4-inch 40-caliber gun, 
M th Mark V breech mech- Mark VI, with Fletcher breech mech 
’ 145 to 164, from American anism, Mark V; average of 30 guns 
Company. Contract of manufactured on job order No. 3080, 
28, 1896. 1897, serial Nos. 180 to 209. Price in oO 
cludes $100 royalty. The forgings on cs — - ; 
this lot of guns were considerably , OSes Of ali Sizes rer 
cheaper than on guns built later of outside manufacture : 
finch mounts, Mark IV, $1,474.10. 4-inch mount, MarkIV-A labor im all cases 
an Ordnance Company. Averaged from No. 77, $1,688.73. in 
voiced March 19, 1897; No 111, $1,271.57 
invoiced April 19, 1897; No. 144, Calit 
invoiced August 31, 1897. 
h gun, Mark VII, with $5,454.28. 4inch 50-caliber 
k VIII, model 1. Nos. 327 gun, Mark VII il - $3,471.06 | 1. =e ‘ 
Bethlehem Steel Com- 4-inch mount, Mark VIII, en , , : : 
uct February 28, 1908, DANE eéticiddenniccsc...4 LS a concenaiene + 
: ~ es 
Total SOs 5, 454.28 | och Bp caliber 
= . t ich oF call ber 
For gun, take average of 2 nch 40 caliber 
job order, 1903-00 "ire Y 
For mount, deduct— hS-inech 40 caliber 4 
Labor a a lal la $550 | 6-inch 40 caliber 
II oe Bina Sica sahicda pielilitancicine eS 
ia itcite theta beat s hkec ics 220 
So it goes, from the top to tl 
Total........ ~--- 870 exceptions, which are 1 i 
from cost of mounts manufacture re mannfaet din the W ! 
on job order No. 403-00. Nos. 233 ti are manuracture 1 -_g* we ges Bu n J 
inclusive, invoiced at $2,853.25 they are purchased by contract . etl or 


changes not included in the contract | ther. 


: mount Mr. VREELAND. I should like 
6-inch 40-caliber gun, Mark $10,417.44. @-inch 40-caliber ee | 


Mark VII breech mechan- gun, Mark IV, with Mark he disposes of the ligures, which ! ey 

5. “5 to 276, and 6inch IV breech mechanism ¢3.999.61 | the ordinary charges against the l l 

Mark VII. Nos. 274 to 285, 6inch mount, Mark VIL. a the private manufacturer in rea ig the total cost of 1 
, m Steel Company, con- Se er Pe 8, 417.83 


output? 


ne LI, 1901. ie 
Total.......--.--.-.---- 10,417.44! The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. DAWSON. I should like to have time to answer the 
question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman asks unanimous consent 
that he may have time to answer the question. 

Mr. DAWSON. I should like to have five minutes. Of course, 
if the House does not want to know the facts, I am perfectly 


willing to sit down. 


Mr. VREELAND. It seems to me that we ought to have all 
of the facts instead of those facts which the gentleman from 


lowa picks out for us. | Laughter.] 
CHAIRMAN. Under the limitation put on the debate 
time ago, debate in favor of the amendment is ex- 
hausted. ; 

Mr. DAWSON. I want to add the amount that the iron and 
steel castings cost, as shown by this report: 
Cost per pound of iron and steel castings and the prices quoted by 
outside manufacturers. 


Cost to make 


at naval gun 
factories. 


a 
he 


some 


Price quoted 
outside. 


80.08 $0. 085 to $0. 4 
05 .04 to .10 





Tron 
Steel 





The CHAIRMAN. The question is—— 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. Mr. Chairman, has the time for de- 
bate on this amendment all been consumed? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time in fayor of the amendment has 


all been consumed; there are ten minutes due the negative 
side. 

[Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut addressed the commiitee. His 
remarks will appear hereafter. ] 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Virginia. 

rhe question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
Rixry) there were—ayes 33, nays 71. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 
follows: 

Naval station, Key West, Fla.: Dredging and filling in, $15,000; to 
complete two officers’ quarters, $1,200; marine railway, to complete, 
$5.00 in all, navy-yard, Key West, Fla., $21,200. 

M SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 


amendment. 
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| during any period of our glorious history. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
I 30,¢line 19, after the word “in,” strike out “ fifteen” and in- 
fifty ;”’ in line 21, after the word ‘ dollars,’”’ insert “ command- | 
é rters, $12,000; suspensory, $10,000; latrine, $3,000; grading 
$10,000; sewer system, $3,000;” and in line 22 strike out 
twenty-one ind insert “ ninety-four.” 
SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I have offered this amend- 
n hecause I think it ought to be adopted. But before giving 
ny reasons in detail for this opinion I desire to call the atten- 
tion of the House, and incidentally that of the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, to what I conceive was an oversight on the part 
of that committee with reference to another matter, connected, 
however, with the subject-matter of this amendment. 
Looking at the map of the Atlantic and the Gulf coast States, | 
I tice quite a long stretch of seacoast from Charleston, S. C., 
around by Savannah, Fernandina, Jacksonville, Miami, Key | 
West, and Tampa to Pensacola, a distance of about 1,200 or | 


1.500 miles, on which there is not a single dry dock or other facil- 
it docking and repairing a battle ship or other naval craft 


ty for 


ise of injury in battle or damage from any other cause, and 


n ¢ 


i 
no 


provision in this bill for the construction of such dry dock 
or any suggestion that this inadvertency or mistake will be reme- 
died in the future, while on the coast north of Charleston, S. C., 
and up to Portsmouth, N. H., a distance of 700 or 800 miles, 
there are six of these places where dry docks are located, or one 
for about each 150 miles. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not care to criticise, and I do not 


intend to criticise, Congress or the Navy Department for estab- 
lishing these dry d Indeed, Il assume that they were neces- 
sary 

been cons ructed. 


ocks. 


Nor would I say that they are not necessary 
now, that they are not being used, and will not be used in the 
future, but I do say that along this stretch from Charleston 
around the Florida coast, a distance, as I have said, of 1,200 or 
1,300 miles, there should be in the interest of the Government 
at least one or more dry docks, especially on the southern coast 
if Florida. The necessity for these, I think, will be apparent to 
anyone who will give thought to the conditions there. 

What are those conditions, Mr. Chairman? Florida projects 
far out into the southern seas, within 1,200 miles of the eastern 

rmnit what we have said shall be the Panama Canal, 
also within twenty-four hours’ run of the Caribbean Sea, whose 
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waters wash a part of the eastern shores of Central ani South 
America. She has the Gulf of Mexico on one side, the A {\,y4), 
Ocean on the other, and the Gulf Stream—that most remarks), 
of all ocean currents—along her southern shores, beyond which 
lie the island of Cuba and her kindred group of islands {nowy 
as the West Indies, extending in a semicircle all the wa) down 
to South America and inclosing from the eastward, so to s eak 
the Caribbean Sea, with the exception of large and de chan. 


nels or passages running between these islands, and thy. con- 
necting it with the Atlantic Ocean; the whole presenting ,) 
aggregation of conditions which places Florida and her s 


uthern 


ports in a position of transcendent importance to the Uniteg 
States from the standpoint of commerce and naval stratecy, 
Into and through the Gulf of Mexico the exports and iinports 
to and from the Gulf States and States tributary thereto myg 
pass, while through the channels leading into the Caribbeyy 


Sea the commerce of South and Central America must likeyyico 
go, soon to be augmented, we hope, by the completion of 


he 

Panama Canal. . 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired, 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
for ten minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Florida asks unay 
mous consent to proceed for ten minutes. Is there objection 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Now, Mr. Chairman, it is not so much by 
shore batteries or standing armies as by battle ships and armed 


cruisers patrolling the straits of Florida and the passiges jy; 
the Caribbean Sea that this vast commerce must be protected 
on our part in case of war with any European country, and we 


should be prepared with both ships and all that goes to make ay 
efficient navy to furnish that protection if we would keep abreast 


of the progress of the world. 

It is there also that we must protect, if it should ever 
tacked, the Monroe doctrine. And who can say it will not iy 
attacked? Continually new applications of it are being made. 
Under it we are to maintain, as against monarchial gover 
ments, the South and Central American republics, and almost at 
any time we may be called upon to uphold this self-imposed 
duty and defend one or more of these republics against the 
greed of some European country, and should the occasion arise 
we will meet it with every resource at our command. 

This doctrine has obtained now for nearly a hundred years, 
and whatever mistakes, if any, have been made in 
tion, whatever strain we may have put upon it in ou 
toward territorial aggrandizement or otherwise, 
are, perhaps, as dear to our people to-day as they ever \ 
Indeed, | 
nothing except our own homes and firesides, our 
our rights and liberties for which we would lay dow 
more readily than for this doctrine, proclaimed by an A can 
President even when we were weak among the nations of the 
world; and should it be assailed to-day 80,000,000 of Americans 
would rise up in its defense. 

But again, where and how would it be defended? Not, per- 
haps, on American soil, but mainly in the waters and in the 
tion just mentioned. To the westward and the southward o! 
the Caribbean Sea would lie the object of attack, 
Gulf commerce and that of the Caribbean Sea would, if 
fended, fall an easy prey to an enemy with a stronger navy. 


be at 


< apn 


its principles 


Hence the importance of these waters in a strategic sense, and 
hence the necessity for every facility at these far southern ports 
for the repairing and supplying of the ships of our Nayy that 
must constantly assemble in and patrol these waters. 

The Navy Department now for a greater part of the year, 
| even in times of peace, keeps a large fleet in these waters. 
Almost every winter one is sent thither for the purpose 0! 
maneuvering, practicing, and otherwise familiarizing tle officers 


at the time they were established or they would not have | 


and men with the scenes where their services may le 
where naval battles may be fought in the future. So that ney, 
yards and dry-dock facilities are as greatly needed thicre as 


anywhere else along the thousands of miles of our !mmetse 
seacoast. i at 
Suppose, Mr. Chairman, a vessel should be injured in ty 
Straits of Florida or in the southern part of the Gulf of Mex 
ico, where would she go for her repairs if necessary for her t 
go into a dry dock? Either to Charleston or Norfolk, six ©! 
eight hundred miles up the Atlantic, or to Pensacol:, 0” the 
Gulf, or, rather, I should say, to New Orleans, six or sevel 
hundred miles, as the Pensacola dry dock, 550 miles from Ke 
West, is, unfortunately it appears, not sufficiently larze to & 
commodate the great battle ships of our Navy. In fac! I am 
told that the New Orleans dry dock is the only one in t! South 
ern States that can accommodate a first-class battle slip. Prue 
it is that the Government—at least so I am informe yee 
0 


structing a dry dock at Guantanamo, its naval station 
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-sast of Cuba, but this, when completed, will be as far And Key West, Mr. Chairman, and the southern portion of 
Straits of Florida and the southern part of the Gulf as | Florida is near this territory. 
n and New Orleans. So the situation will be only Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. Will the gentleman yield? 
: elieved by the construction of a dry dock at Guanta- Mr. SPARKMAN. Yes, sir. 
: Mr. LILLEY of Connecticut. I also asked Admiral Endi- 
‘ \Ir. Chairman, to send a damaged vessel so far for re- cott—I do not see it in the hearings here, but I recoll very 
' ild entail great loss of time and money. Besides, in | distinctly I asked the question—whether or not he thought it 
¢ war such a course might invite disaster, as it would | would not be better to abolish two stations on the Gulf and make 
fe at all times to send a wounded ship alone over | one first-class yard either at Key West, Pensacola, or New Or- 
stanee. In fact, such conditions might easily arise | leans, and he said he thought it would. I asked him where that 
disaster to our fleet. Of course we do not expect | first-class yard ought to be established, and he stated at Ven- 
We have not, be it said to the honor of our Navy, | sacola. 
BS ted many times in battle upon the sea, and we all Mr. SPARKMAN. Well, I have not come across that yet. 
; e hope and cherish the belief that it may never hap- Mr. SLAYDEN. Does that suit you? 
But it is well to be prepared, and we can not too| Mr. SPARKMAN. But I am under the impression that before 
truet a dry dock in one or both of the harbors of | I get through, if the committee will indulge me till finish the 
; K and Tampa, each of which is among the finest in | statement of Admiral Endicott on that point—it is not very 
; d. Admiral Endicott, in his testimony before the | lengthy—it will be seen that the admiral did not speak ad- 
‘ mittee on Naval Affairs early this year, said that | visedly when he made that answer, because he says some- 
i be three or four dry docks on the Gulf of Mexico. | thing else different, I think, from that statement to which the 
wing important statement is to be found on page 567 | gentleman has just called attention. Perhaps the statement to 
rings: | which the gentleman refers is what immediately follows. I will 
xprcotr. * * * YJ think the Government ought to read it: ’ 
a four first-class dry doeks on the Gulf of Mexico. There | Mr. LILLEy. I notice that we have navy-yards at Portsr th, B 
, ck on the waters of the Gulf or on the waters tributary | ton, New York. Philadelphia, Charleston, Key West, Pensacola, N 
is the one at New Orleans. There is not a dock at/| folk, and that there are large appropriations for them a \) ! 
lay that will take anything over 10,000 tons—that is, | not ‘the work be done more economically if there were, say, 1 
E vy dock. I think when the dock at Charleston is com-| half as many yards on the Atlantic coast? ' 
: ill not be anything south of that which will take any Admiral ENpicorr. It might be done more economically f: 
t the New Orleans dock. There is a long stretch of | standpoint of ace entirely; but I think it is good poli t ke a 
no facilities for docking a battle ship. | few of the yards larger. — F ; . 
: \ir. Chairman, on the Atlantic, north of Charleston, these Mr. LILLEY. That was my idea on that. ; 
aced on an average of about 150 miles apart. | Admiral Expicorr. Some of these yards are second and be ec 
. : yards. They are small establishments, and the reg 
y West are more than 200 miles apart, so that | are small. 
ent dry deck at each place, in addition to the one , Che repairing of ships at navy-yards keeps the plants in b r cor 
' ~nid neanarie ha conetracta shila . savor | dition for the heavy strain on the n case of e! ( ease of 
could pt yperly be construc ted, while the meager | war If you did your repairing outside, as well as your building, the 
Pensacola should be augmented by the construction yards would run down. 
¥ 1- a 
r dock there. 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
; : s : Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 1 would e to 
e mistake to which I have called attention, for mis- | pave sufficient time to finish reading what I desire to read h 
rive 08 > drv-dock facilities ree > . ae : a al ae fe a nae a ; : 
ee the ne Bis ck fa en SOO nded by | trom Admiral Endicott’s statement, which is only a page or ty 
E dicott in those southern waters. But I would have The CHAIRMAN. The 
pe at present of inducing the Naval Committee to | gpat 
rendment, if I should offer one, entailing such an 


\ir. Chairman, the committee ought even here and now 


gentilen n asks mn 
he may finish his remarks. Is there ol 
pause.] The Chair hears none 











would be requisite for the construction of even Mr. SPARKMAN. Mtr. Chairman. I am not < ) 
cks. So I shall for the present let the matter taking up the time of the House unnecessarily and I l 
: the hope that this able committee may see its way | getain it a few minutes longer. On page P44 of tl 
. ext session of Congress to remedy these mistakes. the gentleman from Massachusetts [| Mr. Ro s} asked 
e to the amendment which I have offered, and | tion in regard to grouping dry docks at one point 
with what I may say regarding it I wish to read | tg which is as much an argument in favor of wel] ed 
‘ines bh hefore the Committee ro ws oe = : = as Aeh’) 
; rings had before the Committee on Naval Affairs | nayy-yard as a dry dock; hence I read it: 
P t ot amir: 4 ‘ “ott "| T) t “ > 1IMTI- 
4 Admiral Endicott, or a part of it, upon the im wii: Sinaia ‘tii ole ie kia Mees oh da 3 t. 
ving navy-yards and dry docks at the places men- Admiral EXpIcoTT. Well, there ought to be — + an 
ht to say, Mr. Chairman, that my amendment does | impertant navy-yard to admit of t ng out as \ 
1 the recommendations of the Navy Department, | 2" ee ae ae a ery. Ament at . 
, . . . : . ary docks at a pol Ww LO > Bos 
cluded only those which Admiral Endicott said at | jeianag for instance. 1 think each one of 1 ‘ 
ought to go into this bill, and which have been left | several dry docks. There are times en you not « 
E . . : . . . Se “( or 1e< ) send s e@ ves s to o> , ’ 
mmittee, whether wisely or unwisely it will be for Y a a ru ; —= —— mn . 
vere : . . or and some to orfolk, and so on, for d 
»say. The entire amount of these recommendations | ,; iia where they ean not t seen ten 
of $200,000, but these were reduced by him at the Inglish navy has twenty-one dry docks in t I s > 
» the items and figures as they appear in the amend- | alone. 
tems being considered by him as more urgent. | I also read the following extracts from pag 
ivy-vyard at Key West, but not a dry dock. That hearings : 
ere, Mr. Chairman, has cost a good deal of money. | The CHAIRMAN. Now we to N s 
. a aah . . ae Dredeir rhe } 1 tat) ) < 
t Admiral Endicott fixes its value at upward of $960- | Vreesins a aerore 2 ews \ = 4 
is, perhaps, including the land and the improve-| yy. Meyer. Admiral. is it intended to « 
e, Of more value than the amount of money it origi- | yard? 
Admiral Enpicotr. Oh, no It was f 
‘ . al a 2 that it was ! imy post 
\EY. How far is it from Pensacola? there. We had to go out and rent 
(KMAN. It is about 550 miles, as I recollect now. | that time. 
! from the testimony of Admiral Endicott, to show So you see the admiral does regard Key West as a \ 
ince of this naval station at Key West. The im- | portant place. 
havy-yards and the alleged practice of diverting Mr. BuTLER. Do you know how that place is « led 
it was Claimed should be done at one navy-yard to | time? : 
s under consideration when the following colloquy week tae x oa ts alen a fort at Dri 
e gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. LiILLey] and Phe CHAIRMAN. This looks like t 
wndieott occurred : in | for over $200,000 
it may indicate that we have too many navy-yards. | steam-encineering buildit 
thing that if we were a private enterprise instead of a| wr Merpp. What do vou 
ent we would concentrate more and spend that money | Admiral ENpIco1 Vessels go t rt 
yards and put it all into one and make one first-class Mr. Low! 2 H 
on each coast ? jun Le 4 —" 
‘bicotT. I think a private establishment would do that, |“ Admiral Expicorr. I could not 
> nuch more economical; but in a military establishment M LOUDENSLAGER. The i that } there 
convenience, and very important frequently, to have | were two vessels there, and they 1 la 
t different points along your coast. In case of a war | two of them 
ea very active operations in the Caribbean Sea, for in- Admiral Enprcotr. During the Spanish war t was made a post 
south America, it would be very important to have and the fleet was there a long t ! Ad R 





at naval stations on the nearest coasts. It would save a | 
‘ of time and money, 





And, as further information, I will say that for the past three 
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the record shows about two ships in each year went to 





years 
Algiers, in the Mississippi River, for repatrs. 

Mr. LoUDENSLAGI Could not this all go out without any harm? 

Admiral Enpicorr. It ought not to; it is an important station. 

Mr. Mupp. What is the purpose of this dredging—what is it needed 
for? 

Admiral ENnpicorr. Filling the land up to the grade, and also to 
make zood depth of water in front ‘ 

Mr. Mupp. Isn't ther ust enough now along the front? 

Admirel Enpicorr. There is at the coal wharf. 


Mr. LitLey. Can you improve land cheaper than you can buy it? 

Admirsl ENpicoTT. We had the same land there, but it was too low. 

Mr. Mupp. You have depth enough at the coal wharf. What other | 
vessels will there be there? 

Admiral Enpicorr. There were numerous vessels there during the 
Spanish war, and they all laid out in the harbor, so the communication 
was by means of lighters and tugs 

The CHAIRMAN. Well, gentlemen, I don’t know how you feel about 
this. but there is the commandant’s quarters, the dispensary, the cen- 
tral beating plant, the grading and fencing, the marine railway, the 
foundry. and the steam engineering. Why not take it all out? It 
means a new navy-yard, in my judgment. 


But, Mr. Chairman, there is now a navy-yard there, valued at 





nearly a million dollars, as we have seen. 

Mr. LOWDENSLAGER. I second that motion. 

Mr. Rixwy. How far is that from Pensacola? 

Adi EnpicotTr. It must be over 300 miles. 

M: HIN. Is this the closest place you have to Panama—the 
closest»station ? 

Admiral! Enpicotr. On our own territory. 


The Admiral was then asked by the gentieman from Louisiana 
[Mr. Mever] the following: 
Will there not be an estimate here very soon for a dry dock there? 








To which the Admiral answered: 

There might be some time in the future, but not in my time. 

The Admiral did not here do himself justice. He did not for 
the moment consider just how young he is. He will, I am sure, 
live long enough to see a dry dock there and to supervise and 
coutrol it for many years, as he does so ably those now in his 
charg 

[ think the Government ought to have three or four first-class dry 
locks on the Gulf of Mexico. There is only one dock on the waters of 
the ¢ f or on the waters tributary to it, and that is the one at New 
Orl rhere is not a dock at Pensacola to-day that will take any 
t! 10,000 tons—that a floating dry dock. I think when the 
dock Charleston is compleied there will not be anything south of 
tl t i will take any battle ship except the New Orleans dock. 
The 3 long stretch of coast that has no facilities for docking a 
l le D 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I might read further, but I will not 

ip the time of the committee to do so. Enough has been 
ead to show the importance of Key West as a naval station. 
{ will repeat that the items embraced in this amendment are | 
those rv ninended by Admiral Endicott in his report and in 
tl hearings. The committee cut them down, but in my judg- 
ment they acted unwisely, and this amendment should go 
through as it h been submitted to the House. 

Mr. Chairman, we need all these facilities in time of peace, 
but nore in time of war. And wars we will have in the 
future, as in the past. I am not so optimistic as some gentle- 
men here. I knew the world is growing better day by day, that 
W are continually reaching higher ground in civilization’s 
upward march, but we are not yet nearing that point in the 
upward trend of progress where nations, learning war no 
more, will * beat their swords into plowshares and their spears 
into prifiing hooks.” There is yet a great deal of the “old 
Adal in man. 

Cupidity and greed are not yet strangers to the human char- 
‘ nd tl of power and desire for territorial aggran- 
diz it potent, if not pernicious, features in the 

nal lif until these can be curbed or satiated we can 

I I t in national development when nations will 

isly ‘ffectually agree that peaceful arbitration shall 

t; t] of the arbitrament of the sword. Until then we 

must prepared to meet aggression with defensive methods, 

h e eneroachment by other nations with battle ships and 

rmed | lions. Hence the necessity, I fear, yet a while for 
st > navy among other defensive measures. 

By this I do not mean a navy as strong as Great Britain’s, 
for we will probably never have her as an antagonist. She is 
more likely to be our aliy in any great armed conflict. But in 
any event it will be necessary to have a naval establishment 
] yortionate, at least, to a degree, in strength to those of the 

e powerful nations, if for no other purpose than that of 

( x the peace and enforcing the edicts of an international 

b f biti 1, if the nations are to have one. 
Mr. ChEirman, as we are to possess a navy, we should do | 
whate necessary to keep it up to that degree of efficiency 
the exigencies of our position among the nations 
of the earth Applause. | 
» CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the itleman from Florida. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
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| Mr. SPARKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I would like pe; sion 
to extend my remarks in the REcorp. is 
Mr. GREGG. Mr. Chairman, I would make the same peoyec 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the requests of ¢);, 


gentlemen? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, 


| The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal.: Railroad system, extension 

| electric-plant system, extension, $5,000; improvement of ¢| 
Mare Island Strait, to complete, $100,000; sewer system, . ) 

| $3,000; paving and grading, to continue, $5,000; heating sys;i 
sion, $5,000; improvements to building No. 165, $4,000: imp 

and repairs, steam engineering, buildings, $15,000; bride: 

buildings 45 and 65, $1,000; in all, navy-yard, Mare Island, §1 


Mr. KNOWLAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike oyt 4 
last word. I will not detain the House but a moment. 

to place in the Recorp letters from the War and Navy | 
| ments, showing the success, up to this time, of the work yw 


under way for the improvement of the channel leadin; 


Mare Island Navy-Yard. In view of the fact that a . ; 
| impression has prevailed in some quarters relative to the dept) 
| of water, my purpose in presenting these letters is t aver 
| set at rest any such misapprehension. The facts are th 
| success of the project now being carried out, and w was 
| proposed by the House Committee on Naval Affairs, is proving 


more successful even than anticipated. 

These letters from the War and Navy Departments depp. 
strate beyond a question that the channel leading to Mare 
Island Navy-Yard contains, at nearly every point, fully 30 feet 
of water at mean low tide, a depth sufficient to take any xs 
afloat. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Califor ; 
KNOWLAND] asks unanimous consent to print in the k tp. in 
connection with his remarks, letters bearing upon the situation 
at the navy-yard, Mare Island, Cal. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

The letters referred to are as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, March 1 

DrarR Sir: Answering your letter of 5th instant, in which sk 
to be advised as to the increase of depth in the channel t M 
Island Navy-Yard, Cal., I beg to inform you that the | gi 
neer officer, Colonel Heuer, to whom the matter was referred vorts 
under date of 13th instant, as follows: 

“A channel, 30 feet deep at low tide and 300 bottom width, 
completed, by dredging, through San Pablo Bay, California. 1 
prior to improvement was 19 feet at low water. The dept! 
fore been increased by 11 feet. 

“There is another channel in Mare Island Strait which 
proved under the direction of the Navy Department. Of the « 
of the latter channel this office has no official information 

Very respectfully, 


RoBERT SHAW OLIVER, 
Assistant Secretary 
Hon. J. R. KNOWLAND, 
House of Representatives. 
NAVY DEPARTMEN 
Washington, Mé 
Sir: Replying to your letter of the 27th ultimo, requesting i 
tion as to the progress of work under the direction of the Navy 
ment on the channel in Mare Island Strait, I have the hon 
herewith, for your information, a copy of the latest report | e 
commandant, navy-yard, Mare Isiand, dated March 10, 1906 ng 
one from the civil engineer at that navy-yard, showing the on 
the improvement of Mare Island Strait. 


Very respectfully, TRUMAN H. NEwse! 
Acting Secret 
Hion. J. R. KNOWLAND, M. C., 
House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 





COMMANDANT’S O! 
Navy-Yard, Mare Island, Cal., Ma 

Sir: I have the honor to transmit herewith a copy of a 
mitted by the civil engineer in regard to the improvement i! Is- 
land Strait. 

The commandant, from a personal examination of the 

led to believe that there was an increase in the shallowes t of 4 
feet since the improvement to the channel began. ‘This b 
roborated, as shown by the report of Civil Engineer Rous 
mentioned, although there is considerable work yet to be d 

strait before the improvements are fully completed. 

I desire to express the opinion that since the channel ha 
across San Pablo flats, giving 30 feet of water at mean low 
is no reason why the battle ship Oregon should not come to 
yard to discharge her ammunition, in case that ship comes t 
cisco for such a purpose. 

In this connection, I beg to congratulate the Navy Depar 1 
the success which has followed the inauguration of the im ts 
to increase the depth of water in Mare Island Strait. * * 

Very respectfully, 
B. H. 
} Rear-Admiral, U. 
| Commandant Navy-Yard and 
The SECRETARY OF THE NAvy, 
Washington, D. C. 


McCALLA, 
BB. N¢ 


| (Through the Bureau of Navigation.) 
| The Clerk read as follows: 


Navy-yard, Puget Sound, Washington: Sewer system, 
| $3,000 ; to continue grading, $10,000; electric-light plant, ¢ 


$5,000; ‘water system, extensions, $2,500; heating system, ex nS, 
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dging, to continue, $10,000; roads and walks, extensions, | Second. a berthing site for the Tn ited | States recei ivin > shi 





$4 ne oO ete y doc st $1,25 . } 
j ( and | ome = i ies omplete, “$4,000; in all, | Philadelphia, 400 feet long and 100 feet wide. was dr dl out- 
iget Sound, Washington, $141,000. | Side of the southerly end of wharf. Work was begun Mar h 15 
\ INES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, I wish to offer and completed March 21, 1904, at a total cost of $3.G0K 
; ent. Now, we do not claim that there are natural berthing s 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Washington [Mr. | there for vessels. Some little preparation has to be made h 
J n amendment, which the Clerk will report. as at any other yard. 
7 read as follows: rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
” rike out “ ten’ and insert “ thirty.” Mr. JONES of Washinet nm. I ask for five 1 nutes 101 
‘ONES of Washington. Mr. Chairman, in connection| The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] 
4 amendment I simply want to say a few words in ref- | The Chair hears none ; 
, the matter of dredging at this yard. I think rather| r. JONES of Washington. In connection with the « 
lv a wrong impression was conveyed in the hearings | for the construction of the coalir ¢ plant i wl f. an ( 
my of Admiral Endicott, although, if you read all each side of the wharf, measuring 100 feet wide by 450 
iy, it makes it perfectly plain. It seems that when long, was dredged to a depth of 30 feet during December, 1902, 
| by the committee he stated that they would need at | 20d February, March, and April, 1903, at a cost of $11, 
- dredging the next few years something like a hun- That shows that on completing the plant, the | 
ind dollars, and other remarks were made which | Wharf, a channel was dredged alongside, and this 
* convey the impression to some of the members of the splendid facilities for coaling and unloading vessels. 


Then, under a contract dated August 14, 1905, 61,196 cul 
yards of material were dredged from the site of a 

Now, that shows the character of dredgi1 n 
at this yard and the character of dredging that will be 


sary in the future. There is no dredging necessary for the 


that a large sum of money would be required for 
My friend the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
ited in the committee : 


nted to learn of the enormous amount of dredging that 
to enable us to get our ships up to the wharves there to 





we expect to handle them in a navy-yard. I was in- | channel; no trouble about bringing vessels into the yard 
iber of this committee that this was the most desirable | ,,. atest vessels that will ever | bavilt ; ‘ 
ivy-yard in the United States on account of the great | aah ‘ essels that will ¢ ver be | cal ne to i 
r and the possibility of bringing the ship up close to | under their own steam without any danger of gre 
| What other yard in the country can be reached in this 
| ; 


‘to that Admiral Endicott made the proper statement: | No dredging will be required for an anch 
» far as getting the ship in there is concerned; it is | navies of the world can li at anchor there 





fine channel; an » ships ir ie Navy c 2 : : . 
But we must aI oat — build aaa a ae Simply for the purpose ¢ { comparison, I desire t 
is true in all of the yards. tion of the committee to the report f the Navy De} 
‘ part of his testimony Admiral Endicott gives the showing the amount of money expended at tl 
they may have to dredge out quite a long distance yards for dredging. At Boston, $115,000; at I 
re in order to reach deep water. As a matter of | *855,000; Mare Island, $420,000; New York, $155 
‘the dredging that has been necessary at Puget Sound | #49,000; Pensacola, $75,000; Port Royal, $256.000; P 
nd all the dredging that will be necessary at the $774,000, and Puget Sound, $40,000. 
‘ture, is simply the dredging near the shore or! I assume that this does not take into account anyt 
irves or piers in order to make proper docking | pended under the river and harbor appropriations for tl edz 
Of course this would be expected at any location, I ing out of channels in order that vessels may get up to tl 
vould find anywhere in the country, and this is so different yards, which in many cases has been very large. So 
\dmiral Endicott. I do not think that you can find | that I take it, gentlemen, there is » site in the cou tt 
yhere vessels can go right up to the shore and find | located in connection with deep water or with bette ’ l 
iliti es made there by nature, and we have never approach or better anchorage basin than th ! “dl 
for the Puget Sound Navy-Yard that vessels can come fact, | know of none that will compare wit 
i tie up to stumps or trees on the shore line. It is Puget Sound in these respects. I am glad te 
ntage of the yard that the deep water does not go | wittee has incorporated in this bill a provision for a d 
to the shore. because it would make the construec- | 2t this yard. It is certainly very much needed. I |! 
harves and the building of piers much more expensive | Picasure of calling the attention of the con ttee to 
now. As a matter of fact, all of the dredging that | provement when the last bill was being considered, and |] 
een or ever will be necessary at this yard is simply | much pleased that the committee | so fully appreciat 
the purpose of deepening the channel along the wharves | sreat necessity of having an additio dock to in¢ ‘ 
ind for berthing purposes. | provision for it in this bill. As Admiral Ei tt 
ld these wharves and piers out a distance of four | testimony, it is the only yard with a dock on the Pa 
e hundred feet you come to water 380 to 33 feet deep. | 2 battle ship has ever been docked or could | I 
ter were as deep as that up to the shore line it would | present time, and the necessity for a new and add ud 
construction of the wharves and piers much more ex- | iS very great. 
It seems to me it is really an advantage in the run-| The committee have cut the appropriation for dredging d 
wharves out something like four or five hundred feet | from $50,000 to $10,000. I believe the committee | ‘ 


ting 33 feet of water, and then dredge along the side of | best it could do, and in view of the fact that no 


and get plenty of berthing room and docking room | ments, aside from the dock, are provided for, I ar 1 to 

essel. Of course if you were to build the wharves and think the sum provided for dredging is suflicie nd sl 

to deep water, and then extend them in opposite direc- | press my amendment. Other improvements s 

Crees at all would be necessary. It is better, how for. A floating crane is needed. <A _ blacksmit ) 

i cheaper to build the docks and piers out as far as is} struction and repairs should be built. More piers are 1 
and the n dredge alongside, making dockage facilities. | These, with other improvements, were urged | Admit 
mount of money expended in this way for dredging, as | cott and by us. The committee has not seen its ir to 
Admiral Endicott, is $40,000; and I have a letter from | make provision for these in this bill. It has pro l for 1 
tary of the Navy stating how this money has been ex- | most essential, the new dock, and I shall not further urge thes 
that is, the manner of and purpose of the dredging | additional ay propriati ns at this time. The building up of 

ire to call the attention of the committee to these facts. | yard is not a local matter. It is of national concern, and 
opriations made were, $20,000 on March 4, 1898; ! such I have no doubt the committee considered it in reachii 


April 27, 1904, and $10,000, March 3, 1905. One thou- | conclusions as to what should be don 


yards of material were removed from the channel | Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I only ask an opportu 
in the immediate vicinity of the masonry entrance to | say a word. I am very sorry indeed that an exp! 
dock. Work was commenced December 8, 1902, and should have invited the discussion that the gen 
L December 13, 1902, at a total cost of $1,150. dulged in. I was surprised that any dredging was ne 


Recher expenditure right at or near the = of the | this plant. Therefore I made the remark which 
. uply to make the entrance much more easy; and I | After the witness, the Chief of Yards and Docks, had mad 


call the attention of the committee to this fact, that | explanation I was entirely satisfied. There is no plac tl 
the dredging is done once at this yard it does not have to | United States which offers the natural inducements for a navy- 
gain. There is no filling up. There is no sediment car- | yard such as found at Bremerton, and I am greatly in its favor. 
waters of that harbor, and therefore no deposit after | I did not mean to complain, but praise. 
el is made. | Mr. JONES of Washington. I am certainly delighted to 
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think that remarks should have called forth such an ex- 
pression. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from Washington will be withdrawn. 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Navy-yard, Pensacola, Fla.: 
$10,000; conduits and conductors 
crib for wooden floating dry dock, 
cola, $140,000, 

Mr. FOSS. I move to strike out the words 
and.” It is a clerical error. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


my 


Water system, $5,000; 
for distribution 
$20,000; in all, 


sewer system, 
of power, $5,000; 
navy-yard, Pensa- 


“one hundred 






Page 32, lines 3 and 4, strike out the words “one hundred and;” so 
that it will read ‘forty thousand.” 
Mr. FOSS. That is to correct the total. 


The question was taken, and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Naval Orleans, La.: 

$40,000 and grading, 

for yards $3,000; central electric light and power 
plant, rebuilding cross wharf, $10,000; strength- 
ening a floating dock, $9,500; railroad system, $5,000; 
underground conduit system, $5,000; drainage system, $8,000; saw- 

mill, boat shop, and storage for construction and repair, $60,000 ; 

toward the construction of street around naval station in lieu of Pat- 

terson street, $15,000; in all, navy-yard, New Orleans, $215,500. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out, 
commencing with the word “toward,” in line 15, down to and 
including * dollars,” in line 17. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 32, in lines 15, 16, and 17, strike out the words “ toward the 
construction of street around naval station in lieu of Patterson street, 
$15,000, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to call the at- 
tention of the committee to the fact that this appropriation of 
$15,000 to construct a street around a naval station can not be 
found in the estimates submitted to Congress. I have carefully 
examined the testimony of the Chief of the Bureau of Yards 
and Docks, and I find no reference whatever to this item. In 
his testimony the Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks says 
that the entire plant at New Orleans is valued at $1,091,000, 
$815,000 of which is invested in a dry dock. 
to put a $15,000 street around a navy-yard valued at $1,091,000, 
$815,000 of which invested in a dry dock; and if I be not 
mistaken, it is a floating dry dock. 

This paragraph is very instructive to anyone who will ana- 
lyze its provisions. The total estimates for improvements 
under the Bureau of Yards and Docks at the navy-yard at New 
Orleans submitted to Congress this year amounted to $270,000. 
The committee has allowed $215,000. The total estimates for 
improvements at the New York Navy-Yard this year amounted 
to $380,000; the committee allowed $128,000. 


Improvement of water front, 
$10,000 ; machinery and tools 


station, New 
levee improvement 

and docks 
to complete, $50,000 : 


yproaches to 


shop, 


York offers an 


is 


was appropriated for improvements at the navy-yard at New 
York, $95,000 for the navy-yard at New Orleans. Let me eall 
attention to the significance of these figures. In the construc- 
tion department at New York last year the maximum number of 
men employed was 3,355, the minimum, 2,786. The average in 


this one bure: 
tee suppose 


iu alone was 3,049. Now, what would the commit- 
was the number of men employed at New Orleans? 
Mr. MEYER. Does the gentleman mean that he is dissatis- 
fied with the appropriation made fer the New York Navy-Yard? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Not at all. If I had been dissatisfied 
I should have offered amendments at that point; although my 


experience in the past convinced me that it is hopeless for 
me to offer amendments to obtain appropriations for improve- 
ments at that plac But that does not prevent me from let- 
ting the committee see one of the means by which money is 
squandered in this bill. I spoke of the number of men em- 
ployed in one bureau at the navy-yard in New York. Let me 
state the figures with regard to the navy-yard at New Orleans. 
Only one bureau does any work there. That is the Bureau of 
Construction am amelie The maximum number of men em- 
ployed there last year was 110. The minimum number was 
13. The average number, 89. And yet they submit here a 


recommendation for yard improvements to cost $215,000. 


It is proposed here | 


Last year $82,000 | 
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More |; 


than that, minor repairs were made upon two vessels at that 
navy-yard. Let me contrast that with the navy-yard at New 
York, and I merely take the yard at New York because I 
am more familiar with what is done there. I am somewhat 
better acquainted with what is accomplished there than else- 
where. Five vessels are there under construction. Minor re- 
pairs were made upon forty-three, and what are called “ impor- 
tant repairs,’ made on twenty-four vessels. These figures are 
not n own; they are taken from the official reports of the | 
Navy Department. I understand that the navy 


-yard at New | the statement of the gentleman regarding the amount appr 





Ma y 








Orleans—if my information be not inaccurate—is from j= { 
feet below the levee. I am not sure of the exact figy) a 
probability is that some night the levee will break 4.) coer 
thing invested there will be swept out into the Gulf. ics 
Mr. Chairman, if I had an opportunity to determine | the 
other items might properly be cut down, I would offe; ooo 
ments to reduce them. I respectfully submit that at Jes , - 
this showing the Committee on Naval Affairs will not sa. 4. 
committee to appropriate $15,000 to build a street aroyng 4. 
hnavy-yard, an item which is not found in the estimates «)) 
ted in the Book of Estimates, which was not mention 
Chief of the Bureau of Yards and Docks, so far as I ¢: 
tain in his testimony, and which, in my judgment, is done ».. 
for the benefit of the nayy-yard, but for the benefit of ; 
New Orleans. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex; 
Mr. TAWNEY. I ask that the gentleman’s time 
tended for one minute. I want to ask him a question. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, it will be so ext, 
Mr. TAWNEY. Can you or any member of the « 44 
inform the Committee of the Whole as to whether or yo 
Government owns the land on which this street is to | 
structed around the navy-yard? 


city of 


Ired, 


| C CX. 


Ct the 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not know. 

Mr. FOSS. It is on navy-yard ground. I will say that we 
took a street which belongs to the city, that ran right straje 
through the navy-yard, in front of the dock; or, I will say. je 
tween the floating dock and the shops. We thought that it would 
be no more than fair to build a road around, inasmuch ag we 


had taken the 
from the city. 


main street, the main artery of travel, 


Mr. FITZGERALD. In the city of New York, in the Bor. 
ough of Brooklyn, the Government has a navy-yard consisting 
of more than 118 acres. It has the fee of the sidewalk. at 
least of the street, and in all of the years that it has had t 


it has never even put down a pavement upon the part of the 
street that is used for foot passengers; and if the committee 
is going to recommend the building of streets and putting down 
pavements, the least it might do is to commence at a place 
where some use can be made of such things. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I want to say a word. Of course, 
the committee provides for the navy-yards, and they need it, 
The New York Navy-Yard is the greatest yard in the United 


States, and in the years that are past we have spent 
neighborhood of $20,000,000—— 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Oh, no; 


in the 


the gentleman is mistaken; I 


| have the figures here. 


Mr. FOSS (continuing). That is a first-class yard, of course, 
and in good condition. There is no necessity of making — 
appropriations for it all the time. The yard at New Orlea 
is a new yard; it was authorized by Congress a few years ago 
and we are putting it in shape where we can do more work than 
was done during the last fiscal year. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman state how 


much is 


| expected to be spent there in order that it may do any appreci- 


able amount of work? 


Mr. FOSS. It is merely repair work. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. It has been that since 1849. 
Mr. FOSS. Oh, no; it’s only during the last few years that 


we have got a small repair station there, and that is al! we are 
going to have. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. That is evident from the fact that the 
average number of men employed there was thirty-nine 
year. 

Mr. FOSS. That shows plainly that the yard is not 
dition to do work, and therefore it needs more appropriations. 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. FirzgeraLp], who seems to have constituted himself censor, 
or we might even say the scold, of the House, in his 
shows that, while he may sometimes have good information, he 
much more freque ntly has misinformation, as 
his remarks in this case. He should know the caus vy so 
little work has been done at the New Orleans station arises from 
the incompleteness of the establishment. The largest steel 
floating dock in this country is located there, av e for 
the docking of vessels. The station being new, t! 


is ey ( mL DY 


th 

shops, construction and repair shop, and other nece toois 
are not ready to operate, and the appropriations | r0- 
posed will contribute to their completion and the el! y ol 
the yard. The comparison which the gentleman make t 
the New York Navy-Yard and that at New Orleans | 
one familiar with the situation as almost absurd and 1 
The New York yard is the largest in this country—w« say, 
a completed station. It has been fostered for many yes and 


























for it shows conclusively that it does not need much 
it has already. The New Orleans yard is still in 
ince I have been a member of the Naval Committee 
York yard has received ample appropriations yearly, 
complaint which the gentleman makes that he has | 
iseless to seek additional ones is, I am sure, entirely | 
dl. 
to the provision for the street at the New Orleans 
ventleman complains that he finds no estimate for it 
yeral estimates. That is true, because at the time the 
were submitted, some time between October and No- 
last, it was not known how much would be required. 
it was supposed that a very moderate sum would be 
for the purpose. The street, I will take occasion to say, 
yyernment property, within the bounds of the navy-yard. 
nee that it has received consideration by the Department, 
: to the Clerk’s desk a letter from the Secretary of the 
\ on that subject. 
; Clerk read as follows: 





a 
s 


rhe 


NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, May 8, 1906. 
erring to your request for the views of this Department re 
appropriation of $15,000 embraced in the pending naval 


: m bill toward the construction and improvement of the 
‘ eects in lieu of Patterson street at the naval station in New 
: ( La., you are advised that in view of the proposed cession by 
F New Orleans of Patterson street on the river front of said 


and its importance and value to the station and value to the 
; deemed proper and just that the public should have a good 
eets in place thereof as an outlet. 








engineer of New Orlean ifter a careful examination, esti 

the cost thereof to be $38,995.43 It is the opinion of the De 

: it, based upon a personal inspection by the Assistant Secretary 
Navy, that the work might be done efficiently, although not as 

1 less amount. The sum of $15,000 proposed to be appro 

pears reasonable, and the Department recommends that this 


' appropriated accordingly. 
Very respectfully, TRUMAN II. NEWBERRY, 


Acting Secretary. 


ApOLPH MEYER, M. C., | 
ember Committee on Naval Affairs, 
House of Representatives. 


4 


ir. MEYER. In further explanation, Mr. Chairman, permit 

» quote from a report made by the Committee on Naval 
Affairs of the House in the Fifty-eighth Congress (Report No. 
which is similar to the report made by Mr. HALg, of the 


Committee on Naval Affairs, having had under consideration the 
I. R. 18363) authorizing the Secretary of the Navy to construct 
iined road at the naval station, New Orleans, La., report the 
rably with the recommendation that it do pass. 
lowing letter in commendation thereof adopted as 
“3 report: 


is the 
NAVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, December 6, 1905. 
s The act making appropriations for the naval service for the 
r ending June 30, 1905 (32 Stats., 336), under the subheadings 
works, Bureau of Docks and Yards, navy-yards and stations,” 
‘Naval station, New Orleans, La.,”’ appropriates the sum of 
r “closing Pattison [Patterson] street, Saux lane, and 


son street runs along the water front of the Mississippi River 
he United States naval station property, Algiers, La., and the 
maintenance of this street as a public highway being in- 
e with the use of the station for naval purposes, the Depart 
zht and has obtained a cession from the city authorities under 
treet may be closed. In granting this cession, however, the 
rities have stipulated that a roadway be provided around the 
perty, in order that a suitable thoroughfare for the accommo- 
sublic traffic may be maintained. 
epartment is advised by the Attorney-General that by the ces 
mentioned the United States will obtain a valid title to the 
f the bed of Patterson street now lying between the naval 
and the river “upon the performance of the conditions” 
in the city ordinances making the cession. 


tary of the Navy Charles J. Bonaparte, in a letter of 
last, also recommends the construction of this street on 

s indicated. 
erson street runs along the water front of the Missis 
ver, as has been stated, and the land is very valuable. 
rovernment receives far more than it grants—in fact, it 
F ts nothing at all, since the new street is within the bound 

of its station. 
sentleman from New York reflects upon the committee's 
‘of doing business. Nearly every one of them has equal 
for the interests of the Government and far wider ex- 
than he. It ill becomes him to indulge in such criti- 


his comments on the value and condition of the New 
Station, that its location $0 feet below the level of 
‘*, and so on, I will in charity attribute it to his effort 
inny or sareastic; in either a most lamentable 


is 
case, 
mend him to the history of the legislation for its estab 


If he reads it, he will issue from it “a wiser, if not a 
man.” 
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amendment offered 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the 
by the gentleman from New York. 


The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
FITZGERALD) there were—ayes 9, noes 45. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Steel floating dry dock: Steel floating dry dock (to t $1.250.000) 
$100,000, , “ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of det 
on that paragraph. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move that the con ttee do how 
rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having ré 
sumed the chair, Mr. Crumpacker, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the of Uni reported that that 
committee had had under sideration the n | ppropria 
tion bill and had come to no resolution thereon 

ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills. 1 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills 
and joint resolution of the following titles, when the Six er 
signed the same: 

H. R. 13946. An act for the relief of Charles L. Allen: 

H. J. Res. 134. Joint resolution authorizing the construction 
and maintenance of wharves, piers, and other structures in Lake 
Michigan, adjoining certain lands in Lake County, Ind 

II. R. 18204. An act to authorize the Northampton and Hali 
fax Bridge Company to construct a bridge across Roanoke River 
at or near Weldon, N. C.; and 

H. R. 15095. An act authorizing the condemnation of lands or 
easements needed in connection with works of river and harbor 
improvements at the expense of persons, companies, or corpora- 
tions, 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bills of 
| the following titles: 

$.5498. An act granting additional lands from the Fort 
Douglas Military Reservation to the University of Utah; 

8.5796. An act to authorize the construction of a_ bridge 
across the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road ; 

S. 4976. An act to grant certain land to the State of Minnesota 
to be used for the construction of a sanitarium for the treat 
ment of consumptives; and 

S. 2296. An act restoring to the public domain certain lands 
in the State of Minnesota. 

SENATE BILL AND JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bill and joint resolution 
of the following titles were taken from the Speaker's tabl nd 
referred to their appropriate committees, as indicated bel 

S.5989. An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
across the Missouri River in Broadwater and Gallatin counties, 
Mont.—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

S. R. 54. Joint resolution authorizing a ¢| ge in the weighing 
of the mails in the fourth section—to the Committee on the 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

JOHN W. HAMMOND 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following message 
from the President of the United States: which, with tl n 
panying document, was ordered printed, and referred to the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions: 

To the House of Representatives 

In compliance with the resolution of the Il of R es 
(the Senate concurring) f May 9, 1906, I re n ere I ill 
No. S948, entitled “An act granting an increa f t n W. 
Hammond.’ 

I R 

Tue Wuite Howse, May 10, 1906. 

REPRINT OF BILL. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Speaker, I ask w is 
consent for the reprint of the bill Il. R. { s of 
which has been exhausted. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of the 
gentleman from New York? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. S ‘ I 1e 
reprint of the bill be granted 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will state to the ‘ ! n 
New York that in the judgment of the ¢ I i re 
printed only by unanimous consent or by te tior l on 
report of the Committee on It I ( ( y 
it can be done in that way, but it possibly « 

LEAVE OF ABSENCE. 

The SPEAKER laid before the Louse the request of Mr. 

Bowersock for a leave of abst e for t di on account of 


important business. 
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) 
} 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the request be | 
gral ! 
The tion was agreed to. 
ADJOURN MENT. 
Tl 5 o’clock and 15 minutes p. m.), on motion of Mr. 
1 the llouse adjourned until to-morrow at 12 o’clock m. 


TiVE COMMUNICATIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, 


) the following executive com- 
taken fron 











| ae 


| sion to Mary McFarlane, reported the same with an 





’ 
crease of pension to Eliza M. Buice, reported the sam th 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3945): Which saiq 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whic) ” 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17920) granting r 
crease of pension to Sallie E. Blanding, reported the sa) h 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3945): whi 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to whi 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17935) granting 
crease of pension to Andrew C. Woodward, reported th 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3946) : 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend: 
Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to wh), 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17940) granting a 
to Florence ‘Tilton, reported the same with amendment. ;), 
panied by a report (No. 3947) ; which said bill and report 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to wh 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18034) granting 4 yep. 
sion to Mary A. Montgomery, reported the same with : 
ment, accompanied by a report (No. 3948); which said } id 


tL Said 


| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


He also, from the same committee, to which was refe) 
bill of the House (H. R. 18073) granting an increase 
accompanied by a report (No. 3949); which said bill 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whi 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18106) granting 
crease of pension to Mary E. Patterson, reported the sa 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3950); which l 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to w!] 
referred the bill the House (H. R. 18262) granting . 
“ase of pension to John H. Broadway, reported the say vith 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 8951); i 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to whi: 
referred the bill of the House (HI. R. 18378) ing ; \- 
crease of pension to Martha A. Dunlap, reported the sanx h 





ar 





cre 


granting 





amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3952); which said 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to w! was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18399) grant 
crease of pension to Pauline Bietry, reported the same 
tinendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3953); whi l 


bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
He also, from the same committee, to which was refé 
bill of the House (H. R. 18400) granting an increase of 


to Elmira M. Gause, reported the same with amendnx 
companied by a report (No. 3954); which said bill and rt 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred t 
bill of the Heuse (H. R. 18402) granting an increase of pension 
to Lucy W. Powell, reported the same without amend 


mu were 1 the Speaker’s table and referred 
\ ‘ m the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, trans- 
the report of Cha M. Pepper on trade conditions in 
f Cy to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
( » ¢ ree 
, ] 1 the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
\ from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- 
| ion f payment of certain claims for rent 
{ the J ippines—to the Committee on Claims, and | 
( rl i. 
ssistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
the conclusions of fact and law in the French 
s tion es relating to the brig Rebecca, John B. Thurston, | 
( n » on Claims, and ordered to be printed. | 
I 5 OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

I r e 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
loy ( eve lly reported from committees, delivered 
I { il referred to the several Calendars therein 

frem the Committee on the Territories, to 
red the bill of the House (H. R. 133892) to 
1 confirm an act of the legislature of the 
to authorize and provide fer the construc- 
, and operation of a telephone system on the 
1 of ( 1, Territory of Hawaii, reported the same with 
inied by a report (No. 4001): which said 
t ere referred to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union. 
OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 
2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of | 
titles were severally reported from committees, 
‘ ("} nd referred to the Committee of the 
Co ‘ensions, to which was 
lous ) granting an increase 
» El he same with amend- 
r"¢ }; which said bill and 
war. 
/ ‘ of | from the Committee on Pen- 
1 the bill of the House (H. R. 6533) 
i] Salter, reported the same with { 
l by a report (No. 3938); which said | companied by a report (No. 3955); which said bill and report 
“i to the Private Calendar. | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
<4 f Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, to Mr. DICKSON of Illinois, from the Committee on FP ns, 
! the bill of the House (H. R. 11855) granting | to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18426) grant- 
1 to Mary A. Shelly, reported the same with | ing a pension to Elizabeth Hathaway, reported the su l 
“i by a report (No. 3939); which said | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3956); which 1 
l referred to the Private Calendar. bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
‘ ir. DRAPER, fr the Committee on Pensions, to which was Mr. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
ni he Ilouse (H. R. 12830) granting an in- | referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18460) granting a 
f o Hester A. Van Derslice, reported the same | to B. F. Tudor, reported the same with amendment, accon)| ed 
it, accompanied by a report (No. 3940); which 
re referred to the Private Calendar. 
fre he Committee on Pensions, to which was 
l of t] 1] (H. R. 16272) granting an in- 
‘ f | u to William D. Willis, reported the same with 
d by a report (No. 3941); which said 
rt ‘e refe i to the Private Calendar. 
I sal ‘ nittee, to which was referred the | 

(IT. R. 16525) granting an increase of pension 

a A i, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 

(No. 3942); which said bill and report were referred 

t ri alendat 
I iE ETT of Kentucky, frem the Committee on Pen- 
t was referred the bill of the House (1. R. 17825) 
rf an increase of pension to Bolivar Ward, reported the 
( th endment, accompanied by a report (No. 3948); 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Mir. MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17891) granting an in- 


by a report (No. 3957); which said bill and report were 
terred to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pen 
to which was referred the bill of the House (1. R. 18467) 
ing a pension to Rudolph W. H. Swendt, reported the san 


sunendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3958); which d 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Ile also, from the same committee, 


to which was referre:! the 
bill of the House (H. R. 18469) granting a pension to Sa 
Dean, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
report (No. 3959); which said bill and report were refer! to 
the Private Calendar. 
Mr. LONGWORTH, from the Committee on Pensions. to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18505) 
ing an increase of pension to M. Belle May, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 38960); Vv \ 
said bill and report were referred to the Private Calenda! 
Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to which 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18510) granting au i 





] 
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nension to Hugh R. Rutledge, reported the same with 
accompanied by a report (No. 3961); which said 
wrt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
in the same committee, to which was referred the 

llouse (H. R. 18539) granting an increase of pension 
it. Lomax, reported the same with amendment, ac 
by a report (No. 3962); which said bill and report | 

“1 to the Private Calendar. 

KSON of Illinois, from the Committee on Pensions, 

referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18542) 

n increase of pension to Sarah Ann Day, reported the 
h amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3963) ; 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
he bill of the House (H. R. 18551) granting an in- 
pension to W. D. Drawn, reported the same with 
it. accompanied by a report (No. 3964); which said 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
AIN. from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
the House (H. R. 18572) granting an in- 
nension to Allamanza M. Harrison, reported the same 
iment, accompanied by a report (No. ; which 
i report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
from the same committee, to which was referred the 
House (H. R. 18573) granting an increase of pen- 
1 M. Quinton, reported the with amendment, 
“il by a report (No. 3966); which said bill and 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

ENNEDPt of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 
is referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
ease of pension to William Lawrence, reported the 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3967) ; 
hill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

MES. from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 

the bill of the House (H. R. 18627) granting an in- 
sion to Elizabeth A. Anderson, reported the same 
mnied by a report (No. 3968); which 


Wis 


the bill of 


[ner 
erated ) 


saine 


ISGOS) gr 


rant 


ment etCcce i 
iment, a nn} 


nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
NNEEYT of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 


eferred the bill of the House (H.R. 18633) grant 


ease of pension to Jennie F. Belding, reported the 
ut amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3969) ; 


ill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
. from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
» bill of the House (H. R. 18651) granting an incre 
to Elizabeth Thomas, reported the same with amend- 
ied by a report (No. 3970); which said bill and 

e referred to the Private Calendar. 
ii of Kentucky. from the Committee on Pensi 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18654) 
rf an increase of pension to R. D. Gardner, reported the 
! ndment col l by a report (No. 3971) ; 


d bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 





ise 





} 
i 
; 
j 
a 


panied 


McLAIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to iich 
| the bill of the House (H. R. 18696) granti in 

of pension to Louisa C. Gibson, reported the ne 

endment, accompanied by a report 2); which 


(No. SS72 

nd report were referred to the Private Cal : 

from the same committee, to which was referi the 

House (H. R. 18697) granting an increase of p ion 

L. Beasely, reported the same with amendment, ac 

a report (No. 8973); which said bill and report 

i to the Private Calendar. 

fACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 

bill of the House (H. R. 18780) granting an 
nto W. C. Mahaffey, reported the same with 

nt, accompanied by a report (No. 3974); which said 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

T'T of Kentucky, from the Committee on Pensions, 

$1 the bill of the House (H. R. 18746) 

of pension to Isaac Howard, reported the 

ent, accompanied by a report (No. 3975) ; 
| bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
Iicuse (H. R. 18747) granting an increase of pension 

li. Colegate, reported the same with amendment, ac 
a report (No. 3976); which said bill and report were 

he Private Calendar. 

MACON, from the Committee on Pensions, to which was 
the House (H. R. 18794) granting an increase 
to William C, MeRay, reported the same with amend 

sanied by a report (No. 3977); which said bill and 

re referred to the Private Calendar. 
), from the same committee, to which was referred the 
the House (H. R. 18795) granting an increase of pension 


ena 











err? 
h increase 


ut amend 


‘oOmM 


Olli OF 


re- | 
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to James E. Raney, reported the same with 
panied by a report (No. 3978); which said | and r 


referred to the I ’rivate Calene ce 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on Pensions, to wh 
referred the bill of the House (H. R 
crease of pension to Eliza Witherspo« 


1SS2 


Jane 


with amendment, accompanied by a report (N 7 
said bill and report were referred to the Driy ( 
Mr. AMES, from the Committee on 
referred the bill of the H (E: BR: I ) 
crease of pension to Sophia S. Parker, r ted ’ 
} amendment, accompanied by a report (N yc y l 
bill and report were referred to the Priv 
Mr. HOGG, from the Committee on 1 
referred the bill of the House (Hi. R. 1 2) 
crease of pension to Joseph H. Weaver, r ed i 
amendment, accompanied by a report (N ! 
bill and report were referred to the ( 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, from 1 
sions, to which was referred the bill of th $ 
granting an increase of pension to Alexa W. ¢ 
ported the same with amendi it, | 1} ‘ 
2982); which said bill and report were ref« 1 to the Driv 
Calendar. 
Mr. MACON, from the Committee on P¢ S 


referred the bill of the (Ee 3g 


] . | 
ious 


crease of pension to Eliza J. Mays, rej; L the 
amendment, accompanied by a report (N 83) ; 1 said 
bill and report were referred to the Private 

Mr. AIKEN, from the Committee on TP to 
referred the bill of the House (H. I 2 y 
of pension to Mima A. Boswell, 1 rt ! 
ment, accompanie | IN | 


4 


report were referred to tl ce ; 
Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama, fror © ittes 
to which was referred the bill « ! (| | ) 
granting a pension to John W. W 
endment, accompanied by a report ; wh i 
bill and report were referred to t Private ¢ 
Mr. McLALN, from the C mM eon Pe 








referred the bill of the House (TH. R. 19001 
of pension to |] beth A. Mel I l 
amendment, accompanied b Ll re (N 
bill and report were referred to the Private ‘ 

Mr. LOUDENSLAS i. fi ( ( ) 
which was referred the ll of the Senate | 2 \ 
pension to Mary E. Bronaug 
ment, acc panied by a1 t | | 
report were ref 1 to I ( 

He also, f 1 the same ¢ ut 1 \ \ ref 
bill of the Senate (S. 1759) granting a pen » Lh 
trunk, reported the same with iendment, acco 


id bill 


which sa 
te Calendar. 


report (NO. SUSS) ; 
the Priv: 








He also, from the same committee, to which 
bill of the Senate (S. 2194) zg gal to W Lik. 
‘ ney, jr., reported the s { 
panied by a report (No. 38989); which said bill 
referred to the Private Calendat 
lie also, from the same comn e, to which : 
re | . 
ie Ss i thot t 
) wl hs i . 
vlendar 
Is e. to I 
bill of th RS ) ' ‘ ) 
es F. Ami re i ti sau out 
panied by a report a) 41); which said bill 11 
referred to he Priv e « I I 
He also, from th e committee, to l ! 


bill ‘ an it f 1 
William H. H. Robinson, repor the ! ul 
accompanied yey 
were referr 

He alse 


of the Senate 
by a report ( ' : ; 
d to the Private Ca! ir. 


», from the s ne committee. to 


bill of the Senate (S. 5536) granting ’ \ ‘ 
Clark, reported the same withor 
report (No. 3993) ; which said | t ) 
the Private Calendar 

tle also, from the same committee, to wl h 3] 1 7 
bill of the Senate (S. 5059) « nting an ‘ f \ , 
William I. Brewer, reported the same w t nend 


col inied by a report ( No. t)}: which said bill and 1 
were referred to Private Calendar. 


‘ He also, from the same « 


the 


ommittee, to which was referred the 
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bill of the Senate (S. 5670) granting an increase of pension to 
Isane L. Duggar, reported the same with amendment, accompa- 
nied by a report (No. BYO5 ) 
referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 


to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18910) grant- | 


ing an increase of pension to Philo E. Davis, reported the same 
without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 3996) ; 
which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TALBOTT, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14811) to au- 
thorize George T. Houston and Frank B. Houston to construct 
and operate an electric railway over the national cemetery 
road at Vicksburg, Miss., reported the same with amendment, 
accompanied by a report (No. 8997) ; which said bill and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

ADVERSE REPORTS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
to the Clerk, and laid or the table, as follows: 

Mr. CAPRON, frow: tne Committee on Military Affairs, to 
which was referred tie bill of the House (H. R. 8772) to amend 
the military record of James C. Howard, reported the same 
adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 3998) ; which said bill 
and report were ordered laid on the table. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House (H. R. 13944) to amend the military record 


of Capt. Samuel W. Baird, reported the same adversely, accom- | 


panied by a report (No. 8999); which said bill and report were 
ordered laid on the table. 

Mr. WILEY of Alabama, from the Committee on Military 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
9102) for the relief of Ephraim Hunter, reported the same ad- 
versely, accompanied by a report (No. 4000); which said bill 
and report were ordered laid on the table. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally re- 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 19148) to remove the limitation 
of the time for filing claims for additional bounty under act 
of July 28, 1866, as amended—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 19149) granting pensions 
to certain soldiers and sailors who served in the war of the re- 
bellion, and their widows—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. BROWNLOW: A bill (H. R. 19150) to change and 


fix the time for holding the circuit and district courts of the 


United States for the middle district of Tennessee, in the south- | 


ern division of the eastern district of Tennessee at Chatta- 
nooga, and the northeastern division of the eastern district of 
Tennessee at Greeneville, and for other purposes—to the Com- 
mittee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. VOLSTEAD: A bill (H. R. 
$70,000 to pay a claim due the State 
Committee on Appropriations. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A bill (H. R. 19152) limiting declara- 
tions under the desert-land act to surveyed lands and limiting 
assignments of desert entries to qualified individual 
men—to the Committee on the Public Lands. 

By Mr. HILL of Connecticut: A bill (H. R. 19153) to amend 
section 29 of the act of July 24, 1897, entitled “An act to pro- 
vide revenue for the Government and to encourage the indus- 
tries of the United States ’’—to the Committee on Ways and 


Means. 


19151) 
of Minnesota—to the 


By Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH: A bill (H. R. 19154) to amend | 
section 653 of the Code of Law for the District of Columbia, | 


relative to assessment life insurance companies or associations— 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. DAVIDSON: A bill (H. R. 19155) to amend section 
3738 of the Revised Statutes of the United States for 1878—to 
the Committee on Labor. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 
ing for the development and leasing of the mineral lands in 
Indian reservations, and for other purposes—to the Committee 
on Indian Affairs. 

By Mr. MANN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 153) directing 


; which said bill and report were | 


to appropriate | 


19156) provid- | 


! 
| 





the Interstate Commerce Commission to investigate and report | 


on block signals and appliances for the automatic control of 
railway trains—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 


iy Mr. CALDERHEAD: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 154) 
relating to certain public lands in the State of Kansas—to the 


Committee on the Public Lands. 





By Mr. REYNOLDS: A resolution (H. Res. 433) to p; 


. 7 . | ), , 

| Thomas a certain sum of money—to the Committee on \ a - 
By Mr. WOODYARD: A resolution (H. Res, 424) soe 
James Lotterberry, janitor of House document room, a ort.) 


sum of money—to the Committee on Accounts. 
By Mr. MONDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 435) auj 
the ‘appointment of a clerk to the Committee on Irrig. 


izing 


Arid Lands—to the Committee on Accounts. — 

By Mr. GOLDFOGLE: A resolution (H. Res. 486) proyiqy). 
for an examination so far as the Department of Justice a 
cerned, and all the matters cognizable by the Committe: 5), Rx. 
penditures in the Department of Justice under the rules of the 
House of Representatives—to the Committee on Rules. 

By Mr. LACEY: A resolution (H. Res. 437) providing soy the 
appointment of a clerk to the Committee on the Public Lands— 
to the Committee on Accounts. 

By Mr. MOON of Pennsylvania: A resolution (H. i: 438) 
providing for the consideration of the bill H. R. 17984 i the 


Cominittee on Rules. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were introduced and severally referred ag 
follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 19157) granting a pension to 
Sallie S. Ridmarsh—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. BEIDLER: A bill (H. R. 19158) granting an increase 
of pension to John E. Hunter—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A bill (H. R. 19159) to per- 
mit the payment to T. J. Larkin, as administrator, of the pen- 
sion money due Eugene Finnegan—to the Committee on 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 19160) grant- 


Inva- 


| ing an increase of pension to Mathew Macklem—to the (Com- 


mittee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A Dill (H. R. 19161) granting a 
pension to Marcus D. Tenney—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19162) granting a pension to Charles Van 
Tine—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19163) granting an increase of pension to 
Margaret Munson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. CASSEL: A bill (H. R. 19164) for the relief of the 
estate of David B. Landis, deceased, and the estate of Jacob F. 
Sheaffer, deceased—to the Committee on Claims. 

By Mr. CURRIER: A bill (H. R. 19165) restoring to the 


Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. DAVEY of Louisiana: A bill (H. R. 19166) granting 
an increase of pension to Blanche B. Badger—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 

By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: A bill (H. R. 19167) grant- 
ing a pension to Rhoda C. Fore—to the Committee on Inyalid 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19168) authorizing the President of thie 
United States to confer rank upon Maj. Joseph W. Wham, 
United States Army, retired—to the Committee on Military Af- 


| fairs. 
entry- 
| pension to Rebecea J. Williams—to the Committee on I[nyalid 


By Mr. DIXON of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 19169) granting a 


Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19170) granting a pension to John William 
Tungate—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19171) granting a pension to 
Ames—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (H. R. 19172) to correct t 
tary record of Pieasant Thomas, late of Company B, Pus 
nessee National Guards—to the Committee on Military .\ 

By Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 19175) to 
the military record of Henry Hayes—to the Committee « 
tary Affairs. 

$y Mr. FINLEY: A bill (H. R. 19174) granting an increase 


Esther 


Ten- 
ffairs. 
correct 
m Mili- 


of pension to Martha A. Billings—to the Committee Pen 
sions. 

By Mr. HERMANN: A bill (H. R. 19175) granting an i 
crease of pension to Josiah B. Arnott-—to the Com e on 
Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19176) granting an increase of |) n to 
Clara M. Burlingame—to the Committee on Inyalid [Peusions. 

By Mr. JOHNSON: A bill (H. R. 19177) grantil 1 in- 
crease of pension to Jane Elizabeth Kerr—to the Comiuitice on 


| Pensions, 


By Mr. JONES of Virginia (by request): A_ Dil! a. io 
19178) to direct the Secretary of War to convey to tle 
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Club the Hog Island light station, old site—to the Com- 
» Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

KELIHER: A bill (H. R. 19179) granting an increase 

ion to Eliza A. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid 


pension to Angeline Whitmarsh—to the Committee on | 


1 | Pensions. 


Mr. KJNKAID: A bill (H. R. 19181) to grant a certain 


| of land, part of the Fort Robinson Military Reservation, | 


x to the village of Crawford, Nebr., for park purposes—to 
the Committee on Military Affairs. 


\ir. LAMB: A bill (H. R. 19182) to refund legacy taxes | 
collected from the estate of Ella P. Williams, late of | 


R yond, Henrico County, Va.—to the Committee on Claims. 
by Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (H. R. 19183) for the relief of 


\ mn, D. Larkey—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 
. a bill (H. R. 19184) for the relief of L. J. Wilson—to 
the Committee on War Claims. 


~\jso, a bill CH. R. 19185) granting a pension to James M. 


Ni to the Committee on Pensions. 
~ leo. a bill CH. R. 19186) granting a pension to David Can- 
fic to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Jso. a bill (H. R. 19187) granting a pension to Elizabeth 
Alice Gayner—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


I iud—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso. a bill CHL R. 19189) granting a pension to Henry Berg- | 
do to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\Iso. a bill CHL R. 19190) granting a pension to Henry Gabel— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (CH. R. 19191) granting an increase of pension to 
Joshua T. Wolf—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

(iso, a bill (H. R. 19192) granting an increase of pension to 
John Thomas—to the Committee on Invalid Pensicns. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 19193) granting an increase of pension to | 
William H. Skeed—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill CHL. R. 19194) granting an increase of pension to 
James McDaniel—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also. a bill CH. R. 19195) granting an increase of pension to | 


Wellshire S. Hawley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 19196) granting an increase of pension 

Thomas Cameron—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 19197) granting an increase of pension 

Frank Marshall—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill CH. R. 19198) granting an increase of pension 

muel Emrick—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

\lso, a bill (H. R. 19199) granting an increase of pension 


to 
to 


to 
S 


to 


L. N. Kennedey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill (HL. R. 19200) granting an increase of pension to 
Thomas E. Miller—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 19201) granting an increase of pension to 
Joseph W. Kelley—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 19202) granting an increase of pension to 
George F. Downs—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill CH. R. 19203) granting an increase of pension to 
John B. Ellett—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 19204) granting an increase of pension to 
D ‘| Lichling—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 19205) granting an increase of pension to 
John Sonia—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
, a bill (HL. R. 19206) granting an increase of pension to | 
M VY. Cooper—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
\lso, a bill CH. R. 19207) granting an increase of pension to 
Milo G. Cook—to the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
“oO, a2 Dill CH. R. 19208) granting an increase of pension to 
] | Pendegras—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 19209) granting an in- | 


( © of pension to Joshua P. Rand—to the Committee on In- 
\ Pensions, 


Mir. NEVIN: A bill (H. R. 19210) granting a pension to | 


J layhen—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 19211) granting a pension to Elias M. 
rger—to the Committee on. Pensions. 


. 2 bill CH. R. 19212) granting a pension to James Quil- | 


» the Committee on Inyalid Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 
the record of George Sloughman—to the Committee on 

iry Affairs. 
Mr. OLMSTED: A bill (H. R. 19214) granting an in- 
~° of pension to John MeCarty—to the Committee on Inya- 

eChsions, 

\ir. OTJEN: A bill (H. R. 19215) granting an increase of 
to John Lengenfelder—to the Committee on Invalid 


+ ONS, 


‘oO 
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ra KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 19180) grant- | 


Also, a bill CH. R. 19188) granting a pension to Andrew J. 


19213) to remove the charge of desertion | 
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Also, a bill (H. R. 19216) granting an increase of pension to 
| Theophile Brodowski—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 
|} Also, a bill (H. R. 19217) granting an increase of pension to 
| William H. Burns—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
| By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H.R. 19218) 


) elas 


ions, 


| granting an increase of pension to Carrie Trotter 
mittee on Pensions. 

By Mr. REID: A bill (H. R. 19219) for the relief of Amasa 
and Edgar Bernard and the legal representatives of the estate 
of Susan E. White—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. RIVES: A bill (H. R. 19220) granting an increase of 
pension to Calvin Corsine—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. RIXEY: A bill (H. R. 19221) granting an increase of 
| pension to Emma Byles—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. RODENBERG: A bill (H. R. 19222) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Catherine Waryock—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R. 19223) granting an in- 
| crease of pension to Obadiah Derr—to the Committee on In- 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SHARTEL: A bill (H. R. 19224) granting an increase 
of pension to James L. Perryman—to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: A bill (H. R. 19225) granting an in- 
crease of pension to Joseph B, Jennings—to the Committee on 
| Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19226) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry G. Barnes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19227) granting an increase of pension to 
| Nancy Mitchell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19228) granting an increase of pension to 
V. W. Weeks—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19229) to correct the military record of 
James W. Pinkerton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

$y Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 19230) granting an 
increase of pension to Cornelius L. Leport—to the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 19231) granting an increase 
of pension to Frederick Hartman—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. a 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19232) granting an increase of pension to 
Samuel Workman—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


to the Com- 





CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Inyalid Pen- 
sions was discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 
19114) to extend the provisions, limitations, and benefits of an 
act entitled “An act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors 
who are incapacitated for the performance of manual labor, and 
| providing for pensions to widows, minor children, and depend- 
ent parents,” to the surviving officers and enlisted men of the 
Righteenth and Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas Volunteer 
Cavalry; and the same was referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


» 


_ 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: Paper to accompany bill for 
relief of Matthew McKlein—to the Committee on Invalid Ven- 
| sions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: Petition of Concordia Council, No. 
36, against consolidation of third and fourth class mail matter— 
| to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. CURRIER: Petition of citizens of New Hampshire, 
against bill S. 529 (the ship-subsidy bill)—to the Committee on 
| the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 
Also, petition of citizens of Swanzey, 
of conditions existing in the Kongo 
mittee on Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Mar- 
tha A. Billings—to the Committee on Pensic 





N. 
Free 


Hi., for 


State 


ion 
the Com- 


investigat 


to 


ms. 


$y Mr. FOSTER of Indiana: Petition of Crescent City 
| Council, No. 18, United Commercial Travelers of America, of 
| Evansville, Ind., against the parcels-post bill—to the Com- 


mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FOWLER: Petition of Brotherhood of Railway 
Trainmen, favoring restriction of immi to the 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the Westminster Presbyterian Church, of 
Elizabeth; F. G. Green, of Cranford; the Methodist Episcopal 


eration 


Com- 


Church of Madison; the First Presbyterian Church of Madison ; 
‘ Drew Theological Seminary, and the Men’s Club of the Presby- 
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| the recipient—to the Committee on the Post-Office 


| holm; 





Also, petition of John W. Rohrer, for amendment to t) 
law making legitimate all subscriptions paid for by oth, 
an 
Roads. 

By Mr. SOUTHARD: Petition of Hugh Guthrie, J 
Knight, J. R. Dilley, and J. W. Green, for the Dp; 
granting relief of $2 per day to all ex-Union prisoner 
in rebel prisons for longer period than thirty days 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. : 

By Mr. WADSWORTH: Petition of William MeKink 
cil, No. 125, Junior Order United American Mechanics. . 
port, N. Y., favoring restriction of immigration—to t| 
mittee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. WEBB: Paper to accompany bill for relief 
liam R. Watts—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Mary Ann 
to the Commiitee on Pensions. 

By Mr. WEEKS: Petition for relief of the landle 
of northern California and of southern California, fron 
of Massachusetts—to the Committee on Indian Affni 

By Mr. WOOD of New Jersey: Petitions of Camp N 
Merchantsville; Camp No. 25, of Delanco; Camp No 
Whitesville; Camp No. 5, of Dover; Camp No. 16, of 
Camp No. 87, of Lakehurst; Camp No. 23, of Palmy: 
No. 11, of Sterling; Camp No. 67, of Jersey City; Cai 
of Plainfield; Camp No. 2, of Camden; Camp No. 62, 
y; Camp No. 14, of Trenton; Camp No. 68, of ( 
Camp No. 9, cf Belvidere; Camp No. 58, of Alloway ; ( 
12, of Milford; Camp No. 19, of Danville; Camp N 
Smithburg; Camp No. 57, of Newfield; Camp No. 52, « 
Camp No. 30, of Plainfield, and Camp No. 42, of 
all in New Jersey, Patriotic Order Sons of America, 
restriction of immigration—to the Committee on I 
and Naturalization. 

Al petition of the editor of the Daily True Ame: 


bury ; 


8) 


| Carpenter & Son, publishers of the Clinton Democrat 


‘mendment to the postal laws making legitimate all 
tions paid for by others than the recipients of paper 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 





SENATE, 
IFripay, May 11, 1906. 
The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp E. Hate. 
The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of y 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scorr, and by u 


| consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 


te 1 Church of Westfield, all in New Jersey, for an anti- | 
pol iendment to the Constitution—to the Committee on 
tl 
4 ( onial ¢ ncil, No. 169, of Belvidere, N. J., | 
nd G l, No. 1 f Elizabeth, N. J., Daughters of 
Lil f i ict ff immigration—to the Committee | 
( 1 turalization. 
I LKERSON: Petition of the Andrew County En- | 
te e, the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- | 
1 VG | 
L: Pe on of the Neyada Business Men’s | 
| t called “ post-check currency bill ”’—to 
{ on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
KELIHER: Petition of the maritime committee of 
{ Chamber of Commerce, asking for the passage of 
| 2°62, to construct a derelict destroyer—to the Committee 
hant Marinegand Fisheries. 
, ition of the Alliance Israelite Universelle and the | 
of Jewish Organizations, protesting against the 
f the Dillingham bill—to the Committee on Immigra- 
|} iralization. 
f the Society for Political Study, of New York 
Cit ¢ for consideration of bills S. 50 and 2962 and H. R. 
~—-to the Committee on the District of Colu 
I Mr. JOHNSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
I beth Kerr to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of E. A. Russell et al., for the 
Cal | in behalf of employees of the navy-yards of the 
“l tes who have st either an arm or leg through no 
heir own, while on duty—to the Committee on 
to accompany bill for relief of State of Missouri | 
( is i )-—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. OLMSTED: Petition of the Board of Trade of Harris- 
preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee 
t 1d Harbors 
I Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to accompany 
l re of Carrie Trotter—to the Committee on Pensions. 
1 s to accompany bills for relief of estate of W. J. 
re é e of Samuel R. Ihly, estate of Pierson Peeples, 
Julia R. Speaks, estate of William Weekly, estate of 
I Turner, and estate of Elizabeth Youmans—to the Com 
ee ( VW Claims 
Ir. REYNOLDS: Petition of the Free Press, against the 
{ on linotype machines—to the Committee on Ways and | 
] per to accompany bill for relief of Henry Fash—to | 
1 { » on Invalid Pensions. 
tion of the Inquirer Printing Company, for an 
the postal laws making legal all subs tions 
rs than the recipients of papers—to the Com 
‘ the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
| M ICHARDSON of Alabama: Petition of Richard 
( if Thomas Williams—to the Committee on. War 
( 
RIXEY: Pa to accompany bill for relief of Wil- 
I to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
MI SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Camp Hawkins Home, 
I 1, So of the Army of the Philippines, for the Bonynge 
] lals for officers and men serving in the Spanish 
in the Philippine war after expiration of term 
t { » the Committee on Military Affairs. 
is of Charles F. Bushnell and J. W. Maley, for 
t to the postal laws making legal all subscriptions 
hers than the recipients of papers—to the Comuit- 
Office and Post-Roeads 
m of ¢ rles H. Bennett, favoring restriction of 
to the Committee on Immigration and Naturali- 
‘ITH of Maryland: Petition of Washington Camps, 
( ch Hill; 29, of Sudlerville, and 48, of Chester- 
trictic of immigration—to the Committee 
( 1 Naturalization. 
of the Showell Packing Company: the n- 
Packing Company, of Showell; Gilliss & Dashiell, of Quan- 
- ae Roberts, of Clara; Carver & Co., of Morumsco 
Nanticoke, and the Denton Canning Company 
J n the St of Maryland, praying th 1act- 
food bill n endment to exempt canned 
in terms of weight or measure—to 
tee on I » and Foreign Commerce. 
SMITH « nsylvania: Petition of the Woman’s 
( 1 Temperance Union and the Presbyterian Church of 
l'reeport, Pa., for an amendment to the Constitution abolishing 
D the Committee on the Judiciary. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


CARRYING 


The Journal stands appr 
DANGEROUS ARTICLES ON PASSENGER 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the 
message from the President of the United States; w 
read : 
To the 


Senate bill No, 5514 is returned herewith without approva 
set forth in the following report from the Secreta 
Labor: 


the honor 


OF dl 


Senate: 


res 
merce 

“y 
amend sec 


Ss 


sons 








. to return herewith the bill (S. 5514) 
tion 4472 of the Revised Statutes relating to the « 
dangerous articles on pa nger steamers, and to state, 
the request contained in the letter of May 5, 1906, that t 
ment objects to the approval of the bill for the following re 
* The word * passenger’ in the bill should be ‘ pa gers.” 
the Senate ‘ passengers’ and the House of Repres 


ve 









Che mistake was not detected and the bill was enrolled and 
the Speaker of the House and the President of the Senate 
word * passenger.’ In the opinion of the Department the cir 
of the passage of the bill are sufficient to raise doubt as to 


and question as to its application.” 
THEODORE R 

THe Waite House, May 10, 1906. 

Mr. FRYE.. I move that the message be referr 
Committee on Commerce and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FRYE. The Committee on Commerce was inf 
the mistake made in enrolling the bill or in the Hous: 
authorized me to report this morning and ask pré 
eration of the following bill. It is important that it 
passed immediately, owing to the fact that there are ! 
nowadays that do not carry launches propelled by n: 
some like power, and the yachting season is about con 
The ruling of the inspector-general in New York woul 
them of the privilege of using those launches. I r¢ 
the Committee on Commerce a bill to correct that 
which I ask may be now considered. 

The bill (S. 6129) to amend section 4472 of the 
tatutes of the United States relating to the carrying 


or 


S 


merit 


May 11. 


ised 


dau 

















articles on passenger steamers was read the first time by 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine asks for 


CONGRESSIONAL R 





nd the second time at length, as follows: 


ted, etc., That section 4472 of the Revised Statutes be, and 

hereby, amended by adding thereto the following provision 
ed, however, That nothing in the provisions of this title shall 
e transportation by vessels not carrying passengers for hire | 

any of the products of petroleum for use as a source of 
- for the motor boats or launches of such vessels.” 


it consideration of the bill which has just been read. 

ing no objection, the bill was considered as in Com- 
1 

ll was reported to the Senate without amendment, 

» be engrossed for a third reading, read the third time, 


FINDINGS OF COURT OF CLAIMS, 


VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica- 


) 
ra 


use 


the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, trans- 
certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 


f the County Court of Ste. Genevieve County, Mo., 


to the Committee on Claims, and ordered to be printed. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 
from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


*the Whole. 


0 
ited States; which, with the accompanying paper, was | 


its Chief Clerk, announced that the Speaker of the | 


d signed the following enrolled bills and joint resolu- 


| they were thereupon signed by the Vice-President: 
An act restoring to the public domain certain lands 


State of Minnesota ; 
An act to grant certain land to the State of Minnesota | 


TN T) T™ 


4 . 
WU ivi =“ 


1 for the construction of a sanitarium for the treat- | 


‘onsumptives ; 

An act granting additional lands from the Fort Doug- 
ry Reservation to the University of Utah; 

An act to authorize the construction of a bridge 
» Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road ; 


?, 18946. An act for the relief of Charles L. Allen; 


nts needed in connection with works of river and harbor 


i 


ents at the expense of persons, companies, or corpora- 


1095. An act authorizing the condemnation of lands or | 


18204. An act to authorize the Northampton and Hali- | 


} 


‘ 


re Company to construct a bridge across Roanoke River 
‘ Weldon, N. C.; and 


tes. 134. Joint resolution authorizing the construction 


tenance of wharves, piers, and other structures in Lake 


n, adjoining certain lands in Lake County, Ind. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


VICE-PRESIDENT presented a memorial of 6,000 rail- 


€ 


PLATT presented a petition of the Chamber of Com- | 


e 


n of Garrett, Ind., remonstrating against the adoption 


¢ 


endment to the railroad rate bill taking away the 


free transportation to the families of railroad em- | 


which was ordered to lie on the table. 


Troy, N. Y., praying for the ratification of the pro- 


pending treaty between the United States and Santo 


which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 


presented petitions of Local Grange No. 591, Patrons 
indry, of Stony Ford; of the Manufacturing Per- 
Association of New York City; of the Chamber of 
of Troy, and of sundry citizens of New York City 
lyn, all in the State of New York, and of the Ameri 


leration of Musicians of St. Louis, Mo., praying for the 


f the internal-revenue tax on denaturized alcohol; 
re referred to the Committee on Fi 





nce, 


‘ALLINGER presented a petition of sundry citizens of 


N. H., praying for an investigation into the existing 


ns in the Kongo Free State; which was referred to the 


Te 


. f 


e on Foreign Relations. 
® presented a petition of the national committee on 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Odenton, Md., 


r the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration; 


vas referred to the Committee on Immigration. 


liso presented the memorial of J. C. Oakley, of Woods- 


) presented a memorial of the Homeopathic Medical 


PALES 


the District of Columbia, remonstrating ag 
of legislation to regulate the practice of osteopathy 


District of Columbia; which was ordered to lie on the 


‘\ 


) 


H., remonstrating against the enactment of lk 
prohibit the issuance of free passes to rai 
and their families; which was ordered to 





Mr. DRYDEN present 
| clair, N. J., praying 


] 


lish a children’s bure: 
which were referred 


Pll cee th 


He also pre sented 


City, N. Y., praying 


national advisory board of 
which was referred to the 


bia. 


He also presented petiti 


East Orange, Plai 
Jersey, and of the 
Painters and ~< 

Somerville, Mass., } 
remove the duty on 
the Co nmittee Oll F 

He also presentes 
N. J., praying for 
migration; which w 
tion. 

He also presenter 
Seabright, Clinton, 
the State of New J 
tion to amend the 
tions; which were 
and Post-Roads. 

He also presentec 
Newark, N. J., and 
praying for the en: 
tation, exportatic 
or spuriously stam 
and silver or their 


tee on Interstate Comm 
Mr. HOPKINS pre 


‘ Lagrange, Sp 


anys, 


eatur, and Elwood, 


e 


removal of the inter 


which were referres 


1 


Cc 


1 


iiil 


j 


i 


Mr. NELSON pres 


Minn., praying for 


duty on denaturized alcohol; y 


mittee on Finance. 


Mr. PENROSE pres 


delphia and Mech: 


CNTMAT A PVT 
QS yt fh 4 


é 


to the C 


the 





ai-revenus 


pany, of Pittsburg 

of Local Granges Nos. 
Grange, No. 393, of Polk 
of Local Grange No. 
S72 Phil 


,of Tidal; of the 
adelphia; of 


Creek Grange, 


of Wellsboro, Patrons o 


vania, praying for 


denaturized alcohol ; 


Finance 


Mr. BRANDEGEE 
ciety of the Daughters of 


an investigation into 


the country; whicl 
tion and Labor. 
He also presente 
Association, of No 
zens of Bridge 
ternal-reyenue tax 


to the Comunittee « 


Mr. SCOTT present 
nwood 


ite of 


of Parkersburg, Be 
Weston, all in the St 


the enactment of 
passes to railroad ¢ 
dered to lie « ¢ 
Mr LODGE pi 
il of GQ 
Fitchburg, M 
amendment t I 
free t 
which were ere 
Mr. ELKIN 
ton, ClaArkKsbDt 
mont, all in t! . 


573, of Wilgus 

f Hus! and 
removal 
which 


of tl Est 


1 


which were ordere 


Mr. HOPKIN 


Chicago, Springfiel 





d 


y 


prese 


Lue 


was 


“d 





W 


to the Co 
nted titio 


‘ 


emo! 
Ju 
est \ 


mnted petitions « 





iS of sundry 
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Rock Island, Sycamore, Belleville, and Rockford, all in the State 
of Illinois, and of Louisville, Ky., remonstrating against the 
enactinent of legislation to prohibit the issuance of passes to 
railroad employees and their families; which were ordered to 


lie on the table, 
Mle also presented the memorial of J. E. Defebaugh, editor of 


the American Lumberman, of Chicago, Ill, remonstrating 
against the enactment of legislation to remove the duty on 
denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 

Mr. MONEY presented a petition of the Progressive Business 
League, of Gulfport, Miss., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation providing for the acceptance of the channel and the 
anchorage basin between Ship Island Harbor and Gulfport, in 
that State; which was referred to the Committee on Commerce, 
and ordered to be printed in the Recorp, as follows: 

Whereas there is now pending before Congress a bill to provide for 
the acceptance of the channel and the anchorage basin between Ship 
Island Harbor and Gulfport, Miss., and to repeal portions of the river 
and harbor act of March 3, 1889, relating thereto; and 


Whereas the said harbor and anchorage basin has been dredged and 
now accommodates vessels of 21 and 22 feet draft or more; and 

Whereas it is in the interest of commerce that the said channel and 
anchorage basin should be accepted and maintained by the Govern- 
ment Therefore, be it 


Resolved by the Progressive Business League of Gulfport, Miss., and 


the citizens of Gulfport in joint meeting assembled, That our im- 
mediate Representative in Congress and the Senators from the State 
of Mississippi be, and they are hereby, earnestly requested and urged 
to use every effort in their power to secure the passage of said bill, 


which is House 
Representative FE. J. 


resolution No, 18664, and which was introduced by 
Bowers on the 28th day of April, 1906; 


Resolved further, That we earnestly urge the Rivers and Harbors 
Committee of the House of Representatives of the Congress of the 
United States to favorably act upon said bill as speedily as possible, 
to the end that the same may be enacted into law; 

Resolved, That a copy of these resolutions be forwarded by the sec- 
retary of the Gulfport Progressive Business League to the Senators in 


the Congress of the United States from the State of Mississippi and 
to our immediate Representatives. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH presented a petition of sundry citizens 
of North Dakota, praying for the removal of the internal- 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

Mr. KNOX presented memorials of sundry Baltimore and 
Ohio Railroad employees and of sundry Southern Railway em- 
ployees, remonstrating against the passage of the amendment 
to the railroad rate bill prohibiting the issuing of passes to 
railroad employees and members of their families; which was 
ordered to lie on the table. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. WARREN, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
whom was referred the bill (S. 3927) to increase the efficiency 
of the veterinary service of the Army, reported it without 
amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. FORAKER, from the Committee on 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill 
power the Secretary of War, under certain restrictions, to 
authorize the construction, extension, and maintenance of 
wharves, piers, and other structures on lands underlying har- 
bor areas and navigable streams and bodies of waters in or sur- 
rounding Porto Rico and the islands adjacent thereto, reported 
it without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. NELSON, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
referred the bill (H. R. 17127) to provide for the subdi- 
vision and sale of certain lands in the State of Washington, re- 
ported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon. 


Pacific Islands and 
(H. R. 18502) to em- 


Wis 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 61380) for the advance- 
ment of certain officers of the Navy who served during the civil 


war and were retired prior to March 3, 1899; which was read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Naval 
Affairs. 

Mr. FRYE introduced a bill (S. 6131) granting an increase 
of pension to Frances A. Jepson; which was read twice by its 
title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the Com- 


+ " Y : 
inittee on Vensions. 


Mr. McCREARY introduced the following bills; which were 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commit- 


7 ; . 
tins 


tee on ¢ 


A bill (S. 6132) for the relief of the heirs of James H. Wood- 
hall, deceased: and 

\ bill (S. 6133) for the relief of Jake T. Patrick. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH introduced a bill (S. 6134) providing for 
eyance to the State of North Dakota of certain tracts 
of lay for the use and benefit of the North Dakota State His- 
t 1 Society : which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 


Mr. DANIEL introduced a bill (S. 


6135) granting a pension 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








May 11, 


a 





to Mary E. Hughes; which was read twice by its title, 


c , 7 al 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 6136) gran; a 
pension to Persis A. Gowen; which was read twice by jj 


and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BULKELEY introduced the following bills: whic! 
severally read twice by their titles, and referred to the ¢ 
tee on Pensions: 

. A bill (8. 6187) granting an increase of pension to Fan I 
ike; ; 


oO t. 


A bill (S. 6138) granting an increase of pension to F P 
Norton ; ; 
A bill (S. 6189) granting an increase of pension to F) \ 
Brusie ; i 
A bill (S. 6140) granting an increase of pension to Jy}i» \ 
sirge;: ye 
A bill (S. 6141) granting an increase of pension to Rajc, n 
C. Russell ; - 
A bill (S. 6142) granting an increase of pension to Fr ck 
M. Hart; - 
A bill (S. 6148) granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 


Northrop ; 
A bill (S. 
Savage; and 
A bill (S. 6145) granting 
Bolles. 


6144) granting an increase of pension to J[enry 


an increase of pension to 


ESTATE OF CHARLES M. DEMAREST. 


Mr. PLATT. I ask for the immediate consideration of the 
bill (H. R. 6101) for the relief of the estate of Charles \. 
Demarest, deceased, which was reported unanimously by the 
Committee on Finance. , 

The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, the 
Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, proceeded to its consid. 
eration. It proposes to pay to the legal representatives of the 
estate of Charles M. Demarest, late of Warwick, in the State of 
New York, $122.26, being the amount due on one first-inortgage 
preferred bond issued by the Champaign, Havana and Woeste) 
Railway Company, No. 251, and dated July 1, 1879, and paid 
into the United States Treasury on February 23, 1898, by thy 
clerk of the circuit court of the United States for the southern 
district of Illinois, in accordance with section 996, as amended 
by the act of February 19, 1897 (29 Stat. L., p. 578), which pro- 
vides that money remaining in the registry of court unclaimed 
for ten years shall be deposited to the credit of the United 
States. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- 
dered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


EXTENSION OF IRRIGATION ACT TO STATE OF TEXAS. 


Mr. BAILEY. I ask unanimous consent for the present con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 14184) to extend the irrigation act 
to the State of Texas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is a memorandum on the bil 
indicating that the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. li 
wishes to be present when the bill is considered. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. The Senator from Massachusetts is here 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill will be read. 

The Secretary read the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. I hope the bill may not be passed by unanimous 
consent. It seems to me to bea very important bill, and I \ 
an opportunity to look at it and at the report before it is taken 





GE ] 


up. I have been so busy that I have not had an opportunity to 
do so. I hope it need not be pressed at this time. If seciis to 


me to be a very large question. 

Mr. BAILEY. No, Mr. President; it simply extends the law 
already existing to the arid regions of Texas; and Tex:is e 
the people who go to mill, takes her place in the rear of all 


the others, to wait until all that has been provided ! he 
others has been accomplished. 


Mr. LODGE. Are there public lands of the United States in 
Texas? 
Mr. BAILEY. Not an acre of public land belongs 


United States. 
Mr. LODGE. That seems to me to be a very importa 
Mr. BAILEY. But the Senator understands that no! y is 
given to anybody, but that all who get the benefit of this 
compelled to return an equivalent to the Treasury. I! 


to me that if the people of the arid regions of Texas im 
their equivalent to the Treasury they are entitled to as 
much as the people of the arid regions of any other > or 
Territory. . 

Mr. LODGE. I agree with the Senator; I think t! : 
but my understanding of the legislation we have had ) 
was that the sale of public lands furnished the funds | a 


the work of irrigation was carried on. 











BAILEY. 


ODGE. 








That is true. 
Now, Texas has no public lands of the United 





That is true. 
1QODGE. Therefore, where are the funds coming from? 
‘AILEY. They will come from the same source that the 
1 in other States come from; and like all the money 
1 to any other State, it must be repaid into the 


sAILEY. 


say to the Senator from Massachusetts frankly that I 
sympathize with this original legislation, but it was 
upon by the Government, it has been prosecuted with 
ess in certain regions, and I do not believe that there 
fair disposition to exclude from the provisions of 
ny arid region in the Republic. 
HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Texas allow me? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
itor from Illinois? 
BAILEY. Certainly. 
IPIKINS. I wish to suggest that as I remember the law | 
will be practically on the same basis as the other States ; 
will be given out; and the money received from 
‘ce is used to return the advances made by the Treas- 
all of the irrigation purposes in various States. So if 
ilion or money or a million or five hundred millions is 


ny 


Does the Senator from Texas yield | 


Se] 


‘rexas there will be the same facility for returning it 
s that there is in Idaho or Montana. 

-AILEY. That is precisely true. 

LODGE. That is the point I wanted to get at. The 


! s taken from the funds of lands in other States. 
BAILEY. But the lands in the other States do not be- 
the other States. 
\lIr. LODGE. No; they belong to the United States. 
‘Mr. BAILEY. They belong to a common fund. 
LODGE. Certainly—the United States. 
BAILEY. They belong to the common fund of the peo- 
In other words, they belong just as much to the State of 
as they do to the State in which they are situated. I 
ber once, when a Member of the House, trying to grant 
lands to the States in which they were situated, but I 
| not secure the favorable consideration for that proposition. 
HANSBROUGH. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
Senator from North Dakota? 
Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. Is this a request for unanimous con- 


\ 


Mr. BAILEY. It is. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I dislike to object, but I want to make 
ther examination of the bill and perhaps, at another time, 
ine amendments to it, if the Senator from Texas will 
t to go over. 
BAILEY. Of course I assume when the Senator says he 
to examine it that he means exactly what he says, and 


| s not mean it as a mere matter of delay. 
IIANSBROUGH. Not at all. 
Mr. BAILEY. I assume that, and I withdraw the request. 
) IIANSBROUGH. I think the Senator will acquit me of 


ving entered into an effort to delay any measure. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The request is withdrawn. 
SHERMAN AVENUE, IN THE CITY WASHINGTON. 
GALLINGER. I move that the bill (S. 5882) to provide 
reassessment of benefits in the matter of the extension 
lening of Sherman avenue, in the District of Columbia. 
‘ other purposes, be recommitted to the Committee on the 
t of Columbia. 
notion was agreed to. 


OF 


ASSOCIATION MILITIA. 
\LLINGER. Mr. President, a few days ago the Sen- 
d to be printed a public decument known as “ Docu- 
the proceedings of the annual meeting of the 
tion of the Naval Militia of the United States. As 
’ but a few numbers available, I move that 1,000 addi 


OF NAVAL 


be printed for the use of the Association of the 
Militia of the United States. 
tion was agreed to. 
AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS. 
BURKETT submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 


te $15,000 for the extension of forest planting on forest 
of which not to exceed $2,500 may be used to con- 
permanent station building on the Disuial River Forest 
Nebraska, intended to be proposed by him to the .agri- 
appropriation bill; which was referred to the Commit- 

\griculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. LATIMER 


submitted an amendment providing t { 
trons on all rural free-delivery mail routes that are now 
lished or that may hereafter be established may put up for t 
| individual use boxes constructed of such material as t 
desire, ete., intended to be proposed by hi to the post 
appropriation bill; whith was referred to tl Cc ee « 
| Post-Offices and Post-Roads, and ordered to be pri ! 

Mr. BLACKBURN submitted an amendment proposing to a 
propriate $1,200 for the salary of one inspector pi’ 
ucts in the District of Columbia, intended to be proposed 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill; which w 
referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to 
printed. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—LEWIS D. SIMMONDS. 

On motion of Mr. WARREN, it was 

Ordered, That on the application of Lewis D. Simmonds, he 


thorized to withdraw from the files of the Sena 
panying Senate bill No. 2073, Fifty-second Conger 
titled “A bill to remove of desertion fr« 





the charge the ! y 
of Lewis D. Simmonds,” there having been no adverse report there 
AGRICULTURAL LANDS IN FOREST RESERVES. 

Mr. FULTON. Some days ago I entered a motion to recon 
sider the vote whereby the bill (H. R. 17576) to provide for 
the entry of agricultural lands within forest reserves was 
passed. I did so at the request of the Senator from Idaho 
{Mr. HeyspurN], who desired to examine it and perhaps s 
mit an amendment. Since then he has, I understand, id tl 
the motion may be withdrawn. I ask leave, therefore, at this 


time, to withdraw the motion to reeonsider the 


the bill was passed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


vote by 


The Senator fro 


| draws the motion to reconsider and the bill stands passed. 


FOREIGN-BUILT DREDGES 


Mr. FRYE submitted the following report: 


The committee of conference on the disagreeing votes of 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. 
395) concerning foreign-built dredges, having met, afte 
and free conference have agreed to recommend an rer 
mend to their respective Houses as follows 

That the House recede from its disagreement 
ment of the Senate and agree to the same. 

Wo. 

J.” 

JAMES 
the 

C.. H. 

THOs. 
Conferees on the part of 





to the 


P. FRYE, 

GALLINGER, 
H. Berry 
Conferees on 
GROSVEN( 
SPIGHT, 


the 


The report was agreed to. 
REGULATION OF RAILROAD 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have a 
grams here from gentlemen in Illinois. I 
them be read, and will present the 


RATES. 
large 
will a 
balance without 


that one 


re 


| 
Sis 


They are all upon the question of free passes to certain clas 








of people. I ask that the telegram which I send to the table 
read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The telegram will be read, if tl 
is no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

lelecram. ] 
( ‘ Int V 1 1 
S. M, CuLLom, 
United States Scnate, Washinaton, D. ¢ 

One hundred and twenty-five thous i rai ‘ 
vigorously protest against the Se 
families dents from securi ree ft ; : | 
deprive u nly privilege 1 ru ted 1 \ 
for our i to travel wit I 
tended for this in our organizations r twent 
tainly deplore the attitude of Senate in 

\ ‘ 
Chief Cond tor Orde of Railway Cr 

Mr. CULLOM. I simply desire to say t I 
number of other dispatches of like tenor, and I 
that they may be considered I ask that tl 
table, as it is not worth ile to refel ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT It will be » ¢ ere 

Mr. WARNER. I present certain telegr: l ask that 
first be read and that all the telegrams b l in 
RECORD. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Does the Senator Miss 
to print the telegrams in the Rrcorp 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri 


kindly restate his request. 


number of te 


the 


R 
\. 


part of the SS te. 


House. 


\V 


full 


amend- 


ill 





6668 


Mr. WARNER. I ask that the first telegram be read and that 


the others be printed in the Rrecorp. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of | 


the Senator from Miss 


url? 
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Mr. BLACKBURN. Mr. President, if every member of the 
Senate were to print in the Recorp all the telegrams he has 
received upon this subject, estimating them from my own ex- | 
perience, the Recorp would be burdened for the next two months | 
to come. 

Mr. WARNER. I could have burdened it for four months, 
but have ‘ew tions. However, I withdraw the re- 
quest » RECORD. 

rl The Senator from Missouri re- 
qu 5 » dispatch he has sent to the desk. 

Mr. BL:z nly intended by what I said to make | 
this point clear, that if one Senator is to print in the Recorp all | 
of these protesting telegrams it would be but fair that every 
other Senator s! ld do the same thing. I have received sev- 
eral score, probably hundred of them, but thought it would be 
too burdensome to the Recorp for all of them to appear there. 

Mr. WARNER. In reply I wish to say that I do not wish to 
burden the Recorp. I have possibly done so as little as anyone 
in the matter of printing in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
will read the telegram. 

Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, allow me to make one remark, | 
lest I may have been misunderstood. I did not ask that the | 
telegrams 1ich I sent to the desk be printed in the REcorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. They were not so ordered. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I have in my hand about fifty, | 
nd I have twenty-five more that ought to go in the Recorp if 
those nt to the desk by the Senator from Missouri go in. 





Mr. FRYI The Senator from Missouri withdrew his re- 
\ E-PRESIDENT Is there objection to the reading 

of the telegram, as requested by the Senator from Missouri? 
| Cha Ss m 

he Secretary read as follows: 

[ Telegram. ] 
MEMPHIS, TENN., May 10, 1906. 

Ss \ W I 





of the otive engineers of Division 502, Brotherhood of 
Engineers, at Kar City, Mo., yo i qu “i to use 
1 vot nst t endment late 2261, we 
] this ame me ore l irdship 
f road ip i1roughs count! 

: 7 W. H. M », Chief Engineer Division 502. 
\ h-PRESIDENT. The dispatch just read and the 
t to the desk by the Senator from Missouri will lie on 







M FORAKER I have a telegram from the Grand Interna- 
| 1 of ] omotive Engineers, which I think 
put in the Recorp, and I have about a 
ed otl I will ask some one to relieve me of. I 

! to the desk to be filed. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
le by 10 Senator from Ohio? The Chair hears none, and 

retary will read the telegram. 
fhe Secretary read as follows: 
lelegram 
MEMPHIS, TENN., May 10, 1906. 
} ” . Oy ee 
t ( nd International Brotherhood of Locomo- 
ention t ay that we earnestly protest against the 
d that discriminates against the issu- 
) 1d officers of the different railroad ‘organi 
y the employees in the different classes of 
estriction of the issuing of trans- 
employees upon the dif railroad sys 
n unfair and unjust dis ition against 
and we hope that you it do all in your 
» of this obnoxious amendment to the rate 
W. S. Stoner, Grand Chief Engineer. 

I Vik PRESIDENT. The dispatches sent to the desk by 











| after and accommodates him. 


bow! 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the g, 
will read as requested by the Senator from Alabama. 


The dispatch was read, and ordered to lie on the t: 


follows: 
[Telegram. ] 
3IRMING 
JoHN T. MorcAn, BIRMINGHAM, ALA., May 
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.: 
Understand 
roads issuing 


hardship, and 


Senate committee considering resolution forbid 
free transportation employees families. This 
hope you will use your influence to defeat. 


J Brya 


+ Wi 
President Brotherhood Railicey + 


Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, during the pend 
the railway rate bill I have received just one letter fro) 
zen of New Hampshire concerning it, and he is a yp 
keeps a little country store and finds fault because an 
train does not stop to take a quarter of beef to the Bos 
ket for him when another train comes along two or thr 
So from my experience 


| not an overwhelming demand for this legislation in Ney 


shire. 

In the matter of the employees of the railroads, w) 
about 4,000,000 people granted the privilege of free | 
have received just one telegram. I presume it is fro: 
Hampshire man. It is dated Memphis, Tenn., and | 
is attending a convention at that point. I will simply 
to the desk without reading. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The telegram will lie on t! 

Mr. GALLINGER. I should think it very probah| 
rate bill lingers much longer in the Senate, I may rec 
tional telegrams, as this seems to be an infectious diss 


Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, I received a telegram 
president of a railroad company, saying that this | 
excluding the employees and their families would 


mental both to the railroads and to the employees; 
present privilege which they enjoy gives them content: 
it is regarded as a great boon; that they are more f: 
the service than they would be without it, and he th 
was a very decided mistake to make. 

I think in the amendment adopted there was another 
made equally great. It applied to attorneys exclusi\ 
ployed by railroads. That would only apply to a very fi 
neys in the United States. It would not apply to 
attorney, and the attorneys who are exclusively empl 
railroad have but little, if any, occasion to travel on t 


| They are in their offices attending to the general busi! 


railroad and are not traveling, while the local att 
called upon to travel every few days to look after aff 
disasters and all that sort of thing. I think those tw: 
were made in that amendment, and when the am 
before the Senate I hope some one will correct the n 
no one else does, I will try to do it myself. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I send telegrams to the desk, not 
them read, except the one which I have indicated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ind 
quests the reading of a dispatch. Without objection, t 
tary will read it. 

The telegram was read, and ordered to lie on the 
follows: 

(Telegram. ] 
PRINCETON, IND., May 
Senator A. J. BEVERIDGR, 
Washington, D. C. 

There are 600 railroad employees here who want the pass 
modified so as to include families of employees; otherw : 
will result to railroad men. 


ise gl 
M. W. Fu 
Attorney Southern Railroad ¢ 
Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, following the 
upon in these telegrams and the remarks by the Sen 
Maine with reference to the attorneys of railroads, 
in my opinion, that there should be an a! 
if that part of the bill is to stand, permitting the ov 
care takers of live stock to be passed from their hoi 


subje 


necessary, 


e on the table. point of shipment and on the freight trains with th 
Ir. M tCEARY I have received a number of telegrams on | the point of delivery and back to their homes as h 
ubject referred to similar to the one which has just been | been the practice. 
I will not ask that any of them be published in the There should be no objection to such an amendme! 
but I simply make the uncement that I have re-| railroad companies are willing to pass on freight tr 
telegrams, and I hope we will have an opportunity | with live stock, the owners and the necessary men 
! the amendment which was passed when the bill | of same, because it insures more humane treatment en 
senate | a better condition of live stock in arriving at destin 
[ORGAN As all classes of persons interested in mat- | slaughter. 
{ of 1 ind ought to be represented, and as I represent a Nearly all live stock is shipped through more than ¢ 
uency who have very little voice in the Federal | to reach the markets for slaughter, a large portion of i 
I will send to the desk and ask to have read the | from the western country, going to Missouri River po! 
ving dispatch | Chicago. The railroads, in making up freight charge 
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ive really included the expense of carrying the men in There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to be 














But under the proposed law, unless an amendment | noted, and to lie on the table, as follows: 
one proposed is adopted, they can not put these men on | A telegram from the Order of Railway Conductors of ¢ 
of lading or pass them with the stock, nor from the | land, Ohio; and 
ier’s residence to and including point of shipment and A telegram from the Grand International Brotherhood 
delivery—that is, from his home, the round trip, back | Locomotive Engineers of Memphis, Tenn., remonstratin eainst 
e, without collecting regular fare. While it is true, | the adoption of the amendment to the raily 1s hill 
speaking, that railroads are compelled to receive, | hibiting the issuance of free transportation to bo fide e 
id deliver live stock without the owners or agents | ployees and their families. 
+ them, ete., for loading, unloading, and caring for the Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to introduce « l 
route, yet it is a common interest for the railroads, | the form of petitions similar to those which hav 
‘arrying their own men under salary, to carry the |} sented. 
his men free without payment for service, the owners There being no objection, the telegrams were 01 ed 
ing to contribute the service of their men and includ- } noted, and to lie on the table, as follows: 
d and incidental expense, excepting only transporta- Telegrams from citizens of Columbia, Greenville. ¢ rleste 
sake of better treatment for the stock. The public Winnsboro, Florence, and Timmonsville,. all in the S te 
etter served, in that the live stock is more carefully | South Carolina; of Garrett, Ind.. and of Chieag 
id unloaded and arrives at destination in a less bruised | strating against the enactment of legislation to { 
{ condition. issuance of passes to railroad employees and their far ‘ 
both parties ought to desire the continuation of the | Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, is the 1 ning bi 
ce. Owners of live stock can not afford, in addi- | closed? 
recular freight charges, wages of men, board, etc., The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not closed 
hen riding over freight trains, as they do in one | [Several bills were introduced, which appear und 
t least with the stock. Nor have we any reason to | proper heading. 
t the railroads will reduce the freight charges suffi- | Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I do not wish 1 
ver the fares if paid under the proposed law. |} put in the Recorp, but I should like to send them ( x 
rractically has been no misuse or abuse of this trans- | and say that I have received a great many more ot ul 
since it is individual and nontransferable. It has | kind. 
ed by all railroads alike, and hence does not tend to There being no objection, the telegrams w d 
or discrimination, and of course causes no criticism noted, and to lie on the“table, as follows: 
19 one an injustice. Telegrams from the International Association of M 5 
offer such an amendment at the proper time, if it is | of Denver, Colo.: from the officers and members of ] D 
d by « thers, in the following words: | sion No. 29, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineer of Pueblo, 
ners and care takers of live stock when traveling with such | Colo., and from the officers and members of L iD n No 
n going to point of shipment or returning from point of | 541, Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers. of Deny ‘ 
: ae Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have rs ved x or eigl 
BEVERIDGE. I desire to know whether or not it is | qozen of these telegrams, which I now present 
r at this time to offer an amendment or to serve notice | ‘There being no objection, the telegrams were ordered to lie on 
| offer an amendment to the amendment intended to | the table, as follows: 
| by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON]|? If Telegrams from E. M. Smith. of MeDo! ch. Ga.: of A. C 
to present such an amendment at this time. Smith, of Selma, Ala.: D. H. Hopper and M. J. RB e. of At 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment can be presented | Janta: L. O. Swain. C. P. Weekly, T. J. Russell, of A +i 
, 7 . : ton & Cummius, of Savannah: J. D. Herman f EF 
VERIDGE. Then I desire to give notice that I will | w. p. Kiddo and W. C. Warrell. of Cuthbert: T. E. Dun! 
nd the amendment which is intended to be proposed | yfacon: Jos ph B. and Bryan Cumming, of August aw wu 
Senator from Texas, when he offers such an | wick, of Smithville: A. G. and Julian MeCarrs rH 
( as follows: Add after the word “ dollars, on line J. W. Whidlen and A. G. Jen w of Macon: D I 
nendment as proposed in the print, the following, which Bishop, of Eastman; J. I. Hall, of Macon: Dors R 
| because I think I can read it better than the clerks: Howell & McDaniel. of Atlanta: T. S. Moves. of § 
That said carrier of interstate commerce may, by arrange- | W. A. Winburn, of Savannah, S. F. Parrott. of Macon: S! 
ther carriers of interstate commerce, provide for free trans- | & Maddox, of Dalton; H. Sterling, of Macon; J. D. Hu 
f its bona fide employees and their families over the lines of : — : mn ; : 
riers in connection with said free transportation over the | Americus; N. E. Harris, of Macon; T. B. Cabiness 
rrier providing said free transportation. | A. S. Bussey, of Wrightsville; Bennett & Conyer ( B 
ILLMAN. Mr. President—— wick; J. Randolph Anderson, of Savannah; C. E. J ( 
POONER. Mr. President, I simply rise for the purpose | lumbus; Thomas K. Scott, of Augusta; John B. I f At 
hat n anticipating this eruption of telegrams, I left lanta; C. R. Faulkner, of Dalton: Fermon B é 
nty-five at home. W. H. Harris, of Fort Valley; Homer Di SO of Ma 
| against the amendment offered by the Senator from | Simon W. Hitch, of Waycross; J. B. Burnside c.f 
Mr. CULBERSON] for the reason that it deprives railway Laughlin, of Hamilton; John H. Welsh, « Atlar ; George EB. 
f the right to give passes to the families of their | Florence, of Augusta; R. L. J. Smith, of Jeff ' 
I could see nothing whatever to justify that restric- | Woodall, of Atlanta; Oscar J. Coogler, of Jon M 
destroys a practice which has existed for a great many | Sandwich and B. L. Tysinger, of Thomaston; A. C. Br 
| to which I think employees are fairly entitled, and I | Commerce; R. B. Edwards, of East 1s W. P. ¢ Hi} 
they should be deprived of it. Under that amend- | McPherson, of Carroliton; E. T. Brown, of Atl 
Spalding, of Atlanta, and J. J. Strickland, « At 
\ FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— | State of Georgia 
E-PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senator from Wis-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is ¢1 
ld to his colleague? | and the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished busi 
\LDRICH. Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, re | ‘ 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island | sideration of the bill (MH. R. 12987) to amend a: entitled 
« his question of order. “An act to regulate commerce,” approved Februar 1SS7 I 
‘OONER. Why does the Senator raise a point of order | al! acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the | rs ¢ 
hen he has sat here quietly through all this debate? | Interstate Commerce Commission. 
\LDRICH. Iam trying to raise it on everyone so far as | Mr. SPOONER. Now, Mr. President, without be 
My point of order is that this discussion is not now in | to the point of order by the Senator from Rhode | 
| own right will finish what I was about conc! n¢ > 
SPOONER. It will be in order when the bill comes be- Under the amendment offered by the Senator fror Kas tl 
I senate. might very well happen, and it illustrates t : 
4 © VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair sustains the point of | restriction. If an engineer staying at his post e of d 
( \re there further bills or resolutions to be introduced? ger to save a train load of passengers is rtall vounded, his 
DICK. I send to the desk, not to be read or printed, | wife and children could not get to his bedside by courtes 
of like character as those already received, to be | of the company which he serv: nd to whose terest, as well 
the Rrecorp simply as petitions are noted as the publie interest, he had been faithful ut they wouid be 


vi E-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request | obliged to pay their fare. 
( senator from Ohio? | If there is a band of men in the United States entitled—their 








families as well as themselves—to the consideration of their 
employers, it is the railway train men, who are faithful, de- 
voted, brave, and patient. It is a rare thing, Mr. President, for 
one of them to be found shirking his duty. 


I voted against this amendment because my colleague had | 


offered an amendment which in this respect seemed to me infi- 
nitely more just to the railway men of the country, and when 
the time comes . 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the senior Senator from Wis- 
consin yield to his colleague? 

Mr. SPOONER. I do. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. The amendment which I had proposed 
to offer 

Mr. SPOONER. I referred to that. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Requires a little further amendment in 
order to meet objections which have been raised here this morn- 
ing, and at the appropriate time (I would do it now if it could 
be done) I should like to offer that amendment for consid- 
eration. 

Mr. FRYE. Will the Senator from Wisconsin yield to me one 
moment? 

Mr. SPOONER. Yes. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It would relieve many Senators from 

{ 
which will continue to pour in upon us. L think the matter 
could be settled here in fifteen minutes if a proper provision 
is presented, and it could be done by unanimous consent. 

Mr. FRY. I wish to say for the information of the Senator 
from Wisconsin that when the bill is*in the Senate it will be 
open to amendment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand that. 

Mr. FRYE. And haying been agreed to now, it is not open 
to amendment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I understand that. I was precluded 
from offering the amendment at the proper time in Committee 
of the Whole, because I chanced to be off the floor when the 
last line of section 1 was under consideration, and we passed 
the point when I could have offered the amendment. I shall 
offer it in the Senate whenever we take the bill up for considera- 
tion there. 





| offer it, to still further completely remedy the defects to vy) 
having to respond to a large number of telegrams and letters | 


| ator from Indiana [Mr. BrevertipGE]. 
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has partly covered by a proposed substitute to his own 4 








ment, allowing railway companies to issue passes to the - 
ployees and the families of their employees as they alway a 
done. That is all. : sla. 
Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vi . 
sin yield to the Senator from Indiana? ee 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I have not spoken on this sph 


ject before. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair first recognized ¢)). Sen- 
Mr. LODGE. I thought the Senator from Indiana }\aq al 
ready spokert. ee 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I have not spoken on this subject 


° . . ince 

the bill was taken up this morning. ™ 
Mr. President, I merely rise to call the attention of the Sena. 
tor from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner], and the attention o; his 


colleague [Mr. LA FoLLerTe] as well, to the fact that t¢) Sena- 
tor from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] on yesterday remedied) ¢) 
defects to which all these telegrams call attention, exce;; 
particular, and that this morning I have given notice o; 
tention to move an amendment to his amendment, when }e s}); tl 


these telegrams call attention. I eall the attention of the se 
Senator from Wisconsin to the fact, and also call the at 

of his colleague to the fact, that the Senator from Te has 
modified his amendment so as to include railway employees and 
their families amongst those to be entitled to receive free tpyys. 
portation; and this morning I have moved an amendment to 
provide that the carrier may provide for interchangeable trans- 
portation, so that the employee of any carrier and the family 
of that employee may be given free passes, not only oyer the 
road of the carrier issuing the same, but over connecting lines. 
which, I think, completely covers the defects which the tele- 


| grams have been complaining against. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that there is | 
| the feature of the bill which is being discussed by Senators is 


no pending question before the Senate. 

Mr. SPOONER. I can make one in a minute, if that is nec- 
essary. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will entertain a ques- 
tion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield to the Senator from Iowa, who will 
offer an amendment. 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I thought the Senator had concluded. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order, that 





not now in order before the Senate. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I 
Mr. NELSON. I think the question is on the amendment of 
fered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and that we had 
better adhere to that. When we take up this other subject, we 





| can then discuss it in order. 


Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, to relieve the situation in | 


many ways, I hope, as respects this matter, I now move, on page 


2, line 5, to strike out the words “ and fairly remunerative. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Llowa proposes | 


an amendment, which will be stated by the Secretary. The 
Senator is reading from the printed copy of the amendments as 
prepared by the Senate? 

Mr. ALLISON. Iam not reading from the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 

The SecreTary. On page 10 of the bill, in lines 20 and 21, 
strike out the words “and fairly remunerative ” after the word 
* reasonable.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendinent proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 


Mr. ALLISON. Now, I ask the Senator from Wisconsin to | 


yield to me for just one moment. 
Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 
Mr. ALLISON. I desire to say at this time, Mr. President, 


that I have also received many telegrams on this subject. I | 
was afraid I would not be able to make that statement unless I | 


embraced this opportunity. I am in sympathy with the tele- 
grams as respects those who are employed by the railroads. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, continuing my observations 
for one moment only 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. SPOONER. I will, in one mement. 

I had two purposes in view in addressing the Chair upon this 
subject, one was to explain why I voted against the amendment 


proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBEerson] which | 


was adopted. I am opposed to the granting of railway passes | 
to Members of Congress, to public officials, and to the general | 


publie, but I think the line should be drawn as has been here 


ggested. Second, I wanted to say a few words in support of | 


the justice of the ,Poposition, which the Senator from Texas 


| sider were adopted by the Senate, I would offer the s 


Mr. CULBERSON. I thought the Senator from Indiana [ Mr. 
3EVERIDGE] had yielded the floor. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire simply to make a brief state- 
ment about the matter that has just been considered. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. Presideat 

Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Indiana can not yield to 
the Senator from Texas for a statement. I do not understand 
whether the Senator from Indiana holds the floor or the Senator 
from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Senator from Indiana yielded to me 
for a statement. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yielded to the Senator from Texi:s. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas is recos- 
nized. 





Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, in view of the statements 
which have been made this morning, I think it is proper to say 
that when the amendment of the Senator from Ohio { Mr. For- 
AKER] was before the Senate the other day it included tliree 
propositions: A prohibition against the issuance of free |)isses; 
a prohibition against the issuing of commutation tick r re 
duced fares, and also a prohibition which might have been con 
strued, and which some of us did construe, as affect ] al 

the 


questions in the South which we did not desire raised 
Senate. The object of my amendment was to confine the (ues 


tion to the issuance of free passes only. In drafting t! end- 
ment, as I did here in the Senate with a pencil ver) stily, 


although the words “and their families” were writ! 
pencil in some way they were stricken out, probably 4 
gestion of somebody, or probably inadvertently by m 
on yesterday I offered a substitute, after having 1 1 the 
motion to reconsider, and stated that, if the motion "eC! 


in lieu of the amendment. re 
In addition to that, Mr. President, I desire to say, 1! | 
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iegestion of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEvERIDGE], 
intended to modify that further by adding: 
ied. That this provision shall not be construed to prohibit the | 
nee of passes for officers, employees, and members of the fami- | 
ployees. 
ertaking, if I ean, to cover—and it will be covered—abso- | 
nd thoroughly that phase of the question when the mo- | 
» reconsider comes up and this substitute which I have | 
ed is taken up for consideration. 
Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary in- 


l 





‘ir. CLAPP. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota will 
his parliamentary inquiry. 

CLAPP. My inquiry is as to the situation, whether or 
would be in order to grant unanimous consent for the 
deration of the amendment offered by the Senator from | 
'Mr. CULBERSON]? I think there is no question, and 
not a Senator in this room but realizes that the vote 
h that amendment was passed should be reconsidered. 
\ve have got to meet the question at some time, and it will save 

nense amount of embarrassment, it seems to me, if it can 
osed of now. 
\ir. CULLOM. Mr. President, it seems to me that we ought 
. on in regular order. The Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLI- 
offered an amendment a while ago which seems to have 
almost lost sight of. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Replying to the suggestion of the 
from Minnesota [Mr. Crapp], the Chair thinks it is 
( etent for the Senate, by unanimous consent, to return to 
order that has been passed; but one objection would, of 
course, prevent doing so. 
rhe question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 
Mir. DANTEL and Mr. OVERMAN. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment 
ted by the Secretary. 
Che Secretary. On page 10 of the printed bill, after the word 
‘reasortable,” in line 20, it is proposed to strike out the words 
nd fairly remunerative.” 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 
endment. 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. ALLISON. I offer an amendment on page 11, line 
ter the word “ prescribed,” to strike out the remainder of 
the clause down to and including the word “ carrier,” in line 7, 
and to insert in lieu thereof what I have sent to the Secretary’s 


tor 


Let it be read. 


will be again 


et 


The question is on agreeing to the 


», 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tor from Iowa will be stated. 
SECRETARY. On page 11, line 
hed,” it is proposed to strike out: 


S h 


Che 
pel 


“ 


The 5, after the word “ pre- 


ind shall remain in force and be observed by the carrier. 
\nd in lieu thereof to insert the following: 
' rd of the Commission, except orders for the payment of 
hall take effect within such reasonable time and shall continue 
e for such period of time, not exceeding two years, as shall be 
ed in the order of the Commission. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. 
iment of the Senator 
ed. 
LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I should like to inquire 
of the Senator from Iowa why the limitation of two years is 
lL upon the orders of the Commission changing the rate? 
Mr. ALLISON. The bill as it now stands has a limitation of 
years. I should think that two years would suffice to 
the value of the order, and, of course, if it is a valuable 
it will remain undoubtedly in process of execution by 
ilroads themselves. I do not think it is a very important 
indeed, I have paid very little attention to this limita- 
‘wo years seem to me to be long enough. 
LA FOLLETTE. If I understand the purpose of the 
tion, it is to annul the rate fixed by the Commission at 
| of the period of two years and leave the railroad com- 
e to restore the old rate or any other rate which it may 
e to fix. In order that I may be speaking to something, 
resident, I will move 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 


ers 


from Iowa, which has just been 


The Senator is in order in speaking 


imendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. | 
N], which is pending. 
LA FOLLETTE. Well, Mr. President, I will move 


out the limitation of two years, which the amendment 
s upon the rate fixed by the Commission, to the end that 
iumission rate shall continue in force until*the railway 
iy shows that it should be changed. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. 





i ( 
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The amendment proposed by the | 


rder shall go into effect thirty days after notice to the car- | 


The question is on agreeing to the | 


to | 


The Senator from Wisconsin pro-| the 6th of December, 1904, 


) 


= 


dé 






ENATE. ( 


OF 


poses an amendment to the amendment of the Senator from 
lowa [Mr. ALLIson], which will be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “time,” where it appears on 
line 8 of the printed amendment of Mr. ALLIson, it is proposed 
to strike out the words “ not exceeding two years;” so that if 
amended it will read: 

All orders of the Commission, except orders for the payment of 
money, shall take effect within such reasonable time and s it e 
in force for such period of time as shall be prescribed i orde 
the Commission. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, after the Commission 


has made an investigation and determined that a given rate is 
reasonable, that rate should remain in force until is shown 
to be an unjust and unreasonable compensation for the service 
rendered. I know of no reason why such rate should expire 
by limitation. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Wisconsin 
yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I do. 

Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, I only rise to interrupt the Sen 
ator from Wisconsin because he says that he has never heard any 
reason assigned for a limitation of the duration of the order of 
the Commission. I am very glad to state to him that in th 
original bill drawn by the Interstate Commerce Commissio1 


which they submitted to the Interstate C ( 
the suggestion of the Commission was that the order should only 
last and be continued in force for year; the lett 
addressed to the chairman of the committee, which I had the 
opportunity of reading, which accompanied that bill, stated that 
in the rapid changes in this country, and especially the chang 
that affected transportation and conditions upon which transpor 
tation rates are predicated, the initiative of the railroad ought to 


omimerce ommittee, 


one and 


reattach every year. ‘This amendment proposed by the senior Sen 
ator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON] extends it to two years. I should 
| favor two years, and I think it ought to stand at two years; but I 
quite agree with the statement made by Mr. Knapp, the chair 
man of the Interstate Commerce Commission, in his letter 
to the chairman of the Committee on Interstate Commerce, that 


there ought to be a period when the initiative ought to go back 
to the railroad company because of the changed situation which 
affects the question of rates and the question of practice as well 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I submit, Mr. President, after this Co: 
mission has gone over the ground, made an investigation, and 
fixed a rate, it ought not to be set aside at the end of a two-year 
period or at the end of any period unless that rate is found for 
some sufficient reason to be such a rate as ought no longer to be 
maintained. The Commission will be able to accomplish very 
little in fixing rates if the Commission's rates are to expire by 
limitation and the railroad rates be restored without any rea 


Soll 
whatever for such change. I am very certain that the only 
reason why the Commission ever suggested such a limitation in 
the first draft of the bill which they proposed was because they 
believed that they could not at the present time secure broad 
and comprehensive legislation from Congress. If they could at 


this time be clothed with authority to determine rates upon their 
own motion, then, sir, I am sure they would not recommend a 








time limitation upon the rates fixed by the Commission. If this 

| bill were amended in that important particular the Commission 
would have full authority to revise a rate upon their own 
tion, if justice to the carrier or the public required that it should 
be done. Rate making by the Commission upon complaint ou! 
will be a slow process at best. The work ought to stand, 1 
there is some good reason for setting it aside. If there is g 
reason for changing a rate once fixed by the Commission, it can 
be made to appear upon investigation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tl 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wi in [Mr. La 
FoLLeTTe|] to the amendment of tl Senator f lowa [Mr 
ALLISON }. 

The amendment to the amendment was r« l. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the l 

| ment proposed by the Senator from lowa. 
| The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BAILEY. I offer the nendment y l | 
desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by tl 

| Senator from Texas will be stated. 

The Secrerary. In section 4, pi 11, ) I \ dl 
* jurisdiction,” it is proposed to inset he ] or pi 

Provided, however, T1 no of ( 
aside or suspended by any preliminary ‘ 

| of any court or judge 
| Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, in his message to Congress on 
President Roosevelt indorsed the 
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principle and the purpose of this amendment in the most em-| 
phatic language. These were his words: 
































While I am of the opinion that at present it would be undesirable, 
if it were not impracticable, finally to clothe the Commission with 
ge al authority to fix railroad rates, I do believe that, as a fair 

rity to shippers, the Commission should be vested with the power, 

! a given rate has been challenged and after full hearing found 
to be unreasonable, to decide, subject to judicial review, what shall be 
a reasonable rate to take its place; the ruling of the Commission to 
t effect immediately, and to obtain unless and until it is reversed 
! > rt of review. The Government must, in increasing degree, su- 
I ‘ d regulate the workings of the railways engaged in interstate 
( and § increased supervision is the only alternative 
ti ease of t p ent evils on the one hand or a still more 
rad i on t tl In my judgment the most important legis- 

mn nee as regards the regulation of corporations is this 

t » confer o Interstate Commerce Commission the power to 

» rates and tior the revised rate to at once go into effect, 

1 to stay ine 3 and until the court of review reverses it. 

It will be « that the President was so deeply im- 
pressed with the importance of maintaining the Commission’s 
rate “unless and until it is reversed by the courts” that he 
urges it twice in the same paragraph. Indeed, sir, only a sin- 
ele sentence separates his first from his second declaration, and 





he important words in both are precisely the same. It must 


na profound conviction that could lead a scholarly man 


have bes 









| 

io repeat himself in such close connection. | 

In his speech delivered at Raleigh, N. C., on the 19th of Octo- 

ber, 1905, the President restated his position on the railroad | 

question, and, while he modified it in another important respect, | 

he made no change whatever in this respect. Here is what he} 

id | 

But, in my judgment, the most important thing to do is to give | 

1dministrative body power to make its findings effective, and this | 

, giving it the power, when complaint is made of | 

n rate as being unjust or unreasonable, if it finds the complaint | 

I hen itself to fix a maximum rate which it regards as just and 
reas this rate to go into effect practically at once—that is, 

thi time ind to stay in effect until reversed by the | 

h tatement the President abandons his first and sensi- | 

( | for an absolute rate and adopts the diungerous ex: | 





a maximum rate; buc he still adheres with tenacious 
his original insistence that the rate when once fixed | 





he Commission should remain in effect “ until and unless re- | 
ve 1 by the courts.” Thus in a solemn message to Congress | 
rain in a carefully prepared speech he has recognized that | 

ly way in which the rate-making power of the Commission 

ean idered most effective for the public protection was to 
t * the Commission in effect until it is reversed by 

President of the United States understands as well as 


s itor in this body, and he understands as well as any cit- 


his country, the difference between “ suspending ” 
rsing”’ an order of the Commission. He knows as well 
[ kn as well as any living man can know—that 
| is aI ntermed te process, while “to reverse” isa 
{ of the case; and, therefore, when he de- | 
t f the Commission should “stay in effect | 
he « ts,” he meant precisely what I am now | 
lish, 
Vith these two recommendations before me, I had every rigiit | 
1it an amendment designed to carry them into effect 
e the President’s cordial and active support; and 
recent events make it manifest that he has compromised 
l pponents of this legislation, and has committed 
f his friends against a proposition which may be 
( ribed as his own. He assured, and then he reassured, 
trymen that he earnestly desires to keep the Commis- 
in effect until it shall be reversed by the court; and 


found him an open and an easy way to reach 
es TO follow it. 
be understood that in saying this it is my pur- 


Wit he re fis 





hhold from the President of the United States the 

t to hich he is justly entitled for this legislation. No 
a partisan advantage can restrain me from admitting 
without his help, even this imperfect and insufficient bill 
l have neve ecome a law; but while I cheerfully make 
owledgment of his services, his best friends must 


that 


ery effort t 


he did not keep his face set resolutely 
o emasculate this bill. Whether he was 


y of the eonflict and surrendered, as some men charge, or 

her he yielded to the appeals for party harmony, as other 

| eve, I do not pretend to judge. But whether it was the 

» other, or whether it was neither or both, he will find 

( ilt to explain to the American people why it is that he 

d their hope so high and then has fulfilled it in such 

Mr. President, I realize that the time for argument on this 
question over, and that nothing which can now be said will 
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| suspended without a due and full inquiry. 


| 
and } 





May 1], 


change the vote of any Senator; but before it passes enti) 
from our consideration I want to incorporate in the Recory 
latest expression which I have been able to find fro 
books on this subject. It is from a recent work—so recen| 
though I had purchased it on approval, I had not, for the 
of time, examined it, and it was called to my attention }, 
tinguished lawyer who formerly represented a Georgia ‘4 
in the House of Representatives. It is entitled “ Federa| ¢ 
utes Annotated,” and consists of 10 volumes. The eight!) «>, 
ninth volumes are devoted to a consideration of the Cop; 
tion by sections, and in the eighth volume I find a chapter 
ing with the power of Congress to create inferior Federal 
I find that this work refers, just as I did in my speech, the » 
to create these courts, not to the judiciary clause of the ¢ 
tion, but to that provision which authorizes Congress “ to . 
tute tribunals inferior to the Supreme Court,” and lays « 
the law as follows: 
This section— 


After quoting the section to which I have referred— 





Lown 


This section delegates power to Congress to organize court na 
herein delegates to Congress power both to authorize the issi: : 


+ 
tal 
suspend the issue of the writ of habeas corpus, because that is 


| cial writ, and the power to organize courts includes the power « 


mining what writs they may issue, or not issue, from time 
hence it was necessary to place the restriction upon the yx 
ated to Congress to legislate for the courts which is cont 
section 9, viz, that Congress should not, in so legislating, with! 
them the right to issue the well-known judicial writ of habeas 
except, ete. 

Mr. President, if the Congress possesses the power to prevent 
a preliminary injunction suspending the Interstate Co: 
Coinmission’s order, surely it can not excuse itself for 
or refusing to exercise that power to ihe fullest extent 
the injunctive power of the courts ought not to be heed 
or unnecessarily curtailed, I might freely grant without 


del 


ing my support of this amendment. A controversy between two 
individuals or a controversy between a body of individuals and 
a corporation does not present the question which co: its 
us here. In those cases there will have been no ascertainment 
of the facts, no careful opinion rendered by a Government tri- 
bunal, as in the case of a rate fixed by the Commission, to be 


The rate of the « 
mission when once established becomes the law of tly ; 
and it is a monstrous proposition to allow inferior judges to 
suspend the law of the land without a full and complete 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to th 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas | Mr. Ba ; 

Mr. BERRY and Mr. BLACKBURN demanded the y: ind 
nays, and they were ordered. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 


Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I have a ge! 


| eral pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CarRMAckK], and 


therefore am not at liberty to vote. I understand if lx , 
present, he would vote “yea.” If I were permitted to vote, | 
should vote “ nay.” 

Mr. WARREN (when his name was called). I hay: 


eral pair with the senior Senator from Mississippi [Mr. MM: ; 
I do not see him in the Chamber. If permitted to vote, | uld 


yote “ nay.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. TELLER. My colleague [Mr. PAtrerson] is paired with 
the junior Senator from Idaho [Mr. Heypurn]. If present, he 
would vote “ yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER. 


The Senator from Ohio [Mr. Dick] is not 
present, and if there is no objection, I will transfer to | my 
pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CarMack] 
vote. I vote “ nay.” 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 54, as follow 








YEAS—23. 
tailey Dubois Latimer Rayner 
Berry Foster McCreary Simmons 
Blackburn Frazier McEnery Stone 
Burkett Gearin McLaurin Teller 
Clarke, Ark. Hale Martin Tillman 
Clay La Follette Overman 

NAYS—54. 
Aldrich Crane Hansbrough Penrose 
Alger Culberson Hemenway Perkins 
Allee Cullom Hopkins Pettus 
Allison Daniel Kean Piles 
Ankeny Dillingham Kittredge Platt 
Bacon Dolliver Knox Scott 
Beveridge Dryden Lodge Smoot 
Brandegee Elkins Long Spooner _ 
Bulkeley Flint MeCumber Sutherland 
Burrows Foraker Millard Taliaferro 
Carter Frye Morgan Warner 
Clapp Fulton Nelson Wetmore 
Clark, Mont. Gallinger Newlands 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Nixon 
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NOT VOTING—12. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Illinois will state 
Patterson his point of order. 
Proctor Mr. CULLOM. If the Senator means that the amendment to 
Warren +} . 66 { : 4 ’ ny : 

he words “ and fairly remunerative ’” was not ecd 





Depew 
Dick 
Gorman 





strike out 



























F LEY’s amendment was rejected. to, he is mistaken 
; ‘RSON. Mr. President, I offer what I send to the Mr. CULBERSON. I stated the \ 0] 
nendment to the amendment. It is the part be The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The \ . 
ed lines, tive’ were stricken t upon a vote ¢ the § 
y. Mr. President Mr. CULLOM. |] tly. That is it J 
:SON. I yield to the Senator from Mississippi. The VICE-PRESII v] | S ’ 
Mr. President, I wish to say that I was de nend t Ww! } 
ittee room and did not get here in time to vote | Mr. CULBERSO>D I ai till 
ion last voted upon. I should be glad to be } mane t of t Ss f I \ 
pair is the Senator from Wyoming |Mr. War- | o! g 10, has ! 
Bia sk unanimous consent of the Senate that I be | my colleagi \ I 
E ite | Mr. BAILEY. M I 
. In that case I ask that I be recorded, also. |: 1 amendment to tl 
NGER. Mr. President, I raise the point of order | Mr. CULBERSO> Ve I 
es the Senators can not be recorded I send t the « i i 
F PRESIDENT. The vote having been announce Senator ft i | 
; the Senators are precluded from recording their } M ALDRICH Let 
; | The VICE-PRESIDEN ( 
Then I ask permission of the Senate to say how | lent proposed by the > { 
oted. he S rAR ( ! 1 
RESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi |} after the word “ ju ! 
I would have voted “yea” if I had been | lowing: 
] I i ! ( 
-ESIDENT. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Cu! Of t right : pa int t red 
é n amendment, which will be stated. sic a F : F : 
SON. As an amendment to the amendment of | 1 d § 
lowa. o : | é t 
PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator | ai : , ; 
s been agreed to, the Chair is of opinion that ed in exc 
endment of the Senator from Texas is not in | | no circuit cour f t nited 
nt stage of the bill. : + oe te no : 
.SON. Mr. President, it has not been agreed to; by the Inters ( 
mendment to the amendment. tit 
N.. It has not been agreed to. I wish to modify ee a . . 
by inserting after the word “time,” where it y perved w 
time, the words “ not less than thirty days.” ion taken by the court o1 
ICH. I understood that this amendment had been d opportunity within said 
SENATORS. No! mmedi \ I th : ( 
-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas [Mr. Cv1 wiates irom the i . ; : 
o offer an amendment to the amendment of the ' Pn a , 
Iowa [Mr. ALLison], and the only amendment e 4 S 
proposed by the Senator from Iowa ha 
it the Chair now understands that the tol ‘ : ; ( 
to amend an amendment which has not been ms J ed fu I 
|. The Senator from Iowa proposes the foll ss aoe aes 
1 appe 
ISON. Mr. President : il 
IN. LI rise to a point of order. Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President } i 
PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota wil! lined to prevent preliminary jum entire I 
if order. } ws the . aT acr Rae ' 
IN. The amendment of the Senator from Iow { e I ean ' 
id we took up the amendment of the Sen { t] ower 1 } 
Mr. BarLey |]. concedes the power of 
RESIDENT. That is correct. hearing. Why all 
f LLSON. That is the status of the case. Now, we can | “the” is beyond o 
1e amendment of the Senator from Iowa without | Senate will at least stair 
he vote by which it was agreed to. Mr. CARTER fr. Pr 
Very well. +4 i se 
tSON. I rise to a point of order. e that the 
PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas will state \ 
RSON. The first amendment offered by the Sen notice is g n the ] ! te ( » 
as adopted. o 1 upon es ! Riad "i 
PRESIDENT. That is correct. 1h r" ul I ] t} 
I SON. It was to strike out the words “and | |] » ins w , } 1 
ive.” The other amendment, at the bottom of en would 1 
t been adopted. | ; bill 1 the 
RESIDENT. It has been agreed to. rst draft was 
RSON. Then 1 offer the am Iment I send to rking with in 
tiv the bill w 
E-PRESIDENT. Is it an amendment to the amend : ration in the ¢ 
P creed to? louse of Repré t 
RSON. It is an amendment to that section, to e United § 
it of the Senator n lowa. ved, I believe, | 
PRESIDENT. If it f vs the amendment and It occurs to n t 
inent to the amendment, it is in order. ( eCHSLVE 
ISON. It is not an amendment to the amend \\ need to dé 


er it in any form, to get it in order. ; confused and confu ‘ v 
LOM. I rise toa point of order. this morning on the ipass an e § r ir 


£18 
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Texas considered here anew, amidst a shower of protesting tele- 
grams, should have furnished the Senate a demonstration that 
its hands in open session had better be kept off any hastily 
drawn amendment to the bill. 

The amendment of the Senator from Texas was presented 
with the best possible intent, but even with all the amend- 
ments suggested to that amendment here this morning, in the 
light of admonition from persons from Maine to California and 
from the Lakes to the Gulf, it would still be a poor measure 
if adopted. I am prepared to make a half dozen suggestions, 
which I think the Senate will readily concede are founded 
in good sound policy, to the amendment of the Senator from 
Texas. 

Now comes another amendment, extensive in verbiage, cov- 
ering a variety of topics, no doubt, read for the first time 
from the desk, and we 
forsooth, it contains 
shall be given and a 
is 


hearing had before a restraining order 
issued. 
guarded in a brief amendment to be offered by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. CARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from 
Montana to the fact that the provisions of the amendment pro- 
posed by me have been before the Senate in various forms, 
and the Senator will find the amendment printed, May 7, pages 
284 and 285 of the printed pamphlet. It was here in ample 
time for consideration by the Senate. 

Mr. CARTER. That reference furnishes but another evi- 
dence of the virtue of the contention I have made from the be- 
ginning. This bill in itself consists of 26 pages. We have pre- 
sented for consideration to the Senate 320 pages of amendments, 


from Montana 


besides additional amendments presented from time to time, not | 
Will you tell me, I pray, what | 


included in this bound pamphlet. 
sort of a bill this will be if these amendments, good, bad, and 
indifferent, are adopted and attached to or injected into the bill? 

Mr. President, the closer we adhere to the original text of the 
bill the nearer we will be to procuring a logical piece of legisla- 
tion, destined to accomplish the primary purpose, to wit, the 
vesting of power in the Interstate Commerce Commission to 
substitute a reasonable rate for an unreasonable rate. I shall 
vote against this amendment because it is too extensive, covers 


too many questions, and is calculated to confuse rather than 
to strengthen the primary purpose of the Dill. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, we all know that the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has been suffering from illness for 


several days past. He is in the Chamber to-day for the purpose 
of offering certain amendments which have been prepared by 
him. I suggest to Senators that we allow this bill to be read 
right along by sections, and that we all abstain ‘from offering 
our amendments for the time being, to the end that the Senator 
from Iowa may offer his amendments and have them acted upon. 








the little virtue of providing that notice | 


These points will be found carefully presented and | 





are called upon to vote for it because, | 


; : ° 

| scribed, the same shall be considered and concurred in and 
; at 
| shall be a judge of the circuit court of the United States « 


| amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr 1 


Clapp Foraker Kittredge Piles 
Clark, Wyo. Frye Knox Platt 
Crane Fulton Lodge Scott 
Cullom Gallinger Long Smoot 
Dick Gamble McCumber Suther! 
Dillingham Hale Millard Warner 
Dolliver Hansbrough Nelson Warrer 
Dryden Iiemenway Nixon Wetmor 
Elkins Hopkins Penrose 
Flint Kean Perkins 

NOT VOTING—10. 
Bailey Depew Mallory Spooner 
Burton Gorman Patterson 
Carmack Heyburn Proctor 


So Mr. CuLBEeRson’s amendment was rejected. 


Mr. BACON. I offer an amendment, to come in th 
word “ jurisdiction,” at the same place as the-gmend) t fee 
proposed by the Senator from Texas ee *RSON nts 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendme a v tl 

| Senator from Georgia will be read. slice 

The SecrETARY. On page 11 of the regular bill, at ¢)). end of 


line 9, insert: 


No rate or charge, regulation or practice, prescribed 1) C 
mission shall be restrained, set aside, suspended, or modi 
interlocutory or preliminary order or decree of the court 
the hearing, after such full notice to the Commission 





least two judges presiding in said hearing, at least one 


justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I ask that the Secretary jyqj. 
cate the page in order that Senators may turn to it. 

The Secretary. Page 235 of the large pamphlet. 

Mr. TELLER. Where does it come in the bill? 

Mr. BACON. At the same place as the last amendment. 
The Secretary. At the end of line 9, page 11, of the pil), 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agree 





Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I think this is a very important 
amendment, and I trust it may receive the careful consi:dlerat; n 
of Senators. I am as anxious as anyone that there sli:!! nK 
improvident or hasty or ill-advised interference with any order 
of the Commission fixing rates after complaint made. desire 
most earnestly that the orders of the Commission sh:l! 
effect and remain in effect unless the constitutional right 
parties require that they be suspended. I was constrained to 
vote against the amendment which prohibited under 
cumstances the issuance of an interlocutory order or decree, 
because, in my judgment, such a provision in this bill would he 
unconstitutional, and so believing, under my obligation I could 
not vote otherwise. 

I will simply pause long enough to say that the ground upon 
which I base my conclusion as to the unconstitutionality of 
such provision is not that the Congress has no right under 
circumstances to control and prohibit the exercise of the writ 
or process of injunction. In my opinion there are some « 
cumstances where Congress can do so, and that in other circu 
stances it has no constitutional power to do so. I base my o 
ion that Congress can not constitutionally do so in this | 


| case upon the belief that Congress can not control and pro 


paper. 


We can always go back to the bill, even if the whole of it is 
read, and amend it in Committee of the Whole. I trust the 
Senator from Texas will be good enough to withdraw, for the 
time being, his amendment and allow the Senator from Iowa 
to offer his amendments. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBER- 
SON | 

Mr. CULBERSON. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The ve and nays were ordered; and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. PROCTOR (when his name was called). I again an- | 
nounce my pair on all votes on this measure with the senior 
Senator from Florida [Mr. MALLory]. 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. SPOONER. I again announce my pair with the Senator 
f Tennessee |Mr. CARMACK]. If 1 were permitted to vote 
I should ve nay.’ 

The result was announced—yeas 29, nays 50, as follows: 

Y¥EAS—29. 
B ! Dubois McLaurin Simmons 
rR Foster Martin Stone 
B Frazier Mone) Taliaferro 
( I + Ch in Morgan Teller 
( La Follette Newlands Tillman 
( Lat verman 
( n Met ry Pett 
I MecEnery Raynet 

NAYS—50. 
‘ A Brand e Burnham 
\ Ank Bulkeley Burrows 
A € be dge Burkett Carter 


hibit the exercise by the courts of the process of injunction in 
the proposed law, if that process of injunction is the only ore 
by the exercise of which by the courts the provisi: 
fifth amendment to the Constitution of the United Stites « 
be made of force and effect. Unless this constitut | p 
vision can be enforced by the courts it is simply a piec 
I hold that Congress does -not have the rig! t 
is the only process of the courts by which the fifth a Inne 
can be made of force and effect, to destroy that on! 
and thus nullify that most important and vital con 
provision. It is the duty of Congress to so legislate : 
effective the provisions of the Constitution. I feel 
myself to state that much. If there is any other | ess | 
which the courts can perfectly protect the citizen in cul 
anties of the fifth amendment, I do not know what 
course I will not undertake to go into the argu! 
elaborate it. In my opinion Congress can prohibit t! 
of the process of injunction when such prohibition i 
its being used to imperil or destroy personal liberty « 
rights. I do not believe that Congress can prohibit 1 
of the process of injunction when such exercise is « 
the protection of personal liberty or of the rights « 
guaranteed by the Constitution. 

I wish to direct the attention of the Senate, how: 
provisions of the particular amendment I now offer. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator from Georgia 

Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


I make the suggestion to the 8 


Georgia that he offer his amendment to the amen 








10! Kj, 


t 


tion. It is the same subject-matter exactly and covers 
inllv the same ground. 

RACON. The purpose I have in offering it now is that 
«t-matter has been brought to the attention of the 
n the amendment we have just voted on, denying the 

issue any preliminary injunction, and I desire that 
i] come in the same connection. 

\LDRICH. The Senator from Iowa has already given 
hat he will offer an amendment to the next section coyvy- 
. question of preliminary injunction, and I suggest to 
tor, if it is equally agreeable to him, to offer his 
ent to that amendment. 

BACON. I prefer to offer it here. 

\LDRICH. All right. 

-ACON. Mr. President, there is undoubtedly a great 
i frequently in the practice of the courts in the im- 
grant of interlocutory or preliminary injunctions, and 

ended in this very grave and important matter, as the 
still to be exercised by the court, to throw around it all 
safeguards, so that there shall be no hasty, no ill- 
no improvident grant of an injunction, and to guard 
the possibility—I use the word “ possibility ” because it 
most extreme word—to guard against the possibility of 
ve being influenced by any but the highest motives or 
ving the opportunity to act when influenced by any but the 
hig votives in the administration of justice. 

President, I ask Senators to consider carefully this ques- 
tir it is a well-recognized feature of the circuit courts of the 
| States that more than one judge presides in the determi- 

of questions. It is not a requirement of the law that 

n one shall preside in the consideration and determi- 

of questions, but it is a provision in much wisdom which 

ts and authorizes the consideration of questions by not 

two judges but by three judges sitting together upon the 
bench. 

‘resident, that is not done as a reflection upon any one 
as an evidence of distrust in any one judge. It 

cause it is recognized that in the multitude of counsel 
wisdom. 
izes upon the Supreme Bench, not that there is distrust 


is 


( ; which must necessarily come before that court there 
» the advantage to be gained in the coming together of a 
ot 
‘ther, if there is a question of grave doubt and difficulty 
en may differ, that there may be among so large a num- 
he iiges the opportunity for a majority to decide aright. 
President, I beg that Senators will consider this situa- 
t liere is the very gravest of questions, one of the most far- 
Under the law as it now exists, any district judge 
United States is authorized to exercise circuit court pow- 
With the right to pass upon the question of a preliminary 
in the absence of some such provision as this it will 
le petent for any district judge in the United States to ar- 
rest the order of the Commission by an interlocutory order or 


hh, 


‘tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLison] is going to offer to the | 
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Mr. BACON. But the expediting act is not the law under 

which the interlocutory decree will be issued. 
| Mr. FULTON. The amendment of the Senator from Iowa 
proposes to apply it. 
Mr. BACON. On what page is the amendment to which the 
Senator refers? 
Mr. FULTON. On page 319, lines 9 and 10, of the latest 
print of the amendments. The original text reads: 

The provision of an act to expedite the hearing and determination 


It is done for the same reason that we put | 


one of the nine, but that in the consideration of the grave | 


minds in the consideration of the same question. | 


s provision does not simply ask that more than one judge | 


e called upon and shall concur with the judge before an 
tory decree can be issued, but it provides that at least 
them shall be a circuit judge of the United States. In 
ords, it can not be done even by two district judges. 
be done by one district judge and one circuit judge, or 
uit justice of the Supreme Court of the United States. 


r system the judges of the Supreme Court of the 
i States exercise circuit court powers and sit on the cir- 
( it. Therefore the amendment provides that before an 
tory order or decree may issue there must be two 
ho shall coneur in the order, and that at least one of 


ll be a circuit judge or a circuit justice of the Suprem« 

the United States. 
ULTON. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does 
» Senator from Oregon? 


the Senator from Georgia 


»ACON. With pleasure. 
LYON. I eall the attention of the Senator from 
( to the fact that under the amendment proposed by the 


it 
om 


lowa it will require that three judges shall 
the application for an injunction under the expedi 


t 


BACON. I have no objection to the number being made 
IULTON. I ask the Senator if he does not think it 


1} 


lly to place it under the expediting act by an inde- 
rovision? 








of suits 


Mr. BACON. 
decrees. 
Mr. FULTON. Yes; if the Senator will look 


Including the hearing on an applicatik 


There is nothing said there about interlocutory 


at line 9: 


n for a preliminary injunction. 

The Senator would not want to require that all interlocutory 
orders and decrees should be heard before three judges or even 
two judges? 

Mr. BACON. The amendment offered by me does not provide 
that there shall be two for any and all interlocutory orders or 
decrees, but does provide that there shall be two in all 
locutory orders or decrees which suspend the order of the 
mission. That is the scope of it. 

Mr. FULTON. This provides that there shall be three. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 

Mr. BACON. Certainly. 


inter 


Com- 


Mr. SPOONER. I take it that was not intended to apply to 
a great many orders made in the progress of an equity suit 
orders to take testimony and formal orders that ought not to 


require three judges. 


Mr. BACON. The provision does not call for anything of the 
kind. It expressly limits this requirement to the case of an 
order suspending the order of the Commission. It does not go 


any further than that. I will read it again for the Senator. 


the 
the 


No rate or charge, regulation or practice prescribed by 
shall be restrained, set aside, etc. 
Mr. FULTON. What amendment is the Senator reading from? 
Mr. BACON. I am reading from my amendment. 
I hope Senators will not misunderstand that. The amendment 


is in print before them, and it is limited in its scope entirely 


Commission 


to the restraining, setting aside, suspending, or modifyng any 
rate or charge, regulaton or practice made by the Commission 
and does not refer in any manner to any other interlocutory 
order or decree. It relates to them solely. 

If the Senator from Oregon will pardon me for a moment, he 
calls my attention to the proposed amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], which is found on page 318 of this 
compilation, which I will read, and which will be offered by 
him later. I read it for the purpose of ascertaining whether or 
not it is true, as suggested by the Senator from Oregon, that 
the provision which I seek to have incorporated is already 
cluded in this proposed amendment. The amendment which is 
going to be proposed by the Senator from Iowa, which is found 
on page 318, is as follows: 

Provided, That no injunction, interlocutory order, « de 
pending or restraining the enforcement of an order t ( n 
shall be granted except on hear 

Mr. LONG. That is not the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. That is the one I was referred to. 

Mr. LONG. It is on the same page, lines 9 and 10 

Mr. BACON. Oh, yes; “The provisions of an to ex 
dite ”’- 

Mr. FULTON. Those are the lines to which I d th t 
tention of the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is l 
Senator from Georgia that his time has ¢ 

Mr. BACON. I am sorry that | wa ed and t I 
was not permitted to present in full the g of 
the amendment. 

Mr. DUBOIS obtained the floor 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire » re ] J 
suggestions made by the Senator from G liave 
floor? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator f ) 
flcor. 

Mr. DUBOIS. I vield to the S« r fi i I 
want to have his remarks taken out of 1 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 1 ( rw - 
tor from Idaho next. 

Mr. ALLISON. As I unders i t t no 
posed by the Senator from Geo1 tis an: nt inte 
to meet the situation as respects injun is, t 
is also met by certain lhe I en | 1 i ed 
| the bill. I believe that sufficient safegua t 
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| 
are to be preferred really to | 


these amendments, and that they 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 
The bill as it came to us from the couse SRCOR POR ited in its pro- 
\ hat I n the * itin ’ of February 11, 
1M So if we had ult with this questi n at all, the pres- 
‘ l ibject is such that all these appli- 
‘ unct Id | » gone to the circuit court, and 
{ have e jl es assigned to the hearing, as 
I l t of 1003 
‘Mf LER .} 
ALLISON. h judg would be assigned, two of | 
’ ’ Lit : f thing had been done in 
bill a cal to us from the 
] i l I ry in ctions unde! 
t WO is Lu rstand it. 
\ { ~ llow me to ask him a ques- 
1 
I i Do the S« I lowa yield 
{ ) 
I N I l senator. 
\ t ind I the Senator if I 
! xpediti t o ealled, will 
‘ any of these pre lings until the 
he s nt thé is of public in 
) ( ! that ¢€ pedi ng ce 
A ~ ‘1 
Sup oes not do th 
) Ile is re “l to do it by the bill under con 
I I Absolutel 
ALLISON. Ye it is made his duty to do it. Under 
‘ is from the House it was assumed, at least, 
S inj ‘tions were already pro 
’ t absolutely certain that there 
! if m upon it, there is an amendment 
) proposed to rporate into 
) ith é ' 
' tion ; 
¢ } 1 1O0 é ar i 
di the Senator from Illinois 
tne ¢ ra dded the rds 
e ] ing en an application for a preliminary in 
‘ no quest : about the ay plication 
S 1 r proceedings 
se Georgia that the p ns in 
5 of the bill « r the entire case 
erlocutory ind therwise—in 
I y than is pr ed by his amend 
or an app tly to the Su 
( ‘ d for the s of the cases 
I e to ask the & r from Iowa a 
his 
CESI i Does the Se f Iowa yield 
t 
lt al that y particular 
»N I l tand 
\ I 1 nce 1 the Sen ir 
~ \\ rs 
I wil g isert either two 
7 it bevond doubt 
é ‘ i or three jud 
erloe vy decree can Ix 
( e Ol ( rder of 
I u ir the penato I 
I t tl visions provide 
) ed for certainly, 
ad be i 
WW i \ l ce from the 
I C4 intil we reach 
I) MI I ile 
SIDE. Doe he Senator from Iowa vield 
I y i ld to 1 Senator f1 ; Ne da. I 
S from Idaho first 
I nd ti Se tor from Idaho 
{ t in his own right 
( RESIDENT Fhe Senator from Idaho wishes to | 
own right. 
VLANDS I should like t 


to call the attention of the | missed the suit of the Interstate Commerce Commissi iter 





May 11, 





Senator from Iowa to the fact that the act for the exp 


of suits is only to be set in motion upon the application . the 
Attorney-General. a 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. When he files a certificate? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Whereas the amendment of the ¢ ve 
from Georgia absolutely requires two judges in every ea 

Mr. ALLISON. Under this bill it is made the duty tha 
Attorney-General to make that certificate on every oceas 

Mr. STONE. Where is that provision? 

Mr. FULTON. On the same page—page 318. 

Mr. ALDRICH. In lines 15, 16, and 17. 

Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Iowa allow 
terrupt him? I want to call his attention to these words 
bill - 

Mr. ALDRICH. If the Senator will excuse me, I und od 
the Senator from Georgia to withdraw his amendment. 

Mr. BACON. No; I did not. 

Mr. NELSON. I wish to call the attention of the ¢s 
from Iowa, if he will allow me, to the language of the | 
makes it mandatory. 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I think I have the fi l 
I rise to address myself to the amendment of the Sena 
Georgia which is pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Y 
from Idaho to yield the floor to the Senator from Iow;: 

Mr. DUBOIS. 'To the Senator from Iowa, not to ot 
ators, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa has ed 
to other dukiore 

Mr. DUEOIS. I do not want to be discourteous, but as | 


understand it the discussion is drifting away from the | 


tion to which I desire to address myself. The Senat m 
Minnesota is now calling attention—— 

Mr. NELSON. I was not taking the floor in my o 
I simply rose to make a suggestion to the Senator from , 
if he will allow me. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will with great pleasure. 

Mr. NELSON. I eall his attention to this mandato lan- 
guage in line 15, on page 318 of the pamphlet amend: [ 

id it in response to the question of the Senator from N la 
| Mr. NEWLANDS]: 

It shall be the duty of the Attorney-General in every su t 
file the certificate provided for in said expediting act of F« ll, 
1903. 

It is made the duty of the Attorney-General positively | 


liting st. 


bill as it came from the House to file that = 
So it covers exactly what the Senator from Georgia ail 

Mr. ALLISON. Now I yield to the Senator fre m Ik 

Mr. DUBOIS. Mr. President, I shall vote for oe i- 
tion to make it di ilicult for the courts to overturn th of 
the Commission. I think the orders of the Commission l 
stand until there is a final decree. I voted with pleas 
the amendment offered by the junior Senator from Tex Mr. 
Baw EY] which restrained the courts from enjoining rat l 
by the Commission. I voted for the amendment offer 
senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] as a seco! 
I shall vote for the amendment offered by the Senat 
Georgia {Mr. Bacon], although we may find ourselves t 
difficulty when we multiply the number of judges w! I] 
hear the preliminary order or injunction. 

There is one case that seems to have escaped the a 
the lawyers of this Chamber. If we find such condit 
as existed when this cause was heard, you will find 
to get a decision from the court. The Joint Traffic Ass 
having its oflices chiefly in the southern district of N 
was violating the interstate-commerce law in that 
rangement a majority of those railroads (82 in num! ) 
belonged to the association could fix a rate. The as mn 
was to announce a rate on the Ist day of January, 190 
were enjoined, or attempted to be, by the United States 
for the southern district of New York from putting 
into effect because they were violating the United + 
tgainst “ pooling.” There are eight judges in that cir l 


it was found when they went before Judge Lacombe f 
junction that he could not hear the case because |! I 
stocks or bonds in one of the railroads; and it was 


ned that every one of those judges in the southern d 


New York was in the same predicament, save and e: 
district judge in Vermont—Judge Wheeler. You could 
gotten three judges in that situation to try the y 
finally had it heard in the district court of Vermon re 


Judge Wheeler, and he would not listen to the appeal! 
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f oral argument and filed his decision dismissing the | [Mr. Bacon] thinks it does not have anything to do with this 
; y 28, 1896. From that decision an appeal was taken | ¢ase—to which I wish to call attention, which is th 
' ted States to the circuit court of appeals for the | February 11, 1903. If Senators will examine this bill, t 
‘ «uit—i. e, New York City. will find on page 17 that it proposes to incorporate that t 
meantime Judge Lacombe had become qualified, be-| all purposes into this bill, not verbatim, but it declare it 
had sold his stocks and bonds. That made him eligible | js to be in all respects applicable to all the « ; brought u ' 
t I presume that the other judge had become eligible on | this proposed act. It will therefore be e as much t of 
7 account, because William J. Wallace and Henry E. | this proposed act as if it had been incorporated word fo rd 
i the judges, both sat, although both were disqualified | into the bill. That act reads: 
; suit was brought, and they affirmed the decision of That in any suit in equity pending here 
i judge in Vermont on March 19, 1897, but rendered | cuit court of the United States under the act ¢ ay 
; (See 89 Fed. Rep., 1020.) tect trade and commerce against unlaw f restraint nd 
d States, through United States District Attorney | “PProved July 2, 1890, “An act to regulate cot = 
1 \icFarlane, then took the appeal to the Supreme Court | may’ be enacted, whereir the United Stat te com ; 
( i States. In one year and nine months afterwards | ney-General may file with the clerk of st yurt 
Snpre Court of the United States overturned both of the | Oyo )7?yo lthmedintely furniched brew Se et eee, 
‘ts. (See 171 U. S., 505.) | Satnae of tha clecatt ts wit Cae 3 is pending ee 
id that we may get into difficulty if we increase the That undoubtedly does give jurisdiction 
judges, although I shall vote for the amendment | under this act to a court consistit € three iu I 
the Senator from Georgia. My opinion is that a | cial court established for this vi urpose by this 
selected as I think this Commission will be, is more | this act, putting the two together 
stice to the shipper and the carrier than the courts, | L voted for the amendment offered by the si s 
opinion is that very little should be left to the courts | Texas [Mr. CuLBERSO I voted for it not ‘ 
» the constitutionality of the law and as to whether | tained a provision which I did not like. 1 
sion has exceeded its power in interpreting the law. | I wanted to emphasize the fact that I belie 
know whether it is the general rule that judges all! here to prevent an interlocutory jt 7 I ‘ 
‘ United States are in the condition in which they were | phasize my belief that not only have we the powé t] 
thern district of New York, where they could not sit | pill will not be effective and will be of practically no valu 
‘s, but I do know that we are the men who really | people of the United States unless there is a provision put into 
United States judges. There is scarcely one of us | jt limiting the right of a judge to issue an injunctior heneyer 
not been instrumental in appointing a United States | he sees fit, or two or three judges, if there happen to | 
I have very great respect for them, but they are men | three judges, to do so. 
f among our political associates, and they do not | The Senator from Idaho [Mr. Dvunors] has just presented the 
eatly superior the moment that we have selected them. | case. Everybody who has had anything to do with this question 
; Interstate Commerce Commission to be appointed | and who has had any observation about what has been going 
4 composed of shippers who have been injured by the | on knows just what the difficultv is. There is no quest it 
panies in the past, it would not be a fair com-| that in nine cases out of ten whe carrier finds fault with an 
: r would it be a fair commission if it should be com- | order of the Commission and complains to a judge, he will find 
E of lawyers who have been in the employ of corpora- | a judge who will issue a temporary injunction for him, or an 
: would it be a fair commission if it should be com- | interlocutory injunction, more properly speaking, hich wi 
7 rely of railroad men. I imagine it will be selected | up the case from that time on until the expiration of the period 


of these classes. 


lieve, on the other hand, that in the great majority 


say they are dishonest. 

. for I do not believe they are dishonest or intend to be 

p - but their minds have run in those channels always, 

render them friendly to the interests of the railroads, 

believe sincerely along certain lines which make them, 

pinion, less fit to judge fairly and honestly between the 
er and the earrier than would be this Commission. 

bate has been of great value, because it has demon- 

i t we are listening to public sentiment. We have put 

: things into this bill which we would not have put into it 

igo. My opinion is, it will be no more effective than 

ns law, and not much more effective than the present 

te-commerce law; 


ilreads of the country. 
rELLER. Mr. President, I have voted for two propo- 
recognizing the right of Congress to some extent, at 


control the deliberations of the courts upon these ques- | 


1 [ listened to the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], 
ys that this amendment is very important. I presume 
But, Mr. President, it is not more important than the 

ent which the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry] 

and not nearly as simple; and it is, in my judgment, 


re likely to get us into difficulty than that was, if we | 


‘any difficulty from that: 

it is the duty of every man, whenever he thinks a 
measure is unconstitutional, to vote against it. If I 
eved that the amendment of the senior Senator from 
Mr. CULBERSON] was unconstitutional, I certainly should 
» voted for it, for if the first amendment was unconsti- 
in my judgment as a lawyer the second was; and if I 
eved the first was unconstitutional I should 
vote for the amendment of the Senator from Georgia. 


‘sident, the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] has sub- 


I 1 an amendment. If I believed that the Constitution of 
1 ted States prohibited me from voting for the amendment 
0 | by the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Barrry], I should | 
: » able to vote for that amendment either. That amend- 


iS a recognition of our right to control the courts. 





fixed in this bill, which the majority of the 
declare shall not exceed two years. 
es the judges of the inferior courts are selected from | 

lawyers who have been in the employ of corporations. | not 
I do not mean to imply that | ey; 
| as a rule, the best talent in the profession. 
judgment for 
ders shall be enforced, for you have determined that that time 
shall be 
presume, two years will be what will be finally pr 
the bill. 


from Iowa, and then I shall wonder, 
surprise, when I see Senators, who are lawyers, 
against the preceding amendments—I 
dent, how they will reconcile their vote then with their 
before, unless they shall put it on the ground that per! 


and, if it is not, then I believe the | 
themselves will take charge of this whole subject and 


down there would have been the same number of 
same care and attention given to the question whether an in- 
junction should be issued or not under this provision. 





this bill. 
believe would accomplish what the people of the U 
have demanded. I do 


you to do. 


not be 





We 
a law which now exists—though the Senator from Georgia | lic generally are, that they will always submit and allow these 


Senate persist 


Mr. President, there is not a lawyer in this country who does 
know that when a railroad goes into the United St 
courts or when they go into the State « 





ourts, 


They can prevent a 


the time that you have fixed here that these or- 


two years and have voted down three years; and, I 


I vided for 

Mr. President, I shall vote for the amendment of the Senator 
I shall look around with 
who have voted 


shall wonder, Mr. Presi- 


first measure was too drastic, and this is modified, or perhaps 
they will find solace to their consciences in the fact that t 

court is to consist of two judges, though ordinarily there is but 
one. But under either of the motions which have been voted 


judges and the 


Mr. President, I have but little care as to what 


I s 1 , t 
I have been anxious for the passage of a bill which I 


not believe—and I will put myself on 


record now—that this bill will do what the Chief Executive asks 
I do not believe it will do what 


‘ . won?t 
Mm) per cent 


American people want you to do, or what they believe will 
do. Iam restrained here by the proprieties of the occasi from 
saying some things which I should say in some other ] 
I do not believe that the friends of this kind of legislat 
giving direction here to this bill. 

The bill will pass, Mr. President; it will become a |: he 
people of the United States will be handed a “ gold brick,” in 


the common language of the « and after two or 

years of effort to get redress under this bill they will find that 
they have got to try it over again. It is possible that the peo- 
ple will patiently submit to what they will believe is either 
the incompetency of this body or its dishonesty—one or the 


other—but I do not believe, patient and enduring as the pub- 


untry, 
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great corporations to control not only the transportation of 
the country, but, because they control the transportation of the 
country, control also its polities. The day will come when this 
Senate and the House of Representatives will be compelled to 
a bill that will give to the people the relief which every 












pass L 
man here professes to believe they are entitled to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. 
BACON }. 

\, BACON. On that I ask for the years and nays. 

‘Vue yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro- | 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I again an- 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 
MACK]. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll eall having been concluded, the result was an- 
nounced—yeas 24, nays 52, as follows: 

YEAS—?24. 
acon gC son La Follette Né 
Berry I> Latimer © 
Biackburn ] MecCre J Ra t 
cl Mont I Me! rin Sir ns 
Cc] ce, Ark Fraz Martin Stone 
( Gearin Mo! Taliaferro 
Aldrich Nelson 
Aigel Nixon 
A Penrese 
Alli a ns 
Anl Pettus 
Bey Piles 
Brat g Piatt 
Bulke Scott 
Burk 4 Ss t 
Burr Long Ss 
Bb S MeCumber Wa 
Cart Millard W: 
Clapp Morgan Wi 
VOTING—13. 
Baile Gorman Patterson Tillman 
Burt Heyburn Proctor 
Ca McEnery Spooner 
Depew Mallory Teller 

So Mr. Bacon’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. ALLISON. I move 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

ir. TILLMAN. oes the Senator from Iowa desire to move 

M I LMAN D the §S t f 1 t 
an amendment to the same section? 

Mr. ALLISON. I should be glad before leaving this sec- 
ti 


Mr. TILLMAN. I desire to make a slight verbal change in 
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lieu thereof the words “such authority shall extend +, 
routes and joint rates for transportation partly by rail; bas 
partly by water.” —c » and 

Mr. ALDRICH. That amendment is not a yerp,| 
it changes the whole sense. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know it is not a verbal ameng 
changes the sense, and I will give the reason for it ¢ 
ator wishes me to do so. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That amendment will give rise ti 
deal of discussion, because it changes the whole pr 
regard to through routes in the House bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from | 
to the Senator from South Carolina? 

Mr. ALLISON. I yield; certainly. I have only o os 
gestion further to make with reference to this sectio 


if the Se 


uv Vield 


Mr. TILLMAN. I am perfectly willing that tho « 
should get through with his amendment to this cei. : 
then let me put my amendment in, or try to put it in. . 

Mr. ALLISON. I desire to move an amendment to 

an oniission that I intended to correct before leaving ¢} 
I ask unanimous consent, in the amendment which ors sine 
to, on page 11, line 5, to come in after the word “ pri @” to 
insert after the word “time,” where it first occurs. { v0 : 
“not less than thirty days.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from [owas 4 
| unanimous consent to amend the amendment heretofoy tn 1 
to on his motion. Is there objection? The Chair hears : ne 


The Secretary will state the proposed amendment. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to amend the 
agreed to, after the word “ prescribe,” page 11, line 5. by t. 
ing after the word “ time,” where it first occurs, the words “ pot 
less than thirty days.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. At the bottom of page 11, lines 24 an 
move to strike out the words “ 
factory through route exists” 


d 25,1 
provided no reasonable or satis 
and insert in lieu thereof “ sye) 


i 


| authority shall extend to through routes and joint rates for 
| transportation partly by railroad and partly by water.” 


Mr. NELSON. That amendment was agreed to yesterday, 
Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator is mistaken. We did not cet 


to this part of the bill yesterday. There was a preceding amend- 


ment that had reference to water, but this is an entirely dif 
ferent matter. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina 
The Secretary. On page 11, lines 24 and 25, it is proposed to 

strike out “provided no reasonable or satisfactory 

route exists”? and insert in lieu thereof the words “ such 


| thority shall extend to through routes and joint rates for trans- 

















line 11, page 11, which, I think, will clarify the language and | portation partly by railroad and partly by water.” 
be ady ble. Mr. President, on page 11, line 11, I move to Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 
strike out the words “shall publish and file” and insert the The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
words “in respect to;” then, in line 12 | lina yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- Mr. ALDRICH. I will wait until the Senator gets throug! 
ment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. Mr. TILLMAN. I am going to explain why these words ought 
The SecRETARY. In section 4, page 11, line 11, after the word | to go in. 
__ Otnerwise "it is proposed to strike out the words “shall pub- This is part of a provision covered by lines 17 to 25, pag hich 
lish and file”? and insert the words “in respect to.” authorizes the Commission to establish through routes and 
The amendment was agreed to. as a maximum to be charged, and to prescribe the divisi 
Ar TCT } 1 +1. a alas io 3 hie | rates when the carriers fail to agree. The defect in this | i 
fr, ALDRICH. I should like to ask what is the other amend- | found in the addition, in lines 24 and 25, of the words “ py 1 no 
ment the Senator intends to propose? | reasonable or satisfactory through route exists.” This 0] t A 
Mr. TILLMAN. It is on the next line, to strike out the word | bar to the compulsory establishment of an additional thr 
“ond” and insert the word “shall.” so as omplete the se which may be demanded and found reasonable. Such additional t 1 
and nse r i@ wort shall,” so as to complete the sen- | poytes very frequently, if not generally, ought to be grant 
ten and make it run properly. wise competition between practicable reasonable through 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the portion of the bill proposed to | denied. As the provision now stands, a through route maj 
Le mended be read as it will appear when amended lished where none exists, but, generally speaking, there is s at 
lagen alec ee ee Bie. pe v= peeing senses least one through route. The most frequent subject of 8 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. fhe Secretary will read as re- | discrimination between connecting lines, and however unjust dis 
qui ! crimination against the nonfavored carrier or the public i t may 
i » the proviso claus re nti a, rates revent 
SECRETARY. As proposed to be amended, it would read be, the grows cleane Chere Sane Ae eee pio ' ntor 
as fo ' I am reading from a memorandum furnished me by [nter- 
| ste 2c sree (Co ission— 
\ he cart or carriers, in obedience to such eelee af amet ite Commerce Commission . 
( or otherw in spect to joint rates, fares, or charges, The Commission has very recently decided the case of the | , 
LeTet z thei lve ! or divi Transportation Company against certain trunk lines, and Ision 
s ! the Cor s n may emental | shows a through route between the railroad trunk lines at } 
ordel cribing the portion of sucl te by each | and the Fall River Line to New England, but a refusal to « 1a 
car pal thereto, which order shall take effe i 1 part of the | through route with the Enterprise Transportation Company, 
( line competing with the Fall River Line between New Yo ape 
Mr Try , wate nant te _ England. To avoid all question there should be inserted 
Mr. TILLMAN, This amendment is to correspond to the pre- | the words stricken out, as above indicated, the fol! 
ceding ch in regard to the publication of joint rates. authority shall extend to through routes and joint rates 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the second tation partly by railroad and partly by water. 
an proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. Which are the words I have moved to insert. 
TT) ent was agreed to. Here is the case of this Enterprise Company, in v 5 
Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senator from Iowa will permit me, | shown that an independent boat line is denied throus S 
: : . . , ° Y | T 
befo \ ive this tion I want to move to strike out the | with the western railroads because the New York, N . 
words at bott of page 11, lines 24 and 25, “ provided no | and Hartford road owns the only boat line which 1 ao. 
rea tisfactory through route exists,” and insert in|! River except this one. Therefore competition between the West 
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a y England, for instance, is prevented by the failure to | and water carriers, or at least to prevent unjust disc1 nation by 
a : . lore ‘arriers between co .cting ater ling 
+) through routes, if they are demanded, with other lines. | rail carriers between connecting water lit 
words, there is a monopoly created, or is already in [Submitted March 5, 1906. Decided April », 1906.) 
J ' e and an absolute denial of competition. One boat line | David Whitcomb, for Enterprise Transportation ¢ ! 
( ’ mr : ° ai fucklar Peyye » Nan olka mae wwioatk . 
with the road. The other boat line is not allowed to} ¢ &° a a — t ; - == “aa “ . tate C : 
( ‘ r ©. Patterson, fi ennsylvani: tilroat om} 
-ith the road, and is not given through rates. George F. Brownell, for Erie Railroad Company. 
\LDRICH. Mr. President, there should be no misappre- | t. D. Whiting, for Delaware, Lackawanna and Western R da 
‘ s to the effect of this amendment. Under the bill as it | *° a  Siceiiien: tk tis eds Comite eaten, © —_ 
! ho House, the Interstate Commerce Commission had a | road Company. a . Ee =e ae 2a 
; establish through routes and joint rates where no rea- Frank H. Vlatt, for Lehigh Valley Railroad Co 
; through route exists. This proposes to strike out the RE! AND OPINION OF THE COMM 
. , nbout reasonableness, and to allow the Commission | Prouty, Commissioner: 
=} through routes anywhere in the United States with- | The Enterprise which pl 7 i 
e to existing routes and without reference to M 1ss., and } filed an ir I i 
the people are accommodated by the existing route. ston at a to ¢ 
on of through routes by rail and water is a different | that in ti : ‘+ w ; 
and under the guise of providing for through routes | New Yo ew York by ra l 
nd water the Interstate Commerce Commission is rae dd to ext t s 
» to the Senate or dictating to the Senate that it shall Bc he N ~ 
( » whole structure of this bill, so far as through routes mpany. It an inspecti t 
: various rail liz connection wit New Eng 1 
g ed. J is : a , figation Comp i Fall Riv ter 
LUMAN. Will the Senator permit me? ions, and it se the complai Ent 
} LDRICH. I will yield to the Senator a little later. | Company was really that sucl 3 declined to « nto t ’ 
M [LL MAN. Unless the Senator has the floor, I can not | #T24sements with it while doing so wit ts compet W i 
l 4 ingly advised the Enterprise Company that act it 
Sy] ny more. merce did not require rail carriers to form 1g t ‘ 
ALDRICH. I yield for a question. | lines, and that, therefore, the Commiss 0 ne i ' 
M LLMAN. I should like to ask the Senator if he favors cainer te ns ‘ oe een, *" = 
: . Pats subjec S one great practical importan » tl 
, 1 of monopoly by which an existing through route | of the act to reculate commerce n it i 
s] utain and control all the traffic, and deny other boat | suitable to investigate the circumstances surro ; 
. i . . . ith « jew making some repor ao ‘ 
j an opportunity to secure some of the traffic by having ak a "A jr — Ss some 3 rt f “ : tion 
=< : ‘ ‘ | t é yroceeaing o quiry was ne! t and 
t routes established by the Interstate Commerce Com- | yarious parties were sae 1m the testimony » upon ¢ 
: | hearing, in connection with various matters of co ym ki , 
. . ous a } d 1e rates on file v } his ymmission e fi . . te 
\ir. ALDRICH. I am entirely familiar with the case sug- | 2" rae ,on Hie with this Commission, the following 
: a Pe ORE SEF OR dia aes cs hrough tl » | The New York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad ¢ n sa 
7 the Interstate Commerce ; ommission through le practical monopoly of transportation by rail in that t 4 
S : from South Carolina. There is no monopoly and there | south of the Boston and Albany Railroad and east of its ow from 
( no monopoly of transportation between New York and | South mae tS a oe sa ee : : came. 
. ° : . Lie x tem itside this te ory, it withir ! t t con 
Proy nce and Fall River and the other points along the Sound. | trols all the steam railroads of any consequence, exceptir New 
The Fall River Line, or, rather, the New England Navigation London Northern, which extends north from New London, Conn., to 
‘ which te s - . P » Naw VYark — aven ; Brattleboro, Vt. 
( which is a branch of the New York, Ne W Haven nd | ieee of tee mask Smmtatant towne seteed tw the Now Haven Rell- 
I i Railroad, owns and operates three or four lines of | road are located upon the ocean, so that isportation is readily 
S rs running to New London, Providence, Fall River, and | available to many points. The most impor ‘ t » Prov 
y : . : m : | nce ¢£ v" tiver u ines « ste ta tic 
N Well, Newport is part of one line. There are now in | — se —- - a, - Ss a van 7 
s : . ;} any mporrance upo ong Sian , 1 1 
¢ e at least two independent lines covering the same | had with New York City. It was necé ned t Ni 
t tory, and there is nothing to prevent anyone who cares to | Haven Company, in perfecting its t: p f ’ 
' } : : : ‘ ; "1te , overe by i Oo ac “Ol aiso t of t 
f » the business from to-morrow establishing a line or any | Se , weaite eat etn — oe sy 
‘ : nn | water, especially twee! hose towns al , d 
! r of lines over that territory. There can be no monopoly | execution of its plans it either est yuir aad ‘ 
and there is no monopoly. | important steamship lines operating d Sound | . 
. . . . * 1iffere ines ee o } >» heen conse o the ew .y -_ 
We are asked to legislate for the whole country upon this one es om ee ae a be ee » the N . I ng i 
. . : . > | INE gatio any, I his owned ar y the ev n 
cast ch the Interstate Commerce Commission has had before | Company, and which has in recent years ( t altl ) 
| ive no objection to inserting, after the words now in | means all of the water transportation between these vy: s points and 
. . . Taw , avs 4 
the words “in relation to through routes by rail and | i Fy Steamship Company !s incorporated ale as 
V but I do object to striking out the words “ provided no | of Massachusetts and began business in June, 1905. It has a capital 
ble or satisfactory through routes exist,” so as to give | stock of $400,000 which, it was stated, s been paid in. Its fle yn 
the Commission the power to establish through routes anywhere ae ee dee eae cease ogy and two of 1,500 t i 
v.. 8 : : : ne iree being te r ne ransportation ol th | £ ; 
t ] es throughout the United States, without reference to the | freight. Its steamers ply exclusively between Fall R ind New 
which now exist. | York City, touching, however, Jamestown, which is | te N 
ir. TILLMAN. I should like unanimous consent, if the | Port, RT. | sn — ‘ 
: = F ; * . | For some time past the regular passenger fare bé 1 New ¥ 
s \ ill permit, to insert in the Recorp the hearing and find- City and Fall River has been $3 during the sur rand $2 d 
867, of the Interstate Commerce Commission in relation | winter months. The Enterprise Company established 
natter, without regard to how the vote may be. he ey iw his jud eee 2 
' TR sos na ¥8R a - . ‘ statec iat n his judgmer this I 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the request is | service and that his ¢ pany wa ! 3 ont 5 
The New Haven Company has red ng to §$ 
iatter referred to is as follows: the present between New z ae 
? rred t us fe sans! did not show what the effect of wa N i 
\ In the matter of alleged unlawful discrimination against the | and interior points, nor whether the erprise ¢ i} 
e Transportation Company by railroad lines leading from x for such interior points 
City. rhe principal traffic from Fall River to N York ‘ 
| lines leading west from New York City make joint through | goods of various kinds, and for many years the rate aj > 
the New England Navigation Company, controlling the | England Navig: traffic has nj 1 
line of steamers, which plies between New York and Fall | pounds rhe ' Omr established a t AU 
and some other New England cities, and also controlling | 100 pounds at set, whi een s i ! 
t steamer lines operating on Long Island Sound. Such | of the transportation by water Pg eS a 
ly in both directions between western and New Englaz cotton and various mill supplies, and the Ente ( 
New England Navigation Company is owned and oper lass rates and its local rate on raw tton - ‘ I 
York, New Haven and Hartford Railroad Company. ‘The | less than that previously prevailing t N 
itering in New York and running westerly thereof refuse, | Company. It appeared from the testimony 
business reasons, to make the like or any joint rating ar continued by the Ente ise Company, i t t N ( 
with the Enterprise Transportation Company, a steamship | pany had not reduced its tar up to the t 
s between Fall River and other New England points and | ther appeared that under tl ijustm) ct} 
City, and in competition with the New England Navigation | pany obtained a considera rt of t! t 
Fall River line. This Fall River line may, by reducing | Fall River and New York. 
| traffic, force out of business the Enterprise Transporta- | fied that of ninety-two mills I Ri 
ny, while obtaining a lucrative and supporting business | business with eighty-fi 7 
sh traffic, and upon disappearance of such competition, Freight from New England can t M \ 
former charges. The existence of the Enterprise Trans routes. It may go by tl dir t 
Company as a competitive factor is of distinct value to the itous rail ré ute through Canada. — I I 
| that existence may depend upon its right to engage in | from New England to some southert N s 
usiness. This investigation was made with the understand and from there taken by rail to its d It 
he Commission is without power to grant any relief, and no | water line frequently pays and 
t whether the through-rating arrangement should be ex rior New England point to the s j i 
he Enterprise Company is expressed; but if the public is | have given New England the sa ( I 
legitimate benefit of water competition, it is evident that | extent the same commodity rates as ay f N : 
ity should be provided to establish through routes between rail Confining our attention to traffic origi zg at I River, it is evi- 
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dent that this may either be delivered to the New Haven Company for 
shipment by its rail line or to some steamboat company for transpor- 
tation by water. Since a comparatively small part of the freight traffic 
rom Fall River stops at New York as a final destination, and since a 
ymparatively small part of that traffic to Fall River originates at New 
( point of original production, it follows that the Enter- 
at Company, if it obtains any great amount of business 
{ points, must make arrangements with the rail and water 
leading from New York as to the handling of this business 
it point It seems to have been able to do this with water 
from New York south, and the testimony indicates that 
rk City considerable quantities of freight with 
Company. The quickest service between 

boat from Fall River to New York and 

Large amounts of traffic move by this route, 
1 exclusively handled by the New England 
‘rprise Company, Gesiring to participate 
business moving in the opposite direction, 
rail lines asking for the same treatment 
amboat company of the New Haven road. 
to Chicago on cotton piece goods is 55 

ity the same. When this traffic is broug 
York and delivered carrier 
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this busing and also in 

has applied to the various 
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rd tot ste 
‘all River 
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York ¢ 
the rail 
t ] rk re are sery the transportation from Fall River 
to > York and tt transfer at New York TI transfer charge is 
: } 100 pounds. The local transporta- 
mpar is 124 cents, but it was said by 
the trunk lines allowed the 
ision. The transfer service is actu- 
New England Navigation Company 
ilroad company, but in either case it 
s to say, the railroad company which 
from New England Navigation Com- 
ct transports that traffic to Chicago for 42 
delivered the s e company at 
circumstances by the Enterprise 
vuld exact for its charge 55 cents per 
prives the Enterprise Company of all 
f participating in that business. 
ons for their refusal to join with the 
’ through rates. The Pennsylvania states 
f tie ire so congested in New York at the present time 
Ity that it can handle the traffic now 
ceived this traffic from two companies 
the traffic itseif or whether the traffic 
re room would 1 re ired. The representa 
irther stated, in substance, that there was only 
Fall River this character; that his company 
could not hope to receive more business if it joined with the Enter 
it received from that company would be 
which it was now receiving from the 
ompany, and that, since could handle the traffic 
company than from two, he had declined to entertain 


LO 






iy 


y that 








y 1 
oous 





> soods 


nd nder the 7 


were to 








e 
' any x 
mpany v 


, 
course, a 








it re 






TOOK 





y 4 e 
+ ¢ , 7 f 
Live ‘ pany f 


- 
oO 


any 
wnt 


it 


ne Ne rk Central 
that it ! no arra 
England Navig 


stated that this business was not desirable; 
rangement with any steamboat line except the New 
ion Company, and that with that company its arrange- 
ered the four higher classes. It further stated that it 
‘ancel its present arrangements with the New England 
than extend them to the Enterprise Company. 
of the New York Central, that the traffic was 
in New York City, where it was loaded into 
‘o reason was rested why that company would suffer 
1 traffic for the Enterprise Company 

and in the same manner. 
as they were represented by witnesses 
they were unable to handle the 
the general effect that they pre- 
the New Haven Company by rail; 
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to 
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*y did not 


ecause the y 


Engiand Navigation Company and their 
desire to form this connection with the 
did not desire to increase the amount 
came from Fall River by water. 
to be this. The New Haven Company 
of the traffic within its territory. Most 
1 course of things, would go by the ail-rail 
it may go by water to New York and from 
ling from New York can receive this traffic 
y either by rail or by water; they prefer 
present time the New Haven road is divid- 
iness between all these different lines in a satisfactory 
y forming a connection with the Enterprise Company they 
increase the total amount of the traffic which they handle, 
ght introduce a or which would become a disturbing 
he present harmonious relations. They have nothing to 
ight lose something by the change. 
any c ed that the refusal of the 
thro business was the result 
by 
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this directly was the declaration of an 
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Lackawanna and 





Western Railroad. The 
Enterpr Company, desiring to ship cotton piece goods from Fall 
and understanding that the above railroad 
New England Navigation Company a rate 
hile its local rate was 254 cents, applied 
This the agent refused, stating that his 
that rate to the New England Navi ion 
by reason of an ag ment to that effect with the New Haven 
} We could hardly find from the testimony that any similar 
‘ nt with other lines exists, although such may be the fact; and 
1 ke that tl is vy conspiracy among all these railroads to 
! sh e Col ined of. It appears to us that the course 
lines may be justifiable upon gound business principles 
examined solely from their standpoint. 
matter stand when examined from the view point of 
ly seen that the Enterprise Company has 
to shippers and passengers using that line by 
tes in effect. The complainant concedes that 
ll River to points in the West would not be reduced if the 
ip we accorded the through privileges which it 
‘ for the most part the same from New York 
to Chicago and points basing on Chicago, or which 
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take a percentage of the Chicago rate. To reduce the rate from 


River would break down the whole scheme of rates. This do: Pall 
appear to be true of rates to points east of Buffalo and Pij+«),,... 
which are generally less from New York than from Fall Riye; c 
very many cases, at least, the rate from Fall River to those ae 
would be less if the present local rate of the Enterprise Compa: ms 
added to the present division of the rail line from New York. jt goo. 
not appear whether a reduction would in fact result. . 
It was also said by the Enterprise Company that if that co ieee 
could engage in this traffic its patrons would have two lines ang 
thereby secure more efficient service than otherwise. There = 
testimony before us as to the character of the service by ej a 
those steamship lines. It did appear that the Enterprise one 
touches at certain wharves in Fall River, to which some of { 1g 
are peculiarly accessible, and that these mills find it to their ad f 
for this reason, to patronize that company rather than the New | : i 
Company, and that it serves one town not directly served by . 
It is also undoubtedly true that better and more efficient "ie 
obtained when competition exists than when the business i ely 
transacted by one concern. . 
The most serious feature of this case rests in the fact that if : New 
England Navigation Company can exclude the Enterprise a 
from all participation in through business and confine it st, 'to 


local business between Fall River and New York it thereby r 
the power of forcing the Enterprise Company out of busin alto 
gether, for it may so reduce its rates on local traffic that thi; 
could not meet them while obtaining a lucrative and supporti : 
ne from through traffic. When the competition of the EF nrisa 
Company had disappeared rates would be restored to what for 
merly were, which, it fairly appears, was higher than reason: 
petition would produce. The existence of the Enterprise Co: 

a competitive factor is of distinct value to the public, and that ence 
may depend upon its right to engage in through business. ‘T! well 


SS 


illustrated by the last case in which this matter has been } 
rts: Gulf, C. & S. F. R. Co. v. Miami 8. 8. Co. 

J). S. App., 732; 86 Fed., 407). 

Trafic from the Atlantic seaboard to various points in Texas, 
and Oklahoma ‘Territories and the Mississippi and Missouri yal) 
passes largely by water from some port like New York to < ton 
New Orleans and is from thence carried by rail to « 
Prior to July, 1897, there was only one steamship line i 
between New York and Galveston, known as the “ Mallory | i 
two between New York and New Orleans. Three different f 
railway with various connections led from Galveston into Texas and 
this other territory. 

In the summer of 1897 the Miami Steamship Company, « 
this field to be a promising one, determined to enter it, and 
line of steamboats between New York and Galveston. At 
the various railroads leading from the port of Galveston see: 
accorded to the Miami company the same rates and privileg: 
stance which were given the Mallory Line. The Miami 
however, found it to its advantage to somewhat reduce 
between New York and Galveston, and this operated to effect 
tion in rates throughout the territory above described, the inka 
being in all cases in the ocean transportation from New York to Gal 
veston. This created more or less dissatisfaction, since these ocean 
and rail rates from New York are fixed with reference to the all-:: 
rates from the same points to the same destinations, and in thx 
part of 1898 the railroad lines leading from Galveston, the ° 
Line and the two steamship lines leading from New York 
Orleans entered into an arrangement by which it was, amo! 
things, agreed that the railroad lines should break off all c 
with the Miami Steamship Company. 





(30 C. C. A. 149° 


or 








Traffic between interior points and the Atlantic seaboard was handled 
by the various steamship lines in connection with the rail lines upon 
through bills of lading in both directions, and the through rate was 
divided between the water and the rail lines upon a basis which ved 
to the rail line less than its local tariff from Galveston to point of ce 
tination. The railroad companies then declined to honor throuch bills 
of lading, and also declined to form through routes upon the sis of 


the divisions hitherto in force. The Miami Steamship Compa: ild 
of course transport the freight from New York to Galveston and 
tender it to the railroad companies for transportation to destination, 
but the railroad companies exacted in all cases their local tarif, 
required the Miami company to prepay the freight charges. I: 
traffic going in the opposite direction, the railroad companies i 
to issue any through bill of lading, and required the shipper to prepay 
the transportation charge to Galveston, if the traffic was to go ly the 
Miami company. 

It will be seen at a glance that under these conditions the Miami 
company could not hope to participate in that traffic; for not only 
did it receive much less for the same service than its competit 
the handling of the business by that line was so hedged a! I 
difficulties as to make it almost impossible for the shipper to ronize 





its route. In view of this that a applied to the | state 
Commerce Commission, but was advised that under the law that body 
could probably rencer it no assistance. It thereupon filed li in 


equity in the circuit court for the eastern district of Texas : ig in 


effect that these differect companies were not only in violat f the 
act to regulate commerce, but were also in violation of t! in 
Antitrust Act and praying an injunction. The circuit court ted 


the injunction, but the circuit court of appeals in an elaborate opinion 
dissolved the injunction and held that the Miami company wa 


to no relief; that the railway companies might require the p ment 
of their freight charges; that they were not compelled to « into 
joint arrangements with one steamship company because the) with 
another, and that even if the antitrust act were violated e 
United States Government could maintain an injunction suit . 

The result of this decision was that the Miami Steamship | pany 


rmer 


withdrew from that field and that rates were restored to t! 
basis. The further result was that still later many of these 1 wel 
advanced, as appeared in testimony before the Commissio! t 


concerted action of the water lines and various railways a! 
consequence rates to Texas common points were also advanc i 
This investigation was begun upon the understanding that Cot 


mission had no power to grant any relief in the premises. — 
roads have not been heard further than they were inquired o som 
extent, by the Commission itself. We do not think that u! 


circumstances we ought to express an opinion as to whether = 
lines should accord the Enterprise Company the through ar ons 
asked for, since it is evident that many things which might ence 
a final judgment were not developed in the hearing before us ui. 


At the present time water competition exercises an importaul 
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:pon the rail rates ae ny mee. Zeek Seem, of competition is | of the Commission whether upon a proper complaint there should 
tie Fae pg gy zor, ane the -. be another through route established ; whereas if there is already 
ent and construction of waterways. If the legitimate benefit | ON¢, while the words “reasonable and satisfactory” might, in 
. ompetition is to be had, it is ne ee some regulating body the judgment of the Commission, warrant them in establishing 
rcise in outhority {6 establish through routes between water | 280ther, because the one is not reasonable and satisfactory, the 
carriers, or at least to prevent undue discrimination by rail | idea I would have would be that the Commission would hesitat 
‘tween connecting water lines. very long about establishing another route if one was alre: 
LODGE. Mr. President, this matter has been brought to | in existence, because the determination whether it was reason 
ention particularly by the Fall River case, which has} able and satisfactory would be left to them and they mi 
ited by the Senator from South Carolina. An independent | want to assume the responsibility. On the other hand, if tl 
ship company has been started, running from Fall River | clause is not in, then the Commission would determine that 
York, and the only other line is the New England Navi- | question under its general power. 
Company, which is controlled by the New York, New Mr. LODGE. Mr. President—— 


and Hartford. The trunk lines, both in New York and The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair would call attention to 








mngland, so arrange the rates that this steamship company | the fact that both Senators are out of order under the rule. 
‘ved absolutely of freight, which seems not quite fair to Mr. LODGE. I was aware of that. I was just about to 
iblic or to the company. They brought the case before | begin by saying that, speaking in violation of the rule, I should 


‘erstate Commerce Commission, which decided, as I re-| like to say a word to the Senator from South Carolina about 


- that, under the existing law, they had no power to deal | the proviso, “provided no reasonable or satisfactory through 





case. route exists.” 
bill provides : The very proposition on which this appeal rests, as I under- 
: provisions of this act shall apply to any common carrier or | Stand, is that the service of the through route in existence is 
¥ aged in the Seumepertation < cena ot property waelly neither reasonable nor satisfactory. My doubt arises from 
i ra a an ean, we “arrangement for a con- the fact that it does — Sonae to me to include water lines. he 
a rriage or shipment. Senator from Pennsylvania may be right about that. But 1 
; other words, the intent of the bill is ciearly to give relief | @0 not think it could do any harm to insert: 
A ; of through rates where there is complaint. But as the And this provision shall apply when one of the connecting carriers i 
E ands now, on page 11, unless some special provision is | ® ¥#tet line. 
q it covers the land lines, but the water lines connecting are Mr. TILLMAN. If that is satisfactory to the Senator, it 
4 d. My desire is simply that the connecting water lines | Satisfactory to me, because it is in his part of the world and 
P be treated, as the first section of the bill obviously intends, | not mine. 
F same way as a through route which is all rail, although Mr. LODGE. I think it would meet the difficulty. 
ie up perhaps of different and connecting companies. There The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Car- 
5 ms to be no reason why, because one of the links in the route olina—— 
water line, it should be deprived of the appeal which the Mr. TILLMAN. I accept the amendment proposed by the 
: bill obviously contemplates. The words which I propose myself Senator from Massachusetts. 
t sert are these: The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
nd this provision shall apply when one of the connecting carriers Mr. LODGE. Add at the end of line 25— 
is a water line. And this provision shall apply when one of the connecting carriers Is 
3 s to clearly include them. a water line. 
: Mr. ALDRICH. I have no objection to that. Mr. FULTON. Does that leave in the proviso? 
\ir. KNOX. I should like to ask a question of the Senator Mr. ALDRICH. Yes. 
m Massachusetts before he takes his seat. Do you not think Mr. FULTON. I submit that the proviso ought to go out. It 


t all of the powers conferred by this bill apply to all the} serves no good purpose there, and it will be a feature of embar- 
nsportation lines referred to in the first section? That would | rassment. 
notion of it. Here is a power to establish through routes Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 
B and joint rates. Now, establish through routes and joint rates The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest that the 
upon what lines of transportation? Upon all the lines of trans- | Secretary first state the amendment proposed by the Senator 
rtation deseribed in the first section of the bill, because the | from South Carolina as amended by the amendment of the 
first section of the bill says they shall be subject to the powers | Senator from Massachusetts. Does the Chair understand the 
riven to the Interstate Commerce Commission. Senator from South Carolina to have withdrawn his proposed 
Mr. LODGE. Then, Mr. President, I should not think it | amendment? 
would do any harm to insert that provision. What I want is Mr. TILLMAN. I am entirely indifferent in this matter in a 
to bring a case like this within the jurisdiction of the Interstate | personal way other than that I am trying to get the best pos- 
Commerce Commission. sible law. It seems to me the amendment proposed by the 
Mr. KNOX. I have not the slightest objection to inserting it, | Interstate Commerce Commission is a perfectly just and proper 
except that it seems to me this bill has so many things in it in| one. I do not know in whose time I am speaking, unless it is 
duplicate ~ by the indulgence of the Senate; the fact that I am in charge 
Mr. LODGE. I am inclined to think the interpretation of the | of the bill and am trying to get the bill 
S tor from Pennsylvania is correct. If it is the correct in- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the de- 
{ etation, then it would seem to me that the proviso would | bate has been proceeding for some time in violation of the rule, 
i absolutely cut off any attempt at competition if a route already | but by unanimous consent. 
( ted. Mr. TILLMAN. I do not want to break a rule which I am 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | so anxious to have maintained. I would rather leave it to the 


dment proposed by the Senator from South Carolina. | Senate and let the Senate determine it. I will not withdraw 
ALDRICH. I hope the Senator from South Carolina will | the amendment. 
the amendment. Mr. TELLER. Let us have it read. 
PETTUS. I ask that the pending amendment may be| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
| amendment. 
i¢ VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from Mr. LODGE. The Senator from South Carolina has not with- 
bama the pending amendment will again be stated. drawn his amendment. 


SECRETARY. On page 11, line 24, after the word “ rates,” The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands, and 
out the following words: “provided no reasonable or | Will be stated by the Secretary. 





factory through route exists,” and insert in lieu thereof: Mr. TELLER. I understand he accepted an amendment to it. 
authority shall extend to through routes and joint rates for Mr. TILLMAN. No: I have just changed my 1 Lind 
ortation partly by railroad and partly by water. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator from South Caro- | amendment. 
to allow the last part of the amendment to be adopted inj; The Secretary. On page 11, line 24, after the word “ rates,” 
lition to the words now in the bill. | strike out the following words: “provided no reasonable or 
TILLMAN. Why should we authorize the Commission to | satisfactory through route exists,” and insert in lieu thereof: 


( ablish through routes and then deny them the privilege here? Such authority shall extend to through routes and joint rates for 
‘Mir. ALDRICH. We do not deny it. transportation partly by railroad and partly by water. 

_ Mr. TILLMAN. We surely do, if we retain the words “if no The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

reasonable or satisfactory through route exists.” It looks to | amendment just stated. 

me that if those words are stricken out it is left to the discretion The amendment was rejected. 
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Mr. SPOONER obtained the floor. 


Mr. I 
r] 
Senato1 
Mr. S 


AODGEH. I should like to offer my amendment. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


from Massachusetts will be stated. 
POONER. I supposed I was recognized by the Chair. 


Mr. LODGE. I suppose the Senator can cut me off if he 


wants 1 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not want to cut you off. 

Mr. LODGE. I do not want to take the floor. I merely de- 
sire to offer m n Iment 

The VICE-PRE: INT. The Senator from Wisconsin was 
i i. Does he yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. SPOONER. Certainly. 

The VI = PRESIDEN r. Will the Senator from Massachu- 
setts again 5 ‘ate his amendment? 

Mr. LODG } My amendment is to add the words which I 

The ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be 

tate 

The Secretary. After the word “ exists.” in line 25, or page 
11, it is proposed to insert 

And this provision shall apply when one ¢f the connee*.ag carriers 
is a W > 

The : dment was agreed to. 

Mr. SPOONER. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
frol ith Carolina to the fourteenth line, page 11. I think 
he wil ery much perfect the language and possibly eliminate 
soine lidity from it if he will insert there the words “ just 
and reason ” so that it will read “ just and reasonable por 
tion of the ” I move to insert, after the word “the,” in 
line 14, the words “just and reasonable.” 

The SecreTary. On page 11, line 14, before the word “ por- 
1 t proposed to insert “ just and reasonable;” so that if 
‘ led it will read: 

rhe ¢ sion m fter hearing make a supplemental order pre 
§ 1g st and r nable portion. 

Mr. SPOONER. I move to insert “ proportion” instead of 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The amendment as amended was agreed to. 

M t+ALLINGER. I offer the amendment I send to the desk 

The VIC E-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
offers an amendment, which will be stated. 

The SEcRETARY. On page 11, line 5, after the word “ pre- 
seribe it is proposed to insert the following: 

The ¢ ission in prescribing any maximum rate or charge as herein 
prov 1 shall 1 e authorized to ‘eive complaints or determine 
diffe \ pr ice of one 1 cality over another. 

Mir. GALLINGER. Mr. President, there has been so much 
discussion of this bill that I have no disposition to be heard or | 
1 my voice in this debate. I have an article from a recent 
s f the Washington Post which discusses this matter so 
c nd, to my mind, so convincing that I am going to ask 
tha ry to read it instead of discussing it myself. I think 
he read it in the time that is allotted to me—fifteen minutes. 

I VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 
WwW Il 1 1 S / | eS } 

Lhe tary proceeded to read the article. 

M LDRICH. I ask that the article may be inserted in the | 
Rec without further reading. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President 

Mr. FORAKER. I should like to hear it read. If I under- 
stand the amendment offered by the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire s one in which I am very much interested, as is the 
lo y where I reside. 

\ GALLINGER. Let the Secretary read. 

I Secretary resumed the reading of the article. 

Mr. FORAKER. I withdraw the request I made a moment 
t the reading of the article be continued. I see what 
i] nt is. I hope it will be voted down, and I hope 
if | voted down for the reason that it raises a question in 
\ ( nnati is very importantly interested. We have had 
tr t! rY many years on account of the very thing that 
this would prohibit not being done by anybody, and it has been 
1 h » of the pr j le residing there and interested in ship] ing 

‘ 1 carriers that in this legislation we might secure 
what we believe to be a discrimination against Cin- 

e fi ¢ of rates from other cities to points in south- 

in which Cincinnati competes with these other 

rket. I do not want to prolong the argument. I 

s at length on another occasion. I think Senators 

| 1 think it would be very unfortunate for us 

to ziving us aflirmative relief we should pro- 

ely Ss the ado] hn of the amendment would, that | 

have any rel ef under this law. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. What disposition does the se 


from New Hampshire desire made of the article? a 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the remainder of the article }, in 
serted in the Recorp without reading, and let a vote pe ken 


on the amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so o1 
The article referred to is as follows 


When the Senate takes up connideediinn of the amendments 
Hepburn railroad rate bill, there will doubtless be consider ; 
cussion of the question as to the basis on which the Sedacnta a 
merce Commission shall make rates. The Dill in its present 
not undertake to prescribe any basis or standard for the ; 
the Commission, but proposes to leave that body free to ¢ 
judgment as to every rate. Whether the bill, as final! y ame 
scribes any definite basis for rate making or not. hoy 
probably inevitable that the Commission must ado pt a basis or s 
of some kind, and adhere to it very closely in all of its orders 
rates. Otherwise it is sure to be charged with making ry rates 
and to be criticised for alleged discriminations in fayor 
shippers or certain localities. 

The only basis of rate making that has thus far been sy 
any Senator is that of flat mileage rates. It is apparent {| 
Commission should make rates on this basis it could def; 
gainst charges of favoritism, for the rate between any 

on any given commodity would then be the product of ths 
rate multiplied by the number of miles. This would be easy, | 
it be satisfactory? For, on the other hand, it is apparent 
system of rate making would be so disastrous to many | 
the I nited States as would be one based on mileage. If is a 

universally believed by Senators and others who have given this ; 
close attention that the putting into effect of such a syste: 1 
; mean the remaking of the commercial and industrial ~ 
United States. 


wey 


two 








imap 


IN EUROPEAN COUNTRIES. 


It is stated by an expert upon this subject that in all of 
} pean countries, in which the railroads are either owned and ted 
by the government or the rates are fixed by governmental 
|} and in which rates based on distance are adhered to mors 
closely, the uniform effect has been unmistakably to greatly 
the amount of railway traffic and to narrow the range of « 
activities. In most of the continental countries the railro 
been and are regarded as part of the political machinery and as 
fcr making effective governmental commercial policies. With t 
in view, there have been departures from distance rates on ex; 
import traffic and on transit traffic originating in one country 
carried across another to a third’country or to a seaport; but t 
mestic traffic in each country is moved on rates adhering very cl 
a fixed charge per unit of weight for each unit of distance. W)! 
effect of this has been obviously injurious, it has not be ( 
trous in most European countries as it would be in the United States, 
for the reason that in all of those countries except Russia distances 
are comparatively short, and in many of them, such as I 
many, and Holland, inland water transportation has been y hig 
developed. Whereas in the United States the tendency is consta 
| toward the abandonment of canal and river traffic, as a r t of the 
| low rates made by railroads for long hauls; in both France and Ger 
| many the inland waterways are constantly drawing more and more 
| traftic from the railroads, and in both countries the facilities for water 
transportation are being increased so as to accommodate t! v- 
| grade and long-distance traffic that can not pay the high-distance 
| charges by rail. 
























EFFECT IN GERMANY. 
| In Germany the effect of distance rates has been to s¢ 















Empire into producing and distributing centers, and the s $ 
presented, for instance, of one section of Germany expor g 5 
to foreign countries and receiving a governmental bounty on these ex- 
ports, while another section is importing grain subject to ar port 
duty. ‘The situation is much the same as would exist in this « y if 
rates on grain from the Mississippi Valley to the Atlantic s dd 
were so high that grain from the Northwest would move by water to 
New Orleans for export, while- New York and Boston would ) 
impert grain and flour from Canada. 

In Russia distances more nearly approximate those in the U1 1 
States, and the result of distance rates in that country has | to 
favcr the development of localities convenient to the seaports at the 
expense of interior communities. For instance, much of the lar ng 
the line of the Trans-Siberian Railway is well adapted to the ¢ g 
of wheat, but the freight rates from the Siberian wheat fields to the 
ports of the Baltic and the Black seas are so high as to be almos 
hibitory, with the result that the development of the country : 
Trans-Siberian Railway has been greatly retarded and is in ma 
trast with the phenomenal development of the territory tributary 
Canadian Pacific, where conditions are somewhat similar, it e 
freight rates have been made on the American system of dis g 
distance when necessary to bring a producing locality into « 1- 


tion with a market. 
AUSTRALIA AS AN EXAMPLE. 


In no country has the effect of mileage rates been more ck 
strated than in Australia. There distances are as gre 
nited States, but transportation conditions are entiré 
o a close adherence to mileage rates and to failure to ado] 
an system of port d entials and the American aaiethe ‘ 
aasing points. The t has been to concentrate - ition an 
fac turin; g, and the b ness of distributing both d omestic and 
commodities almost exciusively in one iarge seaport city in ea 
In the entire eastern half of Australia the conditions are ad 
the building up of large numbers of flourishing cities and t 
serving as a base of distribution for the surrounding ahs “ult | 
1d each affording a convenient market for part ¢ 
nd garden a of those communities. But, in all this 
ct of country there are no interior towns or cities of im] 
The urban po] yulation, instead of being distributed among a la 
ber of places of moderate size, such as abound in the United St 
as is above mentioned, congested in one large seaport town ! 
coiony. 





















nunities az 










WORKING OF AMERICAN SYSTEM. 
In the United States, where the railroads, up to this tin ~* Hay 
free to adjust their rates to commercial conditions, it has er 
| expedient and economical to so adjust rates as to build up distributins 
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nufacturing points in all parts of the country, with the result Mr. NELSON. I do not want to interrupt the Senator 











e has been a decentralization of population and of industry | Mr P aD WAS. essai one adenine ‘Ee : a 
rere jormously benefited every section. There has been a disposi- Mr. RAYNER. I will submit to an interruption nal e, 
{ 1 the part of some critics of the American railway system to | I did not know that an amendment of this sort wou ( - uD, 
the basing-point system, A which rates — ee | but having been informed by the Senator from New H sh 
and seaports to stations within a more or less restricte¢ area and having o} rye’ he amend wnt } h he int . 
the basing point are fixed by adding to the rate to the basing 1 AINE ¢ _— rved the aMenament WHICH D mK ‘ Lat i 
local rates to these surrounding stations. Some of these earlier stage of the session, I want to s ¥ a few is upon the 
points have looked upon the lower rates to the basing points | subject, because I think it is one of the most t ibiects 
stly discriminatory, but a study of the transportation prob- | before us, and I think the amendment is 1 14 
iived will show that there is no injustice to the smaller towns | Sree ot Se a ee oer oe ) i 
system. One of the great advantages of the basing-point system | I desire to emphasize what I have heretofore s it 1 ‘ 
it admits of more economical railroad operation, and, conse- | ing of this debate upon the subject of ren ry 
of lower average rates. If all goods were shipped direct to most important inquiry. and if tl} hill ‘ il 
its of consumption tom the manufacturing and seaport cities, ae a Te ane SE > EE TE TEMS DE § ~ ; : Uv 
of small consignments would be very largely increases Commission to adjust differentials betw l 
ild be fe w shipments in carload lots. Through freight tr: ities I doubt very much whether the b \\ j 
ve to stop at more stations to drop a single car or to unloa¢ power vy A tee etl 8 bk FF 
ear, and the cost of the service would be increased accord- | , wor Ge o> Un ed that | : : 
fhe business of the wholesaler at the basing point would be | Would be willing to confer it upon the ¢ n it 
i, but the retailer at the smaller town would not benefit, for, | virtually take the ports of entry of this countt t ¢ | 
buying his sup plies in the neighboring city, he would have t of the railroad ' saci Rina al ; 
tt some city at a much greater distance, probably at New pee ok raliroads, who are building them uj 
fre ills, instead of being smaller, would undoubtedly be« the hands of the Commission. to destroy ft] | 
fr ght ’ ‘ 
This would not be his only loss, but the producers of his | tle their trade and enterprise if they desired to d 
vould lose the advantage of a neighboring city market for part | i¢ the Comn : - * Sores ; : 
nroducts, and the imposition of mileage rates to dist: int mai - Sex WMIssion were adsoiutel) ; L De 


ld still further redt ice their purchasing power. The tendenc and will be, it would nevertheless devolve uy 




















y l l ‘ ~ l 
rates would be to injure the business of every bas ing-point | q delicate nature and of such tremendous responsibil { ' 
iout the South and West. and all through the interior of r di ot thin! ee ae ees ig id: 
ry, and to build up the seaports, notably New York, and the ado hot think that any tribunal would be « 
ng cities nearest to the supplies of raw material. | plishment. 
RESULT THAT WOULD ELE INEVITABLE. Let us fall into no error upon this point. If the bill 
» reasons it is hardly to be expected that Congress will ever | any such authority I want to know it, and if by the rem 
enact a law requiring railroad rates in the United States | pnjjeation it cor be construed as granting it . , 
de on a mileage basis; but some students of the question con ce = ald ey g eae aes bral a. am - a 
‘ yyernmental rates must nec -essarily approximate that basis, | /2ter¢ sted are entitled to understand it. Che « tt 
t when the Commission is given the rate makin ower many House came to the conclusion that it did not embr 
a ts that would follow the legislative establishments of mils entials 1. ‘ ++ Daal 
‘ at ; ; : , ntials. The se passed i -elving 1 1 tha 
; will be inevitable. It is contended that the decisions of the oo - Hou passed cia re = 
‘ ssion in the past show that this would be the result. In the the majority of us have, I believe, entertained the s 
n which the Commission has attempted to make rates or has | The Interstate Commerce Commissio loe ot be { 
ned existing rates, its findings have been based very largely “onl wareiaa anch ; nrisdiction ad € tread 
siderations of distance. A notable illustration of this was B vuld exercl e such a jurisdiction. : . I 
y the New York milk-rate decision, the tendency of which was chamber of commerce and business organization that 
rate milk production for the New York market in localities | heard from are all of this « pinion, that this mx ut loes not 
‘ + + e 7 . € ¢ . sa ‘ases nigh e ite she »j , he > ‘ o 
I st to - city, and many other cases might be cited showing the | egnfer such power: but there are several Senat nnon this 
” ae 7 floor who entertain a different idea, and who have cl “d that 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the amendment be stated. a ne netted nee th : aia ne a ae 
+— 7c wr : ’ > £ xists aer 1 Dp seology of ft 3 in $ 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator ant: aimamiietah meted weitte 01 V5. 4 
- ° : ( questi co ecTet th His conrtrove Sy l } ri 
from Indiana, the amendment will again be read. ; i ; tent ~ : 
whet : Bae ; - P eae importance that this is. Let me say that I do not find anythin: 
The Secrerary. On page 11, line 5, after the word “pre |. ; ; ; : 
oc anit ; ae ee a a in this bill whatever that gives the Commission I t to 
scribed,” it is proposed to insert the following: . a 
: f te ; adjust differentials. Its provisions are limited to d 
l ( mission in prescribing any maximum rate or charge, as | ¢inne .- om a veaiaiiilen > Wisse ianedeeniies, At sean Semenl , 
I ided, shall not be authorized to receive complaints or de- | Uons uz -" the same roads - Phe by en me rae ee 
differentials or preferences of one locality over another. | tory” or “ unduly preferential ” or “ prejudi: ipply to rates 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, it is rather astonishing to | 2nd regulations and practices upon the sam mid, be t 
me, after some Senators have taken two or three days to dis- | a be no such thing as an unjust discriminatior undu 
cuss portions of this bill, that an article which would have | Preference between different roads supplying differ —_ 
occupied only ten or twelve minutes in reading, which is the | tory and terminating at different points. 
best argument I have ever seen on the subject now before the ‘Un the one hand, the rate or the regulation or the practice 
Senate, should be objected to. But I am willing to let it go | of one road can not be changed because the rate or the regul 
in the Recorp without reading, and to let a vote be taken. tion or the practice of another road is in violation of 1 
* “T : . : : > TOs scharecad « 9 «) “ata ye licerit : tine 
Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President. the pending amendment as it If one road charges an unre onable rate or a d ri nh is 
reads seems to me so inartificially drawn that it is abso- | Tate, that would surely not justify the Commission's adjusting 


lutely fat il to the . If an amendment of this sort is to be | the rate between this road and some ‘ther road that has 
it ought to be drawn with a great deal of care. This | Connection with it by law or privity of contract. On the rth 





amendment provides for all cases of preferentials and differ- hand, it is not possible that if the rate upon one road is 
entials of one locality as against another; it includes localities | 42d reasonable that the rate can be lowered because it is higher 
on the same line; and it absolutely deprives the Commission | than the rate upon some other road which also just and 1 
of any right to determine every question of discrimination on | 50} ible. The very foundation upon which the bill re t 
e same line. If the Senator from New Hampshire had | the rate or practice must be unjust or unreasonal ru 
rded it so as to apply to different lines or different roads discriminatory, and if the rate or practice is just and 1 
furnishing competing localities, it might possibly do, although | able, then the Commission has no right to chat t Phe ¢ 
I think the provisions in the bill cover it. But this covers an | Pltinant must set forth that it is unjt Sst or 1 mable o 
inland point and a terminal point on the same line, and if there | criminatory, and if the Commission should | 
any preference given to the terminal point over the inland | ® rate which did not violate the law, upon this gro 3 
t, or the inland point over the terminal point, it takes from | W' uld be absolutely ultra vires and null and void, id could 
the Commission the right to determine that. I should like to | not be enforced by judicial process. 
the amendment read again, because it is a matter of vast Now, Mr. President, I propose to | ed a step furtl 
rtance, and I think is fatal to the bill. upon the proposition of the S nator fr | New H pshir Mi 
ALDRICH. I appeal to the Senator from New Hamp- | GALLING! Rk]. In my judgment, if th L Dy n tion « 
to withdraw the amendment until we can get through | intendment could be construed as Col ring 1 1 the 
the amendment pending to this section and the next sec- | Mission the power to adjust different com] g 
t roads and competitive localities, it would, under its pr 
Mr. GALLINGER. I know of no reason why I : 1ould with- | suage, be deficient in any legislative stand 
Craw it. Let the Senate dispose of it. ’ Commission could proceed to make th adji t l 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Secretary will again read the | therefore be held as conferring upon the 
dment, at the request of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. | powers and fall within the argument 
RI. Senator from Ohio that he h 
SECRETARY. On page 11, line 5, after the word “ pre- | Weasure. There must be a legislative 
|,” it is proposed to insert the followins r: | discretion must be left to the Commis von 
( ssion in prescribing any maximum rate or charge, as BIOD, I a Case where = oo da a i i 
7 pt vided, shall not be authorized to receive complaints or dete sonable and not discriminatory, could 
‘ entials or preferences of one locality over another. because it varied from the rate of s r. it 1 ud 
RAYNER. According to the amendment, they could not | be exercising an unlimited discretion e function 


un any complaint between localities on the same line. | which it does n iot come within our 
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Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. RAYNER. Now, let me finish this paragraph and then 





I will yield to the Senator. 

Now, one other pre tion: This bill absolutely excludes the 
right to adiust differentials because it does not give the right 
to fix or ijust rates, but the power is given to fix maximum 
rates. t is not within the range of possibility to adjust a dif- 
{ ntial by the fixing of a maximum rate. If, for instance, a 
rate was lowered upon a road between Chicago and New York, 
and a ma tum rite established in order to meet a lower rate | 
upon al r competing road between Chicago and Baltimore, 
the latter road would immediately reduce its rate and keep up 
the differential. Let me illustrate: If there was a dollar rate | 
between Chicago and New York upon one road and a rate of 


OD ee 3 between Chicago and Baltimore upon another road, and | 


. lowered the rate upon the first road to 95 cents, 
the other road, that was covering the territory between Chicago 
and Baltimore, would lower its rate to 90 cents, and thus main- 
trin the differential. The Commission could not interfere, be- 
cause it has no right under this bill to fix a minimum rate be- 
Baltimore, and it could not prevent the low- 
ate between these places in order to meet the lower 
rate between Chicago and New York. I have therefore come to 

ie conclusion that legally there is no power in this bill to ad- 
just differentials, and practically it would be impossible for the 
Commission, even through arbitrary and unjustifiable process 
by induction, to reach this result. 

Now I will answer any question I can. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I simply wanted to suggest to the Sena- 
tor that among other Senators I consulted on this question was 





ering of the 1 


the Senator from Maryland, and he promised me to give me the | 


benefit of his learning and experience on this matter. Not hear- 
ing from the Senator, I have submitted the amendment, which 
is not entirely mine; other persons were consulted about it. I 
believe it is a good amendment, and that if put in the bill it 
will save a great deal of harm that may com 

without it. But under the circumstances, Mr. President, I will 
ask unanimous consent to withdraw the amendment that I may 
confer with Senators further, and it is possible we may agree 
upon some amendment that can be put in the bill. 

Mr. RAYNER. Before the amendment is withdrawn I want 
to call the Senator’s attention to this difficulty, and when I con- 
ferred with him it was a difficulty that struck me as very great 
in reference to this amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I remember the Senator’s observation. 

Mr. RAYNER. The amendment reads: 

The Commission tn prescribing any maximum rate or charge as herein 
‘ not be authorized to receive complaints or determine dif 
* preferences of one locality over another. 


ouble about that amendment is that it covers locali 





o determine differentials upon the same road. It is to deter- 
nine this very thing of one locality over another upon the same 
route When you eliminate that from the provisions of the 


~~ ah bre oh 


bill you take away from the Commission every other power it 
ha excent this. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The reason I do that, if the Senator will 
permit me, is because I have a great deal more confidence in 


f the railroads to fix proper rates regarding differ- 
entials of this kind than I have in the Interstate Commerce 
cr mmission. 

Mir. RAYNER. In my judgment, it is entirely a question of 
discrimination. The question of just or unreasonable rates is 
not a question that concerns us so much, because one witness 
after another has testified that there are few unjust or unrea- 

nable rates. The principal question is a question of dis- 
crimination between localities upon the same road, and here you 
deprive the Commission of the right of determining the very 
question, and the only one of the practical questions, perhaps, 
that it will be called upon to determine in its entire trans- 
ictions 


Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, what is the pending question? 


ability ¢« 


» from the bill | 








carrier whose rate or rates has been challenged in the manner pr 
in this act which pertain to interstate and intrastate traffic, 
tively, and when said relative proportions of said traffic are s 


tained the Commission shall consider, in fixing a just and rea 


rate under the provisions of this act, the revenue derived fron 
state traffic as part of the gross income of said carrier and m:; 
allowance therefor in establishing the basis for prescribing 
and reasonable rate. 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, the object 
amendment is to provide means of curing what seems {| 
to be an obvious defect in this matter of making rates 
we consider the fact that there are two kinds of traf 
dealt with and the problems connected with its transp 
solved. 

The Supreme Court of the United States, in the ; 
Smythe v. Ames (169 U. S.), has declared that the § 
Nebraska, in fixing rates, can take no notice of the f 
the carrier is also engaged in interstate traffic. The « 
tion was made in that that the rate prescribed by the Ny 
commission was an entirely proper one when notice wa 
of the fact that a considerable part of the carrier’s in 
derived from interstate traffic, and that having refer 
the entire volume of its business, the rate was not an un 
able one. 

The Supreme Court, in dealing with this contention ad 
by counsel for State commission, said: 


It is further said, in behalf of the appellants, that the rea 
of the rates established by the Nebraska statute is not to 
mined by the inquiry whether such rates would leave a 1 
net profit from the local business affected thereby, but that t 
should take into consideration, among other things, the whole 
of the company—that is, all its business, passenger and freig 
state and domestic. If it be found upon investigation that t 
derived by a railroad company from its interstate business 
sufficient to cover operating expenses on its entire line, and 
meet interest. ard justify a liberal dividend upon its stock, 
legislature prescribe rates for domestic business that would 
reward and be less than the services rendered are reasonall) 
Or must the rates for such transportation as begins and end 
State be established with reference solely to the amount of 
done by the carrier wholly within such State, to the cost 
such local business, and to the fair value of the property used 
ducting it, without taking inte consideration the amount an 
its interstate business, and the value of the property employe 
If we do not misapprebend counsel, their argument leads to 
clusion that the State of Nebraska could legally require loca 
business to be conducted even at an actual loss, if the company 
on its interstate business enough to give it just compensatiou 
spect of its entire line and all its business, interstate and 4 
We can not concur in this view. In our judgment, it must 








} that the reasonableness or unreasonableness of rates prescr 


same road, and that is exactly what the Commission | 
s to do. The Commission has power to receive complaints and | 


State for the transportation of persons and property wholly w 
limits must be determined without reference to the interstate 
done by the carrier, or to the profits derived from it. The 8S 
not justify unreasonably low rates for domestic transportati 
sidered alone, upon the ground that the carrier is earning lar 
on its interstate business, over which, so far as rates are « 
the State has no control. Nor can the carrier justify unr 
high rates on domestic business upon the ground that it wi 
miy in that way to meet losses on its interstate busine 

rates of transportation are concerned, domestic business sl 
e made to bear the losses on interstate business, nor the 
osses on domestic business. It is only rates for the transport 
ersons and property between points within the State that t 
an prescribe; and when it undertakes to prescribe rates 1 
-xceeded by the carrier, it must do so with reference excl 
vyhat is just and reasonable, as between the carrier and the | 
respect of domestic business. The argument that a railro: 
an entirety, that its income goes into, and its expenses ar‘ 
for, out of a common fund, and that its capitalization is on i 
line, within and without the State, can have no application 
State is without authority over rates on the entire line, and 
deal with local rates and make such regulations as are nec 
give just compensation on local business. 

The declarations of that opinion indicate that it is 
of which confusion and uncertainty will inevitably aris 
its action in the matter of fixing interstate rates is « 
It has not heretofore presented a practical difficulty in t! 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission for the reason 
Commission had no power to fix rates, and therefore ii 
occasion to encounter the embarrassments growing out 
decision. It is perfectly plain that it will now become 
tical question, and that if the doctrine of this opinion 
applied when the Commission undertakes to fix a rate 
to interstate commerce that no notice can be taken of 








| that the carrier is also engaged in carrying State traffi: 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment | 


of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER. ] 
Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw it temporarily. 
fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 


withdraws his amendment temporarily. Are there further 
amendments to section 47 

‘LAT f Arkansas. Mr. President, I send an amend- 
n be read. 


ISIDENT. The amendment will be read. 
On page 12, after line 11, insert: 





hall determine, from investigation and hearing 
the inquiry, the proportions of the entire traffic of any 


The only purpose of the proposed amendment is to 
a plan by which the Commission can determine in a le 
a fact which everybody knows to exist, and that the « 
engaged in both kinds of traffic, and that it derives it 
income from both kinds of traffic. It is proposed tha 
shall be such a comprehensive consideration of the v 
traffic actually carried as may enable the Commission 
what will be the proper basis upon which to allow the 
a just compensation for carrying interstate trailic. It 
a method by which an obvious defect can be cured. 

In the case of Tompkins (reported in 175 U. S.)—a ¢ 





came up from South Dakota—the circuit judge underto 


ed 












1906. 


vith the situation created by the case of Smythe v. Ames. 
iertook to establish for himself a way by which he would 
he difficulty. He found, from the evidence introduced in 

pending before him, that $10,000,000 of capital stock 
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| 


4 : Northern Pacific Railroad was exerted in carrying on | 
qi ' ss in that State; that $8,000,000 of that capital was being 
: in carrying on interstate business and $2,000,000 in 


, on State traffic. 
prescribe for the railroad a reasonable rate for State 
His decree was reversed in its entirety by the Su- 

Court of the United States on the ground that he had 

n to make in person, and without the aid of a master, 

nlations and computations necessary to a final decree. 

of the practice adopted by the trial court, the Supreme 

( ld that its decree was not based on findings made with 
intelligence to enable the court to say whether he was 

on its real merits. The decree was reversed 
matter was sent back, no reference being made 


— 
wrongs 


h le 


x ‘der of reversal in approval or condemnation of the plan 
are left in doubt as to what is the proper plane for the 

to follow. I think if the Commission is to fix the 

rate the Commission ought to know, and it ought to 

fore it in an authoritative form, a finding showing the 

E volume of traffic with which it is to deal, the amount of 


that the carrier derives from all of it, State and interstate, 
sum that it ought to be allowed to derive from its inter- 
fic. There ought to be a legislative method for the 
of this problem, to the end that it may be no longer a 
hich will invite litigation and lead to confusion. 
ve, therefore, some such provision as this ought to go 


~ 


law giving the Commission power to institute inquiry | 


rmine the question as nearly as can be done, so that 
t! ral States may incidentally and authoritatively be advised 
he part of the inquiry in which each is interested, which is 
lume of business with which it can deal. It will add to the 
ity and reliability of that work, and, I believe, will be a 

} 

seeking to establish. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. 
dment proposed by 


The question is on agreeing to the 
the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 


BAILEY. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

yeas and nays were not ordered. 

BAILEY. I wish to say a word about the amendment, if 

be voted down. I had supposed 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will again ask if there 

ond to the demand for the yeas and nays. 

BAILEY. I think the amendment is important and I 

it ought to be adopted, but I am willing to take a vote 

f the Senate will give me » recorded vote. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there a second to the demand 
yeas and nays on agreeing to the amendment of the 

rom Arkansas? 

yeas and nays were ordered. 

BEVERIDGE. Let the proposed amendment be read. 

SECRETARY. On page 12, after line 11, insert: 

Commission shall determine, from investigation 
» to the inquiry, the proportions of th 


fy 
i 


and hearing 
i traffic of any 
whose rate or rates has been challenged in the manner provided 
ct which pertain to interstate and intrastate traffic, respe: 
1 when said relative proportions of said traffic are 
» Commission shall consider, in fixing a just and 
* the provisions of this act, the revenue derived from in ; é 
part of the gross income of said carrier and make due alloy 
in establishing the basis for prescribing said just and 
rate. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 
g¢ to the amendment of the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. 


entire 


reason 





Secretary called the roll. 

SPOONER (when his name was called). I again 
my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. 
If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 


14 


CAR 


Taking that for his basis, he under- | ¢ 


sult was announced—yeas 27, nays 48, as follows: 
YEAS—27. 


Clay 
Culberson 
Daniel 


Dul 

Frazier 

lont. Gearin 
r] La Follette 


sis 


srandegee 
Bulkeley 
Burkett 
Burnham 
Burrows 


Latimer 
McCreary 
MeLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Newlands 
Overman 


NAYS—48. 
‘arter 
‘lapp 
‘rane 
‘ullom 


ana ae 


‘lark, Wyo. 


Pettus 
Rayner 
Simmons 
Taliaferro 
Teller 
Tillman 


Dick 


Dillingham 


Dolliver 
Dryden 
Elkins 


| the 





Flint Hemenway McCumber Platt 
Foraker Hopkins Millard > 
Fulton Kean Nelson Ss 
Gallinger Kittredge Ni Su nd 
Gamble K x I 
Hale Lodge Perk 
Hansbrough Long Piles 
NOT VOTING 14, 
surton Frye Mallo1 5 
armack Gol l M n 
Dey He } l 
Foster McEnery LP 
So the amendment of Mr. CLA yf A l 
Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Presi I 
y ay t , t ‘ 
section 15, ins a ¢ tion I 
move to insert it after the word “ jurij 
11. I ask the Secretary to r 
The Srecr iY. On page 11 ¢ e | 
* jurisdicti the last word in e lit 
But : nat 
the Cor 1 { i 
ferred upon the Comn . 
Mr. RAYNER. Mr. Preside t] I 
tween what has been called the broad 
If I m | pernilt ed » Say on 
misnomers and that the proper 1 
l the tatutorv review { 
l 1 stiti i Vie 





a 


am in favor of onst 
President of the United 


j st é | S < 
| broadest sort of statut I 
ment, as I shall presently try den 
be the result of the vote upon tl am 
ought plainly to get into the R », § 
how to vote upon it, and so that the peo] 
distinction. 


| and I say it with great respect 
vholesome addition to the general plan of regulation we | 


an- | 


lI wish very much 


that the President of the U 


fered in this legislation and had permitted us 
case right here in this body, where th 
I do not say, Mr. President, that anyone has s« 
President of the United States; I would 
tion of that kind this f bu I do ‘ i 
again with the greatest respect 1 defers to t I 
that the President, unfortunately, is so constituted 
not look at a trap without fooling with 
Last week, after he was caught in this 1 ( 
some way or other he worked his way out « 
kept on looking ind y 1 
nd out of it until he was caught | ‘ 
Now his party friends and his part 
each other as to which one of i 
pate with him in his gratuitous 
A few weeks ago—four 01 ‘ 
to us as his envoy extr ins Ss I 
Lone], and he intrusted to h s 
review. Last Frid: without 1 
S hat his credentials had | I 
] is ministe Di pot I 
{ m Iowa Mr. A Ss 
Lory revit Nov I s 
r from Iowa did I 
that he was peacef ) 
his appt l el I 
this disting Sii¢ t 
! e. y ] tw 1 é 
n the hands of S . 
ha f t Ss I 
( Tt W ( 
I y he pass { I 
well l i l rl _ 
had th I S l 
Tine dai ful s] is I i 
seal, but tl l 
them absolut ; 
from Rhod l A 
Mr. Pres er i 
he yx pie ¢ i 
‘ ‘ll ) a z 
fé <i | Ss 
{ los ‘ ( - 
ill ule Islal I A 
The President tells us that these two r 1 he has 
sent in here are one na it ie tl it, M Presid 
th are as widely different as is possible r two divergent 
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prepositions to be. 


The one is the review under the Constitu- 


tion, which you can not eliminate without invalidating your 
law; the other is the broad statutory review, which permits 
the courts to try the cases de novo and in the same manner 


as if no such body as the Interstate Commerce Commission had 
ever existed upon the face of the earth. 

The one, the review of the Senator from Kansas, confines 

the court within a given compass—the compass of the Consti- 
tution; the other extends to the utmost limits of their jurisdic- 
tion. The one leaves the rate-making power with the Commis- 
sion: the other, as I shall presently show, transfers the whole 
controversy to the court and renders the Commission absolutely 
impotent and powerless to accomplish the object and purposes 
of its creation. 
Let us see whether I am right or not. 
passes and he will take this case into court, I will stand surety 
and sponsor for him that the courts, without hesitation, will 
decide that they have a right to try the whole case from its 
inception to its completion as if no proceeding whatever had 
taken place under it. 


What is this review? The original Hepburn bill gives the 
venue. Giving the court the venue does not give it jurisdiction. 


It says the venue 
Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator pardon me a moment? 
Mr. RAYNER. I will if I can get two or three minutes more. 
I must press about an hour’s thought into fifteen minutes. I 
do not object to an interruption, if you will not object to my 
taking two or three minutes beyond the fifteen minutes allowed. 


Mr. ALDRICH. I can not make any such arrangement as 
that. 
Mr. RAYNER. Well, then, if the Senate will give me unani- 


mous consent to speak beyond the limit—because this is a very 
important matter—I will not trespass over five minutes beyond 
the time. I hope this time is not being counted against me, Mr. 
President. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAYNER. What does the Senator want to know? 
on and ask me a question, if you wish. 

Mr. ALDRICH. The question I was about to ask 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. RAYNER. For a question; yes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I desire to ask the Senator from Maryland 
whether he has changed his opinion in reference to the differ- 
ence between just compensation for services rendered and a just 
and ré mable rate? I asked him when he was addressing the 
Senate some time ago, whether there was any difference, and 
he said he 
ing remarks that he has changed his opinion, and that he is 
guilty of what accusing the President of. The Senator 
from Maryland seems certainly to have changed his opinion in 
the opposite direction. 

Mr. RAYNER. 
evidently does not understand what my opinion was; 


understand Ww 


Go 





is 


he is 


hat the President’s opinion is, because we have got 
both his opinions in conflict with each other. 

The stion to which the Senator from Rhode Island refers 
has nothing whatever to do with the proposition I am talking 
about. 


here 


que 


I will guarantee to | 
any probationer or apprentice in his profession, if this review | 


Does the Senator from Maryland | 


thought there was not; but I suppose from his open- | 
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Mr. President, the Senator from Rhode Island | 
but we all | 
| diction it is possible to give. 


I am talking about the distribution of the jurisdiction | 


given to the courts. I have never changed my mind about the 
proposition I first suggested here in connection with just and 
reasonable compensation. I was in favor of the amendment of 
the Senator from Texas, which provided that the court should | 
determine whether or not there had been just compensation, and 
that that should be the constitutional question which the court 
should pass upon; but I am now upon an entirely different | 
branch of the subject, which has no connection whatever with 
the question the Senator is addressing to me. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. RAYNER. You will have to let me go on, 

Mr. ALDRICH. Just one sentence. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have no time to lose. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland | 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. ALDRICH. Only for a single sentence. 

Mr. RAYNER. Very well; but let it be a short sentence. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Yes; a very short sentence. The constitu- | 

mal qu n is whether just compensation is afforded by 

{ D ed. The statutory question is whether just and 

rates are fixed; and there is absolutely no distine- 

n what r between the two. 

Mr. RAYNER. That just shows how little the Senator from 
Rhode Island k ibout the lega! environment of this entire 
quest | Laugl | If there are two propositions on the 





May ij 





face of this earth that are separate from each other, jj 


whether or not the courts shall try the question of just bus 
pensation under the Constitution or whether they shall { the 
question whether the Commission has fixed a reasonable ya;, 
which is an entirely different question from the questo, 
whether or not the carrier has received just compensation aan 


the Constitution. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
Mr. RAYNER. 


Mr. President—— 


s 9 
very important matter, and I really think, Mr. President, {9} 
the time ought to be extended five or ten minutes upon it: jy} 
if Senators object, I will make half of my speech nov, , nd I 
will make the other half cf it when the Senator fron lowa 
[Mr. ALLISON] offers his amendment, because I intend {5 Ray 


what is necessary on this subject. 


So I will make the fir¢ 
half of my speech now. 


Mr. President, this is the distribution of jurisdiction under 
the Constitution—Article III, section 2. 
In distributing that jurisdiction we can give any part of it wo 


want to inferior courts. You can give them the right to try 
constitutional question, or you can give them the right to try 
any other question you wish. In the jurisdiction the President 
has made he gives them the unlimited and the unqualifie 


a 


ricl 
to try the entire question. If you will read over the clause ee 
will find when you put the venue in your court you say the court 
shall have jurisdiction of every bill that is filed for the purpose 
of setting aside, annulling, enjoining, or suspending avy order. 
and when you come to put the jurisdiction, you put it in ay 


equal degree and with the same latitude that you give the venye 

Mr. ALDRICH rose. 

Mr. RAYNER. I can not now stop for an interruption. | 
sorry that I can not do so; but the Senator will appr 
why I can not do so. 

I say, therefore, Mr. President, when you give the full venue 
and full jurisdiction all that the courts will do will be to t 
up the case and try it over again; there is nothing else for 
them to do. If anyone is in favor of constitutional jurisdiction 
in a court, why not say so? Why not provide in this an 
ment as the President first provided? Just let us look at his 
first amendment a moment. The President’s first amendment 

The court is to determine whether the order complained of was 
yond the authority of the Commission or in violation of rights secured 
by the Constitution. 

That is the first amendment. That is all right, and I am 
willing to vote for that. If the President had stood his ground 


am 


late 


ihe 


end- 


and not surrendered so quickly as he did, we could have passed 
this amendment. This is the constitutional amendment. 
The other amendment is under section 2 of Article III of the 


Constitution. You are distributing jurisdiction and you are 
giving them unlimited jurisdiction, because you are giving them 
unlimited venue, and you make your jurisdiction equivalent 
to your venue. In other words, wherever you give a yenu 
you give jurisdiction, and you give a venue in every cas 
you go into court to set aside, sustain, enjoin, or annu! an 
order. Therefore you have given the broadest statutory juris- 
That is beyond any idea cont 
plated by any Senator who has been in favor of a broad review. 
It is an absolute surrender upon this entire subject, and I want 
to congratulate the Senators who are in favor of this broad 
review upon having achieved this signal victory, and in con 
gratulating them—and I am not impugning the motives of any 
one in favor of the broad review—I want to say that the [’res!- 
dent ought not to have changed his ground as precipitiutely as 
he has done; but I want to congratulate them on tlie sig! 
victory they have gained, and I want to congratulate every r 
road president in the United States and all their « ring 
retinue of counsel upon the great triumph they have at 

It is an unfortunate thing, Mr. President—deploralb 
just at the very moment when political considerations were being 
eliminated; when elements in both parties were uniting 
a proposition that was acceptable to the people, and \ 
prize was within our hands that we had been struggling for fr 
months, that the President, through executive inte ce 
upon the most vital point in the bill, should compel | 
and compel us to accept a subterfuge and proclaim an 
tional surrentier. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator's time has « 

Mr. RAYNER. I will finish the balance of my s)« when 
the Senator from Iowa shall offer his amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agre 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Mary! 

| RAYNER]. ; 
Mr. LONG. Mr. President, in the limited time I ia) dis 

cuss this question I shall confine myself to the dis n oO 

these different amendments and shall later refer to the | .easate 
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n his speech as to what he understood to be a broad re- 


1 








e which the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] | 4 provision for review authorizing the courts to revise and set aside 


myself as the author of a pending ame ent. rates between those two extremes 
myself = the ; s hor I . _ ndm nt Mr. Hopkins. And a rate that has been set aside also 
RAYNER. As the author of the pending amendment. | Mr. Lone. And the rate of the carrier that has been set aside by tl 
' Che Senator was the author of the old amendment. } Commission. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas ae ° * * . * . 
to the Senator from Maryland? ro the same extent are the remarks of the Senator from Mas 


LONG. I said that I was the author of a pending amend- | S8@chusetts [Mr. Loner], who was the first Senator to argue here 
in favor of a broad review. In his speech he said: 


RAYNER. I thought you said that you were the author Finally, there should be ample provision for an appeal to—or, more 
nending £ ndment. properly, a review by—courts of competent jurisdiction itting in 
I 1dIDS Ame ndn ake that stateme equity, not only as to whether the rate is contiscatory, but also whether 
LONG. I did not make that statement. ; it is just and reasonable, and an arrangement should be made by law 
President, this controversy has been as to the difference | for the rapid disposition of all such cases. 
» broad and a limited court review. I agree with the If Congress confers upon the Commission the duty of deter- 
from Maryland that those words do not properly | mining and prescribing a just and reasonable rate and then 
\e difference between the various kinds of court review. | imposes upon the courts the duty of ascertaining whether the 


opinion, this bill as it came to us from the House without | rate fixed by the Commission is in fact just and reasonable, 
nendment as to the court review or with the amendment | then the whole duty is imposed on the courts on review that is 
| proposed, or with the amendment proposed by the Sena- | conferred upon the Commission, and, under these circumstances, 


m Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] does not differ in any particular. | there is no necessity for a Commission. The whole rate-making 


extent of judicial interference with rates made by the | power is conferred on the courts on review, which I do not be 


<sion under the House bill unamended, or under my | lieve they will assume. By examining the different court review 
nent, or under the amendment of the Senator from Iowa | amendments that have been offered, we can understand very 


| be the same. clearly the difference between an amendment which seeks to 


controversy at the time I presented the amendment was | impose upon the courts the same duty that is imposed upon the 
tated by the effort made by the Senator from Ohio |! Commission and one that does not. The broadest review pro 
RAKER], the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopee], | sion I know of was that contained in the Esch-Townsend bill, 


ther Senators to secure what in fact was a broad review. | which passed the House last session. This provision was the 


difference between a broad review and a limited review | first suggested to the friends of this measure by the Senator 


ot that. under the first the court would go into the whole | from Rhode Island |Mr. Atpricu] as an amendment to this bill 
tion, and would not do so under the second. No Senator has | and rejected by us. Let me call your attention to the provision. 
1 the position that in a suit brought in court to set aside | After providing for the fixing of the rate by the Commission, it 
rder of the Commission that the court would not examine | says: 

the questions necessary to ascertain whether the order Any person or persons directly affected by the order of the Con 


\- 
uld be suspended. The question is, after completing the | mission, and deeming it to be contrary to law, may institute proceed 


; . ‘it ¢ ings in the court of transportation, sitting as a court of equity, to h 
ne Sit 2 or ‘r pe set as e? a 4 , s ¢ é i i juity, ! 
nation, Sh ull the order be set asid it reviewed, and its lawfulness, justness, or reasonableness inquired into 


Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] in his speech defined | and determined. 


t I understand to be a broad review. It is one that confers | Eyery question submitted to the Interstate Commerce Com 


the court the duty of trying anew the questions that were | mission would, under this provision of the Esch-Townsend bill, 

by the Commission and to come to a conclusion upon the | be submitted to the court of transportation. 

independent of the conclusion of the Commission. The Mr. SCOTT. And there were only 11 votes in the House 
ssion is authorized to prescribe a just and reasonable | against that bill. , 

nd a broad review is one that imposes the duty upon the | — Mr. LONG 

on review to ascertain whether in fact the rate is just and | ee ameds 
ble. That has been, as I understand, the contention of 
rs who have been endeavoring to put into this bill a 
review amendment. 

review amendment. Here is what the Senator from Ohio 


But it was abandoned at this session and the 
Hepburn bill was reported instead. 

The Senator from Ohio certainly knows how to draw a broad 
review amendment, and I wish to call attention to the amend 
ment he offered to this bill. I understand it is similar to the 
review provision in the Ohio railway law. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is an exact copy. 

Mr. LONG. It is an exact copy of the provision in those 
statutes. 

Mr. FORAKER. I did not draw it at all. 

Mr. LONG. It reads, referring to the suit authorized to be 
brought against the Commission 


| 
tely some of the most important of the questions to which } 
has been called can not be withheld from the courts. But the } 
) review the question as to whether a rate condemned or a rate 
the Commission in a given case is reasonable is, unfortunately, 
these. The making of a rate is a legislative act, and legis 
liscretion of the Commission in determining what is a reasonable | 





n not be interfered with by the courts in the absence of special to vacate and set aside any such order on the ground that the 

authority, unless the rate be fixed so high that it is extor- | rates, fares, charges, classifications, joint rate or rates fixed 
to the shipper, or so low that it is confiscatory as to the carrier. | order is unlawful or unreasonable, or that any such re | 

; : : ° ® | tice r servic ixed in such ‘der is unré atala 

, discussing it further, he said : ae f Seeks a “8 a eee re 

4 . . | t further provides that 
etween extortion on the one hand, and confiscation on the | mer | 
is, in most cases, 2 considerable latitude within which the | In all actions under this section the burden of proof ! 
f the Commission, without special statutory provision for | the plaintiff to show by clear and satisfact t 






by the courts, would be final and conclusive. | of the Commission complained of is unlawf 
v speech of April 3, 1906, the following colloquy occurred | ©®5® Mey ve. 
I pu T! ‘ 7 “2 P 
‘ . . : . : : » es » rensona Ness T istne ~ t the order 
n the Senator from Ohio and myself, showing the kind of 1e question of the reasonablenes: and justi ees 
vy he desired: | can be inquired into by the courts, if they will a e the juris 
— . . dictio nder the Esch-Townsend bill and under t! al Ine 
Possibly the Senator was not in the Chamber when I read anctiOn * ves mn Townsend bill a — 
peech, in which he defined the kind of review he desired in | Of the Senator from Ohio. 
\s I understand the Senator's language, he wishes a review Now, taking the document that was printed at the request of 
give the court the authority to pass upon the reasonableness ] Sasant as , ] : 1 4 
: ’ : . » Sen: : ‘ nnsylvania | Mr. OX we find 1 t pl 
which is between one that is so high as to be extortionate to t = “4 . crom a . - as at 
and so low as to be confiscatory to the carrier. The Sena visions for review that impose upon the courts tne PALS ERAN : 
provision in the bill that would authorize the court to pass | of the same questions that are conferred upon t Comm 
rate and revise the judgment « » Cc ission. . . Ee Sted : 
:. And so I do ee the Coutmission are found in the following States: 
That is what | thought. | \ AMA 
I And not only did I contend for that, but I con- | il of said 
the court ought to have the power conferred upon it in te evid t 
Ss review to determine whether the rate that was condemned | b} rd 
ible was in fact unreasonable, or whether it was a just and anmeil j Q 
rate that should not have been condemned; and the court refus t t 
the power—and it could not have it unless we conferred | sion ” 
determining whether or not the rate suggested w be ; 
extremes of confiscatory and extortionate, and, therefore, a . - 
nd just rate which the Commission had a right under the And sald ae of , 
2 a statute to pres¢ ribe. | pal oF a ; 1 : . ' hall 
I so understood the Senator. | the said board whi 1 shall be f 
ms es . ‘ a sire. or unlawful without dist I 
the last statement of the Senator from Ohio makes it very | 
to what he wants. He wants the court given authority by | Upon such appeal. and 
i for review to revise a rate that is somewhere between | commission tl 
s so high that it is extortionate to the shipper and a rate | such order made by t é 
w that it is confiscatory to the carrier, both of which will | diction to, and it s f ti t 


aside without any special statutory authority. He wants | cluding matters fact as 8 of | d ts affirm 
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modify, or reverse such order in whole or in part, as justice may re- 
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MISSISSIPPI. 


s brought for a violation of any tariff of charges 
ission, it may be shown in defense that such 
sonable and unjust to the carrier. 

TEXAS. 


* the foregoing article, the burden of proof shall 


who must show by clear and satisfactory evi- 


regulation, order, classification, act, or charges 
rable and unjust to it or them. 
WASHINGTON. 
company affected by the order of the Com- 
to be contrary to the law, may institute pro- 
rt of the State of Washington in the 
irir before the Commission upon the complaint 


ve such order reviewed and its reasonableness 
ed into and determined. 
WISce IN. 
party in interest being dissatisfied with any 











fixing rate or rates, fares, charges, classi- 

‘ tes, o rder fixing any regulations, prac- 
y lence ‘tion in the circuit court against 
lefendant, to vacate and set aside such order on 
rates, fares, charges, cl: fic: is, joint 

1 such order, is unlawful, or that ar such regula- 
vice, fixed in such order, is wnreasonable, in which 


ill be served with the summons. 


f limited review provisions are found in this bill 
rom the House of Representatives without amend- 
h the 


h 
» following States have limited review provisions: 





amendment which I proposed, or with the 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] pro- 


LOUISIANA. 


cpress, telephone, telegraph, steamboat and other 


mmpany, or other party in interest, be dis- 








fixing of any rate, classification, rules, 
ion, adopted by the commission, such party 
forth the ea or causes of objection to 





., charge, cla fication, or order, or to either 





yurt of competent jurisdiction, at the domicile | 


inst said commission as defendant, and either 
eal the case to the supreme vuurt of the 
I involved, and all sucl 
















































ot cases, both 
late all be tried summarily, and by pref- 
ORTH CAROLINA. 
y < iny may appeal to the judge of the superior 
nd then » supreme court from any determi- 
ission fixing or refusing to change the rate of 
RTH DAKOTA. 
id cor ation, or common carrier subject to the 
ticle, « 1y other person interested in the order 
ners of railroads may appeal to the district court 
n the judicial district of this State from which | 
i which is the subject and basis of the order, 
le by the commissioners of ré ads regulating or 
tes, fares, cl s, or classifications, or from any 
said commissioners under the provisions of this 
tice in writing upon the secretary of said com- 
f said commissioners, within twenty days after 
ration, or common carrier shall receive 
s of the making and entry of such order. 
H DAKOTA, 
n carrier, as defined in and subject to the pro- 
} | violate or refuse or ne: t to obey any 
nent of the said board or railroad commis- 
e duty of said commissione and lawful for 
nterested in such order o equirement, to 
petition to the circuit court in any 
which the common carrier complained of has 
1a unty through which its line of road 
or in the violation or disobedience of such 
may alleging such violation or disobedi- 
_ » said court shall have power to hear 
itter « rt notice to the common carrier 
rt n reasonable, and such notice may 
I n i it or its offi agents, or servants 
the court shall direct; and said courts shall pro- 
ermine the matter speedily as a court of equity 
! idings and proceedings applicable to ordi- 
3 such manner as to do justice in the 
of the Senator from Iowa provides that “ and 


nd determine such suits is hereby vested in 
t words should be added to make it an 
h the court would be invited to go into all 
were pending before the Commission? I 


of the Senator from- Maryland to what I think 
o make the amendment of the Senator from 
iew. It should read like this: 


I and determine in such whether the 
imission is in fact just and reasonable, is hereby 





ords which the Senator from Ohio wanted in 


those are the words which the Senator 


ts wanted to insert: those words are not in 


now. Or it could be made broad in this form: 
o hear and determine in such suits the justness 


f the rate fixed by the Commission, is hereby 


In both of these suggested amendments, if adopted, t}). . 
tempt would be made to confer the rate-making power 06), ; 
courts on review. 

It will be observed that the difference between a bro: ” 
limited court review is that in the broad review the « a 
imposed upon the court to ascertain whether the rate fj 
the Commission is in fact just and reasonable. This is th, 
duty that Congress imposes upon the Commission, and. 
imposing the duty upon the Commission, Congress impo 
same duty upon the court, it is impossible to determine 
Commission is needed. 

In the limited review, jurisdiction is conferred upon th 
making it clear that it is not the intention of the lee 
to prevent a review of the orders of the Commission 


i 


| courts, but no words are used that can be construed to 


that the legislature intended that the court should ingu 
the facts and revise the judgment and discretion of t! 
mission. 

Of course, broad review amendments are predicated u 
assumption that the courts would assume the duty of 1 
the judgment and discretion of the Commission if invited 
so by Congress in this legislation. I do not believe they 


| do this. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Will the Senator allow me to ask 
question? I do not want to interrupt him if he objects. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from | 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator believe that the bill as 


it 


came from the House of Representatives gave to the courts juris- 
diction over suits brought to set aside or suspend the ord of 


the Commission? 

Mr. LONG. Ido, and I so stated in my remarks on the 3d « 
April. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I remember what the Senator said, d 
will say, as the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner} ha 
brought my name into this debate, that, in my judgnm: 


amendment now offered by the Senator from Iowa does not 


one single step beyond that; that it simply confers in ter 
the courts jurisdiction which the Senator from Kan: 
other Senators who are in favor of this legislation hay: 
contended was accomplished by the House bill. 

Mr. RAYNER. May I ask the Senator a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kans: 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. LONG. Yes. 

Mr. RAYNER. Will the Senator from Kansas be wi 
vote in favor of his own amendment? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. But you have not presented 1 
amendment. 

Mr. RAYNER. There is only one word in it different. 
out the word “ jurisdiction ” and insert the word “au 
and it is your amendment. I will put in the word “ aut 
Now, will you vote in favor of your own amendment? 

Mr. LONG. Offer my amendment, and I will vote for 

Mr. RAYNER. I will offer it. 

Mr. LONG. You can not offer it in my time. 

Mr. RAYNER. I ask the Senator to yield to n 
moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. LONG. Not to offer an amendment now. 

Mr. RAYNER. You challenged me to do it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Kansas d 
to yield. 

Mr. RAYNER. If he does not yield, of course I can 1 
the amendment. 


J2 


Mr. LONG. As I stated before, I consider that the | gj 


came from the House. without any amendment, provid 
limited review: that the courts would not try the s 
tions de novo that were tried by the Commission and p 
facts without regard to the findings of the Commission. 
review amendments that seek to impose the duty upon t! 
that is imposed by this bill upon the Commission are b: 
the theory that the courts will assume that jurisdicti: 
stated in the speech I made on the 3d of April, I do not 
the courts. under any review amendment that may ly 
would exercise this jurisdiction. My amendment did 
more than to make clear in words the limitations that 
preme Court of the United States has prescribed for its: 
consideration and determination of these questions. 
The two leading cases in which the Supreme Court |! 
sidered rates made under the authority of State legislatu: 
been the Reagan case (154 U. S., 362) and Smyth 
(169 U. S., 466). The Texas statute gave a broad re) 





@m 


























rt in the consideration of orders made by the commis- 
the following language: 
‘ials under the foregoing section the burden of proof shall 








‘4 n the plaintiff, who must show by clear and satisfactory evi- 

: t the rates, regulations, orders, classifications, acts, or charges | 
: ed of are unreasonable and unjust to it or them. | 
3 the Supreme Court, in its consideration of the schedule | 
a es made by an order of the Texas Railway Commission, | 


: d its examination to the question as to whether or not 
; ‘ tes were so unjust and so unreasonable as to take the 
of the carrier without just compensation. Justice 
r for the court said: 
irts are not authorized to revise or change the body of rates 
. by a legislature or a commission; they do not determine 
ne rate is preferable to another, or what under all circum- | 
ld be fair and reasonable as between the carriers and the | 
they do not engage in any mere administrative work: but 
can be no doubt of their power and duty to inquire whether 
rates prescribed by a legislature or a commission is un t 
mable, and such as to work a practical destruction to rights 
tv, and if found so to be, to restrain its operation 
3 ll be observed that the court limited its inquiry into the 
as to whether or not the body of rates prescribed by the 
‘e was so unjust and so unreasonable as to work a prac 
ruction of the rights of property. In this case Justice 
so announced the doctrine that courts will restrain 
| acts of a special tribunal when it has exceeded its 
ty, even though the acts were done under a valid law. 


ll the constitutionality of the statute, if that be conceded, 
the Federal court of jurisdiction. A valid law may be 
ministered by officers of the State, and so as 
iistration an illegal burden and exaction upon the indi ' 
as it leaves the legislative hands, may not be obnoxious to 
ve, and yet the officers charged with the administration of 
tax law y so act under it in the matter of assessment or 
as to work an illegal trespass upon the property rights 
lual They may go beyond the powers thereby conferred, and 
do so the fact that they are assuming to act under a valid 
not oust the courts of jurisdiction to restrain their excessive 















i ts. 
he case of Smyth v. Ames (169 U. S., 466) the statute of 
gave a broad review in the following language: 





ny railroad company or companies in this State shall, in 
tion, show by competent testimony that the schedule of 


rescribed by the act is unjust and unreasonable, such railroad 
1all be exempt therefrom as hereinafter provided. 
hstanding this statute, the court confined itself in that 


o the same questions that were considered in the Reagan 


that is, as to whether the property rights of the carrier 
‘ i by the Constitution of the United States had been in 


ere are three recent cases of the Supreme Court in which 
the extent of judicial interference with the rates made under 
itive authority has been fully considered. 
first is the San Diego Land Company case (174 U. S., 
a unanimous decision, in which Justice Harlan, speaking 
ie court, said: 


it should also be remembered that the judiciary ought not to | 


re with the collection of rates established under legislative 
n unless they are so plainly and palpably unreasonable as to 
r enforcement equivalent to the taking of property for publ 






thout such compensation as under all the circumstances just 
o the owner and to the public—that is, judicial int rence 
never occur unless the case presents, clearly and beyond ail 
ich a flagrant attack upon the rights of property under the 
eculatio e rat 


s as to compel the court to say that the rat 
vill necessarily have the effect to deny just compensation for 
yperty taken for the public use. 
further said: 


y issue properly to be determined by a final decree in this 
whether the ordinance in question, fixing rates for water 
use within the city, is to be stricken down as confiscatory 
‘ssary operation, and therefore in violation of the Con 
of the United States. 


e second case is that of the Minnesota Railroad Company 
Minnesota (186 U. §S., 257), which was also a unanimous 
on, in which Justice Brown, speaking for the court, said: 
resumption is that the rates fixed by the commission are reason 


i the burden of proof is upon the railroad companies to show 


S fre 


¢ 


ntrary. 
e further said: 
s sufficient, however, for the purpose of this case to say that the 


the Commission in fixing the rate complained of as to this 
class of freight has not been shown to be so unjust or 
e as to amount to a taking of property without due process 


nahl 


i 
( 


i 


to our jurisdicti 


somewhat 


give me credit whi 
President credit 

The amendn 
under discussi 


which I have offered to this bill, 


wba positive and often-re erated 
ation of this bill I want to ¢al 
first—and I will only o py a in 
bill. The framework of the bill 
should contain a provision he 
tive in its character, shall ¢: ‘ 
found in this bil f it shall b 
The Commissi¢ Ss ¢ l 
Congress, as I underst ad, I 
1 declaration, it has the 1 é 
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Kither the making of a rate 
under the Constitution and « 
judicial power can t be in 
executive powel ‘herefor 
within constitutional limit ) 
seven picked and « ghiter 
rreat and colpiicated questi¢ 


and we therefore conclude that the judgment of the Supreme | 


t be affirmed. 
ill be observed that the Supreme Court in this case con- 
tself to the question as to whether or not the rate com- 
d of was so unjust or unreasonable as to amount to a 
¢ of property without due process of law. The Minnesota 
gave the courts the broadest kind of review, as I have 
‘fore shown, and yet the Supreme Court of the United 
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States in considering the subject confined itself to the consid- 
eration of the constitutional questions involved. 


sompany 
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you may ransack that debate, which continued for six weeks, 
and you will find that in no case was it proposed to give to the 


Commission the power of fixing rates, either maximum or mini- | 
The effect of that act was to make the Commis- | 


mum or both. 
sion nothing but an arbitration board or referee. They could 
not even enforce any of their own orders. They were obliged, 
if one of their orders was disobeyed by a railroad company, to 
go to the court for the purpose of having it enforced. Although 
it may be that there was no objection to the power of making 
rates being given to the Commission for some time after the 
Commission was organized, it was not in the contemplation of 
the men who framed that act that there should be power given 
to the Commission to fix rates of any kind. 
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Now, for the first time, we are confronted with this specific 
question. We all agree that we can not here directly make ! 
rates or revise rates. Hence we are seeking to establish a | 
commission of the highest character and intelligence, which 
shall deal with this question as an administrative board. 


When they have dealt with it, their order stands as the judg- 
ment and the will of Congress, or else it is nothing. The basis 
of 
its authority and issued its order, is equivalent to a statute. 
What do the courts do in case we pass a law here upon this 
a suit is brought to test that law? The test is its 
constitutionality and nothing else. It is that, or it is that this 
administrative board of ours has exceeded its authority. Those 
are the only two questions which can possibly come up under 
this bill under any circumstances or any situation whatever. 
Why does the Senator from Maryland, in his peculiar and 
euphonic way, undertake to say that here is an opportunity for 
the judiciary of the United States to deal with every question 
that can possibly come up under this bill? Mr. President, it 
does not require a lawyer of many years standing to know that 
his constraction of this amendment is an impossible construc- 
tion. I will venture the statement that there is no court in this 
country which will in the slightest degree give heed to the sug- 
gestions the Senator has made. 
statutes of the character of this proposed legislation in the 
States. State after State has given to the courts full and com- 


subject and 


plete review of acts of their commissions, and I want the Sen- | 


ator from Maryland or some other Senator to show me where 
the Supreme Court has gone one step beyond the discussion of 
the constitutional power of the Commission or the question 
whether it had exceeded its authority. Where is the decision 
that goes beyond that? 
interest and with great benefit to myself, but I know of no opin- 
ion from any judicial body which undertakes to say that every 
little act of the Commission may be reviewed by the court. 

That is the view I take of this amendment of mine; it is 
called mine on the face of these papers. 
Maryland does me the honor to say that I am merely acting for 
the Executive as respects this amendment. I will deal with 
that later when the Senator from Maryland has had another 
opportunity to be heard. I hope there will be a sufficient num- 
ber of amendments offered to enable me also to say a few 
words on that subject. 

So I conclude, Mr. President, by saying that the amendment 


of the Senator from Maryland, this bill as it came to us from | 


the House, and the amendment which I had the honor to offer 
through my friend the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLLom] a 
day or two ago are all of them limited as respects the jurisdic- 
tion of the courts to two questions—(1) 
Commission has acted beyond its authority, and (2) whether 


the decision of the Commission fixes a just and reasonable rate | 


and gives just compensation, because I remember how thor- 
oughly the junior Senator from Texas [Mr. Barry] elaborated 
that question about just and reasonable rates and just compen- 
sation. He treated them as I treat them now, as synonymous. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 
Mr. ALLISON. That is the only question involved in the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the 
Iowa has expired. 
Mr. BAILEY. 
the candor of the Senate to say that for three long months this 
controversy has been revolving around the question as to the 
of a court review, and now, after all of this long 
lebate, it is suddenly discovered that all court reviews at last 

menn the same thing. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator allow me for a moment? 

Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. ALLISON. I did not say all “court reviews.” 
the several propositions that are now pending. 

Mr. BAILEY. The Senator will find that if he can sustain 
the proposition that the court review, as it will be defined in the 


Senator from 


character 


( 


I said 


I know there are a great many | 


whether or not the | 


this whole transaction, when the Commission has exercised | 


| failure or refusal to obey the law, the carrier could then il 
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bill with his amendment, is the same as the court review pr 


posed by the Senator from Maryland, then all court reyie, ns 


last come to the same complexion. The Senator from | Ras 
makes this mistake. He assumes that Congress is compelled to 
confer upon the courts all the jurisdiction which this pill. with 
his amendment, confers. But, sir, nothing could be further from 
an aceurate statement of the law than that. The only jurisdic. 
tion which Congress is compelled to confer upon the courts js the 
| jurisdiction to hear and determine the carrier's constitution) 


right to a just compensation for his property. Indeed, Congres. 
is not compelled to confer even that in the bill, but if it ; iled 
to do so and if it did not exist, independently of this bill, uno, 
the existing law, then the bill itself would be unconstitut;, nal 
and void. The carrier could not affirmatively assail it, bec ise 
the court can entertain jurisdiction of no suit except whey ay. 
thorized to do so by an act of Congress, but when the Govern 
ment summoned the offending carrier into court to answer for jt 


that the law was not binding upon its conscience or its condyet. 
because it was contrary to the constitutional guaranty that ji 
shall not be deprived of its property without the due proc 
law. 

But this bill, as it is now proposed to amend it, goes far be. 
yond the question as to the constitutional guaranty of a just 


ss of 


| compensation and beyond the submission to judicial cognizan 


of those practices and regulations which involve a pro; 
right. ‘This bill provides—and I invite the attention of 
ator from Iowa to the breadth of the language— 

The venue of suits brought in any of the circuit courts against the 
Commission to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order ; 

That would be broad enough, but this amendment does not 
stop with that— 
or requirement of the Commission; * * * and jurisdiction to hear 
and determine such suits is hereby vested in such courts. 

Congress is not required to submit every order or requirement 
of the Commission to judicial scrutiny. Congress can autlhor- 
ize the Commission to do many things into which the courts are 
not entitled to inquire. Indeed, sir, Congress can authorize the 
Commission to do everything except to deprive the carrier of 
its property without due process of law and without a just com- 
pensation. Subject to those limitations, Congress can author- 


+} : 
Lue Sen- 


| ize the Commission to do whatever Congress chooses, and can 


I have listened to these debates with | 








| hence he is so well satisfied with this amendment. 


expressly exclude the acts of the Commission from judicial 
inquiry. 

Does the Senator from Iowa exclude the courts from enjoin- 
ing anything which the Commission is authorized to do? Ey- 
ery act, important or unimportant, affecting a property right or 
not affecting a property right, is by the express terms of this 


| amendment submitted to the judgment of the court; and therein 
The Senator from | 


lies the difference between a broad review and a narrow review. 


| A broad review is a statutory one—a review that subjects to tlic 
| determination of the court those matters which constitutionally 


could be excluded from judicial cognizance. A narrow review 
is one which auhorizes the court to hear and determine only 
those matters and things which, because they involve a property 
right, could not be excluded from judicial determination. 
the Senator from Iowa is entirely certain that he wants only 
to submit to judicial cognizance what can not be excluded, thie 
way is easy. Three lines in this bill can accomplish it. But 
it is the determination of our friends on the other side to open 
the doors of the court, not only as wide as they can swing, but 
it appears to me that they have determined to take the doors 
off the hinges, so that Congress will not hereafter be tempted to 
narrow that review. 

I congratulate the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AvoaricH), 
who denies the soft impeachment of the Senator from Maryland, 
and modestly disavows any part in this arrangement; and yet 
from the beginning of this long debate to this day the one in- 
sistance of the Senator from Rhode Island has been for a bro d 
court review. He has at last obtained what he comm l 
some Sen 


tors may not know what they have agreed to do, but the Sena- 


| tor from Rhode Island is net one of them. 
Mr. President, it is not entirely creditable to | 


Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Rhode Island? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I stand exactly where the Senator (ro 


Texas stood when he said in this presence: “I will not vote 
any bill that does not open wide the doors of the courts o! | 
United States to all the people of the United States.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Oh, no! The Senator stops short of the quo 
tation—* to protect their constitutional rights.” 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is an addition which the Senator Nov 
makes to his original statement. 




















1906. 


Mr 


4 


in ¢ 


io to the restraining enactments of the dead. Just as if 


sdiction to the courts as the Constitution commands us to 
Luem. 





RAILEY. ‘The Senator is mistaken. The Senator from 
ssid then and he says now he will not be a party to any 
ion which attempts to cheat the Constitution and to 
the courts of a power which is constitutionally theirs. 
<s what I said then. That is what I say now. 
\LDRICH. The people of the United States have no 
no property rights or other rights—except such as are 
ed by the Constitution of the United States. 
RATLEY. The Senator from Rhode Island is mistaken 
We have numerous political rights which 
ALDRICH. I should perhaps have said property rights. 
RAILEY. Which are under no guaranty of the Con- 
the United States. We have numerous personal 
which are not secured by any constitution, State or 
Indeed, Mr. President, the only property right which 
under the Constitution of the United States is that 
y shall not be taken from us without due process 
without a just compensation. All the property rights 
subject to the control and disposition of the Federal 
ent | are under those two limitations. Those limita- 
cheerfully respect, and, Mr. President, if I were going 
al pr constitution, I would write in it those same 
ms, just as our fathers wrote them in the one under | 
we rpust now legislate. I believe in a written con- 
I will grant to no body of men that can be chosen 
to legislate, without limitation, upon the essential 
the citizen. That is the difference between a Demo- | 
i a Republican. That is what makes us Democrats 
is what makes you Republicans and what made your 
Whigs. We not only believe in a written constitu- 
hut we believe in construing every line and letter of it 
to serve its purpose. You believe in a broad construc- 
- the Constitution as well as broad court review. I think | 
estly believe it; or, at least, most of you do. You 
as honestly in that as I do in my theory, because you 
ore to the wisdom and to the justice of the living than 





‘e writing a constitution I would write those provisions 
so when I am writing a law under that Constitution, 
» that there shall be written in it such, but only such, 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. President, these have been the issues. Now, 


mine such suits is hereby vested in such courts.” I 


responsibility for having suggested 


and written 





the Senator 
from Iowa offers an amendment to the provision we have com 
monly called the “ venue clause” 
as that particular amendment is concerned, 
cisms which have been offered against it, 
that I acknowledge something of responsibility for its presenta 
tion here. I think I can safely say that I am the sole, lone, and 
exclusive author of the words “ and jurisdiction to hear and deter 


in the pending bill. So far 
in view of the criti- 
I think I ought to say 


those words. 


I make no claim to having originated the thought or 


suggestion that some amendment of that characte 


made has been advanced during the discussion of 


several. But as for the particular words here 


their insertion as proposed, I admit and assume e1 


his request put them in writing exact 
without suggestion from or consultation with any p 


soever. Whatever of responsibility 


willingly assume. 


I undertake to say, Mr. President, 
that the addition of these words to this section 4 . 
extend or enlarge the powers of the court to review the orders 
of the Commission. Let us take the language of the bill 
is without the proposed amendment : 


The venue of suits brought in any of the circuit court 
States to enjoin, set aside, annul, 


of the Commission shall 


operating office. 


9” 


cases? It has been 





FULTON. Mr. President, I think I have been a per- 
if not a consistent, advocate of what we have come to 
restricted or narrow review. I fully agree with the 


ator from Texas [Mr. Barttry] that there is a clear distinc- 


etween what we have called and what we mean by a re- 
“| review and that which we term the broad review. I 
and have contended throughout this discussion, that 


r the Constitution we can not deprive a carrier or a party 
ted by the orders of the Commission of the right to have 


such order tested as to its constitutionality or as to 


ether the Commission had the power or authority under the 


of Congress to prescribe it. And I believe unless we 


cifieally give the courts the power to go beyond that, that is | 


iit to which the courts can go or will go in any case. 


ere is and has been a wide misapprehension as to the 
ure and extent of the controversy which has been going on | 
etween the so-called “ narrow” and the so-called “ wide” | 
advocates. There seems to be an impression among some 


} 


ne party has contended that there should be no court re- 
vhatever of the orders of the Commission. There has 
) such contention, Mr. President. It has been conceded 
hat the parties affected by the orders of the Commission 
the ris ight to have tested in court the question as to whether 


heir constitutional rights have been invaded or the Com- | 


n has exceeded its authority. We have contended that 


parties have this right whether it be so written in the stat- | 


ot; that it is not necessary to write any such authoriza- 
the statute in order to vest such right in the parties 
by any order of the Commission. 

we contend further that if such authorization shall be in- 
in the statute, it will not in the least extend the powers 
‘ourt to inquire into or to review the orders, unless the 
‘Shall go further and provide that the courts may also 
the discretion which is vested in the Commission to make 


ed 


‘rders, and right there I contend is the boundary line be- 


the restricted and the broad review. The question is 
ier or not we shall allow the parties affected by the orders 
‘court to have a judicial inquiry beyond the constitutional 
n into the question of the wisdom of the exercise by the 
‘ssion of its discretionary powers under the act of Con- 
Clearly, such right never exists unless affirmatively and 


rTy 


is granted by Congress, and neither by the original text | 
a8 proposed to be amended is or will such right be granted. | determine such suits is vested in such courts” 


courts shall have jurisdiction to try, 


contended, of 


quoted would not vest in the courts jurisdiction 
I have always contended that it would and that it is immaterial 
whether or not it would, 
jurisdiction without an express provision granting it to in 
whether or not an order invades a party’s constitu 
| I ask Senators is it not a most illogical and absu 


or suspend any order 
be in the district 


whom such order or requirement may have been made ha 


because the courts 


ly as they 


and I think 


where the 


mean? “7 


ders of the 


1 


employed and 
itire respo! 
sibility. I suggested them to the Senator from Iowa, : 
le rp 


this admission entails I 


I 


) 





That is the language of the bill as it stands to-d - 3 
the Senate what does that language 
suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the 1 
to enjoin, set aside, or annul” the or 
shall be in certain circuit courts of the United States in certain 
districts. Does not that contemplate 


and imply 


“hear, and determine such 


course, that 


certain districts, in certain courts therein, and jy 


Mr. RAYNER. Let me ask the Senator 


| 

| . . . 

| those courts have jurisdiction to hear and determine 
| 


Mr. FULTON. No; the Senator is 
| next amendment to complete his speech, and I thi 
not to appear in advance of the announcement. 
will kindly pardon me, I must hurry along, because I have little 
time. I may also have to advertise dates for the future. 

Mr. President, whatever may be the views of Senators as to 
| whether or not this venue clause vests the jurisdiction in th 
courts mentioned, I assume that everyone will admit that it was 
intended to confer such jurisdiction, 
edge it, because, as I have said, 
proposition imaginable to say to a party, “ We re: 
have a right to maintain a certain action, you m 
suit to test the constitutionality of the orders of the Commi: 
sion, but you must try the case in this particular 
then when the party comes into that court to try the case de! 


If 


in 
would have the 


ti 


rd pro l 
to assert that the venue of a certain class of cases shall be l 


already scheduled for the 





or, at least, 


the jurisdiction of the court to entertain the suit. 


Then, Mr. President, 


if it be a fact 


knowledgment of jurisdiction wae col 


clause, tell me how much it ad 


that the gr. 
1templated in this venue 


} 


much it extends the jurisdiction a the courts to s 


” 


words “and jurisdiction to hear and determine 
hereby vested in such courts. 


Suppose this bill should be enacted without 


Commission should be brought and y« 


intended as a delusion and a snare? 


Clearly the framers of this bill recognized the fa 


might and would be instituted to tes 


that under the Constitution the right 
might not be denied, but that Congress might desig 
it was deem 


eourt they should be prosecuted, and 
so to do, hence this venue provision. 


But, Mr. President, 


do the words 


venue clause or adding the proposed amendment. 
contended that it was the purpose of Congress to designate t! 


courts in which any suit to test the validity of ar 


t the validi 


to prosecute such suits 


“rr 


it would be the most absurd 
ilize that you 
ay maintain 


anting or 2 
how much it e 


such suits is 
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l ¢ 
tt to deny to 
jurisdiction to hear and determine such suits? 


you, was the purpose of inserting this venue clause Was 
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‘jurisdiction to hear and 
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broaden the right of review? Let us see. What suits are re- 
ferred to in the amendment? Manifestly the suits the venue 
of which is fixed in certain courts. No other or different char- 
acter of suits are brought in by the amendment. Then, how 
ean it be contended that an enlarged jurisdiction is thereby 
given? Simply jurisdiction to hear and determine such suits, 
namely, the suits the venue of which is provided for in the 
original text, is granted. Was it not designed that such courts 
should have jurisdiction to hear and determine such? If not, 
why stipulate the place of trial when there could be no trial? 
Do the words “to hear and determine” enlarge the right of 
review? Clearly not, for they are words the legal import of 





which is well understood. “ Jurisdiction to hear and deter- | 


mine” signifies only that the court is empowered to hear and de- 
termine tl 

they shall appear; they do not in any degree define the scope 
of the inquiry. It therefore clearly appears that this amend- 
ment adds nothing to the jurisdiction of the courts except to 


inake it clear that there is no purpose to deny a party whatever | 
right he may have under the Constitution to a judicial investi- 
gation to ascertain whether or not his constitutional rights have | 
been invaded, or the authority of the Commission exceeded. | 


How far, then, under such a provision will the courts go in re- 
viewing the orders of the Commission? In answer to that I 
lay down this proposition: 

Where Congress confides to an administrative board or com- 
mission such as this discretionary power, the courts will not 
review or inquire into its orders or proceedings in the exercise 
of such discretion further than to ascertain whether or not it 
has exceeded the power vested in it or, what is the same in effect, 


violated the constitutional rights of a party affected by any such | 


order or proceeding, unless the statute specifically and in un- 
questionable terms authorizes it to review such discretion. 
Now, here you will observe no such authority is given or im- 


or suspend an order of the Commission” shall be 
certain courts, which shall have jurisdiction to hear 
ine them. That is simply a recognition of the ad- 

! act that the right to bring such suits can not be denied, 
for, as I have said and as has been said by every Senator who 
has participated in this discussion, the right to a judicial in- 





quiry to ascertain whether or not a party’s rights under the | 


Constitution have been invaded, or the authority of the Com- 
mission exceeded, can not be denied, hence it is here recognized. 


True, it is not specifically provided that the inquiry shall cease | 


when that fact has been determined, but such is the rule, unless 
specific authority for further inquiry be given. 

Now, on that proposition I wish to call the attention of the 
Senate, just briefly without reading in extenso, to the case of 
the San Diego Land Company v. 
The court there is discussing how far judicial review of rates 
fixed by a commission just such as this may be had without 
express and specifi 


Mr. Justice Harlan 





announcing the decision: 





But it should also be remembered chat the judiciary ought not to 
interfere with the collection of rates established under legislative sanc- 
tion unless they are so plainly and palpably unreasonable— 


Now, notice— 


unless they l 





are so plain 















ley a ly and palpably unreasonable as 
enforcement equivalent to the taking of property for public use without 
: h compensation as under all the circumstances is st both to the 
owner and to the publi that is, judicial interference should never 
occur unless the case presents, clearly and beyond doubt, such a 
flagrant attack upon the rights of property under the guise of regula- 
tions as to compel the court to say that the rates prescribed will neces- 
I~ - 


have the effect to deny just compensation for private property 
Mr. President, that is the limit to which the court will go un- 
i specific authority found in the statute for 
doing otherwise; and it is reasonable, logical, and just, because 


less there is some 


} 


Congress in the exercise of its legislative authority has vested 
in the Commission discretionary power, and the courts never 
review the exercise of discretionary power unless there is a 
svecific provision for it or unless abuse of it can be shown. 


Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a question? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Oregon 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. FULTON. It is hard to refuse the Senator. 
fused others. 

Mr. BACON. I simply wanted to ask the Senator, referring 
to the proposed amendment which he is now discussing, whether 
under the terms of the proposed amendment there is any order 
or requirement which it is possible for the Commission to make 
which this amendment does not give specific jurisdiction both 
to hear and to determine? 

Mr. FULTON. No, in one sense; yes, in another. I will 
answer the Senator this way: There is no suit that may be 


I have re- 
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filed attacking the validity of the orders of the Commi: 


the ground that they are unconstitutional of which thos, an 
will not take jurisdiction, but the court will take juri ction 
simply for the purpose of protecting the constitutiona! ~ hte 
of the parties. The courts will inquire whether or noi nett. 
tutional rights have been invaded, and if they find that t! have 
not they will drop the suit then and there and dismiss j| \ 

Mr. BACON. If that is the case, what possible objection can 


the Senator have to the amendment offered by the Senator fy, 
Maryland, which prescribes that very thing? 7 

Mr. FULTON. That is a very natural question. \ 
| understand in a general and in a sufficiently definite 





1e case according to the legal rights of the parties as | 


provision is that all suits “brought to enjoin, set | 


National City, in 174 U. S. | 


authority. This is what the court said, | 


what extent the court will go in cases of this charact: elie 


no specific provision for reviewing the discretion of ra 
mission is given, yet the Senator knows very well, becaus: 6 > 
| able lawyer, that when we enter upon the work of prescri}yjjye th, 
limits of the jurisdiction of the court to exercise its licial 
| power we are treading on very dangerous ground. It is tho 
wiser course to let the court determine the extent of j a 
in that respect. How far they will go we know with x: t 
certainty to be assured that under this provision the; | not 


review the Commission’s discretion. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has ex 


Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President, I have retained mi) in 
the Senate while I have been in the city during the \ dis- 
| cussion of this subject. I have felt that perhaps I eht to 


| continue to do so, but in view of my past relation t @ sub- 
ject and the expectation that I should say something upon jt 
I have concluded to make a very few remarks. 


Mr. President, I am in favor of the adoption of the amenq- 


ments offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALtison 


When the Hepburn bill unanimously passed the H nd 


was referred to the Committee on Interstate Comme) 
| Senate, ill health necessitated my absence from W;: 


I did not have the opportunity or facilities to examin e le | 
| phase of the subject. Without special investigati [ s 


posed, as a matter of course, that the railroads \ 
the right under that bill, without amendment, to ap; 
courts if the rates prescribed by the Commission j 

right guaranteed to them by the Constitution. The 


for an amendment to the interstate-commerce act of ISS7 has 
peen going on for nearly ten years, until the patience of th 
people of the whole country has become nearly exh i, and 
my main anxiety was to secure the passage of an effective bill 


at the earliest possible date. 


| The Hepburn bill having unanimously passed the I e, and 


| seeming to embody the more important features deemed esse 


| tial to an effective act, I favored the passage of that bill with- 


out amendment. 
The general provision in that bill that the orders of the Cor 
| mission shall remain in effect until set aside by the C 
itself, or by a court of competent jurisdiction, taken 
tion with the judicial power as defined by the Constit 


| laws of the United States, extending as it does to al SOS 
| law and equity arising under the Constitution and laws of th 
| United States, and the general right of every man { ‘ 


to the court if his constitutional rights are invaded, 
then to me to be sufficient to confer upon the circuit « 


r | diction to protect the rights of the carrier under tlhe | 
tion, without any specific provision conferring such jurisdic- 


tion upon the circuit courts. 


have examined the decisions of the courts, I think it 
doubtful if the circuit courts of the United States 
jurisdiction without such jurisdiction is express!) erre 
upon them. 


| Justice Marshall and extending to the present, man) 

have already been quoted here, seem to make it reas y elt 
that the circuit courts of the United States, having | { 
by statute, can have no jurisdiction but such as t! 
confers. And, as stated by the court itself, the cirm 
of the United States are created by act of Congress 
necessary in every attempt to define their power to lo: 
source as a means of accomplishing that end. 


it would be unsafe, to say the least, to pass this bill \ 
serting therein a clause expressly conferring juris 
the circuit courts of the United States. 


the absolute, unreviewable power to fix rates. 


I believe that the Interstate Commerce Commission { 


more competent body to fix a railroad rate than is a court of t4 
United States. 


But as this great debate has developed the subject, and I 


The decisions of the Supreme Court since the days of Chief 


The decisions of the Supreme Court have convinced me that 


Mr. President, if we could constitutionally do so, I | 1 not 
hesitate to confer upon the Interstate Commerce © S10! 
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»orivying their appointment from the same source, they should 
hle and as competent as the circuit judges of the United 
In addition, the Commission gives its whole time and | 
n to the consideration of all the details connected with 
ng of rates and the management of railroad property. 
at all reflecting upon our United States courts, the | 
: tate Commerce Commissioners necessarily become far | 
<pert in this branch of the subject than any circuit court 
sibly become. 
e Grosscup, an able circuit judge of the United States, has 
y said that one of the difficulties in the administration 
Jaw is that the circuit judges are totally incompetent to 
ypon the question of rates. Judge Grosscup made this 
it, not as a reflection on the learning and ability of cir- 
-es, but because of the intricacy of the question and the 
sunt of other important work which is the daily life of 
uit judge. As he expressed it— 
reuit judge one day is exploring the intricacies of a patent 
her day he is hearing a personal-injury case, another he is 
yme customs case, another he is pursuing the meanderings of 


neery case. Every day brings up some new subject covering 
ie area upon which he must be specially educated for the day’s 
t * * Now, call him from this judgment seat to 


n a question, the most perplexing, the most difficult question 
who has had no education, no vision of the subject upon 
is expected to rule. Thus I say that the circuit court is an 
nt court. 
President, I was no less forcibly impressed with the rea- 
of Mr. Justice Bradley, than whom no abler man has 
1 a seat in the Supreme Court, in his dissent in the 
ta case. 
said: 
mplained that the decisions of the board are final and without 


So are the decisions of the court in matters within their | 
on. There must be a final tribunal somewhere for deciding 
estion in the world. Injustice takes place in every tribunal. 
in institutions are imperfect—courts as well as commissions 
egislatures Whatever tribunal has jurisdiction, its decisions are 


conclusive, unless appeal is given therefrom. The important 
always is, What is the lawful tribunal for a particular case? 
igment in the present case the proper tribunal was the legisla- 

e board of commissioners which it created for the purpose. 
| thus be seen from the reading of the decision of Mr. 
e Bradley that he did not manifest the distrust of the 
( ssion as a competent body upon which to be conferred 
bsolute power to fix rates, which we so frequently hear 

and out of Congress. 

i I understand very well, Mr. President, under the de- 
of the Minnesota case, that neither Congress nor the 
ture can confer this power upon a commission to fix 
which shall be final and not subject to review by the 


President, I am not in favor of a general or broad right 
of review by the courts, and neither do I think that that por- 


f the pending amendment conferring jurisdiction upon 
cuit court confers a broad right review. It does not 


n terms, and, in my judgment, it will not be so construed 
‘courts. If this bill shall become a law, I do not want it 
horn of much of its usefulness by judicial construction, 
he act of 1887. 

surt should not be permitted to go into the whole ques- 
the reasonableness of the rate fixed by the Commission, 
‘ the fixing of the rate is a legislative function, and the 
ssion is a much more competent body to fix a rate than 

ourt of the United States. 
proper province of the court is to determine whether the 
( ion exceeded its authority, and whether the rate fixed 
ntravenes the right of the carrier guaranteed by the 
endment to the Constitution, that property shall not be 
without due process of law, nor without just compensa 


President, there is a great difference between the juris- | 
of the court over a rate fixed by the railroad itself and 


fixed by Congress or the Commission. 

controversy between a shipper and a railroad the courts 

roperly go into the whole question of the reasonableness 
rate. But in a controversy over a rate fixed by a com- 


the proper function of the court is to inquire whether | 


ate is so unreasonably low as to amount to confiscation 
the fifth amendment. 

s is true, because when Congress delegates to the Com- 
on the fixing of a rate and the Commission fixes the rate 
practically the same as if the rate were prescribed by Con- 
itself. It is practically a rate fixed by law, and all that 
urt can properly pass upon is whether the law-made rate 
tes any constitutional right of the carrier. 

is, In my judgment, is the extent to which the court would 
wv the rate. This is especially true where jurisdiction is 


ely given in general terms, as in this amendment, to hear 
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and determine the controversy without expressly providing that 
| the court shall pass upon the reasonableness of the rate 
Mr. President, I do not see that there is anything inconsistent 
on the part of Senators who favored the adoption of the Hep- 
burn bill without amendment in favoring the pending amend- 
ment conferring jurisdiction on the circuit court. 
When I favored the passage of the Hepburn bill without 
amendment I knew that the carrier could not be denied the 


right of appeal to the courts, and I thought that the 
bill as it passed the House contained suflicient prov 
subject. 


Ilepburn 
ion on that 


The adoption of the jurisdiction portion of the pending amend 
ment will not confer upon the courts any greater jurisdiction 
than the friends of the Hepburn bill thought it contained when 


consider 


it passed the House. I it merely declaratory of 
thing which we thought was already contained in the bill. 


some 


If the Hepburn bill as it passed the House contains sufficient 
provision for review by the courts, this amendment providing 
“ jurisdiction to hear and determine such suits is hereby vested 
in such courts” will not broaden the scope of the review. 
Whatever the courts could have constitutionally done under 


the terms of the bill as it passed the House they can constitu- 


| tionally do under this amendment, and no more. 


On the other hand, if the bill as it passed the House does not 
contain sufficient provision for review, and is therefore uncon 
stitutional, this amendment will render the bill constitutional 

The amendment does not confer in terms a broad right of 
review. It does not define to what extent the rate fixed tl 
Commission can be reviewed by the court. In tl ibsence ¢ 
such provision, I believe that the courts will hold th ey will 

| not interfere with a rate fixed by the Commission unk the 
Commission exceeded its authority or unle the rate ixed 
amounts to confiscation under the fifth endment. 

Mr. President, I do not think there is any danger of the 


exercising any greater power of review 1 
whether the rate fixed by the Commission is in violation of tl 


constitutional rights of the carrier. 

















As the subject has been so thoroughly developed | € 1 

i the general provisions of the bill, especial the provision th 
the Commission shall prescribe a rate h, in its ! 

is reasonable and just, the manifest intent the p ( 
gress that the court shall not unduly interfere with 

fixed by the Commission, to my mind, make it certain, « 
though the courts have the power, they w be ith to « ! 

a rate fixed by the Commission unless it s \ 

as to amount to the taking of property without t pens 
tion. 

In passing upon rates fixed by the Comn on, und the 
fifth amendment, the courts have considerat titude d all 
the latitude which they should be ge 

It is said that under the fifth a1 in rate fixed : 
Commission must amount to “ confiscation before tli 
can set it aside. In a legal sense th s perhaps true, but 
term “ confiscation ” has alway i ! s y 
|} used in this connection. 

The term ‘onfiscation ” conveys to the ord ry 1 d tl 
taking of property without any compensat } If hat 1 > 
held to be its meaning, the courts would h 
jurisdiction. But under the fifth In t 
entitled to a just compensation for the serv S 1 ed 
that just compensation has been defined tf 
upon the reasonable value of the property 
used for the public. (Kansas City Sto ! 83 U. Ss 
), ) 

So, Mr. President, it will be 
| reasonably wide latitude in ] g ’ ‘ 
| Commission 
| Mr. President, this is tl “ 
amendment, but it contains other ex 
| referring now to the amendment offered by 1 ! half of the 
| Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON 
I have always been much in favor of striking out the Is 
‘and fairly remunerative.” In my judgment they should 
have been inserted in the original bill. 
| The rate to be fixed by the Commission should be a “ jus nd 
reason: ble’ rate, because the meaning of Sf é S s vell 
understood and has been passed upon Ly vy the I 
The addition of the words “and fairly remunerative” might 

yn into the fixing of the 


remuner- 


words are 


A just and reasonable rate would probably be a fairly 
ative rate, and vice versa. the . the 
plusage and should be stricken from the bill, if they have not 
already been. 

The pending amendment also contains 


lo say least sur 


} 
bring a new element of considerat 
a provision leaving it 


within the discretion of the Commission, within a limit of two 
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years, as to the time when the rate shall continue in effect. 
This will give the necessary elasticity, so that rates’ may be 
readily changed, if found necessary. 

The limitation on the granting of preliminary injunctions is 
also a very wise provision. It is in a sense a compromise be- 
tween a prohibition against granting of preliminary injunctions 


and leaving the court absolutely free to grant such injunctions. | 


Under this provision the Commission will have 

appear and resist the granting of an injunction. 
With these amendments adopted I think the pending bill will 

only constitutional, but will prove very effective legisla- 


ample time to 


be not 

tion. 
Mr. 

four 


BACON. Mr. President, I do not design speaking over 
five minutes at the outside. I do, however, want to ask 
the attention of Senators, according to all of us the common 
desire to accomplish the best in this regard, while I present 
this question in just a few words and without elaboration. 

There is no question, I presume, in the minds of lawyers that 
in the absence of any distinct conferring of jurisdiction by this 
act, the United States courts would have all power to review 
any decision which affected the 
parties; in other words, nothing that we can incorporate in this 
bill can take that away from the citizen, because a law, which is 
superior to us, guarantees to him those rights and has conferred 
upon the eourts the power and the duty to maintain those rights 
for the citizen. But there is a domain outside of that—outside 
of the rights specifically protected by the Constitution—in which 
it is within the power of Congress to confer or to withhold 
jurisdiction from the courts. 

The point I wish to ask the attention of Senators to for 
their candid, unbiased, and unprejudiced judgment is this: 
Under the terms of this proposed amendment, if we adopt it— 
I am speaking now of the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Iowa [Mr. Atitson]—under the letter of it, under the 
words of it—is there one single order or requirement of the 
Commission which, so far as we can confer it—the jurisidic- 
tion—we do not confer in this proposed amendment? If it is 


or 


adopted, we confer upon the court the power not only to hear, 
but to determine every question which can arise as to any 
order or requirement of the Commission. Let me read the 


language as found on page 317 of this print of the amendments. 
I asked the Senator from Oregon’ [Mr. Furron] the question as 
to this, and I was not entirely content with his reply, because I 
did not think it was definite and candid. Of course I know he 


intended to be candid, but his reply did not cover the question. 
If I may have the attention of Senators for two or three min- 
utes, I desire to say that the language of that amendment, 
omitting words unnecessary for this discussion, is this: 

The venue of suits * * * to enjoin, set aside, annul, or sus 
pend any order or requirement shall be, etc., and jurisdiction to hear 

1 determine such suits is hereby vested in such courts. 

Parapl hrasing the language, it would read in this way: 

Jurisdiction to hear and determine any order or requirement of the 
( ion is hereby vested in such courts. 

That is what the language means; that is what it is when 
pa phrased. 

hose Senators who are in favor of conferring on the courts 
jurisdiction to review every order and every requirement of 
course can consistently support that amendment: but as to 
Seuators who have stood here for months and asserted, both 
in public and in private, that they are not willing that the 
CO 5s shall have the jurisdiction and the power to hear and 
determi uestions outside of the constitutional questions, 

Ww can suc oh Senators now defend themselves on the ground 
of consistency? They can only do so by adopting the position 

en by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Furron], in which he 

that, w this language does confer this power upon the 
cou the courts will not exercise it. That is practically what 
the Senator from Oregon said. 

Mr. FULTON. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Dees the Senator from Georgia | 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. BACON. Ido. 

Mr. FULTON. I simply desire to interrupt the Senator to | 
make a correction, for he certainly does not intend to misrepre- | 
sent what I said. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator knows I do not. 

Mr. FULTON. I did not, with all deference to the Senator, 


say that we granted the power to the court, but that the court 


would not exercise it. I said if we granted to the court the 
power to hear and determine suits that should be brouguat to 
test the validity of an order of the Commission, without grant- 
ing specific authority to go beyond the constitutional inquiry, 
which we do not grant, the courts will not go inte an inquiry 
as to whether or not the Commission has wisely exercised its 
discretion, but will simply inquire whether or not the constitu- 
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| the eirenit court of the United States jurisdiction both to 


constitutional rights of the | 
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tional rights of the party has been invaded, and if not, wjj 
dismiss the suit. 

Mr. BACON. I ask the Senator, if that was his position 
why it was he was opposed to the amendment of the Se) tor 


from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] which proposes to confer {)jt 
power upon the courts? 

But, Mr. President, what the Senator says—and I do not 
desire now to enter into a colloquy with him on the subject, | 
cause my time is so limited, and I promised not to occu) 
much time as I have already done—but the Senator said 





1p. 


as 


that 
the court in taking jurisdiction is not going to be governed py 
the language of this law, but by what they conceive to be thei; 


duty outside of the law and outside of the expressed jurisdic. 
tion which we by this language confer. 

Now, I ask the Senator in his reply to indicate a single _ 
or a single requirement of the Commission which this pri poser ad 
amendment, if it is ingrafted upon this law, will not give 
he 


ar 
and to determine? 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President——— 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, I shall be 
to have him answer the question in his own time. 

Mr. CARTER. The Senator propounded a question. 

Mr. BACON. I know, but I said I hoped any Senator who 
would answer it would reply in his own time. If the Sen 
will give me extra time I will be glad to hear the Senator 

Mr. CARTER. I have no time to give. 

Mr. BACON. The Senator has his time. He has not 
on this amendment and will have fifteen minutes in whi 
do it. 

I want to call attention now to another matter to see if the 
defense, if I may so term it, of this amendment is well founde: 
when it is claimed that the amendment does not enlarge the 


glad 


ite 


nn} 
enolker 
poxen 


b to 


| jurisdiction which is contained in the original Hepburn bil! 
| Tne original Hepburn bill read in this way: 


States to enjoin, set aside, annul, 





| have territorial 
| were not indifferent to that view of the matter, 


| simply to designate the court which should have the territ 


| aggrieved might ask the aid of the courts, but such fixing « 
| venue does not confer jurisdictional powers upon the cour 
| te the subjects-matter. With the venue thus alone fixed tic 


The venue of suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the United 

or suspend any order or requir { 
of the Commission shall be in the district where the carrier 
whom such order or requirement may have been made has 
cipal operating office. 

It is contended that that gives jurisdiction to the courts, not 
simply to hear a complaint, but upon such hearing to enjoin, 
set aside, annul, or suspend any order or requirement, and tha ut 
these additional words contained in the proposed ame 
which specificially confer that jurisdiction “to hear «a 
termine ” do not enlarge the power which the original 
burn bill conferred upon them. 

Why, Mr. President, what do these words in the original bill 
mean when they say: 

The venue of suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the United 


States to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order or requi! 
of the Commission ? 


They simply mean that whenever any person shall claim the 
right to have such an injunction on account of any order 
any requirement of the Commission, the venue to hear that 
contention, the place and the court where and by which that 
contention shall be heard, shall be the place and the court 
specified in this bill. But it is incredible that any lawyer 
upon careful consideration claim that that language in the origi- 
nal House bill confers the jurisdiction not only “to hear,” but “ to 
determine ” every complaint as to any order or requirement of 
the Commission, and to enjoin or set aside any such order or re 
quirement. It is an impossibility. It simply designates tlie 
venue in which, when any person makes application to enj 
any order or requirement of the Commission, the court 
have jurisdiction to hear and determine whether that is a | 
mate matter for it to take into consideration. It is tl: 
torial jurisdiction I speak of when I use the word “ jur 
tion ;” but not the legal jurisdiction. It is the venue and venue 
only—not the jurisdiction to hear and determine. A court 
jurisdiction and still not have legal jurisdic 
tion of the subject-matter; and that is the entire scope of 

Mr. President, the learned lawyers who added these 
and the | 
lawyers who for months have been considering this qu 
were not indifferent to the proposition that it was necessar) 





iba mri 
its 
prin 


Tor 
LAC} 


will 


jurisdiction, which should have the venue within which Pp 


ove 


courts would only have such jurisdictional power 
subject-matter as they would have independently of this p 
lar act. The astute lawyers who framed this proposed © 
ment well knew this. And therefore to secure what they 
the “ broad review ”—the review to secure which this debat 

been protracted for three months—they well knew it Wa 














y ( 


Ser 


ni 


l 


ich to protect the rights of the railroads; and now forsooth 


1906. 


ry to go further and to say that the particular things 


e hearing of which the venue had previously been fixed 


- the broad review, the unlimited review, have condemned 


i 


\ 


| constitute matter over which the court, thus having the 
rial jurisdiction or the venue, should also have the legal 
\iction to hear and determine. Everybody inside and out- | 


this Chamber knows that those who have been contend- 


ieasured terms this provision of the House bill on the 
that the review which it authorized was not broad 


vho stood with us have surrendered, and now applaud 


unlimited amendment on the ground that it means exactly 


t the original provision in the House bill means. 


President, what have we been talking about here for | 


months if it be true that this means the same thing as | 


vision in the House bill and does not enlarge the juris- 


ALLISON. Will the Senator yield to me for a question? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia 


i to the Senator from lowa? 
Mr. BACON. I would never decline an interruption by the | 


\f 


} 
if 


Mi 


Oo 


1 


\LLISON. Suppose the situation is such that this ad- | 
strative Commission, exercising power under this bill, if it 

come 2 law, makes an order respecting a rate, and some | 
- or somebody else brings a suit against the Commission, | 


: courts say that they will examine those questions where 


tion has actually and properly been given by law to the 


I 


ssion, no property right being involved? 
-ACON. If the court does not do it, it would be because 


0 court would say that Congress had no right to pass this bill 
ind adopt this amendment, for this amendment does not restrict 


Mr. 


any way. 


ALLISON. Very well. The court simply will not ex- 


into that question; otherwise this administrative board 


BACON. Mr. President, the language of this proposed 


dment makes no restriction whatever. It is absolutely 
absolutely limitless, and the Senator only takes refuge | 
the prepesition that tke court will not exercise the juris- | 


which this amendment confers upon it, or proposes 


‘ ALLISON. I take no shelter, but I want to ask the Sena- 


it turns out that in this order no judicial question is 


lved, will the mere suggestion of jurisdiction give the court 


diction? 


M 


BACON. Mr. President, if time permitted, I could go | 


to the proposition as to how far we can confer jurisdiction 


hat) 
ilt i 


the court which it would not have in the absence of that 


t conferring of power. There is no doubt about the 


‘in its discretion or otherwise, if it is made a legal duty, 


sonable charge for such service or any part thereof is prohibited and 
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declared to be unlawful. 


An unreasonable and an unjust charge is prohibited and de- 
clared to be unlawful by this bill. I have 
with that provision of the bill, being perfectly satisfied that 
Congress has no right to violate it 
or a rate that 
could create could violate that 
were too high or rates that were too low. 
tribunal to determine this question of reasonableness or unrea- 
What tribunal is that under our Constitution? The 


sonableness. 


judicial 


¢ 


mission to put either upon the shipper or the carrier an unrea- 


tribunal. 
even under the provisions of this bill, which it can force upon a 
man against his will, so long as he has the right of appeal to a 
ther can Congress 


is too low, 


Congress can not enact 


ourt to get rid of it; nei 


sonable rate. 


The Senator from Iowa, in his splendid statement of this 
' question, never got to the top of his subject until he finally 
admitted that all the rates that were to be imposed under this 
act or any other act that Congress can possibly enact must be 


just and reasonable. 


So we have all met on that ground. 
on that ground all the time and have had no differences between 


ourselves on that ground; 


tion of their authority. 


reasonable 


That being so, Mr. President, where do the words “ just and 
come from in connection with the obligation of eo 


” 


| mon carriers 


that when we prescribe a certain duty for the Commission, | 


confer upon the court the jurisdiction to hear and de- | 


whether they have violated the law in that regard, 


in the absence of the distinct conferring of it, they would 


have the power so to do. But it would be manifestly diffi- 
ilt for me to develop that line of argument without going into 


length and producing authorities. I will say to the Sena- 


however, that if he will read the dissenting opinion of Mr. 


Bradley in the Minneapolis case, he will find that 
Bradley based his dissenting opinion upon that propo- 
While it is a dissenting opinion, the principle involved 


not the point wpon which the court decided. The majority of 


ward? The 
and all civilized people of Christendom 
more thoroughly respected than in the last clause of the first 


section of this bill. It is a perfectly simple proposition that 


9 


civil jurisprudence. Who 


and I rested perfectly quiet during 
this magnificent and tremendous debate about the way of man 
aging the courts so that they might be possibly able to mal 
| the rates just and reasonable, or, en the other hand, might po 
| sibly be able to make them unjust and unreasonable by a limita 


















in fixing an exorbitant rate, 
and that no commission Congress 
provision by 


an 


We have been together 


Where do we get them from? They do not 
come out of any statute. 


They are coeval wi 


invented them 


and 


eourts. It is a rule of court t 


respect 


Congress makes a rate by its own legislative 
just and unreasonable this bill condemns it. 
the purview of the powers of Congress un 


vide for an unjust and unreasonable rate 


taxes an article 


for transportation ; 
What would be the remedy? 


four tim 


es its value in 


it: not to come back to Concress and ask 
law. All acts of Congress under this great 
has been a part of the civil jurisprudence 
since the courts first un 


amenable and liable to its constraint. You 


it if you want to do it. 
That solves, i 


mission assesses an unreasonable rate or 


n my ju 


fs 


; 


ler 


Suppose Con 


of course this bill would condemn tft! 


To go into a court and get rid 


it to 


jud 


ot 


dertook to regulate 


igment, the whole q 
have been so long debating and so anxiousis 
here in regard to the jurisdiction of the 


whom it assesses a rate that is too low. 
their doors to them wnder this great civi 
lasted since the dawn of 


get their relief in spite of all that we can cd 
The courts have the 


| be found to go there. Y« 


judges—all but three of them who dissented—speaking for | 


ourt, put their decision upon an entirely different ground, | 
in conflict with that particular contention on the part of 
‘e Bradley; in other words, not in conflict with that legal | 
osition thus announced by him. They differed, as I un- | 
tand, in the application. 


rs, and I have read a good many law books in my life | 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 
MORGAN. Mr. President, I have heard all the lawyers 
Senate speak on this subject and several who are not 


ieard a good deal of discussion about the doctrine of common 
riers, their liabilities and their obligations, but I never have 


iny lawyer in this body, or any Senator in this body, or 


juége who has ever written on this subject, who takes any 


1G 
; 


t 


A 


ion to the language of this bill on page 3, from line 14 


‘he framers of this Hepburn bill in the House put a rudder 
helm on the ship that nobody has disputed as the authority 
over the whole subject. I will read it: 


charges made for any service rendered or to be rendered in the 
isportation of passengers or property as aforesaid, or In connection 


with, shall be just and reasonable; and every unjust and unrea- 


known, and the courts themselves, after the 
common-law courts, will invent remedies 
yt really see tha 


| this subject. 
this bill to be discussed, 
handling the subject. 


a 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from 


RAYNER]. 


Mr. RAYNER. 


Se 


» I don 


ceeded to call the roll. 
Mr. SPOONER (when 

nounce my pair with the Senator from 

MACK]. If he were present, I should vote 


The roll 


eall 


having 


civilization. TI 


final decision of 


u may destroy 


T 


cm 


Dee 


NH tl 
fas 


ord 


+ 
\ 


except in regard t 


his name was 


been concluded, 


nounced—yeas 24, nays 55, as follows: 


Bacon 
Batley 
Berry 
Blackburn 
Clarke, Ark. 
Clay 


Culberson 
Daniel 
Dubois 
Frazier 
Gearin 

La Follette 


YEAS—24. 
Latimer 
McCreary 
McLaurin 
Martin 
Money 
Newlands 





Tennessee [Mr. Car 


is 


On that I ask for the yeas 
The yeas and nays were ordered; and the 


the 


contented myself 


fixi 
But there has to be a 


authorize a com- 


hat all nations 


It is not withi: 


can not get rid 


ts. You ean n 
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ng rates that 


arbitrary rate 


th the birth of 
put them fo 



































and now her: 


which is w 
this law 1 rr 
+) 


f 1 
( l ‘ 


1 


ass 9 differ 


this su! 


nestion that v 


road agains 

CoO “te VW ) 

ll go l 
Son t 

1e Te 

hi ‘ 1 «> 
er to get hold of 
’Te 18 
» the method 
on fRxgreeing to 
Maryland [M 


and nays. 
secretary pro- 


result was an- 


Ov man 
Ravn 
Simmoens 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 
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Clark, Wyo Gamble Nelson 
Crane Hale Nixon 
Cullom fansbrough Penrose 
Dick Hemenway Perkins 
Dillingham Hopkins Pettus 
Dolliver Kean Piles 
Dryden Kittredge Platt 
Elkins Knox Scott 
Flint Lodge Smoot 
Foraker Long Sutherland 
Foster McCumber Warner 
Frve McEnery Warren 
Fulton Mill ae Wetmore 
Gallinger Mo 
NOT VOTING ‘10. 

B Gorman Patterson Teller 

Carmack Heyburn Proctor 

Depew Mallory Spooner 


amendment was rejected. 
Mr. President, I wish to make a request for 
I shall leave the Chamber in less than an 


So Mr. RAYNER’S 
Mr. WARREN. 
unanimous consent. 


hour, and must be absent during the further consideration of the 
pending measure. 
A few days ago I offered an amendment of less than three 


lines to the Culberson substitute, which was adopted in place of 
the Foraker amendment, with respect to passes. I should like 
to have permission now to offer an amendment to the substitute 
as it exists in the present bill. I think there is no objection to 
Iny amendment, which simply provides that owners or persons 
in charge of live stock may be carried free by the railroads when 
traveling with stock or when going to place of shipment or re- 
turning from place of delivery, and I should be glad to have it 
incorporated now in the amendment as it stands. 

Mr. BEVERIDGS. There is an amendment to the substitute 
already pending. 


Mr. WARREN. There is no amendment pending to it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I make no objection, but I do not see how 
the Senator is going to get around the parliamentary situation. 
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| the Commission by trying a different case before the court 


| court to the Supreme Court, 


' would have been the end of the entire proceeding. 


Mr. WARREN, I ask unanimous consent, which of course 
gets around it. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Ah, yes! Let us hear the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I do not know what the temper of the 
Senate is as to the matter, but I suggest to the Senator from 
Wyoming that possibly the Senate would now take up the motion 
to reconsider and adopt it or reject it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I hope we will go on to discuss the next sec- 
tion. : 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Let the next section be read. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
for unanimous consent? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the amendment be read first. | 

Phe SEcRE! fter the words “charitable institutions” it 
i nosed 

( care takers of live stock when traveling with such 

v ig to point of shipment or returning from point of 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
for unanimous consent? 

Mr. BACON. The Senator merely wants to offer it now? 

Mr. WARREN. No. I hope it will be adopted. 

Mr. BACON. I beg pardon. 

Mr. WARREN. For the reason that if a substitute is 

lopted and this amendment is not now included in the legisla- 


tion which follows might not remember to take care of this 


we 


particular nh hn 

M RTE! I will say to the Senator from Wyoming that 
I have an amendment of the same kind which I intend to offer, 

i if agreeable I will offer his amendment instead of the one 
I haye prepared 

Mr. WARREN. It is not a matter of any personal concern. 
If I ean be assured that it will be offered in the form in which 
I now offer it, I will withdraw my request for unanimous con- 
sent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wyoming with- 
draws his request for unanimous consent. Are there further 


4? 
I have an amendment which I desire to 


amendments to section 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
offer. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 
The Secretary. On page 12, after line 14, at the end of the 
section, add the following: 


Wisconsin 


If upon the trial of any action brought to set aside or modify any | 
order made by the Commission under this section evidence shall be 
introduced by the plaintiff which is found by the court to be different 
from that offered upon the hearing before the Commission, or addi- 
tional thereto, the court, before proceeding to render judgme nt, unless 


the parti es to such action stipulate in writing to the contrary, shall 


pro- | 


NATE. 








transmit a copy of such evidence to the Commission, 


«} 


and 


further proceedings in such action for fifteen days from the y 
such transmission. Upon the receipt of such evidence the (5 - 
shall consider the same, and may alter, modify, amend, or ; : 
order relating to such rate or rates, fares, charges, classificat oo 
rate or rates, regulation, practice, or service complained of id 


action, and shall report its action thereon to said court 
days from the receipt of such evidence. 

If the Commission shall rescind its order complained of, t¢) 
shall be dismissed; if it shall alter, modify, or amend the xs 
altered, modified, or amended order shall take the place of thy y 1 
order complained of, and judgment shail be rendered thereon as 
made by the Commission in the first instance. If the origina! 
shall not be rescinded or changed by the Commission, jud 
be rendered upon such original ‘order. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I have 
amendment, as I have offered others, because I belieye jt 
perfect and strengthen the bill. The Commission has 
versed in thirty-two cases. In twenty-six of those cases. 9<« ¢ 
record discloses, it has been reversed because testimon 
offered upon the trial before the court which was not 
when the case was presented to the Commission. The a 
ment proposes that if new testimony is offered when thy 
trial by the court, the testimony shall be taken, 1 
action suspended thereon, and the record containing all 
testimony referred to the Commission for its consideration 
This would give the Commission the benefit of al] » evi- 
dence upon which to base its order. If the original order 
were set aside or modified, the railroad company would then 
have its opportunity to take the opinion of the court u 
action of the Commission, and the court would have be 
the same testimony which the Commission passed upor Th 
end: if adopted, will take away from the railroad 
inducement to withhold testimony when the ¢ 
because they will not be able to 


Wit 


Ziment s ull 
offered 


» 
“fe 


is on 


‘ n+ 
am Hee, 


panies all 
mission tries the case, 


the case tried before the Commission. There would b 
lik eli ihood that the court would disagree with the Con 
There would be less inducement to carry the case to thy 
and we should hear much less criticism of the C ommission. 
It would mean certainly a saving of time and a saving of 
rreat expense. In many cases which have been appealed fror 
a Commission, where additional testimony was taken | 
the court, the writing up of the record containing the additional 
testimony has been a matter of very great expense to the Goy- 
In one case, I remember, the expense was s thing 
$10,000. That of course, went on from the 
and the Commission was 1 
sent back to the Commission, pro! 
If 
glad to 


nn 


ernment. 


over case, 


Had that case been 


any objection to this amendment, I should be 
somebody state it. 

lr. HALE. Question! 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing t 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. On that I ask for the yeas and 1 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, speaking to th: 
ment submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin, I wish to call 

attention to the fact that a little time ago I offered an 

men relating to differentials, which I temporarily withdrew. I 
offered the amendment for the reason that some days , 
| Senator in charge of this bill declared that, in his 
| flat mileage rate was the proper thing to be enforced, f | 
remember correctly the Senator from Texas coincided t 
view. It was rather alarming that such a thing could 
ause it would bring such disaster to this country 
almost inconceivable to think of. It was with a view of 
enting that possibility that I offered the amendment. | 
that it was not drawn in the best form, and I hoped th 
Senator would offer a substitute which would cover the ¢ 


The 


sy 
jue 


hex 


But since I withdrew the amendment I have consult th 
Senators, and I am satisfied it is, perhaps, an impossib| 
to draw an amendment such as ought to be offered « 


that point. I have therefore determined, Mr. President to 
offer the amendment again, but before concluding I shou f 
| very much indeed to have the junior Senator from lov 
| DoLiiver], who has given great thought to this matter and 
| whom I have talked on the subject, state to the Senate 
| his view is as to the power the Interstate Commerce Cv! 
| sion would have over the matter that I attempted to « 
| Does the Senator feel that the Interstate Commerce © 
| sion would have power to make a mileage rate, or are 
| powers largely and perhaps wholly based upon the propo 
| that they can correct excessive rates? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— ; 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New fa! 
shire yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do, for the purpose of making 2 
ment. 








1906. 


( 





Mr. 


DOLLIVER. -resident, the theory of the bill is that | 


mmission shall entertain complaints made before it 
ng violations of the interstate-commerce law. The inter 
ommerce law has in it four sections which contain its 


itions. The complaints are to be directed against the 
vy or the line of railway which is violating the interstate- | 
ce law. Therefore I feel entirely free to say to the 
1 from New Hampshire that the jurisdiction of the Com- 
n is to require the railroad to cease and desist from its | 
on of the law and to conform its rates to the rates which | 
r judgment are lawful. I think no fear need be indulged 
the Commission would go to the extreme of establishing a 
ve system of rates in the United States. I certainly would | 
it if that should be done, because the whole fabrie of our 
place would be disturbed by any such general change in 
yework of our transportation system. 
FORAKER. Will the Senator from 
a question? 
DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
FORAKER. Is it not true that in all the cases in which | 
imission undertook to fix rates, prior to 1897, when the 
um Rate case was decided, it did virtually fix them upon 
oximate mileage basis? 
DOLLIVER. I think that can not be properly said. 
FORAKER. It certainly did in the Maximum Rate case 
t was approximately a mileage basis. 
DOLLIVER. The theory of the Commission in the 
um Rate case was simply to reduce rates from Cincin 
points in the Southeast to what the Commission found | 


| 
| 
Iowa allow me to | 


reasonable and just. I am sure it may. be said of that 
it they did not establish any system of mileage rates, 


did proclaim a system of equitable rates, of course 
distance as one of the elements that enters into the 
¢ of a just and reasonable rate. 

FORAKER. That is all I contend for. Of course in the 
did not so appear, but in the opinion the Commission 
ed that was taken as the basis of their reasoning. 

GALLINGER. Mr. President, I never attempt to accom- 

he impossible, and after having consulted with some of 

st eminent lawyers in the Senate, who gave it to me as 
inion that an amendment covering this point could not 
wn which would be satisfactory, and upon the statement 

y the Senator from Iowa, who has given this matter very 

thought, I am quite content to let the matter rest, and I 

ot reoffer the amendment I withdrew a little while ago. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
ient proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
E], on which the Senator from Wisconsin demands the 
d nays. 


yeas and nays were ordered. 


STONE. Several Senators here would like to have the 
ment read. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Missouri sug- 


that the amendment be again read. It will be read. 
RETARY. On page 12, after line 14, at the end of the 
add the following: 


SEC 


the trial of any action brought to set aside or modify any 
de by the Commission under this section evidence shall be 
ed by the plaintiff which is found by the court to be different 
t ¢ 


ote 


red upon the hearing before the Commission, or addi 
eto, the court before proceeding to render judgment, unless 


s to such action stipulate in writing to the contrary, shall 
copy of such evidence to the Commission, and shall stay 
proceedings in such action for fifteen days from the date of 


smission, 


Upon the receipt of such evidence the Commission 


ider the same, and may alter, modify, amend, or rescind its 
ting to such rate or rates, fares, charges, classification, joint 
rates, regulation, practice, or service complained of in said 


and shall report its action thereon to said court within ten days 
» receipt of such evidence. 
mmission shall rescind its order complained of, the action 
dismissed ; if it shail alter, modify, or amend the same, such 
lified, or amended order shall take the place of the original 
plained of, and judgment shall be rendered thereon as though 
y the Commission in the first instance. If the original order 
be rescinded or changed by the Commission, judgment shall 
ered upon such original oréer. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll on 

ng to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wis- 
Mr. La FoLierre}. 

question having been taken by yeas and nays, the result 

nnounced—yeas 26, nays 49, as follows: 


( a 


of 





YEAS—26. 
Culberson Latimer Rayner 
Daniel McCreary Simmons 
Dubois McLaurin Taliaferro 
irn Foster Martin Teller 
Mont, Frazier Money Tillman 
Ark, Gearin Newlands 


La Follette 


Overman 
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NAYS—49. 











Aldrich Dick Kean re ! 
Alger Dillingham Kittredge Piles 
Allee Dolliver Knox r t 
Ankeny Dryden Lod . 
Brandegee Flint Long Sr rt 
Bulkeley br er McCumber s e 
Burkett F ! Mckne1 S l 
sjurnham Gallinger Millard W 
Burrows Gamble Morgan W i 
Carter Hale Nelson Wetmore 
Clark, Wyo, Hansbrough Nixon 
Crane Iilemenway Penrose 
Cullom Hopkins Perkins 
NOT VOTING—14. 
Allison Clapp G an Proct 
Beveridge Depew Heyburn Sp er 
Burton Elkins Mallory 
| Carmack rye Patterson 
So Mr. La FOLLeTTe’s amendment was rejected. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I ask that the fifth section be now read. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to 
day it adjourn to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the next 


section. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I desire to offer, befor 


‘e we pass to the 


other section, the following, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from -Wisconsin pro 
poses an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secrerary. It is proposed to add, at the end of s 
tion 4—— 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Not at the end of section 4, bu sa 
substitute for section 4, or section 15 of the act 















































The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from W ! pro 
poses a substitute for section 4, which will be read 
The Secretary. On page 10 of the bill, after line 6, strike out 
the remainder of the section and insert: 
Sec. 15. That the Commission is a 1 1 ] 1 it 
shall be its duty, whenever, after full | n : 
tuted by the Commiss n its « i 
provided in section 13 of tl ict in] f 
arrier, it she f é it 1 \ f + 
» hatsoever de ( reed ed Vv 
carrier « arriers subject to the f t. f 
portation of persons or property as defined t t sé f 
act, or that any regulations or practices v ‘ 
carriers affecting such transportation € 1 ‘ 
ijustly discriminatory « nd refe t 
wise in violation of iy of the provis f 
pres ibe 1 at will, in its ji ment l 
rate or charges, to be thereafter 
hall have (a) t x a 
I max 1 
be necessary | 
on, but not erw ise 
‘ 1) » d W ‘ 
eu n and ’ 
hereafter followed in i t t 
and desist from such lation to th x \ 
find the same to exist i shall not thers 7 i 
lect any rate or charge for such transpor i 
or charge so prescribed and shall confor re 
so prescribed. puch oO! | go in el ( 
to the carrier and shall remain in force 3 ad 
rier, unless the same shall be ispended o1 ) i 
Commission -or be suspended or set aside by a t of 
diction. Whenever the cart s f 1 
upon the apportionment or fs 3 
the Commissior ca 
scribing the p t i 
party thereto, which order sha K¢é t 
orde 
The Commission is also at 1 and y i 
its duty, whenever, aft fu ’ 
the Commission upon its ow i | 
vided in tion 13 of s Se l f 
rler, to establish throu nd 
prescribe the division $s as 
terms and condition 
ated, when that ma) to gi ‘ 
this a and the carri ymy ed of ha f j 
volunta establish s throt ites and 
thority shall extend to the esta s nt t 
rates wholly by railroa ra i i 
If the owner of p! ted 
rectly renders any ed wit i 
nishes any instrume therein 
therefor shall be no i ‘ 
mission may, after hearing rt nt 
able charge as the I d by 
the service so rendered of + 
nished, and fix the same by ay ) 
the same force and effect and be enf l 
above provided for in this section 
The foregoing enumeration of ver sha not ! 
which the Commission would otherwise have 1 the making of 


under the provisions of this act. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I will take the time of 
the Senate at this late hour to state very briefly the difference 
i between the substitute which I propose tion 15 of the 





pending bill. 
Section 15 provides that the Commission shall have author- 
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ity to fix a maximum rate. The proposed amendment gives the 
Commission authority to fix a maximum rate and, under cer- 
tain circumstances, 2 minimum rate, and also gives them control 
of classification. 

That states in a few words substantially the difference be- 
tween section 15 of the pending bill and the amendment which 
I have proposed. The bill prepared by the Commission and sub- 
mitted to the committees of Congress having charge of this 
legislation contains the essential provisions of the substitute 
which I propose for section 15. In the general debate I set 
forth at some length the reasons why section 15 should be 
amended and the changes which I believed should be made in 


it. I will not take the time to go into, it more fully at present. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I think it is due to the com- 
mittee to say a word about these provisions. The substitute 
which my honorable friend from Wisconsin has offered pre- 


sents two or three matters of importance. The first one is that 
his substitute clothes the Interstate Commerce Commission with 
power to originate complaints. That is one of the things which 
they did not include in the bill which they sent to the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. In view of the fact that I have spoken 


| 
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ducing the rate at its high point, or attaching to the article ij. 
rate of the class to which it belongs. If there is a Senator jy 
this Chamber who can give an illustration of a discriminatioy 
forbidden by law which can not be corrected by the intelligent 
exercise of the power over the high rate, I would be glaqg 


suspend a minute to have the illustration given. - 7 
. Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I should like to furnish that case, js 
may. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yielq 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? : 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Exactly such cases are cited by the 


Interstate Commerce Commission, not alone in one, but in sey. 
eral of their reports. I call your attention to one instance 
An attempt was made to regulate the rates between Winona. 
La Crosse, and Eau Claire and Iowa markets for lumber py 
fixing a maximum rate. This case occurred under the Jay 
of 1887, before the Supreme Court deprived them of power to 
fix rates. The lumber merchants of Eau Claire were unable tp 
get into the Iowa market as against the lumber merchants of 
La Crosse and Winona without having the rate changed. The, 
applied to the Interstate Commerce Commission to change {hp 
rate. They lowered the rate and fixed a maximum rate, where 
upon the railroad companies at once dropped the rate for 
Winona and La Crosse below the rate fixed for Eau Claire, and 


| continued to exclude the Eau Claire lumber merchants from tho 


and am precluded from speaking again, will the Senator from | 


Towa market. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I will say to my honorable friend TI ay 


| familiar with that case, and I will ask him not to dispose of 
my time any longer. 


Iowa yield to me for a moment to make a statement that I 
omitted? 
Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that that is 


contrary to the rule made by unanimous consent. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will yield for a question or anything which 
does not deprive me of the meager privileges which I enjoy. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will take but a moment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection? The Chair 
hears none, and the junior Senator from Wisconsin will pro- 
ceed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I did neglect to state that this section 
clothes the Commission with power to make an order upon an 
investigation which has originated with the Commission. Sec- 
tion 13 of the bill as reported by the committee leaves with the 
Commission authority to make an investigation upon its own 
motion, but section 15 does not empower the Commission to 
make the order to correct a wrong which it may discover upon 
an investigation under section 13. 

Now, section 15, which I propose as a substitute, corrects that 
obvious defect in the pending bill. That is the only difference 
with reference to this particular point. It is manifestly absurd 
to allow the Commission to make an investigation on its own 
motion under section 13 
n order to remedy the defect or evil which the investi 
gation has disclosed. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. What the Senator says is absolutely cor 
rect. I have spent a good many hours the past winter in the 
society of the Interstate Commerce Commission. I will say for 
them that they appear to be the only people in this town who 
have a definite and coherent knowledge of the practical aspects 
of the problems with which we are dealing, and I recognize that 
fact as thoroughly as my friend from Wisconsin. 

I say to the Senate, therefore, that it is not the notion of the 
Interst Commerce Commission that there any 


to issue a 


ite is 


and then withhold from it all authority | 


need for | 


them to be clothed with the power of originating these com- | 


plaints. It is their opinion, and I think every practical-minded 
man will share it, that if we succeed in dealing with all the 
questions that arise on complaint we will have covered about as 


large a field as seven able-bodied men will be able to attend to. 
I will go further. If the Commission, in making the investi- 


gations authorized by section 138, finds itself face to face with a 
situation that needs correction, there is no difficulty in securing 
a complaint to correspond with the trouble which they have dis- 
covered. That is the view of the subject which they take. So 
much for that. 

Now, the second departure of this substitute from the pend- 
ing bill is in respect to the maximum rates and minimum rates, 
and the relation of rates. I have had the opinion that it would 
be a good thing to put in a section giving the Commission control 


| simply lowering the maximum rate. 


over the relation of rates, but the more I meditate upon the prac- | 


tical features of the problem the less importance I attach to it. 
I hold that the command of the high rate, given in section 4 of 
the pending bill, accomplishes every substantial result that could 
be obtained by all the other provisions which are contained in 
the substitute. 

I know of no discrimination which is unjust and unlawful, 
either in rates or classification, that can not be corrected by re- 





Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just a moment. The Commission cite 
that very case as illustrating the necessity of clothing them wit), 
power to fix a minimum rate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa declines to 
yield. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And let me say to my honorable friend, in 
such case under this bill all in the world that would be neces- 
sary is for the Interstate Commerce Commission to make an- 
other order, and if the railroads continued the discrimination 
there certainly would be nothing to prevent the Commission 
from accepting the challenge. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena 
tor from Wisconsin that the Senator from Iowa declines to yield 
further. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
another question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
suspend? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is contrary to the spirit of the 
rule for one Senator to yield his time for debate by another wl: 
has occupied the floor in his own right. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Very well. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It can only be done by unanimous 
consent. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I ask unanimous consent to ask 
Senator from Iowa a question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Iowa yield 
for a question? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Iowa yields. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I wish to ask the Senator this question: 
As I understand him, he says the difficulty could be met by 
Now, is it not true that no 
matter what maximum rate is fixed, the railroad may stil! dis 
criminate by lowering the competing rate? If there were 
authority to fix a minimum rate the railroad could not continue 
the discrimination. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. That is also subject to the order of the 
Commission, upon complaint, to cease and desist from an un- 
lawful discrimination. I have often heard it said that there 
are rates at terminal points, like the Missouri River, uur 
sonably low, and a year ago I shared with my honorable friend 
the notion that it would be a good thing to give the Commissiol 
power to raise the rates, for example, at Omaha. I found « 


I will ask the Senator to yield for just 


Will the Senator from Wisconsin 


the 


tain interior towns that had a disproportionate rate, a rate thal 
was a discrimination as compared with the rate at Omaha, “1 d 
I yielded a rather enthusiastic assent to the proposition thal 


the true remedy for that was to give the Commission power over 
the Omaha rate to put it at a minimum or to raise it, find 

too low. But I confess that a year’s rather monotonous | 
tact with this question has somewhat altered my views on t) 
I find that there are six railroads running from Chicago | 
Omaha, and the first thing I struck was that you can not False 
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te at Omaha for the Iilinois Central without raising it | rate, there is room at least to indulge the presumption that the 





~ »]] the other trunk lines unless you exclude the Illinois Cen- | Commission would not be very seriously disturbed by a court of 

a | from participation in the Omaha business. Then I said | justice if they did such an act as that. 

am wil] raise them all from Chicago to Omaha, and thereupon Mr. BAILEY. But the railroad can put its rate as low as it 

come practical minded man said to me that there are several chooses. It can not put it above a fair and just compensation 

railroads running to Omaha from St. Louis ana if you raise all | under the common law, but it can put it as low as it chooses; 

‘ne Chicago Tates you turn Chicago’s Omaha business over to | and the Senator from Iowa will not contend that because 

«+ Louis. Then I said we will raise the St. Louis rates also, | the railroad chooses to put its rate below a just compensation 

‘nd along came a man who had some practical knowledge of | the Commission can do the same. 

‘ic world, and he said that would result in the turning of the Does the Senator from Iowa suppose that under this bill any 

ate -s of Omaha over to Kansas City and St. Joseph. WhenI/ carrier would be compelled in a court, because it had seen 

vot through my researches on the question, I made up my | fit to put its rate too low, to dismiss its complaint against the 

n hat the remedy was rather elaborate to raise the rates | Commission when it could prove that the commission rate was 

a he consumers of merchandise—some 10,000,000 or | not a just and reasonable one? 

ar 00 people—who are tributary to these great distribut- Now, Mr. President 

a nts for the purpose of correcting a rate in Iowa or Mis- Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President——— 

cour or Wisconsin that was too high. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
I say again, there is no discrimination of that kind that can | to the Senator from Virginia? 

not be corrected by reducing that high rate; and neither the| Mr. DANIEL. Merely for a question. 

walt nor the Government could raise these rates at the Mr. BAILEY. I yield. 

\fissouri terminals without fastening upon the entire com-| Mr. DANIEL. Is it not true that a railroad company has 

munity a hardship altogether worse than the thing we set out | no right in making a low rate at any time to fix it below cost’ 

- ‘edyv. Therefore 1 say that every discrimination which is Mr. BAILEY. A railroad, unless restrained by a statute, 

: and unreasonable in the ordinary sense of those words | can, and does, transport persons and property for nothing. Its 

a » be corrected by reducing the rate at the high point. | stockholders might go into court and restrain that mismanage- 


Early in this session a very interesting group of people came | ment, but the Government would have no power to object. 
+> see me from Oklahoma City. They stated that it cost them Mr. DANIEL. I want to call the attention of the Senator 
13 ts to get lumber from the Port Arthur region in Texas | from Texas to the fact that the Supreme Court has held that, 
9 Oklahoma City, while the same railroad carried it right | with reference to a low rate, the company has no right to put 








t rough Oklahoma City to Kansas City for 27 cents. That | the rate below cost, for the reason that it is acting as a trustee. 
struck me as an intolerable outrage. I discovered that there Mr. BAILEY. That is as to the owners of the stocks and 
were lines at Port Arthur carrying the same lumber directly | bonds. 

to Kansas City fer 27 cents; and this railroad so complained Mr. DANIEL. That is true. 

against could not increase that rate at Kansas City without Mr. BAILEY. I am not raising that question. I freely concede 
taking itself altogether out of the lumber business there. | that what the Senator says is true so far as that is concerned. 
When I thougkt upon the prepriety of raising the rates from Mr. DANIEL. That shows that it is within the power of 
Port Arthur to Kansas City on all the roads, I found that those | the Commission to put a limit on the lowness of the rate, be- 
rates were old and that they had been beaten down to that low | cause it might be a violation of a public trust. 

point, not by the railroads, but by the competitive forces of | Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the philosophy of this whole 
the whole market place of the United States, over which the | question is the absolute rate, and this bill proceeds upon that 
railroads have had little real control. We represented the fight | philosophy. In this very bill it is provided that when the car 
between Wisconsin and Minnesota and Michigan against south- | rier publishes its rate it does not publish a maximum rate, but 
ern pine for the Kansas City market. | it publishes an absolute rate, and it is not permitted to charge 


That low rate at Kansas City could not be disturbed either | jess, even though it charges everybody less. To say that a 
by the railroads or by the Government without inflicting a bur/| carrier is compelled to fix an absolute rate, but that the Cor 


den npon millions of people. I therefore made up my mind tha} mission whose duty it is to fix a just and reasonable rate shall 
the only practicable remedy for the situation of our friends iy | only fix a maximum one is a palpable absurdity. The truth is 
Oklahoma City was to take up that 43-cent rate and reduce it, | that the President has compromised on this question, as did 
if it can be shown that it is unjust and unreasonable. So the | the Senator from Iowa. I do not say that the present opinion 


suggestion that we ought to control the right of a railroad to | of the Senator from Iowa does not represent his judgment 
reduce rates simply introduces a persuasive phraseology into | to-day, but it does not represent the judgment of the Senator 
this bill without adding anything to its efficiency in correcting | or of the President or of the Republican party on it when the 
the abuses whieh ought to be corrected. BEsch-Townsend bill was introduced and passed by the House 
i will say te my honorable friend that that is the view which | of Representatives a little over two years ago. 
is shared to-day by the members of the Interstate Commerce Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President— 
Commission. The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
Mr. McLAURIN. I offer an amendment to the amendment, | to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
which I send to the desk. | Mr. BAILEY. I yield to the Senator. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi pro-| Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the point has been made 
poses an amendment to the amendment proposed by the Senator | all through this debate that the Interstate Commerce Comm 


from Wisconsin [Mr. La ForzieTte], which will be stated. sion under this law is not to be given any control over the rel: 
‘The Secxerary. On page 2 of the amendment of Mr. LA | tion of rates. Now, I wish to ask the Senator how it would 

loLLerts, line 8, it is proposed to strike out the word “ both,” | be possible to meet just such a case as is suggested by the con- 

where it appears after the word “ prescribe;” and in the same | ditions at Eau Claire, in competition with La Cresse and Wi- 


| ‘to strike out the words “and a minimum;” so as to read: | nona, and the cases which arise out of the conditions at Kansas 
fix a differential and to prescribe a maximum rate. City and St. Louis, unless you trench upon the relation of rates? 
Mr. BATLEY. Mr. President, the trouble with the answer | I think that is the hole in this bill, at least it is one of them. 


} a ; . 
which the Senator from Iewa [Mr. DoLiIver] has made. to the; Mr. BAILEY. It is absolutely impossible to correct such an 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forterre] is that it will not | abuse, because if the Commission has already fixed the rates 


work. He says that the Commission can easily remedy a | between two points and fixed them at what is just and reasor 
trouble such as that instanced by the Senator from Wisconsin | able, then if it attempted to lower them the Commission would 
| further reducing the rate; but the Senator from Iowa | be restrained by the courts. 
rgets that his own bill commands the Commission to fix a rate Mr. President, suppose a railroad has two classes of cus 
s reasonable and just as a maximum, and when that is | tomers—one producing wheat and the other producing coal. 
Uone the Commission can not put it amy lower. If it does, the | Suppose the Commission fixes a maximum rate on both, and the 
ad goes into court and restrains it as unjust and unrea-| railroad says to the people who produce coal that it will carry 
Therefore the evil can not be corrected in that way. their goods for 80 per cent of the maximum rate, but charges 
‘ir. DOLLIVER. Mr. President the people who produce wheat the full maximum rate. That 
‘ VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘Does the Senator from Texas yield | is not a discrimination condemned by this bill, and yet no 
to the Senator from Iowa? Senator will defend it, because a railroad has no fair right to 
ir. BAILEY. I do. charge one man a full rate while serving another man for less 
Mr. DOLLIVER. There is certainly nothing in this bill to | than full rate. No Senator will defend such a practice in 
it the Commission from taking the testimony of the rail- | shipping the same commodities from the same point, but this 
‘tself with reference to what the proper rate ought to | bill permits and encourages it when different commodities sre 
it the Commission finds that the railroad is fixing a lower | shipped from different points. 
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I hold that every man in this country is entitled to use the 
railroads by paying a just compensation for the service which 
he employs, and the railroads are entitled to receive from every 
man who uses them a just compensation for the service which 
they render; but whenever the railroad serves one man for less, 
in the nature of things it must charge the other man more, be- 
cause if under the lower charge against some traffic it is earn- 
ing a return upon the value of its property, a readjustment 
vould permit at least a slight reduction in all charges. 

In the case I have instanced, where the produce hauled was 
coal on one side and wheat on the other, instead of permitting 
them to charge for carrying wheat 100 per cent of the maxi- 
mum rate and only 80 per cent of the maximum on coal, we 
could fix the charge at 90 on both. The amendment of the 
Senator from Wisconsin does not go as far as I want to go. 
Instead of adopting the maximum and minimum, I prefer the 
absolute rate. We have had that in Texas for sixteen years 
and nobody has ever found any fault with its operation there. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Just to say, in order that my position 
may not be misunderstood, that I have tried in the amendments 
which I have suggested to this bill to keep within the recom- 
mendations of the Interstate Commerce Commission. I am in 
favor, as is the Senator from Texas, of clothing the Commis- 
sion with power to fix an absolute rate, which I think is the 
only logical basis upon which rates can be regulated. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I am glad to know that the 
Senator concurs in my view. It is the view adopted by nearly 
every earnest friend of this legislation. It was the view of the 








Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLiIver] until within these last 
twelve months he has become a little confused with the abun- 
dance of his learning; but in another twelve months 

Mr. DOLLIVER. ‘That is a trouble from which my friend 


from Texas is not likely to suffer. 

BAILEY. I would be willing to submit that to every- 
who knows the Senator from Iowa and myself. I always 
the provisions of any bill which I help to report to this 
‘nate, and the Senator from Ilowa—— 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I know of nothing my honorable friend 
ias not appeared to know during these discussions. 

Mr. BAILEY. Your “honorable friend” has pretended to 


know nothing that he did not know, as the Recorp here will 
SHOW. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. There has been a difference of opinion 
over there on that. 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes; there are differences of opinion over here. 
I s true that any proposition I might make would be dis- 

ited from by some on this side. That is true; but that does 

t convict me of any error. That is one of the infirmities of 

i; but it is not good taste for the Senator from Iowa, 
ho is not concerned with differences over here, to be talking 
about them across the aisle. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I do not know— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BAILEY. I do. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I certainly did not introduce this note of 
disparagement of my colleagues here. I make no pretensions 
to any particular knowledge of these things, except what I 
have been able to pick up by sitting up nights during the 
winter If I had got hold of as small a point as that which 
iny honorable friend discoursed upon here in the Senate for 

ur hours, I believe I would have had discretion enough to 
have got rid of it in less than that time. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, when the Senator from Iowa 
nd I first discoursed about that subject, he said he disagreed 
with me, and after I finished that speech he said he agreed 
with me. So I did not speak altogether in vain. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. If I undertook to agree with everything 
that my friend said in that four hours, I would have been in a 


bewildered condition. 
Mr. BAILEY. That 
[ Laughter. ] 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


amendment 


is the Senator’s usual condition. 
The question is on agreeing to the 
f the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurtn] 
» the amendment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the 
nator from Wisconsin [Mr. LA FOoLiLerte}]. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I have been asked by a Sen- 
ator sitting near me to state what is the effect of that amend- 
ment. The purpose I had in offering it was to strike out the 
power of the Commission to fix a minimum rate. I do not want 


to discuss it. I am opposed to the fixing of a minimum rate, 


t 
Se 





and I have offered an amendment to the amendment which I 
think, if adopted, will strike out the power of the Con) sh 
to fix a minimum rate. That is the purpose of the amend) a 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLavgry) 
to the amendment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Forterre]. [Putting the jules. 


tion.] By the sound the “ noes” have it. 
Mr. McLAURIN. 
Several SENATORS. No, no. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Then, I ask for a division, Mr. President 
The question being put, there were on a division—ayes 1 
noes 46. : 
So Mr. McLAurrin’s amendment to the amendment of \{; I 
FOLLETTE was rejected. 1 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
ment in the nature of a substitute proposed by the Senator fro 


I ask for the yeas and nays. 


’ 


iA 


Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLierre]. ss 
The amendment was rejected. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read th next 


section. 

The Secretary proceeded to read section 5. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I should like to ask if it is in order to 
offer an amendment at this time? 

Mr. CULLOM. Has the reading of the section been com. 
pleted? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not been. An amendment js 
not in order until the reading of the section is completed. 

Mr. CULLOM. So I supposed. 

The Secretary resumed and concluded the reading of section 
5, as follows: 

Sec. 5. That section 16 of said act, as amended March 2, 1889. be 
amended so as to read as follows: 

“Sec. 16. That if, after hearing on a complaint made as provided 


in section 13 of this act, the Commission shall determine that an} 
party complainant is entitled to an award of damages under the pro 


visions of this act for a violation thereof, the Commission s! make 
an order directing the carrier to pay to the complainant the sum to 
which he is entitled on or before a day named. 

“If a carrier does not comply with an order for the payment of 
money within the time limit in such order, the complainan y 





person for whose benefit such order was made, may file in t 


court of the United States for the district in which he resides or in 
which is located the principal operating office of the carrier, through 
which the road of the carrier runs, a petition setting forth efly 
the causes for which he claims damages, and the order of the Com 
mission in the premises. Such suit shall proceed in all respects like 
other civil suits for damages, except that on the trial of such suit 
the findings and order of the Commission shall be prima facie evi 
dence of the facts therein stated, and except that the petitioner shall 
not be liable fer costs in the circuit court nor for costs at sub 
sequent stage of the proceedings unless they accrue upon his peal 


If the petitioner shall finally prevail he shall be allowed a reasonable 


attorney's fee, to be taxed and collected as a part of the « of the 
suit. All complaints for the recovery of damages shall be filed with 
the Commission within two years from the time the cause on 
accrues, and not after, and a petition for the enforcement of an order 
for the payment of money shall be filed in the circuit court within one 
year from the date of the order, and not after. 

“In such suits all parties in whose favor the Commission | have 
made an award for damages by a single order may be joined as plait 
tiffs, and all of the carriers parties to such order awarding lam 
ages may be joined as defendants, and such suit may be ! itained 
by such joint plaintiffs and against such joint defendants i: dis- 
trict where any one of such joint plaintiffs could maintain « suit 


against any one of such joint defendants; 
against any one of such defendants as may not be found in t! i 

where the suit is brought. may be made in any district w such 
defendant carrier has its principal eS. office. In cas h 
joint suit the recovery, if any, may be by judgment in fav any 
one of such plaintiffs, against the defendant found to be 
such plaintiff. 

“Every order of the Commission shall be forthwith served | 
to any one of the principal officers or agents of the carrier at 
place of business a copy thereof; and the registry mail rec 
be prima facie evidence of the receipt of such order by the « 
due <ourse of mail. 

“The Commission shall be authorized to suspend or modify s 
upon such notice and in such manner as it shall deem_proj« 1 the 
orders of the Commission shall take effect at the end of tl ys 
after notice thereof to the carriers directed to obey the sai ess 
such orders shall have been suspended or modified 7 the n 
or suspended or set aside by the order or decree of a court 

petent jurisdiction : Provided, however, That the Commission, | i 
cause shown, may extend the time in which such order s! 
effect. 

“It shall be the duty of every common carrier, its agents m- 
ployees, to observe and comply with such orders so long as | : 
shall remain in effect. 

“Any carrier, any officer, representative, or agent of a ca 
any receiver, trustee, lessee, or agent of either of them, w now 
ingly fails or neglects to obey any order made under the p i 
of section 15 of this act, shall forfeit to the United States 
of $5,000 for each offense. Every distinct violation shall be a 
offense, and in case of a continuing violation each day shall 
a separate offense. a 

“The forfeiture provided for in this act shall be payable i 
Treasury of the United States, and shall be recoverable in a ¢! 
in the name of the United States, brought in the district wh 
carrier has its principal operating office, or in any district 
which the road of the carrier runs. 

“It shall be the duty of the various district attorneys, unde! eS 
rection of the Attorney-General of the United States, to prosecute tut 





and service of process 














j : very of forfeitures. The costs and expenses of such prosecu- 
‘ all be paid out of the appropriation for the expenses of the 

f the United States. The Commission may, with the consent 
; \ttorney-General, employ special counsel in any proceeding under 
t, paying the expenses of such employment out of its own appro- 


ny earrier fails or neglects to obey any order of the Commission, 
‘n for the payment of money, while the same is in effect, any 
ured thereby, or the Commission in its own name, may apply 


reuit court in the district where such carrier has its principal | 


ng office, or in which the violation or disobedience of such order 
pen, for an enforcement of such order. Such application shall 
etition, Which shall state the substance of the order and the re 
which the carrier has failed of obedience, and shall be served 
carrier in such manner as the court may direct, and the court 
secute such inquiries and make such investigations, through 
as it shall deem needful in the ascertainment of the facts 

. or whieh may arise upon the hearing of such petition. If, 
hearing as the court may determine to be necessary, it ap 

t the order was regularly made and duly served, and that the 
in disobedience of the same, the court shall enforce obedience 
rder by a writ of injunction, or other proper process, manda- 
-rwise, to restrain such carrier, its officers, agents, or rep- 


ns 


s, from further disobedience of such order, or to enjoin upon | 


I obedience to the same; and in the enforcement of such 

e court shall have those powers ordinarily exercised by it in 
g edience to its writs of injunction and mandamus. 

ny action upon such petition an appeal shall lie by either 

» Supreme Court of the United States, and in such court the 


have priority in hearing and determination over all other | 


ccept criminal causes, but such appeal shall not vacate or sus- 
e order appealed from. 
enue of suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the United 
enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order or requirement 
Commission shall be in the district where the carrier against 
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order or requirement may have been made has its principal | 


- office. The provisions of ‘An act to expedite the hearing and 
ition of suits in equity, and so forth,’ approved February 
| be, and are hereby, made applicable to all such suits, and 
applicable to any proceeding in equity to enforce 






any 

‘ rement of the Commission, or any of the provisions of 

to regulate commerce approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 

thereof or supplemental thereto. It shall be the duty of 

ey-General in every such case to file the certificate provided 

i expediting act of February 11, 1903, as necessary to the 

of the provisions thereof, and upon appeal as therein 

to the Supreme Court of the United States, the case shall 

ch court priority in hearing and determination over all other 
t criminal causes. 

s of schedules and tariffs of rates, fares, and charges, and 

ts, agreements, or arrangements between common carriers 

» Commission as herein provided, and the statistics, tables, 

es contained in the annual reports of carriers made to the 

‘ yn, as required by the provisions of this act, shall be pre- 

public records in the custody of the secretary of the Com- 

and shall be received as prima facie evidence of what they 

» be for the purpose of investigations by the Commission and 

‘ roceedings ; and copies of or extracts from any of said 

tariffs, contracts, agreements, arrangements, or reports made 

is as aforesaid, certified by the secretary under its seal, 

eceived in evidence with like effect as the originals.” 
ir. CULLOM. 


m Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], who was compelled to return to 





VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
tor from Illinois will be stated. 
SECRETARY. On page 14, line 20, after the word 
’ it is proposed to insert a period and to strike out the 
ler of line 20 and all down to and including the word 
’ in line 2, on page 15. 
‘amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. CULLOM. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
hours, and a good many Senators have asked me to move 
e Senate adjourn. I do not think we will expedite 
‘s by considering these amendments to-night, and I there- 
KEAN. Let these amendments be read. 
ALDRICH. I will ask the Senator from South Caro- 
» allow me to make a request. I ask that the first four 
s of this bill may be reprinted and be here in the morn- 
th the amendments already adopted by the Senate. 
TILLMAN. Certainly; I will be glad to have it. 
SPOONER. Indicating the amendments. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
printing made by the Senator from Rhode Island? 
GALLINGER. If there are amendments which hare 
— and not acted upon, let them be printed in brackets 
ill capitals, 
CULLOM. I hope we may act upon the amendment. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request of 
t nator from Rhode Island? The Chair hears none. The 
iment proposed by the Senator from Illinois will be stated. 
SEC RETARY. On page 17, line 11, after the words “ United 
it is proposed to insert “ against the Commission.” 
CULLOM. I hope the amendment will be adopted. 
‘amendment was agreed to. 
TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 
ALDRICH. Let the Senator offer his other amendment. 
CULLOM. I offer the amendment I send to the desk. 


} f\ 


11, | 


I offer an amendment on behalf of the Sena- | 


We have been working here now nearly | 


The Secretary. On page 17, line 14, after the word “ office,” 
insert the following: 


And if the order or requirement has been made against tw 











t » or 3 
carriers then in the district where any one of said carriers |! 3 
principal operating office, and if the carrier has its principal operating 
office in the District of Columbia then the venue sh be in the district 
where said carrier has its principal office; and jurisdiction to hear and 
determine such suits is hereby vested in such courts 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want to offer a substitute for that in the 
morning, and I therefore insist either on an executive session 
or adjournment. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will offer an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Maryland? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. RAYNER. I have already proposed an amendment, but 
I want to change it and offer this in lieu of the amendment 
[ proposed and have it printed. I just propose the amend 

Mr. TILLMAN. I want an adjournment o1 executiv S 
sion; I do not care which. 

Mr. CULLOM (to Mr. TILLMAN). Move that we adj ; 

Mr. RAYNER. I understand that my amendment is to b 
printed along with the rest. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be printed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I move that the Senate adjourn 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from South Caro 
lina withhold the motion for a moment? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

ESTATE OF ALFRED SWEARINGIN, DECEASI 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair lays bef 
on behalf of the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Me ) 
posed order, which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Committee on Claims ‘ lise 1 r e 
further consideration of the bill (S. 3355) for the re f of é ’ 
of Alfred Swearingin, deceased, and that the Se ‘ the S 
be directed to transmit the papers accompanying th e to » « 
of Claims in accordance with the reque 


Mr. FULTON. I object to the present consideration of 1 





Ol 
| order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the order will 
over. 

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message from the House of Represe t s, I W. J 
Brownine, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had 
passed the following bills: 

S$. 394. An act granting an increase of | sion to A ida 
Lueas; 

S.442. An act granting an increase of pension to ] 
Colton : 

$.522. An act granting an increase of p< 1 to J 1 

| Worrall; 

$.557. An act granting an increase of pension to M t 
Losure ; 

S. 678. An act granting an increase of to A 
Butler; 

S. 869. An act granting an increase of ision to E 
Mowan . 

§.993. An act granting an increase of | to San 

| J. Langdon; 

S. 1223. An act granting a pension to Mary P. Bi 

S. 1508. An act granting an increase of ision to J A. 
Mureh; 

S. 15138. An act granting an increase of pension to H iett 
A. Rawles; 

S$. 1705. An act granting an increase of pension to L s Ss. 
George; 

S. 2043. An act granting an increase of pension to Ar LH. 
Wolf; 

S. 2194. An act granting an increase of pension to W H 
Sweeney, jr.; 

S. 2467. An act granting an increase of pension to M 
Clark ; 

S. 2851. An act granting an increase of pension to G 
Chambers ; 

S. 2978. An act granting an increase of jp n to ] W 
Knowles; 

S. 3033. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron F. 
Patten ; 

S. 3040. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Wilsey; 

S. 3219. An act granting an increase of }« ito J ph M 
Allison; 

S. 3271. An act granting an increase of pension to Margarette 


ER. 


Brown; 
S$. 3299, An 
Stilwill; 


act granting an increase of pension to Spencer C 
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Danley ; 


|p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday 


by the Committee on Foreign Affairs to report the House reso- 


| as agreed to be adopted. 


| the matter in charge, and that American interests are 
| safeguarded. 


| ment in the nature of a substitute. 


agreed to. 


| Journal of W ednesday, May 9. 


S. 3483. An act granting an increase of pension to William L. 
Sheaff ; 

S,. 3485. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias 
Hammes; 

S$. 3738. An act granting an increase of pension to Lisania 
Judd ; 

S. 3797. An act granting an increase of pension to Ahimaaz E. 
Wood ° 

S. 8798. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
Farrel ; 

S. 4005. An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Quill; 

S. 4048. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry S. 
Knecht ; 

S.4175. An act granting an increase of persion to John 
Caverly ; 

S.4177. An act granting an increase of pension to Harlan P. 
Cobb: 

S. 4239. An act granting an increase of pension to Job Rice; | 

S.4358. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
McCormick : 

S.4861. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Daley ; 

S. 4401. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Tomlinson ; | 

S. 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. | 
Tyson ; 

S$. 4460. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann J. 
Thompson ; 

S.4488. An act gfanting an increase of pension to James F. 
Amis; 

S.4525. An act granting an increase of pension to David | 
Oglevie: 

§. 4569. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus | 
A. Nevins; 

S. 4665. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis Du 
3018 ; 

$. 4692. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline M. | 
Thornton ; 

S. 4718. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Gilson . 

S. a 2. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. | 
T idswe 

8. mee An act granting an increase of pension to Lorinda J. 
White: 

S. 4983. An aet granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Farguhar ; 

S.5054. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Woodard 

S. 5082. An act granting an increase of pension to David N. 
Winsell 

$.5163. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M irah: 

8.5247. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Wigal; 

§. 5343. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest H. | 
Wardwell 

S.5349. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. H. Robinson ; 

S. 5359. An act granting an increase of pension te William H. 
Ward: 

S.5379. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto A. 
Risum ; 

S. 5492. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 
Tebbetts ; 

S.5504. An act granting an increase of pension te Joseph 
Dickson ; 

8.5516. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
M. Hamlen; 

S. 5522. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Sischo ; 

S$. 5523. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. | 
Pickett 

§S.5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon A. 
Sn € : 

S. 5539. An act granting an increase of pension to Hermann | 
Muelhberg ; 

S. 5562. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hull; 

S.5571. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 
Whitmore ; 

. (9. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. | 
Sisson ; 

S oo An act granting a pension to Kate S. Hutchings ; 

§ . An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
How ion: 


8. 5640. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinioy B. 
Wintersteen ; 

8S. 5641. An 
Fletcher ; 

8S. 5658. An 
Pruit; 

S. 5659. An 
Brewer ; 

$8. 5668. An 
Sealey ; 

8. 5671. An 
yo 

8.5673. An 

Springsteed ; 

S. 5680. An 


act granting an increase of pension to Jolin w. 


act granting an increase of pension to yaney 


act granting an increase of pension to Willia., r 


act granting an increase of pension to Georee P. 


act granting an increase of pension to Richard 1, 


act granting an increase of pension to 1 


i1iton 


act granting an increase of pension to Thoias J. 


| Bowser ; 


8.5702. An 
Bingham ; 
8. 5704. 
Pierce ; 
§. 5735. 


act granting an increase of pension to Anna « 


An act granting an increase of pension to Rut) 


An act granting an increase of pension to Andr 


An 


3. ST36. 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary Clark 
. 5754. An act granting a pension to Hannah McCarty: 2) 
. 5780. An act granting a pension to Lorenzo E. Johns 

Mr. TILLMAN. I renew the motion that the Senate adi mn 
The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 51 minut - 
» May 12, 


TR Ti 


1906, at 11 o’clock a 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Frivay, May 11, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o’clock m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and 
approved. 

ADJOURNMENT OVER 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that when the House 
journ to-day it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle 
man from New York that when the House adjourn to-day it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

SEIZURE OF SCHOONER LIZZIE B. ADAMS. 
Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, I am instructed 


ad- 










lution 420, with certain amendments, with the recommenda- 
tion that the amendments be agreed to, and that the resolution 








The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the resolution, with 
the amendments. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
House resolution No. 420. 


Resolved, That the Secretary of State be, and hereby is, requested 
to inform the House of Representatives, if not incompatible with t 
public interest, what information, if any, is in possession of the De 
partment of State in regard to the reported arrest of the crew of ¢! 
American schooner Lizzie B. Adams by the authorities of the Repub! 
of Mexico. 

Mr. 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. Speaker, I move that the 
resolution as amended be adopted. Before that question is 
put, I would like to state, for the information of those who are 
interested in the matter of the seizure of these vessels in \lexi- 
can waters, that the committee has been informed that the 
State Department has taken the matter up, and our ambassador 
at Mexico has been instructed to look into the matter; that 
under the date of the 22d of April a Jetter has been received 
from our consul at Progreso, in which he states that be | 
























1 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the amend 






The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed 10. 


The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu- 
tion. 


The question was taken; and the resolution as amended was 









The SPEAKER. The question now is on striking out th 
preamble. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. WANGER. Mr. Speaker, I desire to move to correct 
I am recorded among those 
| voting. The fact is I was present and distinctly answered 
“ present” on the first call of the roll. 
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» SPEAKER. 


Be it enacted, 


“i ft 


. CHAIRMAN, 
_ WILLIAMS. 
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SPEAKER. If the gentleman desires to correct the 
of Wednesday, the Chair will state that it would re- 
motion to reconsider the vote by which the Journal of 
was approved. 

WANGER. Then, Mr. Speaker, I move to reconsider 
‘SAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle 
m Pennsylvania to reconsider the vote by which the | 
of Wednesday, May 9, 1906, was approved. 

juestion was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 


ot 


VANGER. Mr. Speaker, I now move to correct the | 
as indicated. 
SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gentle- | 


m Pennsylvania to correct the Journal of Wednesday, | 
1906, as indicated. 
estion was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
SPEAKER. The question now is on the approval of the 
s amended. 
iestion was taken; and the Journal as amended was 





PENSION BILLS. 
SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
lls on the Private Calendar in order for to-day may be 
ed in the House as in Committee of the Whole. 
Is there objection? 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I shall be compelled to ob- 
SPEAKER. The gentleman from Mississippi objects. 
SULLOWAY. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
elf into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
the Union for the consideration of bills on the Private 
iar in order for to-day. 
motion was agreed to; and accordingly the House re- 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the 
f the Union for the consideration of bills on the Private 
iar, Mr. CapsBon in the chair. 

JAMES H. VAN CAMP. 
first pension business was the bill (H. R. 11260) granting 
se of pension to James H. Van Camp. 

bill was read, as follows: 


etc., That the Secretary of the Interior t , and he is 
iorized and directed to place on the pension roli, subject to 
ms and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 


an Camp, late of Company I, Ninety-fifth Regiment Illinois Volun 
nfantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 


it he is now receiving. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


ne 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
twenty-four.” 


CHAIRMAN. The 
and 
WILLIAMS. 
tion pending 


amendment will be considered 


as 


to 


Mr. Chairman, a point of order. Is there 
before the Chair? If there is, by whom is 


The Chair did not hear the gentleman. 
Has any motion been made; and if so, by 


The Chair considers the motion is made 


» gentleman from New Hampshire. 


WILLIAMS. I make the point of order, Mr. Chairman, 


the rules provide for a method of making a motion to the 


Some gentleman must rise in his place and make the 


n. It is not sufficient merely to send anything to the 


> desk. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair considers that the gentleman 
Mississippi is technically correct. Therefore the gentle- 
i New Hampshire—— 
SULLOWAY. I was unable to hear what the gentleman 
Mississippi stated. 
HAIRMAN. The point of order is made by the gentle- 


from Mississippi that there has been no metion for the 


of the amendment. 
nadment. 


SULLOWAY. 


The bill before the committee has 
Well, I move the adoption of the amend 


CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Hampshire 
tha t the committee amendment be adopted. 

motion was agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
ommendation. 

JOHN M. LOGAN. 

next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16492) granting 
‘ase of pension to John M. Logan. 

bill was read, as follows: 

' enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 


M. Logan, late of Company A, Fifty-ninth Regiment Indi 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per 


of that he is now receiving. 


month 


Voluntee1 
in lieu 


ina 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word 
thereof the word “ thirty-six.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 


“ seventy-two” 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside w 


vorable recommendation. 


JAMES A. 


BOGGS. 


and in 


sert in li 


ith a fa 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14678) granting 
I 


a pension to James A. Boggs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary the Interi 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pe 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 
A. | late of United tates gunboat 
per the rate of $35 per month 

The amendments recommended by the committee 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words 
in lieu thereof the words “JU. S. Nebraska, 
_In line 7, before the word “and,” insert the words 
Navy.” 

In same line 
thereof the word 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to 
vorable recommendation. 

ELIJAH 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Elijah Curtis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
hereby, authorized and directed to place I \ 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
Curtis, late of Company C, Fifty-eighth Regiment [li 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 
of that he Is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee 
follows: 


of 


laws, 
boggzgs, Ss 
ion at 


Ss essex ind 


strike out 
“ twelve.” 


the word “thirty-five” and 


be laid 


CURTIS. 


the Interior 


on the pens! 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty” 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill amended was ordered 
vorable recommendation. 


and insert in | 


as 


VAN BUREN BEAM. 
The next pension business was the bill (11. R. 
an increase of pension to Van Buren Beam. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
That Interior 


Be it enacted, etc the Secretary of the 
directed to place on the r 


hereby, authorized and I 
the provisions and limitations of the pension 
Buren Beam, late of Company I, Thirtieth R 
infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate o 
of that he ts now receiving. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from M ! 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No: the 
not. The gentleman from Mississippi re 
order that nobody had arisen in |! 
and no motion was pending 

The CHAIRMAN. I heg 
tleman from New Hamps! 
with a favorable recommend 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the 
aside with a favorable reco 


ment ¢ 


$40 per 


! 
and 
° 
f 
gentleman fr 


the 


’ } 
re es that the | 


JACKSON D. Tt 


The next pension business was the bill (11. 
an increase of pension to Jackson D. Turle 
The bill was read, as follows: 
That the Secretary 
re< ted to ace 


of t 


Be it enacted, etc., 
hereby, authorized and « 
the provisions and limitations of 
D. Turley, late of Company C 
unteer Infantry, and pay him 
n lieu of that he Ils now recelvit 

The amendment recommended by the c 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ 
the word “* Cavalry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid : 
able recommendation. 

GEORGE 





Infantry" and 


W. KOHLI 


| The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 


an increase of pension to George H. Kohler. 


nsion roll, su 


“United States gunboat 


* United 


name 


to be laid aside 


iws, the 


renew the point 


rile 7 
his plac adare 


rentiemans pardo 


» 17 
R. 1 


» were read, 


States 


. 
is \ 
montana in 


was read, 


» } } 
. and 


hie Voluntee 


SSiSSiND 


G12) granting 
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The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
George H. Kohler, late of Company I, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
foll IWS: 


In line 6 strike out the letter “‘H” and insert in lieu thereof the 
letter ‘‘ W.” 

in line 8 strike out the word “thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
‘ommendation. 
WILLIAM F. WALKER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18486) granting 
an increase of pension to William F. Walker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


; 
‘ . re 
able ree 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to t provisions and 1] tations of the pension laws, the name of 
William F. Walker, late of Company B, One hundred and thirty-ninth | 
Ihe eut Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


I 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


and insert in lieu thereof 


In I & strike out the word “ thirty six” 
the w 1 *‘ twenty-four.” 
rhe amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


mendation. 








é t ecol 
OLIVER T. SMITH. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14388) granting 
al e of pension to Oliver T. Smith. 
Che was read, as follows: 
} t « ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
] d and directed to ‘e on the pension roll, subject 
s and limi pension laws, the name of 
( t te of ¢ Regiment New York Volun- 
1 Ingineers, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
li of t he is now receiving 
nudment recommended by the committee was read, as 
fo Ws 
strike out the word “thirty ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word twentvy-four.”’ 
Che amendment was agreed to. 


| i 
Che bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
‘ecommendation. 

BRONSON ROTHROCK. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7147) granting 
ncerease of pension to Bronson Rothrock. 


read, as follows: 


I 


The bill was 











} t i, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

; ed 1 ected to place on the pension roll, subject to 

nd yns of the pension laws, the name of Bronson 
J of ¢ y A, Forty-sixth Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 
1 I y, : I b a pension at the rate of $20 per month in | 
] f . y receiving 

Che ai iment recommended by the committee was read, as 
fo TS 

§ strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
¥ ‘ . 

rhe amendment was agreed to. 

The bill imended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

JOHN H. ANDERSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8248) granting | 
an increase of pension to John H. Anderson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he t ‘ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
1 provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Anderson, late of Compar I, Twenty-sixth Illinois Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he 
is 1 w re “lV Lg 

rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows 

In line 6, before the word “ Illinois,” insert the word “ Regiment.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 


favorable recommendation. 


FRANKLIN M. HILL, 
The 


I icre 


ext pe 
‘ease of pension to Franklin M. Hill. 


rhe b as follows: 


ll was read, 


Be it « ted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized ai 


d directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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nsion business was the bill (H. R. 2092) granting 


May 11, 
snc 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 


M. Hill, late of Company B, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer | ‘nklin 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of J" 
is now receiving. ~ baat he 
The amendments recommended by the committee we, read 
as follows: ad, 
In line 7, after the word “Infantry,” insert the words “ana o 
pany G, Second Regiment Ohio Volunteer Heavy Artillery.” © | *°™ 
In line 8 strike out the word “fifty” and insert in lieu t ° 
word “ thirty-six.” t the 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 


favorable recommendation. 
GEORGE MERRILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to George Merrill. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


2999 


Vewm ) 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior tx 1 he ig 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol), ect te 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Merrill, late of Company A, Fiftieth Regiment Wisconsin \ es 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu that he 
is now receiving. = 

The amendments recommended by the committee were reagq 
as follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers” and insert in | thereof 
the words “‘ Volunteer Infantry.” : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty 


and insert in lieu there 


word “ twenty-four.” 7 
The amendments were agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with » 


favorable recommendation. 
LUCY BROWN. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6878) 
a pension to Lucy Brown. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he j 


ecranting 





| is 
| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol!, subject to 
| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy 
Brown, widow of George Brown, late of Company H, One | lred and 
twenty-fifth Regiment United States Colored Volunteer I: ry, and 


pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, : 
follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ eight.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was, ordered to be laid aside 
favorable recommendation. 

JOHN L. MOORE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7535) er: 
an increase of pension to John 8. Moore. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior | 
| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam: 
Moore, late of Company K, ‘'Twenty-second Regiment Indiana Volun 
teers, and pay him a pension of $25 per month in lieu of that he is 
now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were 
as follows: 
: In line 6 strike out the letter “S.” and insert in lieu 
etter “ L.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Volunteers ”’ and insert in li: 
the words “ Volunteer Infantry;” in same line, after the \ I 
sion,” insert the words “at the rate;”’ in same line strike out the word 
“ twenty-five’ and insert in lieu thereof the word “ twenty-1 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an in 
sion to John L. Moore.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid asic 
favorable recommendation. 


JOHN PLATT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to John Platt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 1 he | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n: 
Platt, late of Company H, Twenty-third Regiment Connectic 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mo 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was rca 
follows: 

In line § strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu t 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. : _ 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wit! 
able recommendation. 
| LUCY E. ENGLER. 


| The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6200) g's 
| an increase of pension to Lucy E. Engler. 


ao 


6774) grant 


. 
o 


























The bill was read, as follows: 
acted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to poate on the pension roll, subject to 
jjons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy 
widow of Joel Engler, late of Company G, Forty-fourth Regi- 
na Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of 
nth in lieu of that she is now receiving, as long as the help 
George Engler, shall live; then, at his death, said Lucy Bb. 
| be placed on the roll, subject to the provisions and limita- 
pension laws, at the rate of $12 per month; and if the said 
vler shall die and leave surviving her said helpless son, 
~jer, then the Secretary of the Interior be, and is hereby, au- 
nd directed to place on the pension roll, subject to the provi- 
imitations of the pension laws, the name of said George 
’ i pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


endment recommended by the committee was read, as 


strike out the words “as long as the helpless son;” and all 

j 11. 12, 13, 14, and 15; and lines 1, 2, 3, and 4 on page 2, 
n lieu thereof the following: “ Provided, That in the event of 

George T. Engler, helpless and dependent child of said 

additional pension herein granted shall cease and de- 
nd provided further, That In the event of the death of Lucy 
» name of said George T. Engler shall be placed on the pen- 

‘t to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 

1f $12 per month from and after the date of death of said 


the 


endment was agreed to. 
is amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
e recommendation. 
JOHN J. SCHNELLER. 
xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 6190) granting 
se of pension to John J. Schneller. 
ll was read, as follows: 
cted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
horized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
late of Company BE, Forty-ninth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
is now receiving. 


endment recommended by the committee was read, as 


Q 


trike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 
t word “ twenty.” 
endment was agreed to. 
| as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
nmendation. 
JAMES C. BRYANT. 


xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 4956) granting 
se of pension to James C. Bryant. 
li was read, as follows: 
ted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
( te of Company G, Twenty-ninth Regiment Missouri Volun 
vy, who was honorably discharged during the month of June, 
y him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
receiving, 


endment recommended by the committee was read, as 


7, 8, and 9 strike out the words “ who was honorably dis- 
ng the month of June, 1865.” 
ilendment was agreed to. 
llas amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 
mmendation. 
WILLIAM H. RIGGIN. 
ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 3588) granting | 
se of pension to William H. Riggin. 
| was read, as follows: 
cted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil 
n, late of Company I, Ninth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
1 of Company E, First Regiment United States Veterans, 
s, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 
at he is now receiving. 
nendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
before the word “ Company,” strike out the word “ of.” 
‘ strike out the words “ Veterans, Hancock’s corps,” and in 
f thereof the words “‘ Veteran Volunteer Infantry.” 


strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


endments were agreed to. 
| as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ommendation. 
JESSE M. AUCHMUTY. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9609) granting 
ase of pension to Jesse M. Auchmutz. 


} 


‘ bill was read, as follows: 


acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
\uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jessi 
M. Auchmutz, late of Company D, Two hundred and eighth Regiment 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $25 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “Auchmutz” and Insert in lieu thereo 
the word “Auchmuty.” 

In.same line, before the word “ Company,” insert the words “ Com 
pany C, One hundred and thirty-first Regiment, and.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five ”’ d i t 
thereof the word ‘“ twenty-four.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an in of | 
sion to Jesse M. Auchmuty.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 

LOWELL M. MAXHAM., 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8736) granting 
an increase of pension to Lowell Mason Maxham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 1 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n 
Mason Maxham, late of Company F, Seventh Reg nt M 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $4 
in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Mason ind insert in li t he 
letter ** M.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an ir 
to Lowell M. Maxham.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a - 
able recommendation. 

SAMUEL KELLY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13698) granting 
an increase of pension to Samuel Kelly. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the S« y f tl I 1 he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pens ! t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n s 
Kelly, late of Company K, Tenth Regiment Ind 1 Ve 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 ? tl i 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the con tte : 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fort ] sert 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a f: 
able recommendation. 

ALEXANDER G. PATTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7836) a 
a pension to Alexander Patton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

| 
| Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of tl I < 
} hereby, authorized and directed to pl ym t 
| the provisions and limitati ! I 
} der G. Patton, late lieutena I 
Mounted Rifles, and pay him a pe! 1 at the rate $ 
lieu of that he is now receivi: 

The amendments recommended by the « I f s 
| follows: 
| In line 7, after the word “ New ¥ t 
| In line 8 strike out the word 
} thereof the word “ thirt 

Amend the title so as to sm 
sion to Alexander G. Pat 
' 

The amendments were agreed to. 
| The bill as amended was ordered to be laid asi: , 
able recommendation. 
| ONATHAN §S 
| The next pension business was the 1 (H. R ! 
an increase of pension to Jonathan Snook 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secre 
hereby, authorized and directed 
to the provi and limit ( 
| Jonathan Snook, late lieutenant ¢ par A, I I M 
gan Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
month in lieu of that he is 1 I ‘ 
| The amendment recommended by the « n S d, as 
follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ lieutenant,” insert the word “ nd 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 





ALEXANDER CALDWELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10865) granting 
an increase of pension to Alexander Caldwell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Alexander Caldwell, late of Company K, Thirty-eighth Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 
IDA L. MARTIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13149) granting | 


an increase of pension to Ida L. Martin. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Ida lL. Martin, widow of Augustus N. Martin, late of Company E, 
Seventy-eighth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay her 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


’ 


In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ sixteen.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 
THEODORE 8S. CURRIER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11152) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Theodore S. Currier. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seeretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Theo- 
dore 8. Currier, late of Company E, First Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Engineers and Mechanics, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation 
MICHAEL AARON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11161) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Michael Aaron. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


} authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the 


provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Aaron, late of Company K, Twentieth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
NOAH MYERS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13824) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Noah Myers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Noah 
Myers, late of Company G, Fiftieth Regiment I}Hinois Volunteer Infan- 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that | 


ww receiving. 


he is n 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twelve.”’ 

In same line strike out the words “in lieu of that he is now receiv- 
ing and insert in lieu thereof the words “ the same to be paid to him 
under the rules of the Pension Bureau as to mode and time of payment, 
without any deduction or rebate on account of former alleged overpay- 


ments or erroneous payments of pension.”’ 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to Noah 
Myers.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ible recommendation. 


«bh 


JOSEPH WATSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13993) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Watson. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
son, late of Company G, Third Regiment Arkansas Volunteer Cay- 


the pi 
Wat 
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alry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $72 per month in lie 
that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “seventy-two” and insert 
thereof the word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayoy. 
able recommendation. 

ANTHONY VAN SLYKE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6422) er. 
a pension to Anthony Van Slyke. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ang } 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sy} jo; 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
thony Van Slyke, late private, Company H, Sixteenth Regiment Inq 
Infantry, Mexican war, and sergeant Twelfth Regiment Indiana (ay. 
alry, war of the rebellion, and pay him a pension at the rate 
per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were reag. 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “private, Company H, Six 
teenth Regiment Indiana Infantry, Mexican war, and sergeant” anq 
insert in lieu thereof the words ‘‘ of Company G.” 4 

In line 8, before the word “ Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunt: 

In same line strike out the words * war of the rebellion.” 

In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words “ in lieu of th 
he is now receiving.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of 
sion to Anthony Van Slyke.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


DANIEL M. VERTNER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17210) granting 
an increase of pension to Daniel Vertner. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su! 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Daniel 
Vertner, late of Company F, One hundred and thirty-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, after the word “ Daniel,” insert the letter “ M.” 

In Jine 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word ‘“ twenty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Daniel M. Vertner.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor 
able recommendation. 

MATILDA J. WILLIAMS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16918) grant- 
ing a pension to Matilda J. Williams. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o! da 
J. Williams, dependent mother of Henry A. Williams, late of Con 
panies I and D, Ninetieth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and 
pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


u of 
» as 


in lieu 









of $3 
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pen- 
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JACOB CLINE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16109) grant- 
ing an inerease of pension to Jacob Cline. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o! : 
Cline, late of Company D, Nineteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer in 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $80 per month in licu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “eighty” and insert in 
the word “ forty-five.” 


The amendment was agreed to. ; ¥ 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 


THOMAS E. OWENS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15104) grant 
ing an increase of pension to Thomas E. Owens. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 2» 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject © 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thom! 
E. Gwen , late of Company H, One hundred and third Regimen 
York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate © 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


and he is 


ea, 
l yject to 
| 


aceh 
J 


lieu thereol 


and he is 
t to 











the amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


f 

11 ; 6 and 7 strike out the words “H, One hundred and third 
R and insert in lieu thereof the words “ EB, Ninth Regiment, 
Cor H, One hundred and third Regiment, and Company B, Lighty- 
firs giment. 

I amendment was agreed to. 

‘| il as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 
al ommendation. 


JOHN J. ERICK. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9844) granting 
ul ase of pension to John J. Erick. 
bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


a visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John J. 

J ite of Company K, Eighty-fifth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- 

fal ind pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 

t ; now receiving. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 

fo s | 


. 8 strike out the word “ thirty ”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
W twenty.” 
mendment was agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ommendation, 
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: WILLIAM D. CONNER. } 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6208) granting 
4 ease of pension to William D. Connor. 
bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
he ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
D. | yr, late of Company — Fourth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
( ind pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
( is now receiving. 
umendments recommended by the committee were read, 
6 strike out the word “ Connor” and insert in lieu thereof 
t i “ Conner.” bi 
! » same line, after the word “ Company,” insert the letter “ Kk.” | 
he title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- | 
f William D. Conner.” 
imendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JAMES RAMSEY. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15056) granting 
an increase of pension to James Ramsey. 
» bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
i and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
ate of Company C, Third Regiment North Carolina Volunteer 
| Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
’ that he is now receiving. 
rhe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
tion, 








ORANGE BUGBEE. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16915) 
an increase of pension to Orange Bugbee. 
bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
horized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Orange 
ate of Company A, Twenty-fifth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
and pay him a pension at the rate $36 per month in lieu of 
is now receiving. 
imendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as OWS: 


granting 


and he is 


> bend et me ee 


ne 6, 


: after the word “late,” strike out the word “of” and 
lieu thereof the words “ first lieutenant.” 

8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereof 
t i “ twenty-four.” 

imendments were agreed to. 

bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 


recommendation. 
WILLIAM A. CUSTER. 


e next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18356) granting 
‘ rease of pension to W. A. Custer. 
bill was read, as follows: 


' enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W. A. 
ate of Company I, Forty-sixth Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
is now receiving. 


hy! 
ivie 


unendments recommended by the committee were read, 


a Ows 


wine out the letter “ W.” and insert in lieu thereof the 
William,” 





= 


(O07 


In same line strike out the word “Company” and insert in Lieu 
thereof the word “* Companies.” 

In same line, after the letter “I,” insert the words “and B.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to William A. Custer.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 

JULIUS RECTOR. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18524) granting 
an increase of pension to Julius Rector. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interio1 and | s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension subj to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of J 
Rector, late of Company C, Third Regiment North Carolina Vol 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu the 
word “ twenty-four.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 


favorable recommendation. 
JOHN HAMILTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to John Hamilton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary « 
hereby, authorized and directed to place 
the provisions and limitations of the pensior 
Hamilton, late of Company B, Thirty-ninth R 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 p 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 1 
vorable recommendation. 


18560) grant 






iid aside 


HIRAM HUNT. 


u. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18249) 
an increase of pension to Hiram G. Hunt. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the | sion 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 
G. Hunt, late of Company B, Forty-second Regiment Miss 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at tl ite of $50 pet 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

# 


In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” 


word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was order« 
vorable recommendation. 


"iI 


JOHN LEWIS 


BERNARD BI 


The next pension business was the bill (1H 
an inerease of pension to John Lewis Bernard Breighner 

The bill was read, as follows. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
hereby, authorized and directed to pla 
the provisions and limitations of the p : 
Lewis Bernard Breighner, crippled and helpk 
ner, late of Company F, Ninety-first Regim 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 

The amendments recommended by the 
follows : 

In line 6 strike out the words “ cripple 

In same line, after the word 
dependent.” 

The amendments were agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wit! fay 
able recommendation. 


R. 18052) grant 


the 
the 
} 





JULIA WALZ. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
a pension to Julia Walz. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Sec: ri and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t! e of Julia 
Walz, widow of Nicholas Walz, deceased, and B, 
soonville Reserve Corps, Missouri pension 








e of 


lat my] 
Home Guards, and pay he 


> 


| at the rate of $24 per month. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ deceased.” ‘“ : ” 

In line 7, after the word ‘* Corps,” insert the word Regiment. 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in 
lieu thereof the word “ eight.”’ 

The amendments were agreed to. ; 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

JACOB WOODRUFF. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17590) granting 
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an increase of pension to Jacob Woodruff. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roil, subject to | 
the provisior s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Woodruff, late of Con Cc, Two hundred and third Regiment Penn- 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $35 | 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows: 














In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five” and insert in lieu thereof | 
the word “ twenty-four. 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
yorable recommendation. 
JOHN W. STEPHENS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18039) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Stephens. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it « ted, et Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he i and d to place on the pension roll, subject to 
nrov id I of the pension laws. the name of John 
W. St ns e of Company I, Thirty-third Reziment Missouri Vol 
nte« I I y id pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in of s now receiving 
he amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
In 7 ) the word “and,” insert the words “and Company 
H, Se enth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 
BRYANT BROWN. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18239) granting 
an increase of pension to Bryant Brown. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
ted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ed and directed to piace on the pension l, subject to 
nd limitatio1 f the pension laws, the r » of Bryant 
of Company H, Forty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
! d y him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
< Ww re vil 
the amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
fo 
In & it the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word ; 
The : ment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
api ‘ mumendation. 
JOHN W. HENRY. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17772) granting 
a pension to John W. Henry. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
] i and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
1 s and tations of the pension laws, the ne of John W. 
I ( pany G, Thirteenth Regiment Iowa Volunteer In 
i l | m at the rate of $30 per month. 
Phe en ents recommended by the committee were read, 
s follow 
the d ‘thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
1 ‘ 
f ey 1 nth,” insert the words ‘in lieu of 
i ) » read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
| mendments were agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
I recommendation. 
JONATHAN SKEANS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18561) granting 
an increase of pension to Jonathan Skeans. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
Be it « ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
} i and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t nd limit ns of the pension laws, the name of Jona- 
t Skear te of Company H, Fourteenth Regiment Kentucky Vol- 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
é that he is now receiving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was rejq. as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ” and insert in lie; eof 
the word “ twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayoy. 
able recommendation. 

GARDINER K. HASKELL. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R: 17637) g ng 
an increase of pension to Gardiner K. Haskell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a tg 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of « : 
K. Haskell, late lieutenant of Company A, One hundred and 7 
eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a on 


at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receivyi: 
The amendments recommended by the committee were yea 
as follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ lieutenant,” insert the word “ { 
In same line, after the word “ lieutenant,” strike out the w 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a t 
able recommendation. 
JOHN WILKINSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18367) iting 


an increase of pension to John Wilkinson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, : he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na 
Wilkinson, late of Company I, Thirty-third Regiment Mi 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $380 pei 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee w read, 
as follows: 


’ 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu t f t 


word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
CLARISSA L. DOWLING. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17938) granting 


v 
W 


| an increase of pension to Clarissa L. Downing. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior lx he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nanx ( 


L. Downing, widow of Michael Downing, late of Compa 
Seventy-seventh Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that sh 


celving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee w 
as follows: 
In line 6, before the word “ widow,” strike out the word 
and insert in lieu thereof the word “ Dowling.” 
In same line, before the word “ late,”’ strike out the word “| 
and ert in lieu thereof the word “ Dowling.” P 
In line 9 strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in t f 
the word “ sixteen.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an incre: n 
to Clarissa L. Dowling.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





ALLEN D. METCALFE. 








The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17872) g 
an increase of pension to A. D. Metcalfe. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Le it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
het . authorized and directed to place on the pension ro 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
Metcalfe, late of Con ny B, Elevénth Regiment Kentuck 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per m 
of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were ad, as 
follows: 
In line 6 strike out the letter “A.” and insert in lieu t e 
word “Allen.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an incr 
sion to Allen D. Metcalfe.” 
The amendments were agreed to. a 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with vor- 
able recommendation. 
| JOHN B. BUSSELL. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14661) § Ing 
| an increase of pension to John B. Bussell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 7 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, : i 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
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visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John B. The bill was read, as follows: 


















; late of Company B, Fourth Regiment New Hampshire Volun- ie s 5 ; . : 7 
+e try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in ' Be it 5 nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
at he is now receiving. fan onteldane ond oe = cant Se praae on he pension roll, subject to 
ii : s a 3 ” —— ats 1¢ provisions and limitations o 1e pension laws, the name of Baltzar 
: bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- Mowan, late of U. S. Benton, United States Navy, and pay him a 
F me ion. pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now re- 
' NEWTON KINNISON. 
‘ : : : The bill was re » laid aside h a fayor > recom- 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18319) granting mendation ee Se Sh Oe Rae Sane with & Caverns eens 
; rease of pension to Newton Kinnison. . : Ee : 
hill was read, as follows: SAMUEL J. LANGDON. 
: > +Y nei +} ca aa » hi ‘ os ore inna ¢ 
np it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | , The next pension busine ss was the bill (S. 993) granting an 
a authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | Increase of pension to Samuel J. Langdon. 
‘ -isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Newton The bill was read, as follows: 
| late of Company C, First Regiment Colorado Volunteer Cav- | Be i a ; . 2 ie 
aa d pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of | he aa = ones ¢ Ps ~aat ree Secretary of eg Interior be, and he is 
“ws receiving. sreby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
; 1 is now receiving. : ’ the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel 
q The amendment recommended by the committee was read, aS | J. Langdon. late of Company G, Ninety-fourth Regiment Illinois Vol 
: i = ae tee and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lleu of that he is now receiving. 
8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the aaa 3 : — i. Sa 
twentes* Che bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
rhe amendment was agreed to. mendation. 
p he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- JAMES A. MURCH. 
commendation. R The next pension business was the bill (S. 1508) granting an 
S AMANDA LUCAS. increase of pension to James A. Murch. 
rn * . 
P : The bill was read, as follows: 
q next pension business was the bill (8. 394) granting an Be it ted. etc.. That tl f i 
2 3 ‘ cs ae se tl enacted, etc., iat the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
se of pension to Amanda Lucas. hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll; subject to 
The bill was read, as follows: the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name « Jame 
Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is lt age ; me hus is wane poe od Regiment Ke Volur 
] authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | pottaiion Veterat R — an red and seventy-fourth Com Se ond 
th ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Amanda | 6¢ ¢54° per mont! - eee f ‘he 8, and pay him a pension at the rate 
| widow of John Lucas, late of Company BE, Sixteenth Regiment | ®* *~* Pe 1 In lieu of that he is now receiving. 
United States Infantry, war with Mexico, and lieutenant-colonel Sev- | rhe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
iment Kentucky Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension | mendation. 
e of $25 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. HARRIETI I I 
; ; . ARRIETT A. RAWLES. 
rhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord- | tie mate eae dee a Se, 
ugly read the third time, and passed. M, 1e next pension business was the bili (S. 1513) granting an 
j | increase of pension to Harriett A. Rawles. 
FRANCIS COLTON. The bill was read, as follows: 
The next pension business was the. bill (S. 442) granting an| pe it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
\« se of pension to Francis Colton. ne, authorized and directed to place on the pension l, subject t 
: een. atiad aa ree the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of ' 
he bh ng s ows: } 3 1e pension laws, the na of i i 
rhe bill was read, as follow _._ | A. Rawles, widow of Charles H. Rawles, late of U. S. S. General Grant, 
, tnacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month 
] ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, — to | in lieu of that she is now receiving 
1 visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Francis a : as ne si e = F 
( late of Company E, Second Battalion, Fifteenth Regiment | rhe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
ed States Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per | mendation. 
lieu of that he is now receiving. | LEWIS S. GEORGE. 
bill was ordered to a third reading; and it was accord-| ‘The next pension business was the bill (S. 1705) granting an 
read the third time, and passed. increase of pension to Lewis S. George. 
EMMA WORRAIL. | The bill was read, as follows: 
next pension business was the bill (S. 522) granting an|_ Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary Int and | 
rease of pension to Emma Worrall. hereby, authorized and directed to place on pension roll, subj 
7 : alls the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | 
he bill was read, as follows: | S. George, late of Company C, Seventh Regiment Michigan Volunte: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | of that he is now receiving. 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Emmaj| The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable reco 
\\ widow of Washington M. Worrall, late captain Company D, | mendation 
ninth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and major . r : sits 
idred and fourteenth Regiment Pennsylvania Infantry, and pay | ANDREW H. WOLF. 


nsion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now The next pension business was the bill (S. 2048) granting 


; increase of pension to Andrew H. Wolf. 7; 
The bill was read, as follows: 


bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


tion, | 
ica | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. and } 
MARIOT LOSURE. hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pen ll, s ‘ 
ee ae a 5 oi soe . eee are arn | the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 e of A 
next pension business was the bill (S. 557) granting an | yy Wor. late of Company F, Seventy-ninth Reziment 1 


se of pension to Mariot Losure. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
of that he is now receiving. 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | mendation. 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mariot MARTIN CLARK 
late of Company K, Thirty-eighth Regiment, and Company D, Z eee ee 
dred and eighty-ninth Regiment, Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and The next pension business was the bill (S. 2467) granting 
4 pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is | increase of pension to Martin Clark. 
eiving. : 
: s ‘ ‘ The bill was read, as follows: 
bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | ne : od = : 
tion Be it enacted, 6te., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
7 hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensior ‘ nad 
ALBERT BUTLER. | the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 ( Ma 
Clark, late of Company E, Sixteenth ‘siment Illiz { 





e next pension business was the bill (S. 678) granting an 
e of pension to Albert Butler. now receiving. 
» bill was read, as follows: The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable re 
' enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | mendation. 


‘iuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Albert 


fantry, and pay him a pension of $24 


GEORGE CHAMBERS. 


tego company ,H,eventh Hesinent Winconsin’ olunteer | ‘The next pension business was the bill (S. 2851) granting a 
he is now receiving. : ro increase of pension to George Chambers. 
e bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | The bill was read, as follows: 
lation. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte r be, and he i 
BALTZAR MOWAN. | Penge BL a oye ee etn et tue pense - 2. mt = . ; f Ge : 
‘next pension business was the bill (8. 869) granting an | Se ian Sane weak of Ge uae in apees. Teen 





e of pension to Baltzar Mowan. 


is now receiving. 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


ELI W. KNOWLES. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 2978) granting an 
increase of pension to Eli W. Knowles. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eli W. 


Be 
hereby, 
the provis 


Knowles, late of Company F, Eightieth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


AARON F. PATTEN. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 3033) granting an 
increase of pension to Aaron F. Patten. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Aaron 
F. Patten, late of Company K, First Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

MARY C. WILSEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3040) granting a 
pension to Mary C. Wilsey. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
Wilsey, widow of Andrew J. Wilsey, late of Company K, Twentieth 

ment Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
e of $8 per mont! 

lhe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


JOSEPH M. ALLISON. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Joseph M. Allison. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
her , authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
M. Allison, late of Company E, Seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Vol- 

nteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
that he is now receiving 

rhe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation 


29 


ve 


19) granting an 


2 I Visk 


MARGARETTE E. BROWN. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Margarette E. Brown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


2907 
vel 


1) granting an 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar- 
garette E. Brown, widow of John W. Brown, late of Company A, 
Second Regiment Delaware Volunteer Infantry, and Company D, 
Twentieth Regiment Veteran Reserve Corps, and pay her a pension at 
the e of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

SPENCER C. STILWILL. 

The next pension business was the bill (8S. 3299) granting an 
increase of pension to Spencer C. Stilwill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ke is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Spencer 
C. Stilwill, Company A, Fifth Regiment New York Volunteer 
Heavy Arti , and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
ir f that he is now receiving, 


¢ 
ot 


late 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
WILLIAM L. SHEAFF, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3483) granting an 
increase of pension to William L. Sheaff. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and linitations of the pension laws, the name of 
William L. Sheaff, late of Company I, One hundred and twenty-niuth 
R ment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


t rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
‘The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable reecom- 
mendation. 


MATHIAS HAMMES, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 3485) granting an 
ix ision to Mathias Hammes. 


of pe 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, anq } 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol]. «): 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the ); 
Mathias Hammes, late of Company F, Twenty-ninth Regiment \ ; 
sin Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of s3) ,... 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. oe 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
mendation. 


@ ig 
ject 
¢ 


1 CCOM- 


AHIMAAZ E. WOOD. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 3797) granting 
increase of pension to Ahimaaz E. Wood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 


Ahimaaz E. Wood, late second lieutenant Company B, Fourth Ree “ . 
Minnesota Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate , f $° 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable reco, 
mendation. 


an 





ll- 


CHARLES FARREL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 8798) granting 
increase of pension to Charles Farrel. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ; 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, syhioc 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Charlies Farrel, late of Company B, Forty-seventh Regiment Wiscons), 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 1 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable reco»- 
mendation. 


an 


s 





nont 


MICHAEL QUILL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4005) granting ay 
increase of pension to Michael Quill. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Micha: 
Quill, late of Company A, Sixty-ninth Regiment Indiana Volunteer |; 
fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in liey 
that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HENRY 8. KNECHT. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4048) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry 8. Knecht. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and be is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
5S. Knecht, late of Company I, One hundred and ninety-ninth Regi: 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
$24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I beg the Chair's pardon, 
but there is no procedure in the rules of the House of Repre- 
sentatives, so far as I know, which enables the Chair to just 
declare a bill laid aside with a favorable recommendation with- 
out consulting the House of Representatives by vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has constructively consulted 
the Committee of the Whole upon each of the bills so far pre 
sented by the present occupant of the chair. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the Chair’s pardon, but a moment ago 
the Clerk read a bill, or the title of it, and immediately after- 
wards it was laid aside with a favorable recommendation. 
There was no intervening consultation of the House at all, nor 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will say that probably the gen- 
tleman from Mississippi was not giving proper attention to the 
words of the Chair to the committee. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well, if that is the case, “the ge 


rate of 


leman 


from Mississippi” withdraws the parliamentary inqu ry and 
apologizes for making it. But “the gentleman from Missis- 
sippi’’ understood that to be the procedure of the Chair He 


also understood, a moment ago, the Clerk read one bil! after 
another without any intervention of the Chair himself. [ may 
have been mistaken in that. If I was, I regret it, and hope it 
will not be repeated if it was. 
The CHAIRMAN. If it should have occurred, the Chair will 
be very careful that the rules of the House are preserved. The 
Chair desires to state that, without objection, the procedure 
continue as it has been. The Clerk will report the next bil! 
JOHN CAVERLY. 


The next pension business was the bill (8S. 4175) graut 
increase of pension to John Caverly. 
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hill was read, as follows: | The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fayorable recom- 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | Mendation. 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to DAVID OGLEVIE. 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John _ ; 3 7 y aay . 
t ‘te of Company F, First Regiment Maine Volunteer Cavalry, Che next pension business was the bili (S. 4525) granting an 


him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he | increase of pension to David Oglevie. 
receiving. : 





P lered to be laid asid ith af bl The bill was read, as follows: 
il ras “dere oOo be laid aside wi ayors \ - ; at : 
ill was orderec a favorable recom Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
I ! on, hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pe on roll. subject to 
HARLAN P. COBB. the provisions and limitations of the pension laws e name of David 
a . z a . m msi . Oglevie, late of Company I, Bighty-eighth Regiment O » Volunteer 
e next pension business was the bill (S. 4177) granting | Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
al rease of pension to Harlan P. Cobb. of that he is now receiving. 
bill was read, as follows: The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
+ enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | Mendation, 
} uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to JACOR WIGAL. 
{ sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Harlan om ‘ 4 avg 
| ite of Company B, Battalion United States Engineers, and pay rhe next pension business was the bill (S. 5247) granting an 
] pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now | increase of pension to Jacob Wigal. 
I né- be laid asi itl f The bill was read, as follows: 
Che bill was ordered to be laic aside with a favorable recom- Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
l tion. hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ject to 
JOB RICE. the provisions and limitations of the pension laws } name lacob 
‘ . . ‘ Wigal, late of Company Bb, Thirty-seventh Regiment W n Volun 
The next pension business: was the bill (S. 4239) granting an teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 px th in 
increase of pension to Job Rice. lieu of that he is now receiving. 


rhe bill was read, as follows: 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Job 
Rice e of Company A, Second Regiment North Carolina Volunteer 
| Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 

that he is now receiving. 

rhe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN MARAH. 


i 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5163) granting an 
increase of pension to John Marah. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
lation Se it enacted, etc., That the Secret: ry of the Interior be, and he is 
Menus : 4 ° ss hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s t to 
THOMAS M CORMICK, the provisions and limit: f the pension laws, the name of John 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4358) granting an | Maran, —. af, hans a ae, cone eet : 
; ‘ . avalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per mor i f 
ise of pension to Thomas McCormick. that he is now receiving. ; 
Phe bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
Met ick, late of Company F, Seventeenth Regiment Wisconsin Vol- 
ul Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





ms « 





The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
DAVID N. WINSELL. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5082) granting an 
increase of pension to David N. Winsell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

JOHN W. DALEY hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
. : ; = a ; - : the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, name of David 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4361) granting an | N. Winsell, late of Company E, Eighteenth Regiment Iowa \ 
increase of pension to John W. Daley. Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per mont 

va : : that he is now receiving. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is mendation , 





! y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John | GEORGE H. WOODARD. 
W. Daley, late of Company G, One hundred and forty-second Regiment m sit si apne a in . Ent lili ial 
N York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 . rhe ne xt pension busin ss was the bill (S. 5054) granting an 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. increase of pension to George H. Woodard. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- The bill was read, as follows: 
mendation. Be it enacted, ctc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 

GEORGE W. TOMLINSON. hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sul 

sa ’ co aaah : ; the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Georg: 

rhe next pension business was the bill (S. 4401) granting an | H. Woodard, late of Company H, Eighty-third kx it Pennsy 
increase of pension to George VW’. Tomlinson. | Volunteer Infantry, and Troop A, Second R Ur i St 

‘sh F | Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lic 


The bill was read, as follows: that he is now receiving. 
t enacted, etc., That the Secrgtary of the Interior be, and he is| The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom 


I y, authorized and directed to piace on the pension roll, subject to errr 
t isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George | Mendation. 
\W. ‘Tomlinson, late of Company D, Thirteenth Regiment Vermont Volun LORINDA J. WHITE. 
t Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in The next pension business was the bill (S. 4796) granting an 
1 of that he is now receiving. | Gime ; ‘inda J. White 
‘he bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorabl eens 4 ane a kann hada ween gliidaaaes 
L he be as as a lay « e reco The bill was read, as follows: 
endation, 
— wen. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and !} 
LOUIS A. TYSON. hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensior , su 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 4457) granting an | the provisions and limitations of the pensio 

' . | aa ia . ee — pT) & ™ J. White, widow of Daniel W. White, late « Nint B Ind 
ase of pension to Louis A. Tyson. Volunteer Light Artillery, and pay her a pensio re he ry 

bill was read, as follows: month in lieu of that she is now receiving 


it eacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recor 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | mendation 
visions and limitations of the pension Jaws, the name of Louis : F : -y _ 
n, late of Battery E, Fourth Regiment United States Artillery, THOMAS J. TIDSWELL. 
(wenty-eighth Independent Battery, New York Volunteer Light The : 3j siness was the bi . AGED. avantine a1 
7 ; y, 1 or Lis ext pension business was the bill (S. 4752) ant a 
ry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of rhe next pens 
IS how receiving, 


increase of pension to Thomas J. Tidswell. 


(he bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- The bill was read, as follows: 
i lation. | Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
71. — hereby, authorized and directed to place on tl pension roll, ibje 
SAH S. TOMES. the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t name of Thomas 
® next pension business was the bill (S. 4460) granting an | J. Tidswell, late sec nd lieutenant Company C, Forty-f R 
se -NSi . ; Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay a pension at the rate of $30 
of pension to Ann J. Thompson. per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 


ill was read, as follows: The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
' enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is mendation 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to . : —_ . 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ann J. GEORGE W. GILSON. 
on, widow of Robert M. Thompson, late major, Sixth Regiment The next pension business was the bill (S. 4718) granting an 


Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 | , . ‘ r a 
th in lieu of that she is now: eecetving. * | inerease of pension to George W. Gilson. 
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The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
W. Gilson, late of Captain Riddle’s independent company, Ohio Volun- 
teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and captain Company B, Fortieth Regi- 
ment Missouri Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ADALINE M. THORNTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4692) granting an 
increase of pension to Adaline M. Thornton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Adaline M. Thornton, widow of James L. Thornton, late first lieutenant 
and quartermaster, Sixty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $15 per month in lieu of that she 
is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

LEWIS DU BOIS, 

The next pension business, was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Lewis Du Bois. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Lewis Du Bois, late of Company D, Fifth Regiment New York Volun- 
teer Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


2 


4665) granting an 


AUGUSTUS A. NEVINS. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 4569) granting an 
increase of pension to Augustus A. Nevins. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
her« authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
Augustus A. Nevins, late of Company C, One hundred and fourteenth 
Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 
rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ERNEST H. WARDWELL. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Ernest H. Wardwell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


2 
53 


3) granting an 






Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

f authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 

t e provisions limitations of the pension laws, the name of 

] 2 iwell, late first lieutenant and quartermaster, Second 

ih nt North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 
t f $36 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


Che bil 


| was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation., 

WILLIAM H. WARD. 
next pension business was the bill (S. 
of pension to William H. Ward. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


more 


The dd09) granting an 


increase 





Be it enacted, ete That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

! vy, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

{ provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 

If. Ward, late of Company BE, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer 

I try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
t he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


OTTO A. RISUM. 





The next pension business was the bill (8. 5879) granting an 

nerease of pension to Otto A. Risum. 

Che bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ¢ ted, et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t} provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Otto | 
A. Ris first lieutenant and adjutant Fifteenth Regiment Wis 
co! er Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
pe ionth in lieu of that he is now receiving, 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 


JOSEPH F. TEBBETTS. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5942) granting an 
increase of pension to Joseph F. Tebbetts. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

the ] visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
I ‘ tt late of Company C. Sixth Regiment, and Company H, 


tl ird Regiment 


Massachusetts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him 
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a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
ceiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable re 
mendation, 


in lieu of that he is ; 


JOSEPH DICKSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5504) granti 


increase of pension to Joseph Dickson. pei 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ig 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, si rs 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of - oh 
Dickson, late of Company F, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate . $30 


per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recoy- 
mendation, 

ALFRED M. HAMLEN. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5516) granting an 
increase of pension to Alfred M. Hamlen. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he {s 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
M. Hamlen, late of Company B, Sixteenth Regiment Maine Voluntear 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in licy 
of that he is now receiving. ; 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recoy 
mendation. 


}- 


CHARLES E. SISCHO. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5522) granting an 
increase of pension to Charles E. Sischo. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he j 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 
E. Sischo, late of United States steamer Marmora, United States Navy 
and Company D, Tenth Regiment Michigan Volunteer Cavalry, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he is now 


receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
THOMAS J. PICKETT. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 
increase of pension to Thomas J. Pickett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


5523) granting an 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 


J. Pickett, late of Company C, One hundred and thirty-third Regi: 
Indiana Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


| mendation. 


SIMON A. SNYDER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5532) granting an 
increase of pension to Simon A. Snyder. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ; 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ss n 
A. Snyder, late of Company K, Bighty-fourth Regiment Illin \ n- 
| teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per m in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable r¢ 


| mendation. 


HERMANN MUEHLBERG. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5539) granting an 
increase of pension to Hermann Muehlberg. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, l 3 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, suljject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nat 
mann Muehlberg, late captain Company D, Fifth Regiment Min: 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 | 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable \ 
mendation. 


JOHN HULL 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5562) granting an 
increase of pension to John Hull. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to -— on the pension roll, sub). 0 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name I 


Hull, late of Company D, One hundred and twentieth Regiment 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable r 
mendation. 

BETSEY B. WHITMORE. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5571) grant! 

increase of pension to Betsey B. Whitmore. 


* an 





19 16. 


vee 


— 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Betsey 


 ————— 


jill was read, as follows: 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


tmore, widow of George L. Whitmore, late captain Company C, 


th Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension 
te of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


ill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
ioh. 
HENRY T. SISSON. 


~-- 


next pension business was the bill (S. 5579) granting an 


. of pension to Henry T. Sisson. 
ill was read, as follows: 
acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
late colonel Fifth Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Heavy 
ind pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
e is now receiving. 





il was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


tion. 


. 7 


b 


KATE 8. HUTCHINGS. 
next pension business was the bill (S. 5603) granting a 
to Kate S. Hutchings. 
il was read, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 


visions and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Kate 


ings, widow of Jasper Hutchings, late first lieutenant Com- 
lwenty-second Regiment Maine Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
nsion at the rate of $17 per month. 
il was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
on. 

ISAAC M. HOWARD. 


ad 


» next pension business was the bill (S. 5631) granting an 
se of pension to Isaac M. Howard. 


} 


‘ 


bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 


W 


ré 


d, late of Third Battery, Minnesota Volunteer Light Artillery, 
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RICHARD L. DELONG. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5671) granting an 


| increase of pension to Richard L. Delong. 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Richard 
L.. Delong, late of Company B, Fifth Regiment Vermont Volunteer In 


fantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

HILTON SPRINGSTEED. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5673) granting an 
increase of pension to Hilton Springsteed. 

The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hilton 
Springsteed, late of Company BE, Ninth Regiment Michigan Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





THOMAS J. BOWSER. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5680) granting an 
increase of pension to Thomas J. Bowser. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


n a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that he | 


eiving. 


bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


m 


CLINTON B. WINTERSTEEN. 


next pension business was the bill (S. 5640) granting an 


e of pension to Clinton B. Wintersteen. 
bill was read, as follows: 


t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clinton 


rsteen, late of Company C, Sixty-fourth Regiment Ohio Volun- 
ry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
t he is now receiving. 


bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


‘ 


JOHN W. FLETCHER. 

next pension busines was the bill (S. 5641) granting an 
e of pension to John W. Fletcher. 

bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John | 


her, late of Company F, First Regiment New Hampshire Vol- 


Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


ion. 


NANCY PRUIT. 


‘next pension business was the bill (S. 5658) granting an 


of pension to Nancy Pruitt. 
bill was read, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Nancy 


widow of John Pruit, late of Company G, Third Regiment Ar- 


Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per 
n lieu of that she is now receiving. 


bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


tion, 


GEORGE P. SEALEY. 


pp 


‘next pension business was the bill (S. 5668) granting an 
se of pension to George P. Sealey. 


é 


‘ 


a 


bill was read, as follows: 

enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 
, late of Company B, Second Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infan- 
pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
ww receiving. 

bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
lion, 





the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
J. Bowser, late of Company B, Fourth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ANNA C. BINGHAM, 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5702) granting an 
increase of pension to Anna C. Bingham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anna 
Cc. Bingham, widow of Lafayette Bingham, late lieutenant-colonel 
Ninety-second Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a 
pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 





| mendation, 


RUTH P. PIERCE. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5704) granting an 
increase of pension to Ruth P. Pierce. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 








hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensior subject to 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, of Rut P 
| Pierce, widow of William H. Pierce, late of Company ( $ nd Reg 

ment Rhode Island Volunteer fantry, and pay her a pension at 


is now receivi! 








In 
rate of $12 per month in lieu of that sh 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 


ANDREW D. DANLEY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5785) granting an 
increase of pension to Andrew D. Danley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed t 


» Dp * on the pension roll, s 
he 


pension laws, the name of And 













} the pre ons and limitations of t 
D. Danley, late of Company D, Twenty-third Regiment New Jersey \ 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at t rate of $30 per nu th in 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
MARY CLARK. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5786) granting an 
increase of pension to Mary Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he fs 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r t ¢ 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 f M 
Clark, widow of George Clark, late of Company A, Fou R 
New Jersey Volunteer Infantry, and iy het pen 1 at 
$16 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


mendation. 
HANNAH M’CARTY. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5754) granting a 
pension to Hannah McCarty. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ig 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, sutject to 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hannah 
McCarty, widow of Lemington McCarty, late of Company F, Second 
Regiment Massachusetts Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at 
the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

LORENZO E. JOHNSON. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5780) grantin 
pension to Lorenzo E. Johnson. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


os 
Ss « 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lorenzo 


E. Johnson, late acting assistant surgeon, United States Army, and pay 
him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

JOHN M. FARQUHAR. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 4983) granting an 
increase of pension to John M. Farquhar. 

The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John M. 
Farguhar, late captain Company B, Eighty-ninth Regiment Illinois 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ROBERT A. SCOTT. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7589) granting 
an increase of pension to Robert A. Scott. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
A. Scott, late of Company B, Second Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that | 3 now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


” 


JOHN BROUGHTON, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9828) granting 
an increase of pension to John Broughton. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
Broughton, late of Company A, Twenty-fourth Regiment Kentucky 


Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month | 


lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


in 


In line 8 strike out the word “twelve” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 


recommendation. 
FREDERICK W. CLARK. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8852 
a pension to Frederick W. Clark. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
‘reby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
» provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fred- 
rick W. Clark, late of Company C, Tenth Regiment Massachusetts 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month. 


able 


granting 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
1@ 1 I w receiving 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Frederick W. Clark.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
» recommendation. 
LEANDER GILBERT. 
1¢ next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18655) granting 
ncrease of pension to Leander Gilbert. 


Tl 


alii i 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Leander 
Gilbert, late of Company I, Forty-seventh Regiment Kentucky Volun- 
teer Infartry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
lieu « that he is now receiving. 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


| 
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The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 


mendation. —— 
GREEN EVANS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18116) gray; ne 
un increase of pension to Green Evans. Bis 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a; 1 he 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 0; ! 
Evans, late of Company D, One hundred and fifteenth Regimen Ken. 
tucky Colored Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at ihe » 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. a 

The amendment recommended by the committee was | 
follows: 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Kentucky” and insert in lie ; 
the words “ United States.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with 4 f, 
vorable recommendation. 


rate 


as 


JOHN NAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1420) grantins 
an increase of pension to John Nay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject + 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o/ |, 
Nay, of Shinnston, Harrison County, W. Va., and pay him a pensior 
at the rate of $15 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the words “of Shinnston, 
W. Va.,”’ and insert in lieu thereof the words 
States Volunteers.” 


In line 7 strike out the word “ fifteen” and insert in lieu thereof ¢), 


word “ twelve.” 
7 Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to John 
Nay. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

CHRISTOPHER GUTHRIE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7244) granting 
an increase of pension to Christopher 8. Guthrie. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Christ 
pher S. Guthrie, late sergeant of Company E, Fifty-third Regiment 
Illinois Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “sergeant.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof th 
word “ twenty-four.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 
JOHN HECKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6914) gr: 
an increase of pension to John Hecker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to — on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Johu 
Hecker, late of Company K, First Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
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“late guide, United 
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HENRY CHUBB. 
ung 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5560) granti 
an increase of pension to Henry Chubb. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an j 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s: t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of [lenr) 
late of Company F, Fifteenth Regiment Kansas Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month i 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 4s 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thet 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


9 4] 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside will 4 
favorable recommendation. 
JOHN H. WHITING. 


ors 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4715) 
an increase of pension to John H. Whiting. 





1906. 





hill was read, as follows: 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
,uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
ting, late of Company B, One hundred and eighty-third Regi- 
insylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the 

“ dollars per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. | 


amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


8 before the word “dollars,” insert the word ‘“ twenty- 


amendment was agreed to. 
ll as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ommendation. 
DAVID B. COLEMAN. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4241) granting | 
rease of pension to David B. Coleman. 
. pill was read, as follows: 

t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
_ authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
B. an, late of Company D, Twenty-ninth Regiment Massachu- 


nteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 


iL Lif 


! n lieu of that he is now receiving. 
( il was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
tion. 


ROBERT BEATTY. 





ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 4161) granting | 
ease of pension to Robert Beatty. 


Hw) 


| was read, as follows: 


icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Robert 
of Company C, Eight rst Regiment Illinois Volunteer 
ind pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu | 
he is now receiving. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


j late 


» & strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in Neu thereof the | 
ty-five.”’ 

imendment was agreed to. 

ll as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 

ommendation. 


WILLIAM L. RILEY. 


orrve 


3072) grantin 


ext pension business was the bill (H. R. g | 

a pension to William L. Riley. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 


liam L. Riley, late of Company C, Twenty-first Regiment New York 
( nd pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 
umendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
I ne 7, before the word “Cavalry,” insert the word “ Volunteer.” | 


| ne 8, after the word “ month,” 
‘ receiving.” 
id the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


William L. Riley.” 
rhe amendments were agreed to. 
» bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ommendation. 


GEORGE KING. 

he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3351) granting 
n to George King. 

ill was read, as follows: 


Che | 
enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
iuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

the visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of George 

K ite of Company F, Forty-fifth Regiment Llinois Volunteer In- 

f nd pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month. 


e cmendments recommended by the committee were read, 
llows: 


” 


ne 8 — out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
twenty-four.” 
line, after the word ‘ 
now receiving.” 
d the = so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 
George King ”’ 
inendments were agreed to. 
ill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ecommendation. 


*‘month,” insert the words “in lieu of 


JACOB C. SHAFER. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3005) granting 
ease of pension to Jacob C. Shafer. 
bill was read, as follows: 


enac ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob ! 
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insert the words “in lieu of that | 


R. 2257) granting 
an increase of pension to Martin Poole. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pet ! 

the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ma 
Poole, late of Company C, Forty-second Regiment Illin ve 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in 
that he is now receiving. 

rm ‘ 

rhe amendments recommended by the committee were re 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Poole” and insert in lieu thereof th 
word “ Pool.” 

_ Amend the title so as to read: “A granting an increase 
sion to Martin Pool.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside vy i f 
able recommendation. 

WILLIAM D. CHRISTY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1788) g it 
an increase of pension to William D. Christy. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of t} I 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law 
liam D. Christy, late of Company D, Second Regiment [ov Vo 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mon 

The amendments recommended by the committee were r« 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ Second.” insert the rd ad 
master-sergeant.”’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and ins¢« n t t 
word “ twenty-four.” 

In same line, after the word “ month,” insert the word 
that he is now receiving.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fay 
able recommendation. 

FRANK B. WATKINS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1650) 
an increase of pension to Frank B. Watkins. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc That the Secretary f the Interior be, nd 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 1 subje 
the provisions and limitations of the pensiot vs, the name of I 
B. Watkins, late of Company H, First Regiment Michigan Vo 
Engineers and Mechanics, and pay him a pension at the rate of $ 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was rs 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty ’”’ and insert in lieu ther t 
word “ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside \ \ 
able recommendation. 

COLUMBUS BOTTS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1247) g 
an increase of pension to Columbus Botts. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Int 
hereby, authorized and directed to piace 
to the provisions and limitations of the pensi 
Columbus Botts, late of Company G, Eleventh R n 14 

| C, One hundred and thirty-ninth Regiment Indiana V: 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mont n lies of 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was | 
| as follows: 

In line 9 strike out the word “ thirty” and i { 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 
| ‘The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa 
able recommendation. 
HERMAN BUCKTHAI 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1178) gra g 
| a pension to Herman Buckthall. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretury of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjec 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension lay the name « 
Herman Buckthall, late of Company E, Fifty-first nent Indiana 
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‘ 


Regiment West Virginia Volu 
at the rate of $30 per month in 


First 
‘nsion 


C. Shafer, late of Company F, 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pé« 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom 
mendation. 




























































MARTIN POOL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. 








30 a month, 





Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


» 6 strike out the word “ Buckthall” and insert in lieu thereof 
* Buckthal.” 
» §, after the word 
he is now receiving.” : 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
sion to Herman Buckthal.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 





‘“‘month,” insert the words ‘in lieu of that 


JOHN LOGAN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1034) granting 
an increase of pension to John D. Logan. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
John D. Logan, late of Company G, First Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the letter “ D.” ; 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ forty.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension 
to John Logan.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOSEPH A. BARNARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9248) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph A. Bernard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 


A. Bernard, late of Company A, Eleventh Regiment Tennessee Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6 strike out the word “ Bernard” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Barnard.” 

In line 7 strike out the word “ Infantry” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Cavalry.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 


sion to Joseph A. Barnard.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

JACOB SCHULTZ. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10794) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob Schultz. 

The bill was read, as follows: 








Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

eby t} ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
s« te of Company A, Thirteenth Regiment Missouri Volunteer 
Infantry him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In ie & strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 
JOSEPH SPRAUER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12184) granting 
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an increase of pension to Joseph Sprauer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it ¢ ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
e prov ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
Sprauer, te of Company I, One hundred and ninety-sixth Regiment | 
oO Vi iteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 | 

( in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laic 
mendation. 


1 aside with a favorable recom- 


FRIEND 8. ESMOND. 


m} } 
ihe next 


pension business was the bill (H. R. 13069) grant- 


ing an increase of pension to Friend S. Esmond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
} \ thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Friend 
S. Esmond, late of Company C, One hundred and twenty-fifth Regiment 
‘New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 






May 11, 





The amendments recommended by the committee were 


as follows: ae, 

In line 6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “ of,” ang ; 
in lieu thereof the word “ captain.” : 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu there ¢ 4 
word “‘ twenty-four.” a 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 

MATTHEW H. BRANDON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12971) grant. 


ing an increase of pension to Matthew H. Brandon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho ; 


‘ 1 he 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll. s 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M 2 
thew H. Brandon, late of Company D, One hundred and thirty‘ urth 
Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at 


the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, ; 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu thereof th 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor. 
able recommendation. 


CATHARINE MYERS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12879) 
ing an increase of pension to Catherine Myers. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to oe on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cath- 
erine Myers, widow of Adelbert Myers, late of Company A, One hun- 
dred and forty-third Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry 
her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that sh: 
receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Catherine” and insert in lieu thereof 
the word “ Catharine.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ twenty 
word “ sixteen.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 
sion to Catharine Myers.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 
able recommendation. 


grant- 


and nav 
and pay 


iS now 


and insert in lieu th: 


laid aside with « favor- 


MARY SHEEHAN, 


The next pension business was the bill 
an increase of pension to Mary Sheehan. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
That the Secretary of 


(H. R. 17890) ¢ 


Be it enacted, etc., the Interior be, and he i 


is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, t to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Mary 
Sheehan, widow of William Sheehan, late of Company A, On ndred 
and seventy-fifth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay t 
a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 


receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


WILLIAM H. FARRELL, 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17445) granting 
an increase of pension to William H. Farrell. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam: 
liam H. Farrell, late of Company B, Forty-first Regiment 0! in- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $70 per ! th in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “seventy” and insert in li f 
the word “ forty-five.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with « fa- 
vorable recommendation. 

MARGARET BONY NGE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 2785) grvuting 
an increase of pension to Margaret Bonynge. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, “ 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ce 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam ‘ 
garet Bonynge, widow of Thomas Bonynge, late of Compan) ~ 


Regiment Rhode Island Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a p 
$12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
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endment recommended by the committee was read, as | B. Warren, late of Company A, Twenty-first Regiment Indiana V: 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in 
7 1 in | tl f tl lieu of that he is now receiving 
ike he word “twelve” ¢ inser ieu thereof the a 
“= ike out the word “twelve” and insert in lic ) rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
endment was agreed to. follows : 
. ® : » 2 ika 1? a - vy +. a ; me : 
il as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- . In Lin 8 strike Seti ia ae tn ta bie . 
i 0 oO ive 
ymmendation. } 


THOMAS D. ADAMS. | The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 17922) granting } able recommendation. 
se of pension to Thomas D. Adams. | ELIZA ROGERS. 
} 
i 
| 
! 





The amendment was agreed to. 


was read, as follows: 


























a ; : s . ; 
, The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 9531) granting 
ted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is an increase ~ ee Eli: ee 7 = 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | * : a vo Ot pension to | liza Rogers. 
s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas rhe bill was read, as follows: 
ite of Company C, Seventh Regiment West Virginia Volun Be it enacted, etc.. That the Secretary of the Int » he. and he 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month | , 76 ft! enacted, efc., kaart ; oie y Of | Interior e, and he 
at he is now receiving. ; . ~ é — i A dire » R Be I ion r . 
: . a © 
1\dment recommended by the committee was read, as | Rogers, late of Compan Reg United § MI 
| ¢ Ss, and pay him I 1 at the 1 f $20 p nth in 
. ” . : that he is now receiving 
rike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the na ‘ 
Che amendments rv umended by the « ttee were l, as 
1dment was agreed to. LOLLOWS 
as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 6 strike out the words “ late Cor 
: 1d t in lie hereof the word vy of } 
recommendation. l rt in | ‘ i 
SAMUEL YEHL. | 7 strike out the word “him” and t in 
pension business was the bill (H. R. 17999) granting 8 strike out the word “twenty ’ 
e of pension to Samuel Yehl. xteen 
F . r st ) he w< } t ‘ 
was read, as follows: n it t vord i t 
ted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is ndments " 1 4 
: ’ a eat? mca : a ‘ nendments were greed to 
zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to = : ; ; ‘ 
ind limitations of the pension laws, the name of Samuel Che bill as amended was ordered to be laid 
Company G, One hundred and seventy-sixth Regiment able recommendation. 
Volunteer Infantry, and Company E, Twenty-eighth Regi cror STILLMAR 
nia Veteran \ inteer Infantry, and pay him a pension = 
of 350 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The next pen ion business was the bill (Hl. R. S867) gr if , 
Iments recommended by the committee were read, | an increase of pension to George Stillman. 
. The bill was read, as follows: 
6 and 7 strike out the words “Company G, One hundred | Be it enacted. etc.. That t Secretary of the Interior ' 
xth Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and. hereby. authorized and dit it { 
ike out the word “ Veteran.’ Rie. aelenenteliaalnad nade Tenaké ¢ +} re . ‘ 
I I Vi ons and i itl 2 
iments were agreed to. St nan, late of Company I, |! t th R t 
| as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a | Ipfantry, and pay him a pension — 
. ol hs ne is Dow ecelvil 
commendation. wed ey . P ; 
recom 1 [The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable 
WILLIAM R. HINER. mendation. 
. ° . . STEPH - 4 NDIFF 
xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 18041) granting 
e of pension to William R. Hiner. The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10395) 
| was read, as follows: ing an increase of pension to Stephen Cundiff. 
ted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is The bill was read, as follows: 
ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to Be it enacted. et That the Secretary of Inter ' 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William | aut zed and ected t yn t 
f Company E, Eleventh Regiment Missouri Volunt w \vis 3 and i s of the ne : 
y him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu Cundiff, late f <« anv A. Third Reziment O \ 
ne receiving. ind I y hir aT n yn at e rate of S30 
endment recommended by the committee was read, as | is now receiving 
The amendments recommended by the committee wi read 
8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in lieu thereof the | 48S follows: 
, In line 6 strike out the word “ Third i S 
endment was agreed to. the word “ Second 
7 ‘ : n | 8 stri ‘ the w t 1 
il as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a | oO fventy tout 
. yor went I 
recommenui on, ‘ . 
mmenda tion The amendments were agreed t 
ORRIN A. A. GARDNER. The bill as amended was ordered to be laid with a f 
+ — . : —— . able recomm itic 
hext pension business was the bill (H. R. 8795) granting able recomme ict : 
; 4 é > JAMES TALL. 
e of pension to O. A. A. Gardner. . 
vas read, as follows: The next pension business was the | HM. R. 174 
l, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior_be, and he is ing an increase of pe to J Y. 3 
zed and dire ted to place on the pension roll, subject t rhe | ss 1 | s follows 
1 limitations of the pension laws, the name of 0. A. A 7 
Company A, Eleventh Regiment Iowa Volunteer Infan 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of t , 
te : P. Hi 
idments recommended by the committee were read, as d 
strike out the letter “ O.”" and insert in lieu thereof the word phe allenar = : ; 
< LOLIOWS 
out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the \ 
, M d ‘ : 1 e & strike out the v 
e so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pension | ¥‘ twenty 
\. Gardner.” The amendment was agreed 
endments were agreed to. The bill as amended was ordered to be ‘ 
s amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- able recommendation. 
mendation. ELIZABETH 
WILLIAM B. WARREN. , : ’ ' — 
a . i ' ‘ The next pension busine \ S the IR ‘ g g 
ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 9862) granting an increase of pension to El beth Bartlet 
se of pension to William B. Warren. The ‘bill v ‘read. as f ‘ 
he bili yas 1d, aS TOLo\ 
was read, as follows: 
: a j it « 4 I . 3 
t, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | hereby, aut! nd é ! ) 
zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | the provisions and limitations of the pension ws, I : 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William | peth Bartley, widow of Reuben Bartley, late of Cor 
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pay her a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is 
now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In 
dred 


lines 6, 7, and 8 strike out the words “of Company G, One hun- 
and twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry ” 
and insert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant, Signal Corps, 
United States Army.” 

In line 9 strike out the word “ twenty” and insert in Meu thereof the 
word “ fifteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation, 

BENEDICT SUTTER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18135) granting 
an increase of pension to Benedict Sutter. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bene- 
dict Sutter, late of Independent Battery B, Pennsylvania Volunteer 
Light Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ALFRED GUDE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18724) granting 
an increase of pension to Alfred Gude. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alfred 
late of Company H, Fifty-first Regiment Indiana Volunteer In- 
y, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 


as follows: 


hereby, 












” 


In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “* thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

ELIJAH G. GOULD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18447) 
an increase of pension to Elijah G. Gould. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it en 


.uthorized 


ons 


granting 


icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elijah 
Company K, Tenth Regiment Maine Volunteer In- 
1 a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 






1lis. 


» amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


strike out the word “ thirty ”’ 


word “ twenty-fou 
> amendment was agreed to. 


The 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JACOB S. RICKARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18248) granting 
an increase of pension to Jacob S. Rickard. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
her uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
S. Ri rd, late of Company K, One hundred and ninety-ninth Regiment | 
Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of | 
$50 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “* thirty. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

HANNAH R. JACOBS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18449) granting 
1 increase of pension to Hannah R. Jacobs. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be enacted, etc., ‘That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the pension laws. the name of Hannah 
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dred and twenty-third Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and | R. Jacobs, widow of Abram B. Jacobs, 
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ment United States Cavalry, and pay is Ser a a ; 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “twenty-four” and insert in liey thereof 
the word “ twelve. 7 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a ; 
able recommendation. 


Regi. 


ate of $24 


» as 


avor- 


JOHN J. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18184) grantine 
an increase of pension to John J. Howells. - 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho ; 


hereby, authorized and directed to ate on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitaticns of the pension laws, the name o/ Sahn 
J. Howells, late of Company C, Thirty-third Regiment New Jopcoy 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per mon; 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. ; — 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read. as 
follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof tho 
word “ twenty-four.” rs 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside 
favorable recommendation. 


HOWELLS. 


with a 


JOHN W. BLANCHARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 181 
an increase of pension to John W. Blanchard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
hereby, authorized and directed to pate on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joh) 
W. Blanchard, late of Company B, First Regiment Michigan Volunt: 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in li 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


29) : 
os) ZTal 


i 


PATRICK M’CARTHY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17388) granting 
an increase of pension to Patrick McCarthy. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


; the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pat 
| rick McCarthy, late of Company D, Twenty-eighth Regiment Massa: 


and insert in lieu thereof the | the provisions and limitations of t 


setts Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
JOHN A. LYLE. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18105) granting 
an increase of pension to John A. Lyle. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ectc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to =e on the pension roll, subj ) 
e pension laws, the name of J 
A. Lyle, late of Company E, Ninety-second Regiment Illinois Volunt 


| Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per mont! 


of that he is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


| follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four” and insert the word 
“ thirty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with 
favorable recommendation. 


ISOM WILKERSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1 


mo 


fot 


4) granting 


| an increase of pension to Isom Wilkerson. 


The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjec 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isom 
Wilkerson, late of Company I, Second Regiment California Volunteer 
Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


WILLIAM E. STARR. 


rantil 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18857) ¢ 
an increase of pension to William E. Starr. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, 


and he is 
subject to 
the name of William 
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late of Fighteenth Battery, Indiana Volunteer Light Artil- 


i pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of 
s now receiving. 
endments recommended by the committee were read, 


before the word “ Battery,” insert the word “ Independ- 


> 6, 
§ strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 

twenty-four.” 

amendments were agreed to. 

pill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 

ommendation. 


CLAY RIGGS. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18308) granting 
yn to Clay Riggs. 
bill was read, as follows: 

s+ enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ts 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Clay 


e of Company I, Forty-fifth Regiment Illinois Volunteer In- 
ind pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


t 


. 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
enty four.”’ 
line, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 
; now receiving.” 
nd the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
y Riggs.” 
mendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
commendation. 


} 


JACOB STAUFF. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18165) granting 
increase of pension to Jacob Stauff. 


an 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t DI sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jacob 
Stauff. late of Company I, Twenty-sixth Regiment Volunteer Infantry, 


him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that 
now receiving. 
amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ne 7, before the word “ Volunteer,” insert the word “ Wisconsin.” 
mendment was agreed to. 
Phe | as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


\\ 





JOHN CAIN. 
rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17542) granting 
rease of pension to John Cain. 
‘he bill was read, as follows: 


r) rT 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
rovisions aad limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
ite of Company D, Second Regiment New York Volunteer In- 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu 
» is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee 
wS!: 
e 8 strike out the word “ forty 
‘ thirty.” 
» amendment was agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
» recommendation, 


JOHN 


1 ” 
i n 
rd 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


M. CARROLL. 


The 


‘rease of pension to John M. Carroll. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and limitations of the nsion laws, the name of John 
late of Twelfth Regiment Missouri Volunteer Cavalry, and 
a pension at the rate of $35 per month in lieu of that he is 
‘living. 
amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
lows: 
6 


( I 


ne before the word insert the words “Com 


; “Twelfth,” 
\ 


ine 8 strike out the word “ thirty-five’ and insert the word 


‘amendments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
recommendation. 

JOHN H. EVERSOLE. 


a? 
Avit 


‘I 
rease of pension to John H. Eversole. 
bill was read, as follows: 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


nm 


here 
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was read, as | 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13828) granting | 


‘next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14264) granting | 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John H. 
Eversole, late of Company I, One hundred and seventy-fourth Regiment 
Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 





DAVID FORD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14 
an increase of pension to David Ford. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the prrcmtens and limitations of the pension laws, the name of David 
Ford, late of Company H, Twenty-seventh Regiment Connecticut \ 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 


>< 


129) granting 


Ol- 


as 
follows: 
In line 8 strike out the word “thirty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
the word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 


favorable recommendation. 
CHRISTIAN SCHLOSSER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 14702) grant 
an increase of pension to Christian Schlosser. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol! 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
tian Schlosser, late of Company I, Second Regiment Wisconsin 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per 1 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable r 
mendation. 


lo 


A 


an 
su 
Chi 


y 


JOSEPH J. GOODE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. I 
an increase of pension to Joseph J. Good. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 


t. 16441) 


granting 


be, and he 





hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subje 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Jos¢ 
J. Good, late of Company K, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunt 
Mounted Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per 1 th 
in lieu of that he is now receiving 
The amendments recommended by the committee were re 
as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “Good” and insert in lieu th 
word *“ Goode.” 
In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu th 
word “ twenty-four.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase 
sion to Joseph J. Goode.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with 
favorable recommendation. 
DAVID Il. PARKER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17171) grant 
an increase of pension to David H. Parker. 
| The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and |! 
|} hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name ) 
| H. Parker, late of Company D, Two hundred and fifth Regiment Ve 
sylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the r $40 
| ber month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
| The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
follows: 
| ” ‘ 
} In line 8 strike out the word “ forty and insert in lieu t e 
word “ thirty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 
JAMES R. HICKS, 
| The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16595) gra g 
an increase of pension to James Russell Hicks. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interi 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pensior : e 
the provisions and limitations of the pension law I J 
Russell Hicks, late of Company B, Seventy-t Re I \ 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per m 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Russell” and insert in u thereof 
the letter “ R.” S d ee 
In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four’ and insert in lieu thereof 


the word “ twelve. ; , 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting a pension to James 
R. Hicks.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


HEZEKIAH J. REYNOLDS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16005) granting 
an increase of pension to Hezekiah J. Reynolds. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacte d, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions ca limitations of the pension laws, the name of Heze- 
kiah J. Reynolds, late of Company HE, One hundred and forty-third Regi- 
ment New York Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate 
of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

DUDLEY M’KIBBEN 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16812) granting 
an increase of pension to Dudley McKibben. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


here authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Dudley 
McKibben, late of Company I, Thirty-eighth Regiment Illinois Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
oft that he 1s now recelving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ADAM DIXON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16252) granting 
an increase of pension to Adam Dixon. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


icted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Adam 
e of Company B, One hundred and fourth Regiment New 
\ nteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per 
eu of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follow 


of the word “ captain 


same line strike out the letter “‘B” and insert in lieu thereof the 








8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


rhe amendments were agreed to. 


he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ble recommendation. 


GEORGE H. GORDON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16565) granting 
ise of pension to George H. Gordon 
Phi ll was read, as follows: 


» Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 





) { an » place on the pension roll, subject to 

) and limitati the pension laws, the name of George 

It. « 1, late first lieutenant, Ninetieth Regiment United States Col 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 





he is now receiving 


mendments recommended by the committee were read, 


I ne 6, before the word “ late,’”’ insert the words “ alias Gorton.” 





In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-four ” and insert in lieu thereof 
‘ rd **t rty ’ 

title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen 

sion to ¢ rege H. Gordon, a Se 

rhe amendments were > agreed to. 
Che bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 

ble re Nn ndation 
JAMES B. ADAMS. 
e next pension business ' was the bill (H. R. 16878) granting 
» of pension to J: s B. Adams. 
\ was read. as Aa ey 

l, ete That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
i and directed to place on the pension roll. subject to 
nd ations of the pension laws, the name of James 
l of Company BE, Fifteenth Regiment Ken tucky Volunteer 
( alry | pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 


rhe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


ISABEL NEWLIN. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16977) granting | sion to Thomas Garratt.” 


nsion to Isabel Newlin. 

The bill was read, as follows. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
eby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isabel 

if Ellis P. Newlin, late of Company L, Seventeenth Regi- 

vania Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at the rate 








6, after the word “ late,” strike out the word “ of” and insert | 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ twenty-five ” and insert in 1i: 


read, ag 


the word “ twelve.” — 
In line 9, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of 4} 

she is now receiving.” » Saas 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase o- nen 

sion to Isabel Newlin.’ a 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fg. 
vorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM K. TRABUE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15126) 


; ; aie = ae IS | 
an increase of pension to William K. Trabue. . 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Seen of the Interior b e ig 
ae, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol! ra 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nz ume 
K. Trabue, late captain Companies E and G, Thirteenth Reg 
nois Volunteer Cavalry, and pay him a pension at the rate . 0 pe 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. . 

The amendment recommended by the committee was l, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu { f tke 


word “ twenty-four.’ 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 
ALBERT G. PACKER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18959) granting 

an increase of pension to Albert G. Packer. , 
The bill was read, as follows: ! 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be is 

hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro to 

the provi isions and limitations of the pension laws, the na: Alber 

G. Packer, late captain Company F, Sixty-first Regiment M 





Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $5 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu 
word “ thirty.’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 


| able recommendation. 


EVANS P. HOOVER. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18678) granting 
an increase of pension to Evans P. Hoover. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the n 
I’. Hoover, late of Company G, Ejighty-fifth Regiment Ioy 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per n 
of that he is new receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee wa 1, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Eighty-fifth’ and in 
thereof the word “ Thirty-fifth.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 














THOMAS GARRATT. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18236 ting 
an increase of pension to Thomas Garrett. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension r 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nat 
Garrett, late of Company L, First Regiment New York Vol: 
Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee \ d, 
as follows: 
In line 6 strike out the word “Garrett” and insert in 
the word “ Garratt.” sj ; 
In the same line strike out the word “First” and i: 
thereof the word “ Sixteenth.” . a 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu t the 


word ‘“ twenty-four.” 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an inci 


The amendments were agreed to. ac 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with vor- 
able recommendation. 
ERASTUS W. BRIGGS 


c ting 


The next pension business was the bill (HL R. 18028) LUD 
an increase of pension to BE. W. Briggs. 
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was read, as follows: 


ected, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
‘ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of EB. W. | 
f Company H, Second and LFighty-sixth Regiments Ohio 
intry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
t he is now receiving. | 
ndments recommended by the committee were read, | 


“rn 
se 


& strike out the letter and insert in lieu thereof the 


e and in line 7 
hty-sixth Regiments,” 
ty-eighth Regiment.” 

ike out the word 


ike 


strike out the words ‘‘Company H, Sec 
and insert in lieu thereof the words 


’ 


“thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof 


title 80 as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 

W. Briggs.” 

ents were agreed to. 

mended was ordered to be Iaid aside with a favor- 
endation. 
RACHEL 


A. WEBSTER. 


= 


pension business was the bill (H. R. 18355 

e of pension to Rachel A. Webster. 
is read, as follows: 

et That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

d and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

1 limitations of the pension laws, the name of Rachel 

of William A. Webster, and pay her a pension at the | 

month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


dments recommended by the committee were read, as 


) granting 


C.5 


vY 


fter the word “ William,” strike out the letter “A.” and 
hereof the letter “* L.” } 
: efore the word “and,” insert the words “late cap- | 
I, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Volunteer Mounted In- | 


ike out the word “ twenty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 


ndments were agreed to. 
as amended was ordered to be laid 
mendation. 

GIDEON 


pension business was the bill (H. R. 19005) 
ise of pension to Gideon M. Burriss. 
is read, as follows: 
1, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he 
ced and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
; and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Gideon 
of Company H, Third Regiment Tennessee Mounted 
itry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 


aside with a favor- 





M. BURRISS. 


granting 


‘ 


is 


endments recommended by the committee were read, as 


7 strike out the word “ Mounted” and insert in lieu thereof 


Volunteer.’ 
strike out the word “ Volunteer” and insert in lieu | 
e word “ Mounted.” | 
‘ strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 


‘ec. 
ndments were agreed to. 
s amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ommendation. 


ik al 


EDGAR SLATER. 


ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 17528) granting 
e of pension to Edgar Slater. | 
| was read, as follows: 
fed, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
t s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edgar 


f Company F, Thirty-sixth Regiment Wisconsin Volunteer 
ind pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month in lieu 
now receiving. 





iendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


8 strike out the word “ fifty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 
endment was agreed to. 
as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
mmendation, 
NEWTON 


S. DAVIS. 


xt pension business was the bill (H.R. 1 
se of pension to Newton §S. Davis. 
was read, as follows: 


¢ 
ct 


on 


7346) granting 


ed, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ovized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Newton | 
of Tenth Independent Battery, Wisconsin Volunteer 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month 





ery, 


hat he is now receiving. 
XL 


421 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “fifty ” and insert in li tl the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 


able recommendation. 
WILHELM 


GRIESE. 








The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18125) granting 
an increase of pension to William Griasa. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the In ior d 
hereby, authorized and directed to place o he p nr ‘ ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pensior na W 
Griasa, late of Company K, First Regime \ ( 
alry, and pay him a pension at the rate per month 1 leu 
that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was l, as 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out ords “ William Griasa’ id 1 
thereof the words “ Wilh Griese.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside 
able recommendation. 


ith a favor- 


VIRGIL A. BAYLEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 18310) gr 











an increase of pension to Virgil A. Bayley 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secret Ir i 
hereby, authorized and directed to ‘ : 
the provisions and limitations of t ension laws, t ’ \ 

\. Bayley, late of Company C, Sixteenth Regime \ \ 
Infantry, and pay him pension at the rat x pe nth 
of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was d, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ and insert in 1 tl f ? 
word “twenty.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with r- 
able recommendation. 

ELLEN L. STONE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 18509) granting 
an increase of pension to Ellen L. Stone 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the I r 3 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pe I ) 
tl provisions and limitations of the pension laws, t bat 
Stone, widow of Joseph C. Stone, late ijutant | R 
Volunteer Cavalry, and pay her a pension at tl x 
month in lieu of that » is now ei g 

The amendments recommended by the co1 é | 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “adjutant” and t in t 
the word “ captain.” 

In line 7 strike out the words “First Re I pe 
Cavalry ” and insert in lieu thereof the words “ and sis 
general, United States Volunteers 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside w a fav 
able recommendation. 

NELSON S. PRESTON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 18976) er , 
an increase of pension to Nelson S. Preston. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted. « rha e Secret of the Ir 
hereby, authorized d directed to place it ! 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, I \ 

S. Preston, late of Cot B, Sixth R iment Ne | \ 
teer Infantry, and pay a pension t rate i 
| lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the cor tt s } 1. 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word xty nd i 
word “ forty.”’ 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside \ f . 
able recommendation. 

HENRY BALLARD. 

The next pension business was the bill (H.R. 17476) ¢ g 
an increase of pension to Henry Ballard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Se e In ‘ d | 3 
hereby, authorized and directed pel ibject to 
the provisions and limitations of LW t name of Henry 

tallard, late of Company I, Fif Vermont Vol In 
fantry, and pay him a pension P $30 per m l 





of that he is now receiving. 











The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


JOHN W. JONES. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18121) granting 
an increase of pension to John W. Jones. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John 
W. Jones, late of Company G, Eighty-fifth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

EDWARD B. PRIME. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18702) granting 
an increase of pension to Edward B. Prime. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
B. Prime, late of Company G, Tenth Regiment New_Hampshire Vol- 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ thirty-six.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

EDWARD C. BOWERS. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16188) granting 
a pension to Edward C. Bowers. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
C. Bowers, late ensign in the United States Navy, and pay him a pension 
at the rate of $6 per month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “ ensign,” insert the word “ acting. 

In same line strike out the words “ in the.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

CHARLES F. TOWER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 3495) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Charles F. Tower. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., 


” 


That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
1e , authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles 









F. Tower, late of Company I, Tenth Regiment Ma chusetts Volun- 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in | 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
EDWARD D. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5911) granting 
a pension to Edward D. Lockwood. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


LOCKWOOD. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edward 
I). Lockwood, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Provisional En- 
rolled Missouri Militia, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per 
month. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6, before the word “late,”’ 
Mc Daniel.”’ 

In line & strike out the 
thereof the word “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid 
favorable recommendation. 


insert the words “alias George E. 


word “twenty-four” and insert in lieu 


aside with a 
THOMAS H. THORNBURGH. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16842) granting 
an increase of pension to Thomas H. Thornburgh. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
nacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


Be it ¢« 


hereby, 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name : 
H. Thornburgh, late of Company A, Eighth Regiment Ohio 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per mo; 
of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee w 





rea 
as follows: 
In line 6, after the word “late,” strike out the word “ of dts 
sert in lieu thereof the words “second lieutenant.” Fee 
. In ae line strike out the letter “A” and insert in lieu thepese t} 
etter “ F.” = 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty” and insert in lieu theese + 
word “ forty.” ha 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 


favorable recommendation. 
THOMAS DAILEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16496) 
an increase of pension to Thomas Daily. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and ho ; 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, syljoct + 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thom, 
Daily, late of Company B, Fifty-first Regiment Illinois Volunteer | 
try, and pay him a pension at the rate of $36 per month in | 
he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were reag 
as follows: 

In line 6 strike out the word “ Daily” and insert in lieu thereof tho 
word “ Dailey.” iiss 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty-six” and insert in lieu thereot 
the word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with 
favorable recommendation. 


granting 





WILLIAM HAMMOND. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16682) granting 
an increase of pension to William Hammond. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interlor be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
Hammond, late of Company D, Eighth Regiment Maryland Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of 
that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


BENJAMIN F. FINICAL. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15288) granting 
an increase of pension to Benjamin F. Finical. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it @.acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Ben 
jamin F. Finical, late of Company C, First Regiment Minnesota Volun 
teer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in 
lieu of that he is now receiving. 


The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


In line 8 strike out the word “ forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
favorable recommendation. 








WILLIAM W. COMBS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15613) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to William W. Combs. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
i 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol! 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of \Villian 


W. Combs, late of Company A, Seventh Regiment Kentucky \ nteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per m« in lieu 


of that he is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 6, before the word “Company,” insert the words “/ »mpany 
G, Twenty-second Regiment, and.” ; A 
In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
vorable recommendation. 
JOHN GINTHER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16075) granting 
an increase of pension to John Ginther. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, : ¢ 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, rae 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam Jon 









































































( late of Company G, Eighth Regiment Ohio Volunteer In 
7 nd pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
is now receiving. 
ill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 
I tion. 
JAMES E. HAMMONTREE, | 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 13443) granting | 
ise of pension to James E. Hammontree. 
bill was read, as follows: 
nacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James | 
ontree, late of Company H, Fifth Regiment Tennessee Vol- 
antry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month | 
that he is now receiving. | 
mendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in licu thereof the | 
y enty-four.” 
| 
unendment was agreed to. 
| bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
\ recommendation. 
CYRUS VANMATRE. 
e next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11457) granting 
rease of pension to Cyrus Van Matre. 
» bill was read, as follows: 
enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
1uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Cyrus 
\ Matre, late of Company B, Eighth Regiment Indiana Volunteer 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
t he is now receiving. 
rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 


jllows: 


i 6 strike out the words “ Van Matre” and insert in lieu 
thereof the word “ Vanmatre.”’ 

In same line, before the word “ Eighth,” insert the words “ and first 
lientenant Company EB.” 


In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty’ 


and insert in lieu thereof the 


word “ twenty-four. j f 

{mend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- | 
sion to Cyrus Vanmatre.” | 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- | 
yorable recommendation. 

MICHAEL LENNON. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 10828) granting 
a pension to Michael Lennon. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
here authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Michael 
Le n, late of Company G, Second Regiment Michigan Volunteer In- 
fz , and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month. 


I) 
as follows: 


In li 


ne 
ne 


8, after the word “ month,” insert the words “in lieu of that 
»w receiving.” 


to Michael Lennon.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
1 ble recommendation. 
THOMAS P. CRANDALL. 


he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12418) granting 
rease of pension to Thomas P. Crandall. 
e bill was read, as follows: 


; 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Thomas 
lall, late of Company C, Fiftieth Regiment New York Volunteer 
s, and pay him a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu 
is now receiving. 
bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
Lion, 


} 
e 


MARGARET A. MONTGOMERY. 


‘next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1233 
crease of pension to Margaret A. Montgomery. 
bill was read, as follows: 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
sions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mar 
Montgomery, widow of James Montgomery, late of Company 
hundred and twenty-fourth Regiment New York Volunteer In 

and pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of 
is how receiving. 


_iunendment recommended by the committee was read, 
lows: 


6) granting 


/ 


4 


‘a rt strike out the word “ twelve” and insert in lieu thereof the 
sixteen, 


he amendment was agreed to. 


amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
ible recommendation. 

LEWIS J. POST. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11057) granting 
an increase of pension to Lewis J. Post. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 3 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension ro subie ) 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lewis 

Post, late of Company C, Twenty-seventh Regiment New York Volun 
teer Infantry, and Company H, Sixth Regiment New York Volu 
Heavy Artillery, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 pe th 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

_ In line 6 strike out the words “C, Twenty-sevyenth” and insert in 
lieu thereof the words “A, Thirteenth.” y 

In line 7 strike out the words “ New York Volunteer Infantry.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 

JOHN T. WISE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12249) granting 
an increase of pension to John T. Wise. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of John ‘I 
Wise, late of Company B, Fifty-first Regiment Ohio Volunteer Infant 
and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of that 
is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the 


id the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- | 







(2: 


~~? 
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word “ twenty-four.” 

Mr. SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, the beneficiary in this bill 
is dead, and I move that the bill be laid aside with the recom- 
mendation that it be laid upon the table. 

The motion was agreed to. 


JAMES C. STRONG. 








The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8894) granting 
an increase of pension to James C. Strong. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s ect 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension law t e of 
James C. Strong, late lieutenant-colonel, colonel, and eve I idie a 
general, United States Volunteers, and pay him a pension at t ate 
of $72 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 

In lines 6 and 7 strike out the words “ colonel, and brevet brigadier 
general, United States Volunteers,” and insert in lieu thereof the words 
“Thirty-eighth Regiment New York Volunteer Infantry 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 

CALVIN M. LATHAM. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8817) granting 
an increase of pension to Calvin Latham. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the In I 
hereby, authorized and directed ) e on the } S 
to the provisions and limitation pe nam 
Calvin Latham, late of Company F, y-« " oO \ 
unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at i! $50 nth 
in lieu of that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the com tee were read, 
as follows: 
| In line 6, after the word “ Calvin,” insert 
| In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty { t 
| word “ thirty-six.” 

Amend the title so as to read: “A l g a n- 
| sion to Calvin M. Latham 
The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with r- 
able recommendation. 

JAMES M. JARED. 

| The next pension business was the bill (11. R. 8232) grat g 
} an increase of pension to James M. Jared 

The bill was read, as follows 

} Be it enacted, etc., That tl Secreta f tl In ind | 5 
| hereby, authorized and directed to on ension s t 
|} to the provisions and limitat of pe } name of 
| James M. Jared, late of Co i IX Cw Reg ent I is 

Volunteer Infantry, and pay n a pension at the rate of $30 per month 


in lieu of that he is now ‘iving. 
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The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
as follows: 
In line 7, be the word “and,” insert the words “and Company 
, Ninth Regiment United States Veteran Volunteer Infantry.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as nmended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


fore 


K 


EDWIN M. TODD. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 7402) granting 
an increase of pension to Edwin M. Todd. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
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Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Edwin | 





M. ‘odd, late of Companies H and I, Forty-ninth Regiment Missouri 
Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation, 

HENRY E. SEELYE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 8155) 
i se of pension to Henry E. Seelye. 
‘The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
| 1 xed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Henry 
k. Seelye, late of Company A, Ninth Regiment Minnesota Volunteer 
Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu 
he is now receiving. 


granting 
an mcre: 


or that 


The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 


ndation. 

WILLIAM E, 
i@ next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18628) 
e of pension to William E. Chambers. 
read, as follows: 


CHAMBERS. 


i was 


That 


; and he is 
and 
and 


the Secretary of the Interior be, 
directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
limitations of the pension laws, the name of Wil- 

Oa s, late of Company F, Eighth Regiment Connecticut 
\ nt I ry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month 


e 1s how receiving 


ing 
ret 





iment mimended by the committee was read, as 


ord “ for and insert in lieu 


ike out the w 


d “twenty-fo 


-™ 


ndiment was agreed to. 

as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
. » 1. 

e recolnmendation. 


THOMAS J. BYRD. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17934) 
1 on to Thomas J. Byrd. 


OWs* 


granting 


Si et that the Secretary of the Interi 
t I and directed to place on the pensi 

| itations of the pension laws, I 

ivy E, First | iment Alabama 


rate of $: per 


, and he is 
» Subject to 
> of Thomas 
Cav 
¢ 


rt 
eu ol 


tl 
reg inteer 
month in 


‘ed to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


ALEX. O. HUFFMAN. 
‘ss was the bill (H. R. 6596) granting 


to A. O. Huffman. 


he is 

s ibject 
hame 
Volunteer 


month in lieu 


and 
od, 


tue 


. Secretary of the Interior +. 

ized and directed to place on the pension 
i of the pension | 
y : Regiment 
at the rate of $30 per 


of 
In 


of 


ld ws, 


ments recommended by the committee were read, 


etter ‘“‘A.” and insert in liew thereof the word 


*‘Company.” 
** Regiment,” 


insert the letter “ F.” 


In me ne, after the word ‘ 
re tl insert the word “ Twenty- 


> word 


the word 
insert in 


insert 
and 


iunteer, 


* Kentucky.” 
‘thirty ” 


lieu thereof the 


tle so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- 
agreed to. 
inended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


nts were 





MARY C. CHAPMAN. 
The next 


ncerease of 


nm business was the bill (H. 
pension to Mary C. Chapman. 
ie bill was read, 


pensir R. 


6505) granting 


as fellows: 


iat the 


} » aut ed and dir “dd 


sec 


retary of the Interior be, and he is 
place on the pension roll, subject 


to 


granting 





May !] 





to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the na, 


Mary C. Chapman, widow of Mathew D. Chapman, late of Com; o 
Ninth Regiment Missouri State Militia Volunteer Cavalry, and = 
a pension at the rate of $24 per month in lieu of that she ; y 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was yorg 
as follows: 

In lines 8 and 9 strike out the word “twenty-four” and in n 
lieu thereof the word “ twelve.” = 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayoy- 


able recommendation. 
JOSEPH MONTGOMERY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5040) granting 
an increase of pension to Joseph Montgomery. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ar 9 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol! 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 1 
Joseph Montgomery, late of Company F, One hundred and 
seventh Regiment Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, and pay 
pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The amendment recommended by the committee was 
as follows: 





In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ” and insert in lieu th: 
word “ twenty-four.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with 4 
able recommendation. 
ALLEN L. GARWOOD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 5958) grant 
an increase of pension to Allen L. Garwood. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
Allen L. Garwood, late of Company A, Fifty-fourth Regiment 
vania Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat S50 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read. as 
follows: 


3 


In line 6, before the werd “ Company,” insert the words 
I, Third Regiment Pennsylvania Reserve Volunteer Infantry. 
In line 8 strike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu 

word “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a { ‘. 
able recommendation. 
ELIAS HANES. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 6059) 
an increase of pension to Elias Hanes. 
The bill was read, as follows: 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension 
to the provisious and limitations of the pension laws, the 
Elias Hanes, late of Company B, One hundred and twenty-f : 
ment Ohio Volunteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the ra ) 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was 1 as 


follows: 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty ’’ and insert in lieu th 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with : 
able recommendation. 

JACOB H. LYNCH. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1614) g1 E 
an increase of pension to Jacob H. Lynch. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a! 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol 
to the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the 
Jacob H. Lynch, late of Company C, Sixth Regiment Indiana \ 


Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 per mont 


| of that he is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were |! 
follows: 

In line 6 strike out the words “G, Sixth” and insert in 
the words “A, Twenty-second.” 

In line 8 strike out the word “ thirty” and insert in lieu th: 
word “ twenty-four.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 
able recommendation. 

CHARLES A. WALKER. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 
an increase of pension to Charles A. Walker. 

The bill was read, as follows: 


lieu 


~" 


(a0) gr 





Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, an 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, su. 
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ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Charles The bill as amended was ordered 
late of Company F, Thirteents Regiment Ohio Volunteer In- | 


; . <r . > favora > recommendatiar 
ay him a pension at the rate of $40 per month in lieu of | favorable recommendation. 


now receiving. JOHN W. CHASE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17309) granting 


an increase of pension to John W. Chase. 


endments recommended by the committee were read, 
~ ; 


G strike out the letter “F”’ and insert in lieu thereof the 


rhe bill was read, as follows: 








le : . * P t ’ t } : rat , ¢ y ‘ 1 ; 

; strike out the word “forty” and insert in lieu thereof the Be it enacted, « iat the Secretary of the I r be 

v ty.” } nar » Bute ae irected to p e on the | i to 
: he provisions an I ions of 1 I sior l 
endments were agreed to. |W. Che late of Company B, E eenth R t W 
as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | unteer Infantry, and pay him a pension at the rat > enn 


mendation. lie . 3 f that he is now receiving 
HUDSON J. VAN SCOTER rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 2265) granting 
of pension to Hudson J. Van Scoter. 
was read, as follows: 


follows: 


In 


ne 8 strike out the 


word “thirty” and i n { 





word “ twenty-four.’ 


The amendment was agreed to. 
ted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is T 
zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Hudson 
late of Company G, Twenty-third Regiment New York 
intry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
he is now receiving. 


endment recommended by the committee was read, 


he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The next business was the bill (H. R. 7226) for the 
Patrick Conlin. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


ke out the word “thirty ” and insert in lieu thereof the Be «t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of War I 
tome authorized and directed to place t e of I c 
; ords as a member of Company I, I ent R oO 
ndment was agreed to. | Infantry, and grant him an h rable d i 
| as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- ber 1, 1865. 
mendation. | The amendment recommended by the « 


ANTHONY SANSPEUR. as follows: 














xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 2247) granting In hit e 8, a \ : ) 
e of pension to Anthony Sanspeur. peg ge ae - : 
s ol ( pa e ol 
was read, as follows: The amendment was agreed to 
ted, etec., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is The bill as amended was ordered to be laid le with or- 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to able rec ice bis F ' : 
s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Anthony | 20#€ recommendation, 
first lieutenant Company E, Twelfth Regiment Missouri MARTIN ELLISON. 
ntry, an ay him a pension at the rate of $50 per month lh : ‘ ‘ ; . ial 
he a S eoatetneas a ; vt lh, gto rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 4597) zg g 
° i § increase of pension Mart I! ili 
1dments recommended by the committee were read, in increase Of pet . com 1 Ellison 
| Che bill was read, as follows: 
. : 1 99 s . s J ‘ 7 S 
} strike out the words “Company E” and insert in lieu], / etc., That 1 : t 1 he 
t is “‘and quartermaster.” Soares 4 eee i a a ee ae ae : . 
: ike out the word “ fifty’ and insert in lieu thereof the oa hat ato, ghey ean d § ies tl ; a ; 
enty-four.” ee aa SVEITE OF the UeiteU Ss in . 
pay him a pension at the rate of $450 per mo 
endments were agreed to. now receiving ’ 
| as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor-| ‘The amendments recommended bv the co ( ( 


nendation. as follows: 

EGBERT J. OLDS. ee ae ee iin i 

t pension business was the bill (H. R. 3488) granting | the same line, after the word “lat i t ‘ y C. 
| Lane's | , \ 


se of pension to Egbert J. Olds. 


a4 I ine 7 I i 
s read, as follows: tm is ; ates 
| rhe amendments were agreed : 
ed, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
‘ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | ; Sa 
| able recoinmendaa 


and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Egbert 

of Company B, Thirty-seventh Regiment Massachusetts HORACE SAI R. 
infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per 
eu of that he is now receiving. 


ll was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
pil, 


The next pension business was the bill (Hl. R. 6533) granting 
a pension to Horace Salter 
The bill was read, as follows: 


WILLIAM SAPHAR. B enacted, ete., That = Secretary of the Int 


xt business was the bill (H. R. 9238) for the relief of | the provisions and limitations of the pensiot the 


v Saphar ; Salter, late of 3 


. teers. Mexican war, and pay ‘ e 4 ra } 
was read, as follows: ' at 
ted, etc. That William Saphar shall hereafter be held and The ame! rents rec ended bv the « 
have been honorably discharged from the military service eee ‘ 
i States as a private of Company F, Seventh Regiment | 28 follows 
‘s Veteran Volunteer Infantry, on the 14th day of Decem In line 7 stril ut “ M ert with M 
coe Seat Sh -atetl it fitt ; ‘ 
il was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- The amendments were agr 
I yn. rhe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 


WILLIAM W. DUDLEY. favorable recommendatio 
xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 17915) granting MARY ANN SHELLY. 
‘ ease of pension to William W. Dudley. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 11855) granting 
was read, as follows: 


an increase of pension to Mary A. Shelly. 


i, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is The bili was read, as follows: 
rized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to : : 7 
s and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
te of Nineteenth Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infantry, | hereby, authorized and directed to | n the 
and brevet brigadier-general, United States Volunteers, | the provisions and limitations of the | ' y A 
a pension at the rate of $100 per month in lieu of that | Shelly, widow of Bailey 5S! y, t ( i t 
ving. Indiana Volunteer Infantry, w vith Mex 
ndments recommended by the committee were read, wane canine then Sp wpa ceghanaian ad a 
1e amendments recommended y the committee were read, 
S, before the word “ Nineteenth,” strike out the word “of” | ° follows : 
_lieu thereof the word “ lieutenant-colonel.” | ( nge the initial “A.” in the lai nt’s name t : S 
‘ and 8 strike out the words “ brevet colonel and brevet | the tit 1 body of the » A 
neral, United States Volunteers.” I ine 7 ! Volunteer teo“4 inte 1 in the me line 
' 


strike out the words “one hundred” and insert in lieu | strike out “ Infantry 
word “ seventy-two.” In line 8 strike out “twenty” and insert “ twelve 


mendments were agreed to. The amendments were agreed to. 
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amended was ordered to be laid aside with a 


recommendation, 


The bill as 
favorabl 
DERSLICE, 


LIESTER 


A. VAN 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 12330) granting 
A. Van Derslice. 


an increase of pension to liester 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, « the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
reby, authorized d to place on the pension roll, subject to 
isions and ns of the pension laws, the name of Hester 





of Joseph H. Van Derslice, late captain, Four- 
ent United Sta Infantry, and pay her a pension at the 
30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


erslice, wi 





WILLIAM D. WILLIS. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16272) granting 


a pension to William D. Willis. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
D. Willis, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 

The smendment recommended by the committee was read, as 


follows 

In line 6, after “ Willis,” 
United States Artillery.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


insert “late of Battery A, Fourth Regiment 


MARY AMANDA NASH. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 16525) granting 


an increase of pension to M. A. Nash. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, aut! orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of M. A. 
Nash, widow of S. K. Nash, late of Company D, - Regiment North 


Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

Change the claimant's name in the title and body of the bill to 
* Mary Amanda Nash.” 

In line 6 change the initial “ S.”’ in the soldier’s name to “ Shepard.” 

In line 7, before “* Regiment,” insert “ First;" and in the same line 
change ** Volunteer” to * Volunteers”’ and after the same insert “ war 
with Mexico and in the same line strike out “ Infantry.” 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


BOLIVAR WARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17825) granting 
an increase of pension to Bolivar Ward. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Bolivar 
Ward, late of Company I, Separate Battalion of Missouri Mounted 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $40 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 


Interior be, and he is 
pension roll, subject to 


In line 8 strike out “ forty”’ and insert “ twenty.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
Che bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


ELIZA M. BUICE. 








The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17891) granting 
an increase of pension to Eliza M. Buice. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it , ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
M. Buice, widow of Elijah EF. Buice, late of C ompany —, ———— Regi- 
ment Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
sion at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The amendments recommended by the committee were read, as 


follow N 


In line 7 insert, before the word “ Regiment,” | “H, First” and after 


the word “ Regiment,” in the same line, inset *t Tenne ssee Mounted.” 
In line 8 strike out “ twenty "” and insert “ twelve. 
The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
imendation. 


SALLIE E. BLANDING. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17920) granting 
slanding. 


an increase of pension to Sallie E. 





The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be. ang », ; 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension rol]! ; 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of sa) 
Kk. Blanding, widow of Ormsby Blanding, late of Company |), 
Regiment South Carolina Volunteer Inf: intry, and pay her a 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now rece iving 

The amendments recommended by the committee were yposy . 
follows: 


In line 7 strike out “ South 


line insert, after ‘* Regiment,” 
In line 8, after “Infantry,” insert “war with Mexico,” 
same line strike out “thirty ’’ and insert “ twelve.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fay 
able recommendation. 
ANDREW C. 


Carolina Volunteer,” and in ¢ 
the words “ United States.” 


WOODARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17935) 
an increase of pension to Andrew C. Woodward. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he ; 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, ect t 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Andrew 
o. oe late of Capt. Melvin Hart’s company, - Regiment 
~- Volunteer Infantry, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a » nsion 
at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now receiy ; 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read. 9s 
follows 
Cusnain claimant's surname in the title and body of the Dill from 


Woodard.’ 
Melvin,” 


*‘ Woodward” to * 
In line 6 strike out “ 


and in the same line, after “ Hart's. 
insert ** independent.” 


In line 7 strike out “ Regiment” and “ Volunteer Infantry. Sem. 
inole,” and in the same line, after “‘ pany,” insert “ Florida Mounted 
Volunteers.” 

In line 8, before the word “ Indian,” insert “ Florida,” and in the 


” 


same line strike out “ thirty’’ and insert “ sixteen.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 
able recommendation. 


RHETTA FLORENCE TILTON. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 17940) 
ing a pension to Florence Tilton. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject t 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Fiorer 
Tilton, widow of Palmer Tilton, late first lieutenant Company (, Tw: 


grant- 





tieth Res giment United States Infantry, and pay her a pension at th 
rate of $30 per month. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 

Change the Christian name of the claimant where it appears in the 
title and body of the bill to “ Rhetta Florence.” 

In line 7 strike out “C ompany C.”’ 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ seventeen,” and add to the 
end of the bill the words “and $2 per month additional on account of 
the minor child of said Palmer Tilton until he reaches the age of 16 
years.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fay 
able recommendation. 


MARY A. MONTGOMERY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18034) grant- 
ing a pension to Mary A. Montgomery. 
The bill was read, as follows 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Buesihany of the Interior be, ard he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to oo on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
A. Montgomery, widow of Richard J. Montgomery, late of Company 








_ - Regiment — Volunteer Infantry, war with Mex 


pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month, 








The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 

In line 6 ama “ Richard ” to “ Ritchard.” aa 

In line 7 strike out “of Company —, aa Regiment - Volun- 
teer Infantry,’’ and in the same line, after “ late,” insert “ recruit, gen- 
eral service, United States Army.’ re 

In line 8 strike out “ twelve”’ and insert “ eight. 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor 
able recommendation. 

MARY M’FARLANE. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1807) unt- 
ing an increase of pension to Mary McFarlane. 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the oicietaien of the Interior be, ! > 18 
hereby, authorized and directed to ome on the pension rv aa 
the provisions and limitations. of the pension laws, the nat — 
McFarlane, widow of Anjin W. McFarlane, late of Capt a 
company, Alabama Volunteers, Indian war, and pay her a n é 


the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving 
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] 
amendments recommended by the committee were read, | The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
; ws! follows: 
6 change “Anjin” to “Anjer.” | In line 7 strike out * Elmo’s” and insert “ Elmore 
7 after “Alabama,” insert “* Mot d,”’ ¢ i > same line ae 
ar aft r Ala ima . insert | founted,” and in the same line, rhe amendment was agreed to. 
lunteers,” insert Florida. | Kw ; ‘ ‘ ‘ : ‘ 
s strike out “ thirty” and insert “ twelve.” | rhe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
mendments were agreed to. | able recommendation. 
bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- LUCY W. POWELL. 


ommendation. 














The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18402) granting 
rr 2ATTERSON | . : ‘ , 
MARY E. PATTERSON. | an increase of pension to Lucy W. Powell. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18106) granting The bill was read, as follows: 
rease of pension to Mary KE. Patterson. Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and | is 
ll was read, as follows: | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
. : . . the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Lucy 
enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | W. Powell, widow of Owen C. Powell, late of Company A, First Regi 
! uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | ment Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pen- 
‘ visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary | sion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receivin 
; tterson. widow of George W. Patterson, who under the name of a : ; oe, ae eet sales ee 
\\ on served as a private in Captain Newsom's company, Tay- rhe bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
ion, Middle Florida Mounted Volunteers, Florida Indian war, | mendation. 
a. a am orf ' » rate of $12 _ i ie 7 ‘ . 
her a pt nsion at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that ELIZABETH HATHAWAY. 
receiving. j 
rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, | Phe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18426) granting 
lows |} & pension to Elizabeth Hathaway. 
es 6 and 7 strike out “who under the name of W. Patterson | Phe bill was read, as follows: 
a private in” and insert in lieu thereof “late of.” Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
8 strike out “ Newsom's” and insert “D. P. F. Newsom's,” | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
» same line strike out “ Taylor's Battalion Middle.” the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of | i 
) strike out ** Mounted. | beth Hathaway, dependent mother of John Hathaway, late of ¢ pany 
amendments were agreed to. G, Thirty-fourth Regiment United States Infantry, war with Spain, and 


pay her a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 


bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with ¢ 
favorable recommendation. 


i) 


rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
| as follows: 
JOHN H. BROADWAY. In line 6 change “ John Hathaway ” to “ John C. Hathaway.” 

In line 8, before “ Infantry,” insert “ Volunteer 

The amendments were agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18262) granting | 
n increase of pension to John H. Broadway. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 








hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | BENJAMIN F. TUDOR. 
ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name o John | 1 os cil “ a? : , . : 

H. Broadway, late of Company E, First Regiment Tennessee Mounted | rhe ne xt p nsion busin ss was the bill (H. R. 18460) granting 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of | a pension to B. F. Tudor. 
$20 per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. The bill was read, as follows: 

rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, a8} Re it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he | 
follows: | hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subjéct to 

. a ae “ ” the ‘ovisions at imitations of e pension law he me of B , 
In line 6 strike out the letter “o” and insert the word “ of. 1e provisions and limitation the pension la cae 3 B. I 


Tudor (enlisted as Franklin Tutor), late of Company 
(he amendment was agreed to. Battalion, Walker's Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico 
rhe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a | 224 pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 

favorable recommendation. rhe amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 





MARTHA A. DUNLAP. 


Change the initial “ B.”” where it appears in claimant’s name in the 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18378) granting | “tle and body of the bill to“ Benjamin.” 

; : | In line 6 strike out “(enlisted as Franklin Tutor) 
an increase of pension to Martha A. Dunlap. In line 7 strike out “ Walker's.” 

‘he bill was read, as follows: | In line 9 strike out “ twenty ” and insert “ twelve.” 

Re it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | The amendments were agreed to. 7 : : / 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | rhe bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
t ovisions and limitations of the a laws, the name of Martha vorable recommendation. 

\. Dunlap, widow of John M. Dunlap, late of Bowman's company, 
J ment Georgia Volunteers, Indian war, and pay her a pension at RUDOLPH W. H. SWENDT. 


te of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
‘he amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
follows: 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18467) grantin 
| a pension to Rudolph W. H. Swendt. 
The bill was read, as follows 


y 
3 


ie 7, after the word “of,” insert “captain,” and in the same 


st » out * Regiment.” Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Inte ior be, and $ 
ine 8, before the word “ Indian,” insert “ Cherokee,” and in the | hereby. os and directed to place on the pension 1 mane’ ta 
ne strike out “‘ war” and insert “disturbance.” the provisions and limitations of the pension 12 e1 f Rud h 
: | W. H. Swendt, late of Company C, Fifth Regiment Tennessee \ ! 
‘he amendments were agreed to. | teer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at > 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a | $30 per month 
favorable recommendation. The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


as follows: 


PAULINE BIETRY. 


In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “* Volunteers,” nd in same 
he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18399) granting | strike out “Infantry.” si ; co 
an inerease of pension to Pauline Bietry. ee a ee cae "et ee ot Gt as ee eee 
he bill was read, as follows: | Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an tncreasé of 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | Sion to Rudolph W. H. Swendt 
iuthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to The amendments were agreed to. 
visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Pauline The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
widow of John Bietry, late of Company G, First Regiment oo res ndation 
in Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the vorable recommendation. 
Sl: per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. SAMUEL C. DEAN. 





e bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- The next pension business was the bill (IH. R. 18469) g1 , 
lation : z ie ; 7 ? a " S 
= : | a pension to Samuel C. Dean. 
ELMIRA M. GAUSE. The bill was read, as follows: 

next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18400) granting | Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of t Inter nd he is 
{ rease of pension to Elmira M. Gause. hereby, aut! ——e _ Girected to eee wee Se 
L sy . . } the provisions an mitations S I n = | 
ill was read, as follows: C. Dean, late of Company G, Third Re Ohio \ laces. was 

t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $50 ! 
authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 


visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Elmira 
e, widow of Edward A. Gause, late of Captain Elmo’s company, | 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate In line 7, after ‘“* Mexico,” insert “‘and Company I, Second Regiment 
er month in lieu of that she is now receiving. | California Volunteer Cavalry. 


as follows: 
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Add to the end of the bill the words “in lieu of that he is now | 
receiving.”’ 
Amend the title so as to read: “A bill granting an increase of pen- | 
mn to Samuel C. Dean.” 
rhe amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- 
yorable recommendation. | 
| 
M. BELLE MAY. | 
The next pension busine ss was the bill (H. R. 18505) granting | 
' | 
cre f pension to M. Belle May. 
Phe bill y 3 read, Sees 
it « ed, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
he vy, aut ized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
t ovisi and limitat of the pension laws, the name of M. Belle 
M widoy f Henry May, late captain and quartermaster, United 
S s Volunteers, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month 
ot that I recelyipng 
rhe amendment recommended by the committee was read, as | 
follow 
. . . . . | 
ke out the word “ Volunteers,” in line 7, and insert in lieu thereof | 
the rd Army 
N Tl 1iment was agreed to. | 
‘i bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
i able recommendation. | 
HUGH R. RUTLEDGE. 
The next pension business was the bill (Ht. R. 18510) granting | 
an increase of pension to Hugh R. Rutledgs 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 
B t , etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
] zed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
visions and Tit nitations of the pension laws, the name of Hugh 
at rgeon, war ' with Mexico, and pay him a pension at 
$20 per month in “uu of that he is now receiving. 
ndments re nena by the committee were read, 
( I l .” in t “assistant;”’ in the same line, after 
insert “‘ United States Army.” 
} 
ments were agreed to. 
bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
mendation. 
B ANGELINE R. LOMAX, 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18539) granting 
increase of pension to Angeline R. Lomax. 
Che bill id, as follow: 
t etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ed and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
i mitations « the pension laws, the name of An 
] widow of William A. Lomax, late of Palmetto Regi- 
Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
f $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re- 
t recommended by the committee was read, as 
It 7 fore the word “ Palmetto,” insert “ Company B.”’ 
rl} lment was agreed to. 
he bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
SARAH ANN DAY. 
rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18542) granting 
an increase of pension to Sarah 1 Day 
The bill w read, as follows 
ected, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
j 1 directed to place on the pension r subject to 
nd limitations of the pension laws, the ns of Sarah 
\ widow of Lloyd Day, late of the Maryland Milit 2, war of 
a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that 
ents recommended by the committee were read, as 
1 6 the w l * and in the same line, after “late 
( s Hamilton’s, McEldry’s, and Lieutenant Black- 
I 7 ee nd,” insert ** Volunteer.” 
i I S strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ twenty-four.” 
e amendments were agreed to. 
e | sa nded was ordered to be laid aside with a fa- | 
\ ble recommendation. 
WILLIAM D. DROWN. 
ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 18551) granting 
i ase of pension to William D. Drown. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
etc., That the Sec retary of the Interior be, and he Is | 
r 1 and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
sior nd | tations of the pension laws, the name rw. RD 
te f Cor iny I, Second Regiment United States Dragoons, 
we M nd pay 1 pension at the rate of $30 per month | 
n lieu of 1 e is w rect 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were 


follows: . = 
Change claims int’s name in the title and body of the bill to « \ 
D. Drown.’ 


In line 8 strike out “ thirty” and insert “ twenty.” 
The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wit! 


vorable recommendation. 


ALLAMANZA M. HARRISON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18572) 


an increase of pension to Allamanza M. Harrison. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, si 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
manza M. Harrison, widow of William Harrison, iate of Con 
Santa Fe Battalion Missouri Mounted Volunteer Infantry, y 


Mexico, and pay her a pension at the rate of $16 per month in 


th 


f¢ 


li 


1at she is now receiving. 
The amendment recommended by the committee was r 
lows: 

In line 8 add the letter “‘s” to the letters “ teer,’ 
ne strike out “sixteen” and insert “ twelve.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be 


and in t 


laid aside wit! 


vorable recommendation. 


JOHN M. QUINTON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18578) « 
I 


an increase of pension to John M. Quinton. 


he 
tl 





The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it 


enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, ar 
directed to place on the pension roll, s 
provisions and limitations of the pension laws. the nar 

Cuinton, late of Company H, Fourth Regiment Kentucky, V 
try, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rat: 


month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


sreby, authorized and 


1e 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 
follows: 

In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers;” and in t 
line strike out “ Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wit! 
vorable recommendation. 


WILLIAM LAWRENCE. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18605) 


an increase of pension to William Lawrence. 


he 


+} 


The bill was read, as follows: 

it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
reby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
1e provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name 
Kentucky \ 


Be 








Lawrence, late of Company E, Third Regiment \ 
Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the 1 
per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


fe 


line 


The amendment recommended by the committee was 
lows: 
In “ Volunteers ;” and in 


line 7 change Volunteer ” to 


strike out “ Infantry.” 
The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside w 


vorable recommendation. 


ELIZABETH A. ANDERSON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 186 


2 


lai) £ 


an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. Anderson. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the nam 
eth A. Ande rson, widow of Antonio Anderson, late seam 
States revenue cutter Erving, United States Navy, war wit 
and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu oi 
is now receiving 


The amendments recommended by the committee wer 


as follows: 


J 


ve 


il 


ames Campbell, 


In line 7 
In line 8, 


strike out “ Erving” and insert “ Ewing.” 

after “ Mexico,” insert “also seaman, United St 
Crawford, Miami, and Ewing, United States 
In line 9 strike out “ thirty ” and insert “ sixteen.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside wil 
rable recommendation. 

JENNIE F. BELDING. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18655) 
ig an increase of pension to Jennie F. Belding 


The bill was read, as follows: 
Be 


it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, a! 
hereby, anthertana and directed to place on the pension roll, su 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name « 
F. Belding, widow of Wallace J. Belding, late of Company 


I 


1 


17 


Ai, 




























































1906. 


t Pennsylvania Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay | 
ension at the rate of $12 per monéh in lieu of that she is now 





ill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- | 
rion. 


ELIZABETH THOMAS. 


ext pension business was the bill (H. R. 18651) grant- 
nerease of pension to Elizabeth Thomas. 
bill was read, as follows: 


racted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza 
s, widow of Dudley Thomas, late of Company K, Second | 
Missouri Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her | 
1 at the rate of $16 per month in lieu of that she is now 


endment recommended by the committee was read, as 
» § strike out “ sixteen ”’ and insert “ twelve.” 
amendment was agreed to. 

ll as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
ommendation. 


ROBERT D. GARDNER. | 


} 
‘xt pension business was the bill (H. R. 18654) 
nerease of pension to R. D. Gardner. 
ll was read, as follows: 
racted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of R. D. 
late of Capt. J. F. Preston's company, First Regiment Vir- 
lunteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
mendments recommended by the committee were read, 


~ 


grant- 


the initial “ R.” In the claimant's name where it appears in 
d the body of the bill, to * Robert.” 

6 strike out the initials “J. F.,” and in the same line, after 

s,” insert ‘“* Grenadiers.”” In the same line strike out “ com- 


amendments were agreed to. 
ll as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
Q ommendation. 


LOUISA C. GIBSON. 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18696) 

se of pension to Louisa C. Gibson. 

was read, as follows: 

enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
mns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Louisa 
( , widow of Ralph J. Gibson, late of Company K, Second Regi 
’ ssippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a 
at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now re 


granting 


amendment recommended by the committee was read, 


7 and § strike out the words “ Volunteer Infantry” and in 


ord “ Volunteers.’ 

nendment was agreed to. 
ill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with 
ommendation. 


a favor- 


MARTHA L. BEESLEY. 
next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18697) granting 
ise of pension to Martha L. Beasely. 
bill was read, as follows: 
acted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Martha 
, widow of J. 8S. Beasely, late of Company K, First Regiment 
inteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


nendments recommended by the committee were read, 





the claimant’s surname where it appears in the title and the 
the bill to “ Beesley.” 

G change the soldier’s name to “ John S. Beesley.” 

7 strike out “Infantry” and insert “ Foot Riflemen.”’ 

nendments were agreed to. 
ill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 

mmendation. 

WILLIAM C, MAHAFFEY. 
— 


next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18730) 
se of pension to W. C. Mahaffey. 
il was read, as follows: 
cted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
ithorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


granting 


ns and limitations of the pension laws, the name of W 
late of Company K, Third Regiment Kentucky Volunteer 
war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of 


nonth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments 


as follows: 





Change the initial “ W.” where it appears 
title and body of the bill to “ W ! : 

in line 6 strike out “KK” and ins 

In line 7 strike out the words “ Volunteer Inf 
word * Volunteers.’ 

In line 8 strike out the word “ twent 


“twenty.” 


The amendments were agreed to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside 1 


able recommendation. 
ISAAC HOWARD. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 








an increase of pension to Isaac Howard. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Re it ena ted, etc., That the Seere of the | 
hereby, thorized and directed t } 
the provisions and limitation of tl sion 
Howard, late of Comry j vice \ ‘ 
teers, war with Mexico, a y im a pension 
month tin lieu of that he is I ivis 





The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a fav 
mendation. 
COLI 


WILLIAM H. GATE, 


The 
an increase of pension to W. H. Colegate. 





The bill was read, as follows 

3e it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of 
hereby, author and directed to pl on the | sion 
the provisions and limitations of the pension lay 
Colegate, late of attle ship Colum! United S te n 
Mexico, and pay him a pe i t of S20 
that he is now receiving 

The amendments recommended by the committee 


follows e 


Change the initial “ W.,.”” where it apy 3 in the cl 
the title and body of the bill, to “ Willia 

In line 6 strike out the words “ of ittie:”’ and int 
‘late,” insert *“landsman, United S 


The amendments were agreed to 
The bill as amended was ordered to be | 
able recommendation. 






WILLIAM C. M’ROY. 

The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 15 
an increase of pension to William C. Meh 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of ft] 
hereby, authorized and directed to | e on 1 
the provisions and li tations of the pen | 
liam C. MeRoy, late vy BE, First Regi 
\ inteer Infantry, war with Mexic nd pay 
rate of $30 per month in lieu of that he is now 

The amendment recommended by the « tt 
follows : 

In line 8 strike out “ thirty and insert “ twe 

The amendment was agreed to 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside 


able recommendation. 


JAMES E. BANE‘ 


ess was the bill (H.R 


The next pension busi 


an increase of pension to James E. Ran 

The bill was read, as follows 

Be it enacted, et rhat the S etary of the Int 
hereby, authorized and directed 
the provisions and limitations « the nsio 
E. Raney, late of company, First Regimer rs 
Infantry. war with Mexico, and 
per month in lieu of that he is now 





next pension business was the bill (H. R. 187 


recommended by the committee 


The amendments recommended by the « tt 
as follows: 
In line 6, after “late of,” insert “ Captain Fri 
In line 8 strike out “thirty” and sert 
The amendments were agreed t 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid asi: 
able recommendation. 
ELIZA JANE WI IERSPOON. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 1 
an increase of pension to Eliza Jar Witl Spd 
The bill was read, as follows 
Re it enacted, et Chat tl Se 
hereby, authorized and dire 1 to t 
| VISIONS nd imitations of the pens q 
lane Witherspoon, widow of G McC. With 00! 
Carolina Mounted Infantry, | da Indian war ly 
‘at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that she is »W 


6729 


. 1 
e ad 
t » 
e rec 
ry 
d S 
‘ 1 
s re ad. 
Lil a 
, ° 
S30 
. } ! 
, . 
, 
» l 
ension 
iving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows: 


In line 7, after “late of,” insert ‘ Captain Gibson’s company;” and 
in the line, after “‘ Mounted,” insert ‘“‘ Volunteer.” 

In line 8 strike out “ twenty ” and insert “ twelve.” 

The amendments were agreed to. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
SOPHIE PARKER. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18822) granting 


s. 


an increase of pension to Sophie 8S. Parker. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Sophia 


S. Parker, widow of Newton O. Parker, late of Company A, First Ore- 
gon Mounted Volunteers, Indian wars, and pay her a pension at the 


rate of $ 





5 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 
The amendments recommended by the committee were read, 
as follows 


Change the spelling of claimant's Christian name where it appears 


in the title and body of the bill to ‘‘ Sophie.” | 
In line 7, after the word “ First,” insert “‘ Regiment;’ and in the 
same line, after “ Volunteers,” insert ‘‘ Oregon and Washington Terri- | 
tory.” 
In line 8 strike out “‘ twenty-five’’ and insert “ twelve.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
JOSEPH H. WEAVER. 


an increase of pension to Joseph H. Weaver. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Joseph 
li. Weaver, late of First Regiment Mississippi Mounted Volunteers, 


war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month | 


in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
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The amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 


as follows: 

In line 6, after “late of,” insert ‘Company B.” In the same line 
strike out “ Mississippi’ and insert ‘ Missouri.” 
In line 7, after ** Mexico,” insert “and Company H, Eleventh Regi- 

ment Kansas Volunteer Cavalry.” 
In line 8 strike out “twenty ” and insert “ thirty.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 


| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s 


| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject { 
‘rhe next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18862) granting | 
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the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 
A. Boswell, widow of William B. Boswell, late of Company «. 
Regiment North Carolina Volunteer Infantry, and pay her a yx 
the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were 


I 


: ud, 
as follows: 
In line 7 change “ Volunteer” to “ Volunteers ;” and in lines 7 ana eg 
strike out “ Infantry.” 
In line 8 insert before the word “and” the words “ war with X- 
” 


ico;’’ and in the same line strike out “ thirty 
The amendments were ggreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayop. 
able recommendation. 


and insert “ tw: 


JOHN W. WARD. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18966) granting 
a pension to John W. Ward. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and 


t he is 


| the provisions and limitations of the —- laws, the name of John W 
Ward, late of Fourteenth Company United States Coast Artill and 


pay him a pension at the rate of $12 per month. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
ELIZABETH A. M’KAY. 


The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 19001) granting 
an increase of pension to Elizabeth A. McKay. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he js 


the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of 


Lliza 
beth A. McKay, widow of Daniel A. McKay, late of Company ©, First 
Regiment Mississippi Volunteer Infantry, war with Mexico, and pay 


her a pension at the rate of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now 
receiving. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, 
follows: 


In line 7 change “‘ Volunteer ”’ to “ Volunteers; ” 
strike out “ Infantry.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a fayor- 


as 


and in the same line 


| able recommendation. 


MARY E. BRONAUGH. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1223) granting a 


| pension to Mary E. Bronaugh. 


The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- | 


able recommendation. 


ALEXANDER W. CARRUTH. 


The bill was read, as follows: 


«Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 


| hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Mary 
E. Bronaugh, widow of William V. Bronaugh, late lieutenant-com 


: The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18887) granting | 
| per month. 


an increase of pension to Alexander W. Carruth. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is | 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to | 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Alex- 


ander 
Re 
and pay 


is now 


W. 


riment 


Carruth, late of Capt. James O. Fuqua’s company, Sixth 
Second Brigade, Louisiana Volunteers, war with Mexico, 
him a pension at the rate of $20 per month in lieu of that he 
receiving. 


The amendments recommended by the committee were read, | 


as follows: 
In line 8 change “ James” to the initial “ J.” 
In line 7 strike out “* Second Brigade.” 


The amendments were agreed to. 
The billas amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
able recommendation. 
ELIZA MAYS. 
The next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18930) 


J. 


granting 








mander, United States Navy, and pay her a pension at the rate of $30 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 
HENRY SISTRUNK. 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 1 
pension to Henry Sistrunk. 
The bill was read, as follows: 


moO 


(o9) granting a 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
| the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name Ifenry 


| Sistrunk, 


late of Capt. L. G. *Lesley’s company, Florida Volunteers, 


| Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $12 


month. 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follows: 

In line 8 strike out “twelve” and insert “eight;” it being the uni 
form rule of the committee not to recommend a rating in excess of that 

| which would be allowed the claimant under the general law. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with « fayor- 

| able recommendation. 
LISANIA JUDD. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 8738) granting an 
increase of pension to Lisania Judd. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, > Is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, s to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of it 
Judd, widow of Hiram Judd, late of Company E, Mormon 1} ; 


an increase of pension to Eliza J. Mays. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Eliza | 
J. Mays, widow of Willia Mays, late of Captain Johnson's company, 
Colonel Hay's regiment, Texas Mounted Volunteers, war with Mexico, | 

pay her a pension at the rate of $30 per month in lieu of that she 
Is now recelving 

The amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
follow 

In line 9 strike out “ thirty ’’ and insert ‘ twelve.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

The billas amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 


able recommendation. 


MIMA A. BOSWELL. 
The next pension business was the bill (HW. R. 18935) granting 
an increase of pension to Mima A. Boswell. 
The bill was read, as follows: 
B t enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
hereby, orized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 





Iowa Volunteers, war with Mexico, and pay her a pension at 
of $12 per month in lieu of that she is now receiving. 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorab! 
mendation. 


WILLIAM H. SWEENEY. 


The next pension business was the bill (8. 2194) gr g a 
pension to William H. Sweeney. 

The bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, 
hereby, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, § 


is 


t to 











visions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
e ir., late first lieutenant and adjutant First Regiment Colo 
‘r Infantry, war with Spain, and pay him a pension at 
» of $30 per month. 
hill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
} intion,. 





WILLIAM H. H. ROBINSON. 
next pension business was the bill (S. 5349) granting an | 

» of pension to William H. H. Robinson. | 

e bill was read, as follows: 
| 


t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 

thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

; and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 

i. Robinson, late of Captain Mower’s company, First Regiment IIli- 

\ nteers, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate 
) per month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 


bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom 


dation, 





n 





JAMES F. AMIS. 


» next pension business was the bill (S. 4488) granting an | 


ease of pension to James F. Amis. 
rhe bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
\uthorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
1 ons and limitations of the pension laws, the name of James 
F. A lute of Company E, Sixteenth Regiment United States Infantry, 
W y Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per month 
in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 


WILLIAM I. BREWER. 


The next pension business was the bill (S. 5659) granting an 
e of pension to William I. Brewer. 
The bill was read, as follows: 

t enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
! y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
t ovisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
I. Brewer, late of Company D, First Regiment Indiana Volunteer Infan- 
try, war with Mexico, and pay him a pension at the rate of $20 per 
nth in lieu of that he is now receiving. 
The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
1endation. 


WILLIAM O. CLARK, 
The next pension business was the bill (S. 5536) granting a 
nsion to William O. Clark. 
Che bill was read, as follows: 
it enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 


he 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of William 
( rk, late of Captain Sisson’s company, Illinois Mounted Volunteers, 


Black Hawk Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of $8 per 
month ° 

The bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 
mendation. 

ISAAC Le. DUGGAR. 

The next pension business was the bill (S. 5670) granting an 

rease of pension to Isaac L. Duggar. 

rhe bill was read, as follows: 

Be it enacted, ete., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
l y, authorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 
the provisions and limitations of the pension laws, the name of Isaac 
L. Duggar, late of Lieutenant Addison’s company, Florida Mounted 


nteers, Seminole Indian war, and pay him a pension at the rate of 
er month in lieu of that he is now receiving. 

amendment recommended by the committee was read, as 
ollows: 


line & strike out the word “twenty” and insert in lieu thereof 


ord “ sixteen.” 

amendment was agreed to. 

Che bill as amended was ordered to be laid aside with a favor- 
recommendation. 


he 


PHILO E. DAVIS. 
‘he next pension business was the bill (H. R. 18910) 
ncrease of pension to Philo E. Davis. 
' bill was read, as follows: 


i 


granting 


enacted, etc., That the Secretary of the Interior be, and he is 
thorized and directed to place on the pension roll, subject to 

visions and limitations of the pensions laws, the name of Vhilo 

late of Company I, One hundredth Regiment New York Vol 

infantry, and pay him a pension at the rate of $30 per month in 

that he is now receiving. 

bill was ordered to be laid aside with a favorable recom- 


‘ 


ition. 
- SULLOWAY. Mr. Chairman, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bills and amendments to the House 





recommendation that the amendments be agreed to, and | 


the 


bills—some with and some without amendments—do 


motion was agreed to. 
committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
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sumed the chair, Mr. Capron, Chairman of the Con ttee of the 
Whole House, reported that the Committee had had under con 
sideration bills on the Private Calendar and di ed | ) 
report the same—some with and some without amend 
with a recommendation that the amendments be agre t nd 
the bills as amended do pass. 
THOMAS GARRATT, 
The next business was the bill (H. R. 18236) granting an 


increase of pension to Thomas Garrett, reported from the ¢ 
| mittee of the Whole with the following amendments 
In line 6 strike out the word “ Garrett" and insert in lieu the of 
the word * Garratt 
In same line strike out the word “ First” and ins« n lieu thereof 
the word “ Sixteenth.” 
The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. Capron). The question is 


on agreeing to the amendments. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker pro tempore an- 
nounced that the ayes appeared to have it 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Did the gentleman from Miss- 


issippi | Mr. WILLIAMS] address the Chair? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I did address the Chair. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. But the gentleman 
the Chair while sitting in his place. 


addressed 


Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman now addresses the Chair 
while standing. and while the gentleman does that he would 
like to remind the Chair of the fact that the Chair has been 
recognizing an imaginary Member who must have been sitting 
for about a half hour. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the 
gentleman from Mississippi is too modest when he calls him- 
self an imaginary Member. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. But it is not this real Member, but some 


imaginary Member who has been making imaginary motions to 
the Chair, and which the Chair has been in imagination enter- 
taining now for about a half hour. Now, then, I call for a divi- 
sion upon the amendments to the pending bill. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Upon the motion to adopt the 
committee amendments, the gentleman from [ Mr. 
WILLIAMS] demands a division. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the Chair kindly inform us what the 
amendments are? 

The SPEAKER 
amendments. 

The amendments were again read. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 
the amendments. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 67, noes 11. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, no quorum. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The gentleman from Mississippi 


Mississippi 


pro tempore. The Clerk will report the 


makes the point of order that there is no quorum, and the 
Chair will count. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
order that the gentleman did not make a point of order, but 
simply in an interlocutory way suggested to the Chair that 
there was no quorum, and made no point—in an imaginar 
way, I would say. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair thinks that the g« 
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS] has proceeded it 
| parliamentary way. The Chair will ask the gentleman from 
Mississippi if he will withhold his point of order to receive a 
message from the Senate? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. In a moment. I merely want to remind 
the Chair of the singular absence of information about the word 
“interlocutory ” existing in the mind of the gentleman from 
Connecticut |[Mr. Hii]. The exact language of “the gent! n 
from Mississippi ” was, “I make the point ot order that there 
| is no quorum present.” I would advise the gentleman to get 
| his Connecticut in range with his English. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I s ply suggest 
that the gentleman did not make the remark that | 1e 
| point of order. He simply said, “ No quorum.” 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Does the gent n fi Mis 
| sissippi renew his point of order? 

| Mr. WILLIAMS. I just held it in abeyance while the report 
was being made. It has never been withdrawn 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The Chair will unt After 
counting.| There is a quorum present, the Chair | g nd 
| 198 Members by actual count; and the amendment is agreed to 
The Clerk will report the next ndment 

| The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out “ thirty’ and insert “ twenty 

| The SPEAKER pro tempore. The question is on agreeing to 


the amendment. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was 


agreed to. 
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The bill as amended was ordered to be engrossed for a third | 


reading; a 
time, and pa 
The title w 


HOUSE BILLS WITH AMENDMENTS. 

In the following House bills, reported from the Committee of 
the Whole with amendments, the amendments were agreed to; 
and the bills as amended were ordered to be engrossed for a | 
third readir 


H. R. 1126 
H. Van Cam] 


Lo: 


in; 


LH. R. 14678. 


H. R. 16998. 


Curtis ; 
H. R. 17171 
D. Turley ; 
H. R. G12. 
If. Kohler (4 
H. R. 18486 
EF. Walker ; 


H. R. 16492. 


ssed. 
as amended as recommended by the committee. 


g, read the third time, and passed: 
. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
I 


A bill granting an increase of pension to John M. 


A bill granting a pension to James A. Boggs; 

A bill granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jackson 
A bill granting an inerease of pension to George 
itle amended ) ; 

3, A bill granting an increase of pension to William 


1d being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third Lewis Bernard Breighner ; 





May 11, 





H. R. 18052. A bill granting an increase of pension to | 


in 
H. R. 17340. A bill granting a pension to Julia Walz: 
H. R. 17590. A bill granting an increase of peusion to Jaco) 
Woodruff ; 
H. R. 18039. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
| W. Stephens; 
H. R. 18239. A bill granting an increase of pension to Brvant 
| Brown; 
H. R. 17772. A bill granting a pension to John W. 1 
(title amended) ; 
H.R. 18561. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Skeans ; 
| H.R.17637. A bill granting an increase of pension to. G: ler 
K. Haskell; 
H. R. 18367. A bill granting an increase of pension to hn 
Wilkinson: 
H.R. 179388. A bill granting an increase of pension to C ssa 
L. Downing (title amended) ; 
H.R. 17872. A bill granting an increase of pension to A. p. 
Metcalfe (title amended) ; 
H. R. 18319. A bill granting an increase of pension to N: n 
Kinnison ; 
H. R. 7589. A bill granting an increase of pension to Rol) A, 
Scott: 
H.R. 9828. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Broughton: 
H. R. 8852. A bill granting a pension to Frederick W. 
H. R. 18116. A bill granting an increase of pension to (ireen 
Evans; 
H. R. 1420. A bill for the relief of John Nay; 
H. R. 7244. A bill granting an increase of pension to sto- 
pher S. Guthrie; 
H. R. 5560. A bill granting an increase of pension to [lenry 
Chubb; 
H. R. 4715. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jolin H. 


Whiting ; 
H. R. 4161 
Beatty ; 
H. R. 3572. 
amended) ; 
H. BR. 3351. 
amended ) ; 
H. R. 2237. 
Poole (title 
H. R. 1788. 
D. Christy ; 


. A bill granting an increase of pension to Robert 
A bill granting a pension to William L. Riley (tit! 


A bill granting a pension to George King (title 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Martin 
amended ) ; 


A bill granting an increase of pension to \W um 


H. R. 1650. A bill granting an increase of pension to Frank B. 
| Watkins; 

H. R. 1247. A bill granting an increase of pension to Columbus 
| Botts: 

H.R.1178. A bill granting a pension to Herman Buckthall 


(title amended) ; 
H. R. 1034. A bill granting an increase of pension to John D. 


| Logan (title amended) ; 


H.R. 1488. A bill granting an increase of pension to Oliver T. 
Sn ith: 

Il. R. 7147. A bill granting an increase of pension to Bronson 
Rothrock ;: 

i. R. 8243. A bill granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Anderson 

ii. R. 2092. A bill granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
Me. Hill; 

It. R. 3222. A bill granting an inerease of pension to George 
Merrill 

Hi. R. GS7S. A bill granting a pension to Lucy Brown; 

H.R. 7535. A bill granting an increase of pension to John §&. 
Moore (title amended) ; 

11. R. 6774. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Platt ; 

Hl. R. 6205. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lucy E. | 
Engler 

Hi. R. G190. A bill granting an increase of pension to John J. | 
Schneller ; 

H.R. 40956. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Bryant; 

H.R. 8588. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Riggin;: 

H.R. 9609. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jesse M. 
Auchmutz ; 

I. R. S736. A bill granting an increase of pension to Lowell 
Mason Maxham (title amended) ; 

Ii. R. 18698. A bill granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
Kelly ; 

R. 7836. A bill granting a pension to Alexander G. Patton 

iT e a ( iwied): 

ee !. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Sno 

I. R. 10865. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 
le Caldwell 

{. R. 15149. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ida L. | 
Martin; 

H.R. 13824. A bill granting an increase of pension to Noah 
Myers (title amended) ; 

Hf. R. 18093. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Watson; 

Hf. R. 6422. A bill granting a pension to Anthony Van Siyke 
(title amended) ; 

H. R. 17210. A bill granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Vertner (title amended) ; 

H. R.16109. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Cline; 


H. R. 15104. 


Kk. Owens: 
H. R. 9844. 
Brick ; 
H. R. 6208. 


I>. Connor (t 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
A bill granting an increase of pension to John J. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
tle amended a 


If. R. 16915. A bill granting an increase of pension to Orange 
Bugbee; 

H. R. 18356. A bill granting an increase of pension to W. A. 
Custer (title amended) ; 

If. R. 18524. A bill granting an increase of pension to Julius 
Rector ; 

Hi. R. 18560. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Hamilton 

Hf. It. 18249. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hiram 


G. Hunt; 


H. R. 9248. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph A. 
Bernard (title amended) ; 

H. R. 10794. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
Schultz ; 

H. R. 13069. A bill granting an increase of pension to [Friend 
S. Esmond ; 

H. R. 12971. A bill granting an increase of pension to Matthew 
H. Brandon ; 


H. R. 12879. A bill granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
erine Myers (title amended) ; 

H. R. 17445. A bill granting an increase of pension to \ m 
H. Farrell; 

H. R. 2785. A bill granting an increase of pension to M ret 
Bonynge; 

H. R. 17922. A bill granting an increase of pension to ‘Tliomas 
D. Adams; 

H. R. 17999. A bill granting an increase of pension to S:muel 
Yehl; 

H. R. 18041. A bill granting an increase of pension to \\ m 


R. Hiner ; 

H. R. 8795. A bill granting an increase of pension to ©. A. A. 
yardner (title amended) ; 

H. R. 9862. A bill granting an increase of pension to \\ i 
B. Warren; 

H. R. 9531. A bill granting an increase of pension to ra 
Rogers ; 

H. R. 10395. A bill granting an increase of pension to * en 
Cundiff ; 

H. R. 17466. A bill granting an increase of pension to J 
P. Hall; 














18076. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
rtley ; 


18135. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benedict 


18724. A bill granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
( ° . : Ess 
18447. A bill granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
G : 
2943. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
g a: 
2149. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hannah 
R S3 : P 
iSi84. A bill granting an increase of pension to John J. 
8105. A bill granting an increase of pension to John A. 
I : ‘ , a 
‘7. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
| 
os. A bill granting a pension to Clay Riggs (title 
5165. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
542. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
{ 
% A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
\ 
29. A bill granting an increase of pension to David 
i41. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
(title amended ) ; 
i7171. A bill granting an increase of pension to David 
595. A bill granting a pension to James Russell Hicks 
( uended) > 
252. A bill granting an increase of pension to Adam 
lL) 
565. A bill granting an increase of pension to George 
H ion (title amended) ; 
77. A bill granting a pension to Isabel Newlin: 
126. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
IK e; 
kt. 18959. A bill granting an increase of pension to Albert 
IN678. A bill granting an increase of pension to Evans 
18038. A bill granting an increase of pension to E. W. 
tle amended) ; 
¢. 18355. A bill granting an inerease of pension to Rachael 
005. A bill granting a pension to Gideon M. Burriss; 
7528. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edgar 
17346. A bill granting an increase of pension to Newton 
i25, A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
G (title amended ) ; 
iS310. A bill granting an increase of pension to Virgil A. 
T 
18509. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ellen L. 
S 
IS976. A bill granting an increase of pension to Nelson 
a Y n; 
(. 17476. A bill granting an increase of pension to Henry 
I8702. A bill granting an increase of pension to Edward 
16188. A bill granting a pension to Edward C. Bowers: 
i. o0L1. A bill granting a pension to Edward D. Lockwood 
(t ended) : 
16842. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
iburgh ; 
(496. A bill granting an increase of pension to Thomas 
l) (title amended) ; 
. lo2ss. A bill granting an increase of pension to Benja- 
Finieal ; 
15613. A bill granting an increase of pension to William 
V bs: 


iS445. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
montree ; 
11457. A bill granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
tre (title amended) ; 
10828. A bill granting a pension to 
( mended ) ; 
‘. 12536. A bill granting an increase of pension to Marga- 
Montgomery ; 


Michael Lennon 
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H. R. 11057. A bill granting an increase of pension to Le 


\W 
J. Post; 
H. R. 8894. A bill granting an increase of pension to James C. 
Strong; 
H. R. 8817. A bill granting an increase of pension to C i 
Latham (title amended) ; 
H. R. 8232. A bill granting an increase of pension to James M 


Jared; 
H. R. 18628. A bill granting an increase of pension to Willian 








i 
E. Chambers ; 
H. R. 6596. A bill granting an increase of pension to A. Q 
Huffman (title amended) ; 
H. R. 5040. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Montgomery ; 
H. R. 6505. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary C 
Chapman ; 
H. R. 5958. A bill granting an increase of pension to Allen L. 
Garwood ; 
H. R. 6059. A bill granting an increase of pension to E 
Hanes; 
H. R. 1614. A bill granting an increase of pension to Ja H. 
Lynch; 
H. R. 1736. A bill granting an increase of pension to C! 
A. Walker; 
H. R. 2265. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hu ! 
J. Van Scoter; 
H. R. 2247. A bill granting an increase of pensiot Ant 
Sanspeur ; 
H.R. 17915. A bill granting an increase of to W 
liam W. Dudley ; 
H. R. 17809. A bill granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Chase ; 
H. R. 4597. A bill granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Ellison; 
H. R. 6538. A bill granting a pension to Horace Salter; 
H. R. 11855. A bill granting an increase of pensik » Mar 
A. Shelly (title amended) ; 
H. R. 16272. A bill granting a pension to William D. Willis; 
H. R. 16525. A bill granting an increase of pension to M. A 
Nash (title amended) : 
H. R. 17825. A bill granting an increase of pension B 
Ward; 
H. R. 17891. A bill granting an increase of pens » FE) M 
Buice; 
H. R. 17920. A bill granting an increase of » Ss 
E. Blanding; 
H. R. 17935. A bill granting an increase of pension to And 
C. Woodward (title amended) ; 
H. R. 17940. A bill granting a pension to Florence ‘' mn 
(title amended) ; 
H. R. 18034. A bill granting a pension to Mar A. Mo 
gomery ; 
H. R. 18073. A bill granting an increase of pens 
McFarlane ; 
H. R. 18106. A bill granting an increase of nsion to M: Lb 
Patterson ; 
H. R. 18262. A bill granting an increase of ‘ to J I 
Broadway ; 
H. R. 18378. A bill granting an increase of pe o M: 
A. Dunlap; 
H. R. 18400. A bill granting an increase of ] » El 
M. Gause. 
H. R. 18426. A bill granting a pen to El h Hatl 
(title amended) ; 
H. R. 18460. A bill granting a pension to B. F. Tudor ( 
amended) ; 
H. R. 18467. A bill granting a pension to Ruck W. H 
Swendt (title amended) ; 
H. R. 18469. A bill granting a pension to Samuel C. De 
(title amended) ; 
H. R. 18505. A bill granting an increase of sion M. Be 
May; 
H. R. 18510. A bill granting an increase of » Hu R 
Rutledge: 
H. R. 18539. A bill granting an increase of p m to Ang 
R. Lomax; 
H. R. 182. A bill granting an increase of pe » Ss h 
Ann Day; 
H. R. 18551. A bill granting an increase of pensie Ww. Ee 
Drawn (title amended) ; 
H. R. 18572. A bill granting an increase of sion to Alla- 
manza M. Harrison ; 
H. R. 18573. A bill granting an increase of pension to John M. 





Quinton ; 
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H. 2. i8605. A bill granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam Lawrence; 

H.R. 18627. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth A. Anderson; 

H.R. 18651. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Thomas; 

H.R. 18654. A bill granting an increase of pension to R. D. 


Gardner (title amended) ; 

H. R. 18696, A bill granting 
C. Gibson: 

H. R. 18697. A bill granting 
L. Beasely (title amended) ; 

H. R. 18730. A bill granting 
Mahaffey (title amended) ; 

H. R. 18747. A bill granting 
Colegate (title amended) ; 

H. R. 18794. A bill granting 
liam C. McRoy:; 

H. R. 18395. A bill 
E. Raney; 

H. R. 18821. A bill 
Jane Witherspoon ; 

H. R. 18822. A bill granting an increase of pension to Sophia 
S. Parker (title amended) ; 
H. R. 18862. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Weaver: 
H. I. 18887. 


an increase of pension to Louisa 
an increase of pension to Martha 
an increase of pension to W. C. 
an increase of pension to W. H. 
an increase of pension to Wil- 
an increase of pension to James 


granting 


granting an increase of pension to Eliza 


H. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Alexan- 


der W. Carruth; 

H. R. 18930. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza J. 
Mays; 

H.R. 18935. A bill granting an increase of pension to Mima A. 


Boswell: and 

H.R. 19001. A bill granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 

beth A. McKay. 
HOUSE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENTS. 

The following bills, reported from the Committee of the 
Whole House, were ordered to be engrossed, read a third time, 
and passed : 

H. R. 16662. A 
Buren Beam; 

H.R. 11152. A bill granting 
dore S. Currier; 


bill granting 


an increase of pension to Theo- 


H.R. 11161. A bill granting an increase of pension to Michael 
Aaron ; 
H. R. 16918. A bijl granting a pension to Matilda J. Williams; 


H. R. 15056. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
Ramsey ; 
H. R. 14661. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Bussel ; 
H. R. 18655. 
Gilbert; 


B. 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Leander 


Hi. R. 6914. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
Hecker ; 

Hi. R. 4241. A bill granting an increase of pension to David 
B. Coleman; 

H.R. 3005. A bill granting an increase of pension to Jacob 


C. Shafer: 

H. R. 12184. A bill granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Sprauer ; 

H. R. 17890. 
Sheehan; 


s 


A bill granting an increase of pension to Mary 


II. R. S867. A bill granting an increase of pension to George | 
Stillman; 

HI. R. 17388. A bill granting an increase of pension to Patrick 
McCarthy ;: 

H.R. 18132. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Blanchard; 

H.R. 17374. A bill granting an increase of pension to Isom 
Wilkerson ; 

H.R. 14264. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
H. Eversole; 

H. R. 14702. A bill granting an increase of pension to Chris- 


tian Schlosser ; 
H. R. 16005. A bill granting an increase of pension to Hesekiah 
J. Reynolds ; 


H.R. 16812. A bill granting an increase of pension to Dudley 
McKibben ; 

H.R. 16878. A bill granting an increase of pension to James 
B. Adams; 

H.R. 18121. A bill granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Jones: 

H.R. 3495. A bill granting an increase of pension to Charles 
F. Tower 


an increase of pension to Van | 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
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H. R. 16682. 


Hammond ; 


H. R. 16073. 


Ginther ; 


H. R. 12418, 


P. Crandall; 

H. R. 7402. 
M. Todd; 

H. R. 8155. 
Seelye ; 

H. R. 17934 
J. Byrd; 

H. R. 3488. 
J. Olds: 

H. R. 9238. 

HH. R. 12330 
A. Van Dersli 

H. R. 18399. 
Bietry ; 

Hi. R. 18402 
W. Powell; 


II. R. 18633. 


F. Belding; 


H. R. 18746. 


Howard; 


H. R. 18966. 


W. Ward; ar 
H. R. 18910. 
BE. Davis. 


The follow 
the Whole H 
reading, read 
S. 394. An 
Lucas ; 

S. 442. 
ton ; 

S. 522. 
rall; 

S. 557. 
Losure ; 

S. 678. 
ler; 

S. S69. 


An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


| Mowan; 


S$. 993. An 
Langdon ; 


May } 


A bill granting an increase of pension to \ 


liam 

A bill granting an increase of pension ¢ John 

A bill granting an increase of pension to Toys 

A bill granting an increase of pension to | lwin 
A bill granting an increase of pension to Ii, ry B. 
. A bill granting an increase of pension to Toys 
A bill granting an increase of pension to [ely rt 


An act for the relief of William Saphar: 
. An act granting an increase of pension to 
ce; 


. An 


riester 


act granting an increase of pension to Paulin 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy 


An act granting an increase of pension to Jenyjo 


An act granting an increase of pension to Isage 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


id 


. An act granting an increase of pension to Philo 


SENATE BILLS WITHOUT AMENDMENTS. 

ing Senate bills, reported from the Committee of 
ouse without amendment, were ordered to a third 
the third time, and passed : 

act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 
act granting an increase of pension to Francis (ol- 
act granting an increase of pension to Emma Wor- 
act granting an increase of pension to Mariot 
act granting an increase of pension to Albert But- 


act granting an increase of pension to Baltzar 


act granting an increase of pension to Samuel J. 


S. 1508. An act granting an increase of pension to James A. 
Murch; 

§$. 1513. An act granting an increase of pension to Harriett A. 
Rawles; 

S$. 1705. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis §. 
George; 

S. 2043. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew H. 
Wolf; 

S$. 2467. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Clark ; 

S. 2851. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Chambers ; 

S.2978. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli W. 
Knowles; 

S. 3033. An act granting an increase of pension to Aaron F. 
Patten; 

S$. 3040. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Wilsey; 

S. 3219. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph M. 
Allison; 

S. 3271. An act granting an increase of pension to Margarette 
E. Brown; 

S. 2299. An act granting an increase of pension to Spencer C. 
Stilwill; 

S. 3483. An act granting an increase of pension to William L. 
Sheaff ; 

S. 3485. An act granting an increase of pension to Mathias 
Hammes; 

S. 3797. An act granting an increase of pension to A})imaaz 
E. Wood; 

S. 3798. An act granting an increase of pension to C! irles 
Farrel ; 

§. 4005. An act granting an increase of pension to Michae 
Quill ; ; 

S. 4048. An act granting an increase of pension to ry ». 
Knecht; _ 

$. 4175. An act granting an increase of pension to J Cav- 


erly ; 
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77. An act granting an increase of pension to Harlan P. 
~ so29, An act granting an increase of pension to Job Rice; 
3 “8. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | 
\ nick ; | 
Gi. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
D 
o1. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
< 4457. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. | 
| 
} 
©. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann J: | 
] son; | 
S ®o5, An act granting an increase of pension to David | 
} 
d) 
- 5947. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob | 
W | 
< 5163. An act granting an increase of pension to John | 
Marah; ; . ; oy 
-o82. An act granting an increase of pension to David N. 
W ell; 
=: 5054. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
VW rd; , : | 
s 4796. An act granting an increase of pension to Dorinda J. 
White; 8 : ay | 
“ 4752. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
ridswe 1 , = i 
S 4718. An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
Gilson ; . > 4 } 
s 4992. An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline M. 
Thornton 3 
Ss 4665. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis Du | 
Bois ; 
Ss. 4569. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
A. Nevins; 
S.52343. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest H. 


Wardwell ; 


3.5359. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Ward; 

S.5379. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto A. 
Risum ; 

S. 5492. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 
Tebbetts : 
A , 

S.5504. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Dickson: 

8.5516. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. | 
Hamlen ; 

S. 5522. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Sischo ; 

S. 5523. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
Pickett: 

S.5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon A. 
Snyder ; 

S.5539. An act granting an increase of pension to Hermann 
Muehlberg; 

8.5562. An act granting an increase of pension to John Hull; 

S.5571. An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 
Wl tmore > 


$S.5579. An 


Sisson ; 


act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
S. 5603. 
S. 5631. 

Howard; 
S. 5640. An 

Wintersteen ; 


An 
An 


act granting a pension to Kate 8S. Hutchings; 
act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 


act granting an increase of pension to Clinton B. 


s. 5641. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
Fletcher ; 

s. 5658. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Pruitt ; 

s. 5668. An act granting an increase of pension to George P. 
\Q . 


S. 5071, An act granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 


D ; 
S. 5673. act granting an increase of pension to Hilton 
. esteed : 
‘ SO. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
- 702, An act granting an increase of pension to Anna C. 
I inh; 
04. An act granting an increase of pension to Ruth P. 


». An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew D. 


— =") ¢9 
bod. 


5. OT OA. 


An 
An 


act granting an increase of pension to Mary Clark: 
act granting a pension to Hannah McCarty ; 








H. 


the 
reading, read the third time, and passed. 


S. 5780. An act granting a pension to Lorenzo E. Johnson; 

S. 4983. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Farquhar ; 

S. 1225. An act granting a pension to Mary FE. Bronaugh ; 

S. 2194. An act granting a pension to William H. Sweeney, jr. ; 

S. 37388. An act granting an increase of pension to Lisania 


Judd; 


S. 4488. An act granting an increase of pension to James F. 


Amis; 


8.5349. An act granting an increase of 
H. Robinson; 
8S. 5536. An act granting a pension to William O. Clark; and 


S. 5659. An act granting an increase of pension to William I. 


pension to William 


Brewer. 


The following Senate bills, reported from the Committee of 
Whole House with amendment, were ordered to a third 


8.1739. An act granting a pension to Henry Sistrunk; and 


8.5670. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac L. 


Duggar. 


On motion of Mr. ScLLoway, a motion to reconsider the sey 


eral votes by which the various bills were passed was laid on 


the table. 
JOHN T. 
The next business reported from the Committee of the Whole 


WISE, 


was the bill (H. R. 12249) granting an increase of pension to 


| John T. Wise, with a recommendation that it do lie on the 
table. 
The motion was agreed to. 
MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 
A message from the Senate, by Mr. PARKINSON, its reading 


clerk, announced that the Senate had passed without amend- 
ment bill of the following title: 

H. R. 6101. An act for the relief of the estate of Charles 
Demarest, deceased. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed with 
amendment bill of the following title; in which the 
rence of the House of Representatives was requested: 

H. R. 17576. An act to provide for the entry of agricultural 
lands within forest reserves. 

The message also announced that the Senate had agreed to 
the report of the committee of conference on the disagreeing 
votes of the two Houses on the amendments of the Senate to the 
bill (H. R. 395) concerning foreign-built dredges. 

The message also announced that the Senate had passed bills 
of the following titles; in which the concurrence of the House 
of Representatives was requested : 

S. 6003. An act to construct and place a steel light vessel on 
Swiftsure Bank, off the entrance of Juan de Fuca Strait: 

S$. 5512. An act defining the qualifications of jurors for sery- 
ice in the United States district court in Porto Rico: and 

S. 6129. An act to amend section 4472 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, relating to the carrying of dangerous 


M. 


concur- 


| articles on passenger steamers. 


The message also announced that the Vice-President had ap 
pointed Mr. Petrus and Mr. GALLINGER members of the joint 


committee on the part of the Senate, as provided for in the 
act of February 16, 1889, entitled “ An act to authorize and 
provide for the disposition of useless papers in the Executive 
Departinents,” for the disposition of useless papers in the Vost- 
Otlice Department. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve itself 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for 
the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
ayes appeared to have it. 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, no qu 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Missouri makes the 
point of no quorum. The Chair will count. 
Mr. CANDLER (during the count). Mr. Speaker, is there a 


quorum here? 

The SPEAKER. There will be. 

Mr. CANDLER. I move that the House do now adjour 

The question was taken; and the Speaker announ: 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. CANDLER. I eall for a division. 

The House divided; and there were 161, 

Mr. CANDLER. I make the point of order that 
quorum present. 

The SPEAKER. Ossa 
are no more mountains to pile 


11. 
there is no 


aves 


has been piled on VPelion, and 
{Great laughter. | 
the 


there 
One hun- 
have it, 


dred and ninety-two gentlemen are present; 
| and the motion is agreed to. 


ayes 
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The House accordingly resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. CRUMPACKER in 
the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
House on the state of the Union for the further consideration 
of the naval appropriation bill. When the committee rose yes- 
terday evening a point of order was pending to the paragraph 
of the bill on page 33, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Steel floating dry dock: Steel floating dry dock (to cost $1,250,000), 
$100,000, 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, as I am compelled to leave 
the House very shortly, the gentleman who made the point of 
order, the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], kindly 
consented that I might be heard first in opposition to it. 

Mr. MUDD. Just a moment, if I may interrupt the gentle- 
man. Do I understand that the point of order is that it is not 
authorized by law? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I understand that to be the point of order. 

Mr. Chairman, while it was not definitely stated, I under- 
stand the point of order is based upon the second clause of 
l‘ule XXI of this House, which provides: 

No appropriation shall be reported in any general appropriation Dill, 
or be in order as an amendment thereto, for any expenditure not pre- 
viously authorized by law, unless in continuation of appropriations 


for such public works and objects as are already in progress; nor shall | 


any provision changing existing law be in order in any general appro- 
priation bill or in any amendment thereto. 

That is a time-honored rule, and one whose usefulness and 
importance 
struction. On the other hand, it ought not, by too rigid con- 
struction, be converted into an engine of evil and inconvenience 
to the House rather than an instrument of usefulness. These 
rules relating to our procedure in the House may be compared, 
in a sense, to the Constitution, the organic law of the Govern- 
ment, 


i need not say to a lawyer so well versed as the present occu- 
the chair that when it is alleged that an act of the} 


is in conflict with a constitutional provision, every | tacts,” 
JCCUS, 


| word “ works,” and must be held to include, among other things 


pant of 

embly 
doubt is resolved in favor of the statute. So I submit for your 
consideration the proposition that when a rule is invoked against 
2 paragraph in a bill reported by a committee, in a clear case 


of doubt it should be resolved in favor of the regularity of the | 


proposed measure. 

Now, it is quite probable that there will not be found a 
precedent upon this precise case, and we shall have to reason 
the rule itself, the mischief which it was intended to 
remedy, and to consider analogous cases which have been passed 
upon by Chairmen and Speakers and by the House in Com- 
mittee of the Whole. Now, it is important at the outset to 
consider the exception to this rule in favor of such public works 
s are already in progress. And I shall endeavor 
to show that this particular paragraph is within that exception. 

It is not pretended that this floating dry dock itself is in 

, struction or is in progress, but that the United 
States Navy is a work in progress, a Government object, and 
that this dry dock is in continuation thereof and in 
tenance of that Navy. 


from 


nd objeets 


eourse OL con 


lirst, let us consider for a moment what a floating dry dock | 


is. Upon that point you will be more fully enlightened by the 
members of the Committee on Naval Affairs, who are much 
I informed than myself; but I understand, in a general 
iv, that it is not local, it is not stationary, it is not attached 


the land. 


etter 


+ 


Its usefulness consists in enabling vessels of the Navy 
be repaired at sea. 
of water that they draw. 

taken out to the vessel, it 
t rises up and brings the vessel with it, so that the vessel may 


e repaired out there in the water. It is an exceedingly im- | 


} 

portant adjunct of the Navy, just as much an essential and 
standing much in the same line as the colliers which supply 
the coal to our men-of-war. You will find nowhere any ex- 
press authority of law 
boats, the torpedo-boat destroyers, the colliers, and many of 
the other things that are appropriated for in this bill. 


id, for instance, appropriated for in this bill not only tor- 


pedo beats and torpedo-boat destroyers and submarine boats | 
battle ship, but also rifles, revolvers, cartridges, bayonets, | 


‘ 1 } 
alia a 


swords, drums, ete., the repair of tents, postage stamps, the 
making of parade grounds, and all that class of appropria- 
tions which are found in every naval appropriation bill. In 
fact, this bill covers appropriations for everything pertain- 
ing to the Navy from a 2-cent postage stamp to a $6,000,000 
battle ship. There are very few items in it for which there 
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ought not to be frittered away or impaired by con- | 





| taining, 


| a separate bill. 


| tute the Navy or the number of guns they shall carry. 
| depend entirely on the amount of money appropriated for t 


It floats upon the navigable waters of the United | 
There are many of the nayy-yards which | 
irgest vessels can not enter, by reason of the great amount | 
A floating dock of this character is | 
is sunk under the vessel, and then | 


for the construction of the torpedo | 


We! 





May Il, 
can be found specific statutory authority, but they are al! 

of the naval establishment. They are there in continuati, 
the United States Navy or for the maintenance thereof. \ 
that question has been distinctly passed upon by this com) 
and by previous Chairmen. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
man a question. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Does the gentleman mean to «; 
that there is no statute permitting the purchase of ammy 
but that we simply carry that along year after year in ¢! 
propriation bill? 

Mr. OLMSTED. I know of no express statute which 
tions ammunition or guns or any one of a dozen of thin 
propriated for in this bill. There is, I think, a general x; 
providing for the manner in which the Secretary of tl: 
shall purchase supplies, and some of these items may | 
ered by that; but for more than half the vessels in tly 
there is no statutory provision at all. They were simply 
priated for in appropriation bills. 

Now, that point was passed upon long ago. At least as 
as February 6, 1887, there was offered an amendment to a 
appropriation bill for the purchase of two swift, dou! 
tomed steel cruisers, and this very point of order wa 
against it by William §S. Holman, of Indiana. Tly 
was decided, after elaborate consideration and discus: 
JAMES B. McCreary, of Kentucky, then in the chair. I 


If the work be a public work, or if the object is a public o 
it is already in progress, then there need not be any previous | 
authorizing it. The Chair believes that the construction of t 
is a public object or a public work, and the language of the 
we have been considering, and the appropriation made at the 
sion, show that the construction of the Navy is in progress. 

Not of those two particular steel cruisers, but of the N 

It is very agreeable to the present occupant of the chair to lx 
refer to a precedent. 

I will not stop to read the precedent, but it was a decision 
made in the Forty-sixth Congress by Mr. Carlisle, also of Ken- 
tucky, then in the chair, in which he held that the word “ob- 
as used in the rule, meant something in additio: 


I should like to ask the » 


to the 
the naval establishment recognized by law and supported by 
the Government. 

Chairman McCreary then said, and you will find it in 
graph 487 of the Parliamentary Precedents: 

The Government has undertaken to maintain, and is annua 


a naval establishment, and under the rule appropriat 
be made for it in a general appropriation bill, and such |} 


para- 


| been the practice until last session, when appropriations for 


struction of ships for the Navy and armaments for them wer 
Before the last session such appropriations \ 
in the naval appropriation bill under the rule exactly as it now 
There is no law prescribing the number of ships that sh 
Those 
poses, just as the number of clerks and other employees in 
partments depend upon the appropriations made. * * * 
cision allows an important amendment to be offered, but it 
Committee of the Whole the right to pass upon this interest 


, | tion and an opportunity to say whether it is in favor of incr 
mailn- | 


Navy or not. 

Mr. PERKINS. 

Mr. OLMSTED. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. Would the gentleman think an appropria- 
tion for a new navyy-yard was subject to a point of order’ 

Mr. OLMSTED. I think an appropriation for a new il: 
yard would be subject to a point of order. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why, under the gentleman’s argu 

Mr. OLMSTED. Because it is not a part of the Navy. 
not a part of the naval establishment. 

Mr. PERKINS. Why not, just as much as a new 4! 

Mr. OLMSTED. That reasoning would extend to tlic 
ship of the coal mine, to the mining of coal, to the quarr 
limestone and the iron ore and the manufacture of 
and so on through all the processes until it reached 


May I interrupt the gentleman? 


LVY- 


| chinery in the navy-yard and it was made into somethin 


Mr. PERKINS. The argument of the gentleman from l’enn- 
sylvania goes too far. 
Mr. OLMSTED. Not mine, but the argument of the 
man from New York goes too far. ; 
Mr. DALZELL. Does not the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
think that there is a difference between an appropriation for a 
dry dock and an appropriation for a floating dock? 
Mr. OLMSTED. I think there is a wide difference: (hat 's 
what I am coming to. A navy-yard must be on the la must 
be attached to the land upon a site, and the Government must 
first acquire a site. Under the rules and under the pl 
the Government must first take some steps to acquire : 
proper legislation before the work can be said to be in proste ; 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Is not a floating dock @ ‘oallts 


gentle- 


10S 
te by 


gress, 
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. and isn’t the navy-yard a place on land where the 
» IST 
MSTED. A yard necessarily implies land, and a float- 
ck necessarily implies no attachment to the land, but 
ipon the water, and the site is already acquired by the 
-KINS. Does the Government own the seas? 
\ISTED. The Government has, as the gentleman 
tire control of the waters of the for a marine 
beyond that it has just as good a right as anybody 
not have to ask permission of anybody or get an 
Now, this decision has been carried further 
is you will see on page 488 of the Parliamentary 
It has been held that under this rule an act 
ition of additional seamen for the Navy in 
of a public work. That is going a good deal fur 
decision as to the ship itself. 
of Texas, made the point of order 
1 reads thus: 


sea 


‘ASS, 
for 


was 


l Saver against 


ional seamen as in his discretion he may dee 


m 


neces 





» point of order that the employment of these sea- 
authorized by law. It was found that there was 
authorizing their employment, and upon that point 







O'Neil, of Massachusetts, in the chair, said: 

1 have been ade from time to time on points of 

* naval appr jation bill have established a pretty 
dents; and whatever may have been the opinion or 

Chair on the original proposition, yet, in pursuance of 

he House, he feels bound to follow the precedent estab 

s presiding officers. So that when a provision was 
roviding for an additional ship to the Navy, notwith 

{ i added to the Navy and increased the expendi 

n held that it was in continuation of existing 





s already in progress, and was not subject to the point 


reading the whole of it, he concludes thus: 


d seem to the Chair that under the rulings which have 

ntirely competent for the committee to bring in a pro 
1uation of any public work or object already in progress; 
is admitted, as it has been by the practice of the House, 

tent to bring in a provision authorizing the construc 
ship it carries with it also- 


tention, Mr. Chairman, now to this language: 





th it also the right to maintain that ship, or to continue 

rk already in progress. This seems to the Chair to 
ind after giving a great deal of consideration to the 
yblig to overrule the point of order. 


to say, the Chairman ruled that it was in order to ap 
sum of money to maintain a ship without previous 

of law. This appropriation is for the maintenance 

vy. It is just as important to repair a disabled bat 
is to have men to operate the ship. 

VNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit an 


MSTED. Yes. 
\WNEY. Is it 
vy-yards? 
: t always. 
ZELL. Not always. 
VNEY. Such repairs as necessitate the use of a dry 
nde invariably and always at a navy-yard, are they 


not a fact that naval vessels are re- 


U 


Oh, no. 

». Not invariably and always, because we have 

ting dry docks. 

NEY. How many? 
lL). We have a very prominent instance of one 
broad sea, on its way to Subig Harbor. 
LER of Pennsylvania. We have one at 

a and one at Guantanamo. 

MSTED. And we have appropriated for two alreat 
ll in the portion that has passed. I do not think they 
repaired in nayy-yards. They repaired wher 
can be repaired, but there is certainly no provisior 
iring them to be repaired in a navy-yard, and there 
is in which I am told there is not suflicient dept! 
rmit our largest vessels to enter. Therefore a vessel 
taken a hundred miles away to another -yard, 
y would occur which might involve great danger to 


INTH 


Algiers and 


are 


«ll 


IO be 


try, whereas with these floating docks they could 

e vessel, and it might be repaired with great prompt 
uld get into service very quickly. 

to the fact that the decision made by Mr. 

of Massachusetts, to which I referred, does not rest 

n itself, but, Mr. Sayers having appealed, the de 

S sustained by a vote of 148 ayes to 37 nays; 

on of this House in Committee of the Whole House 


XL——422 


= 


tion 


so it was 




















on the state of the Union that an appropriation for the mainte- 
nance of the Navy is in order, although not previously covered 
by authority of law. I find in section 489 a ruling by 8 l 
S. Cox, of New York, then in the chair, that a new build 
the construction of a fireproof building, on the site of the public 
grounds at West Point was within the | of th ‘ 
that is, within that exception—that the « bu 
ing is an incident to the maintenance of the ! the 
object being already in progress, tl | in it it l 
not only by the bill but by the very institut ( 
itself. Now, if that fireproof building wa SSA} the 
Diane e of the acad iv, ho uch 1 i 1 hd 
1d kindred structures ne sary t : 
\ nd therefore strictly with of 
which I have erred \g il | i ‘ 
offered an ar ment to the 1 
‘ he CTO or ol anen I DU t i 
at Annapolis the Secretary of 
sider necessary, and | Mr. Sw , Of Ne 1 
chair, that was sustained. The I nd th I 
Mr. James D. Richardson, of Ti essee, afterw l 
the minority j ili ite Ke! | i 
tained a provi for the erect nd comy 
building at th i States re ( | 
to be used as a reform school for girls, in 0 
he referred to the decisions to which I hay 
Mr. McCreary and Mr. Cox, and he said in ( V 
the gentleman from Kentucky. M1 McCrea heat 
the construction of a naval war college built w 
owned by the Government, and in e tl ( 
was an appropriation for works 1 progre t 
Government owned the property bound to 1 
that property and that institution. re bound t \ 
tain the Navy, and in maintaining » I Vv we are ¢ nuing 
a Government work or object already in progress And M1 
Richardson further said that the Government vy bo 1 to 
maintain the institutions referred to in former cases, and 
this case the Government was not certainly y way und 
to maintain either a boy’s reform school or this school, and 
ing thus reasoned he submitted the prop n to the ¢ 
mittee of the Whole, and by a vote of 27 : to 72 1 
committee overruled the point of order. So 1 twice least 
the House itself in Committee of t Whole | ‘ 
of order which I contend are in keeping vw t 
now under discussion. 
It is true, and no doubt attention will be « d tot 
that in the Fifty-first Congress a provision te 
yard and dry dock at or ne: I l 
States for a naval depot a t } 
one for a timber dry dock r nd t 
previous appropriations had been made for t 
land as a site or the erection of a structi \ 
But here we need no such thing as a site. As ] e 
stated, this improvement is not to be mad | 
to be attached to the land, but it floats 1 1 the 
waters, just the same as the war vessels N 
same as the lifeboats that are carried o1 
just the same as the colliers which carry 
the coal to cur fleets. 
Mr. JOHNSON. WI the dry do 
Mr. OLMSTED. That does I | ( 
not be built at sea, and! if tl 
in this bill be built at sea, and 
have been ru! l in order | or 
. It does not matter 
be used and for what pul if 
tion of the Navy 1 for t N } 
under all of these rulings I 1 
Vhy, it is been held t t 
; Sg Pet G \ QO ¢ Tl n 
in progress and ! ! f 1 
of order against v ruled « ( 
Blanchard, of ] I the 
tion HOO of Parliat | 
en take! ito Tie ( 
{ ned by 1 vote [f tS \ 3 fo Z 
point was milarly de ed ‘ 
the 10th of Mar i N I 
to which seems cde ) } 
On Mav 1oM v D : 
here was offered < 
lor al 3 1 the 
( t and ¢ ¢ Su ¢ in 
vided fot 
And the point of order was made against t that there was 
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no authority for it, but the present Speaker of the House 
opposed that point of order successfully, and my present col- 
league from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzELL] overruled the point of 
order upon the ground that the vessels belonged to the Govern- 
ment and that it was the duty and the right of the Government 
to maintain them by providing the necessary men and the pro- 
curement of the necessary equipment, and that therefore the 
paragraph appropriating for that purpose was not subject to the 
point of order, it being fairly construed as within the exception 
and was in continuation of public work already in progress. 
And on the opposite page I find that this paragraph was ob- 
jected to: 

For the construction of a bridge across Rock Creek on the line of the 
roadway from Quarry road entrance, etc., $22,000. 

The point of order was made against it by Mr. BANKHEAD, 
and the present distinguished, popular, and young Speaker of 
this House made this argument, which I think is right in point. 
He said: 


Of course there is no law in specific words, letters, and punctuation 


authorizing the construction of this bridge, but there is a law creating | 


the Zoological Park; and the Lord has put a stream of water through 
the park, and the park is thrown open to the public, and there has 
been a bridge there, but it has rotted down. There is no law to author- 
ize the buying of an elephant, or of a boa constrictor, or a white bear, or 
a bull pup; but as we have created the Zoological Park by law, and 
as it is now in esse, we can, without express law, improve the roads, 
build fences and bridges, and do anything necessary to carry on this 
magnificent park for the amusement of the boys and girls on Sunday. 


The Chairman [Mr. DALzELL] said: 


The Chair has no doubt that this appropriation is in continuation of 
a public work already begun, and is not subject to the point of order. 


The Government had the property; it was the duty of the 


Government to maintain it, even at the expense of building a | 


new bridge. Here the Government has a navy. It is the duty 
of the Government to maintain it even at the expense of build- 
ing a dry dock, and if the appropriation in one instance is in 
order, upon what reasoning can it be found not to be in order 
to day? 
to the same effect. This case is not ruled by the two decisions 
on dry docks and navy-yards. Of course an appropriation for a 
navy-yard is subject to a point of order if the Government has 
not provided for a site or done anything-for it. Nobody pre- 
tends that is part of the Navy any more than an ore mine from 
which ore is obtained which goes into the guns that finally go 
on the ships of the Navy. It may be used incidentally for the 


advantage of the Navy, but this floating dry dock is a part of | 
| in that part of our country. 
| you get at the facts, assuming that this is a dry dock to be used 


the Navy established upon the water, and I submit that a fair 
construction of this rule and of the important exceptions to the 
rule warrants the overruling of this point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the argument of the gentle- 
man from Pennsylvania has proceeded upon a point of order 
which I reserved to this paragraph last evening at the close 
of the session. My purpose in reserving the point of order was 
to ask the chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs several 
questions before making the point of order and discussing the 
point. However, since the gentleman from Pennsylvania has 
argued the point of order, I will now make it 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman will understand I do not in- 
sist upon his making the point of order. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, you do not insist upon my making it? 
Well, I will make it, just the same. The provision itself is the 
best evidence of the fact that it is not in order. It is a pro- 
vision for a steel floating dry dock, to cost $1,250,600, and ap- 
propriates $100,000 to begin, I presume, the construction of the 
work. The gentleman says that this steel dry dock is a neces- 
sary part of the naval establishment. There not a line in 
that paragraph to indicate that this dry dock is to be a part of 
the naval establishment. There is not a line in this paragraph 
to ite that the dry dock is to be used in connection with 
the repair of a naval vessel or to be used by the Navy Depart- 
ment at all. It is nothing but a steel dry dock, to cost $1,250,- 
000, for the beginning of the construction of which $100,000 is 
appropriated. So far as the use of the dry dock is concerned, it 
be for the use of private commerce for aught that this 

csuows from the reading of the paragraph itself. 
POWERS. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
TAWNEY. Yes. 

POWERS. Is there anything in the bill to show that a 
dry dock is needed or called for by the Navy Department? 

Mr. TAWNEY. There is nothing in the bill to indicate that 
a dry dock y in connection with the maintenance of 
resent naval establishment. There is, however, Mr. Chair- 
the hearings, some statement made by the representa- 
; of the Navy Department, who favor the construction of a 

dry dock at Solomons Island, in Chesapeake Bay, which 
ry of the Navy states ought to be built, and where he 
ought to be established and maintained a naval sta- 


ie 
is 


indis 


may 

Liouse 
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is necessary 
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I might cite many other authorities, but they are all | 
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tion. This, therefore, means the beginning of the authority 
the construction and maintenance of another nayy-yard. ~ 

I understand that Solomons Island is peculiarly wel) 
for the establishment and maintenance of a nayy-yard: 
they have there abreast of the shore a stage of water eo, 
40 feet, sufficient to float any naval vessel to-day on tl, 
any floating dry dock that may be necessary in connect; 
the Navy. But the influence of Solomons Island in ¢)yp past 
has not been sufficiently strong to secure the establishment of 
a navy-yard at that point. The navy-yards have been esiy), 
lished elsewhere on the Atlantic coast, where the influenco « 
stronger in favor of their establishment, although the | cation 
was not as admirable for it, perhaps, as at Solomons [s}» id 
Now, this proposed floating dry dock, so far as the paragry ih 
is concerned, which is the only thing that is before tly Hinees 
officially, does not appear to be even a part of the nay,| estab. 
lishment or incident to or necessary for the nayal estab] 
of this country. But, Mr. Chairman 

Mr. OLMSTED. May I ask a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman will not contend that the 
passage of the bill with this paragraph in it will author 
establishment of a navy-yard at Solomons Island? 

Mr. TAWNEY. No; it would not authorize the establishment 
of a navy-yard at Solomons Island; I grant you that. But it is 
in the minds of those who are behind this proposed aypropyrig. 
tion for a steel dry dock to be located and constructed at s i 
mons Island. And if the Navy Department has been able io 
convince the committee of the necessity of the establisinnent 
of a steel dry dock where we do not have a navy-yard, where 
naval vessels can not be repaired except in a navy-yard, it js 
but reasonable to suppose that when they get the steel dry dock 
the Department will be able to convince the committee then o; 
the necessity for the construction of a navy-yard in order to yse 
the dry dock. 

We have a great many dry docks. I am informed that we 
have a dry dock practically at every navy-yard on the Atlantic 
coast. We have dry docks of sufficient capacity to accommo- 
date all of the naval vessels that have heretofore been con. 
structed or are now authorized. There is not a scintilla of 
evidence presented to indicate the necessity for another float- 


for 


} cated 
that 


lang 
Ca or 


MN With 


> Wis 


ishment 


ize the 


| ing dry dock, unless it be inferred that when this dry dock is 


completed it will be towed off to some other country or some 
distant island possession for the accommodation of our Navy 
The question, Mr. Chairman, when 


in connection with the Navy, which fact must be 
because there is nothing in the bill to indicate it; but assw 
it is a floating dry dock to be used in connection with the r 
of vessels, then it comes within a number of precedents. 

Every decision that has been made by a Chairman of the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on this question relating to the appropr 
tion of money for a dry dock not authorized by law has be 
in favor of the point of order holding that the provision \ 
ncét in order. I have here a series of precedents in House docu 
ment, volume 80, of Parliamentary Precedents, page 285. The 
head note is this: 

The construction of a new dry dock for the Navy, ex 
specially authorized by law, has been held not to be the cont 
of a public work within the meaning of the rule. 

And the rule referred to is the rule which I invoke ag 
provision—clause 2 of Rule XXI. 

On April 10, 1890, the House was in Committee 
Whole House on the state of the Union, considering the nay 
appropriation bill. Mr. Theodore 8. Wilkinson, of Louis 
offered this amendment: 

For the purchase, under such regulations as the Secret 
Navy may prescribe, of additional lands for a site for a pn 
dry dock at or near the lands bought by the United Stat 
depot at Algiers, La., the establishment of which navy-) 
dock at Algiers, La., was recommended by the commi 
officers appointed under the act of Congress approved 5: 

1888, a sum not exceeding $75,000. 

Now, here was a paragraph incorporated in the nv 
priation bill carrying a provision embodying the re 
tion of a commission appointed by authority of C 
the purpose of investigating the question of the p! 
navy-yard or naval station and the construction of : 


assnmed 


oO 1 


| which had far more force than the present paragrayp! 


suming that this paragraph authorizes the consiru 
propriates money for the construction of a steel fl 
dock to be used in connection with the Navy. 

Mr. Charles A. Boutelle of Maine made the point 
against the amendment. The Chairman ruled: 

The Chair is of opinion that this amendment is obnoxi 
2 of Rule XXI. The proposition of the honorable 
Louisiana is to make an appropriation for the purchase ot 





+) tablishment of a navy-yard and dry dock, which is not an “ ex- 
: previously authorized by law,” nor is it an appropriation “ in 
m of appropriations for such public works and objects as 
ly in progress.” It does change existing law by authorizing 
‘done which is not now authorized by law. It is in sympathy 
proposition contained in the bill against which the point of | 
; made, and the Chair thinks the point of order is well taken | 
t this proposition, both in the letter and the spirit of the rule. 
that was for the establishment of a navy-yard, and if 
the establishment of a navy-yard can not be held to be a con- 
tinuation ef a public work in progress, namely, our naval estab- 
lis mit. then how can it be held that a provision authorizing 
opriating money for the construction of a steel floating 








pe no place, for no purpose, so far as this paragraph is 
concerned, can be held in order? 

Ou April 13, 1892, the House was in Committee of the Whole 
He on the state of the Union considering the naval appro- 


vriation bill. 
“es William S. Holman, of Indiana, raised a point of onter| 
ag paragraph in the bill providing for the appropriation | 
of $250,000 and the authorization of a contract for $840,000 for 
the construction of “a timber dry dock at Algiers, La., in ac- 
cordance with the recommendation of the two commissions to 
report as to the most suitable site for a dry dock and navy- 
card at some point on the shore of the Gulf of Mexico or the 
ters connected therewith, and for the purchase of such land 
s is shown by the report of said Commission to be necessary 
tion 
| 
| 


- the purpose in addition to the present Government reserva- 


The Chairman ruled: 
No existing law has been called to the attention of the Chair au- 
tl L the adoption of a site or the purchase of the land for such 


site « the erection of a structure thereon. The 
sideration is therefore in conflict with the rule. 


section under con- 
I will not read the whole decision or argument of the Chair. 
on March 25, 1896—— 

MUDD. If the gentleman would read the whole pro- 
vision he would see that it provides for the purchase of land. 
You left out that part. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. I will read the whole decision. I want to 
be entirely fair to the Chairman and to the committee. 

I estion then arises, does this section come within the exception to 
the ’ It appears that no previous appropriations have been made 
for 1 purchase of land as a site or the erection of a structure upon 
5 _ nor can the objects of the proposed appropriations be held 
to be public 


Again, 
Mi 


| 

works or objects already in progress. | 

I nt of the rule is to exclude from general appropriation bills | 

such ject-matter as involves new and original themes of discussion, | 

i new objects of appropriation. This is a general appropriation | 

bill, and to such bills the rule by its terms is confined. An examina- | 

t the precedents that have been called to the attention of the | 
( - discloses a conflict of authority. As there is such a conflict of 


y, and as the provisions of the pending section appear to be in 
col with both the rule and the exception thereto, the point of order | 
i t 1 | 


Mr. OLMSTED. May I interrupt the gentleman? 


Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. OLMSTED. The gentleman will concede that both cases | 
to which he has referred, the paragraph against which the | 
point of order was made provided not only for a dry dock, but | 
for the establishment of a navy-yard, or at least for the pur- | 
chase of land for a site for it. Now, a navy-yard, as we both | 

would be obnoxious to the rule. Then there being any- | 
thing in the paragraph against which a point of order was 


of course the whole paragraph went out. As I under- 
listening as the gentleman read, the point of order was 
ie upon the dry dock, but upon the whole paragraph, in- 

( ig the navy-yard, and the absence of a site for both the | 
d and the dry dock. 
TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if there is any logic in the | 
tion of the gentleman from Pennsylvania in respect to | 
dock being a necessary part of our nayal establishment, 
same logic would apply with equal, if not greater 

to a provision for the construction of a nayy-yard. The 

s equally essential to the naval establishment, because | 


1 
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a navy-yard you can not use a dry dock to any ad- | 


\ dry dock is for bringing vessels into the navy-yard for 
se of having those vessels repaired. They can not be | 
’ & machine shop. You can neither float them nor | 
in into the machine shop where the repairs are actu 
e. They must be placed in a position where the 
s ean get all over them, all around them, and all 
hem, and the only way to do that is to float them into 
nd then get the water out by pumping or otherwise. | 
where the repairs are made, and so far as that ship | 
d the dry dock is a navy-yard. I repeat, therefore, 
any logie in the contention of the gentleman from | 
vania in respect to the dry dock, it applies equally to the | 


irds, and if appropriations for the purchase of land on | 
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which to construct a navy-yard are not in order, it of necessity 
follows that appropriations for the construction of a dry dock, 


which can not be used without a navy-yard, are equally out of 
order. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


Will the gentleman yield for a question 
on that point? 
Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Suppose that dry dock was built for 


the purpose of using it in front of the New York Navy-Yard or 
in front of the Norfolk Navy-Yard, would it be in order, suppos- 
ing the dry-dock facilities in New York and Norfolk were not 
sufficient? The rest of the equipment for running a navy-yard 
is there. Would it not be in order to build a steel dry dock to 
float in front of the navy-yard? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think it would be in order, unless it 
was so framed as to be used exclusively in connection with a 
navy-yard now in existence and the necessity for it had previ- 
ously been shown. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would be glad to be informed 
of the nature of a floating dry dock. The 
has never seen one. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Never having seen a floating dry dock myself, 
and being a common, ordinary layman 

Mr. OLMSTED. A landlubber 


confesses he 


Chair 


Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; a landlubber, as corrected by my 
friend from Pennsylvania, I will yield to my distinguished 
friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. Burter], a member of the 


Naval Committee, to give that information. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I am not a 
webfoot, but because of statements that have been made in my 
presence I do pretend to know what a steel floating dry dock is. 
Upon that I understand the Chair desires some information. 

lirst of all, it is constructed of steel, as indicated by the name. 
Secondly, it is constructed at some place where such ships can 
be constructed. It is known as a ship, because it floats, and 
it floats of itself. It does not have on it any power by which 
it can be propelled. It is dragged from one place to another 
it is needed. It may be sunk deep in the water, and 
a ship is lying crippled the dry dock may be pushed 
the crippled ship, the ship raised and repaired, then 
floated again from the dock. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is it practicable to repair a ship in a 
floating dry dock where the water is so deep that the dry dock 
can not be securely moored or anchored? 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, wherever the 
water is sufficiently deep to enable the dry dock to be 
may be sunk and floated under the ship. It not a machine 
that is used exclusively in the Navy. Merchant ships are raised 
and floated in these dry docks. They are not new 
been made of wood for years. A few years 
turers of steel conceived the idea that 


where 
under 


sunk it 


es 


They have 
the manufac- 
they could make ther 


ago 








n 
| better from steel, and since that time they have been constructed 
| of steel. 

Mr. Chairman, the United States Government owns a steel 
floating dry dock at Algiers, La., built at some distant point 
and conveyed or dragged there by a steam tug owned by the 
Navy. 

Mr. WACHTER. Built upon Chesapeake Bay. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Built upon Chesapeake Bay 
as the gentleman says. The Government has another floating 
dry dock at Pensacola, Fla. That dock was purchased fro 
Spain, and after the Spanish-American war was towed across 

|} and located at Pensacola. The Government owns a third steel 
| dry dock, which is now on it way to the Phili e Islands i 
is supposed to be somewhere in the Red Sea 

Mr. Chairman, these docks contain machine sh pS; ] 3 
not sufficiently extensive to enable the mechanics to rep y 
kind of damage that might be done a ship, but whe has 
had a hole stove in her, where she needs to be painted, wh 
she needs, perhaps, one or two steel plates re ved, the 
pacity of the machine shop on the floating dry dock is 

| ered sufficient. It is not a great n e s] The fi , 
dry dock contains, beside sufficient machinery to do this 
work, quarters for the men. 

She has also quarters for officers. She has ‘ ‘ 

mand; the docks are often in charge of « a ! 
Offices are provided for them rte f 3 
where they can cook, and beds wherein t ; 
in all appearances and description a fi e with a 
repair shop. 

Mr, BATES. May TI ask my colleague a quest 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Certain] 

Mr. BATES. Did not the Secretary of the Navy point out, 
either in his annual report or in a statement before the Naval 


Conunittee, that the great value of the dry dock was its eanpa- 
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bility in that the dock could be taken to the fleet when many 
times it was impossible to take the fleet to the dock? In other 
words, that it is a necessary part of the equipment of the 
modern navy? 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Are we 


Yes; that is a fact. 

to understand that the Secretary of 
loating steel dry dock for the pur- 

this steel dock can follow the 
hat these vessels can be repaired 

» and under all circumstances? 

nan from Minnesota is partly right 
The Secretary of the Navy recom- 
these steel dry docks be built and 
t as convenient locations as possible; not 

ery fleet in all its maneuvers, but that they 

; possible, in order that they may be 
he fleet when the fi can not be taken to the dock. 

. TAWNEY. Do I understand the gentleman to say, and 
lleague, Mr. Butier, of Pennsylvania, to say, that you can 

I fioating steel dry dock at sea? 

ES. Very often. 
. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. 
in from Minnesota. 

Ir. TAWNEY. Have you ever known of putting a battle 

} nad on the open sea? 

Mr. BATES. The docks that are now in process of construc- 

ire entirely new, and as I have never served in the Navy 

1d never have known p 

r the gentleman of my 

‘AW NEY. 


ithe 


a battle ship in a 
BAT 


Yes; let me answer the gen- 


in a ¢ , COCK 


own personal kowledge. 
Is it possible to put a battle ship in a dry 
mooring the dry dock and making it fast? 
yilvania. It is. 
certainly. 
ennsylvyania. 
dry dock, I never built one, and I never 
hin 
icnihe, 
‘tary of the Navy reports in favor of 
» report 
one of the chief elements of value to the 
ir mobility. It may be very desirable under 
da dock to our fleet instead of sending 
Department always feels some reluctance 
to remain in commission to a navy-yard, 
or less uncertainty when they will again 
aila a duty. 
During the investigation made by the Naval Affairs Com- 
e I asked the Secretary of the Navy this question: 
ck is provided for Island and there 
ency, a very grave one, would require the 
ght n the dock be hauled around and used at 
sufficient water at that place? 
f the Navy replied: 
her there is or not sufficient water at Pensacola. 
can be taken anywhere that our big battle ships 
T) ating dock, in other words, wili go 
re the ships could use it. 
‘said in the hearings that wherever the water is 
ith this dock can be used. Of course where the 
the dock is not useful, but it is likely that the 
would not lie long enough to be caged; but 
I smooth the dock could be taken to the 
and the ship could be repaired at that point. 
HERALD. Let me call the attention of the Chair 
32 of the bill, under the head of “ Naval 
I.,” in order to operate the floating dry 
ent there it is necessary to provide $65,000 
* that dock to. The section of the country 
; one in which floating wooden docks have 
re the civil war, and it has never been 
floating dock has been used away from the yard 


oy 


he says: 


e for active 


Sullivans 
that 


’ a 
it a K. ihe 


iter iS 


Mr. Chairma 
further light, my 
my attention to a further 
the Navy, which I will 


nsylvania. 


little 


1, in order that 
colleague [Mr. 
statement made 
read. It is as 
h I especially value 
permanently located 


ing if 
could 


you could have a 
take to Pensacola 
at 

re. Yes: it would be very desirable. That 
I regard that dock as the one that will 
tl that take the 


the one 


is ex- 
be the 
would place under emer- 


docks. 


ated 


Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman answer a 


BUTLER of Pennsylvania. I will be delighted to, if I 
can do it. 
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Mr. PERKINS. I would ask the gentleman how |, 
understands the Secretary of the Navy has served in t! 
and what is his actual experience? [Laughter. ] 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, tha; 
spectfully referred, with all politeness, to my friend 
Secretary himself. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, now that the Chair | 
this elaborate explanation of what a dry dock is, I wil) 
to conclude my argument on the point of order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, if the ¢ 
from Minnesota [Mr. TAwNeEy] will permit me, I wil! 
picture of a dry dock up to the Chairman. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Well, inasmuch as the act of the ; 
from Tennessee in taking the picture up to the Chai) 
not appear in the Recorp, I have no objection. [Laus 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Well, it seems as tly 
gentleman who is heaving land and sea to get something 
Recorp has not succeeded. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Oh, I am not objecting. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I hope that the gentle 
get all into the Chairman that he wants.to. [Laugh 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, another ruling that 

on this identical question was on March 25, 1896. I 1 

On March 25, 1896, the House being in Committee of 
Tiouse on the state of the Union, considering the nayal a; 
bill, Mr. Henry H. Brnenam, of Pennsylvania, offered an am: 
appropriating the sum of $200,000 toward the constructik 
dock at League Island Navy-Yard. 

Mr. Nelson Dingley, of Maine, made the point of order t! 
posed appropriation was for an object not authorized by law 

After debate, the Chairman ruled: 

“Rule XXI of the rules governing this body is identical wi 
that was adopted in the Fifty-first Congress. In that Co 
the naval appropriation bill was under consideration, 


he 


| question that is raised by the gentleman from Maine was 
I will say to the gentleman | 


and Mr. Butterworth, of Ohio, was at that time in the 
question was fully discussed, and after mature deliberation 
then held that the point of order was well taken.” 

The same question was raised when the naval bill was und 
eration in the Fifty-second Congress. Mr. Shively, of I 
then in the chair. The Chair has the Recorp before him, 
matter was fully discussed, and, while the Chair then reco 
previous to the Fifty-first Congress the ruling was as conte: 
gentlemen from Massachusetts and Pennsylvania, the Ch 
constrained to hold, both on authority and precedent, t! 
In pursuance of those two precedents, the | 
hold that the point made by the gentleman from Maine is w 


I might cite other decisions which were made in si 
Congresses on this identical point. It is impossibl 
guish, after the elaborate description of a dry dock giy: 


| Committee of the Whole by the gentleman from Penns 


[| Mr. Butter], any difference in principle from a nay) 
the purchase of land for the construction of a navy 
the appropriation of money for the construction of a « 
which is a necessary incident to the work of a nay 


| both cases, where naval appropriation bills have earri 


priations for either of these two purposes, the Chai 
formly held that such provisions contravene clause ‘ 
XXI of the House of Representatives, and that t! 
order against them was well taken. 

I want, in conclusion, to again call the attention of t! 
to the remarkable fact that the ruling of the Chair 
made upon the paragraph as it appears in this Dill. 
not be made upon the assumption of facts nor upon s 
made here as to the purpose for which this dry doc! 
used. But assuming the facts to exist which do not 
the record here or in this provision of the bill—even 
those facts, and assuming that this dry dock is to b 


| the repair of naval vessels, yet under all the precedent 


House the provision is nevertheless out of order and : 
rule which It have just cited. 

Mr. GILL. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman al! 
ask him a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Certainly. 

Mr. GILL. I would like to ask the gentleman if t! 
the House would permit the construction of a new v 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes; that has been ruled, and 
made on that point draw a very clear distinction 
naval vessel and a navy-yard or a dry dock. 

Mr. GILL. Now, will the gentleman permit me to 
another question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Yes. 

Mr. GILL. And that is whether the floating dock 
for in this bill is not a vessel? 

Mr. TAWNEY. The floating dock that is now on i! 
Subig Bay of course is a vessel, in the sense that it # 
in the sense that it is capable of resisting the force of 
of being a fighting ship, it is not; or that it can be u: 
is floating for the purpose for which it has been crea 
not, ; 
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\(r. GILL. Now, permit me to ask the gentleman this ques- 
tion: Is not the Dewey 
“vfs MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I shall have to ask to go ahead. 
Mr rAWNEY. I will say further to the gentleman from 
MI id that the purpose of the dry dock is not to float, the 
- oce of the dry dock is not to fight, but the purpose of the 
a dock is to be moored or anchored where the vessels of the 
x «hich are constructed for the purpose of floating and 
fighting, may be repaired. 
‘er GILL. I want to say to the gentleman—— 
‘no CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
M was recognized. 
“ Mtr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I feel that the argument against 
this point of order has been so well presented by the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania that perhaps I ought to leave it where he 
1 ut I am frank to say, and I make no attempt to dis- 
fact, that this is a matter in which I feel considerable 
t, especially in view of the extent to which the gentleman 
f! \Iinnesota undertook to strongly emphasize the objection- 
ires of the location of this dock, from his point of view. 
Mr. ( n, I take it for granted it is not necessary to warn 
“7 1inst letting the merits of this question enter into 
ussion of the controversy as to the point of order. 
we eome to discuss this dry dock upon its merits I 
think the Naval Committee will be able to take care of 
| to show that it is a meritorious proposition. The gen- 
t! from Minnesota, in his last remark, fails into error, in 


idgment, wherein he answers my 
nose of this dry dock is not to float. It is the very purpose of 
{ cter of dry dock. It is the very thing that distin- 
it from other dry docks in that it floats, that it is not 
( ected with the land in any shape, that it floats out to dis- 
bled battle ships, lifts them upon itself and repairs them. I 


colleague that the pur- 


} 


do not know just what is the actual fact in reference to the sit- 
1 at Subig Bay just referred to by the gentleman from New 
York. nor do I know further than I infer from what is stated 


‘ appropriation bills as to the exact character of the dry 
Algi La., but I do know from the testimony of my 
ght, Mr. Chairman, that a dock after the pattern of the 
Dewey, which I understand this is to be patterned after, does not 
i y moorings, does not need any wharf, 
dry docks heretofore constructed that did need moorings, 
ed wharves, and did need structures to connect them with 
, had provisions for the moorings, for the wharves and 
cting structures embraced in the provisions for, and were 
wu priated for in connection with the dry docks themselves. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. Let me ask the gentleman from Maryland 
estion? 
Mr. MUDD. Certainly. 
1e » CH. AIRMAN. Is it practical to repair a war vessel on 
the high seas in a rough sea with a floating dry dock without 


hor’ ng? 


Mr. MUDD. 


; re 
a t ers, 





I take it for granted that in a rough sea you 


could not, Mr. Chairman, just as yo* can not take coal from a 
collier aboard ship in very rough seas, as was demonstrated in 


the Spanish-Amrican war. You can not take coal from colliers 


in a very rough sea, but that does not make the collier any the 
less a2 ship and would not make a collier, because it could not 


coal in rough weather on the high seas, any the less a part of the 
Navy and a proper subject of appropriation in this bill or other 
naval bills. Why, Mr. Chairman, some of our ships can not do 
business at all in a rough sea. They can not safely go out upon 
gh seas in very rough seas, and they put into harbor, but 
they ave still a part of the Navy and they can be appropriated for 
or a similar bill. Now, then, as to the exact character 
docks, which is somewhat a technical question, upon 
perhaps, some of the Members of the House, however, 
most as much knowledge as some of the gentlemen in the 
I may say that a few years ago a floating steel dry dock 
kind we are now building was a thing unknown. I be- 
e United States constructed the first one of this character 
was towed to Algiers. At that time, or, rather, before 
ne, when these decisions that have been referred to were 
le, the last being in the Fifty-fourth Congress, in the year 
could not be stated as a matter of fact that a floating 
y dock was in order upon a general appropriation bill, 
I ise the floating steel dry dock was a thing unknown. 
\IILL of Connecticut. Let me ask the gentleman, if this 
part of the increase of the Navy, why did you not put it 
that classification in the back of the bill? 
MUDD. Well, I will say I think we will try, 
‘e, to put it in there. 
» HI L of Connecticut. But why did it not go there in the 
ice, if it is properly part of the increase of the N: ivy? 
MU DD. Because we thought, and still think, it is appro- 


if it goes 


and that all of | 





priate and in order under the head of docks, which : 






























ur L 
tial part of the Navy. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. May I ask the gentleman a que 

Mr. MUDD. All right. 

Mr. SPARKMAN. I want to ask, first, in what ( t} 
dock differ from other floating docks 

Mr. MUDD. It does not differ much from the float ] 
dry dock at all. It will perhaps be a larger on it 
in principle, and it is calculated, as the best ex 
ties contend oe to be practicabl thi ‘ 
with large side-wall compartmen that will 1 ; 
tion of extensive machinery to ike exte I more 
extensive than even the D é or any d et « 1, 
making it, in effect, answer th ur ses ¢ 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Is it intended to lk t l 
place? 

Mr. MUDD. It is not, nec riiy ¢ { 1 ) 1 I 
want to be perfectly frank about th 
N: ivy has intimated that he thoug S 
would not be ‘sew he I’ ( upied uur ye sr } 
venient to that as to any other place. Tl l | ( i 
was down at Solomons d t! I 
tiver, in Chesapeake I] ( S 
of water tl is there I 1 his st halle 
I think, that there a greater « h of { 
spot of this earth’s surface th: h 
tl arth covering sa area of L¢ 

Mr. SPARKMAN. You have to come by Not 

Mr. MUDD. Yes, sir 

Mr. SPARKMAN. Have they not a good dry dock tl 

Mr. MUDD. The difficulty down ther the difi in 
nearly all our navy-yards, which is this, t draft ( 
sels whic h we are constructing to-day Yg | i 
not get to our navy-yar to have our ships r ired without the 
aid of a fleating dry dock to take them there, and this x 
characteristic of a floating dry dock is one of the chi ( 
which suggested to the Secretary the advisability of this d 

Now, one or. two words more, Mr. Chairman. because ] 
not the voice to talk to the House at this time if I wa I 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I would to as 
tleman why it is the Navy Departme! ld not ré 
in those yards that have dry docks at the pre t 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I will sa: t rentlem tl 
that will be a more pertinent inquiry when the point of ord 

i shall have been decided and we get to the merits of this 
tion; but if I may be permitted to answer here, I will say that 
the testimony of Admiral Endicott shows that w co! 
fronting a very serious situation in this respect—that tl eS 
sels of the advanced type which we are constructing now r¢ ( 
such a draft of water that it is almost impossible t t them 
to the dock in our ordinary yards. 

Mr. McNARY. If the gentleman will permit I isk 
him what yards? 

Mr. MUDD. I will answer the gcentlema: l say this, tl 
Admiral Endicott told me this morning tl! 
battle ships that had been and are being « i 
deepest drafts, and allow 4 or 5 feet more for tle ship in 
disabled condition, there are very few yards in the 1 3 
to which such a battle ship can be taken. 

Mr. McNARY. What yards? 

Mr. MUDD. I understand that Portsmouth, per! hi: 
the greatest depth of any of them, and wit tl X ‘ 
haps, of New York, is about the best, and onl : 
which the largest battle ships in disable conditic I 
taken to the existing graving stationary do 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to s that 
of the aeuianion contributes nothing to the determ 
the point of order. 

Mr. MUDD. I hope I may be allowed iy 
upon the point of order. 

Mr. Chairman, the determinati tl est ! 
Chair, I apprehend, sir, depend I ul 
fact. In other words, the questi s, VW 
ing dry dock? What is a steel f ‘ a . 
is such a thing as a naval establishment 
this country. I apprehend there is no 1 
I take it for granted it will not conte 
of this character is not a part of t na 
independentiy of that, a little narrow th 
hended in that, there Is a ‘ f the United State t ! al 
establishment being the gen expression, e navy t “ 
eally being confit — to those objects belonging thereto th float 
upon the sea. 

This kind of dock, I repeat—and I speak now the testimony 


of my own eyesight, as of the time when I saw this dock 


down 








) 
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in this e untry—was not moored to the shore; for aught that I 
know not even anchored where it had taken the Jowa and 
Colorado and lifted them up and docked them successfully, say, 
perhaps, a quarter half a mile from the shore. It could 
have gone a mile farther away; it could have gone 2 miles far- 
ther away; it could have gone, according to expert authority, 
20 miles down and t 

place where it l 
TI chief 


Wilt 


ad best 


chara 


cou in the repair of the ship. 
stic of these floating dry docks in 
itionary docks. 

hese precedents which have been 
and I want to call the Chair’s at- 


operate 
hat is the cteri 
contradistinction from the st: 
Now, Mr. Chairman, as 
quoted, there are just four, 
tention to them briefly. 
There is one in the first session of the Fifty-first Congress and 
one in the first session of the Fifty-second Congress, made, re- 


LO 





aken up a disabled ship and carried it to a | 





spectively, by Mr. Butterworth of Ohio and Mr. Shiveley of 
Indiana. The two that have been read as having been made 
in the Fifty-fourth Congress were rendered, first, by Mr. Hop- 
KINS Of Illinois and, second, by Mr. SHerMAN of New York. 
These gentlemen predicated their decisions upon those which 
had gone before, and those which had gone before were cases 
in which not only was there a provision for the purchase of a 
dry deck, but there was a provision for the purchase and for 
the acquisition of land. Now, I will not pause to argue whether 
or not the purchase of land is a continuing “ work” or “ ob- 
ject” in the line of building up the Navy. Suflice it to say, 
for the understanding of the Chair now, that it has been de- | 


cided that the purchase of land was obnoxious to the rule, but 
that where buildings were placed on the land already acquired 
they were not obnoxious to it. 


Mr. Sherman, in the decision rendered in the Fifty-fourth | 
Congress, gave no reason at all, gave no argument. His deci- 


sion was in relation to a dry dock upon the land. 
decision was erroneous. But it can be differentiated from this, 
because he simply decided on the line of decisions that had been 
made for graving dry docks, and there was incorporated therein 
in each case a provision for the purchase of land. 

Now, the gentleman from Minnesota very adroitly argues—he 
always that there is nothing in this provision 
to show that it is for the use and the purposes of the Navy. 
Mr. Chairman, I take it for granted it is only necessary to read 
the title of the bill, wherein it is stated it is a “ bill making ap- 
propriations for the naval service for the fiscal year,” ete. It 
may just as well be argued that every line of every clause of 
every provision for every clerk that he provides for in the 
numerous bills that come from his committee should particular- 
the 
Government 


} 
auiso 


, yh) x 
argues very ably 


iZe spe 


service as that in clause in this bill 


every 
should s: 


purposes of the Navy. 
Mr. 


object and the 
Now, I say, 
way of permanent ns of law 


prov isi 


I think the | 


‘ific purpose and object of his connection with the | 
we | 
iy and repeat that the provision is for the use and the | 


Chairman, there is nothing specific in the | 
for one-half of the struc- | 
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I say that there is not a single statute anywhere outside of 4) 
- , Mew UL The 


Constitution of the United States, that specifically cays 4 
Congress shall provide for and maintain a navy, and I 

hend it is upon that general authority that battle shins } 
been declared to be exempt from the point of order made 9. 


them. - 

So far as my judgment goes, I think the constructioy 9; th 
rule excluding stationary dry docks is absolutely in eyyoy I 
mean graving dry docks, to which this bears no necessary 


analogy. 

Mr. Chairman, we appropriated for building the Nayal ,, 
emy. We have had that ruled upon. We appro: ne 
foundries, for machine shops, for the necessary equipn 
the shops, and for a thousand and one purposes for whjch « 
shop is necessary in a navy-yard, and yet, when you . 
the erection of a structure, upon which a ship is to 
and to stand while undergoing these repairs, we find ; 
illogical and inexplicable decision declaring such a sj 
out of order. There is no reason whatever in the ruling 
excludes such a structure even as a stationary dock froy 
right of incorporation in a bill making appropriations for ¢)o 
maintenance of our Navy. There is less of semblance 0; 
reason for the exclusion of the floating dock, which is not oy) 
a necessity and an incident of the Navy, but a part of the Nay 
itself. , 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, in this debate ] 
have taken the Revised Statutes and have hurriedly looked 
through the different headings of the index, and I can not fing 
any such institution as a steel dock, or a steel floating dock. de 
nominated in any of the various statutes pertaining to the 
work of the Navy. I feel rather disposed to support a mea 
that is necessary to carry on the Navy as it should be carrie 
on, but, nevertheless, I want it to be done according to Jy) 
Hence, I have investigated this matter. Now, I turn back 
page 524 of the Revised Statutes, and I find this provision: 

Sec. 1838. The President of the United States is authorized to 
cure the assent of the legislature of any State, within } 


th utter 


Which any 


| purchase of land has been made, for the erection of forts, n 


tures, one-half of the objects, one-half of the purposes for | 
which we appropriate money in the naval appropriation bill. 


Let 


4“ 


50, under the head 
Now, ho man will say 


instance, 


of 


for 


‘ re iy 
and repair 


from page 


vessels.” 


me read, 


Construction 


that these are out of order, and yet there is no particular pro- 
vision of law authorizing them, and no provision except the 


general requirement of law for the building and maintenance of 


anavy. Let me read: 
naval vessels. Construction and repair of yard craft, 
d barges 
id barges. 





and lighters, things that float, as dry docks fioat. 


rhey are not moored to the land or anchored, and would anyone 
say that they are not a part of the Navy? There is no specific 
statute previously authorizing any of them. They do not fight. 





They are auxiliary ships. We have repair ships, as this dry 
dock will be, used as a repair ship. We have hospital ships. 
We provide for receiving ships and training ships, and they are 
no part of the fighting force of the Navy, and they do no more 
to fulfill the fighting functions of the Navy than does this ship 
which repairs ships which get out of order. We have, further 
ou in this paragraph: “ Wear, tear, and repair of vessels afloat.” 
What is this dry dock for? Is it not to provide against the 
wear and tear, and is it not for the purpose of repairing vessels | 
afloat? Can anyone mention one single purpose, use, or object 
to ich t dry dock can be adapted unless it be for the repair | 
of vessels afloat? All through this bill there are appropriations, 
ther such provisions as that of this dry dock, coming in the 
different paragraphs. 
Mr. ¢ rman, the Constitution of the United States recog- 
the existence of a navy. I do not intend to discuss the 
( stitution of the United States. That belongs to other gentle- 


pertaining to this bih, I am speaking now of the 
Navy and for the maintenance of the Navy. 


the 


of | 





arsenals, dock yards, and other needful buildings without 
sent having been obtained. 


Clearly showing, Mr. Chairman, that a fort, magazine, arsenal, 


or a dockyard is neither a part of the Army nor the Navy; that 
they are separate and distinct institutions. Indeed, some of 


those institutions are nominated in the Constitution. They a 
procured under express statutes. 

You will find, Mr. Chairman, in looking at the light-house 
law that the lights and buoys are treated, at page 906, as sepa- 
rate and distinct institutions from the Navy, and here is the 
law, of several pages, all providing for the establishment of light- 
houses and buoys. They are just as necessary in dangerous 
waters as, and far more so, than a floating dock. And yet here 
is a statute authorizing their establishment, clearly showing that 
Congress from time immemorial—I believe the first st 
read to the Chair was passed in 1828—for years and years the 
Congress has treated arsenals, magazines, dockyards, buoys, 
and light-houses as separate institutions, entirely disconnected 
with the Navy. 

Again, Mr. Chairman, we had the Navy long before we had 
much of an Army. At all events, we have had it for a 
long time. We have had it without navy-yards, we have had it 
without light-houses, we have had it without buoys, we have had 
it without dry docks, we have had it without floating docks, we 
have had it without steel floating docks, and I challenge the 
gentlemen on this side or the other to show a single statute of 
the United States providing for the purchase of a 
dock or a steel wet dock or any other sort of a dock. 


] . 
1Ong, 


Stet \ 


contrary, when you were buying dockyards, or needed them, 
Congress, by an express statute, authorized the President o! 
| the United States to procure them, the word “ procu! being 


used, as the statute I have just read provides. 
Mr. TALBOTT. You mean procure the site. 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I mean procure the site 
“ dockyard.” 
Mr. TALBOTT. Will the gentleman allow me one 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes. 
Mr. TALBOTT. Is not the distinction this, between | 


| dock that is contemplated by the act of Congress and this ¢ 


1 


dock that is proposed now, that one of them is a fl 


| dock for which you do not have to obtain a site and whic! 


towed by the Government to any other point it desires t 
for the purpose of repairing the vessels of the Goyernm« 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, in reply 
friend, I will state to him that there are docks that « 
float and there are docks that do float and some docks | 
both. This steel floating dock is such a new institut 
Chairman, that with the usual frankness and candor so 
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distinguished gentleman 


the 
he called upon Members of the House to tell him what a 


tic of who occupies the 
eae oating dry dock is. It is an entirely new institution, 
‘3 n to the statute and many Members of the House. 
7a rALBOTT. This is something which the necessities of 
the Navy require, and the Navy does not have to acquire from 
; te in the Union a site for it, but can tow it wherever it 
je to tow it for the use of the Navy. 

GAINES of Tennessee. It is a concern without head or 
t It is without life, it is without wheels, it is without loco- 
m - jt is something for pushing another ship into and lifting 
that ship up out of the water and mending it in different ways. 
1] seen that performance, Mr. Chairman, but I never saw it 

I have seen everything in the ocean, almost, 

exeent that sort of thing. These dry docks stay close up to the 
s} _ Japan has one, and we have some, I think; not these 
ating docks, possibly. 
Mr. Chairman, replying to the proposition the gentleman 
nnsylvania [Mr. OLMSTED] alluded to, about there being 
for the purchase of ammunition, cartridges, guns, and so 


ou , mid-ocean. 


f If the gentleman will look at the statute, which I have be- 
fore me, he will find that the Secretary of War is authorized to 
pul <e “supplies” for the Army, and the Secretary of the 
Navy is authorized to purchase “supplies” for the Navy. 

ire authorized to purchase powder, ammunition, clothes, 


igs of that sort. Not being an expert soldier, as I infer 


the gentleman from Minnesota is by his gray hairs, I was at first 
dis] | to think that steel docks was a Navy supply, and it was | 
possible for the Chair to construe the word “ supplies” as cover- 


ing this dock proposition; but I find after reading the statute 
more thoroughly that it clearly refers to other things—things to 








eat, wear, guns, ete.—and does not include docks of any kind. 
Ss m 3721 speaks of “ gunpowder” and of “ medicines” and 
“clothing and hemp” and other materials of every nature and 
kind. By using the words “all provisions, clothing, and hemp, 


1 other material of every nature and kind,” I was disposed 


to believe that the Chair would be correct in ruling that under 
the broad language used there he might call this dock a supply 
for Navy, but when you read the whole statute, you can 
clearly see that it does not include or cover that kind of an insti- 
tution. I dare say that when that law was enacted, in 1843, 
i850, and 1866, such a thing as a steel floating dry dock was 
never dreamed of. 

Now, if we eall it a building, here is the statute that requires 
“before any new buiidings for the use of the United States is 


commenced the plans and full estimates shall be prepared,” ete. 
You go along further and you will find that the question of 


nition and the question of guns and all that sort of thing 


is provided for there literally in the law or is covered by the 
word “supplies” or “the necessary demands of the Navy.” 
Now, we know that a steel floating dry dock is not a supply; 
we know it is not absolutely necessary; we know it is not a 


part of the Navy, because we had a Navy long before that, and 
that we have got along thus far without it being a part of the 





Nay nd can still do so. Congress has not, as my friend from 
M ‘sota knows, by statute thought enough of this dock insti- 
tution to pass a law authorizing Congress to build “ steel float- 
ing dry docks.” 

Now, it may be absolutely necessary, and possibly it is, but, 
g itn, if it is you have plenty of time, you have an Naval 
Col ttee that is composed ot intelligent gentlemen, a com- 
mittee that is capable and patriotic, and you can take the prop- | 
os 1 out, look into it, and report a bill, and if you show that 
t led and that the price of a million dollars and a half 
is reasonable, you will have little opposition. 


Mr. WACHTER. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
. GAINES of Tennessee. 


I will yield to the gentleman. 
Mr. WACHTER. 


I would like to ask the gentleman whether 
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statute broad enough to include it as a necessary appendage 
or to make it a part of the Navy, no more, not as much, a> 
the light-houses and buoys. This dock irly not a 


is cle 


part ol 
a ship. As the gentleman knows, we have never built a ship 
that Congress has not specifically authorized its building. Here 
is a steel dry-dock proposition calling for nearly two millions, 
and yet Congress has not directed even the adoption of such 


an institution. 

Mr. WACHTER. 
docks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is practically prepared to rul 

The paragraph under consideration carries an ( 
for a floating dry dock. A rule of the House prohibits appro- 
priations in general appropriation bills for expenditures “ not 
previously authorized by law, in continuation of a] 
priations for such public works and objects as are alread: 
progress.”” It is not claimed that the object for which the ap- 
propriation in question is sought to be made is authori: 
law, but it is insisted that it is a publie work or object already 
in progress within the meaning of the rule. 


But they have already built two steel dry 
apy 


ropria 


unless 


The question raised by the point of order in some of its 
aspects is a novel one. There is no precedent exactly covering 
it, and it must be decided by the application of principles recog 


nized in the decision of analagous questions. 
general naval appropriation bills may carry 


It is settled that 
appropriations tor 


additional officers and seamen, for new war vessels, for colli 
and for necessary equipment and supplies for the Navy without 
their being previously authorized by law. 

On the other hand, it is settled by the precedents that 0- 
priations for a new naval station, for a new navy-yal for 
the selection of a site for a naval station, for the establish- 


ment of an armor-plate factory, for the erection of buildings 
for a naval hospital with authority to acquire a new site, 
the construction of stationary dry docks are not in order in 


I ren- 


eral naval appropriation bills unless previously authorized by 
law. 

The logical inference from the precedents is that the Navy 
proper, consisting of the war fleet, officers, and seamen, with 
necessary equipment and supplies, is a public work or object 


already in progress within the meaning of the rule, and appro 
priations therefor are in order in appropriation bills without 
previous authority of law, while the administrative bi ‘hes 
and the construction and repair establishments of the Navy De- 
partment, including, among other things, naval stations, navy 


yards, hospitals, magazines, and stationary dry do 
ipso facto- constitute a public work or object in progress, and 


appropriations therefor must be previously authorized by la 





The question for decision is whether a floating dry dock is 
an essential part of the equipment of the Navy proper or 
whether it belongs to the administrative service of the Navy 
Department. Dry docks are for the purpose of repairing ves 
sels, and the only essential difference between floating dry docks 
and stationary dry docks is the portability of the former. Both 
kinds are intended for the same purpose and belong to t 
same class of service. Colliers have been held to be an essen 
tial part of the equipment of the Navy, obviously because they 
sail with naval squadrons and attend them in action as supply 
boats. 

A floating dry dock can not convoy an ival squ idron on the 
high seas after the fashion of a collier. It can he t ' 
from place to place where the sea is calm or it can be se 
moored for the purpose of repairing vessels. It is not an essen 
tial part of the equipment of the Navy, but clearly bel ) 
the administrative service of the Navy Department rl wint 
of order is, consequently, sustained. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I shall not appeal from the 
decision of the Chair, but I give notice at this time tl I shal 


offer this as an amendment in a little different form at another 
stage of the bill 


! and I suppose he does—that there are already two The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
ting dry docks in existence? | The Clerk read as follows: 
GAINES of Tennessee. I guess everything you have been Repairs and preservation at navy-yards: For 1 nd | : 
ake in the last ten years is in existence, because these | tion at navy-yards and stations, $500,00% 
ition bills have been loaded down with things and | Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, I move to e out the 
ppropriations of dollars and dollars, but where is the | last word. A day or two ago the gentleman f M hu 
5 flowing them to be built? | setts [Mr. WEEKS], who has just left the Ch l some 
WACHTER. Does not the gentleman know that there | remarks in criticism of a criticism t! I had S 
\dy in existence two floating dry docks? earlier with regard to the efficiency of « ( ; of the 
GAINES of Tennessee. There are, I presume, a few; | United States as navigators and of the efficiency of our method 
7 t know how many. of administering criminal justice in the Army and the N ; rhe 
WACHTER. Does not the gentleman cofsider anything | gentleman, among other things, having given a record of tl rty- 
. of the naval establishment which goes to make up the | seyen vessels that had been injured or destroyed in some forty 
i ¢ and repair of ships? years, said: 
( GAINES of Tennessee. It may be a part of the ma- |” This record, which is complete, being taken from the records of the 


but Congress has not so derlored, and there is no | Navy Department, sbows, etc. 
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Mr. Chairman, I desire to question the statement of the com- 
pleteness of that record. I say that it is only partial; that it 
does not cover by any means the total number that should be 
included, and especially it is insufficient in that the larger ves- 
sels, the more expensive vessels, the vessels of modern date, are 
largely omitted from the list. 

There is one that I have in mind that the gentieman can not 
be criticised for not enumerating, because the accident happened 
about the moment of his declaration of freedom from negligence 
on the part of these gentlemen. That was the one in which one 
of our larger vessels went ashore a few days ago while going into 
York River. Certainly, if there is any position, any 
any part of our navigable waters that the Navy and the officers 
of the Navy ought to be familiar with, it should be that historic 
portion of our waters. They ought to be able to get in and out 
there. He omitted the instance, quite recent, where one of our 
squadrons, I think, consisting of four vessels, attempted to get 
out of the port of New York. They succeeded partially in doing 
it, although they ran two of the vessels into the mud and got 
the other two into violent and dangerous collision. The gentle- 
man has omitted that from his list. 





port, | 
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that suicide is his only remedy, his only relief, and it js ex. 
pected that that will be his self-inflicted punishment. : 
Mr. WEEKS. It is a crime in this country to commit sy), ide 


I believe. 


Mr. HEPBURN. I think itis. I am not speaking of tht ,, 


the purpose of suggesting that it ought to be a remedy. jj; ' 
am speaking of it for the purpose of showing how this offense 
of throwing away your ship is regarded in other countries as 
compared with ours. The gravest punishment that the gop. 
tleman could find in all the annals of courts-martial for « i 
of this kind, if I mistake not, was suspension from the actiye 
duties and active pay for three years. ’ 

Mr. WEEKS. Oh, I beg your pardon. Mr. Chairman, way | 
ask the gentleman a question? ; 

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HEPBURN. I do. 

Mr. WEEKS. If the gentleman from Iowa had carefully reaq 
what was said he would have found that officers have |: dis. 
missed—several cases—for the loss of ships, and in one jn. 

| stance an officer was dismissed who had previously dis. 


missed from the service and restored by act of Congress. 

Mr. HEPBURN. That may be. I stand corrected, but I hag 
in my mind the twenty-six cases to which I referred, a i 
of those punished my recollection is there was no more 
severe than this suspension from active duties for thi 


and in that case it was finally reduced to two, and it 
that that was not a very serious punishment. Now, Mr. Chair- 


man, I think that it is due to this House, in view of | riti- 
cism of myself that the gentleman from Massachus 


indulged in, that he make a fair statement of all of this ss of 
| offenses and that he give to us a real statement of th Ss 


The gentleman has omitted that other case, quite recent, 
where one of our larger and more valuable vessels was run 
into a d in the harbor of New York. One would suppose 
these gentlemen would be familiar with such waters. 

rhe g leman also omitted that other instance where only 
a 1Or ago one of our modern vessels was run upon a 
ro i vicinity of Newport. One would suppose that that 
place y ld be somewhat familiar to these gentlemen, and that 
they certainly would be able to navigate their vessels in such | 
water 

Mr. Chairman, these are only a few that occur to me from 
my knowledge gained from the newspapers of these instances 
of inefficiency, of incapacity to handle these great vessels. We 
are spending millions of dollars to build up a great navy. I 
think it is the part of patriotism to do this, but there ought to 
be some guaranty, some assurance, that when we secure such 
vessels they will not be recklessly destroyed by incompetency 


and ineicie 


ney 


ra 
Bt 


Another astonishing statement was made by the gentleman the 
other day, namely, that the longevity of one of these great ves- 
sels, ting many millions of dollars, was but sixteen years. 
The Texas, going into commission only sixteen years ago, the 


gentleman told the committee, was now on its way to the scrap 


CO 


pile, and when asked the question if that was the average period 
he said it ought not to be, but left the inference that it was. 
It is only a short while ago that I saw a criticism upon the part | 
of some naval officer of the Oregon—the Oregon now character- | 
ized by him as obsolete. Yet, Mr. Chairman, it is only a little 
whil co that that then splendid vessel cost this Government | 
between five and six millions of dollars. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani- 
mous consent that the gentleman may have five minutes more 
to conclude his remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks | 


unanimous consent that the gentleman from Iowa may have five 
minut Is there objection? 


lies more. 
wre was no objection. 


1 
} 
i 


Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman criticised me, 
I thought? with some ascerbity because I said that, in my judg- | 
ment, there was not proper punishment meted out to those who, 


I thought, had recklessly, 


jeopardy these great interests of ours. 


carelessly, and wantonly put in 
I still believe that our 
system of administering criminal justice in the Army and Navy 
is lamentably faulty; that it is almost impossible to secure fair- 
ness ‘ 

mak 


classmates, frol 





it! 
mpanions in arms, from the friends and 


factors. Think of 


n the ce 


of judgment on the part of those who are to try criminal | 
The courts are made up from the | 


and of the punishment, and with that I will be entirely 
satisfied that the facts as he will be compelled to give them will 
take away all the sting of his criticism of myself. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Total public works, navy-yards and stations, $2,848,450. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to strike out the 
words “total public works.” They have not appeared 
fore in nayal appropriation bills and there is no necess 
them. They were put in by the clerk, but the printer did not 
strike them out, as he should have done. In lines 15, 16, and 17 
“total public works.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the motion 
gentleman from Lilinois. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I desir 
cuss that matter, not that particular thing, but——— 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I withdraw the amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from [Illinois wit 
the amendment. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


oO 


» dis. 


hdraws 


Mr. Chairman, I simply desire to 


bring a little but very valuable official information before th 
comunittee, which I think is rather pertinent here, and [ think 
when you gentlemen hear me through for a minute or two that 


you will be very much surprised at the statement I shal! read. 
I hold in my hand page 946, volume 19, of Report of the Indus- 
trial Commission, issued in 1902. It states that Naval Con- 
structor Albert W. Stahl, at a hearing of the Naval Committee 
of the House, submitted the following table relative to certain 
private-built ships, showing that the “ total cost” of such ships 
is considerably in excess of the “ contract price.” 


A few moments ago the distinguished gentleman from Iowa 
{Mr. HerpsuRn] alluded to the Oregon as costing about five or 


six million dollars, I believe. This report shows her “ total 
| cost” was “ $5,914,021.90,” while the “contract price "—and 
here is the point—was “ $3,301,510.” The excess of the “ total 
cost” over the “ contract price” was “ $2,612,511.90.” con- 
tract price of the Massachusetts was $3,090,000. The toil cost 
was $5,401,844.97, or a difference of $2,311,844.97. The contract 


associates, from the military family of which they are all alike 
members. 

There is a community of interest and a community of feeling 
among them. They are al! more or less acquainted; the chil- 
dren are intimates; the wives are intimates and associates: | 


they are as a rule poor, each one knows the pecuniary condition 
other, 
that stops the pay or that lessens it there is suffering 
and want and privation. That fact is brought home to all, and 
it would be strange indeed if under the circumstances of the 
association and acquaintance and community of interest it did 
not have its effect, and I say that it is the truth that the pun- 
ishments that have been inflicted, some of which the gentleman 
referred to, have been inconsiderable indeed in comparison with 
the offense. There are other countries where the naval officer 
who loses his vessel feels so overwhelmingly a sense of disgrace 


of the 


posed 


and everyone knows that if that sentence is im- | 


| 





price for the Jndiana, named for the State wherein 1 lis- 
tinguished chairman lives, was $3,090,000. Her total « 


$5,333,708.05, or a difference of $2,243,708.05. The total t ol 
the Monterey was $2,268,281.75, and the contract | was 
$1,674,839.60, a difference of $593,442.15. The total cost the 
Olympia was $2,484,027.74, and the contract price was $1,105,000, 


a difference of $688,027.54. 
Now, I am going to ask the chairman of the commit who 


reports this bill, or some one else who can answer the qi n, 
for an explanation of this: Why is it that in the case of the 
Vonterey, Olympia, San Francisco, Oregon, Massachus nd 
Indiana the “total cost” of each vessel has gone beyou the 
“contract price” all the way from $593,442.15 in the Monier . 

Ca 


to $2,612,511.90 beyond the contract price in the Orego: 
the gentleman tell us why that occurred? 
Mr. FOSS. I did not get the question. 








Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is a very important one. I 
WW | like to get some explanation. 
FOSS. I would like to hear it again. 
_ GAINES of Tennessee. It is a very important one. I 
' read in the hearing of the committee an official statement 
f the naval constructor, Albert W. Stahl, found in Industrial 
( iission Report, Volume XIX, page 946, and he states that in 
e of building the immortal Oregon the “ contract price” 
; s23.301,510, and the “ total cost”’ was $5,914,021.90, or a dif- 
fi » of $2,612,511.90. Now, can the gentleman account for 
reased cost? That is a sample of a number of other 
=; 1 have cited. 
FOSS. The first cost is for the hull and machinery, and 
y is for the completed ship, which takes in the arma- 


GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman may think he is 
I hope he is; but here is the way that Albert W. Stahl, 
al constructor, stated it, and here is the way the Indus- 
Commission prints it: “ The total cost of the Oregon was 
»1.90, and the contract price was $3,301,510, a difference 
12.511.90.” The “contract price” and the “ total cost” 
» terms used. 
on page 945 of this report is a statement of the cost of 
1ade by private contract and those made in the Govern- 
yards. The committee and these naval men were parallel- 
» the two kinds of expenses. They were comparing Govern- 
nade ships with private-made ships. Mr. Chairman, I 
in hopes that the gentleman, who is so well informed on 
matters, could explain it to the committee and explain to 
untry 
r. FOSS. Let me read the report. 
r, GAINES of Tennessee. Here it is. 
CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ten- 
[Mr. Gatnges] has expired. 
\r. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word for the purpose of discussing this matter a lit- 
rther. Just a brief statement, and I will be through. On 
ther page, as the gentleman will see, Admiral Bowles com- 
pares the Tezas and the Indiana, showing that the Government- 
made ship, which was the Jezras, I believe, cost, I think, 7 per 
nt more than the Indiana, that was made im a private yard, 
ithough the Texas had to wait for her armor, though it was 
i for before the private contractors called for their armor ; 
et the Texas was made to wait until the private persons were 
pplied. Mr. Chairman, this report gives very valuable infor- 
tion. It discusses two propositions, the virtues of having 
» ships built in Government yards and in private factories. 
treats both sides of the proposition, and that being the case, 
-. Chairman, I will ask that I may be permitted to print this 
report in the Recorp, so that we can all read it. 
Mr. FOSS. I will read it then, and make explanation of it 





l see 


If 


\T 


iter, 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
us consent to print the document to which he has referred 
the Recorp in connection with his remarks. Is there objec- 
tion? 

here was no objection. 

The document is as follows: 


GOVERNMENT AND PRIVATE MADE SHIPS. 
Ss ra 


veral witnesses before the Industrial Commission have advocated 
jlicey that all work constructed for either the Federal, State, or 
vvernments should be constructed directly by the employees of 
Department and not through contractors. The main argument 
need in favor of this policy is the higher wages and fewer hours 
: employees, and the disadvantage which, on this account, the 

1 of direct employment is under in comparison with the longer 
lay and lower wages paid by contractors. An investigation made 
Department of Labor in four leading cities reaches the conclu- 
that in public employment, in general, the highest rate of wages is 
for the shortest working day. The advantages and disadvantages 
ic employment in the Navy Department have been summarized 
ws by Chief Naval Constructor F. T. Bowles, in a hearing before 
liouse Committee on Naval Affairs, wherein he advocated a larger 
the navy-yards for constructing war vessels. The advantages 


Maintenance of efficiency of the force and plant by keeping them 
inuous use. These are already required for repairs, but when 
are not needed the force must be temporarily discharged. If 

el could be under construction at all times, the employees, when 

lack of repair work, could change to construction work, and 

» could thereby be kept in constant employment. 

Repairs could be made more economically and rapidly, since an 
te staff of employees would be at hand, without the necessity of 
s in new and inexperienced help. 

t would reduce the amount of repair work, which at present is 

ified in order to maintain a force of employees when permanent 

is not ahead. 

Maintains a standard of workmanship and design on a basis of 
tical experience. 

Provides training for those who must inspect contractors’ work. 

: _'gnorant inspector is fussy and demands too much in unimportant 


and oo ways, so that the contractor will add 15 or 20 per cent to 
i next price, 


| 
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6. No profit to be made on the plant. 

7. Indirect charges, which in commercial practice make a large per 
centage of the cost, are not included, because these navy-yards 
already maintained for repair purposes. ‘This is practically a 
ot interest on plant, taxes, insurance, depreciation and 
erty, and a large proportion of the office and organization expense. 
lor these expenses merchant shipyards estimate from 25 to 35 p ent 
on the cost of material and labor going into the 


care rf 


ry - . . . Si ‘p 
8. The cost of inspection is saved, since the inspectors and drafts- 
men of the navy-yard act as inspectors when the ships are const ted 


at the navy-yard. There are more people inspecting tl l V 
contract than it takes to manage the work of construction of the same 
ships in the navy-yard. 

%. Cost of trial trip is saved. 

10. Saves the claims for extras by private contractor i 
to make these as large as possible. The builders of the Indi 


e ships 1 








suit before the Court of Claims for extras to the amount . 
Disadvantages named are: 
1. The cumbersome system of design and of management 
pendent bureaus in the Navy Department. There is tl B 1 ¢ 
Construction, which designs the hull; the Bureau of Ordnance, which 
specifies the armament and armor plate; the Bureau of Steam Er 










neering, which designs the boilers and mact 
Equipment, which puts in the anchors, chains 


Practically there is no center head In the ‘case of contra 


















these bureaus feel a certain responsibility to coordinate th Ww 
more or less, because otherwise charges for extras, which are p I 
by law, must be allowed. 4 

2. Wages in the navy-yards are 30 to 40 per cent highe y t ‘ 
than those paid in private yards, and since the t of 1 
eight instead of ten, as on contract work, this add er 30 5 
per cent to the cost of labor per hour, making tl! er ) 
per cent to 75 per cent higher than the wages per hi rid I 
tractors. The law requires that these wages be the sa! S i 
in the vicinity, but these are only small repair shoy ! ady 
work, consequently wages are regulated by the tra io on t 
basis of irregular work. 

3. Boy and unskilled labor is not used to advantage on a unt of 
artificial restrictions of the labor board, necessitated b ci i 





law. An employee, according to that law and the 1 
under, can be employed only on the kind of work for 
istered, and can not be transferred to other work. 
necessary in order to protect the civil-service law : 
creases the cost of labor compared with the cost to ec actor 

4. Seven holidays fully paid, or two and one-half times pay for holi- 
day work. , 

5. Purchase of material by the navy system involy 
















es d 1 extra 
cost. The time and trouble of bidding and fur , ) drives 
off many good contractors. The materials thus cent 1 : 
than under private management. This is an infirmity of public maz 
agement, in which interest and good management depend wu; t 
system rather than upon the individual, but it would be large ‘ 
viated by buying in larger quantities if the Government i re 
work to do, as in England. Our public shipy should i 
to buy for future needs when prices are low, which can not . 
cause the contractor is not allowed to exercise his individual ji t 
6. Outside plants are better arranged and no restrictions ar iced 


on untilization of space to the best advantage. ' 
7. Per diem compensation is used where office work i 
8. Navy-yards give no bond or guaranty of perf 
tract conditions. 
Mr. Bowles stated that— 
The English Government has shown that a gover 
ships in competition with outside shipyards. Nobody 









ment can build 
an say that 


we 
can not do it, because we can. It is only a matter of the means, thé 
regulations, and the methods, and the men; and it can be done, and it 
can be done very quickly, if you want to do it—very quickly. There 
is no question about it. In other countries the custom is somewhat 
different. The practice in England of building a large proportion in 





the merchant shipyards and varying that proportion in accordance 
with the degree of activity which exists outside—that is, if the out- 
side shipyards are dul] the work is put there; if they are busy the 
part of the work is taken into the Government yards—encourages and 
keeps up the merchant shipyards and enables them to keep stead 
on in their work, and at the same time gives the Government efficient 
yards of their own.” 

Constructor Bowles estimated that the cost of construction of \ 
sels in navy-yards under the conditions existing at the time of 
hearing would be fully 15 per cent in excess of the c e by 
tract, but that an equivalent saving would be made over 
ships if the navy-yards were properly organized, as they 








much difficulty. He estimated further that, with these impro 
the New York Navy-Yard could build ships as cheaply as 
built by contractors, not including the indirect charges i est, 
insurance, taxes, depreciation, and management, which are already 
covered by the need of the navy-yards as repair shops In his judg 
ment the best results are obtained when ships are constructed 
contractors and by the navy-yards. 

Since the time when this testimony was given before the Ho 


Naval Committee Congress has adopted a law granting employees in 
the navy-yards fifteen days’ leave of absence each year with full pa 

This is unquestionably one of the most serious blows that ive been 
struck against a further extension of public employment in place of 
contract work in the construction of war vessel ng 
days at full pay increases the labor cost 74 per cent, and mak 
possible, with the handicap already existin : ) ho r 
ble for public work to advocate a further substitution of direct e 
























ment for the contract system. 
The following table was submitted by Constructor Be ving 
comparatively the cost of four ships built in the navy-y 
built in private yards. The final column shows the cost per 
finished vessel. The two battle ships, the Maine and the T* , 
in the navy-yards, may be compared i » Ind t, I t it 
|} same time in a private yard. The cost mew! re i 
the Teras, but comparing the Teras the Indiana, Wing in 
the cost of the latter not only the first cost under the itract. 1 
also the final cost of the finished vessel, it is seen that the co f . 
Texas per ton was $819, and the cost of the Indiana per ton c leted 
was $669, so that the Teras cost more than the Indiana by 22.4 per 


cent, 

The Raleigh, built in the Government yards, was the most expensive 
type of ship ever built at that time, on account of the large amount of 
machinery put into such a very small vessel, the cost being $780 for 
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hull and machinery. Of vessels built by contractors, that which is | Raleigh and $624 for the Minneapolis. The Raleigh may also be eo; 
nearest in type to the Raleigh is the Minneapolis, which cost $462 | pared with the Detroit, which shows a cost of $817 as against $7 ) in 
per ton for hril and machinery. But the final cost was $817 for the | private construction. , a 
Relative cost of battle ships in public and private plants. 
j - 
- | Ships without stores, ammuniti ‘ 
| | Hull and machinery. water in boilers. © 
Weight 
eta | Date of lay- | Date of first | — : without . 
INGE ing of keel. commission. |} Cost of hull | Weight of t oh ll | Final cost of stores, C er 
and | hulland oe a finished ammuni- t t 
machinery. | machinery. | *i) Ue vessel. tion, or finished 
y- rater in ve 
| boilers. 
a —— — 4 : - — Stiinta 
| | Tons. Tons. 
I sh) es ee eee Oct. 17,1888 | Sept. 17, 1895 | ¢ $3,305, 409. 87 ‘ . 920 | $861. 47 $4,677, 788.75 5, 436.35 | ¢ in 
Texas« So a Te ee ee June 1,1889 | Aug. 15,1895 | ¢2, 949) 549.12 8,595. 690 | 820. 20 4, 202,121.49 | 5, 124. 69 "R10 nH 
RSS oe, 5. Sa ee Jan. —,1890 | June 16,1894 | ¢1,995, 773.30 2,358. 183 | 846. 31 2,371, 904. 52 2’ 675,92 | Rap O0 
Rale anne nade couteaee Dex , 1889 | Apr. 17,1894 | ¢ 1,839,965. 23 2,358. 183 | 780. 24 2,199,729. 80 | 2,691.00 | » 10 
(SO ACRES EE TS Shee. Dec. 16,1891 | Dec. 13,1894 | 42,690,000.00 5,816. 760 | 462. 45 3, 849, 996. 44 6,161. 20 | G94 er 
Indiana’ ) eos May 7,1891 | Nov. 20,1895 | 43,063,000, 00 5, 691. 100 538. 20 5, 983, 371. 98 8,943.20 | 30 OR 
OS ORES RR Fs Feb , 1890 | July 20,1893 612, 500. 00 1 449. 650 | 412.52 1, 233, 039. 90 | 1, 660.00 | i 
aBuilt in navy-yard. Built in private yard. ¢Amount expended in navy-yards. 4@Contract price. eContractors have sued for $483,000 damages 
which would bring cost to $724, or 13 per cent of the Texas. ’ 
THE TEXAS WAS HANDICAPPED. | mated at about 15 per cent. This deducted from the cost of the Tera 
There were peculiar reasons why the ships built in the Government | would bring that vessel down to within 7 per cent of the Indian, rhe 
vards uld have cost more at the time they were built than would | 7eras was ‘delayed by the nondelivery of the armor, although t! ier 
be the case at the present time. No ship had been built in the Norfolk | W2s delivered to the mill before the orders of private cont: S. 
vard f twenty-five years, so that an expense of nearly $100,000 for | The contractors on the other ships had influence enough to get in 
machinery and equipment had to be made and charged to the vessel. ahead, on the ground that they would sue for damages if delayed 
The day the building of the Jeras was begun the Navy Department Naval Constructor Albert W. Stahl, at the hearing of the Naval (, 
appointed eleven foremen, none of whom had ever had anything to do | mittee of the House, submitted the following table relative to cer 
ith the building of a steel ship. The handicap suffered, owing to this | private-built ships, showing that the total cost of such Ships is n- 
unprepared condition, and the necessity of educating the labor, is esti- / siderably in excess of the contract price: 
Comparison of contract price with total cost of certain ships. 
Monterey. Olympia. SanFrancisco.| Oregon. a Indiana 
- : ——____—— — | 
Payments on account of contract -.....-----.--..-------------------- $1, 647,728.64 | $1,796,000.00 | $1, 423,231.50 | $3,272, 403.99 | $3,045,576. 48 » 29 
Extra to contractors for authorized changes-..-.-.- +5 r 107, 093. 02 103, 831. 80 47, 739. 94 265, 862. 69 171,111.12 0. 42 
Work done by Government plans, inspection, ete --....-.-.-.------ 73, 588. 03 70, 878. 67 141,840.16 248, 165. 75 = 293. 32 (132.19 
Hull armor --. it * See Ae eae eae cuavee maak ac eneneue ROT TOO RO Vic nnesavidammosnte seni chsenes tebe | 828, 468. 3 828, 929. 74 | R462 
BPP TOP POG VEO ons Sonistn pce cca nencs ncessensedastsannnes 190, 584. 38 BE I Biehl 1, 029, 591. 42 1, 030, 051.58 9; Lip 
Speed premiums Se he oe ears ; ie eae 300, 000. 00 100, 000.00 | 175,000.00 100, 000.00 | 28" 50) 0) 
Trial-trip expenses . cosa nnemen bone tates ta vae Hana seseieauneee “11, 547. 42 39, 267.09 25, 446. 32 | 22,913.99 16, 822. 73 17,924. 4] 
Care and preservation, insurance, etc ....... 2.2... ---- 2 -cce cnc eee e| oo eens none eceene DAME OM [esick Senet buns FAME Ee Tos kites abica sine 
I TOY ici nic acd uti anendhnuenbae mums cece ates hah s Scein hitb 2, 268, 281.75 2, 484,027.54 | 1,738,257.82 | 5,914,021.90 | 5,401,844. 97 5, 333. 708.05 
Contract price os Goh ae a ee eee Bae has ts tno im tee ene 1, 674, 839. 60 1, 796, 000. 00 1, 428, 000. 00 5,301,510.00 | 3,090,000.00 3.090. 000.0) 
Excess of total cost over contract price-...........------------ 442. 15 688, ORT. 54 310, 257. 82 2,612,511. 90 | 2,311, 844. 97 2, 243, 708.05 
! | 
Prior to the adoption of civil-service rules and their extension to the | of the inadequacy of our methods, or the inefficiency of our 
labor service, pul slic employment was seriously handicapped through methods, of punishment of naval officers. 
the ineftic ency of those employed, but since the adoption of these e ‘ ; 9 aie 
rules it is quite generally agreed that the efficiency of employees in I will send it to the Clerk’s desk with the request that it be 
the navy-yards has greatly improved. The main handicap at the pres- | read. It is the first article on the seventh column of the first 
ent time, in comparison with work done by oo is found in ~~ page 
ewer hours, the higher wages, the holidays and leave of absence, anc om 
: in preference. This disadvantage holds true, more or less, The Clerk read as follows 
lea nye 1 of s >t ? Y > lew lati a] 1 Sts > § es 
Pept say - ae th cee _ ier ae sithen _ * oot REBUKE OF NEWBERRY—COURT-MARTIAL CENSURED IN SCHOFIELD = 
, ‘local divisions generally pay the same wages and observe the LIEUTENANT IS REPRIMANDED—OFFICER WHO RAN THE TORPED - 
OC eee ae ee thi se STROYER WINSLOW ON A SHOAL IS SCORED IN PLAIN LANGUAGE BY TI 
Si urs as in the neighboring private employment. Within the » aaaaraaes7 neat ie eae aE nl eng ad ec a . 
pi years there is to be observed a tendency to extend, through ACTING SEC RETARY OF THE NAVY—ORDERED RELEASED FROM ALkES1 
legislation, the same conditions of hours and wages to contractors on AND RESTORED TO DUTY. 
pub works as those provided by law for public employees on the A stinging rebuke was administered by Acting Secretary of the Navy 
same class of work. Kansas in 1891 and New York in 1897 enacted a | Newberry yesterday to the officers who conducted the court-martial in 
so-called *‘ prevailing rate of wages law,” requiring every contract for | the case of Lieut. John A. Schofield, U. 8S. N., for running the t lo 
the construction of the public work to contain a provision that the | destroyer Winslow on a shoal near Norfolk last February. 
same li be void and have no effect unless the prevailing rate for Twice Mr. Newberry sent back the proceedings of the court fo n- 
the le day's work in the same trade or calling in the locality where | sideration, pointing out that the board, in attempting to show Vv 
the work is to be done shall be paid by the contractor to his employees. | to the officer r, was placing its interpretation of regulations and deci 
This vy was declared unconstitutional in New York by the court of | sions of the Navy Department above the interpretation placed « m 
3 . n the grounds that it was not a police measure and it inter- | by the Departm ent itself. 
fered 1 the freedom of contract. In Great Britain, where public Each time the court sent back its first findings, refusing to change 
“ ire but slightly higher than those paid in private employment, | the sentence, which was nothing more than a public reprimand by the 
it is at tl present time quite generally the rule that contractors on | Secretary of the Navy. 
I \ s are } lired to pay the same wages and observe the same . iicin: nia: «Cuenta _ 
ho i the public departments themselves. Apart from the ques- STRONG LANGUAGE EMPLOYED. 
t ol tutionality, a regulation of this kind, applying to pub- “It is dificult to understand the display of obstinacy or ol! y 
] mp it j he different branches of government in this country thus presented,” says Mr. Newberry in his remarks on the resi e 
is not only a means of placing public and private employment on the court-martial. ‘“ The failure of justice which ensues and t! y 
same el of proper regard for the interests of those wh¢ se Services | which the discipline of the service must necessarily suffer at t! Is 
aie ed for the public, but also the only means of placing the | of those to whom it is intrusted, and by whom it should t 
two systems of constructing public works on such an equality, respect- | zealously guarded, the court is responsible for. 
ing cost of labor, as not to seriously handicap public employment in a “The Department considers it timely to advise courts- t 
F parison between the two. neglect on the part of the naval courts to uphold the re ( ' 
The C k read as follows: erning the Navy is as grave a neglect of duty and as far-reachi 8 
injurious effect upon the service as neglect or violation of those l 
BLIC WORKS UNDER THE SECRETARY OF THE NAVY. tions by officers while in positions of responsibility.” : , 
Buildings and grounds, Naval Academy: Toward the construction of _Mr. Newberry’s view of the case is that Lieutenant Schofield \ : 
and for othar sary improvements at the Naval Academy, | disregarded specific naval regulations, and this view is also held e 
\ Mad vuth¢ 1 by the acts of Congress approved June | Judge-Advocate-General of the Navy, who reviewed the evid f 
7 4 » and March 8, 190 750.000. | the case. 
Mr. HEPBURN. If I had had the time a little while ago I Mr. HEPBURN. I think, Mr. Chairman, if the gent in 
would have made reference to an article which I observed in the | should pursue his inquiries in this direction, he would find tat 
Washington Post of this date, bearing upon this same subject | there are very many cases similar to this where the rey! 1S 














1906. 
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officer has refused to give his assent or has been reluctant to 
is assent to the views and judgment of the court. 
WEEKS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest to the 
nan from Iowa that if he will pursue that inquiry as I 
will find eight similar cases in the last forty years; 
I showed in the statement I made last Saturday, there 
hove been four times as many cases where the sentence of the 
' t-martial has been considered too severe and reduced 
have been where the reviewing authority, who is always 
ivilian, has considered the sentence too lenient. This is one 
-e instances which happened to occur to-day. That is all. 
CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma amend- 
ll be withdrawn. 
. Clerk read as follows: 


| » he 


i 


as 


T) 
il 


wi 


N training station, Great Lakes, buildings: 
{ buildings, and for other necessary improvements at the naval 
$750,000: Provided, That before any of 


Toward the construc 


tation, Great Lakes, of 

is expended complete plans shall be prepared and approved 

retary of the Navy covering the contemplated new build 

i t the naval training station, Great Lakes, which plans shall 

‘ a total expenditure of not more than $2,000,000: Provided 

f rhat after the preparation and approval of the plans herein 

i for the Secretary of the Navy is authorized to enter into 

or contracts, for the buildings on plans as approved, to an 

not to exceed $2,000,000, to be paid tor as appropriations may 
» to time be made by law. 


Mr. FOSS and Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amendment 
t 
UNDERWOOD. I rose for the purpose of making the 
| t of order. I will reserve it until the gentleman gets 
4 rly 
\ir. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to move to strike out the 
yrds “and for other necessary improvements.” 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. What line do you find those 
words in? 
Mr. FOSS. Lines 25 and 26, page 34. So that it will read 
ard the construction of buildings at the naval training 
station.” 
The CHAIRMAN. An amendment is not in order until the 
point of order has been disposed of. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I do not care to make 


the point of order against the first proviso. I have no objection 
to that part of it. I do desire to make the point of order to 
the second proviso, commencing on line 8, on page and 
going down to line 13, which provides that— 

After the preparation and approval of the plans herein provided, the 
Secretary of the Navy is authorized to enter into contract, or con 


t ts, for the buildings on plans as approved, to an amount not to 
$2,000,000. 


wint of order against this is that it is new law. It takes 
out of the hands of Congress the power to control this question. 
I do not think it is good legislation. 

n from Illinois I have no objection whatever to his going 
ahead improving and building this college plant there, but I do 
object to this class of legislation. 


or 
ov, 


Mr. FOSS. I will say to my friend from Alabama that it is 
the opinion of the Department that if they can enter into con- 
tracts for the construction of these buildings in advance this 
way, it will be the most economical way to do the work. The 
Department sent us a letter specially requesting that it be en- 

led to make contracts and go on with the construction of the 

plant. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no doubt that is the truth about 


Mr. FOSS. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point 

f order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD (continuing). If we steadily pursue 
s form of legislation. 

Mr. FOSS. We did this in connection with the Naval 
lemy, and also in connection with the academy at West 
This is for the training of the men in the Navy, and 
llowing out the same line as the provisions in those two 

cases. I hope the gentleman will withdraw his point of 
because it works for economy in the building of this 


¢ 


. UNDERWOOD. I will state to my friend from Illinois 
iny objection is not to the getting the plans, but in the 
of those plans in appropriation bills. Congress ought 
the appropriations up to the final acceptance of the 

and the completion of the work. 
f the gentleman intended to make a full apropriation 
Ss amount of money, which he recognizes would be needed 
iplete this plant, or improvement at this time, why then 
ve ho objection to his making an appropriation that would 
' to-day the whole question; or if these plans are made 
ear or the year after, if he will come and lay before the 


‘ 


ise what he is going to do, Congress can appropriate intelli- | tract in advance, 


I would say to the gentle- | 
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be expended 
I would have no objection to his making the approp1 
for the full amount of money. But I do object 
a system of legislation that takes out 


o~ 
4 


gently in reference to what the money is going to 
for. 
to our adopting 
of the hands of Congress 


this power, with a plan not having been determined on, when 
we do not know what we are going to do. 

Mr. FOSS. The preliminary plans, the sketch plans ve 
been made upon which estimates were based. Of course the full 
detail plans have not been made. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think it is a bad class of leg 


and I shall insist upon objecting to all legislation of this kind. 
I am not ng to object to the first proviso. I 
subject to the point of order, as I understand 
object to that. 


a 
gol 


I am perfectly willing for the gentleman to go ahead with h 
plans, but I think he is forcing legislation on the Hous 
not in accordance with the usual form of legislation, and I do 
not think the gentleman ought to put it in his bill. I tl! < 
when he has completed these plans and is able t ti 


» should tl 


House exactly what he is going to do, h 
and ask for money to carry out those plans 





Mr. FOSS. I know; but the Navy Department are ve 1X- 
ious to go ahead with this training station, because they need 
The Chief of the Bureau of Navigation, as I read the oth 
day, spoke of the need of this naval training station, and t 
Department is very anxious to get it established at one 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am satisfied that between now and 
next winter the gentleman can not expend more n 
$750,000 that the bill carries, and if he can he should ir 
that appropriation. 

Mr. FOSS. That will not allow the Secretary to ent ) 
any contracts for the construction of the whole If y 
build a few buildings each year, it will cost much m than if 
you allow contracts for the whole proposition at once. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I should like to agree with the gentk 
man, but I do not think that Congress should turn its hands 
loose and turn this matter entirely over to the Secretary of th 
Navy and the contractors. As a matter of good legislation, w 
ought to know what we are spending our money for, and the 
plans ought to be presented to the House after they are agreed 
on before we make the appropriation. 

Mr. FOSS. The same character of legislation has been en- 
acted in reference to the building of the Naval Academy at Ai 
napolis and the Military Academy at West Point. Almost ide 


tically the same provisions are contained in 


in this paragraph. 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will 





say to my friend from Illinois 
that it is a well-known fact that we pursued this course in ref 
erence to the Naval Academy—left the drawing of those plans 
in the hands of the Secretary of the Navy and subject to cor 
tract—and what did we find? We found that they did not stic 
to what Congress had told them to do; that they made the 
plans so that we had to vastly enlarge the appropriations | 
yond anything we contemplated in the beginning. Why? Bs 
cause we turned the hands of Congress loose id let the De 
partment go ahead and complete their plans and make « 
tracts that we had to pay afterwards, a very much larger sum 
than Congress contemplated. 

That is the very reason why I do not want the gen 
building this particular building, to pursue liey I 
will be pursued—I do not mean by the gentler f 1 Ill 
at all—but if we turn the Department loose \ s 
and make the contracts we will find that before is I ling 

| completed we will have another bill in excess, l we will | 
to come here and increase the limit of cost. That mt , 
to existing law, and I must insist on the point of order. because 
I believe we ought to hold our hands on that approy tion | 
| these plans are made. It is in the interest of « 10m) 

Mr. FOSS. As I said to the gentleman that sketch pl 
preliminary plans have been made, and these esti S 
are sent here by the Secretary of the Navy 
plans. If you allow this limitation, it will mi ( 
construction. If you strike out the limit, th 
goes up, it may increase the limit of cos 
the Naval Committee has been to hold the lin 
far as possible. I hope the gentleman will w 
of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will say to the g that 7 
should like to withdraw my point of ord I 
of accommodation to him, but the House has t d this thing 
repeatedly, and we have never uth d 
made in advance, under these circumstances, that ey did t 
eome back to inerease the limit of cost, 1 I think right now 
we ought to stop. I am not objecting to the ¢ tleman’s co 
pleting his plan, but I do object to the authorization of this con- 
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Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman has made a point 
of order against what particular line? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. My point of order only applies to that 
part of the paragraph from line 8 to and including line 13 on 
page 3o. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, there is no question in my mind 
as to the propriety of this legislation. In view of the fact that 
Congress has already authorized the establishment of this sta- 
tion, I have no doubt that this is in order. This provision makes 
toward the canstruction of buildings, $750,000. 
viso that the gentleman alludes to, including the one 
limitation upon the appropriation. I do not think 

point of order. 
RWOOD. The point I make relating to the proviso 
ition. The part of the paragraph I make the point 








» part of the paragraph that authorizes the 
the Navy to make contracts before the appropria- 
Now, that is directly contrary to existing law. 
not longer ago than the last Congress we passed an act expressly 





1 


prohibiting contracts being made for money that was not appro- 
priated, and this provision directly comes in the face of that 
existing law, because this provision will authorize the Secretary 
of the Navy to make contracts before the money is appropriated. 
I do not see where there can be any question that it is contrary 
to existing law, and to this extent repeals the statute that we 
enacted on the general deficiency bill at the last session of 
Cong S 


The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman think that is a limi- 
tation which applies to this provision here? 
Mir. UNDERWOOD. The Secretary undoubtedly, if we strike 


out this proviso, could not make a contract to carry on this 
work. Why? Because the law that we passed in the general 
ency bill of the last Congress expressly prohibited the De- 


ers from making any contracts or incurring any ob- 
was not authorized by law and appropriated for. 
The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman claim that the entire 
amount of the contract should first be appropriated for? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. That the head of a Department was not 


or many years it has been the policy pursued by the heads of 
yepartments to go ahead and make contracts in reference to 
rvernment work, and then come back to Congress and say 
hese contracts were made and you must pay the bill. 

Now, to obviate that trouble, to stop that leak, the Congress 
at the last session in the general deficiency bill passed a law 
which made it a misdemeanor for any head of a Department to 
make a contract that was not expressly authorized by Congress. 
Mr. FOSS. Did not that relate to the ordinary running ex- 


ened f ha Cavarn? 9 
1 ses of the Government? 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. It related to the ordinary running ex- 
penses of the Government and to all expenses for any purpose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Where is the statute which the gentleman 
refers to—in what bill? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think it was in the last general de- 


{ ney bill. It may have been in the sundry civil bill. My 
r llection is that it was a part of the general deficiency bill 
assed at the last session of the last Congress. 

Mr. PERKINS. May I make a suggestion to the gentleman? 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. Certainly. 

Mr. PERKINS. I suggest, Mr. Chairman, that perhaps there 


is no necessity of looking at that statute, for certainly no 


uthorized to make any contract—in other words, Mr. Chairman, | ; = : j : : 
ee oe - —_ her word ; hairma | that this point of order raises quite an important quest 


objects authorized by law or public works and objects alre., 


in progress. 


Mr. PERKINS. True, but here no appropriation is mac; 


the Secretary of the Navy is directed to make plans, and 
the plans are made he is authorized to make a contract 
will in the future require an appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph carries the appro) 
with it. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I think the Chair misapprehends 


the paragraph reads. The paragraph makes an appro) 
of $750,000, and the next paragraph provides that the limi 
shall be $2,000,000. When you make an appropriation 
battle ship, and you say $3,000,000 for the whole, you ca 
the contract for $3,000,000 of course. He has the m 
his hands, he has it with which to pay for it, and he mal 
contract up to the amount that Congress has appro) 
but in this case there is an appropriation of $750,000, and 
asking the authority to make contracts in excess of the 
of money that Congress has appropriated. In referen 
battle ship the bill reads: 

One first-class battle ship, carrying as heavy armor and as | 
armament as any known vessel of this class, to have the 
practicable speed and greatest practicable radius of action, 
cost, exclusive of armor and armament, not exceeding $6,000, 

I think the Chair will find, if he looks at the decisi 
where the words “ by contract” are placed in a provis 
of this kind for a battle ship, they have been held to | 
order. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, pertinent 
proposition of law stated by the gentleman from Ni 
[Mr. PERKINS] a moment ago, I read section 5503, as 

Every officer of the Government who knowingly contract 
erection, re} , or furnishing of any public building, or for 
lic improvement, to pay a larger amount than the specific s 
priated for such purpose shall be punished by imprisonmer 
than six months nor more than two years, and shall pay 
S22 000, 

I do not know to what extent the law of last session : 
that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair desires to say to the co 









the Chair desires some little time to investigate, and as 


| imous consent that the paragraph and the point of orde: 
ing may be passed without prejudice. Is there objection’ 


executive officer has authority to make a contract for the con- | 


} 


truction of a building that will bind the Government, unless | 


VT 


nh express provision of law that authorizes it. It 


i statute in order to authorize them to make such a | 
contract. It certainly could not be for a moment questioned | 


a court of law that if the Secretary of the Navy, for 
example, should make a contract for the construction of a 
building at Annapolis, or elsewhere, unless there was some 
express authority of law, his contract would be void. In other 

Secretary, in order to make a valid contract for 


the construction of these buildings, requires authority of law. 
That is the authority which is to be given by this provision 
now before the Chair. In other words, it is a provision that 
must be enacted in order to give the Secretary authority, and 
because it must be enacted it is new law. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman have in mind the fact 
1 AD] riations for war ships are carried in appropriation 
bills every year? 

Mr. PERKINS. That is where appropriations have been 
made. If Congress authorizes the expenditure of money, the 
Department is undoubtedly authorized to expend it. 


The CHAIRMAN. It is the practice to carry the authority 
to make tue contract with the appropriation in connection with 





There was no objection. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, does that include 


amendments to the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. All amendments to the paragr 
will be read, when the committee sits again, as a new 
graph. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. There has been no action taken 


the amendment offered by the gentleman from [Illino 
Foss]? 

The CHAIRMAN. No; the amendment would not 
order until the point of order is disposed of. The Cl 
read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

PUBLIC WORKS, BUREAU OF ORDNANCE. 

Naval magazine, Dover, N. J.: One brick building to be 
drying smokeless powder, $4,500; eclectric lights and feed 
magazines Nos. 4 and 5, $600; in all, naval magazine, Dov 
Denmark, New Jersey, $5,100. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
last word. I would ask how much is carried in the 
gether for the manufacture by the Government of si 
powder? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, for the purchase and mai 


of smokeless powder $500,000 is carried under the Bureat 


Ordnance in an earlier part of the bill, on page 11. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then we have passed that item? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. How much of that is us 
the purpose of manufacturing down here at the factory: 

Mr. FOSS. They can use as much as they like. M 
I think is used for manufactures. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the pro forma 
ment will be withdrawn, 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Naval magazine, New England coast: Toward securing the ] 
the erection of the necessary buildings on ground, the purchase 
is now under negotiation, as authorized by the act approved 
1904, for a new naval magazine on the New England coast; a 
inclosing said grounds, grading and filling in, building roads a! 
improvement of the water front, necessary wharves and cranes, 
tracks, and rolling stock for local service, fire and water serv 
equipment of the establishment, including the service of su: 
tional expert aids, surveyors, architects, superintendents of « 
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hut 
ter 
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draftsmen, as may be necessary for the preparation of the plans 
ifications and prosecution of the work to an extent not to ex- 
000, $200,000: Provided, That when the naval magazine on or 
New England coast provided for by an act of Congress ap- 
\nril 27, 1904, is completed, the Secretary of the Navy shall 
the present magazine in the city of Chelsea, Mass., and sell 

n of the magazine and naval hospital grounds in said city 

; is undesirable for hospital purposes at public auction or 

, upon such terms and conditions as shall be satisfactory 
the money derived from such sale shall be applied to re- 

1 modernizing the hospital buildings now on said hospits 

the balance of said money, if there be any after said re- 
shall be placed to the credit of the 





@ modernization, 
d of the Navy. 
cE AYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 
of the committee a question with reference to the cost 
for this naval magazine and the fees of architec 
experience we had at the Nayal Academy and the 
in that direction, it is an interesting proposition 
it the architect is going to cost. 
Well, I could not state to the gentleman. 
that any 





° 





FOSS. 


I do 
architects have yet been employed in refer- 





pbuilding. In fact I know they have not been. 
RTS. Mr. Chairman, the buildings designed for a 
ne are very unornamental. They are not large 


hey are small detached buildings, scattered over as 
area as possible, in order to prevent the danger of one 

r being blown up if another building near it should ex- 
They are rather inexpensive buildings, most of them, 
creater part of the amount provided for in this item of 
ill be for the purchase of the land and the laying out 


making of it accessible, the building of wharves, and so 
t they can get up to the magazine by water, and then 


ling of these inexpensive detached buildings scattered 
possible over the surface of the ground. It is my 
nding that the Department itself prepares its own 
* these naval magazines, and they do not go outside for 
because the buildings are not large or intricate 
to require an outside architect. 
GAINES of Tennessee. If that is true, why put the 
chitect ” in there? 
Mr. SLAYDEN. There seems to be nothing in the bill to 
» publie against the expenditure of excessive fees, and 
be possible, no matter how simple the building is or 
it is to design, that an architect will be employed 
be paid a fee of 5 per cent, and, on the aggregate cost, it 
be a very considerable item. The simplicity of the build- 
an argument for protecting the Government against ex- 
charges in that case. 
IBERTS. I desire to say to the gentleman from Texas 
m has been cut down very materially from the 
The Department asked for the whole 
) necessary to complete the project, but in the economy 
by the committee in its desire to keep the bill down 
l as possible there was appropriated in this item only 
1ough to complete the purchase of the ground, so that 
le of the $200,000 herein provided can, under any con- 
used for buildings, and if the gentleman has in 
lacing of any restriction upon architects’ fees, that 
ly come along when the balance of the money is ap- 
perhaps in the next naval bill. Thecostof the land 
up nearly every dollar that is appropriated. Now, I 
ke to call the attention of the gentleman, in this con 
to the provision in the item just before, showing the 
‘ of the buildings, to a large extent, that zo on tl 
razine grounds. Under the head “Naval magazine, 
Creek, Norfolk, Va., one galvanized iron storehouse, 
That is, to a large extent, the character of buildings 
n all these magazine sites. 
UTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, if 
rom Texas will have confidence in us, I think 
he fact that there will be no extravagant arc 


ite 


nt’s estimates. 


be 
he p 
b 


m 


ese 


the gen- 
he may 


hitect fees 





SLAYDEN. The gentleman will remember very well we 
if a million dollars—— 
YLER of Pennsylvania. My dear friend, I do remem- 
furthermore, I wish you to give me credit for being 
se who resisted it to the last. That was an everlasting 
ce, and since that time we have learned, and if the 
n will have confidence in us he may depend upon it that 
be no extravagance in this particular. 
SLAYDEN. I have every confidence in the gentleman, I 
y, but I would like to see the limitation also written in 
GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
ie word “architects,” and I will state my reasons. The 
man from Texas has pointed to one of the crying shames 
evils of public buildings throughout the country. Not 
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only did we pay about $500,000 for the architects’ fees for 
the building of our naval buildings down here at Annapolis, but 
we had another shame to precede that here at the White House 
in building the little Executive Office, that has been described 
as looking like a “ chicken coop.” Outside architects design 
it, New York architects designed it, the noted and disting hed 
Mr. McKim designed it, and the charge, I think, was 5 or 6 




















cent on the immense amount of half a million dollars or 
appropriated in making the improvements to the White Hk 
this Executive Office, and overhauling the White He l 
this architect and possibly others charged extra eve 

changed the plans. Now, sir, after that, Mr. Cl n, I 

to the Tr ry Department and I found there a cor of 

tects employed on a salary who prepared the ] 3; for ¢ 
magnificent post-offices and custom-houses St 
They have just finished an annex to the magnific t-ofi 
and custom-house at Nashville, and a more beautiful buildi 

not in the South and possibly not in the 1 

we have to put a special provision in this bill 1 f s 
architects to do this work. Why not Ik ts who 
draw high salaries from the Government of t! | ed St 

at the Treasury Department do this architectural wor d 

this money to the Government? 

No man here, Mr. Chairman, dare defend t 
architects about the White House either i he ‘ 
work that they did or in the salary that w paid t 
which was brought to the attention of the H 
the distingished gentleman from Tex brings up 
rage, and the gentleman from Massachuset sa I 
ings are going to be very plain hou l log « 3 
sume, little shanties, so to speak. T! ( yt the 
gentleman take the Treasury architects lild W! 
do you want to go outside and put the Gover! ) - 
tional expense to get professional experts to build Sé 
bits of houses? I am sure my friend is too big : n, too 
strong a man, and too broad a man to want to burden tl 
Government with architectural fees, Mr. Chairman, to be paid 
to some architect in Boston or elsewher« I is not | 
purpose, I hope, but we have got into slipshod I 
putting in such provisions, and they go unchallenged, whe 
the Government already has all the machinery, all the offic 
and all the equipment to do this work that y 
say it is an unnecessary waste, I say it is ‘ l 
all that comes out of it is just such criti S as ft g 
man from Texas makes, : I l f 1 Pe 
sylvania does not Tr S We I 
‘trust us” in rebui l We : l 
us” in building nd 
“trust us” on this the third propos N ( 
motion is to strike out the word ul d t 
have the architects that now in t ) ( 
ment to do the work, which means good wol ‘ l 
expense, 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chail e N D 
partment has no architect. T! | isury D 
mit to the committee, can not build tl } 
have the authority to do Itis a 
connected with the D ( N 
ask them to allow a design for tl g 

Mr. PERKINS. D tl Arcl ( 
partment take charge of all 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvar ‘T 
All public buildings except tl » | 


Mr. WILLIAMS I e 
The Ind pol N 
wh h wi! tT ” t 7 } 


communicate it to t 5 
Hiow < 
vi 
Thos 
I ‘ a 
The y 
rl ) 
©) ( I 
U ‘ 
Tk \ . 
6, , 
The 
i l rhe 
[Applause on the Democratic sid 
Now, for fear, Mr. Chairman, that the verses may be at- 


tributed to me, as a good many other things are that I never 
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was guilty of having written, I have stated it was written by 
the Indianapolis News, and I will further state that it was 
handed to me by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BEALL], who 
may be called its sponsor in Congressional baptism. Thus I 
am in nowise responsible for it at all, except as a channel 
through which it is communicated to the House. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. I would like to call the attention of the 
House to the proviso on page 387, and while I do not propose to 
embarrass the committee in any way, or move to strike it out, 
I want to make my individual protest against that kind of legis- 
lation. We are asked to vote to authorize the sale of property 
concerning the value of which we know nothing, and we are 
asked to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to go ahead and 
build such buildings as he sees fit, construct them in any way 
he sees fit, to remodel and modernize them in any way that he sees 
fit, from an indefinite and unprescribed appropriation of which 
we know nothing, and then to take the balance of the money, 
if there is anything left from the sale, and give it away to the 
hospital fund of the Navy, contrary to all the practice, contrary 
to all the law that now exists with reference to appropriations. 
It seems to me that the proceeds of this property should be 
turned into the Treasury of the United States, and an appro- 
priation made specifically for the purposes here contemplated. 

I do not believe there is any individual Member of this House 
that would conduct his own business as loosely as that proviso 
would ask us to authorize the Government’s business to be con- 
ducted, and I want to enter a protest against even being asked 
to vote for a proposition of that kind. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I think the statement of the | 





o 


gentleman from Connecticut [Mr. HILx] is entitled to an ex- 
planation. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I think it needs one. 
Mr. ROBERTS. And I am certain that had he known the 
facts, he never would have made the criticism which he has 


just given to the committee. Now, as a matter of fact, Mr. 
Chairman, the land now being occupied in Chelsea—some 30 
as a naval magazine belongs not to the Government of 
the United States, and never did belong to it, but belongs to 
the naval-hospital fund. The title to that land, Mr. Chair- 
man, was purchased out of money of this naval-hospital fund, 
and the Navy Department went on and took those 30 acres of 
land, without compensating the naval-hospital fund in the 
slightest degree, and used it for a magazine for some forty or | 
fifty years. Now that a new magazine is to be established, the 
old one will be discontinued, and this proviso is made so that | 
the Secretary of the Navy, having charge of that naval-hospital 
fund, may sell these 30 and as much other of the 105 
acres now in the naval-hospital site—which was all purchased 
out of the naval-hospital fund—as he sees fit, and the proceeds 
shall be used in modernizing the naval hospital there. The 
Surgeon-General of the Navy has been before the Naval Com- 
mittee ever since I have been a member, asking an appropri- 
ation to make that naval hospital fit for the use of the sailors 
of our Navy, and the committee, in its wisdom, has seen fit to 
deny him the appropriation he asks. Now, here is an oppor- 
tunity for the Surgeon-General of the Navy, out of property | 





acres 


acres, 
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belonging to the hospital fund, to build, or, rather, modernize 


that hospital and bring it up to date. 

I would like to state in this connection also that of this | 
same tract of land—some 130 acres, originally purchased out | 
of the naval-hospital fund; not out of the Treasury of the | 
United States, mind you, but out of the fund contributed from 
the wages of the sailors of the United States Navy, which is a | 


trust fund—that the Tre Department, then 


isury 


having con- | 


trol of the Marine Hospital, purchased 15 acres of that land | 
and paid for it, the money paid going into the navyal-hospital 
fund; and that land is now being used for the Marine Hos- 
pital. So that it is not taking any money out of the Treasury 
of the United States or putting into the hospital fund the pro- 
ceeds from land belonging to the United States, but merely | 
giving the hospital fund what belongs to it. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. I am very glad to hear the expla- | 
nation the gentleman has made. I suppose, however, it may | 
be reasonably inferred that during the time—thirty or forty | 
yeal the United States has occupied that land a very large | 
amount of m ney has been expended by the Government. So 
that there certainly may be a joint ownership between the hos- 
pital fund and the Government itself. In any event, not caring 
who has the title to the land, I think the legislation is very 
loos 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, if the contention of the gen- | 
tleman is correct, anybody who squats on somebody else’s land | 
and ds money on it becomes a joint owner in that land. | 
Now matter of fact, all the Government has spent on the 


| within the limits of the Northern 
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naval-magazine site is a few thousand dollars for an old apt 
quated magazine which is to-day out of date, and that the 
reason we are asking for a new naval magazine on that eoag; 
because the present magazine is entirely inadequate for {yo 
service of the Navy. 

Mr. GAINES of ‘Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, just a stateme)+ 
The gentleman from Pennsylvania states that there ar : 
architects in the Navy Department. 


e ho 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands the gentlemay 
proposes to strike out the word “ architect.” 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Yes; but I have no Dill pp. 
fore me. 

Mr. RIXEY. It is line 25, page 36. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is line 25, page 36. Now. 
when I went up there to see about the work that they were 


doing at the White House or about the work to be done at 
home, the Architect of the Treasury stated to me that they 
prepared the plans for public buildings put up by the United 
States Government. Whether that would cover buildings doy 
for the Navy any less than it does or did to buildings that aye 
put up for the Treasury or the Post-Office Department, I do 
not know. But these architects are certainly there. hey are 
paid a salary and ought to do this work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 36, line 25, strike out the word “ architect.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 11, noes 53. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I make the point of order that 
there is no quorum present. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois 
the propriety of moving that the committee do now rise. The 
gentleman will withdraw his point of order if the committee 
rises, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
order if the committee will rise. 

Mr. FOSS. I move that the committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker haying re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that 
committee had had under consideration the naval appropriation 
bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that they had examined and found truly enrolled bill 
of the following title; when the Speaker signed the same: 

H. R. 6101. An act for the relief of the estate of Charles M. 
Demarest, deceased. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enrolled bi 
the following titles: 

S. 4094. An act to amend section 4426 of the Revised Statutes 


I will withdraw the point of 


lis of 


| of the United States, regulations of motor boats; and 


S. 2292. An act for the relief of certain entrymen and settlers 
-acifie Railway land gra 
ENROLLED BILL PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT FOR HIS 

Mr. WACHTER, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, re- 
ported that this day they had presented to the President of the 
United States, for his approval, the following bill: 

H. R. 13783. An act to provide souvenir medallions for the 
Zebulon Montgomery Pike Monument Association. 

SENATE BILLS REFERRED. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate bills of the follow 
titles were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred to thei 
appropriate committees, as indicated below: 

S. 6129. An act to amend section 4472 of the Revised Statute 


APPROVAL 


9 


ia 


| of the United States relating to the carrying of danger 


| cles on passenger steamers—to the Committee the M nt 
Mayvine and Fisheries. 

S$. 5512. An act defining the qualifications of jurors for e 
in the United States district court in Porto Rico—to t Com- 
mittee on Insular Affairs. 

§. 6008. An act to construct and place a steel light | on 
Swiftsure Bank, off the entrance to Juan de Fuca Si! to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

FOREIGN-BUILT DREDGES. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, at the request of the e- 

man from Ohio [Mr. Grosvenor], I present a conference report 


for printing. 
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. SPEAKER. The conference report and statement will be 
| d under the rule. 
FOSS. Mr. 


tion was agreed to. 


rdingly (at 4 o’clock and 58 minutes p. m.) the House 
irped until Monday, May 14. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive com- 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and referred 
\ letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting, with a letter 
from the Chief of Engineers, report of survey of Cypress Bayou 


and channels connecting Shreveport, La., with Jefferson, Tex.— 


Speaker, I move that the House do now | 


} 





to the Committee on Rivers and Harbors, and ordered to be | 
nted. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a 
eopy of a letter from the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 
sypmitting an estimate of appropriation for construction of the 
i] ‘rant station at Angel Island, San Francisco, Cal.—to the | 
CO tee on Immigration and Naturalization, and ordered to 
be pr nted. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- 
\ titles were severally reported from committees, deliv- 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein 
named, as follows: 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and For- 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the House 


(H. R. 18963) authorizing the construction of a dam across the 
Pend d’Oreille River, in the State of Washington, by the Pend 


d’Oreille Development Company, for the development of water 

electrical power, and for other purposes, reported the 
with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4097); 
which said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. 
‘also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


same 


! of the Senate (S. 5989) to authorize the construction of a 
bridge across the Missouri River in Broadwater and Gallatin 


Cc nties, 


Mont., reported the same without amendment, accom- 


panied by a report (No. 4098) ; which said bill and report were 
referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. SMITH of California, from the Committee on the Public 
Lands, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 1051) 
g ig to the State of California 5 per centum of the net pro- 
ceeds of the cash sales of public lands in said State, reported 


the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 


(No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Com- 


tee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

Mr. MceCLEARY of Minnesota, from the Committee on the 
Librar to which was referred the Senate joint resolution 
(S. R. 20) directing the selection of a site for the erection of a 


bronze statue in Washington, D. C., in honor of the late Henry 
sworth Longfellow, reported the same without amendment, 
ompanied by a report (No. 4102); which said resolution and 


rt were referred to the Committee of the Whole House | 
on the state of the Union. 

Mr. ESCH, from the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
i erce 


. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
rmitting the building of a dam across the Mississippi 
near the city of Bemidji, Beltrami County, Minn., re- 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a report 
1103); which said bill and report were referred to the 
I » Calendar. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on Pensions, 
t i was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 19114) to 
the provisions, limitations, and benefits of an act en- 
\n act granting pensions to soldiers and sailors who at 
‘ated for the performance of manual labor, and _ pro- 
for pensions to widows, minor children, and dependent 








are 


to the surviving officers and enlisted men of the 
th and Nineteenth Regiments of Kansas Volunteer 


, reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a 
(No. 4104); which said bill and report were referred to 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 
BABCOCK, from the Committee on the District of Co- 
to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
to provide for the reassessment of benefits in the matter 
extension and widening of Sherman avenue, in the Dis 
Columbia, and for other purposes, reported the same 
it amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4105) ; 


| bill of the House H. R. 2104, reported in lieu thereof a 


said bill and report were referred to the House Calendar. was referred the bill of the 


Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis 
trict of Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the Hous 
(H. R. 4464) to classify the officers and members of the fi 
department of the District of Columbia, and for other purposes 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4107) ; which said bill and report were referred to the ¢ 
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union. 


Oll- 


COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
RESOLUTIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 


REPORTS OF BILLS AND 


delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House, as follows: 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 3416, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 439) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of heirs of James M. Hinton, 
deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4002); which said 


resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 13522, reported in lieu thereof a resolu 
tion (H. Res. 440) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of heirs of D. W. Morton, accompanied by a report 
(No. 4003) ; which said resolution and report were referred to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 16968, reported in lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 441) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Ann S. Jackson, 
accompanied by a report (No. 4004) ; which said resolution and 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4237, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 442) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of S. H. Lison, accompanied by a report (No. 4005) ; 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4984, reported in lieu thereof a re 
tion (H. Res. 448) referring to the Court of Claims the p 
in the case of Dr. Thomas P. Robinson, accompanied by a 
port (No. 4006); which said resolution and report 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Iie also, from the same committee, to which was referred 


Dames 


solu 
pe 
re- 
were re- 
the 
resolu 
tion (H. Res. 444) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the heirs of John MeAnulty, accompanied by a 


report (No. 4007); which said resolution and report were re- 
terred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11971, reported in 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 445) referring to the Court 
of Claims the papers in the case of the estate of Oneziphor 
Delahoussaye, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4008 

| which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims, to which 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 15176, r r 
lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 446) ref ge to 1 ( 
of Claims the papers in the case of John Du ecor 
a report (No. 4009); which said resolution and 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Cla 3, to Lich 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 123351, 1 ted u 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 447) referring to tl ( of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of A. W 
Metealfe County, Ky, accompanied by a 1 rhe(N ) 
which said resolution and report were referred to I 
Calendar. 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War ¢ ! to 1 i 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 11848, re] n lieu 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 448) 

Claims the papers in the case of J: | | 
County, Va., accompanied by a rey t ( 
resolution and report were referred to the P ( 

He also, from the s connnittee, to 
bill of the House Hl. R. 9108, 1 l 
(H. Res. 449) referring to the Cou ( 
case of the estate of Mary A. Gough, dece 
a report (No. 4012); which said 1 tion e re 
ferred to the Private Cal 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee « War ¢ { hich 

Lioust i. R. LUGBA, reported in lic u 








6752 


thereof a resolution (H. Res. 450) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the legal representatives of the 
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bill of the House H. R. 


estate of A. C. Barton, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 
4013 which said res sation and report were referred to the 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H, R. 3855, reported in lieu thereof a resolution | 
(HH. Re 151) referring to the Court of Claims the papers in the | 
case of Charles ¢ son, accompanied by a report (No. 4014) ; | 
which 1 resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Cal 

Mr. SPIGHT, from the Cr 1iittee on War Claims, to which 
wa erred 1 bill of 1 Hi use H. R. 12260, reported in lieu | 
the f resolution (H. Res. 452) referring to the Court of 
Claims the papers in the case of the estate of William A. Coff- 
man, de ed, accom] ied by a report (No. 4015); which said 
resolut and repor e referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill « he Hou H. R. 12265, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 452) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the ¢ of the estate of Abraham Hisey, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4016) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 12267, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | 
tion (H. Res. 454) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the case of the estate of James L. Miller, deceased, accom- 
panied by a report (No. 4017); which said resolution and re- 
port were referred to the Private Calendar 

Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | 
was 1 rred the bill of the House H. R. 656, reported in lieu 
the! a resolution (H. Res. 455) referring to the Court of 
( ms the papers in the case of John W. Noble, accompanied | 
by a report (No. 4018); which said resolution and report were 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
refe1 i the bill of the House H. R. 3804, reported in lieu there- 
of a resolution (H. Res. 456) referring to the Court of Claims 
the papers in the case of the legal representatives of Wiley J. 
Davis, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4019); which 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- 
enaar. 

Hie also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4970, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 457) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
it case of the heirs of Margaret Sivley, deceased, accom- 
] ! report (No. 4020) ; which said resolution and report 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Hi o, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 12818, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 

(H. Res. 4 referring to the Court of Claims the papers 

the ¢ f the estates of Asa Faulkner, deceased, Lewis L. 
Faulkner, dec i, and S. B. Spurlock, deceased, accompanied 
by eport (No. 4021); which said resolution and report were 
re I to the Private Calendar. 

1T¢ from the same committee, to which was referred the 
} the House H. R. 6470, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 459) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in t se of the estate of Francis A. De Georgis, deceased, 

ipanied by a report (No. 4022) ; which said resolution and 
re referred to the Private Calendar. 

H from the same committee, to which was re ferred the 

( House H. R. 15558, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
(li. Res. 460) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
se of Howard T. Bunch, accompanied by a report (No. 
hich said resolution and report were referred to the 
r ( r 

He 1 the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill « ie TIouse H. R. 3992, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 461) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
n the case of the estate of L. D. Crawley, deceased, Decatur 
Ce ty, Tenn., accompanied by a report (No. 4024); which 
§ esolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
bill of t House H. R. 4005, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 462) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in tl of the le gal representatives of Richard Odle, de- 
( companied by a report (No. 4025): which said resolu- 
t ‘t were re # rred to the Private Calend 

from the same committee, to which was referred the 
! he House H. R. 4065, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 468) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
in the of T. F. Allison, accompanied by a report (No. 4026) ; 
w! | resolution and report were referred to the Private 
Calendar 


4027) ; 
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He also, from the same committee, to which was refer th, 
bill of the House H. R. 18840, reported in lieu thereof » a 
tion (H. Res. 464) referring to the Court of Claims ¢] be 
in the case of John W. Kirby, accompanied by a rep Nn 
which said resolution and report were referr +} 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ref; +) 
bill of the House H. R. 17440, reported in lieu thereof 
tion (H. Res. 465) referring to the Court of Claims th 
in the case of Mrs. Mary A. Coe, accompanied by a re 
4028); which said resolution and report were referr: 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ref; t] 
14849, reported in lieu thereof 
tion (H. Res. 466) referring to the Court of Claims 1 
in the case of the heirs of Alfred Mullins, deceased, ac 
by a report (No. 4029); which said resolution and re; 
referred to the Private Calendar. ; 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ref 
bill of the House H. R. 7819, reported in lieu thereof 
tion (H. Res. 467) referring to the Court of Claims t! 
in the case of the heirs and representatives of W 
Burke, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4030) 
said resolution and report were referred to the Pri 
endar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was r¢ 
bill of the House H. R. 7818, reported in lieu thereof 
tion (H. Res. 468) referring to the Court of Claims 
in the case of the heirs of Washington Dorney, accom 
a report (No. 4031); which said resolution and re 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was ref; 1 t] 
bili of the House H. R. 11177, reported in lieu thereof 
tion (H. Res. 469) referring to the Court of Claims t! 
in the case of J. W. Knox, Gallatin County, Ky., acc 
by a report (No. 4032); which said resolution and r 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Claims. h 
was referred the bill of the House H,. R. 10617, repor 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 470) referring to the 
Claims the papers in the case of James N. Bowles, a: nied 
by a report (No. 4033); which said resolution and r 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, 
bill of the House H. R. 


to which was rv 
8879, reported in lieu thereof so] 
tion (H. Res. 471) referring to the Court of Claims 
in the case of J. A. Reagan, accompanied by a (No. 
4034); which said resolution and report were refer th 
Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same 
bill of the House H. R. 


committee, to which was r lt 
1759, reported in lieu thereot 


tion (H. Res. 472) referring to the Court of Claims t 
in the case of John Morgan’s heirs, accompanied by 


(No. 4035) ; which said resolution and report were r 1 to 
the Private Calendar. 

Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to wy 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 16081, report 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 478) referring to the 
Claims the papers in the case of Eli W. Owens, acco! 
a report (No. 40386); which said resolution and r 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War Clail 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 1761, rej 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 474) referring to tl 


Claims the papers in the case of F. F. Morris, acc 
a report (No. 4037); which said resolution and r‘ 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims 
was referred the bill of the House H. R. 17813, rep 
thereof a resolution (H. Res. 475) referring to tl 
Claims the papers in the case of Albert L. Scoit : 
partner of the late firm of E. L. Pemberton, James I 
Albert L. Scott, accompanied by a report (No. 40: 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private | 

He also, from the same committee, to which was r 
bill of the House H. R. 14859, reported in lieu ther 
tion (H. Res. 476) referring to the Court of Claims 
in the case of the heirs of William M. West, 
report (No. 4039); which said resolution and repor 
ferred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was r 
bill of the House H. R. 11884, reported in lieu thereof 
tion (H. Res. 477) referring to the Court of Claims ( 
in the case of John T. Graves, accompanied by a re] (No. 


accom] 
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‘ which said resolution and report were referred to the | Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was 
Pr e Calendar. referred the bill of the House H. R. 18057, reported in lieu 
i o. from the same committee, to which was referred the | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 491) referring to the Court of 
| he House H. R. 14703, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | Claims the papers in the case of the estate of James S. Ford, 
il. Res. 478) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | ceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4054) ; which said resolu 
ise of Mrs. Corinne Lawrence, the widow of W. L. B. | tion and report were referred to the Private Calend 
| e, accompanied by a report (No. 4041) ; which said reso- He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
. nd report were referred to the Private Calendar. ; bill of the House H. R. 2129, reported in lieu thereof a resolution 
w iso, from the same committee, to which was referred the | (H. Res. 492) referring to the Court of Claims the pap n the 
! he House H. R. 11895. reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | case of Lydia A. Newby, accompanied by a report (No. 4055) ; 
11. Res. 479) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | which said resolution and report were referred to the Private 
ise of Spencer. Etheredge, J. E. Berry, and Charles | Calendar. 
\I trustees of Roanoke Island Baptist Church, of Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims, to 
| . Island, N. C., accompanied by a report (No. 4042); | which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 18511, reported 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private | in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 498) referring to the Cow 
r. of Claims the papers in the case of muel R. Coucl mn 
o. from the same committee, to which was referred the | panied by a report (No. 4056) ; which said resolution and report 
1 the House H. R. 2845, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
[ Res. 480) referring to the Court of Claims the papers He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 
se of First Baptist Church, of Newbern, N. C., accom- | bill of the House H. R. 18189, reported in lieu thereof 
y a report (No. 4043) ; which said resolution and report | lution (H. Res. 494) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
w ferred to the Private Calendar. in the ease of the heirs of James Brandenburgh, deceased 
:o, from the same committee, to which was referred the | companied by a report (No. 4057); which said resolut nad 
] the House H. R. 17110, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | report were referred to the Private Calendar 
Il. Res. 481) referring to the Court of Claims the papers Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Cl s, to which 
e of Margaret Morarity, accompanied by a report (No. | was referred the bill of the House H. R. 81990, 1 ed 
hich said resolution and report were referred to the! thereof a resolution (TH. Res. 495) referring to : 
| Calendar. Claims the papers in the case of Mrs. Abigail A. St \- 
so, from the same committee, to which was referred the | panied by a report (No. 4058); which said resolu rt 
he House H. R. 6802, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | were referred to the Private Calendar 
Il. Res. 482) referring to the Court of Claims the papers He also, from the same committee, to which 
case of James F. White, accompanied by a report (No. | bill of the House H. R. 15213, reported in | the f 
vhich said resolution and report were referred to the | tion (H. Res. 496) referring to the Court of | 
] Calendar. in the ease of the trustees of the Meth I ] CI h 
o. from the same committee, to which was referred the | South, of Clarksville, Ark., a ed | 
the House H. R. 18996, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | which said resolution and report y referred to t : 
Res. 483) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | Calendar. 
se of Baptist Church of Dardanelle, Ark., accompanied He also, from the same committee, to wl] ie 8 
(No. 4046) ; which said resolution and report were | bill of the House H. R. 9885, reported lic 
| to the Private Calendar. tion (H. Res. 497) referring to the ¢ rt of ¢ s tl 
o, from the same committee, to which was referred the | in the case of John R. Mart ccompanied ‘ 
» House H. R. 17166, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | 40€0): which said resolutio ir 
li. Res. 484) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | Private Calendar. 
e of the heirs of John G. Freeman, deceased, accom- Mr. LEF, from the Committee on W Cy] t s 
a report (No. 4047) ; which said resolution and report | referred the of the House H. R. = l 
ferred to the Private Calendar. thereof resolution (II. R 198 ( 
.. from the same committee, to which was referred the | Claims the papers in the case of M. H. 
the House H. R. 15182, reported in lieu thereof a reso- | report (No. 4061); which 1 resolution and 
(H. Res. 485) referring to the Court of Claims the ferred to the Private Calend 
the case of Loron W. Forrest, accompanied by a report He also, from the same committee, to which vy referred the 
8); which said resolution and report were referred to | bill of the House H. R. 14565, reported ! 
ate Calendar. tion (H. Res. 499) referring to the Cow ( st 3 
PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on | in the case of the heirs of Jane Me 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. | report (No. 4062); which said r it nd 
), reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 486) re-| ferred to the Private Calendar. 
to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of Mr. FULKERSON, from the Com \\ ( 
st Church South, of Franklin, Tenn., accompanied by a | which was referred the bill of the Ho 
(No. 4049) ; which said resolution and report were re- | in lieu thereof a resolution (II. Res. 
to the Private Calendar. of Claims the papers in the case of John W. W 
from the same committee, to which was referred the | panied by a report (N. 4063) ; which s | 
the House H. R. 10968, reported in lieu thereof a reso- | were referred to the Private Calendai 
(H. Res. 487) referring to the Court of Claims the papers Mr. SIMS, from the ¢ mittes War ¢ 
ise of Cumberland Presbyterian Church, at Waverly, | was referred the bill « he H iH. R 
ompanied by a report (No. 4050) ; which said resolu- | lieu thereof a resolution (Il. 1 ( 
d report were referred to the Private Calendar. of Claims the papers in the e of the estate of R. 
SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims, to which was | accompanied by a report (No. 4064) 
the bill of the House H. R. 17017, reported in lieu there- | report were referred to the Private ¢ I 
solution (H. Res. 488) referring to the Court of Claims Mr. FULKERSON, from the Com tee « W ( ) 
ers in the case of A. L. Anderson, accompanied by a | which was referred the bill of ft i H. R 77 i 
No. 4051); which said resolution and report were j| in lieu thereof a resolution (II. R 2 
to the Private Calendar. Court of Claims the papers in th f Geo ( J 
PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on | accompanied by a report (No. 4065); \ d 
Claims, to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. | report were referred to the Private C 
eported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 489) refer- Mr. HASKINS, from the Committee on War ¢ 
the Court of Claims the papers in the case of the heirs | was referred the §ill of the House Hl. R. 14289 
e Ilunter, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4052) ; | thereof a resolution (H. Res. 503) 1 ( 
iid resolution and report were referred to the Private | Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of Asa ©. ID, 
I. } accompanied by a report (No. 4066) ; wl 1s 1 resolut 1 and 
o, from the same committee, to which was referred the | report were referred to the Private Calend 
the House H. R. 7606, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War ¢ to 
i. Res. 490) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 15987, re] d 
ise of St. John’s Episcopal Church, at Winnsboro, S. C., | in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 504) referring to the Court 
inied by a report (No. 4053) ; which said resolution and | of Claims the papers in the case of the heirs of Burton Rat 
were referred to the Private Calendar, dolph, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4067); which 
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endar. | of the legal representatives of Samuel Schiffer, 


lution (1. Res. 505) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | endar. 
in the case of Richard Graham, accompanied by a report (No. 
4068): which said resolution and report were referred to the | Claims, to which was referred the bill of the 


Private Calendar. )} 8896) to cancel charge of $26.26 against Lieut. John 
He also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | reported the same without amendment, accompanied 

bill of the House H. R. 15825, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | port (No. 4084); which said bill and report were re 

tion (TH. Res. 506) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | the Private Calendar. 

in the ease of John R. Adams, accompanied by a report (No. Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War 


406 ) - which said resolution and report were referred to the | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 





Pr? e Calendar. | relief of Frank W. Tucker, reported the same with ut 
PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee on | ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4085) ; which 

War Claims. to which was referred the bill of the House H. R. ! report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

1 7. reported in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 507) re- | Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, 


erring to the Court of Claims the papers in the case of the | was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5391) 


= | 


f 

I 

panied by a report (No. — : which said resolution and report 
\ were referred to the Private Calendar. 


vere referred to the Privat ‘alendar. 


2 resolution (H. Res. 508) referring to the Court of Claims the | Swisher, reported the same without amendment, : 
impanied by a report (No. 4071) ; which said resolution and | to the Private Calendar. 

report were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the 


lution (H. Res. 509) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 40SS) ; 
i . . 
the case of Mrs. G. W. Ross, Mrs. H. C. Cary, Mrs. Annie | and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Franks, deceased, accompanied by a report (No. 4072); which | was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12012) 
said resolution and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | of Charles L. Jenney, reported the same without 

lie also, from the same committee, to “aoe h was referred the 
bill of the House H. R. 4899, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | were referred to the Private Calendar. 


\- 


tion (H. Res. 510) referring to the Court of Claims the papers| Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on War 
in the case of the estate of Willis Ramsey, accompanied by a | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
re} (N 1073); which said resolution and report were re- | relief of Ellen Mansfield and Mattie Mansfield, 
ferred to the Private Calendar. | same without amendment, accompanied by a report 

i] Iso, fi the same committee, to which was referred the | which said bill and report were referred to the Priy 


I ‘ I 
bill of the House H. R. 5100, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | dar. 
tion tes. au 
he case of James R. Nance, accompanied by a report (No. | was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3279) 
} 


Mir. HOLLIDAY, from the ag ciency on aan Claims. to | referred to the Private Calendar. 


lieu thereof a resolution (H. ol . 512) re ei to the Court of | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 
0 


Cl s the papers in the case the aeadne 1 representatives of | relief of C. L. Huey, reported the same without amend 
Jol Gates, deceased, scounaeiel by a report (No. 4075); | companied by a report (No. 4092); which said bill 
which said resolution and report were referred to the Private | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
Calendar. | Mr. FULKERSON, from the Committee on 

Hie also, fr the same committee, to which was referred the | which was referred the bill of the House (H. 
bill of the House H. R. 5007, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | the relief of Ellis W. Joy, reported the same without 


(H. Res. 513) referring to the Court of Claims the papers 
he case of the estate of Susanna Fleming, accompanied by a | report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
} 


I t (No. 4076); which said resolution and report were re- 
ferred to the Private Calendar. | was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 661) for 
He al from the same committee, to which was referred the | Levi J. Billings, reported the same without amendm 


tion (II. Res. 514) referring to the Court of Claims the papers | referred to the Private Calendar. 
in the ease of J. E. Caldwell, accompanied by a report (No. 
O77); which said resolution and report were referred to the | bill of the Senate (S. 2724) for the relief of 


le also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | accompanied by a report (No. 4095); whieh 
| of the House H. R. 1259, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | port were referred to the Private Calendar. 


‘case of George A. Exline, accompanied by a report (No. | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R 





Private Calendar. with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 


which was referred the bill of the House H. R. 12283, reported 


in lieu thereof a resolution (H. Res. 516) referring to the Court 
cae ADVERSE REPO 
of Claims the papers in the case of Thomas J. Austin, accom- — ae 


panied by a report (No. 4079) ; which said resolution and report Under clause 2, Rule XIII, adverse siden were d 
were referred to the Private Calendar. the Clerk, and laid on the table, as follows: 
Iie also, from the same committee, to which was referred Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, 


the bill of the House H. R. 4996, reported in lieu thereof a | was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1954) 






(No. 4080) ; which said resolution and report were referred to | on the table. 
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said resolution and report were referred to the Private Cal- | was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16201) for the 


Ile also, from the same committee, to which was referred the | same without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
bill of the House H. R. 1870@, reported in lieu thereof a reso- | which said bill and report were referred to the Priya 


Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska, from the Committee op 


resbyterian Church of Lynnville, Giles County, Tenn., accom- | of Oakley Randall, reported the same without amen 
companied by a report (No. 4086); which said bill 


Mr. LEE, from the ¢ aaa on War Claims, to which was Hie also, from the same committee, to which was ref 
referred the bill of the House H. R. 5090, reported in lieu thereof | bill of the House (H. R. 13593) for the relief 


papers in the case of the estate of F. L. Hammond, deceased, | a report (No. 4087) ; which said bill and report were 
He also, from the same committee, to which was ref 


bill of the House (H. R. 18304) for the relief of the 
bill of the House H. R. 4570, re ported in lieu thereof a reso- | de los Ferrocarriles de Puerto Rico, reported the sam 


Brooks, L. C. Wileoxon, and Willie Wilcoxon, heirs of Wiley | Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, 


accompanied by a report (No. 4089) ; which said bill a 





(EH. Res. 511) referring to the Court of Claims the papers| Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, 


i : lich said resolution and report were referred to the | W. J. Warren, reported the same without amendme 
Private Calendar panied by a report (No. 4091) ; which said bill and re 


which was referred the bill of the Heuse R. 1900, reported in Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War 


ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4093) ; which sai 





Mr. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims, 





bill of the House H. R. 3963, reported in lieu thereof a resolu- | panied by a report (No. 4094) ; which said bill and 


He also, from the same committee, to which was ref 





VP} te Calendar. widow of John Stuart, reported the same without 





tion (H. Res. 515) referring to the Court of Claims the papers Mr. PRINCE, from the Committee on Military 
1078); which said resolution and report were referred to the | an honorable discharge to James B. Mulford, reported 


Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on War Claims, to | said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 





resolution (H. Res. 517) referring to the Court of Claims the | of Israel Yount, reported the same adversely, accomp 
papers in the case of Daniel Smith, accompanied by a report | report (No. 4081) ; which said bill and report were ord 


the Private Calendar. He also, from the same committee, to which was refe 
Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims, to which | bill of the House (H. R. 2804) for the relief of George I. Su! 








deJed 
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: od the same adversely, accompanied by a report ena. | Also, from the same committee, a resolution (TT. Re 4 
hich said bill and report were ordered laid on the} referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 12267 

; Private Calendar. 

YOUNG, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to By Mr. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War ¢ \ 


is referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8539) to fix | resolution (H. 
10 on the retired list of Col. James W. Powell, United | bill H. R. 656 


Res. 155) ref rring uo the ( urt Ul ( 


to the Private Calendar. 





R {rmy, reported the same adversely, accompanied by a By Mr. SIMS, from the Committ W ( ‘ 
(No. 4096) ; which said bill and report were ordered laid | tion (H. Res. 456) referring to the Court of Claims th R. 
; table. | 5804—to the Private Calendar. 
\ PRINCE, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to | Also, from the same committee, I )] n (HEH. Res. 457) 
as referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8840) for re- | referring to the Court of Claims the bill Ll. R. 497T0—to 
Hof the widow and children of William Burehard, late lieu- | Private Calendar. 
Battery A, First Virginia United States Volunteers, re- Also, from the same committee, a resolu I 
1e same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 4106) ; | referring to the Court of Claims the bill TI. R Ss 
iid bill and report were ordered laid on the table. Private Calendar. 
Se | Also, from the same committee, a resol on (IL. Re | 
LIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. pee OUEL OS URINE. Cis uM. He OF 
- clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials | Also, from the same committee, a resoluti (TI te 
j following titles were introduced and severally referred | referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 
S Private Calendar. 
ir. GAINES of Tennessee: A bill (HH. R. 19233) to change | Also, from the same committee, a re : CH. 
{ time for bolding the circuit and district courts of the | referring to the Court of Claims the bi R ; 
States for the middle district of Tennessee: in the Private Calendar. 
division of the eastern district of Tennessee, at Chatta- Also, from the same committee, a resolu 1 (HH 
nd the northeastern division of the eastern district of | referring to the Court of Claims the b . & ( ) 
ee, at Greeneville, and for other purposes—to the Com-! Private Calendar. 
un the Judiciary. Also, from the same committee, a resolution (U1. Re ht ‘ 
SMITH of California: A bill (H. R. 19234) for the | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 401 
1 of animals, birds, and fish in the forest reserves in | Calendar. r 
( iin, and for other purpeses—to the Committee on the Also, from the same committee, a resolution (TH. Re 
Lands. ferring to the Court of Claims the bill I. LR. 18840 
. \ir. PEARRE: A bill (H. R. 19235) to authorize the Sec- | vate Calendar. 
War to provide a flag or flags for the use of the Also, from the same committee, a resolution (TI. I 
Scott Key Monument Association, of Frederick, Md.—to | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1744 P 
nittee on Military Affairs. vate Calendar. 
ir. GILLETT of California: A bill (H. R. 19236) to re- Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 466 
the State of California for moneys expended in placing | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14s » I P 
disposal of the United States 18,715 volunteer treops | vate Calendar. 
} iISGL and 1865—to the Committee on Claims. Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 467 
Rhy Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 781 » 
(H. Res. 439) referring to the Court of Claims the bill | Calendar. 
to the Private Calendar. Also, from the same com! é resolu (I 3 
from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 440) | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 78 | 
to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 13522—to the | Calendar. 
Calendar. Also, from the same committee, a resolution 
Ir. OTJEN, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- | ferring to the Court of | s th 3 7 | 
H. Res. 441) referring to the Court of Claims the bill | vate Calendar. 
%jS—to the Private Calendar. By Mr. HAUGEN, from the Committee on War | 
from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 442) | resolution (II. Res. 470) referring to the C 
ng to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4237—to the | bill H. R. 10617—to the Private Calendar. 
e Calendar. Also, from the same committee, a resolution (Tf. Res. 471 
from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 443) | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. Ssi 
¢ to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4984—to the | vate Calendar. 
) Calendar. Also, from the same committee, a reso 1 (IL. J 7 
from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 444) | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17 
to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 2104—to the | vate Calendar. 
I Calendar. By Mr. SIMS, from the Commit mm W \ 
\ir. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- | lution (H. Res. 475) referring to ( 
(H. Res. 445) referring to the Court of Claims the bill | H. R. 1608i1—to the Private Calendar 
\971—to the Private Calendar. ty Mr. HAUGEN, from the C ee on War ¢ \ 
Ir. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso olution (H. Res. 474) referring to t cs ; 
Hf. Res. 446) referring to the Court of Claims the bill | H. R. 1761—to the Private ¢ lar 
\76—to the Private Calendar. By Mr. MAHON, from the Co ‘ \ ( 
N CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A | olution (H. Res. 475) referring to the Cow ‘ 
m (H. Res, 447) referring to the Court of Claims the | H. R. 17818—to the Private Calendar 
R. 13351 to the Private Calendar. Also, from the same committee a resolut n (H.R 
SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. ) 
n (H. Res. 448) referring to the Court of Claims the | vate Calendar. 
RK. 11S48—to the Private Calendar. Also, from the same committee, a resolution (TT. Res. 47 
from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res 449) | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 118S4 
¢ to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 9108—to the | vate Calendar. 
Calendar. Also, from the same committee, a resolution (TI. R 17S 
Ir. CLAYTON, from the Committee on War Claims: A | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14703—to the P 
n (HL. Res. 450) referring to the Court of Claims thé | vate Calendar. 
it. 10654—to the Private Calendar. Also, from the same committee, a resolutio H.R 79) 
from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res 451) | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill TH. R. 11895 the P 
¢ to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 3855—to the | vate Calendar. 
Calendar. Also, from the same committee, a res tion (H. Res. 480) r 
Mr. SPIGHT, from the Committee on War Claims: A | ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 2s4 to the Pr 
n (H. Res. 452) referring to the Court of Claims the | vate Calendar. 
Kt. 12260—to the Private Calendar, Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 481) r 
from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 453) ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17110—to the Pi 
- > the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 12265—to the | vate Calenuar. 
4 Calendar. 


Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Re 
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ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 6802—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (R. Res. 483) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18996—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 484) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 17196—to the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 485) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15182—tto the Pri- 
vate Calendar. 
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sy Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committée 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 486) referring to the 
Court of Claims the bill H. R. 13289—to the Private Calendar. 

Also. from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 487) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 10968—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- | 
lution (H. Res. 488) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 17017—to the Private Calendar. 

ty Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 489) referring to the 


Court of Claims the bill H. R. 8947—to the Private Calendar. 











\lso, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 490) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 7606—to the 
Private Calendar. 

By Mr. SIMS, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
lution (Il. Re 191) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 18057—to the Private Calendar. 

Also. from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 492) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 2129—to the 
Private Calendar. 

I Mr. FULIKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A resolution (H. Res. 493) referring to the Court of Claims the 
“pill Il. R. 18511—to the Private Calendar. 

\lso, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 494) 
referring to » Court of Claims the bill H. R. 18189—to the 
Private Calendar. 

I Mr. MAHON, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 
] (H. Res. 495) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 819 to the Private Calendar. 

\ from the same committee resolution (H. Res. 496) re- 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 15213—io the Pri- 
\ te ¢ len 

\ from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 497) re- 
‘ g the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 9885—to the Pri- 
vate C il 

By M LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A reso- 

(H.R 19S) referring to the Court of Claims the bill 
H. R. 508 to the Private Calendar. 
{} the mie mittee, a resolution (H. Res. 499) re- 
ring the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 14565—tto the Pri- 
‘ e { adar. 

R \f FULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
\ solut (HI. Res. 500) referring to the Court of Claims the 
} H.R TE he Private ¢ endar. 

| \Ty SIMS. fro t Committee on War Cl ms: A reso- 
lution (if. Res. 501) referring to the Court of Claims the Dill 
Hl. | t—ti » Py e Calendar. 

] EFULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: 
A 1 (II. Res. 502) referring to the Court of Claims the 
I Hi: RR. i7—to the Private Calendar 

M ILASKINS, from the Committee on War Claims A 
t (i. p03) referring to the Court of Claims t4e 
R. 1459—to the Private Calendar. 
| \ EULKERSON, from the Committee on War Claims: A 
) | I 04) referring to the Court of Claims the 
H. R. 1598 to tl Private Calenda1 
é mitts a resoluti 1 (TT Res. HOD ) 
rt t Cor C] s the bill H. R. 18700—to the 
| ( ( 
Ine ! e€ a resoiut 1 (H Res. 506) 
‘ » the Court ( ins the bill H. R. 15825—tto the 
Private Calendar. 

I M PATTERSON of South Carolina, from the Committee 
on War Claims: A resolution (H. Res. 507) referring to the 
: ‘ ims the bill H. R. 13287—to the Private Calendar. 

] Mr. LEE, from the Committee on War Claims: A resolu- 
tion (H. Res. 508) referring to the Court of Claims the bill H.R. 
DOO to the Pi te Calendar. 

\lso, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 509) 
re ng to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4570—to the 
Pri Calendar 

Al from the same committee, a resolution (H. 


| resolution (H. Res. 512) referring to the Court of Claims { 
| H. R. 1900—to the Private Calendar. 
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referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4899—;, 
Private Calendar. 
Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 511) yo. 
ferring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5100—to tho p»; 
vate Calendar. 
By Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on War (lai 


Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. Res. 513) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 5007—1to the pj. 
vate Calendar. ae 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (TH. Res 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 8963—to ; Pri. 


i 
vate Calendar. 
Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. iy 515) 
referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 1259—to P 


vate Calendar. 
By Mr. SOUTHARD, from the Committee on War (1: 


: oe ana A 
resolution (H. Res. 516) referring to the Court of Cl, the 
bill H. R. 12283—to the Private Calendar. 

Also, from the same committee, a resolution (H. R 517) 


referring to the Court of Claims the bill H. R. 4996—+to the py. 
vate Calendar. 

By Mr. MONDELL: A resolution (H. Res. 518) aut! . 
the Committee on Irrigation of Arid Lands to print—to the « 
mittee on Printing. 

By Mr. BENNET of New York: A resolution (TH. p 5 
for the reprinting of the bill H. R. 11948—to the Com 
Printing. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and res ns of 
the following titles were introduced and severally rx ag 
follows: 

By Mr. ALEXANDER: A bill (H. R. 19237) granti: 
crease of pension to James Rout—to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19288) granting an increase of pension to 
Daniel S. Conover—to the Committee on Invalid Pens 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 19239) granting 
to Salome Jane Marland—to the Committee on Invalid 

By Mr. BOWERSOCK: A bill (H. R. 19240) grant 
sion to Albert Ury—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. CALDERHEAD: A bill (CH. R. 19241) gran 
crease of pension to Henry A. Conant—to the Comuit 1 

Also, a bill (H. R. 
Anthony W. Miller 


19242) granting an increase of | 1 to 
to the Committee on Inyalid Pen 


By Mr. CUSHMAN (by request): A bill (H. R 1243) 
granting a pension to Mary Allen—to the Committe: P 


_ Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 19244) to refund th 
revenue taxes paid by owners of private dies—to the | 
tee on Claims. 


By Mr. DE ARMOND: A bill (11. R. 19245) grat : 
se of pension to William C. Hoover—to the C mn 
Pensions. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A bill (H. R. 19246) for the relic B. J. 
Deaver—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. GILBERT of Indiana: A bill (H. R. 19247) : { 
ing an increase of pension to Frederick C. Watern the 
Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GILLESPIE: A bill (H. R. 19248) gra 


crease of pension to Jolm Randolph Featherstone—to 1 ( 


mittee on Pensions. 


of pension to Lorenzo W. Shedd—to the Committee o | 
Pensious. 

By Mr. HAY: A bill (H. R. 19250) for the relief 
doun Street Presbyterian Church, Winchester, Va.—+ 


mittee 


on War Claims. 
By Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 19251) grant 
cre: of pension to Julia A. Brown—to the Com on 


Invalid Pensions. 
Also, a bill (H. R. 19252) granting an increase of 
Dallas Seaburg—to the Committee on Invalid Pensi 
By Mr. LITTLE: A bill (H. R. 19253) granting an S 
of pension to Charles H. Thompson—to the Comuitt in- 
valid Ps 
By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 19254) granting a ) 
Sarah E. Roby—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. OLCOTT: A bill (H. R. 19255) granting an ease 
of pension to John Bradford—to the Committee on Iny i Pen- 


HSions. 


Res. 510) ! sions. 





10 16. 


Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: A bill (H. R. 19256) 


iting an increase of pension to Louisa J. Birthright—to the 
\ittee on Pensions. 


ey Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 19257) for 
{ relief of George L. Whitmore—to the Committee on War 





R “Mr. RIVES: A bill (H. R. 19258) granting an increase of 
pension to A. F. McEwen—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


Ry Mr. TALBOTT: A bill (H. R. 19259) for the relief of 
Nicholas H. Clemson and Rachel Clemson, executors of John 
I). Clemson, deceased—to the Committee on War Claims. 

\Iso. a bill (CH. R. 19260) for the relief of Elizabeth Cramer, 

inistratrix of J. Henry Cramer—to the Committee on War 
( 1S. 
\lso. a bill (H. R. 19261) for the relief of the heirs of John 
1). Clemson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

Ry Mr. WELBORN: A bill (H. R. 19262) granting an in- 
se of pension to John Wickline—to the Committee on In- | 

| Pensions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 19263) granting an increase of 
pension to John Ingram—to the Committee on Pensions, 


reise 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 

ers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

Ry Mr. BONYNG®: Petition of citizens of Weed County, 
Colo.. against religious legislation in the District of Columbia 
to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. BURTON of Ohio: Petition of the National Supply 
and Machinery Dealers’ Association, against adoption of the 
metri¢ system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, and 
Measures. 

By 
Il. D. Caskey, and the Herald Printing and Publishing Company, | 
to amend the postage laws by making all subscriptions legal 
whether paid for by subscribers or others—to the Committee | 
on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 








Mr. DEEMER: Petition of H. J. Moore, M. J. Colcord, | 


By Mr. DICKSON of Illinois: Petition of citizens of Mount | 
Carmel, UL, against bill S. 529 (the ship-subsidy bill)—to the 
( uittee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries. 


By Mr. DRESSER: Petitions of J. H. Hayes, master of 
Grange No. 964; F. M. Dunlap, master of Grange No. 1277; 
Jeremiah A. Hay, master of Grange No. 757, and N. B. Young, 


master of Grange No. 1201, for the Heyburn pure-food bill—to 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 
\lso, petition of the Keystone Gazette, for an amendment of 
t postal laws making legal all subscriptions, by whomever 
paid for—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
y Mr. ESCH: Petition of J. D. Eldridge, E. F. Gauz, the 
Norwalk Star, and the Landsman, to amend the postal laws 
making legitimate all subscriptions paid for by others than 
‘recipients of the paper—to the Committee on the Post-Oflice 
ost-Roads. 
by Mr. HINSHAW: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Elston Armstrong—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. HOUSTON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
rge E. Johnson—to the Committee on War Claims. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN: Petition of the Southern 
Greensboro, N. C., against the tariff on linotype ma- 
to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
Mr. LE FEVRE: Petition of George W. Kelly et al., for 
Crumpacker bill relative to the fraud order—to the Com- 
e on Rules. 
Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of C. E. Redeker, Patriotic Order 
of America, favoring bill H. R. 18673, favoring restriction 
nigration—to the Committee on Immigration and Natural- 
mn. 
Mr. MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for re- | 
of George White—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. OLCOTT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of John 
Bradford—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. PATTERSON of North Carolina: Paper to accom- 
bill for relief of Louisa J. O. Birthright—to the Committee 
on Pensions. 
Mr. SCHNEEBELI: Petition of the Amalgamated Street 
Electric Railway Employees of America, Lodge No. 169, | 
aston, Pa., against modification of the Chinese-exclusion 
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 
Mr. STERLING: Petition of the College Alumni Club 
nd 14 other literary clubs, of Bloomington and Normal, IIL, 
’ oe of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers 
id Harbors, 
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SENATE. 
Saturpay, May 12, 1906. 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Epwarp BE. HALg. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
proceedings, when, on request of Mr. KEAN, and by unanimous 
consent, the further reading was dispensed with. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


ESTATE OF ALFRED SWEARINGIN, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair invites the attention of 
the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. However, the Sen- 


DECEASED, 


ator from Oregon [Mr. FuLton], who objected to the proposed 


order yesterday, is not now in the Chamber. 

Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I should like to make a state 
ment. I hoped the Senator from Oregon would come in. But 
that is an order in a case where the bill was sent to the Court of 
Claims. I know nothing on earth about the case, but the clerk 
of the Committee on Claims brought down this written order to 
me and said that it was necessary for me to introduce it, to 
meet the application of the Court of Claims. They have the bill 
before them, but the papers were not transmitted when the bill 
was sent down. This is simply a demand from the committee 
for the papers, and they can only be sent down on the order of 
the Senate. The committee discharged itself by sending down 
the bill, but did not send the papers. I presume if the 
from Oregon were here he would have no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi does 
not press the order now? 

Mr. MONEY. I do not press it in the absence of the Senator 
from Oregon. 

Mr. KEAN. I do not think the chairman of 
would object to it, but he did not exactly 


Senator 


the committee 
understand what it 
When he comes in I have no doubt he will withdraw his 
objection. 

Mr. FULTON subsequently entered the Chamber. 

Mr. MONEY. I ask now that the order be made I called for 
I have explained it to the Senator from Oregon. 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi asks 
for the adoption of an order which will be read. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Ordered, That the Committee discharged m tl 
further consideration of the bill ‘ f of t 
of Alfred Swearingin, deceased, anc I y of t S 
be directed to transmit the papers accompanying the same to the Court 

| of Claims in accordance with the request 


Mr. FULTON. Last evening I objected to the « 
of the order, as I did not then fully understand it. I now 
that it refers to papers relative to a case that is pending before 
the Court of Claims, and I withdraw my objection to the adop- 
tion of the order. 

The order was agreed to. 


nsideration 


See 


LANDS IN NEW MEXICO. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a com 


mi 
tion from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting letters 
from the Commissioner of the General Land Office, tog 
with the report on the sale of lands in New Mexico, a1 stating 
that Congress alone has the power to enforce the conditions of 
the grant to that Territory; which, with the accompanying 
papers, was referred to the Committee on Territories, and ordered 
to be printed. 

FINDINGS OF THE COURT OF CLAIMS. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica 
tion from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmit- 
ting a certified copy of the findings of fact filed by the court 

in the cause of The Trustees of the Methodist Episcopal Church 

South, of Oak Bowery, Ala., v. The United States; which, with 

the accompanying paper, was referred to the Committee on 
| Claims, and ordered to be printed 

He also laid before the Senate a communication from 
assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, transmitting a cer ! 
copy of the findings of fact filed by the court use « 

The Trustees of the John Mann Methodist Church (Colored), of 

Winchester, Va., v. The United States; which, with tl iccon 

panying paper, was referred to the Committee on Claims, and 

ordered to be printed. 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 
A message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 


Brow NING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had passed 
the bill (S. 5536) granting a pension to William O. Clark. 


| The message also announced that the House had passed the 
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following bills, each with an amendment; in which it requested 
the concurrence of the Senate: 

S. 17239. An act granting a pension to Henry Sistrunk; and 

S. 5670. An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac L. 
Dugegar. 

The message further announced that the House had passed 
the following bills; in which it requested the concurrence of 
the Senate: 

Hi. R. G12. 
W. Kohler; 

H.R. 1084. 
Logan ; 

H. R. 1178. 
Buckthall ; 

H. R. 1247. 


An act granting an increase of pension to George 


we. 
- « 


An act granting an increase of pension to John 


An act granting an increase of pension to Herman 


An act granting an increase of pension to Columbus 


»OLTS 

HH. R. 1420. An act granting a pension to John Nay; 

H.R. 1438. An act granting an increase of pension to Oliver T. 
Smith ; 

H.R. 1614. An act granting an inerease of pension to Jacob 
H. Lynch; 

li. R. 1650. An act granting an increase of pension to Frank 





H. R. 6596. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex. 0 
Huffman ; 
H.R. 6774. An act granting an increase of pension to Jo) 
Platt; 
H. R. 6878. An 
H. R. 6914. An 
Hecker ; 
H. R. 7147. An 
tothrock ; 
H. R. 7244. An 
pher 8. Guthrie; 


In 


act granting a pension to Lucy Brown; 
act 


granting an increase of pension to John 


act granting an increase of pension to Brons 


on 


act granting an increase of pension to Chri 


Sto 


H. R. 7402. An act granting an increase of pension to Eq 
M. Todd ; 

Hi. R. 7535. An act granting an increase of pension to Joln J 
Moore: ; 
H. R. 7589. An act granting an increase of pension to Ro) 

A. Scott; 
H. R. 7836. An act granting an increase of pension to Alex 


der G. Patton; 


H. R. 8155. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry FP 
Seelye ; : 
H. R. 8232. An act granting an increase of pension to Jays 
M. Jared; 
H. R. 8736. An act granting an increase of pension to I. 
M. Maxham; 
H.R. 8795. An act granting an inerease of pension to Orrin 
A. A. Gardner ; 
H. R. 8817. An act granting an increase of pension to Calvin 
M. Latham; 
H.R. 8852. An act granting an increase of pension to Fryed- 
erick W. Clark; 
H. R. 8867. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
| Stillman ; 
H.R. 8894. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Strong: 
H. R. 9238. An act for the relief of William Saphar; 
H. R. 9248. An act granting an increase of pension to Josep! 
A. Barnard ; 
H. R. 9531. An act granting an increase of pension to Eli 
| Rogers; 
H. R. 9609. An act granting an increase of pension to Jesse M 
|} Auchmuty ; 
H. R. 9828. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
Broughton ; 
H. R. 9844. An act granting an increase of pension to John J. 
Erick ; 
H. R. 9862. An act granting an increase of pension to William 


B. Warren; 


H. R. 10395. An act granting an increase of pension to Step! 


| Cundiff ; 


RB. Watkins; 

H. R. 1736. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles | 
A. Walker; 

li. R. 1788. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Christy ; 

li. 2. 2092. An act granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
M. Hill; 

11. R. 2287. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin 
Pool; 

Hi. R. 2247. An act granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
Sinspeur ; 

H. R. 2265. An act granting an increase of pension to Hudson | 
J. Van Scoter ; 

H. R. 2785. An act granting an increase of pension to Margaret 
LD 

li. R. 8005. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob C. 
Shafel 

H. R. 3222. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Merrill 

li. R. 3248. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. 
Al on 

Il. 2. 3351. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
Kking ; 

Il. R. 3488. An act granting an increase of pension to Egbert 
J. Olds 

ll. 2. 3495. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
I. Tower ; 

H.R. 3572. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
L. Riley 

Hf. 2. 83588. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. Riggin ; 

Hi. . 4161. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
Beatty . 

Hi. #. 4241. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
B. Coleman ; 

H. hk. 4597. An act granting an increase of pension to Martin | 
Ellison ; 

Hi. R. 4715. An act granting an inerease of pension to John H. 
Whiting; 

Hi. R. 4956. An act granting an increase of pension to James 
C. Bryant; 

Hf. k. 5040. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Montgomery ; 

1H. 8.5560. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Chubb; 

H.k.5911. An act granting a pension to Edward D. Lock- 
wood, alias George E. McDaniel; 

H.R. 5958. An act granting an increase of pension to Allen L. 
Garwood ; 

Hi. R. 6059. An act granting an increase of pension to Elias 
Hanes; 

Hi. R. 6190. An act granting an inerease of pension to John J. 
Schneller ; 

H. h. 6205. An act granting an increase of pension to Lucy E. 
Engler ; 

Ii. R. 6208. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
PD. Conner ; 

H.R. 6422. An act granting an increase of pension to Anthony 
J ‘ Ke > 

Hi. R. 6505. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary C. 


granting a pension to Horace Salter; 


(ar SS 


H. R. 10794. 
Schultz ; 

H. R. 10828. 
Lennon ; 

H. R. 10865. An 
ander Caldwell; 

H. R. 11057. An 
J. Post; 

H. R. 11152. An 
dore §8. Currier ; 

H. R. 11161. An 
Aaron ; 

H. R. 11260. An 
H. Van Camp; 

H. R. 11457. An 
Vanmatre ; 

H. R. 11855. An 
Ann Shelly ; 

H. R. 12184. An 
Sprauer ; 

H. R. 12330. An 
A. Van Derslice ; 

H. R. 12336. An act granting an increase of pension to M: 
ret A. Montgomery ; 

H. R. 12418. An act granting an increase of pension to Tho 
P. Crandall ; 

H. R. 12879. An act granting an increase of pension to Cath- 
arine Myers; 

H. R. 12971. An act granting an increase of pension to Mat- 
thew H. Brandon ; 

H. R. 13069. An act granting an increase of pension to | 
S. Esmond ; 

H. R. 13149. An act granting an increase of pension to Ida L. 
Martin ; 


An act granting an increase of pension to Ja 


An act granting an increase of pension to Michael 
act granting an increase of pension to Ale 


act granting an increase of pension to L 


t 


act granting an increase of pension to Theo 
act granting an increase of pension to Mic! 

act granting an increase of pension to Jamies 
act granting an increase of pension to Cyrus 
act granting an increase of pension to Mary 


act granting an increase of pension to Jose) 


act granting an increase of pension to [ester 


t 
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rm. 13443. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. R. 17445. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Ji, Hammontree ; ; . H. Farrell; 
r. 13594. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- H. R. 17466. An act granting an increase of pension to Jame 
Snook ; P. Hall; 
~ ry pf. 13698. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel H. R. 17476. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry 
ik . : : Ballard ; 
Il. R. 18824. An act granting a pension to Noah Myers; H.R. 17528. An act granting an increase of pension to Edgar 


Slater ; 
H.R. 17542. An act granting an increase of pension 


R. 13828. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 


> 13993. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | 


is Cain; 
v ny . . ’ H. R. 17590. An act granting an increase of p ito J ) 
| hk. 14264. An act granting an increase of pension to John H. | Woodruff : . 
] sole; laa eae , . | Hf. R.17637. An act granting an increase of pension to Gard 
i]. t. 14661. An act granting an increase of pension to John | iner K. Haskell: 
° | == . A 
B. Bussel ; : o H.R. 17772. An act granting an increase of pension to Joh 
; Hi. R. 14678. An act granting a pension to James A. Boggs; | W. Henry: 
rT 14702 act granting an increase « nsion Chris-| jj cies ; 
; i k. 14702. An ict grantin; 1 increa 1f pension to Ss | H.R.17825. An act granting an increase of | J 
. tian Schlosser , ; ; : ., | Ward: 
11. R. 14729. An act granting an increase of pension to David fi. We. 17872. An act eran : 
. » dv. iSia. 2 Ac fTavnting l neres \ 
] - 3 : D. Metcalfe; 
17. 2.15056. An act granting an increase of pension to James wR 17891 a oni : 
- ‘ . - St. iSdl. 2 act gra ng an increase Of pen ! 
R ¥3 ; 5 a3 Buice ; 
11. R. 15104. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | H. R.17915. An act granting an increase n 
E. Owens ; ; . . aseh liam W. Dudley ; 
li. it. 15126. An act granting an increase of pension to William a. 20 $98GO Ae act eventing om taerease of a 
oe . . ee oe < Bie - € iit ase i " on ) 
? 15 88, An act granting an increase of pension to Benja Sane: 
I. R. 15288. 2 ac rs é ‘rease eNS1O! pC ja- - , : 
sip i Tinteal : H. R. 17922. An act granting an increase of pension to TI 
i iilive ’ 
: : ¥ ; — D. Adams; 
| 2.15613. An act granting an increase of pension to William = oe ; ; : 
m= ee a ” I H. R. 17934. An act granting an increase of pens 
rn. 16005. An act granting an increase of pension to Hese- J. Byrd a .; 
Ki Reynolds: H. R. 17935. An act granting an increase of pension to And) 
1 J. wey ’ ‘ Pons ama . 
| 2.16073. An act granting an increase of pension to John | ©: Wi odard ; é , 5 
G cas H. R. 17938. An act granting an increase of pension to C1 
oy ie : : . ” L. Dowling: 
iT. . 16109. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob ng 
, ar 8 ; H. R. 17940. An act granting a pension to Rhetta Floret 
HI. 2.16188. An act granting a pension to Edward C. Bowers; | 1 rot on : ; 
[. Rh. 16252. An act granting an increase of pension to Adam Yeh t. 17999, An act granting an increase of pension , 
enl; 
; Dixon ; RP 1202 . : ae I 
cm H. R. 16272. An act granting a pension to William D. Willis; H. R. 18034. An act granting a pension to Mary A. M 
Hi. R. 16441. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph | S0™mety , | 
J. Goode: H. R. 18038. An act granting an increase of pension to Eras 
I. R. 16492. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. | W. Briggs: 
ie H. R. 18039. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H. ht. 16496. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas | W. Stephens; 
Dailey: H. R. 18041. An act granting an increase of pension to Will l 
H.R. 16525. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary) R. Hiner; 
‘Amanda Nash: H. R. 18052. An act granting an increase of pe n to John 
H. Rk. 16565. An act granting an increase of pension to George | Lewis Bernard Breighner ; 
H. Gordon, alas Gorton ; H. R. 18073. An act granting an incre f pension to Mai 
Hl. R. 16595. An act granting a pension to James R. Hicks; | McFarlane; 
H.R. 16662. An act granting an increase of pension to Van H. R. 18076. An act granting an incre: ( ) 
Buren Beam ; ; | beth Bartley ; 
Ht. R. 16682. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- H. R. 18105. An act granting an increase of pension to J 
lj Hammond ; | A, Lyle; 
If. R. 16812. An act granting an increase of pension to Dudley H. R. 18106. An act granting an increase of pension to Mai 
MekKibben ; E. Patterson ; 
Hf. R. 16842. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas H. R. 18116. An act granting an increase of S to ¢ 
H. Thornburgh ; Evans; 
H.R. 16878. An act granting an increase of pension to James H. 8.18121. An act granting an increase of | i to J 
B. Adams; W. Jones; 
Il. k. 16915. An act granting an increase of pension to Orange H. R. 18125. An act granting an increase o 1 to W 
Bugbee: helm Griese ; 
il. R. 16918. An act granting a pension to Matilda J. Williams ; H. R. 18132. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
H.R. 16977. An act granting an increase of pension to Isabel | W. Blanchard; 
N In | | H.R.18125. An act granting an increase of pension to Bene 
lI. R. 16998. An act granting an increase of pension to Elijah | dict Sutter; 
Curtis ; H. R. 18165. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
it. R. 17170. An act granting an increase of pension to Jackson | Stauff ; 
D. Turley ; H. R. 18184. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
4 (1. R. 17171. An act granting an increase of pension to David | J, Howells; 
TH doy — |e : . . ry 
H. Parker ; | H.R. 18236. An act granting an increase of pension to Th 
_ R. 17210. An act granting an increase of pension to Daniel | Garratt; 
I ertner ; H. R. 182389. An act granting an increase of pension to Bryant 
kt. 17309. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. | Brown; 
; eC; H. R. 18248. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
ii. R. 17340. An act granting a pension to Julia Walz; | S. Rickard ; 
I. 17346. An act granting an increase of pension to Newton | H. R. 18249. An act granting an increase of pension to Hiram 
vis: G. Hunt; 
, oO . . | ope , 2 1 
s lt. 173874. An act granting an increase of pension to Isom H. R. 18262. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
' erson ; | H. Broadway ; 
: iI. R. 17388, An act granting an increase of pension to Patrick H. R. 18308. An act granting an increase pens to Cla 
arthy ; Riggs ; 
‘ i. R. 17390. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary H. R. 18310. An act granting an increas ] 





han; | A. Bayley ; 
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H. R. 18319. An 
Kinnison ; 

H. R. 1! 
A. Webster: 
H. R. 18356. 
Custer ; 

H. R. 18357. 
Starr ; 

H. R. 18367. 
Wilkinson ; 

H. R. 18378. 
A. Dunlap; 

H. R. 
sietry ; 

H. R. 18400. 
M. Gause; 

H. R. 18402. 
W. Powell; 

H. R. 18426. 
way; 

H. R. 18447. 
G. Gould; 

H. R. 18449. 
R. Jacobs; 

H. R. 18460. 

H. R. 18467. 
W. H. Swendt; 


OE 


ede), 


An 
An 
A. 
An 
E. 
An 
An 
399. An 
An 
An 
An 
An 
An 


An 
An 


H. R. 18469. An act granting an increase of pension to Samuel 
C. Dean; 

Ii. R. 18486. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
F. Walker ; 

H. R. 18505. An act granting an increase of pension to M. Belle 
May; 

H. R. 18509. An act granting an increase of pension to Ellen L. 
Stone ; 

H.R. 18510. An act granting an increase of pension to Hugh | 
R. Rutledge ; 

H. R. 18524. An act granting an increase of pension to Julius 
Rector ; 

H.R. 185389. An act granting an increase of pension to Angeline 
R. Lomax: 

H. R. 18542. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
Ann Day; 

H. R. 18551. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
D. Drown: 

H. R. 18560. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
Hamilton: 

II. R. 18561. An act granting an increase of pension to Jona- 
than Skeans ; 

H.R. 18572. An act granting an increase of pension to Alla- 
manza M. Harrison; 

Hl. R. 18573. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M. Quinton ; 

H.R. 18605. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Lawrence: 

Hi. R. 18627. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth A. Anderson ; 

Ii. R. 18628. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
BE. Chambers 

H. R. 18633. An act granting an increase of pension to Jennie 
F. Belding; 

H. R. 18651. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza- 
beth Thomas; 

Hi. R. 18654. An act granting an increase of pension to Robert 
D. Gardner ; 

Hi. R. 18655. An act granting an increase of pension to Leander 
Gilbert; 

H. R. 18678. An act granting an increase of pension to Evans 
P. Hoover: 

H.R. 18696. An act granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
CG. Gibson; 

Hi. R. 18697. An act granting an increase of pension to Martha 
L. Beesley ; 

H.R. 18702. An act granting an increase of pension to Ed- 
ward B. Prime; 

H.R. 18724. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred 
Gude: 

Hl. R. 18730. An act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


liam C. Mahaffey ; 


H. R. 18746. An 
Howard: 

Il. R. 18747. An 
liam H. Colegate; 

H. R. 18794. An 


liam C. McRoy ; 
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act granting an increase of pension to Newton 


act granting an increase of pension to Rachael 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to William 
act granting an increase of pension to John 
act granting an increase of pension to Martha 


act granting an increase of pension to Pauline 


act granting an increase of pension to Elmira 


act granting an increase of pension to Lucy 
act granting a pension to Elizabeth Hatha- 
act granting an increase of pension to Elijah 
act granting an increase of pension to Hannah 


act granting a pension to Benjamin F. Tudor; 
act granting an increase of pension to Rudolph 


act granting an increase of pension to Isaac 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


act granting an increase of pension to Wil- 


| 








May 12, 





H. R. 18795. An act granting an increase of pension to Jn; 
E. Raney ; 

H. R. 18821. An act granting an increase of pension to fliza 
Jane Witherspoon ; 

H. R. 18822. An act granting an increase of pension to So))))jo 
S. Parker; 

H. R. 18862. An 
H. Weaver ; 

H. R. 18887. An 
der W. Carruth; 

H. R. 18910. An 
E. Davis; 

H. R. 18930. 
J. Mays; 

H. R. 18935. 
A. Boswell; 

H. R. 18959. 
G. Packer ; 

H. R. 18966. An 

H. R. 18976. An 
S. Preston ; 

H. R. 19001. An act granting an increase of pension to Eliza. 
beth A. McKay; and 

IT. R. 19005. An act granting a pension to Gideon M. Burriss, 

Subsequently, the foregoing pension bills were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee on Pen- 
sions. 


. 


ICS 


act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
act granting an increase of pension to Alexap- 
act granting an increase of pension to Philp 


An act granting an increase of pension to Blizg 


An act granting an increase of pension to Mima 


An act granting an increase of pension to Albert 
act granting a pension to John W. Ward: 
act granting an increase of pension to Nelson 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


The message also announced that the Speaker of the House 
had signed the following enrolled bills, and they were thereupon 
signed by the Vice-President: 

S. 2292. An act for the relief of certain entrymen and settlers 
within the limits of the Northern Pacific Railway land grant: 

S. 4094. An act to amend section 4426 of the Revised Statutes 
of the United States, regulation of motor boats; and 

H. R. 6101. An act for the relief of the estate of Charles M, 
Demarest, deceased. 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. SCOTT presented memorials of the Conductors’ Associa- 
tion of West Virginia, of Grafton; of Link Division, No. 352, 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Engineers of Martinsburg, and of 
sundry citizens of Charles Town, all in the State of West Vir- 
ginia, remonstrating against the adoption of an amendment to 
the railway rate bill prohibiting the issuance of free trans- 
portation to the families of railway employees; which were 
ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. GALLINGER presented a memorial of the New England 
Hardware Dealers’ Association, of Boston, Mass., remonstrat- 
ing against the passage of the so-called “ parcels-post bill;” 
which was referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Post- 
Roads. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of sundry citizens of West- 
field, N. J., and the petition of R. D. Cann, of Plainfield, N. J., 


praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigra- 

tion; which was referred to the Committee on Immigration 
He also presented petitions of Sanford E. Cobb, of Wast 

Orange; of Thomas Fenton Taylor, of South Orange, and of 


the De Ronde-Osborn Company, of Englewood, all in the State 
of New Jersey, praying for the removal of the internal-reyenue 
tax on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Montclair, 
N. J., praying for the establishment of a national bureau in the 
Interior Department in behalf of the children of the country; 
which were referred to the Committee on Territories. 

lie also presented petitions of the Ladies’ Auxiliary of thie 
Home Missionary Society of the Roseville Methodist Episcopal 
Church, of Newark; of the congregation of the Monroe Avenue 
Methodist Episcopal Church, of Plainfield, and of stwudry cil! 
zens, all in the State of New Jersey, praying that the dir 
of the schools of Alaska remain with the Bureau of Educat 
and also that the Bureau continue the control of the reindee 
industry in that Territory ; which were referred to tie ( 
tee on Territories. 

Mr. RAYNER presented a petition of sundry citizens 
Frederick, Md., praying for the removal of the internal-re) 
tax on denaturized alcohol; which was referred to the Co 
tee on Finance. 


v10n 


a 
on, 


WILLIAM PERSONS. 


Mr. LODGE, from the Committee on Military Affairs. 
whom was referred the bill (8. 3256) for the relief of \\ 
Persons, reported it without amendment, and submitted 4 
port thereon. 


m 


re- 
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BRIDGE NEAR WHEELING, W. VA. 


\r, SCOTT. I introduce a bill, and ask for its present con- 


sideration. a 3 ‘ 
hill (S. 6146) to authorize the Back River Bridge Com- 
+ construct a bridge across the west or smaller division 


rt “1. Ohio River from Wheeling Island, West Virginia, to the 
Ohio shore, was read the first time by its title, and the second 
tin at length, as follows: 


np» it enacted, ete., That the Back River Bridge Company, a cor- 
tion organized under the laws of the State of West Virginia, its 
rs and assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to construct, 
n. and operate a bridge and approaches thereto, for street rail- 
nd wagon traffic and other appropriate public uses, across the 
smaller channel of the Ohio River, known as the Back River, 
, point near the southerly -end of Wheeling Island, which is 
of the city of Wheeling, in the State of West Virginia, to 
. Ohio shore, in accordance with the provisions of the act entitled 
; A + to regulate the construction of bridges over navigable waters,” 
S d March 22, 1906. 
S :. ‘t hat the right to alter, amend, or repeal this act is hereby 
j reserved. 
\ir. KEAN. From what committee does the bill come? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not reported from a commit- 
tee, as the Chair understands. 
Mr. KEAN. Is it a bill that has been just introduced? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill was introduced by the 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Scorr]. 
Mr. SCOTT. And I ask unanimous consent for its consid- 
eration. . ? t 
Mr. KEAN. I do not like to object to anything the Senator 
from West Virginia wants, but I think the bill should be con- 
sidered in its regular order. 
Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me a moment? 
Mr. KEAN. Certainly. 
Mr. SCOTT. We have been passing bridge bills without hay- 
ing them referred. This bill was taken by me to the War 


aaeunes 


ex 


Department yesterday, and the Chief Engineer recommends it; 
he said there would be no objection to it whatever. These 


people are waiting to construct a bridge over the Back River. 
that is not navigable; and it is a serious question whether it is 
necessary to have a bill passed at all in order to bridge it. 

Mr. KEAN. I think we had better not pass the bill now. 
Let it take the regular course. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under objection, the bill will be 
‘erred to the Committee on Commerce. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 
Mr. GALLINGER introduced a bill (S. 6147) authorizing 


4 
{ 
title, and referred to the Committee on the District of Co- 
lumbia. 

Mr. FRAZIER introduced a bill (S. 6148) granting an in- 
crease of pension to James S. Whitlock; which was read twice 
by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Iie also introduced a bill (S. 6149) to change and fix the time 


northeastern division 


of the 


+] 


le, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


AMENDMENT TO RAILROAD RATE BILL. 
Mr. McCUMBER. 


I submit an amendment to the rate bill, 
1 l ask may be read and lie on the table. 


e amendment was read, and ordered to lie on the table, as 
follows: 


nent intended to be proposed by Mr. McCumber to the bill (H. R. 
‘Sv) entitled “An act to amend an act entitled ‘An act to regulate 

ree, approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
‘f, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Com- 


t after the word “ dollars,” in line 18 of page 4 of the reprint 
tions 1, 2, 3, and 4, as amended by the Committee of the Whole, 
owing: “Provided, That nothing herein contained shall prevent 


rrier from giving free or reduced transportation to any destitute | 
ligent sick, injured, or crippled person, or to laborers transported | 
place to supply a demand for labor at such place, or to land | 
e seekers, or to the officers, agents, or employees, or members of | 


families of the officers, agents, or employees of such carrier, over 
lines of railway operated by it.” 


IRRIGATION INVESTIGATIONS. 


\ir. FRAZIER submitted an amendment proposing to increase 
appropriation for irrigation and drainage investigations 
trom $102,200 to $120,000, intended to be proposed by him to the 

ultural appropriation bill; which was referred to the Com- 
‘ee On Agriculture and Forestry, and ordered to be printed. 
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| ment has been offered by 


unges in certain street railway tracks within the District of | 


olumbia, and for other purposes; which was read twice by its | the proposed amendment, add: 





amendatory | 





WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS—C, E. 
On motion of Mr. Lona, it was 


Ordered, That on the application of C. E. Moore he is authorized 
to withdraw from the files of the Senate all papers accompanying Sen 
ate bill No. 3027, Fifty-sixth Congress, first session, entitled “A bill for 
the relief of C. E. Moore,” there having been no adverse report thereon. 


BILL REFERRED. 
H. R. 9238. An act for the relief of William Saphar was read 


twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 


MOORE. 


HOUSE 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The morning business is closed, 
and the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con- 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act entitled 
“An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I understand that section 5 of the bill is 
now under consideration. On page 13, line 18, I move to amend 
by striking out the word “ two ’—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is an amendment pending. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Then this amendment is not in orden I 
thought there was no amendment pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending amendment 
stated by the Secretary. 

The SECRETARY. On page 17, line 14, after the word “ office,” 
strike out the period and insert a comma, and insert the words: 

And if the order or requirement has been made against two or more 
earriers then in the district where any one of said carriers has its 
principal operating office, and if the carrier has its principal operating 
office in the District of Columbia then the venue shall be in the district 
where said carrier has its principal office; and jurisdiction to hear and 
determine such suits is hereby vested in such courts. 

Mr. NELSON. 
mentary status? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment stated. 

Mr. NELSON. Is this an amendment to the amendment 
offered by the Senator from Illincis [Mr. Cuttom] last evening? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. This is the amendment offered by 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]. To that an amend- 
the Senator from Maryland [Mr. 
RAYNER], which will now be stated by the Secretary. The Sec- 
retary will read the amendment proposed by the Senator from 
Maryland. 

The SECRETARY. 


will be 





Mr. President, I inquire what is the parlia- 


The Chair was having the pending 


After the word “ courts,” the last word of 


Sut such jurisdiction shall not attach unless the order complained of 
was beyond the authority of the Commission or in violation of the 
rights of the carrier secured by the Constitution 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by 


the Senator from Maryland to the 


| amendment of the Senator from Lllinois. 
holding the circuit and district courts of the United States | 
the middle district of Tennessee; in the southern division | 
of the eastern district of Tennessee at Chattanooga, and the | 
eastern district of Tennessee at | 
eville, and for other purposes; which was read twice by | 


Mr. CULBERSON. I dislike to ask it, but I would be glad to 
have the amendment to the amendment read again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It will be again read at the r 
of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Whose amendment is it? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The original amendment 


puest 


was pro- 


posed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Cuttom]. The amend- 
ment to it is the one proposed by the Senator from Maryland 
[Mr. RAYNER]. Does the Senator from Texas wish to have 
both the amendment and the amendment to the amendment 


| read? 


Mr. CULBERSON. We might as well have both restated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
amendment and the amendment to the amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment and the amendment 


| to the amendment. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Is the amendment to the amendment the 
same amendment the Senate voted down yesterday? 

Mr. RAYNER. No. 

Mr. ALDRICH. It must be substantially the same. There 
| may be a change of a word, or something of that kind. 

Mr. RAYNER. It is not the same amendment. It is the 


amendment of the Senator from Kansas [Mr. Lone] submitted 


some weeks ago, and identical with the amendment of the Sen- 
ator from Kansas. 

Mr. LONG. The Senator is very unfortunate in his under- 
standing of the amendment he proposes. This is not the amend- 


ment that I proposed. 
Mr. RAYNER. It is identical, and that is about as close as 
you can get. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. RAYNER. One moment, Mr. President 

Mr. CULBERSON. I desire to ask the Senator from Mary- 
land what construction he puts on the word “ authority ” in his 
amendment? Does he believe that would give the courts a broad 
review in addition to passing upon the constitutionality of 
rates—that is to say, would it give the courts authority to pass 
upon whether or not the rate was in violation of the statute? 

Mr. RAYNER. When I offered the amendment yesterday I 
used the word “ jurisdiction,’ because I think the word “ juris- 
diction” is a better word than the word “ authority.” But, in 
my judgment, the word “ authority ” would refer to the statute 
and to nothing beyond—that is to say, if the Commission did 
not exceed its powers under the statute the act of the Commis- 
sion would be lawful. 

I have changed the word “ jurisdiction” to the word “ au- 
thority,” because I have taken identically, word for word, the 
amendment of the Senator from Kansas, which he said he 
would vote for yesterday if I offered it. I repeat, I have taken 
it word for word. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Will the Senator pardon another inquiry? 
I want to vote for his amendment if I can consistently with my 
views upon the question. I understand him to say now that 
the word “ authority ” would permit the court to pass upon the 
question as to whether the Commission had acted within the 
statute. 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Would not that give them authority then 
to pass upon a question other than the constitutional question 
covered by the other phase of the amendment proposed? 

Mr. RAYNER. I am perfectly willing to explain what I 
think the word “ authority ” means. If the Commission fixes ¢ 
rate, I do not think the court would have the right to review 
the proposition whether the rate fixed by the Commission 





“ 





Mr. SPOONER. I want to hear the Senator from Maryland, 
but I can not hear him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. SPOONER. I am not very far from him and can not 
hear him. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The difficulty seems to be in the 


Senator’s neighborhood. 
Mr. SPOONER. I am not responsible for that, except as ad- 
dressing the Chair. I was absolutely silent. 


Mr. RAYNER (to Mr. CuLperson). Am [I in your time or 
my own? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I simply asked the Senator a question. 

Mr. RAYNER. I will answer the question by stating that I 


think under the amendment of the Senator from Iowa the court 
would have the right to determine whether or not a rate fixed 
by the Commission was in accordance with the reasonable 
standard provided for by Congress. That is as concise as I can 
put it. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAYNER. Let me just finish this sentence. That to my 
mind draws the distinction between what is called the constitu- 
tional amendment and the statutory amendment. And I want 
to say right here, and it is the view I think has been running 
in the mind of the Senator from Pennsylvania all the time, that 
when the courts review the action of the Commission under the 
Allison amendment they have the right in every case to say 
whether or not the rate or the regulation or the practice fixed 
by the Commission was in accordance with the standard of 
reasonableness adopted by Congress. Now, when you use the 
word “ jurisdiction,” that, I think, prevents the court from con- 
sidering that question, because the se: * question under the head 
of jurisdiction would be whether or :ot the Commission had 
exceeded its powers as defined in the statute. 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator allow 
ques 2 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 


ask him a 


me to 


tion 


Mr. RAYNER. I do. 
Mr. SPOONER. If the Commission fixes a rate unreason- 
ably and unjustly low, would it be within or without the 


authority conferred by the statute? 

Mr. LONG. It was impossible to hear the Senator from Wis- 
consin in this part of the Chamber. 

Mr. SPOONER. My question was, If the Commission fixes a 
rate unreasonably low, would it be within or without the au- 
thority conferred by the statute on the Commission? 


Mr. RAYNER. In my judgment it would be absolutely 


within the law, and the court would have a right to review it 
under the Allison amendment, but not under the Long amend- 
ment I have now duplicated and offered. 
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If the Allison amendment was not here the courts 
have no right to inquire into the question whether or 
rate fixed by the Commission was in accordance wit), 
reasonable standard provided for by Congress. My whole 
ment is that under the Allison amendment you give the , 
the power not te determine the constitutional question wly 
or not the property of a carrier had been taken withou; just 
compensation, but to inquire into the proposition in every (yep 
whether the rate fixed by the Commissien, or the regula{i, 
practice adopted by the Commission, was reasonable jy ac- 
cordance with the standard here legislated by Congre<s 
the two propositions are different. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Commission fixes a rate unres 
ably low, would it not be a violation of the Constitution + 

Mr. RAYNER. In what respect, I should like to ask the 
Senator from Wisconsin, unless it took the property of the 
earrier without just compensation? 5 

Mr. SPOONER. If unreasonably low, would it be just , 
pensation under the Constitution? 

Mr. RAYNER. It may undoubtedly be unreasonably ow 
and still afford just compensation to the carrier. It nay je 
unreasonably low so far as the carrier is concerned, and sti}! 
not deprive the carrier of just compensation under the ( 
stitution. There is a broad margin between those two pr 
sitions. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is what I was wondering about. | 
was very curious to hear what the Senator from Maryland 
would say in answer to the question of the Senator. | 
awaiting his answer with great interest. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maryland 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? ; 

Mr. NELSON. I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota wil] 
state his point of order. 

Mr. NELSON. As I understand the situation, last nicht the 
Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom] offered an amendment. 
which was pending, and then the Senator from Maryland | Mr, 
RayYNER] offered a substitute, or an amendment to that amend 
ment. Those are the two propositions that are pending, and 
at this time the amendment of the Senator from Texas ¢a) 
not be in order. I call the attention of the Chair to page 6900 
of the Recorp. So the question now is upon the amendment of 
the Senator from Maryland to the amendment of the Senator 
from Lllinois. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is as the Chair stated it. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Maryland to the amendment. 

Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, I did not intend to make any 
remarks at all this morning. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator kindly allow me to 
offer an amendment to the pending bill, to be printed? I 
mit a proposed amendment, which need not be read. I ask 
that it be printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be printed, 
and lie on the table. 

Mr. RAYNER. As I have said, I did not intend to make any 
further remarks this morning. I do not see that I accomplish any- 
thing, practically; but the question has been asked and [| pro- 
pose to answer it. I answer it in this way: I say that this 
present amendment opens up the whole case for a new trial 
in the courts. The first amendment submitted by the Sento! 
from Kansas [Mr. Lone] only confers upon the court the righ 
to try the question whether the property of the carrier lh: 
been taken without just compensation or whether the Com- 
mission has exceeded its jurisdiction or authority. I have u 
the words “jurisdiction” and “authority” interchangeal 
I like the word “ jurisdiction ” much better, but I am inclined 
to think “ authority ” answers the same purpose. 

Now, I want to answer the question of the Senator from \ 
consin by a practical illustration. Suppose the Commissiou 
fixed the rate between Baltimore and Washington. We will say 
the rate now is a dollar. Suppose it fixed the rate at 90 cen! 
That would be unreasonably low by comparison; and the Ball! 
more and Ohio Railread could show, perhaps, that the rate of \ 
cents or 80 cents would be unreasonably low, Yecause the com 
parison is the test. The Supreme Court has held that con 
son is the best test. But it would be impossible for the 
road to show that the rate of 90 cents has taken its prope! 
without just compensation, within the meaning of the fifth ame! 
ment. It could not possibly do it. Under the first amendiuen 
of the Senator from Kansas, which I am in favor of, it would ve 
compelled to do it. Under this amendment, which confers U0! 





uld 
hot the 
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rgu- 
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son- 
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Sub- 
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the court the jurisdiction to suspend, to set aside or annul! 
rate, a carrier would have a right to show that that rate Is ul 








That is the distinction between the two propo- 


bly low. 


I vnted to say this yesterday, if I had had time, that this | 
sin tion opens the courts to the whole inquiry that is before 
Ss ( mission, and the constitutional review only opens the 
eo io the proposition whether or not the property of the | 
has been taken without just compensation. Let me read 
you it this review opens the courts to. Of course, if any 
@, can net see any distinction between these two propo- 
sit ns. it is not my fault—the distinction between a rate that 
;. »nreasonably low between a carrier and a shipper, and a rate | 
shat takes away the property of the carrier without just com- 
; rot me read to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. ALpricH] 
w] ‘he court will inquire into in an action where the whole 
‘ es into court, as it does under the Allison amendment. 1 
ron] from a text writer upon this subject—from the “ Anno- | 


tated Interstate Commerce Act and Federal Anti-Trust Laws,” 


hy Snyder. It is a very valuable book. 
the court will inquire into: 
amount of through and local business; bonded debt; 
a er of commodity ; comparison of rates; cost of service 
, geographical situation ; 
. of freight; weight 
i 2 dozen other propositions that this text writer has 
that the court inquires into when the whole case goes 
before the court as it dees under the present law. 
‘Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me a question? 
RAYNER. I have only fifteen minutes, and as the Sena- 
tor from Minnesota will have fifteen minutes of his own time 


Here is the proposition 


bulk ; 


return loads; special train serv- 
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; distance; | 


I hope he will allow me to proceed. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maryland de- 
clines to yield. 
RAYNER. How much time have I remaining? It is 
impossible with these interruptions to tell. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has one minute and a 
bail more 
Mr. RAYNER. I do not think I have spoken thirteen and a 
} ntes, - 
lhe VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Maryland took 
the floor at 11 o’clock and 15 minutes, according to the record 
of the Secretary. The Chair will state for the benefit of Sena- 
the time consumed by interruptions is deducted from 
the fifteen minutes. A Senator has it within his own power to 
coutrol his time absolutely by objecting to interruptions. 
Mr. RAYNER. The first part of these remarks was taken | 
up in answering the Senator from Texas, who asked me a ques- 
ti 1 his own time. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Oh, no. 

Mr. RAYNER. I was not on the floor. Now, I want to state 
to the Senator from Rhode Island that I will get the fifteen min- 
u nd I will answer the question before this amendment is 
y ed on. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 

Mr. RAYNER. 


I hope the Senator will. 
I will get the floor if I want it, and I will 


is a statute j 
provision which shows that Congress intended the courts to 
consider all the facts and revise the judgment or d f » of 

| the officer or tribunal. 

This doctrine is so firmly established by the decisions of thi 

| Supreme Court that it is hardly necessary to refer to cases 
It was announced by Justice Story in the United States circuit 
court in the case of Allen v. Blunt (3 Story, 745), in which 
said : 

_In short, it may be laid down as a general rule 

ticular authority is confided to a public officer to ex 

|} him in his discretion upon an examination of facts, of w 
made the appropriate judge, his decision upon these fa 
absence of any controlling provisions, absolutely conclusive 

| existence of those facts. 

The above decision was rendered in 1845, and was followed |! 

| the Supreme Court, and quoted with approval in United St 

v. Wright (11 Wallace, 650), in which the e« | king 

| the authority of the Postmaster-General to conclusively det 
mine a matter that had been confided to him by Congr s 

Congress constituted him the sole judge to determine not « y whet! 
the exigencies in the case had arisen, but, if thé had, 
and extent of the allowance, and it is not competent fo 
jury to revise his decision, nor is it reexamina ‘ ~ 
as there is no provision in the law to that effect. 

The leading case which has been cited or referred to in 

| other cases since decided was that of Murray’s Lessee Hi 
| boken (18 Howard, 284), handed down in 1855, in which Jus 
| tice Curtis, speaking for the court, said: 

To avoid misconstruction upon so grave a subject, we tl 
to state that we do not consider Congress can either withdraw 
judicial cognizance any matter which, from its nature, is the s 
of a suit at the common law, or in equity, o1 ! 
other hand, can it bring under the judicial power a m: wl f 
its nature, is not a subject for judicial determination At t s 
time there are matters, involving public rights, which may b 
in such form that the judicial power is capabl« , g 
and which are susceptible of jndici determination, but hich ¢ 
gress may or may not bring within the cognizance the rts « 
United States, as it may deem proper I i ims to land 
inhabitants of ceded territories form a striking inst ‘ 
class of cases; and as it depends upon the w f Congress w 
remedy in the courts shall be allowed at a such <« t 
regulate it and prescribe such rules of determination as 
just and needful. Thus it has been repeatedly decided t 
of cases, that upon their trial the acts of executive offic don 
the authority of Congress, were conclusive, either 
facts involved in the inquiry or upon the whole titl rr I 
son, 15 How., 433; Burgess v. Gray, 16 How., 48 
nesota Mining Company at the present term.) 

It is true, also, that even in a snit between private persons to 

| question of private right, the action of the exe ve 

matter committed to its determination by the Constitutior d 

|} conclusive. (Luther v. Borden, 7 How., 1; D« v. Braden, 16 1] 
635.) 

In the above case it was clearly decided that ther were 
matters involving public rights which Congress may or may no 
bring within the cognizance of the courts of the United States 
as it may deem proper; that it depends upon the w of Con 
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and while subject to judicial review, the finding or judgment 


will not be disturbed by the courts unless ther¢ 














| gress whether a remedy in the courts will be allowed at all, an 


| that Congress may regulate it and prescribe such rules 











avswer the question. The Senator from Rhode Island seems to may deem just and needful. The court clearly states that 
be in a great hurry now, though in the last four or five weeks | this class of eases, the acts of executive officers, done under th: 
he was in favor of delaying this bill. Now when we have this | 2uthority of Congress, were conclusive. — 
p | matter before us he wants to rush it through; but I | In Nishimura v. United States (142 U. S., 660), Justice Gray 
will try to prevent it with all the zeal I can and whatever abil- | announced the same doctrine and used the following languag: 
ity I have if I desire to obtain the floor again. | _ And Congress may, if it sees fit. as in the statutes 
Mr. LONG. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the | lies ons Se ee 
Ss ‘from Maryland to the amendment of the Senator from | But, on the other hand, the final dete ation of 1 . | 
] Mr. ALLISON] is not the amendment that I proposed some | entrusted by Congress to executive officers; and in a 
weeks since and had printed. As I stated yesterday, I believe | = yaad Gar hioe mon ae tn — on power % 
that the action of the courts would be the same under the | made the sole and exclusive judge of the existence of 2 
al iment which I proposed as under the amendment of the | no other tribunal, unless expressiy authorized au 
Se r from Towa. Under both these amendments or without | berty, to reexamine tine Mate 12 Whoet 19 8h 
a 1endment to the House bill as to a court review, the ques- | Trenton Railroad v. Stimpson, 14 Pet., 448, 458: Benson 
1 ould be presented whether under section 4 of this bill, | 127 U. S., 457; In re Oteiza, 136 U. S., 530.) 
\ amends section 15 of the present law, the courts would It will be observed that Justice Gray made the same dist 
and revise the discretion of the Commission. That | tion that had been made by Justice Curtis in the | ) 
is the foundation stone of this legislation. Certain | and stated that Congress might, if it saw fit, au zi 
) s and duties are imposed upon the Interstate Commerce | courts to investigate and ascertain the facts wy 
C ‘sion. It is empowered to determine and prescribe a rate | right to admission into the United States depends. But 
\ | in its judgment is just and reasonable. Discretion is | other hand, Congress might intrust the final determinat ol 
sodged by Congress in the Commission by these words, and that | those facts to executive officers, and that in such s 
De 1e case, under the amendment of the Senator from Iowa, | others, in which a statute gives discretionary pow: 
my amendment, or under the House bill without any to be exercised by him upon his own opinion of cert fact 
ent, the following propositions sustained by the de-| is made the sole and exclusive judge of e exis e of t 
( of the Supreme Court are applicable: facts, and no other tribunal, unless expressly aut ed by lay 
t. AS @ general rule when Congress confides to a public | to do so, is at liberty to reexamine or controve t sufficie! 
r tribunal the performance of a specific duty which re- | of the evidence on which he acted. 
+ ‘he exercise of discretion and judgment, the finding of In Fong Yue Ting v. United States (149 U. S., 712) Justice 


cr or tribunal upon the facts presented is conclusive, 


Gray reaffirmed the same doctrine, and stated that the power to 
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exclude aliens is regulated by treaty or act of Congress, and the 
duty being imposed upon the Executive the judicial department 
would not interfere unless authorized by treaty or by statute, or 
unless required to do so by the paramount law of the Constitu- 
tion. 

In Lem Moon Sing v. United States (158 U. S., 546) Justice 
Harlan, for the court, said: 

The remedy of the appellant was by appeal to the Secretary of the 
Treasury from the decision of his subordinate, and not to the courts. 
If the act of 1894 had done nothing more than appropriate money to 
enforce the Chinese-exclusion act, the courts would have been authorized 
to protect any right the appellant had to enter the country if he was 
of the class entitled to admission under existing laws or treaties, and 
was improperly excluded. But when Congress went further, and de- 
clared that in every case of an alien excluded by the decision of the 
appropriate immigration or customs officers “from admission into the 
United States under any law or treaty,” such decision should be final, 
unless reversed by the Secretary of the Treasury, the authority of the 
courts to review the decision of the executive officers was taken away. 
(United States v. Rogers, 65 Fed. Rep., 787.) If the act of 1894, thus 
construed, takes away from the alien appellant any right given by 
previous laws or treaties to reenter the country, the authority of Con- 
gress to do even that can not be questioned, although it is the duty of 
the courts not to construe an act of Congress as modifying or annulling 
a treaty made with another nation, unless its words clearly and plainly 
point to such a construction. 

It will be seen that the above case follows the same doctrine 
of the previous cases, holding that Congress had the power to 
determine the procedure for the exclusion of aliens. Wnder 
acts previous to that of 1894 the courts had been authorized to 
investigate the facts and determine certain questions. But in 
the act of 1894 Congress said that the decision of the immigra- 
tion officer was final, unless reversed by the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and the Supreme Court decided that the authority to 
review the decisions of the executive officers was taken away by 
this act. In the same case the court decided that as the ques- 
tion had been constitutionally committed by Congress to officers 
of the Executive Department that their determination was final. 

In Travelers’ Insurance Company v. Connecticut (185 U. &., 
371), Justice Brewer, for the court, said that the courts are not 
authorized to substitute their views for those of the legislature 
in a taxation case. 

In Japanese Immigration case (189 U. S., 97) Justice Harlan, 
for the court, said: 

The constitutionality of the legislation in question, in its general 
aspects, is no longer open to discussion in this court. That Congress 
may exclude aliens of a particular race from the United States; pre- 
scribe the terms and conditions upon which certain classes of aliens 
may come to this country; establish regulations for sending out of the 
country such aliens as come here in violation of law; and commit the 
enforcement of such provisions, conditions, and regulations exclusively 
to executive officers, without judicial intervention, are principles firmly 
established by the decisions of this court. (Nishimura Ekiu v. United 
States, 142 U. S., 651; Fong Yue Ting v. United States, 149 U. S., 698; 
Lem Moon Sing v. United States, 158 U. S., 538; Wong Wing v. United 
States, 163 U. S., 228; Fok Yung Yo v. United States, 185 U. S., 296, 
305.) 

It will be observed that in this case the power of Congress to 
the enforcement of the exclusion laws to executive 
without judicial intervention, was considered to be 
firmly established. To the same effect is the case of Riverside 
Oil Company v. Hitchcock (194 U. S., 324), in which Justice 
Peckham, for the court, announced the doctrine that neither in- 
junction nor mandamus would lie against an officer of the land 
deparment to control him in discharging an official duty which 
required the exercise of his judgment and discretion. Speaking 
of the Secretary of the Interior, to whom had been committed 
the duty of deciding certain questions, Justice Peckham said: 

Whether he decided right or wrong, is not the question. Having 
jurisdiction to decide at all, he had necessarily jurisdiction, and it was 
his duty to decide as he thought the law was, and the courts have no 
power whatever under those circumstances to review his determina- 
tion by a mandamus or injunction. The court has no general super- 
visory power over the officers of the land department, by which to con- 
trol their decision upon questions within their jurisdiction. If this 
writ were granted we would require the Secretary of the Interior to 
I 
I 


commit 


officers, 


pudiate and disaflirm a decision which he regarded it his duty to 

ake in the exercise of that judgment which is reposed in him by law, 
and we should require him to come to a determination upon the issues 
involved directly opposite to that which he had reached, and which the 
law conferred upon him the jurisdiction to make. Mandamus has 
never been regarded as the proper writ to control the judgment and 
discretion of an officer as to the decision of a matter which the law 
gave him power and imposed upon him the duty to decide for himself. 
The writ never can be used as a substitute for a writ of error. Nor 
does the fact that no writ of error will lie in such a case as this, by 
which to review the judgment of the Secretary, furnish any foundation 
for the claim that mandamus may therefore be awarded. The responsi- 
bility as well as the power rests with the Secretary, uncontrolled by 
the courts. 


Justice Brown, in Bates v. Payne (194 U. S., 108), for the 
court, announced the same rule in the following language: 


But there is another class of cases in which the rule is somewhat 
differently, and perhaps more broadly, stated, and that is, that where 
Congress has committed to the head of a Department certain duties 


equiring the exercise of judgment and discretion, his action thereon, 
whether it involve questions of law or fact, will not be reviewed by 
the courts, unless he has exceeded his authority or this court should 


be of opinion that his action was clearly wrong. 
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He further said: 
The rule upon this subject may be summarized as follows: 


where the decision of questions of fact is committed by Congrece ; That 
judgment and discretion of the head of a Department, his decigsio,, +) the 
on is conclusive; and that even upon mixed questions of law ang 1." 
or of law alone, his action will carry with it a strong presum),;) “ye 
its correctness, and the courts will not ordinarily review it. 4);)._ of 
they may have the power, and will occasionally exercise the fic, ore 
doing. oe 


In the Public Clearing House v. Coyne (194 U. §., 50s) Tus. 
tice Brown, in delivering the opinion of the court, state that 
most of the matters presented to the Departments required for 
their solution the judgment or discretion of the head of the 
Department, and in many cases, notably those connected With 
the disposition of the public lands, the action of the Departinent 
is accepted and followed by the courts, and even when inyolyins 
questions of law there is a strong presumption of its correctyoce 

In United States v. Ju Toy (198 U. S., 263) Justice Holmes 
delivering the opinion of the court, said that even though the 
Fifth Amendment did apply to one seeking entrance to this coun. 
try, and to deny him admission may deprive him of liberty, yet 
due process of law does not necessarily require a judicial trig] 
and Congress may intrust the decision of his right to enter to 
an executive officer, whose decision in the matter is final ang 
not subject to review by the courts. 

In the case of Pittsburg Railway Company v. Backus (154 
U. S., 434) Justice Brewer, for the court, stated the rule in the 
following language: 

Whenever a question of fact is thus submitted to the determination 
of a special tribunal, its decision creates something more thin a mere 
presumption of fact, and if such determination comes into inquiry pe- 
fore the courts it can not be overthrown by evidence going only 
show that the fact was otherwise than as so found and determined, 


In order that the determination of an executive officer upon 
an investigation made of certain facts on a subject committed 
by Congress to the determination of that officer shall be concly- 
sive, the words of the statute must show that it was the inten- 
tion of Congress to leaye the determination of the question to the 
judgment or discretion of the officer or board. 

In section 3929 of the Revised Statutes, being the statute 
authorizing the Postmaster-General to close the mails to lot- 
teries, gift enterprises, etc., the statute says: 

The Postmaster-General may, upon evidence satisfactory to him that 


any person is engaged in conducting any fraudulent lottery, et 

In the case of Buttfield v. Stranahan (192 U. S., 470) the act 
of March 2, 1897, in relation to tea, was sustained. By section 
3 of that act the Secretary of the Treasury, upon the recommen- 
dation of a board that he was to appoint, was authorized to fix 
and establish uniform standards of purity, quality, and fitness 
for consumption of all kinds of teas imported into the United 
States, ete., and it provided that all teas or merchandise de- 
scribed as teas of inferior quality and fitness for consumption 
to such standard, should be deemed to be within the prohibition 
of the section of the act which provided that all teas which 
were inferior to certain standards should not be imported. 

In the case of Field v. Clark (148 U. S., 680) section 3 of 
the act of October 1, 1890, was sustained, and by that act the 
President was authorized to suspend the free introduction of 
certain articles into the United States and impose certain duties 
upon them when the President shall be satisfied that a foreign 
government imposes duties on our products which he may deem 
to be reciprocally unequal and unreasonable. 

In all these acts which have been sustained as not conferring 
legislative power, words are used which clearly show tle inten- 
tion of Congress to lodge in the executive officer discretion and 
the power to use his judgment in the decision of certain facts. 

In section 4 of this bill authority is given to the Interstate 
Commerce Gommission, when it shall be of the opinion that rates 
made by a carrier are unjust and unreasonable, to determine and 
prescribe what shall in its judgment be a just, reasonalle rate, 
to be thereafter observed as a maximum to be charged. These 
words clearly show the intent of Congress to confer upon the 
Commission a discretion in determining what are just «nd rea- 
sonable rates, and these words, or language of the sani mport, 
are necessary in order that the power conferred upon tlie Coll- 
mission shall be of any substantial worth. 

In construing the present interstate-commerce law the 
preme Court, under the statute providing that the findings ot the 
Commission are to be taken as prima facie evidence in court, has 
decided it is the duty of the Commission to investigate tle facts, 
and then the court will give great weight to the findings 0! the 
Commission, and will not set them aside except in cases where 
they were clearly wrong. 

In the case of Texas and Pacific Railway v. Intersi ) 
merce Commission (162 U. 8., 238) Justice Shiras, in delivering 
the opinion of the court, said: 


The defendant was entitled to have its defence conside! 
first instance at least, by the Commission upon a full con 


0 


Su- 


te Com- 


1, in the 
deration 


















e circumstances and conditions upon which a legitimate order 
sunded. The questions whether certain charges were reason- 
otherwise, whether certain discriminations were due or undue, 
stions of fact, to be passed upon by the Commission in the 
all facts duly alleged and supported by competent evidence, 
d not comport with the true scheme of the statute that the 
irt of appeals should undertake, of its own motion, to find 
pon such questions of fact, in a case in the position .a which 
one was. 
not. of course, mean to imply that the Commission may not 
nstitute proceedings in a circuit court of the United States 
conumon carrier with disregard of provisions of the act, and 
it may become the duty of the court to try the case in the 
ince. Nor can it be denied that, even when a petition is filed by 
ission for the purpose of enforcing an order of its own, the 
uthorized to “ hear and determine the matter as a court of 
hich necessarily implies that the court is not concluded by the 
nclusions of the Commission; yet as the act provides that, 
ix the findings of fact in the report of said Commission 
ima facie evidence of the matters therein stated, we think 
t if, in such a case, the Commission has failed in its pro 
» vive notice to the alleged offender, or has unduly restricted 
s upon a mistaken view of the law, the court ought not 





he findings of the Commission as a legal basis for its own | 


should either inquire into the facts on its own account, or 
ise back to the Commission to be lawfully proceeded in 


ease of the Louisville Railroad Company v. Behlmer 
S., 675), Justice White in delivering the opinion of the 


we were to undertake the duty of weighing the evidence, in 
we would be called upon, as a matter of original action, to 

e all these serious considerations which were shut out from 
Commission, and were not weighed by the circuit court of 
1use both the Commission and the court erroneously con- 
tatute. But the law attributes prima facie effect to the find- 
made by the Commission, and that body, from the nature 
tion and the duties imposed upon it by the statute, is 
ompetent to pass upon questions of fact of the character 


case of East Tennessee Railway Company v. Interstate 
» Commission (181 U. 8S. 27), Justice White, in deliver- 
inion of the court, said: 


these issues is at once to demonstrate that their decision, 

- of first impression, properly belonged to the Commission, 
that bedy the law has specially imposed the duty of con 
Whilst the court has in the discharge of its duty been 
nstrained to correct erroneous constructions which have 
the Commission upon the statute, it has steadily refused, 
he fact just stated, to assume to exert its original judg 
facts, where, under the statute, it was entitled, before 

ne the facts, to the aid which must necessarily be afforded 
ous enlightened judgment of the Commission upon such 





nm is not given authority to determine and prescribe a 
e maximum rate to take the place of one that it con- 
This bill imposes that duty upon the Commission, and 
‘decisions above quoted I believe the courts will follow 
above referred to. 


It must not be inferred that the courts can not review 
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lief. Otherwise, the individual is left to the absolutely uncontrolled and 
arbitrary action of a public and administrative officer, whose a ! 

unauthorized by any law and is in violation of the rights of t ind 
vidual. Where the action of such an officer is thus unauthorized he 
thereby violates the property rights of the person whose lette! e 


withheld. 


The above case establishes tke doctrine that whe ‘ 
tive officer is authorized by Congress to perform an adn stra- 
tive function, that his acts, beyond the scope of his : 
are void, and if he misconstrues the law relief may be had 
injunction in the courts to restrain his illegal and un: 
acts. 

In the case of Public Clearing House v. Coyne (194 I 5 
508) Justice Brown, in construing the McAnnulty case 





1 “ 
referred to, stated that the constitutionality of a law auth 
ing the Postmaster-General to make seizure of certain kinds 
| of mail was assumed, the only reservation being that the p i 
injured may apply to the courts for redress in case the Post 
master-General has exceeded his authority, or his acti Dp 
pably wrong. Many more cases might be cited, showing that 
while the courts will not review or revise the discret ‘ i 
officer to whom Congress confided certain duties, yet w! t! 
officer exceeded his authority or acts without warrant of law, 
his illegal acts will be restrained by the courts 
In the Reagan case (154 U. S., 362), to which I referred 
terday, there was an examination of t stness and reus 
ableness of rates made by the Texas commission, but on ) 
ascertain whether any constitutional right of the « 
been invaded or the commission had exceeded its 
The railroad law of Texas has the broadest kind of 
was construed by the supreme court of that State in The Rail 
road Commission case (90 Texas, 363) as imposil the d 
upon the court to examine into the whole qu 
| of the finding of the commission Yet the Supreme Cou f the 
United States in considering an order of the Texas nission 
confined itself to the question as to whether or not the rat 
were so low as not to give the earrier a fair retu on t] rl ) 


decisions are under the present statute in which the | 


ide determinations of officers or tribunals to which Con- | 


is confided certain duties. Their action or determinaton 
s set aside when they act beyond the authority of the 
ch authorized them to act e¢ all. 
ircely necessary to refer to authorities to support the 
oposition. The jurisdiction of such subordinate tri- 
of necessity, limited and they can only act within the 
the authority given them by Congress. One of the latest 
ded by the Supreme Court is that of School of Mag- 
ing v. MeAnnulty (187 U. S., 108), in which Justice 
discussed the limitations under which an executive 
cts, to whom Congress committed a certain duty. He 


conduct of the Post-Office is a part of the administrative 
of the Government is entirely true, but that does no 
d always oust the courts of jurisdiction to grant relief 
ggrieved by any action by the head or one of the 
ls of that department which is unauthorized 
ler which he assumes to act. The acts of all its officers 
tified by some law, and in case an official violates the law to 
of an individual the courts generally have jurisdiction 


subol 


to 


d department of the United States is administrative in it 


1 it has been frequently held by this court that, in the 
m of the public-land system of the United States, ques 
are for the consideration and judgment of the land «d: 
id its judgment thereon is final. (Burfenning v. Chicago, 
y Company, 163 U. S., 321; Johnson v. Drew, 171 U. S., 93, 
! Bonestell, 180 U. S., 362.) 

analogy between the above-cited cases and the one now be 

t perfect, yet even in them it is held that the decisions of 

of the department upon questions of law do not conclude 
and they have power to grant relief to an individual 
y an erroneous decision of a legal question by department 





a 


rther said: 
cts, which are here admitted of record, show that the case is 
which by any construction of those facts is covered or provided 
€ statutes under which the Postmaster-General has assumed to 

is determination that those admitted facts do authorize his 
> it clear mistake of law as applied to the admitted facts, and the 
‘erefore, must have power in a proper proceeding to grant re- 


erty that was employed in the service 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f! Kansas 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. LONG. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Before 
from the Reagan case, I ¢a att 
I understand the law, he states that « 





says that it permits a broad review as to 
or reasonable. If he will turn to that St 
especially the statement 
Mr. LONG. I can not hear what t Ss 
Mr. CULBERSON. If the Senator 1 turn to 
ment of that case, which contains 
will find that there is an absolute pr tion ag 
amination of the justness of the rate : etween the in | 
shipper and the ! st e, 
vides that in a suit | eht | | 
against the railroad commission of Te Si 
of the rates may be i l ito I i 
review, and it does not ] 1 t 
sonableness of the rate s betwee 1 tl l 
the carrier. 
Mr. LONG. It permits the carrier 
against the Commission to show 
complained of are unreasonable and unjust t or to l 
that is the whole question. It per the to dk 
pendently of what the finding of the ¢ 
been. 
In the Railway Commission case (90 
said: 
' ad that 1 a 
sleness l ‘ f t 
sion owe i i ‘ ' : 
I 1 t s ( i i 
ne judicial depa 
This case was followed in Railway ¢ } 
Texas, 304). 
Third. The Sup) e Court has d 
ov le aislative ad i} Mu. ( 
through the assistance f a@ commiss 
that the court will only ine re fo 1 
ratc is so low as not to ¢ la ai / he , 
employe d in performing the erviee, The dee l 
mission is final on all questions, except he CO fut al 
rights are involved or when the commissio act } 1 the 


authority of the lai. 
A trial before a board or executive officer has been determined 
to be due process of law when Congress has committed to such 
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an officer a certain duty to perform according to his judgment, | 
but s not due process of law when the question of a rate 








muade by legislative authority is under consideration. In such a | 
cas ue ] ess of law means a trial in a court of justice, and 
was decided in the Minnesota Milk case (134 U. S., 459). In| 
e the constitutional rights of the carrier were invaded, 
ourt decided that it was entitled to a hearing in a court 
‘ { on the determination of those questions, but it has 
I led that without special statutory authority a court 
! the justness and reasonableness of rates made by a | 
‘ i on. In determining whether a rate is just and reason- | 
great many elements are taken into consideration by | 
the carrier or by a commission in making a rate. The ques- 
t s of wisdom and policy are involved, and these questions will 
not be reviewed by the court. 

The court will, without any special authority by statute, in- 
quire whether a rate made by Congress direct, or through the | 
assi e of a commission, is so high as to be extortionate to 
the . er, Or SO low as to be confis« atory to the earrier. 

Jus Brewer, while judge of the United States circuit 





ul n the Chicago Northwestern Railway Compa Dey 


ny wv. 




































(35 Fed. Rep., S74), laid down the following rule for judicial | 
inte ice of rates made by legislative authority. He said: 
vious from these last quotations that the mere f that the 
I I ed the forms of law in pres ribing a chedule of 
n ' it inquiry by the courts, and the question is open, | 
‘ ded 1 each eas whether the rates prescribed are 
‘ ] egislative power, or mere ceedings Which, in the 
t restrained, will work a confiscation of the property of com- 
Of e, some ule must exist, fixed and definite, to con 
ea ' e cou for it ean not be that a chancellor is at 
ibs his disere as to ‘easonableness of rates for 
t leg t Che islature has the discretion, and the | 
! where an er or board has discretion, its acts 
mits of 1 disere mn not subject to review by the 
Che following extracts from Walter C. Noyes’s book on Ameri- 
ean R d Rates, pages 211, 212, and 213, agree with the above 
Judge Brewel 
iableness applied by the courts in determining 
{ y of a schedule of rates prescribed ; itive authority is 
‘ y different from that considered in : ‘rsy between a 
we have seen, th $ * the com 
to } s upon the reason: f I : 
s i d ling the quest OT ist i 
t det tl ors enterir the r , a 
dgm« f ist and proper charge for that of the 
I t ) in not substitute their judgment of a rea- 
p of the legislature or the legisiature’s sub 
‘ l of the legislature in fixing a rate is a law that 
s e tl rhe courts can no more question its expediency 
n t ‘ » of any other law It is immaterial 
nde he circumstances, that it should have | 
3 rhe rts have nothing to do with legislative- | 
dé 1e whe he} i ustitutional pro- 
i ‘ther t y law are so 
i nge t the railroad. 
3 j ! n es are confisca- 
‘ W i > . x 
n 1 es ‘ommission 
le > re lis is a gen 
( t the diseretion to be exercised in 
. S sonable and jus t discretion of the 
( \ discretion | r has been conferred, 
‘ po! ! power 1 ) n conferred. 
ed f the Commission is not to be final on such 
au s, Why have a commission at all? If Congress imposes 
the ¢ yu C iss of ascertaining what is a just 
sonable 1 then its decisions should be conclusive, | 
unl ce 1 ra t compels the carrier to perform a 
oO 1"¢ non the property en ployed in the 
the question of an adequate and fair return that 
he s will inquire into, and upon which the determination 
of 1 Commission is not final. On all other questions before 
the ¢ ssion its d ons should be final and conclusive, as 
{ \ in this bill a provis authorizing 
+] ) the justness and reasonableness of the rate 
e fi he constitutional question as to whether it 
fair 1 1 1 the | believe, the courts would not 
per hat du but py ly declare the whole act void. 
| ym nif all of its a are to be sub- 
| SK side by the courts. The court will not inquire 
] ) f ! ( nd try it de novo, unless ft] is special 
statutory authority to do so, and it will not review or revise the 
dis of the Commission or set aside its orders unless the 
rate fixed is so low as not to afford a fair return on the property 
f ed in the service. This is a judicial function that we 
can t and should not attempt to take away from the courts. 
| nquit efore the Commission on this point is not due 
of la but this question must be tried in a court. If 
f Con sion fixes a rate so low that it does not afford a fair 
hen would be taking the property of the carrier with- 
due process of law to put the rate immediately into effect 
and keep it in effect until the final hearing of the case. If the 





} 





| at all. 
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rate is fixed so low by the Commission that it does not 
a fair return on the property employed, the carrier can 
compelled to accept such a rate for a single day, and ( 
can not take from the courts the power to grant a carr 
mediate relief under such cireumstances. If a carrier 
mand a trial in court on this question of a fair ret 
prevent the Commission from permanently taking his 
it can not be prevented from having the right to 
temporary taking of his property unless there has he 
of this question in a court where due process of | 
secured. 

On the constitutional question as to whether the rate 
a fair return on the property employed, the hearing }y 
Commission is not due process of law, and the rat: 
enforced for a single day unless it affords a fair retu 
property employed. 

The constitutionality of State statutes authorizing t! 
rates by a commission was sustained in the two le: 
the Railroad Commission case (116 U. S., 307) and th 
ease (154 U. &., 362). Justice Brewer, in the Maxi 
ease (167 U. 8., 479), said: 


rr 
p 


\ 


Congress might itself prescribe the rates, or it might c 
subordinate tribunal this duty. 


That this is net a delegation of legislative power is s 
the cases of Field v. Clark (148 U. S., 680) and 
Stranahan (192 U. S., 496). If Congress can n 
through the instrumentality ef a commission it can n 
Congress ean provide that rates shall be just 
able and then leave to a commission the duty of 
the facts and fixing the rate according to this standard, A 
said by Justice White in the Stranaban case: 


i> 


Congress legislated om the subject as far as was reasona 
and from the necessities of the case was compelled 
executive officials the duty of bringing about the result poi: 
the statute. To deny the power of Congress to delegate 
would, in effect, amount but to declaring that the plenary p 
in Congress to regulate foreign ecommerce could not be effi 
erted. 


eable 


If Congress can not fix rates in the manner prescribed this 
bill, then the only other course to be pursued is to dele: 
commission the power to fix just and reasonable rates lt 
report its proceedings to Congress for approval. 

This would not be practicable, for Congress could 
every rate fixed by the Con.mission, and its approval 
erally be of but little value on aeeount of lack of definit 
tion. Justice Brewer, in the recent Michigan tax ease. 
the duty of local assessors was to aet according to t 
ments in respect to local taxes committed to their charg | 
when they had finished their action, it must be assumed to | 
been taken in a conscientious discharge of the duties assw 
If the legislature should be convened after they h 
their action, and approve their acts, no question could | 
as to its validity. He asks the question whether it 
less a legislative determination that the legislature assumes t 
the various local officials will discharge their duties 
and fairly. He asks why is it necessary that the leg 
convened to add its formal approval of the integrity 
tion of the local officers. So in this ease, it may be a: 
when Congress fixes the standard of rates—something t 
be just and reasonable—and then confides to a con 
duty of aseertaining the facts and applying the si 
must be assumed that the commission will 
judgment and discretion, and that judgment will n 
or reviewed by the courts if the commission acts \ 
scope of its authority and does not fix a maximum r 
low that it does not afford a fair return on tl 
employed. If the commission acts beyond the 
authority under the law or fixes a rate that does 
just compensation, then the courts will restrain its : 
suit of anyone that has been injured by its orders. 

The bill under consideration, either with or w 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON 
prevent a court from inquiring into the question w! 
order made by the Commission takes the property 
rier or the shipper without just compensation. It recognizes 
the right of review in the courts, but does not enla 
strict the present jurisdiction of the court. Unless 
diction is enlarged by an amendment, the courts will omy cell 
sider whether the Commission acted within the aut 
the law or whether the rate is so high as to take th 
of the shipper, or so low as to take the property of the rrier, 
without just compensation. The courts will not a tt 
decide whether the rate is just and reasonable as be! 
shipper and the carrier. They will only determine the qu 
of just compensation. If Congress confides to the SSi 
the duty of making a rate that is just and reasonabl 


exercise i ( 


sO 


S¢ ‘ ( 
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and carrier, in performing that duty the | Commission the right to determine, 





shipper 


in its own judg 
( n must exercise its discretion and judgment. If it | out Congress fixing the standard what the rate shall Otl 
buse its discretion and makes a rate that is so high | wise, it would be a clear delegation of | lative - 
rsa -es the property of the shipper or so low that it takes | we are back to the main proposition that the 
; ty of the carrier without just compensation, then the | whether the rates are just and reasonable 
, not disturb the rate on review, unless there is a When we come to the Allison amendment upon tl 1 
: ced in this bill authorizing the courts to ascertain | find this: 
the rate is just and reasonable. If this is done and The venue of suits brought in any of t 
j assume this duty, then there is no necessity for hav States against the Ce ssion to « : 
nission fix the rate. If they do not assume it, | 2"¥ order or requirement of the Commission s 
vhole law may be declared invalid. Section 15, of And the closing words: 
, 3 it passed the House, provides tha when, in the , And jurisdiction to hear and determing : 
the Commission the rates of a carrier are unjust or | ' Such courts. 
then it shall determine and prescribe what will, Jurisdiction to hear and determine what We confe 
vent, be a just and reasonable rate. These words eyi- | the Commission the power to fix 1 ‘ 
n that Congress intends that the Commission shall reviewed, then? The question of whether or t the Com 
s judgment and discretion, and if so, “its aets within sion has in its fixing of rates measured up to the standard th 
a .f that discretion are not subject to review,” quoting | 'S fixed by Congress is reviewed, and th : 
I er in the case above referred to. side of the quest wens WiC, Of COUFSE, aI¥ 7 
our iment proposed by the Senator from Towa [Mr. whether or not their rates are so low that W 
which provides that the United States circuit courts tion Ql the property and subjé to the r = ie 
urisdiction to hear and determine suits against the | SUtution. 
_ makes only clear and definite what I believe to be So, Mr. President, if the Commission should fix, under 
: s it passed the House of Representatives. I believe construction, a rate which, we will say, grants but 1 as 
ss having clearly imposed a duty upon the Commis- | UPON the investment—1 per cent on the net retur L De 
1e and prescribe what is a just and reasonable | that under this construction the court would s 
urts will not revise or set aside its decision, except that would be a destruction of the property but \ 
; nditions that I have heretofore referre 1 to. The or not the rate would be just and reason: e. rs I 
the amendment is to make clear by an affirmative | believe that it ought to have that power. On tl 
what is now in the bill. The courts will now inquire | !t 1 should fix a rate which v ould be 15 or 20 
whi the rate is extortionate or confiscatory, but the ques believe, the court ought to h uN t 7 Pow : 
‘ r it is a just and reasonable rate is left for the Com- by the shipper himself, to reduce it wit! in this 
1 » determine, and the courts will not modify or revise | © the reason [ vote for this amendment, be 
: tion of the Commission. ‘ tha one single question of justness and reas 
| not be forgotten that the opponents of this bill have | Justess and reasonableness, under my construction, me 
conte! that, without a specific amendment showing that Con- | CO™ pensation. ; 
e ended the courts should have jurisdiction to hear and Mr. RAY NER. 2 Mr. Presid nt : 
‘ ti » the reasonableness and justness of a rate, they will The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Not 


( rmine whether the rate is extortionate or confiseatory. | Kot yield to the SER ROe FEOW Maryland? 
[ to interfere with the determination of the Commission, Mr. Mot MBER. oe . . ; 
ment must be placed in this bill enlarging the jurisdic Mr. RAYNER. Mr. President, does the Senator fi 
e courts. This the amendment of the Senator from | D@kota, then, believe that this amendment is broade 
| ‘ ; not attempt to do. The opponents of this measure ee amendment offered b the Senator fr - 
loned their efforts to put into it a court-review amend- ANG]: : re : 
will transfer the Sahel controversy to the courts. Mr. McCUMBER. I am inclined to think that. « 1 


| iis amendment the courts will only consider the two the original amendment offered by the § cor {ro — 
specifically designated in my amendment—whether | the courts could litigate the same thing, because we h: 

the ( mission has exceeded its authority and whether the | the Standard, and the Commission is beund t 

( itional rights of anyone have been invaded. standard. I do not think that any amendm wh 


aa > aed ees fered changes that standard or the r niin. eo tiem 
vho are in favor of this legislation will be successful = —— Ce . that standard nin, en naire 
. . : : - ission to make 3 rates in harmony with that 
nendment of the Senator from lowa is adopted, or if USS! : ; us rates 1 armony with 
. .e * as : standart 
{ s passed without a specific amendment providing for . a 
; the courts ’ Mr. President, that is about all that I have to s on tl 
pa ae > ae se ae . ject. simply wanted to say to the Senate that iS 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair informs the Senator 7 a ted to sa} ; 


1 oc 43 : vote for this amendme pon | own « struct of 1 
f sas that his time has expired. a a ; Thor a - ae . . : 
“Pp oct : . nes . iwoUug thers eht consider ti 1 ron ‘ 

cCUMBER. Mr. President, I intend to vote for the that it v ws ee enlace 1 did t int to bind 
Allison amendment, which I believe represents the wishes of | 2°" TY Was harrower, 1 aia nol ee 
' hon il oe ‘ ee : either of those constructions by my vote 
ds of this bill not only in the Senate, but also that it Mr. BACON Mer Pr oof 
oncurrence of the President, who has shown himself to ee a “a See 


lly to the bill. In voting for this amendment, however, | , rhe \ - E PRESIDEN aa D eee stale 
ls ote for it upon my own construction of what it means, a aa eo yainanatng 

upon the construction that may be given to it by any = so teh gg aa ' ee : 
( enator. My construction I can place in a yery few ur. BACON. eee ee eae 


i : , ae . he considers the amend nt offered b he S | 
[ do not need to go outside of the bill itself to deter- | "© COMGeTs he amenement offered t 
+ +4} . = a be | Mr. ALLISON] as one which could by any add 
it that proper construction shall be. On page 3 of this | } a . 
| provided, in line 14: be made any broader than it is in the tte 
s iv “I, i e . “ws ° 
a : ; Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, I t t 
es made for any servic e rendered or to be rendered in the broader, but if we made it broader to s h ext t 
ion of passengers or property as aforesaid, or in connection : ; 
all be just and reasonable. court would be permitted to substitute its o 
esident, that is the standard that is laid down by Con- | what we uld be a just an 1 reasonable rat 
e e primary power to fix rates to guide the Interstate | of the Commission, it would be clearly un stitut 


Commission. That permission can not go either one | cause it would be fixing rates by the court, and we « 
e other of that standard. They are limited; they are | 20 authority to the court to fix rates. 

it. Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me 

we will turn a little further in the bill, we will find | that the amendment proposes to give the right 
language is somewhat different on page 10, where the | enjoin, or set aside any order or any requir : 
. n is required to fix the standard, because it says, on | the Senator would accommodate me by s 
{ter a hearing the Commission has then the power ean be used which would broaden that 





: FS ‘ : Mr cCUMBER There are other requirements that hat 
and prescribe what will, in its judgment, be the just and Mr. McCUMBER. Phere Se eee — : 
and fairly remunerative rate or rates, charge or cha 

er observed, etc. 





rees, to | of fixing rates. We have fixed a standard upon the quest 
rates ae 
ily difference between those two propositions is that in Mr. BACON. The Senator will pardon me 
t ie the words “in its judgment” are inserted. Those| Mr. McCUMBER. That is a standard of justness and rea- 
vO! however, can not control the first proposition, because | sonableness. 
s has no power to confer upon the Interstate Commerce ' Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me, thi 
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ment does not limit it to an order or a requirement fixing rates, 


but it is any order or any requirement made by the Com- 
mission. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I understand. 


Mr. BACON. As a matter of curiosity, I should like to know 
if there is any other word in the English language which can 
be added to make that any broader than it is. 

Mr. McCUMBER. We are speaking now of the reasonable- 
ness of rates and the construction that is to be given to this 
section as to whether or not it increases or enlarges the power 
of the courts, so that they can determine anything further than 
the question of the reasonableness and justness of rates. In 
reference to hundreds of other orders, no such question would 
necessarily There might be an order requiring them to 
place in a spur; there might be an order requiring them to do 
many other things where the question of the justness or the 
reasonableness of it is not the standard; and where that is 
not the standard, as in the case of rates, then, of course, the 
decision, in my opinion, of the Commission would be conclu- 
sive unless it went so far as to be contrary to the constitutional 
provision. 

Mr. BACON. I am speaking not of the constructidn the 
Senator from North Dakota has put upon the words, but I have 
asked him as a scholar to give me a single word out of the 
entire dictionary, which he can add to the words “ any order or 
requirement,” which will broaden the scope of these words— 
“any order or requirement of the Commission ” is the language 
of the amendment. Now, out of the entire lexicon, will the 
Senator give me a word which will broaden the scope covered 
b 


y those words? 


arise, 


I do not think we can broaden the scope 
The court may consider any of 


Mr. McCUMBER. 
as to what may be considered. 
th Sse 


Mr. BACON. I am 
1 


orders 


speaking about the language of the 


ndment, and I ask, can the Senator suggest any words, or 
any single word, in the English language, that would broaden 
the scope covered by the words “any order or requirement of 
the Commission?” 
Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know that I entirely comprehend 
what the Senator is aiming at. He can probably make himself 


clear by an illustration, and then I will answer. 

Ur. BACON. The proposed amendment gives to the courts 
the jurisdiction to enjoin or set aside any order or requirement 
made by the Commission. Now, I want to know if, in the opin- 
Senator, there is any word in the English language 
which can broaden the scope of the jurisdiction which those 
words would give to the courts if the amendment is adopted? 
I am not talking about the construction of the Senator, but I 
ing about the words. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Undoubtedly a set of words could be used, 
but I do not say that any one single word could broaden the 





Mr. BACON. Any one will do. 
Mr. McCUMBER. I have tried to make plain to the Senator 


my contention that in the rehearing upon any other orders, ex- 


cept the orders to determine the reasonableness of a rate, there 
ust be some interference with the constitutional protection of 
roperty rights: and, if there is none, then, under this amend- | 
l ¢ for a moment concede that the courts could inter- 
i >with ‘ 
fr. BACON. I will ask the Senator another question, then, 
with his permission, of course. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
* BACOD Does the Senator think that the scope of the 
sdiction which is conferred by this proposed amendment can, 


other words, be made any other than those words 
McCUMBER. I have stated that I thought it could. I 
red the Senator several times. 

r. BACON. I hope the Senator will suggest another. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Iam not taking the time now to reformu- 
late this section for the benefit of the Senator so that it may 
conceive that it can be made to 
» than it expresses now, but I insist that, in so far 
if it is made broader 
an it is now it may be subject to the constitutional inhibition. 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
Dakota yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. FULTON. I should like to suggest, Mr. President, that 
if these words were inserted, “ and in the exercise of such juris- 
diction the court is authorized to review the discretion exercised 
by the Commission,” it would open up an immensely wider field. 


be made to express more. I 
express Mol 
as the reasonableness of rates is concerned. 
th 


Senator from North 
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Whether or not the courts would exercise the jurisdictio 


tainly that language would be broader. » COEF. 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, there can be no qiostiog 
about that. The court can review the discretion of the (()))js. 


sion only to the extent of ascertaining whether or not jn th. 
exercise of that discretion it has measured up to the standarg 
that is prescribed by the bill itself. 
Mr. LONG. Mr. President 
Mr, CLAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from North Da 
kota allow me to ask him a question? 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from 
North Dakota has expired. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I am obliged to yield. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the Senator from Nort) Da- 
kota [Mr. McCumMBer] has shown plainly that what is . signed 


by this amendment is to carry all of the transactions of +), 


Interstate Commerce Commission and their judgment d dis. 
cretion in all the details of this bill to the Supreme Coy 
utterly ignoring that the only ground on which the reyijevy by 
the Supreme Court has been predicated by it is the lation 


of the Constitution in the fifth amendment, where the | nstity. 
tion applies solely to the States in the fourteenth amerdiep; 
In fact, Mr. President, the Supreme Court has said tine anq 
again and over and over that it is no part of its functioy 
either to prescribe what is a reasonable rate—whicl jt y 
never do—or to review a rate on the ground that it was unres. 
sonable, even though, with the same testimony before {hoy 
they were to think that another rate would be more r sonable 
than the one fixed. , 
In the remarks which I had the honor to make, and which | 
do not intend to repeat, I went over this ground with some fy). 
ness and was forced to take that ground by a eareful perysa| 
of the decisions of the Supreme Court of the United States, 
Mr. Justice Harlan said in one of those cases to which prow). 
nence has been justly given in this debate: 





Sut it should also be remembered that the judiciary ought not t) 
interfere with the collection of rates established under 
sanction unless they are so plainly and palpably unreason 
make their enforcement equivalent to the taking of property 
use without such compensation as under ali the circumstan 


to both the owner and the public—that is, judicial interference shoyiq 
never occur unless the case presents clearly and beyond loubt 
such a flagrant attack upon the rights of property unde: @ onige 


of regulations as to compel the court to say that the rates scribed 
will necessarily have the effect to deny just compensation 
property taken for the public use. 

This was said in the San Diego Land Company case (174 
U. 8.), and the cases which Justice Harlan cites, which might 
be read to the same effect, are the Chicago and Grand Trunk 
Railway Company v. Wellman (143 U. S., pp. 339-344 r 





v. Farmers’ Loan and Trust Company (154 U. §&., pp. 36: 
S.), and Henderson Bridge Copan 
A half dozen other cases might 


| Smyth v. Ames (167 U. 
| Henderson City (173 U. §8.). 
also be cited. 

Mr. President, there is no tenet of our Federal law so clearly 
defined or more frequently maintained and illustrated by the 
decisions of the United States Supreme Court than that for 
which the Senator from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] contends. 

| The defense by the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCvu- 
| BER] completely shows that the interpretation of it by tlie Sena 
tor from Maryland is correct and that it is attempted here to 
carry up to the higher tribunals and to the Supreme Court of 
| the United States those elements of this law which it | n 
time and again, and luminously shown, belong to the a:dininis 
trative department of the Government and should be |. /t to its 


s show 


| 

| administrative officers, just as it is left to the ary of 

| State and to every other Cabinet minister, and sometimes to 
subordinate officers of less dignity and less weight of character, 
in such concerns. 

To my mind the Senate would make a great mistake if it 
were to form a plan, under the guise of protection of perty, 
which has no more relation to the protection of property than 
all the administrative acts of the United States which con 
pass civil liberty, titles to land, pensions, and prop rights 


in all their infinite varieties. 

I shall, therefore, vote—and feel that I ought to vote under 
the repudiation of the courts of such ideas as have heen 
interpolated in this bill—for the amendment of the Senator 


from Maryland. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeiis to the 
amendment of the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Raynes) to the 


amendment of the Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLIson }. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I shall only detain t 

for a few moments. Some time in March I offered a proposed 

amendment to this bill, which embodied several distinct prope 


Senate 
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ns. One of those propositions provided for what we have 


, 


ed here a “narrow ” or a “ limited” court review. I shall 
ffer that part of my amendment, because the amendment 
red by the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner], upon 
i we voted yesterday, embraced substantially the same 
sition; but, Mr. President, in view of the fact, as stated 
the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Furton], that there is a mis- 
rstanding in the country as to the exact line of cleavage 
in the Senate upon this question of court review and in 
of the fact that Senators on the other side of the Cham- 
vho have been supposed to be in favor of a limited court 


| 


ew have suddenly changed their position upon that question | 


have advanced here in justification of their present position 

| proposition which has not been discussed up to this time, 

nk the time which the Senate has given to-day to the dis- 
in of this question has been time well spent. 

\Most of the discussion upon this measure up to the present 

has been upon the proposition of the Senator from Texas 


| ceeded 
| inquire and determine 


{y. BaAiLeEY] with reference to the suspension by the courts of | 


te fixed by the Commission. There 
yssion of the question of court review. 
\ir. President, I want to state my position with reference to 


has been but little 


question of court review, because I have found what the | 
tor from Oregon has just said with reference to a misun- | 


tanding on the part of the people as to the line of cleavage 


veen Senators on this question is true from personal con- | 


with people in my own State on the occasion of a recent 
t to that State. No Senator on this side of the Chamber 


has at any time insisted that the courts should not have the 


\ 


«hit under any circumstances to review an order of the Com- 


ssion. Some have insisted that the courts had the right of 
view in certain cases, whether there was any express provi- 
in the act conferring that power or not; but every Senator 
his side of the Chamber who has expressed himself upon this 
iect has taken the position that if the courts did not have 
herently and without express provision in the bill power to 
view questions which involved the constitutional rights of 
earrier or the shipper that power ought to be conferred 
1 them by an express declaration. Mr. President, while 
on earriers are charged with a public duty, and therefore 
ubjeet to governmental supervision, the ownership of rail- 
ds is private property, and is just as much entitled to the 
«tion guaranteed by the fifth amendment to the Constitu- 
as any other private property, and I would not myself 
uusly cast a vote that would in any way impair that right. 
s, I think, is the position taken by every Senator on this side 
has addressed himself to this phase of the subject. 
lhe Supreme Court has decided—and that decision meets the 


pproval of my judgment—that if Government, whether na- 


il or State, shall fix a rate which is so low as to deprive 


he carrier of its property without just compensation, that 


tuld be an unlawful rate; that such a rate would violate the 
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diction to review, modify, set it aside, or suspend its operation 
for a single day, hour, or minute. 


be 


Why? Because fixing a rate is a legislative function. If it 


fixed by Congress, it is a purely legislative function; if by 


the Commission, acting under a standard and rule prescribed 


by 


review 


Congress, it is a quasi legislative function. 
The courts have no power, and none should be given them, to 
an act of Congress or of for it 


the Commission acting 


under a standard prescribed by it which does not violate the 


| Constitution and is not 
power to review a rate so fixed tha 


pa 
If 


courts 


tic 


pr 
tir 


ultra vires. The courts | more 
n they have to review a law 
ssed by Congress in the lawful exercise of its lawful powers. 
the Congress shall pass an act which is unconstitutional, the 
have a right to set it but if the act be constitu 
mal, the court has no power to inquire whether that act pro 
upon lines of olicy. It has no power to 
whether that act is sound in policy or in 


mve ho 


aside, 


wise public 


inciple. So when the Commission fixes a lawful rate as dis 
guished from an unconstitutional rate, the courts have no 
right to review that rate. They have no right to inquire into 


and settle the question of whether such rate is 


Ci 


mn 
Ww 


the floor when my ti 


the question of limi 


vr 
ore 


fixed in accord 






ice with wise policy or sound principl 
Mr. CARTER. Mr. 1 


President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North 
irolina yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. SIMMONS. I should like very much to yield, but I have 
uch I wish to say, and under the fifteen-minute rule 1 
ill not have time to say it if I yield. The Senator 


i ean hive 
ne expires. 

{r. President, after we have discussed here for three n 
ted and of broad court revieyv 


the other side of the Chamber, 


suddenly fl 
ntlemen on who have agreed 





with us in our position upon that proposition, have changed 
front and given their sanction to an amendment which I thin! 

and which every lawyer is bound to think, is as broad court 
review as human language can express. When charged with 
inconsistency and surrender they attempt to justify their 

ent position by a contention as to the statutory powers of the 
| courts which has not been asserted or declared during the course 
of this debate by a single one of them until yesterday, and 
which is utterly inconsistent with their former position and 
contentions. 

The amendment introduced by the Senat from Towa 
changes materially the provisions in the bill as it eame from the 
House. The bill as it came from the House provided for the 
venue of suits to set aside, annul or enjoin tl rders os 


i amendment to the Constitution, and that the courts would | 


only restrain such rate, but set it aside as null and void. 
is also true that if the Commission, acting for Congress—and 
Commission is nothing more than the agent of Congress in 
iatter of fixing rates—shall fix a rate which is so low as to 


ve the carrier of his property without just compensation | 


ourts would restrain such rate and set it aside. 

Not only that, Mr. President, but if the Congress or the Com- 
sion, performing the functions of Congress and acting as its 
it, shall fix a rate so unreasonably high as to be extortionate, 

probable that the shipper would have a right to complain, 
that the courts would declare such a rate unconstitutional, 
se it would to a certain extent take the property of the 
per without just compensation. In both of these cases the 
whether fixed by Congress directly or by the Commission 
¢ as its agent, would violate the constitutional guaranty of 
fifth amendment, and no action of Congress could deprive 
ourts of the power to review such a rate. 

\gain, if the Commission should exceed the jurisdiction con- 
ed upon it by the interstate-commerce act and by this act, if 
hould make an order which it is not authorized to make 
er the laws of its creation, if it should attempt to exercise 
wer not conferred upon it by Congress, such act or order 
ld be ultra vires and unlawful, and the courts would have 
power to review and set it aside, despite the action of even 
hibition of Congress. 
', SO to speak, between a rate that is confiscatorily low, and 
efore unconstitutional, and a rate which is extortionately 

sh, and therefore unconstitutional. And every rate pre- 
bed by the Commission within these limits, between these 

» boundary lines, is a lawful and a constitutional rate. That 

e ought to stand, and no court ought to have power or juris- 
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3ut, Mr. President, there is a broad | 


Mr. SIMMONS. I shall pursue the course of my distin 
guished colleague from Maryland, and shall try to finish this 
speech upon some other amendment 

Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I would not attempt to make 
1a contribution to this debate at this late hour were it nm f 
| the manner in which the discussion on this particu! d 
ment was initiated or brought into the ¢ iber I 1 that 
the time for action has arrived, and that the ]} od f . 

;} sion has substantially closed But the Senator fro I s 
[Mr. BaILey] and likewise the Senator from Maryland [M 
RAYNER]. precipitating a discussion on this endn ( vr 
similar, thought proper to reflect upon the attitude of the Pres 

| dent of the United States, whose relat » this | slation is 
only of the character contemplated by Constitu ! Phe 
President might, in the strict discharge of his duty, deci: 
to exchange views with any member of the Senate ¢al 

the Executive offices for the purpose of suggesting or cons 

ing any part or portion of this or any other pending legislat 

It so happens, however, that the President is deeply interest: 
in the success of this legislation. Befé his nor ition, ¥W 

a candidate for the Presidency, I thir le Chief Ex 
tive gave the mest heroic and courageous exhibition o1 | 
question, in dealing with this subject, to be und 

ical annals within the last rty ) ! ) ‘ 
The statesmen of the country have been somewhat timid i 
assailing the majestic and supposedly invincil railroad powe 
A few men in this Chamber have from tin to time uttered 
sentiments contrary to the generally accepted theory upon which 
the laws were being administered. They had found from time 
to time political graves, and they at least believed in mapr 


quirements of 


Sé 


xe 


district. It 


1, 


the Commission. It went no further 
iy that any action which the court might entertain, under the 
neral law as it now exists, 
fixed the venue of such su 
hat is as far as the original bill went. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT rapped with his gavel. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Has my time expired? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


should be brought within a certain 


its and stopped there. 


The Senator’s time has expired 











instances that their political extinction was due to no consid- 
erable extent to the temerity they displayed in suggesting that 
reasonable regulation of railroad rates should be provided by 
Congress. 

The Senator from Texas and the Senator from Maryland 
vouchsafed to us the opinions entertained by them, respectively, 


that the President had finally abandoned the bill for which he 
stood so firmly in the beginning, and this charge is hypothe- | 


the proposed amendment to section 5 of the bill, or | 
section 16 of the interstate-commerce act, as proposed to be 
amended by this bill. 

Permit me, for the 


catefl upon 


purpose of making the Recorp explicit, 








to read the text of the bill to which the amendment is directed | 
as it was passed by the House of Representatives and transmit- 
ted to this body 
The venue of suits brought in any of the circuit courts of the United 
States to enjoin. set aside. annul, or suspend any order or requirement | 


hall be in the district where the carrier against 
quirement may have been made has its principal 


is true that anyone support- 
tal reservation to the effect that 
liction to try or determine the | 


no jurisdi 
ferred to in section? If that mental 


the 





1 the light of the language quoted, then 

Li ras a dishonest reservation; that anyone 

willing to deal fairly and squarely and honestly and above 

b 1 would only construe that part of the section as conferring 
jurisdiction on the courts, and only those, if any there be, | 

willing to cheat through language of indirection could possibly 

otherwise construe it. It was insisted, however, that there 

s an ambiguity as to the jurisdiction. In every public 


oughout this country and in messages to Congress 
had made it clearly manifest that he believed in 
liction of the courts extending over the acts of the 
; and to him it was obvious that if this bill did not 
court jurisdiction in the language I have read, it 
be made to so provide. And therefore the amendment 
Senator from Iowa is but intended to clear up 
bill as it came from the House. 

ith the President’s record upon this railroad 





President 


ue jurist 






llssilon 


} > 
iit 
Se bo : as 

unbiguity in the 


No one familiar w 


rate legislation, or upon any other public question, I assume, 
can justly charge him with either cowardice or shiftiness. 
There are some who charge that he is too bold and fearless and 


outspoken, but for the first time is it intimated by the Senators 
from Texas and Maryland that he is prepared to, or did make, 
an abject surrender. In consenting to this amendment, and I 
believe it has his full approval, the President merely made the 
bill honest and square, made it to clearly express what I believe 


it to contain, with the exception of 
a hypercritical mood, questioned the suffi- 


ill Senators understood 


jose 1ew Whlo, 1n 





of the language to clearly convey court jurisdiction. 
Mr. President, as to the critics. I say the President’s 
record upon this and every other public question he has touched 


is a record of courage unmatched, certainly unexcelled. The Sen- 
‘from Maryland, who thought proper to assail the President 
aving abjectly surrendered, was an honored member of the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce in the House 
presentatives when Theodore Roosevelt was a young ranch- 
man riding the range with the cowboys in North Dakota. For 






six years he was a member of the House of Representatives. 
He has been a respected member of this body for quite a period 
of 1 is enthusiasm upon this question led me to ask 
w] red in the way of contribution to check the 
gshty p r the railways of this country in all these years. 
| tind upon inguiry at the document room that this is the sum 
of the legislation offered by the Senator from Maryland 
to curb the railroad power up to the opening of the present Con- 
s. It will be found that in the bill H. R. 3291, Fifty-third 
( sTess, St id session, the Senator from Maryland presented 
this proviso as an amendment of the interstate-commerce act: 
P ided further, That nothing in this act shall prevent the issuance 
‘ ter e 5,000-mile tickets, with special privileges as to 
t age that may be carried under mileage tickets 
( ry 
Chat is the record of the critic from Maryland. 
Mr. RAYNER. Do you mean I offered that in the Senate? 
Mr. CARTER. No; it was offered in the Fifty-third Congress, 
he Hous f Representatives. 
Mr. RAYNER. How far back are you going now? 
ir. CARTER. Over the whole record. 
Mr. RAYNER. You are going back to what I did fifteen 
ve rs agn? 
Mr. CARTE! The Senator from Texas, in all candor, stands | 
better position to criticise the President. He was a leader | 
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with mighty resources. He was for ten years a member 0; 
the House of Representatives before Theodore Roosevelt pes ehaq 


‘ 


islation. And yet the Senator from Texas, in all the ten vo 
of his superb devotion to the people on the railroad questi 
only introduced, by request, on the 28th day of February. . 
a bill providing that scalpers’ tickets should not be sold th 
out the country, and providing a fine of $5,000 to be appl 
any man who sold a ticket he had purchased, unless he haq ; 
offered it back to the railroad company. 

I do submit in all candor that the Senators should ha 
sisted from any very drastic criticism of the President of +) 
United States on railroad rate records. I do not, howe, 
blame the Senators for this paucity of production. They | 
to a party of negation. The Senators are not expected Pre 
that standpoint, to engage in constructive legislation, and I . 
not surprised that at this stage of the proceedings, whe, 
Senators perceive that we are about to crystallize son) 
into law, they are suddenly seized with a chill. The ta] 
about to be concluded and action is about to begin. 

The Senator vouchsafed us some information concernin: 
component parts of our party organization, and referred { 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AtpricH] as having come 
camp or the camp having gone to the Senator—I do not Ix 
in what particular form. The fact that we get together oe 
to a certain clearly defined basic principle. The people ' 
believe in doing things, who believe in reconciling dif 
who believe in results, are on this side of the Chamber 7 
people who enjoy bickerings and continuous strife and ceac 
controversy naturally belong to the other side, and some of ¢) 
enjoy the speeches made by both the Senator from Maryla: 
the Senator from Texas. We do not pretend to have such orat 
upon this side. So in our humble way we proceed to achie 
things, and we stand responsible for results when results 
attained. 

Mr. President, I say this in a kindly spirit, because n 
respects the eminent Senator from Texas more than I do 
one has higher regard for the superb abilities of the Se: ' 
from Maryland than I have. But I do think that when they 
establish themselves as critics of the Republican party, and | 
ticularly of the President of the United States, they should be 
backed by better records than either has presented upon this 
question. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the ebullition which the Sep- 
ate has just witnessed is due entirely to the fact that the Se 
tor from Maryland [Mr. Rayner] forgot to mention the Senat: 
from Montana [Mr. Carter] yesterday as among the President’ 
special ambassadors to the Senate. And the Senator from M 
tana was afraid that this debate would close without the atte 
tion of the country being called to the fact that he had bor 
some, though an inconspicuous part, in the reconciliation which 
has been brought about among Republican Senators. 

When the Senator talks about my record he ought to knoy 
of course he does not know many things, but he has searc! 
the Recorp enough to have learned—that during the ten 
I served in the House of Representatives my party was 
majority only the first four years of my service there. In t! 
Congress to which he alludes as having passed under my lead 
ership he must know that the Democrats were in the minor 
and from that time to this I have had the misfortune—but 
country has suffered the greater misfortune—of having a ! 
publican majority, first in the House and then in the Senate 
And so, if I had introduced a bill to regulate the railroads, | 
would have been performing an act of mere buncombe, su 
that performed by the Senator from Montana this morning 

The Senator from Montana says that I assailed the Pres 
because he had changed his position on the character of 








No 


review. I said nothing about the President’s position on 
question. In the short speech which I made in the begin 


the session yesterday I did say that the President had chang: 
position with reference to a suspension of rates pending a r 

by the court, and I did call attention to the fact that the ! 
dent had abandoned his first demand for an — 57 
Sut 
nothing about a change in his attitude toward the court re\ 
and in a subsequent speech which I made in reply to the ! 


able Senator from Iowa [Mr. Atiison] I did not refer t 


President’s position in that respect. Therefore, when the 5 
tor from Montana is lecturing other people about misrepr' 


| ing the President he ought to be careful not to fall within 
| own condemnation. 


The Senator from Montana in his enthusiasm to be re 


nized as a friend, a defender, an ambassador, as it were, 0! | 
President, declares that in the face of the last Preside! 


3 party, and a superb leader he made. He is a gifted man, election the President gave the country an exhibition of m° 
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| 
nrage in defying the tremendous power of the railroads. | from Montana would have us believe him, you know what he 
om +he Senator from Montana examined the record on that | would have done. He would have summoned these Republ \ 
, as he did the record of the Senator from Maryland | leaders of the House and the Senate to a confer e, and | 
= -elf? What will the Senate say when I tell the Senator | would have said to them: “* Gentlemen, I am not talking to you 


a \fontana that in his messages of 1902 and 1903 the Presi- | now as President of the United 
1s as silent as the grave upon the question of regulating | as Theodore Roosevelt, a Republican, a 
lroads; that standing in the presence of the American | as Republicans. I want to tell you that 

ding the great contest of 1904, he spoke never a/| unless you pass a good bill the Presid 


States; I am talking to 
d I am tal iz to vi 
l happen t 1 


of the United 


aT 











favor, cither in his letter of acceptance or in his | intends to vetoit.” They would then have passed a fulfi 
: if acceptance. in some degree the reasonable expectations of our ople. J 
y . put it in the Recorp. In the President’s message of | Congress had failed to do that, and he had ve Lt 
4 he said: they passed and then convened them extraort 
should be amended. to pass a good one, he would have ri nh t 
nterstate-commerce act. names of Jefferson and Jackson and Lin ‘ 
i ‘ ei . . > 2c Pay } 1 t j } 
way is a public servant. Its rates should be just to and ot ae oe : bape _ sce - — whe aye aay 
= SI] vers alike. nn iy, a et us Have ho more ! e i 
wy me a of 1902 he said nothing at all. In his message | im the country about this iron man. He is clay 
' » was still silent upon the subject, and only after his | Mon clay. 
: 1904 did he challenge the railroad power to mortal Mr. ALDRI( H. Will the Senator from 17 
Did the Senator from Montana know that when he ask him & question? — 
, that the President had exhibited a marvelous courage me BAILEY. I will. ' iP 28 
) the powerful influence of the railroads prior to his Mr. ALDRICH. Does the Senator think t 
passed the House of Representat 3 and 1 red 
Mr. ¢ ARTER. Will the Senator from Texas yield? ot tes oo Republicans in that body is an 
BAILEY. I do. of legislation? | | 
.RTER. Does not the Senator from Texas know that Mr. BAILEY. I do not, and l will g 
‘ address, delivered in the city of Minneapolis, bef re not as good as that came bill will be when 
} ination, to which the Senator refers, the President of But I th or t ns peter a - =e “a 
the United States had, in clear, distinct, and unequivocal terms, ree VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The ques is 
ueced his position upon the subject, and likewise upon amendment proposed by the Sen r from Maryl: | ht 
- sary antitrust prosecutions and legislation? NER] to the amendment. ; 
Mr. BAILEY. I am free to say that I did not know the The amendment ‘to the amen C was rejectet 
P had discussed the railroad question in his speech at The VICE ose NT. The question irs on 
Mi polis. I have examined his public messages to Congress ; nem proposed Dy the senator irom ilinois [M 
I examined his speech of acceptance; I have examined | LI utting the question. | =e ay s have i 
- of acceptance, and I have found no word in them. I| Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I addressed 
v the Senator from Montana more. But first let me say, | fore you announced the vote, and I notified the | 
Mr. President, that this turn in the debate is not of my choosing. | that there was a verbal change in the 
I studiously refrained from speaking any bitter word | make. a> oie BS. arene 
acainst the President during this prolonged struggle. I have fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not und 
fe! t all the friends of efficient legislation on this subje t Senator from South Carolina to rise to this q Ih 
ought to spare each other from attack and bitter speech, and | 2mendment is open. 
I e borne patiently some things of which I had a right to _ Mr. TILLMAN. I suggest that the amendment pt 
complain rather than create divisions and dissensions among | the Senator from Illinois, originated by t 
i ids of this bill. be changed so as to insert at the beg 
Let me tell the Senator from Montana, further, that in the | Suits against carriers these words in lieu of 
su er of 1904, before the President had spoken his speech "ow in the amendment: 
oO! tten his letter of acceptance, his secretary, in reply to a In case such order or requirement affects two 
] ddressed to President Roosevelt by the publication known | suit may be brought by them jointly in the distri 
eight,” said to the editor of that paper that the President | P@! 0PeT@tins ollice of either is situated. 
i ter or speech of acceptance would speak out on the rail- It prevents two suits where there is a joint rate betw two 
road question, and speak in a manner entirely satisfactory to | roads by having one against both in the district 
that editor. And yet, sir, the Senator will search in vain both | cipal operating office of either is situated. It does 
t r of acceptance and the speech of acceptance for a word | any sense the meaning or purport of the amendment; 
to redeem the promise of the President’s secretary. plifies the procedure; and I hope the Senator from Iow 
I do not say the President put it in his message and then | accept it. 
when his astute political advisers told him that the rail- Mr. ALLISON. I hope the Senator will ind p 
roads would not contribute to his campaign that he cut it out. | poses and how it will read. 
I not say that, although there are many men uncharitable Mr. TILLMAN. “In case such order or re 
enough to say it. I only put before the Senate and the country Mr. CULLOM. Where is it to come in 
the fact that his secretary said the President would speak on Mr. TILLMAN. In place of the language in 
it and that he did not speak on it. Perhaps those insurance | Row pending relating to this very same 
ies which were contributing the trust funds of widows Mr. CULLOM. Where? Locate it so that we 
phans to secure his election owned so many of these The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator fr . ( 
r | bonds that they deterred, not the President, but the | lina kindly state the page and line? 
P t's advisers, from proclaiming his hostility against the Mr. TILLMAN. I have it somewhere he 
r immediately preceding the election. Mr. ALLISON. Page 17, line 14, after the 
President, I love a brave man; I love a fighter; and the Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; page 17, line 14, aft 
Py it of the United States is both—on occasions; but he The Allison amendment proposes the f 
ld with as much alacrity as any man who ever went to And if the order or requirement 
} ivie or political. That he fights furiously at first I | carriers then in tl > district w 
g , but he seems to have no endurance in these political | Pri™¢!pal operating office, et 
‘ Only a short time ago he was going to revise the The language I wish to subst 
{ ut his friends called him off. When that great voice In case such order t 
v the nation with a demand for tariff revision, sud- | suit may be brought by t! in the 
= nk into the gentleness and sweetness of a whisper. | operating office of either 
" as going to have the railroads regulated, and it was If there are joint rates between two r 
<1 that Congress would be convened in extraordinary Mr. ALLISON. I must confess I do 
deal with it; but the great leaders assembled with | phraseology in the Senator’s amendment : ‘ t 
‘ident, prayed with him a little while, and no call was | pending: 
for an extraordinary session of Congress. He waited And if the order or requirement has bi 
regular session, and five months of that has elapsed | carriers then in the district where ar 
ino legislati ym. principal operating office. 
i 


President were the heroic figure which the Senator 


Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; but you do not include the joint rate, 
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and it requires a suit in each district where the two carriers are 
located, whereas the language I suggest is: 

In case such order or requirement affects two or more carriers the 
suit may be brought by them jointly in the place wherein the principal 
operating office of either is situated. 

In other words, you have one suit against two carriers, and 


you have that suit against each in the district where the prin- | 


cipal operating office of either is situated. That is the purpose 
I have in view. 

Mr. CULLOM. ‘Those words are proposed to be inserted after 
the word “ office,” in the provision as it was introduced by myself 
for the Senator from Iowa. Is that what the Senator is trying 


to do? 
Mr. TILLMAN. Yes; I am trying to substitute a provision 
by which instead of having two suits, one against one carrier 


in one district and another against another carrier in another 
district, there may be a joint suit ags 
wherein the principal operating office of either is situated. 
I am not insisting on it at all. 

hink under the language as it stands that 


il 


is not very material. 

Mr. ALLISON. I 
could be done. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Very well; if the Senator from Iowa does 
not accept it, it is all right to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. BAILEY. I understood the amendment had been agreed 
to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to amendment. 
BAILEY. I am not able quite to see the form in which 


t 


It has not been agreed to. It is 


still open 


j 
Mr 





it is presented. I wish to inquire if the entire amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. CuLtom] in behalf 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIsoN] is now before the 

Mr. CULLOM. Only the one amendment we have been dis- 
cussing lately 

Mr. BAILEY. And only those words in italics are now before 
the Senate? 

Mr. CULLOM. So I understand. 

Mr. BAILEY. I wanted to move to strike out the venue 
there, which is laid in the district where the carrier has its 

cipal operating office, and substitute “the district from 

which the complaint comes or in which it originates,” but if the 
ent proposition is not now before the Senate then that is 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair did not understand the 


Suge of the Senator from Texas. ‘he entire amendment 
of t tor from Iowa is now pending. 

I BAILEY. Then I will ask the Chair the distinct ques- 
tio {re lines from line 1 to the word “ office, in line 6, on 
paige 9, of the amendment proposed by the Senator from Illinois 
in behalf of the Senator from Iowa now before the Senate? 

Mr. CULLOM. That amendment was adopted yesterday. 
Mr. BAILEY. Not the whole amendment. 
r. CULLOM. The amendment introduced consisted of sev- 


eral amendments, and the first amendments which were reached 


uinst both in the districts | 
It 


The question is on agreeing to the 
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So that it will read: 
And concerning orders and requirements not involving the ex, 


discretion by the Commission, and jurisdiction to hear and « ; en) of 
such suits is hereby vested in such courts. mone 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the . mend. 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. NELSON. I make the point of order that that is not a 
amendment to the pending amendment, but to a differ aoe 
graph of the bill. wan 

Mr. BACON. I was unfortunate in expressing myself surely 


because it is directly an insertion of words in the amenq, 


offered by the Senator from Iowa, and it can not be ; ‘thing 
else than an amendment to the amendment. ; : 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state tho pro- 


posed amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. I will hand it to the Secretary. 

The Secrerary. In the proposed amendment of the Sena; 
from Illinois, line 8 of the printed amendment, printed <¢ 
rately, after the word “any” and before the word 
tion,” insert the following: 

Concerning orders and requirements not involving the e, 


or 





x ise ¢ 
discretion by the Commission, o 
So that, if amended, the amendment will read: 
Then the venue shall be in the district where said car: 
| principal office, and concerning orders and requirements pn eolwine 
the exercise of discretion by the Commission jurisdiction to ur can 


| determine such suits is hereby vested in such courts. 


Mr. BACON. Now, Mr. President, just a word. 1 
cussion which we have had as to the meaning of the ame iment 
has elicited from Senators repeatedly the expression of tho 
opinion that the amendment means exactly what thes 





words 





specify it shall mean. When the attention of Sm - 
called to the fact that the words found in the amend: r0- 
posed by the Senator from Iowa are of so broad a scope that yo 
| word can be found in the English language which can broaden 
| that scope, Senators rejoin that the courts will construe it to 


mean what these words sought to be interpolated will express, 
If the Senators are candid in that statement—if they mea) 


| what they say, if they are in earnest when they contend that 


this amendment will not give to the courts the right to ; 


‘eview 


the act of the Commission in any particular in the making of 
rates or in any other order or requirement where such order 
or requirement is in the exercise of discretion—then, of course, 


they will vote for this amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. President, I can see no reason why Senators would vote 
against this amendment, except that they do not agree y 
what has been said by Senators in that regard. The 
from Iowa himself on yesterday said that if a question 
brought before the court which involved an order or a require- 
ment by the Commission in the exercise of its discretion, the 
court would undoubtedly refuse to review such act in making 
such order or requirement. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 


vith 


senatol 








vas 





Georgia 


from 


Mr. BACON. I do. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator if the amendment he has 
| offered would not prohibit the court from inquiring into orders 
| made by the Commission in order to. ascertain whether or not 


n order of sections were disposed of up to and including | 
the amendment on page 17 of the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair does not have the text 
before him, but will have the Secretary again state the pending 

evdment, and then the Senator from Texas can determine 
whet] his amendment will be in order at this time. 

rhe § rary. On page 17 of the printed bill, line 14, after 
t! word “ office,” the last word in the line, strike out the 
period and insert a comma and insert the words: 

ad if the order or requirement has been made against two or more 


Mr. BAILEY. That is far enough, Mr. President, to advise 


me that the part I want to amend is not the pending question. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amendment. 
I have before me the printed amendment of the Senator from 
lowa 

Mr. CULLOM. Has the amendment of the Senator from 
Iowa been acted upon? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Not yet. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I wish to make a parliamentary | 
inquiry Is there any amendment now pending to the amend- 
] t of the amendment of the Senator from Iowa? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. No; that has been withdrawn; 


but t Senator from Georgia is proposing an amendment to 
the amendment. 

Mr. BACON. On page 317 of the compilation, line 12, 
where the amendment is found, I move to insert after the 
word “and” in the twelfth line these words: 

4 ning orders and requirements not inyolving the exercise of 
dai by the Commission. 


| it 


| in order to ascertain whether or not a constitutional! 1 





the constitutional rights of a party had been invaded’? 


Mr. BACON. That is the first suggestion out of the many 
we have had in this debate that the question of constitutionai 
right can possibly be raised, either directly or indirectly, in the 
exercise of any discretion. 

Mr. FULTON. Very well; this is the point: The court has 


} 


to inquire into the order made by the Commission. The Cou- 
mission is supposed to make all orders in the exercise of its 
discretion, but it may abuse that discretion to the extent that 
violates constitutional right. Now, the amendment offered 
by the Senator would prohibit the court from making 1 ¥ . 

git hat 


been invaded. 

Mr. BACON. By no means, Mr. President. If this section 
read simply that jurisdiction is given to the courts to hear, the 
contention of the Senator, while still not, I think, wel! founded, 
might be plausible; but it says “ hear and determine ;” in other 
words, to determine that it is wrong, to reverse it, to a nul it; 
but if this amendment is adopted, while the court, of course, 


will inquire as to anything that is brought before it wien It 


comes to determine upon it, if it finds it to be a matter of 
cretion, it will say “this is without our jurisdiction ; have 


Wwe 


no jurisdiction to determine that which rests within the ciscre 
tion of the Commission.” Be 
Mr. FULTON. But they hear and determine that th: aa 
had nov 


tion had not been abused; that the constitutional rights 
been invaded. 
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RACON. No; it would be outside their jurisdiction alto- differ from the judgment of another Commission or the judg- 


; ment of one man might differ from the judgment of another 
\ir. President, this will test the sincerity of Senators. If | man. 


, 


t] lieve that it is the scope of the amendment to exclude Mr. LONG. But the discretion exercised by the Commission 
f he jurisdiction of the courts the right to hear and deter- | would not be interfered with or revised by the court unless 
estions which involve simply the exercise of discretion | there was an abuse of the discretion, or unless the rate was 
a ; part of the Commission, they will of course vote for this | fixed so low that it did not give a fair return to the carrier on 
iment. the property employed in the service. 


\y SPOONER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a | The Senator from Georgia says it is his intention to bring this 

Hon’ question back to where it would be under my amendment. As 
I have already stated to the Senate, the action of the courts 
under my amendment or under the amendment of the Senator 
from Iowa would be exactly the same. They would take cog- 
nizance of judicial questions; they could not be prevented from 


‘ Bt JP tne considering such questions, but questions of policy or wisdom 
\Ir. BACON. The question as to whether or not it is just | would not be considered by the courts under either of these 


sonable has been determined by the courts repeatedly, as | amendments. 
ator knows better than I do, because he is nore familiar | yr McCUMBER. Mr. President, may I ask the Senator a 
; this subject than I am, to be strictly a judicial question. | question? ; 
Q question of the Senator can not have pertinency in this| yr LONG. Certainly. 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Georgia | 
old to the Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. BACON. With pleasure. 
SPOONER. Does the Senator think that the fixing of 
-olves in no degree discretion? 


tion. | Mr. McCUMBER. e case directly t » Senator 

Mr. SPOONER. But the language of the bill is—I think it Suppose the tacaiatinlins Sale then eet ot 3 none ae 
erous language myself—that the Commission shall fix | would be sufficient, and fix the rate accordingly, does the Sen- 
| their judgment will be a reasonable rate. ator then contend that the court could not hold that that 3 

ir. BACON. I think that is dangerous language, and I per cent was not a just and reasonable rate and did not measure 

= ONE. te Senator absolutely certain that th we, 50: Se etenenne Sane Ser 'the Comsbiaston? 

Mr. SPOONER. Is > Senator absolutely cert: ' , re 3 sti f compens: ? 








effect whatever, defeat the judicial-review provision? it aside upon that ground alone? 

Mr. BACON. I think it certainly would not. But, Mr. Presi- Mr. LONG. The question aa +0 whether or not a given rate 

d here is the plain issue. _ Here - = amendment offered afforded just compensation would be a judicial quest on that 

by the Senator from Iowa which is absolutely without limita- | 4), cotta seul dabetestan ter themncives oamhanal anaes 

{ vhich is as broad as human language can make it, giving the determination of the Commission. = Sar 

to the court the right to review every order or requirement ae McCUMBER Then the Salina edt ten coert , 

made by the Commission; and when Senators are challenged | ..ige the discretion of the Commission eh aie te ae aa 

by the fact that they have made such a review the reply is that the court, the discretion of the Commission denn aks cmeniinl 
it will not embrace a review of matters involving the exercise up to the standard fixed by Congress? —_ 

of discretion. I have simply put in words the language already Mr LONG "To the aed aici iit er ccnal s 

uttered by Senators and ask that it may be incorporated in the | , -¥ (ompensation. The objection which ‘ae ae dee on 

hill. so that if what they say is correct it may not depend simply | J a ee es gection wil . lave to the amend 
upon their understanding, but may be specified in the language nened of the Senator trom Georgia 1s that it attempts to pro- 
of the act. That is the plain issue, Mr. President, and all the | 2!%!* the review of practically all of the orders made by the 

t « from now until the adjournment of this Congress could | Commission. If an order is made in which it exercises diser 

I ake that which lies upon the surface any plainer than Sees aatieiiies eeviedeer beeen vee am 

: oS I ‘e wing such an order; an 
’ \ir. LONG. Mr. President, the amendment offered by the | that would clearly fall within the decision of the Supreme 
cs, or from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], would, in my opinion, render oe in the Minnesota Milk case ( 134 Ris.’ Bay 159), in which 

; unconstitutional. It provides that only orders and re- the statute was declared unconstitutional because it was con- 
ents not involving the exercise of discretion by the Com- | Sttued to prevent a rev lew by the courts. 

can be investigated in the courts. ty section 4 of Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 

{ ll authority is given the Commission to prescribe and de- | U0"? te : 

{ e a rate which, in its judgment, is just and reasonable. Mr. LONG. _ Certainly. 

I g that the Commission must of necessity exercise its dis- Mr. BACON. I have stated that I have endeavored in this 

( n, and if it exercises its discretion then under this amend- | #™endment to restore the status which was at least possibl 
the order could not be reviewed by the court. The effect when the Senator presented his amendment. The § ‘nator has 
amendment would be to prohibit a review by the courts not yet offered his amendment, nor has he withdrawn it. If 

of practically all of the orders of the Commission—— | of us will offer it for him, will the Senator vote for ty 
BACON. If the Senator from Kansas will pardon me, I | . Mr. LONG. I discussed that question yesterday with the 
to say that I think the effect of this amendment will be | €2ator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner]. No one has yet pre 
lly to make the bill what it would have been if the sented my amendment. I will meet that question whe! [ 

tment offered by the Senator from Kansas had been ad- | 2T!S®S- 

| to by him and persisted in by him and had been adopted. Mr. BACON. I will accommodate the Senator. I will pr 

B he has abandoned it I am trying to bring it back to the | Seat the amendment. 

sition that he so continually represented himself as be- | Mr. LONG. A short time ago, while interrupting the Senator 
favor of here for several weeks. from North Dakota [Mr. McCumBer], the Senator from Georgia 
FORAKER. Mr. President [Mr. Bacon] wanted to know what language could be used that 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Kansas | Would broaden the review amendment offered by the Senator 

y | to the Senator from Ohio? from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. In my remarks yesterday I re el red 
LONG. Certainly. | to language that would broaden that amendment I wish to 
FORAKER. I only wanted to ask the Senator what I did | call the attention of the Senator again to words that would 
lerstand by his statement, that the Commission must of | ™ake a broad review of that amendment. I suggest these 

ty in making a rate exercise its discretion. Have we not | Words: 

( {a standard by which the Commission is to be governed | And jurisdiction to hear and determine in such suits wh the 
n aking of rates? | rate fixed by the Commission is in fact just and y 
LONG. We have provided a standard, but the duty is im- | Vested im such court. 

] upon the Commission to exercise its judgment in deter-| With the permission of the Senate, I desire to print in con- 

: * and prescribing a rate according to that standard. nection with my remarks made this morning extracts from my 

; rFORAKER. The point is one about which I think the | speech on this question made on April 3, 1906; also extracts 


r will not disagree with me. I only want to bring it out | from the document which was prepared by the Senator from 
put it in the Recorp that the standard which we have cre- | Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox], showing the court reviews in the 
or will have created when this bill has become a law, | different States, to which I referred yesterday. I also desire to 
, that rates shall be just and reasonable, is a standard | print extracts from the decisions of the Supreme Court in sup- 
in not be conformed to except by the exercise of discre- | port of the propositions I made this morning. I will not read 
ud judgment on the part of the Commission. It would | these documents and decisions now, but, with the permission of 
v, of course, that the judgment of one Commission might | the Senate, will insert them in my remarks of this morning. 
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The 
permission is granted. 
The question is on agreeing to the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] to the amendment of the 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLison]. 


Mr. BACON. 
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VICE-PRESIDENT. 


On that I ask 


In the absence of objection, 


for the yeas and nays. 


the 


The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 


Mr. SPOONER 
eral 
Senitor from Tennessee [ Mr. CARMACK], who is absent. 


(when his 


name was called). 


As I have sev- 
times heretofore announced, I have a general pair with the 


fer that pair to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE] ; 


which leaves me at liberty to vote. 
The roll call w: 


Mr. 
league [Mr. Warren] is absent, having been called out of the city 


on important business. 
that paired 


Money]. 


he 


Mr. 
[Mr. Warren], who has gone home on important business. If 


he were present, I should vote 
amendment. 


CLARK of 


MONEY. 


ceeding votes. 
Mr. 


{Mr. Prarr], and I therefore withdraw my vote. 
The result was announced—yeas 22, 


LATIMER 


with 


(after 


s concluded. 
Vyoming. 


Ile 


Senator 


“yea 


having 


from 


voted in 


nays 46, 


I vote “ nay.” 


I wish to announce that my col- 


desired me to also announce the fact 
Mississippi 


[ Mr. 


I am paired with the Senator from Wyoming 


affirmative). I 
had forgotten that I had a pair with the Senator from New York | 


as follows: 





Bacon Daniel McCreary Rayner 
Be Dubois McLaurin Simmons 
B v4 Foster Martin Stone 
( Frazier Morgan Taliaferro 
Cl Gearin Newlands 
Cu rson La Follette Overman 
NAYS—46. 
Aldrich Clapp Gamble Nixon 
A Clark, Wyo. Hale Perkins 
A Cullom Hansbrough Piles 
Al n Dick Hemenway Scott 
Ankeny Dillingham Hopkins Smoot 
Beveridge Dolliver Kean Spooner 
Brand Dryden Kittredge Sutherland 
Br >} ‘lkins Lodge Teller 
Bu Flint Long Warner 
Bornham Foraker McCumber Wetmore 
B vs Fulton Millard 
Ca Gallinger Nelson 
NOT VOTING—21. 

B Fry¢ Mallory Proctor 
B n Gorman Money Tillman 
( c lileyburn Patterson Warren 
( Mi Knox Penrose 
Cr Latin Pettus 
De McEnery Platt 

So Mr. Bacon’s amendment to Mr. ALLISON’s amendment was 
reje ted. 

the VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I offer the amendment 
which I send to the desk, to be inserted after the word 
&“ 


courts,” in line 9 of the pending amendment. 


e VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 


Ss tor from Wisconsin to the amendment will be stated by the 
rer tary. 
The Secretary. At the end of Mr. ALLISOoN’s amendment it 











I trans- | 


” on this amendment to the | 
I make this as an announcement sufficient for suc- 
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ing or owning any stocks or bonds in any railroad compan 
ject to the provisions of this act. 


Sub- 


Why the courts or the jude 


who are to review the proceedings of the Commission inte 
should not be likewise barred from ownership of the tocks 


or bonds of any railroad company subject to the provyis) 
this act, I am at a loss to understand. 

In addition to that, my proposed amendment would dis. 
qualify any Federal judge from hearing any motion, presiding 
at any trial, or deciding any question affecting an interstate 
railroad where such judge has accepted a railroad pass has 
procured railroad passes for others. Any judge who does ¢),; 
now violates the interstate-commerce law. I assert that {l, om 
are Federal judges who are accepting and using passes iy ; 
country to-day in violation of law. 

No judge should be permitted to hear, try, and determine . 
case under a statute the provisions of which he is hj 
guilty of violating. 

Since I have offered this amendment Senators on this flo 
have informed me of specific instances where Federal judges 
have procured passes for members of their families; of othe; 
cases where they have been furnished private cars and t;: 
portation for large parties, in violation of the positive but some 
what weak provisions of existing statute. It offends one’s sens, 


) t 
LS Of 


Le 


self 


| of justice as well as propriety, and in every such case the Jay 


| ing that a judge who is to determine any question arising 


is p sed to insert the following: 
ede judge who owns any share of the capital stock or any 

of ids o common carrier subject to the provisions of this act, 
‘ pts or uses, or who procures for the use of any person, 
al privilege for transportation withheld from any other per- 
§ eby dis lified and prohibited from hearing or passing upon 
a j iny motion, question, application, proceeding, or from | 
pl hearing any trial arising under the provisions of 
th 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 
lOoLLeETTE] to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. 
ALLISON | 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
on that amendment, Mr. President. 

I understand, from queries within my hearing, that many 
Senators do not understand what the amendment is, Mr. Presi- 
dent, and, if I am in order, I should like to explain it just in a 
word, or I will ask to have the amendment again read, in order 
that it may be understood. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


I should like to have the yeas and nays 


The amendment will be again read. 


(he Secretary again read the amendment proposed by Mr. 
LA FoLtterre to Mr. ALLISON’s amendment. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the law now precludes 


member of the Interstate Commerce Commission from hold- 


should disqualify the judge from acting. 

If any Senator upon this floor can find a good reason for sa) 
under 
this bill, when it shall become a law, should be interested jp 
the property of the railroad company that is to be affected py 
the question of rates involved, I should like to have him rise 
in his place and proclaim it now. There is not a lawyer on this 
floor who in any suit against a railway company would be 
willing to submit the case of his client to a jury of twelve men 
with railroad passes in their pockets. Neither should a judge 
who receives favors from a railroad company be permitted to 
try any case in which the interests of the railroad company are 
involved. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have some respect for the judi- 
ciary of the United States. I think there ought to be a halt 
in the Senate somewhere, so I move to lay the amendment 
upon the table, and upon that motion I ask for the yeas and 
nays. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 
the Senator from Maine to lay the amendment of the Se ' 
from Wisconsin [Mr. LA ForLiettTe] to the amendment of tl: 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson] on the table, on which mo- 
tion the Senator from Maine demands the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro- 
ceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. LATIMER (when his name was called). I am paire 
with the senior Senator from New York [Mr. Prarr]. If he 
were present, I should vote “ nay.” 








The roll call having been concluded, the result was an- 

nounced—yeas 40, nays 27, as follows: 

YEAS—40. 
Aldrich Clapp Frye Millard 
Alger Clark, Wyo. Fulton Nixon 
Allee Cullom Gamble Perkins 
Allison Dick Hale Piles 
Ankeny Dillingham Hansbrough Scott 
Brandegee Dolliver Hopkins Smoot 
Bulkeley Dryden Kean Spooner 
Burnham Elkins Kittredge Sutherland 
Burrows Flint Lodge Warner 
Carter Foraker Long Wetmore 

NAYS—27. 
3acon Daniel McCreary Rayner 
Bailey Dubois McCumber Simmons 
Berry Foster MeLaurin Stone 
Blackburn Frazier Martin Taliat 
Clarke, Ark. Gallinger Morgan Teller 


Gearin Newlands Tillman 


La Follette Overman 
NOT VOTING—22. 


Clay 
Culberson 


Beveridge Depew McEnery Pettus 
Burkett Gorman Mallory Platt 
Burton Hemenway Money Proctor 
Carmack Heyburn Nelson Warren 
Clark, Mont. Knox Patterson 
Crane Latimer Penrose 
So the motion of Mr. Hate to lay Mr. LA FouLierte’s 4 nend- 
ment to the amendment of Mr. ALLIson on the tabie was 
agreed to. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I am exceedingly anxious to 
bring this bill to a vote, and I would not intrude on the > ate 
or present an amendment which has practically been ed 


down three times already were it not for the purpose of ! ns 

a statement. I send to the desk an amendment which I oft 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by tle 

Senator from South Carolina will be stated. 





1906. 





TILLMAN. It is to be added to the amendment now 
ending proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 
; SecreTARY. After the word “courts,” on line 9 of the | 
p nied amendment offered by Mr. ALLIson, it is proposed to 


f such court shall find that the order was beyond the authority 
mmission or was a violation of the constitutional rights of the 

t shall issue an injunction against the enforcement thereof. 
rILLMAN. Mr. President, the paternity of that idea will 
bly never be wholly known. I 
ie. I am unwilling to declare who was its originator. 
wn as the “ Long amendment.” It followed a confer 
‘ of Senators at the White House and was introduced in this 
: two or three days after that by the Senator from Kansas 
l.onc|]—I mean that the amendment I now submit is in 
e the Long amendment, the central idea involved being 


senator from Montana [Mr. Carter] this morning, in his 


( defense and eulogium of the President, declared that the 
) ent need not—I believe I quote his words correcily 


| mnferred with Senators at all. 
«hat be said: but the Senator must know, because he himself 
een to the White House and been talked to by the Presi- 
this business, that the President has conferred with a 
any Senators about this matter. There will be some 
when I say to the Senate that, through another, the 
P ient has conferred with the Senator from South Carolina 
who is now speaking. [Laughter.] It is, therefore, somewhat 
the nature of a confession, as well as to give some of the 
de history of recent events connected with this legislation, 
{ now take the floor to offer this amendment. 

My Lord Bacon, in those famous essays of his, has declared 
‘Reading maketh a full man, conference a ready man, 
writing an exact man.” Senators know that I seldom or 

write anything to be read in this Chamber. When I 
to communicate to those who are listening I almost al- 
the words that come without choice. Very often 
badly spoken or, rather, badly put together, but 
least convey my opinion and feeling at that particular 
In order that I might be careful to misstate nothing 
to be certain in my facts, I have written out the account 

( y negotiations with the President of the United States. 
On Saturday evening, March 31, 1906, I was informed by ex- 
tor William E. Chandler that President Roosevelt had sent 
in a note asking him to call at the White House that even- 


never 


speak 


; have my opinion as to | 
<A brain coined that exact language, but, without positive | 


That is the substance of | 
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Mr. Chandler told me he had so assured the President an 
him not to be disturbed by the newspaper items growing out of 
the talk about Senator Lona’s amendment, published in the news 


l asked 


papers as one agreed upon at a White House conference on 
Saturday. 
Mr. Chandler and I continued to see each other every da 


and on April 5 I told him of the existing situation; that there 
was ho trouble and that progress was being made; and he 


; and we 
to the White House to make a favorable report to the Presid 





On Saturday, April 7, I was called to South Carolina, but saw 
Mr. Chandler and gave him the substance of an interviev t 
Mr. Barley on that day, which had indicated that everything 
was going on as we could wish. 
On Wednesday, April 11, I had a full talk with Mr. Chandler 
| Who afterwards on that day informed me he had reported to 
the President. Mr. Chandler told me that he had on April 8 
conferred with Senator ALiison and had asked him to inter 
vene in the conferences that were going on, and that Mr. ALL 
SON had agreed to do so, and that the President had seen Senator 
ALLISON about it. 
On April 13 Mr. Chandler informed me that he was sure th: 
Mr. Battery and I had better confer not wholly wi him, bu 
also with Attorney-General Moody, as a representative of thi 


President and his trusted adviser, on the law points involved 
Therefore, on April 15, by an arrangement made by Mr. Ch 
dler, Mr. Batrtey and I had a long conference with Mr. Mood 
in which we found ourselves in perfect accord with him, exc 
that there was a difference of opinion on the question whet! 
the prohibition of injunction should be only until after no 
and hearing, 
case. There was absolute accord from the first on the pre 
tion that the court review should be limited to the il 
whether the Commission had exceeded its authority or 

the carrier’s constitutional rights. 


Myulry 


and not necessarily until the final decision of the 


violated 


After talking over the whole case, Mr. Moody said: “I will 
| send you what I understand to be the kind of an amendment 
we can agree on, and which I think he will accept.” Mr. Moody 


| of our joint views to Mr. 


that he had obeyed the call, and had been told by the Presi- | 


dent that he desired through him to get into communication 
with me as the Senator in charge of the railroad rate bill, and 
with Senator BAILEy, representing the Democrats of the Senate, 
he purpose of ascertaining whether there could be such 
| action among the friends in the Senate of the Hepburn 
as would make a sure majority in its favor and against in- 
is amendments. Mr. Chandler said that the President 
various Republican Senators who he thought were true 
; of the bill, but said that it might require nearly all the 
rats to defeat obnoxious amendments. Mr. Chandler said 
resident had stated that he had come to a complete dis- 
ment with the Senatorial lawyers who were trying to in- 
rv defeat the bill by ingenious constitutional arguments, 
ig Senator KNox in addition to Senators Spooner and For- 
laughter]; that the President stated carefully and de- 
tely the basis upon which he thought there should be co- 
tion, viz: An amendment expressly granting a court re- 
but limiting it to two points; (1) an inquiry whether the 
ission had acted beyond its authority—aultra vires was his 
sion—and (2) whether it had violated the constitutional 
f the carrier. Mr. Chandler stated that the President 
ted that he had reached a final decision that the right of 
should be thus limited, that thus far he would go and 
rther; that his decision would be unalterable. 
Chandler further said he told the President he believed 
ly probable that the greater part of the Democrats would 
the President’s limitation of the powers of the court, but 
Mr. Battery and myself would urge in addition some pro- 
in of the courts from issuing ex parte injunctions; and he 
that the President stopped him, saying that he need not en- 
upon his point, because he was heartily in favor of such 
triction of injunctions. 
the next day, Sunday, April 1, I repeated to Senator 
Y Mr. Chandler’s statements, and that day or Monday 
ing informed Mr. Chandler that we did not believe there 
be any difficulty in coming to an understanding on the 
vals Proposd by the President; and on the evening of Monday 


0 


on the following day sent a typewritten draft of a 
sAILEY, and I have the 
The morning after the Den 


memorangdun 
original here. 


1ocratic conference I 


went to see 
Mr. Moody alone and told him not to be alarmed by the S 
paper reports; that we could, I felt sure, get 26 votes, 1 
possibly 1 or 2 more, for the proposed amendment, and if thi 
President was certain of 20 Republican votes it was a sure 
thing. Subsequently Mr. Chandler made another appoint 
with Mr. Moody, and Mr. Bairey and I saw him at the D 
partment of Justice. The conference was brief, and one or 
two slight verbal changes were made in the proposed amend 
ment, and everything was agreed upon, the understanding being 
that we would work together with the President to get the ne 


essary votes to pass it. Mr. Moody expressed the doubt whethe: 
President Roosevelt could get enough Republicans to pass t! 
Bailey proviso, but felt sure the Overman amendment woul 
go. But he declared it to be the President’s fixed purpos« 
insist on the Long amendment as to a narrow court review 

With this draft made by Mr. Moody bef I prepare 
brief amendment, which was offered in the Sen n 
The day before I had talked with Senator ALLIs 
such a condensed amendment, and on the morn 
sent to him a copy, with a letter, bein 
Portland. 

During the period covered by this statemen 
to May 4—Mr. Battery and I made const: rn 
sentiments of Democratic Senators, and also conferred wit 
few Republicans, and we informed Mr. ¢ 
that there was no doubt of the passa 
the amendment under consideration if the 
here to his programme. We had no suspicion that any cl 
was intended until the afternoon of May 4, when the 
summoned the thirty-six newspaper correspond 


re me, 


Le 


he 





or. 


e thre 


| hear him at the White House. 


| about so extensively it 


Mr. President, I ask to have the draft of this amend: 
prepared by Mr. Moody after conference with Mr 
myself, and amended by Mr. Moody at the 
in one particular as to words and in another particular | 
Mr. Bamey as to words, but not changing th 
printed in the REcorp. 

Several SENATORS. 

Mr. TILLMAN. 


Have it read. 
Let it be read. 
is almost 
3ut I will let it go in. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 


This stuff has bee 
nauseating to hear 
more. 
The 
quested. 


The Secretary will read 








67 


The 


16 


Secretary read as follows: 


AMENDMENT TO THE HEPBURN BILL. 
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said, “I think tha¢; 


He s 
except that we can hardly get votes enough fo) 


showed him this amendment of mine. 
all right, 


l$ 


tha 
if 


Bailey proviso; but we will, I think, be sure to carry the QOvyoer. 
man amendment.” The next day I showed it to the junio; a 
ator from Iowa, and he assured me that there were twenty; vO 
Republicans sure for the amendment which I sent to the ug, sk 
a moment ago, limiting the court review to questions iny; ne 
the authority of the Commission and the constitutional ypichts 
of the carrier. 

It therefore follows that I had every assurance that there 
were enough votes in the Senate on the two sides, tne aside 
all partisanship and coming together to discharge a gre: ub- 
lic duty, to secure the passage through the Senate of sy! TO. 
visions in the Hepburn bill as would guarantee the business jp. 

| terests of the country against interference and destruct by 
the judges in the work of beneficent work which we lx ped that 
the Commission would do. 

I shall not pursue the argument. I presume it is yselocs 
The Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. AtpricH] has resyyeq 
control of the Republicans. He shakes his head. That be 
due to his modesty, or the fact that he has come nearer jing 

| unhorsed and thrown into the ditch in this struggle than ever 
before since I have been here. All the same, I repeat it. 

I do not know whether it be partisanship and a desire that 
the Republicans should all line up, or whether the timid onos 
who have been considering very seriously their duty to their 


First. Strike out the words “fairly remunerative” wherever they 
occur, ite 

Second. Allow the bill to stand in the respect of providing for maxi- 
mum rates only. : 

Third. Adopt an amendment which is a_composite of the amend- 
ment printed in Collier's on March 24—the Long amendment—and the 
Bailey amendment of March 21, as follows: 

“That the orders of the Commission, except orders for the payment 
of mon hall take eff within such reasonable time as shall be 
presi ril by the Comn n, and shall continue for such period of 
time, not exceeding two yé as shall be prescribed in the order of 
the Commission, unless set aside by the Commission, or by a 
court in a suit brought by any carrier, person, or corporation, party to 
the complaint, affected by the order of the Commission, against the 
Commission in the circuit court of — United States, sitting as a court 
of equity in the district wherein any carrier party to said suit has its 
principal operating office; and Sai is hereby conferred on the 
circuit courts of the United States to oe r and determine in any such 
suit whether the o ler c mplained of was ; beyond the authority of the 
Commission or in violation of the rights of the carrier secured by the 
Constitution: and if. upon the hea eourt shall find that the 
order complained of was beyond the rity of the Commission or 
in violation of the rights of the cari ‘ured by the Constitution, it 
shall enjoin the enforcement of the san Provided, however, That no | 
rder of the Commission shall be set aside or suspended by any prelimi- 
nary or inte itory decree or order of tl irt Said proceedings shall 
have precedence over all other cases on “tl ie docket of a different char 
eter, and the court shall have power to make orders to secure the } 
attendance of persons from any part of the United States, and the 
existing laws relative to evidence and proceedings under the acts to 
egula ommerce shall be applicable. Either party to said proceed- 
ing sl iave the right to appeal directly to the Supreme Court of the 
United States, and such appeal shall have precedence in said Supreme | 
Court over all other cases of a different character pending therein. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Senator from 
South Carolina has expired. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask unanimous consent to complete my 
statement 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from South Carolina? The Chair hears none. 
The Senator will proceed. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will not impose on the good nature and 
courtesy of the Senate. 

On Friday night, I believe it was—yes, Friday night—after 


the correspondents had been called to the White House, and the 


President had notified the country that he was now getting all | 
he wanted in the then baby Allison amendment, which has | 
grown considerably since, but which at that time, I believe, em- 
braced only the clause giving jurisdiction to the court to hear 
and determine such suits—at that time that was the breadth 
to which the little fellow had grown—I heard of this—I will 
not say surrender. I am waiting to find out what it was. 
Well, I will not say anything. I will just go along and state 

heard of this at dinner, about 7 o’clock. One of 





constituents and were therefore anxious and willing to get pe. 
hind the President and would therefore have voted for this pro- 
vision, are not now rejoiced age Theodore Roosevelt gets 
tween them and the people and says, as he has said in the dis. 
patch to the legislative aiaiiihad of the State Grange of Penn- 
sylvania, that he has obtained all he ever desired to obt 
The Senator from Texas, by repeated quotations from ’ s 


be- 


sages and speeches, has demonstrated that the President lias ap- 
solutely given up his contention in regard to the bre: oath of the 
court review. I will ask to have this printed—this dispatch 
which has been read by all and therefore it is not necess:ry to 


read it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
will be printed. 

The dispatch is as follows: 


Without objection, the dispatch 


WASHINGTON, 
HILL AND MEMBERS LEGISLATIVE COMMITTEE, 
Pennsylvania State Grange, Harrisburg 
_ Telegram received. I am happy to tell you that not only am | stand- 
ing on my original position as regards rate legislation, but it seems 
likely that Congress will take this position, too. 


May 6 


Ww. 2. 


The Hepburn bill meets my views, as I have from the \ing 
stated. The Allison amendment is only declaratory of what 1 Hep 
burn bill must mean, supposing it to be constitutional, and no cenuine 


friend of the bill can object to it without stultifying himself 

In addition, I should be glad to get certain amendments h 
those commonly known as the Long and Overman amendments t t 
are not vital, and even without them the Ilepburn bill, wit! » A 
son amendment, contains practically exactly what I have t I 
nally and always since asked for, and if enacted into law it 








sent the longest step ever yet taken in the direction of s0 the 
railway rate problem. 
THEODORE Roo 
Mr. TILLMAN. But I want to call attention to the fact 


| that in the message delivered to us on May 4, the day before 


the ney ‘+r men who had been in the Cabinet room came to | 
y hotel and reported what had occurred. He had met Senator 
Chandler on the street, and they had come in together. 
I will sav here that the Senator was much more excited than 
I was As soon as I finished eating, we two, having been, 
you might say, conspirators together, if it was conspiracy, went 
to see my colleague, the Senator from Texas [|Mr. BaILey]. 
He was equally innocent of any knowledge, except what he had 
heard on the street on his way home. And then, wishing to get 
he third or fourth conspirator, we went immediately to the 
residence of Mr. Moody. He was absolutely innocent of any 
vledge of any such purpose on the part of the President, 


when we reached his 
somewhere on a visit of rest 


paring to leave 
South or 


He was 
lence, and left for the 


Tre 
I 


d recuperation. So the opportunity to get fuller facts from 
did not occur. 
Now, when it is recalled that my relations to the President 
unfriendly, that I have been severely criticised in this Cham- | 
| ecause in pursuing an argument on another point I had 
ide some allusions to him that, possibly, were not altogether 
Senatorial or in consonance with the amity and good relations 
that ought to exist between the Senate and the Executive, and 
that I had been called down by the Senator from Maine and 
others, it can readily be understood that when the ex-Senator | 
from New Hampshire, who is a warm personal friend of mine, 
came to me with a notice that the President had sent for him, 


and then returning said he had sent for him for the purpose of 


vetting in touch with the Democrats, to get their help, I thought 
very seriously for a while before I would consent to pocket my 
pride and lay aside my just indignation for a past wrong, as I 

nsidered it; but having regard for my duty, in charge of a 
great legislative bill, affecting the rights of the entire country, 
I decided it to be necessary for me to cooperate and help Theo- 
dore Roosevelt pass a good railroad law. 

[ have conferred, as I said in the statement, with several Re- 


publicans. The day I think Senator ALLISson was taken sick I 


these interesting occurrences took place, the President of the 
United States, in writing those burning words which have been 
flashed all over the United States about the Standard Oil tru 
used these words: 


It is impossible to work a material improvement in conditions such 
as above described merely through the instrumentality of t. 
A lawsuit is often a necessary method, but by itself it is ar 
inadequate method. What is needed is the conferring upon t Com 
mission of ample affirmative power, so conferred as to make ae 
cisions take effect at once, subject only to such action by the t as 
is demanded by the Constitution. 
The broad review which has been contended for fr the 
| first by the Senator from Rhode Island, the review which ives 
the court the right to determine whether the Commiss has 
fixed a just and reasonable rate without regard to its having 
invaded the constitutional rights of the carrier, has been led 
by the President, if I know anything about the Englis!) lan- 
| guage, and, although he reiterated his views the day be! he 
sent for the newspaper correspondents, he now says, and his 
friends here say, that there is practically no change, 1 rer- 
ence; and yet we have been kept here for four months debating 
this proposition. We had won our fight, as I belie) ind 
would be to-day in possession of the majority of the Senate, to 
put those words into the bill, if the President had stood { by 


his oft-repeated assertion of his desire and purpose and that 
he would not yield one jot or tittle. 


As for the treatment of me, as for the failure to say to those 
with whom he had sought to enter into negotiations tha’ he 
had changed his mind, the failure to notify, I suppose, alt! jough 
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I do not know, the Attorney-General that he had changed his 

- that negotiations were off; that he could get all he 
- | from the Republicans without any help from us, I shall 
aa thing. I leave the facts to go to the country and let 
ple of the United States judge whether Theodore Roose- 
yelt is entitled to the glory and honor of the rate legislation origi- 


onceived by the Democratic convention in the last three | 
ens and demanded in our platforms; whether we have | 


issed a golden opportunity to enact a really effective law 
hus give the relief which the people demand. Whatever 
. outeome the fact remains that had the Senate been left 
f this bill would be a great deal better than is now pos- 


CARTER. Mr. President, I feel, as we approach the con- 

, of this discussion, that it is due the Senator from South 
( na [Mr. TILLMAN] that expression be given to the general 
tion in this Chamber of his uniform courtesy and good 

in the conduct of the bill under consideration. That 

enator from South Carolina has worked industriously for 
hievement of the result sought no one will question, here 


( ewhere. I feel that in the light of the paper he has just 
ead and the exhibit made in connection with it that the general 
ing of the country and the gayety of nations would be 
g increased if I were to ask unanimous consent that the 
lI William BE. Chandler, late a Senator from the State of New 
H shire, be given the privileges of the floor for the re- 
ier of the debate. However, inasmuch as that request 

| be somewhat unusual. I withhold it, notwithstanding the 

that I am quite sure the ex-Senator from New Hampshire 


| make a contribution to current parliamentary literature 
vi nteresting, if not instructive. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator 
ARTER. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I shall be more than delighted to hear what 
the ex-Senator from New Hampshire, Hon. William E. Chandler, 
has to say about this, and I should also like to hear from Theo- 
dore Roosevelt and William H. Moody. 

Mi RTER. I have no doubt that Mr. Chandler will be 
| | from, and, perchance, the President and the Attorney- 
G | will likewise give the incident such notice as may seem 
t appropriate. 

papers, presented by the Senator from South Carolina in 

ice mean that the President was anxious from the begin- 
to maintain the integrity of the Hepburn bill as it came 
House. Finding that this could be done without 

lment other than inserting a mere interpretation in the 

r of jurisdiction, he was content with that. As the bill 

under the so-called “Allison amendment,” the matter of 
sdiction is interpolated merely for the purpose of interpret- 
nd making clear that which it is insisted was in the bill 
ginning. 
rhe Senator from Texas [Mr. BatLey] desired, apparently, to 
i the issue, although unconsciously, I think. With his 
display of mental acumen he undertook to differentiate 
jurisdiction and court power and the restraining of 
ts from granting temporary injunctions. All of the quo- 
- which the Senator referred in his speech upon yes- 
eginning on page 6873 of the Recorp, go to the question 
President’s position with reference to the orders of the Com- 
i standing until set aside by a final adjudication in court. 
roes to the exercise of court power and jurisdiction. The 
| lent’s position, to my mind, has been consistent from the 
ig. It has been my privilege to hear an expression of 
and on every occas#n he has insisted that the bill 
ie from the House was, in his judgment, the best possi- 
lation that could be secured upon the subject. Finding 
nendments were offered in such vast volume in the Sen- 
is no wonder the President sought to restrict in 


allow me? 


em 


the 


the be 


een 


ews, 


some 
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vanity, considering all other men as puny pigmies. I believe it 
is the right and privilege of any Senator to refer in this Cham- 
ber to a public record, and I at once and cheerfully ascribe to 
any Senator the privilege of making a personal allusion when 
only public records are involyed. I have been inconspicuous 
in connection with this legislation, but I would prefer the in 
rege nitiagy position rather than to assume the burden attached 
to some Senators who have been more conspicuous in offering 


certain eee to this bill. 


Mr. BAILEY. The Senator from Montana [Mr. CARTER] 
| misquoted what I said in order to make it a little easier to 
answer it. I did not describe him as an inconspicuous mem 
ber of this body. What I said was that his services in reconcil 
ing Republican differences had been inconspicuous, and he might 


the adoption of amendments and the utter confusion | 


n of the bill. 

e it that the Senator from Texas did himself little credit 
inpting to evade the issue by claiming that he was not 
‘sing the jurisdiction of the courts on the occasion of his 
iit upon the President. The subject-matter to which he 
| related practically to that subject only. The Senator 
to make answer to some observations I thought proper 
bmit by referring to me as an inconspicuous member of 
ody in connection with this measure. It is true 
here but a brief space of time, and I at once disclaim any 
se to indulge in such lofty pretensions as the Senator from 
arrogates to himself. I would prefer, Mr. President, 
walk and relation of life to occupy the position of an 
trusive citizen or official performing duties as they arise, 
‘ than to seek special distinction by v 


I have | 


in | 


just as well treat himself to the novel sensation of being accurate 
once in a while. 

Mr. President, I shall not allow myself drawn into a debate 
over what I think of my own capacity. It is true I do not go 
through the world wringing my hands and begging everybody's 
pardon because I happen to be in their way. It is true I 
maintain my opinions with some persistence and occasionally 
with a regrettable degree of dogmatism. [But there is a \ 
difference, sir, between egotism and dogmatism. I have always 
believed that egotism is an offensive trait; but I do not beliey 
that a lack of confidence on the part of any man who aspires to 
a seat in the Senate of the United States in the correctness of 
his own views is a special qualification for service in this bod) 
If a Senator does not have confidence in his own views, in God’s 
name how can he ask the people of a State to give him one-half 
of their authority in this, the greatest legislative assembly in 
the world? 

Every man who announces himself as a candi for the 
Senate testifies to the people whose suffrage he se a high 
degree of confidence in his own ability. The man who tells 
me that he does not value his own judgment, and yet asks the 
people to clothe him with the dignity of this great « ol 
fesses that he seeks an office which he thinks himself ir able 
of filling. I do not belong to that class. I have never sought an 
office I did not think myself qualified to fill, and I never shall. 

If it pleases the Senator to provoke—no, I will not use tl 
word, because no Senator shall provoke me into a debate t] 
kind—a personal exchange, this is not the place to give the provo 
cation. If one Senator entertains toward anot! g 
which leads to personal and offensive criticism, it oug be 
given vent at other times and in other places. This S 
Chamber shall never be the scene of a disorderly personal debate 
between me and any other Senator. With this I dismiss the 
allusion of the Senator from Montana, who gan the empt 
at personal controversy in his previous speech 

I shall only detain the Senate long enough now to sa hat 
what the Senator from South Carolina has said as to 
tion with what we will call this unfortunate misund 
between him and the President is correct. I did 
interview ex-Senator Chandler, and I derived all tl if 
I have as to the messages of the President through S« 
Chandler to the Senator from South Carolina from the 
from South Carolina alone. 

When I was invited to go with him to discuss with 
Attorney-General this matter, I replied that I was \ ) 
discuss a law question with the law ce f the ¢ é 
that while I had always declined and wl I sl 1 « ( 
to decline discussing with any member of the « ! 
of the Government the propriety or the wisdom of k ! 
in Congress, I was willing to discuss with the Attorney-General 
the question of law involved in the am end it 1) 1 I had 
proposed. 

I went with the Senator from South Carolina to the D rt 
ment of Justice, and I discussed at some length and v 
result entirely satisfactory the legal question with the A 
General. I said to him what every Senat on this 
known from the beginning, that my de¢ 
to a court review is to protect the orders of the C : 
from judicial interference until the court is ready ! l \ 
final judgment, and as I understand it these sugg and 
this amendment which the Senator from South C: i. hag 
read were not only drawn by the Attorney-General, but were 
approved by the President before they w« ransmitted to me 
As this paper came to me it included what is known v 

| anti-injunction amendment, word for word, as was taken out 
| of the amendment on the subject of a court review which I had 
presented to the Senate. It was not even changed to conform 
| to the new court provision which the Attorney-General had 
drawn, and the pencil line which has been drawn through cer- 


ralking about wrapped | tain words I drew myself. 


In order to make that part of the 


mantle of egotism and strutting through an atmosphere of | amendment conform to what had preceded it, I added the words 











or order” in lieu of what I had stricken out, and in the sec- 
ond interview that change was approved by the Attorney- 
General. 

Mr. President, I hope the Senate and the country will draw 
one moral from this disagreeable affair. I hope it will tend to 
convince Senators and citizens of the vast importance of pre- 
serving forever and completely the separation between the 
several departments of this Government, for as surely as the 
Executive calls legislators to a conference with him, misunder- 


standings will arise; and as surely as the Executive is permitted 
to influence the judgment of legislators, just that surely and 


just that far they violate the spirit and the letter of this splen- 
did system. 

This misunderstanding will probably be fruitful of some 
good, which shall in the years to come outweigh the evil which 
has resulted from it. I would rather see this bill defeated until 
a new judgment could be taken from the people upon it; I would 
rather see the court amendment as broad as the English language 
ean make it, and that would not be broader than you gentlemen 
have made it now; I would rather suffer any single evil, than 


to see the great, separate, and independent departments of | 
this Covernment brought under the dominion of a single will. 


Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I would not feel any disposi- 


tion to take a part in such a controversy as is now going on 
if the honorable Senator from South Carolina had not ap- 
peared, at least, to call me as one of his witnesses. I have 


been engaged in this rate discussion now for 
year. I never sought any responsibility in connection with it, 
but found that responsibility upon me as a member of the Inter- 
ymmerce Committee of the Senate. 

not intend to indulge a tone of criticism, much less of 


state Ce 
I do 


a good deal over a | 
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scolding, but I can not forbear to say that we have spent nearly | 


a year magnifying the little questions connected with the rail- | 
way, problem and treating with neglect the substantial questions 
which are involved. I said more than a year ago in this Cham- 


ber that we ought promptly to pass a bill in pursuance of the 
recommendation of the President. I did everything possible 
to induce the Senate to take that action at 
of the last Congress, and, in common with others, spent the 
whole spring and nearly the whole summer helping to dis- 
charge the business which the Senate laid upon the Interstate 
Commerce Committee. 

We are now advanced to the concluding stages of this contro- 
versy, and as I reflect upon it the thing that impresses me most 
that this bill, which a very simple and a very complete 
response to the petition of the business community and to the 
minendations of the President of the United States, has had 
almost as much trouble from its friends as it has had from its 


IS 1s 


rect 


eneliies 

it as had to stand fire from two directions—from the camp 
its and from the seattered tents which shelter its 
adherents. The fact that it has escaped the steady fusilade of 
and the random shots of the other is not only an un- 


of pponents 


the one 


usual fortune of war, but a gratifying evidence that it is made 
of proper stuff. In the first place it has survived the criticism 
of the constitutional lawyers. I do not underestimate their 
powers, nor their influence in a deliberative body like this. 
Here is the only spot in the world where no limits are ever 
set on the learning of the profession. The courts protect them- 
selves against such inundations of legal lore; while we all bow, 
with the multitude, before these displays of forensic genius 


which enthrall the Senate and enchain the galleries till, like our 
great ancestor conversing in the garden, we forget all time. For- 


the second session | 


| were in the House of Representatives. 





ously proposes to take a little bill of his own and tuck i+ 
tenderly by the side of these wicked and repugnant of, 
against constitutional government as an alternative remedy 

And so the conflict has raged from day to day, from \o 
to week, from month to month, and, as the end of the stryes 
approaches, the friends of this measure can join in the ; 
tion of the prowess of the legal gladiators, without conces}jn. 
their gratitude that in the confusion the bill itself : 
caped without material injury. 

These rival detective agencies of the law that have joo 
shadowing the Constitution all winter are about to be retiy, 4 
from business so far as this bill is concerned. We are sure}, ; 
no position to regret that the President of the United Sthtoc 
has been willing to take the leadership of this controye: 
post which he has occupied from its very beginning. 

It is no use to reproach my friend from Texas {Mr. Barry) 
and my friend from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] because they q 
not worry themselves about interstate commerce while 
That is an atta 
nearly everybody, but it simply illustrates the fact that whe, 
these personalities begin to intrude you can not tell who 
going to get into difficulty. 

Few of either party exhibited any activity in the lf 


in 


LIse@S 





has es. 


Representatives or anywhere else, because everybody knows th 4 


the entire attention of the American people was for fiye yea 
preoccupied by the war with Spain and the problems that ¢ 
out of it, and it is no particular reproach to anybody that he 
did not become excited about other questions. 

We can trace the new public interest in this question and aj] 
kindred questions to the leadership of the President of ti, 
United States. I have described it on this floor as the mosi 
superb moral leadership that this generation has had, and | 
rejoice that his hold on the affection and the good will of ¢! 
American people is so complete that not even the eloquence of 
my friend from Texas can disturb their confidence either in his 
integrity or in his sagacity. 

Now, Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into a discussion 


I 


of the law applicable to the amendments which haye been 
| offered by my honored colleague, the Senator from Iowa [M 
ALLISON]. He has been my counselor and my guide in these 
undertakings ever since I have given attention to them. I 
more than forty years he has devoted his life to the services 


‘tunately this bill was prepared to stand the siege guns of con- | 


stitutional lawyers. It was drawn on lines laid 
great de f our courts. The worst fate that could befall 
it in the judgment seat would only teach the American people 
what steps to take to accomplish the work which they have in 


‘isions © 


hand. Therefore they can await the outcome of judicial pro- 
ceedings with an equal mind. To have the measure vetoed by 
the Supreme Court is one thing; to have it overwhelmed in the 


Senate Chamber by the onset of constitutional lawyers is quite 
another. That fate it has happily escaped, for the champions 
of the Constitution, whose combined attack might have been 
ruinous to the measure, have spent their time refuting one an- 
other, introducing here an intellectual Kilkennyism never before 
seen in the Senate of the United States. 

Senators have begun speeches by denouncing the measure as 
unconstitutional and ended by declaring their purpose to vote 
for it, as if the proverb read, “ Be sure you are wrong, and 
then go ahead.” A Senator who is against the bill made a 


speech for it, while another who is for it made a speech 
against it. A Senator who has gone over the measure three 


times in elaborate arguments finds no soundness in it, sees in 
every section the mangled remains of the Constitution, seri- 


down in the | 


| ness of the Government of the United States long enoug! 


Se 


the American people, and I do not propose to permit it to be 
said that he either has allowed himself to be misled or has 


misled anybody else in connection with this matter. 

The original Hepburn bill omitted any affirmative words con- 
ferring jurisdiction on the courts. It did so designedly. I will 
say to my honored friend from Texas that that omission 
made with the knowledge and advice of one of the creates 
lawyers in the State of Texas, a man whose fame as 4 
has been won in the courts, Night after night we sat up to- 
gether and gave our entire attention to the problems with which 
we have to deal in this bill. We agreed that nobody knows 
exactly what the courts of the United States wiil do with a 
order of the Commission; but we agreed that whatever the 
may do their jurisdiction does not depend on the language of this 
bill conferring it. Therefore, aside from providing the vem 
of the suits and distinctly providing that the orders of the Co! 
mission may be set aside or suspended by a court of compe 
jurisdiction, we said nothing. But the bill was drawn wil! 
the distinct understanding that the courts of the United States 
have in relation to these orders a jurisdiction which the Con- 
gress can not abridge in any way. 

My honored coHeague: [Mr. ALrtison] yesterday stated the 
whole law of this case. He has not won very great fame as 4 


constitutional lawyer, but he has been in contact with the bu 


was 


juris 


know more about legislation and the problems connectc: 
it than any man who has occupied a seat in this Chamber in 
generation, and with that intuitive common sense which ik 
applies to every question he went right to the root of tls 
matter. 
What are we doing? We are exercising the power of (0 
gress over interstate commerce. What is this order of the Co! 
mission when it is made and the rate which it fixes? ‘Takell 
with the statute which authorizes it, it is the act of the Com 
gress of the United States, and the position of the courts !1 
spect to it is exactly the position which the courts occup) 
every other act of Congress. It does not lie with them t 
vise the wisdom of it. It does not lie with them to Pp upon 
the public policy of it. It does not lie with them to rewri'e 
It lies with them only to judge of its conformity to the 
law. Therefore these amendments which my honored coliesue 
has offered have only put affirmatively into the Hepburn I il the 
jurisdiction which its friends have from the beginning ¢ aimed 


me 








4) onferred upon the courts. They have given heed to the 
pe ent made by my honored friend from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Ko who pointed out that while a suit was apparently in- 
‘ 


tended, there was no defendant in sight, and that it would 
strengthen the bill from a legal standpoint if a positive 
nt of the jurisdiction was made in the bill itself. 
eyer says that the President of the United States has 
ered anything impeaches a courage which needs no de- 
fore the American people. Neither ought we to listen 
‘ protest to the suggestion that the President of the 
ln States has been trapped. He is surrounded by official 
who are great lawyers—great constitutional lawyers, 
nlease—and he needs no indorsement here, when he says 

{merican people that these amendments leave the Hep- 

ill exactly as he desires it to be left, with that jurisdic- 

the courts of which no act of Congress can deprive them. 

ry object of this bill is to get the judgment of some 

iv removed from the bias of interest as to what the 

vht to be and to give the finding effect within a reasonable 

rhe courts have steadfastly refused to assume that duty, 

ise the act of establishing a rate is a power expressly con- 

upon Congress. This bill creates a Commission to do 

{ ness, because, even if the courts had the power to do it, 

it within the field of their training and experience. We 

the Commission, therefore, in order that this work may 

by men specially qualified to do it. The bill increases 

th uber of the Commissioners, and pays salaries nearly 

‘ to the compensation of our highest courts. The questions 

i are not questions of law. They concern the practical 

ent of everyday affairs of business, yet men stand here 

cravely and declare that a direct recognition of the jurisdiction 

‘ eo cireuit court to hear a suit brought to vacate one of these 

s takes all findings of the Commission and subjects them 

scrutiny of a judge in order that its mistakes may be 

brought into chancery and exposed to the vicissitudes of an 
nable lawsuit. 

While it may be regretted that this discussion has been so 
largely given over to a battle of the law books, the outcome of it 
has not been as disastrous as might have been anticipated. 
expositors of the Constitution, equally famous in American pub- 
lic life, while they have not convinced one another, haye made 

ody’s position comfortable and everybody’s opinion re- 


\\ 
\\ 
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if they have not simplified the transaction in which we are 
engaged, they have at least given us an opportunity to simplify 
t for ourselves. It does not require a law library to ascertain 
the limitations which must guide the work which we are trying 


The power to regulate interstate commerce is confided 
Congress, and to no other department of the Government. 


Whatever else may be said about the Commission which we are 
CI ng, the act which they perform becomes a part of the act of 
( ‘ress through which they derive their authority, and the 


ri hich they fix, in the language of Mr. Justice Miller, be- 
he law of the land as completely as if Congress had es- 


tablished it without the intervention of an administrative board. 


Therefore the courts have exactly the same relation whieh they 
have to other acts of Congress and can be given no other juris- 
diction over it. 


s bill responds to the petition of the business community 

of America. It responds to the recommendations of the Presi- 

the United States. It will have the approval of the 

A in people; and the President of the United States makes 

irrender when he gives to it in the form in which it will 
I this body his unreserved approbation. 

Ir. CLAPP. Mr. President, it is my purpose to say a word 

; occasion, without any invective or without any sarcasm 
Ol attempt at humor. 

President, when the smoke of this struggle shall have 
| | away, when the written provisions of this bill shall 
been submitted to the American people, through the ex- 
of their own judgment upon it, instead of taking the 

of members of this Senate as to what the bill means, 
re Roosevelt will be recognized having achieved 
itest moral victory in all the moral victories which have 
«1 him so conspicuously as an ideal American citizen. 
1 this bill came from the House of Representatives and 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce of the Senate, I 
e who voted to bring the bill out upon the theory, as I 
| then and believe now after weeks of weary and ofttimes 
debate, that it was above the power of Congress in legis- 
) restrict or enlarge those rights which are guaranteed 
the Constitution, and that the right of the carrier under 
| to go inte court and defend his property rights exists not 
written into this bill, but because it exists under the 
( ution of our country. 


as 
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There was one thing in this bill which I always regretted as 
an omission, and that was the failure to name the Commission 
distinctively and affirmatively as the party against who 


hom the 
suit should be brought. In the process of discussion it came 
that that suggestion was made; in the process of discussion it 
came that the amendment which, for brevity’s sake I shall 


refer to as the Long amendment, was suggested; in the process 
of discussion it came that the amendment, to which I shall refer 
as the Allison amendment, was also suggested ; and I say to-d 


qauy, 
Mr. President, that it may go into the Recorp and go as a 


| prophecy that when the hysteria of this hour has passed aw 


| when the American people, laymen and lawyers alike 


of this Senate realize, that in the essentials of this bill there has 


For | 


, Shall read 
American people will 
Republican if rs 


the statute 
realize, as 


it will 
Theodore 


as 


the 
the 


be printed, 
Roosevelt and 


sTrie 


been no change whatever. 


It was the demand of the people, accentuated and emphasized 
and crystallized by the President’s message, that the Interstate 
Commerce Commission should be given power, not only to con 


demn an existing rate, but to name a rate which should tak 
place—a power which they lacked under the law of 1887 
also insisted that the order of the Commission should 
effect, throwing upon the carrier the burden of reliey 


ts 


It was 


ry into 


ing itsell 
from that order if the order violated a constitutional right. 
Those two basic principles are wrought into this bill, and are 
wrought into it so plainly that no man can misread them. 

I join somewhat with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Do! 
LIvER|] that much of this constitutional debate has been among 
the shadows and in the clouds, and, I maintain, as I did in th 
opening of this debate, that it is beyond our power to eitl 
restrict or enlarge the constitutional guaranties. 

Now, one word in regard to the President himself. When 


this matter reached this point, there were three things whic! 


viil 1 


Theodore Roosevelt might have done. He might have stood 
back and said: “It is not for me to discuss the details of 
this legislation; I have said what the country requires, what 
the interests of the country demand, and you must work out 
the details;” but that would have been a cowardly position, 
inconsistent with the courage of Theodore Roosevelt. He 
might have taken, sir, another position. He might have built 
himself still greater and drawn himself still nearer to the Ame! 
can heart had he wanted to play the part of a det! gue 
stand back upon private expressions, and have said The H 
burn bill, without change of line or letter;” and the American 
people, sir, would have believed in his attitude in that respect. 
that it was wrong to amend the bill. If he had been playing 
for popular favor, that is what he might have dom But that 
would have been inconsistent with the character of Theodor 
Roosevelt; and with that resolute fixity of purpose which has 
so characterized the man, he took hold of this matter. He 
knew, undoubtedly, had he stopped to think—which I doubt, for 
I do not believe the man counts the cost in popular favor, one 
way or the other, when duty points the way—but if he did 
all, he must have realized that on the floor of this body, 
excitement and the frenzy of this hour, it would | l 
that a great change had been wrought in f! bill; bn 
fearlessly and resolutely facing that proposition, lh oO 
responsibility for this in the telegram issued, I th 
Saturday. 

I want to predict to-day, Mr. President, on this floor, t 
when the frenzy of this hour shall have p ed away, V 
the American people in calmness shall judge his act 1 
will recognize in his courage in facing wha ght be « s 
of his political and personal enemies, one of most splendid 
exhibitions of courage in his character and career, distinguish« 
for courage. For, Mr. President, after all, the supren 
greatness is to be great enough to be greater than self. 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President, the Senator from South Carol 
[Mr. TILLMAN] in offering his amendment stated that it was t 
amendment that I had printed some weeks since. In this 
Senator from South Carolina is mistaken, just as the Se! 
from Maryland [Mr. RAYNER] was mistaken when he said 
the amendment which he offered was identical with the a 
ment I presented. That amendment was prepared, afte! 
sultation with the senior Senator from Iowa [ Mr. ALLISON 
junior Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Clare], ar Senat 
As first prepared, it was practically the sam vhat is 1 
known as the Allison amendment. It was based upon the 
assumption that if the bill did not give jurisdiction to the urts 
over orders of the Commission, it was neces y to give that 
jurisdiction. I was impressed with the speech of the Senator 


from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox], in which he pointed out that 
the bill as it came from the House did not affirmatively give 
jurisdiction to the courts; and we who were in favor of the 


legislation admitted that if it did not give jurisdiction, or 
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rather if it could be so construed as to prevent the jurisdiction 
from attaching, then the bill would be unconstitutional. So, 
in order to make the point plain that we did not intend to pre- 
vent a review by the courts, my amendment was prepared and 
presented. There were in the closing part of that amendment 
these words: 

And jurisdiction is hereby conferred on the circuit courts of the 
United States to hear and determine in any such suit whether the 
order complained of was beyond the authority of the Commission or in 
violation of the rights of the carrier secured by the Constitution. 

Those words were added not with the view of restricting the 
jurisdiction of the courts to those two questions, but for the 
purpose of expressing affirmatively the jurisdiction the Supreme 
Court had taken over orders of State commissions in cases 
brought before them. It was to be placed in contrast with the 
proposition presented by the Senator from Ohio, in which he 
sought to have the court, on review, consider the wisdom and 
the policy of the orders of the Commission. So it was that in 
the preparation and presentation of my amendment we sought 
to do nothing more than to affirmatively state that jurisdiction 
was conferred on the courts to review the orders of the Com- 
mission. 

In the remarks that I made on this bill on the 3d of April, 
the day the amendment was presented, I used this language: 

But I agree with the Senator from Pennsylvania that there ‘should 
be no question in regard to the right of a carrier that has been injured 
by an order of the Commission to sue the Commission in the United 
States circuit court. f 

I do not object to an amendment authorizing suit to be brought 
against the Commission and conferring jurisdiction upon the United 
States circuit court sitting in equity to hear and determine any such 
suit. I believe under this bill without amendment that two questions 
can be inquired into by the court in a suit brought by the carrier or 
anyone else injured by an order of the Commission, and I am not op- 
p to amending the bill by defining such jurisdiction of the court. 
I believe that suit can be brought to set aside the order of the Com- 
mission when the Commission has acted beyond its authority, for gen- 
t 
d 


osed 








‘ral unlimited jurisdiction is not conferred upon the Commission to 


ike rates. It is a body of limited jurisdiction, and the law clearly 


efines its duties, and it must act within the law or its actions are 
void. I also believe that under this bill, without amendment, if the 
Commission makes an order that is a violation of the rights of the 
carrier, which are secured by the Constitution, the court, on a suit 
being brought, will suspend or set aside such order; and believing 


that these things are in the bill now I am not opposed to making the 
} 


bill clear and definite by inserting such provisions. 

I then quoted the amendment I offered, and made this state- 
ment: 
But I fear that this amendment will not be satisfactory to the Sen- 


ator from Pennsylvania and the other Senators who are seeking to 
amend this bill by inserting a provision for a court review. It is not 
the intention of those who are insisting upon a review to insert a 
provision to limit the jurisdiction of the courts to the two questions 
suggested in this amendment. They know that the courts would as- 


ume this jurisdiction now, for they have assumed it in cases arising 
under State statutes and have clearly defined the length to which the 





courts will go in examining the orders of a subordinate tribunal. If 
the Commission has acted within its authority in making the order, 
then the rate will only be set aside by a court if it is so unreasonably 
low as to amount to confiscation, and a confiscatory rate has been de- 
fined to be one that does not give a fair return on the property that 
is employed in performing the service. 


I then said, after quoting from the speeches of the Senator 
from Massachusetts [Mr. LopGE] and the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. Foraker] as to the kind of court reviews which they de- 
sired: 


[ believe that if we have a commission to which Congress gives the 
I 


ty to fix maximum rates under certain restrictions, it is the 
luty of that commission to exercise its judgment as to the limit to 
fixed d that judgment when once exercised should not be con- 





a court on review, if the commission acted within 

unless the rate is fixed so high as to be extortionate to 
hipper or so low as to be confiscatory to the carrier. 

But what the Senators from Massachusetts and Ohio desire, and what 


ts 2uthority. 


t 

I red, an 

trolled or revised by 
i 

1 


the Senator from Pennsylvania desires, if we take the provisions for 
court review in the document which he had printed, is to place in this 
bill provisions that will authorize the court to sit in judgment on the 
wisdom and policy of the rates made by the Commission and suspend 
or set them aside, not only when they are confiscatory, but when for 
other reasons they deem them unwise or unfair. 

I also said in the same speech: 

If a provision for review is placed in this bill, similar to the pro- 
visions in the different States contained in the document prepared by 
the Senator from Pennsylvania, one of three things will occur: 

First, the United States courts will follow a course similar to that 
taken by the supreme court of Minnesota, decline to exercise the rate- 
making function, and confine their consideration of the rate, as they do 
now, to the question as to whether it is confiscatory, and as to whether 


the Commission acted within the authority of the law; 
or 


Second, the courts will assume the jurisdiction, and if they do, then 
should not assume to confer this power on the Commission, when, in 
it is to be exercised by the courts on review, but we should adopt 


the plan of the 


Senator from Ohio, and impose the duty on the courts 
in the 


first instance ; 
or 

following its decisions and taking a 
( by the supreme court of Kansas in the 
( Visitation determine that this attempt to confer 
1 the courts the legislative and administrative function of firing 
rates is unconstitutional, for the reason that the Constitution gives to 
( 


Third, the 
similar to 


ourt of 


Supreme 
that 


Court, 
taken 
will 


case, 


ongress the power to regulate interstate commerce, and Congress can 





not transfer that power to the courts, and this provision being jy» 
porated in a bill that might not have been enacted without i; |. °"” 


closely interwoven with the other provisions of the bill that th. a 
act is unconstitutional and void. ne 
If the court should take the first course under such a provisio, f 
review as is desired by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. [.o:.., 
and the Senator from Ohio [Mr. FORAKER], no injury would je , mt, 
and those who favor this legislation would not be disappointed: |... 1: 


the court should take either the second or third course which [i ie 
designated—and I think that one of these two courses would surejy |. 
taken—then the purpose and object of this legislation would entire). 


fail. rely 
And so while I believe that this bill would not be held unconcisity 
tional in its present form, for it specifically recognizes the right of o., 


re- 


view, and can not be construed as an attempt to prevent 


yet I am willing to place in it provisions that are mare defin hn 
along this line. But I am not in favor of any provision for povion 
similar to those in the different States, to which reference has am 
made, because I believe that such a provision would imperil the eo; sti. 
tutionality of the law and result in its being declared invalid by ots 
courts. If a provision for a court review is inserted in this bili tha+ ic 
so broad as to be construed as imposing the rate-making power iDon 
the courts, it will be done without my vote. — 

Mr. President, holding these views, I did not insert jy the 
amendment I offered those words as a limitation upon the court 
but as an expression of the jurisdiction they had assumed jn 
such cases. It was after consultation by me with the Senator 


from Iowa [Mr. Atrison], the senior Senator from Minnesota 
[Mr. Netson], and the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Furron] that 
the amendment which has been presented by the Senator from 
Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] was prepared. I said then to those Sena- 
tors, as I say now, that, in my opinion, the judicial interference 
of the courts with the orders of the Commission would be the 
same under the amendment of the Senator from Iowa as under 
my amendment. The amendment presented by the Senator from 
Iowa is entirely satisfactory to me, and is not broader than 
mine. In this bill we give the Commission the power to deter. 
mine and prescribe a rate which, in its judgment, is just and 
reasonable, and an order made by it will not be set aside unless 
it exceeds its authority or invades the constitutional rights of 
the carrier or shipper. The courts will not review the discre- 
tion of the Commission. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it is very evident that the 
“grand old Republican party” are united absolutely and 
without any misgivings or doubts among any of its members in 
carrying out the programme agreed upon. I therefore withdraw 
the amendment, as I know it will be voted down. It has al- 
ready been voted down in different forms about four times. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Curolina 
withdraws his amendment. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]. 

Mr. ALLISON. Before voting on the amendment, I desire 
to modify it by inserting the words which I send to the 
tary’s desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The proposed modification of the 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secretary. Before the word “and,” the first 
the proposed amendment, insert the following: 

And may be brought at any time after such order is pro: iter 

Mr. ALLISON. A period should follow the word “ prom 
gated,” and the next word—“ and ”—should begin with a capiti 
letter. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I desire to offer an amend- 
ment, to come in immediately after the word “ courts.” 

Mr. ALLISON. I presume I have a right to modify my 
amendment, Mr. President? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


pecTe- 


word ip 


The Senator has a right to modify 
his amendment. The amendment as modified is now before the 
Senate. The Senator from North Carolina [Mr. Simons] 
offers an amendment to the amendment as modified, which will 
be stated. 

The Secretary. After the word “courts,” at the end of 
the amendment offered by Mr. ALLIson, it is proposed to insert 
the following: 

Whenever an application for a preliminary injunction : 
locutory order is made in any such suit, for the purpose of such |! n 
the order of the Commission and the evidence upon which the « y 


made shall be taken by the court as prima facie establishing | 
rate or charge fixed in such order is just and reasonable. 


Mr. FORAKER. I should like to have that amendinent re- 
ported again. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state 
amendment. 

The Secretary again read the amendment to the amendment 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— ‘ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro 
lina yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. SIMMONS. Certainly. , 

Mr. ALLISON. I suggest to the Senator from North 
lina that his amendment, it seems to me, more properly s! ld 
be placed on page 10 of the printed amendments. 


the 
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\ir. SUMMONS. I will say to the Senator that I will examine | limited review, and this whole controversy has been a y 
nto that later, but I desire to submit some remarks before the | a foolish controversy from the beginning. I say 
vote is taken upon his amendment. that our erstwhile friends on the other side have just made this 

‘ir. ALLISON. I withdraw the suggestion. astonishing discovery. 

‘ir. SIMMONS. After I have finished my remarks I will Mr. President, the people of this country were reasonably 
x iraw the amendment and later will offer it to the section | satisfied with the Hepburn bill as it came from the Ilouse. 
to which the Senator refers. They knew that it did not give them much; they knew that it 

ie VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina | did not give them as much as they demanded; they knew that 

is entitled to the floor. it did not give them as much as they were entitled to demand of 
SIMMONS. Mr. President, when I was interrupted by | their representatives in Congress; but they recognized it as a 

the expiration of my fifteen minutes earlier during the day, I | step in the right direction; they regarded it as the recognition 
stated that I proposed to finish upon some other amendment | of 4 principle for which they contended, and they 
the discussing which I was then engaged. I will now start | to wait until the Senate and the House should be 


ain and 
it is amazing 


1 


‘ 


were content 


constituted in 





where L then left off. |} & way that would enable them to come with increased demands 
.e Hepburn bill, as it was sent to us from the other House, | with some hope and assurance of having them recognized. 
eoytained the provision which the Senator from Lowa [ Mr. ALLI- When this bill came over from the House, instantly assaults 
sox} retains in his amendment, so far as fixing the place of | began to be made upon it in this body. It was sought to weaken 
e for such actions as might be brought under the general | it in its essential remedial provisions, weaken it in the interes 
ind equity practice for the purpose of enjoining, setting | of the railroads instead of strengthen it in the interest of the 
side, or annulling an order of the Commission. No objection | people. They were assaults calculated to emasculate the bill and 
has been made by any Senator to this provision of the bill, | impair the little it offers in the way of relief from hard and 
use both sides of this Chamber are agreed that in certain | oppressive conditions. 
eyses—eases involving questions of constitutional right and cases Under the old law the Commission had the right to declare 
ilving questions of ultra vires—it is beyond the power of | 4 rate unreasonable and to denounce it. All this bill added to 
( ress to prevent the interference of the courts, and there- | that power was the power to substitute for the denounced rate 
fore it is admittedly appropriate and necessary that the bill | a rate found by it to be just and reasonable. Now, \ ‘ ‘ 
should provide for a venue for the trial of such actions as might, | with a proposition—and I say it is a proposition not in th 
under the principles of law and the Constitution, be instituted | terest of the people, but in the interest of the railroads 
against the Commission upon these grounds. | when the Commission shall substitute a rate for one found u 
\ir. President, after we have been discussing here for nearly | © asonable the matter may be taken, upon an ex parte proceed 


three months the question of whether we should provide in this | ig. into the courts and the rate suspended until the court has 
jill for a broad or a narrow review; after the President had | determined what it will do about it. 


sured the Senate and the country that under no circumstances I believe the people demand and have a right to demand that 
uld he consent to the insertion of any provision which would | When the Commission shall fix a rate that rate shall not be su 
fer upon the courts unlimited authority to review the actions | Pemded except upon final hearing i determin n by the 
| the orders of the Commission; after the gentlemen on the | Court. More than that, they demand that the court shall keep 
er side of the Chamber, who have all along stood with the | its hands off. the rate unless a constitutional right is invol 


President upen this proposition, had repeatedly asserted upon | 0f unless the order fixing it is ultra vires. These are the cat 
the floor of the Senate and in private conferences with Sena- | dinal contentions of the people in this controversy. Both of 
tors on this side that they would stand inflexibly and unalter- | these demands of the people have been turned down by the 
ably against a broad court review provision, the Senator from | 2&teement on the other side, and their interests in these respect 
lowa, speaking for the President and for that part of the Sen- | ignored and trampled under foot 





ators on the other side who have heretofore stood with the Mr. President, if this bill shall pass the Senate, as I take it 
President in this matter, now proposes to amend the venue | it will, with no power to prevent the courts from suspending a 
provision of the Hepburn bill and confer upon the courts juris- | rate until final hearing, with full power invested in the courts 
diction to hear and determine every possible order and require- | to review and to set aside every order that the © sS10n 
t of the Commission. may make, this legislation will not be what the people want and 
It has been said here, and truthfully said, that language | expect and demand. A victory will have been won by some 
could not frame a court review broader than that provided in body—I will not say who—but that victory will t be a victory 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. Mr. President, | for the people, it will be a victory for the railroads. 
when we say to the Senators on the other side who have for| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
three months been standing with us on this question and who | 2mendment of the Senator from Iowa. The Chair understood 
have now deserted us, “ This provision is as broad as it can be | the Senator from Nx rth Carolina to withdraw his 
made; jurisdiction more complete could not be conferred upon| Mr. SIMMONS. I withdraw temporarily the ent ¢ 
the courts,” we are met with an amazing explanation. What | fered by me. — ¥ 
hat explanation? The explanation is this: Though the lan- Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I desire to offer an am 
ve of this amendment may be, and is, sufficiently broad to | ment to the amendment of the Senator from Iovw 
r upon the courts unlimited jurisdiction over all the orders| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississiy 
the requirements of the Commission, the courts will not, | poses an amendment to the amendment of the Se 
though ample jurisdiction is conferred upon them, have power | lowa. It will be stated. 
review any orders or requirements of the Commission, ex- The Secretary. After the word “courts,” the last 
pt orders which violate constitutional rights or which are | the amendment of the Senator from loy 
. vires. insert: 
other words, that it makes no difference how broad the No judge who owns any stock in a cor ition eng 1 
lage of the court-review provision is, the powers of the | Commerce man De ee ace eee , c 
court to hear and determine a controversy as to the orders of = wante. ae y tly oF indirectly inter ‘ted, in tl sult of 
inmmission is limited to such orders as are unconstitutional | of the case. P ; 
‘a vires. Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I favored and ted for 
that be true, if, notwithstanding the fact that the bill gives | the amendment offered by the Senator from Wisc n (Mr. La 
t urts the broadest possible jurisdiction to review these or- | FoLLeTre}. 
. the courts can not exercise that power except in cases in- Mr. HALE. There is so much noise that it is impossible to 
ng constitutional rights or ultra vires, what in the name) hear the Senator. I ask that the amendment 
ommon sense is the difference, so far as any possible pro- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The i t é 
n of this bill is concerned, between a broad and a limited | stated by the Secretary. 
? What has all this controversy during the last three The Secretary again read the amendment 
ths been about? Why have the gentlemen during these Mr. HALE. The amendment offered by the Senat 
months of debate insisted so strenuously that Congress | I think, in the exact language of thi { table 
i not write into this bill a broad court review, if, when | the Senate, and therefore I have no doubt, not be 
te it there, the courts have no greater powers in this re- | the same, is in order. But I shall move, when 1 Senator 3 
than they would have under a provision giving the courts | presented the case and it has been discussed by him s I did 
( imited powers of review? | in the other case—that it be laid on the 1 
the explanation, if the reason these gentlemen give as a| Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I suppose the me 1 of tl 
tification for their change of front be sound, Congress has no | Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] will carry. But I wish to 


trol whatever over this question of court review; it is a con-| state that the suggestion made by the Senator from Mai 


e‘\tutional question; there is no difference between a broad and | a while ago, when the amendment to the amendment that was 
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offered by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La FoLLerre] was 
before the Senate, that the Senator has respect for the judi- 
ciary, not to be understood an assertion that no other 
Senator has respect for the judiciary except the Senator from 


is as 
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| jection I have to the proposition of the Senator from Miss 


Maine. The sentiment of respect for the judiciary is a senti- 
ment of which no Senator has a monopoly. I myself have re- 
spect for the courts, and a very great respect for their judg- 
ment, their learning, their ability, and for their decisions; but 
I would not like to have a judge sitting in a case between me 
and my opponent where that judge was a partner in business | 
with my opponent, and especially a partner in the business | 
about which the litigation proceeds. If the judge who sits in 
the trial of a case in which I may be involved is to be inter- 
ested in the business of either litigant, I would like to have his 
interest on my side, and I do not suppose any Senater would be 
willing to have his case tried before a judge who is a partner 
of the op) ing litigant 

It is no reflection upon the court to say that the judge who 
sits shall be an impartial judge and shall have no interest in 
the litigation. It is no reflection upon the judge who sits in 
the case to say that he is human and that he is impressed with 
the frailties and weaknesses of human nature. The framers of | 
the Constitution understood that men in very high and exalted 
positions were nothing more than men, and that they were im- 


with the human nature that causes everyone to look out 
first for his own interest and the interests of who are 
near to him. I read what the framers of the Constitution 
provided with reference to Senators and Representatives : 


pressed 
those 


will 





N ntative shall, during the time for which he was 
elects any civil office under the authority of the United 
St been created or the emoluments whereof have | 
been ch time; and no person holding any office under 
the | be a smber of either House during his con- 
tin 

Chis provision of the Constitution recognizes that all men, 
and it dees not make any difference how high they may rise in 
official ation, are imbued with human nature, which looks 
firs one’s own interest. No judge ought to sit in a case 
where he is interested in a corporation which is a party to the 
litigation. No judge ought to make a fiat for the issuance of 
any process in any case where he is interested in the result of 


the litigation. For that reason I think this amendment ought 


to be adopted. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me to 
ask him a question? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. CLAY. Is it not true that the amendment is the law 


now? Could any judge at the present time try a case in which 
a railroad was involved if be owned stock in it? Could not 

| disqualify him by calling attention to that fact? Would 
any judge h any self-respect want to try a case involving a 
railroad when he owned stock in the railroad company? Is not 


coul 


writ 








the amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi the law 
at this time? 

Mr. McLAURIN. It may be in some measure the law at this 
tin but I do not know whether it would exactly fit the case. 
But there ean be no objection to providing that such a judge 
shall issue a preliminary injunction. 

There has been a good deal of discussion on the constitutional 
ques 1, if there be such 2 question (and but for the fact that 
the opposing view is supported by the very able Senators who 
have supported it I would not think there was any question), 
whet Congress has the right to limit the power of a court 
to issue prel iry injunction. If a court can not be limited 
in that particular, and if the Congress has no power over that 

«1 I do not believe that is the constitutional construction 
' is r? if that be so, and if the courts are to issue 
pre] ry injunctions prohibiting the taking effect of the 
Commission’s order or rate, then certainly the judge who does 

e that injunct ought to be perfectly impartial, and there 
g » be no objection to putting in this provision, because we 
cing a separate provision. here for the courts to take 
jurisdiction of these questions, and some question may arise 
as 1 her judges who have been prohibited heretofore from 
proce r in cases where they are interested would have the 
right to grant a preliminary injunction or to make a fiat for 
t] ssuance of a preliminary injunction. 

I think this amendment ought to be adopted. I do not desire to 
make any reflection upon the judiciary ; I have not made any, and 
Ia t make any, unless it is a reflection to say that judges are 

ther people. It does not make any difference whether 

the humblest people in the land or the highest people 

the land, all men are impressed alike with their own inter- 
ests n it comes to deciding a question between themselves 

1 ntl 


rs litigating with them. 


Mr. FORAKER. 
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wish to ask the Senator from Mississippi a question before jo 
akes his seat. Does he think there is a judge of a yj 
States court to be found anywhere throughout the lenet}, 
breadth of the land who would sit in judgment in a case w), 
he was personally interested? 
Mr. McLAURIN. It is not for me to say whether or 
judge of that kind can be found. But I will ask the Senator « 
an answer to that question, another question. Does he 
that any Senator or Representative could be influenced 
creation of an office to which he might be appointed? 
Mr. FORAKER. No; I do not think so. The Constituti 
Mr. McLAURIN., Then what was the necessity of 
the provision in the Constitution prohibiting a thing 0 
kind? 
Mr. FORAKER. 
the Constitution. 


ead 
1 
} 
L 


I would have to think so, because 
But here we are free to legislate. 


is not based upon the idea that I think a judge interested 
case should sit in judgment, but because I think it is 
nearly an insult to the judiciary of the country to pro 
legislation that they shall not do a thing so inappropri that 
according to my observation and experience and belief t) 
not a judge in the whole United States who would think . 
ing it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I do not think it is any more of an insy: 
to a judge of the Supreme Court of the United States. ey; 
make laws to apply to him, than it is an insult to the humbles 
citizen to make laws to apply to him. I do not think. ; 
never have thought, that there ought to be any differe 
tween the highest and the lowest citizen in the land w); 
come to making laws for their conduct. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. McLAURIN. I want fully to answer the question, in 
addition to what I have answered, by asking the Senat 
Ohio another question. I want to say that I do not ky 
whether there is a judge in the United States who would sit 
a case in which he was interested, or whether there is a jud 
in the United States who would issue a fiat for the issuance of 
an injunction or any other process in a case in which he was 
interested. But if there is such a judge in the United States 
I want to have a law that will apply to him. I do not beliey 
that judges are immaculate. I do not believe the judges are 
above the law any more than I believe any other citizen is. 

Mr. FORAKER. The objection I have to the Senator's 
amendment is that he does assume not only that they are 
immaculate, as he expresses it, but he assumes necessarily that 
there are judges who are violating their sense of propriety to 
such an extent that they have to be restrained. I think the 
Senator from Maine well said this morning that it is time here 
in the United States Senate to stop doing that which is neces 
sarily in itself an offense to a coordinate branch of the Gover 
ment that has certainly enjoyed the confidence, and deservedly 
so, of the American people for more than a hundred years of 
the existence of the American nation. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I do not assume any such thing, but 1 
assume that if there is such a judge, he ought not to be per- 
mitted to sit. I do not any more assume in this amendment 
that there are such judges than the law of Congress assumes 
that Senators and Representatives will be guilty of a felony 
if they go before the Department and practice there for pa) 
There is no more assumption that a judge will sit upon the | 
in a case in which he is interested, because there is a provision 
made by law that he shall not do it, than there is an assumption 
that a Senator or Representative in Congress will practice b 
fore the Department for pay when there is a law that wil! send 
him to the penitentiary if he does it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the proposition is monstrous that 
a Federal judge of a great ecourt—and all United States 
are great courts—would sit in a ease and pass upon it w! 
is a partner with one of the sides in controversy and 
interest in the profits of that side. Any judge who would se 
forget the duties of his great office and would have any re 
in such a scandal and such a corruption is to be reached by 
other processes. He is subject under the Constitutio! 
peachment, and will be turned from his high place on i 
ment, as judges have been heretofore for less grievous < . 
It is not comporting with the dignity of legislation here that 
the Senate shall pass any proposition as an amendment 
bill which assumes or admits for a moment that the judge of & 
United States court would be found in such a position. | do 
not think I need to say more. I move to lay the amendment on 
the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
motion of the Senator from Maine to lay on the table the 








I do not desire to address the Senate, but I | amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. 
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M MORGAN. 


On that I demand the yeas and nays. 
Mr. President, I think the spirit of the 
nt offered by the Senator from Mississippi is correct. | 


Mr. FORAKER. I ask to have that section read before the 
motion to lay on the table is insisted upon. 


‘ Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I seem to be powerless. 
os law is full of it now, and the judges always apply it The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine in- 
wi) y suggestion is made, even a slight intimation that they | sist upon his motion? 


ibly have an interest in the suit by relationship or by Mr. HALE. TI do. 
nterest, ete. But it seems to me that the amend- The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves to 
: | lay on the table the proposed amendment of the Senator fr 
"Mr. HALE. I ask the Chair—— Mississippi to the amendment. that 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine has moved | and nays are demanded. 
rmendment on the table. 


Upon question the ye 


Is there a second? 


tn 1 The yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary called 
‘1. MORGAN. I ask the Senator from Maine to withdraw | the roll. 
n for a moment. Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I wish to announce the unavoid 
\ir. HALE. Certainly, if the Senator from Alabama desires | able absence of my colleague [Mr. Warren], and to : 
+, ything. his pair with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Monry] I 
ly. MORGAN. It seems to me there is an objection to the | desire that this announcement shall stand for the ret nder <« 


offered by the Senator from Mississippi to this ef- | the day. 
t produces a disqualification in the judge upon the ex- | The result was announced—yeas 49, nays 23. as f 
rely of the fact of his interest, more or less direct or | 


come corporation or some company that is concerned 7 BAS ~40. 


Aldrich 


Crane 














ition. Facts of that sort may exist, which, if they | Alger iain neo ; 
ht to the attention of the judge, would at once require | Allee Dick Hopki P 
on his part that he ought to retire, that he ought rans onl Dillincham - : S 
{ himself from the judgment in the case. But suppose | Rrandegee Dryden << : 
asses into judgment, and it is afterwards shown, in a | Bulkeley Elkins Lo = nd 
a e rr 2 Dr ei-a Tliy y 
| attack upon that judgment, that these disabilities dia | Burkett Flint Long 
: a ; ; Burnham Foraker Met er \ 
exist. There your judgment becomes void, because of | porrows Frye Millard v 
Y the fact that the disabilities did exist. That is dan- | Carter Fulton Morgan 
o islation. If a judge by misadventure or even misbe- | C)4Ppp __ Gamble Nelson 
g tion. If a judge by. all = Clark, Wyo. Hal Nixon 
} - should render a judgment in court, and it should after- : ' 
become ascertained that he was disqualified, the judgment Ratt cia —— 
s y l } alley Ne 1e L ‘ollette r 
d t thereby become void. No collateral attack can be made Berry Dubois I ‘tin i ; 
Blackburn Foster Met v s 
own State I remember a case where a man was con- | Clarke, Ark. pwaeane McHar 
cle i for punishment for a felony of very high grade, and the ieiceeoms Gm = — ; 
the judge’s qualification to sit on the bench was 7 NOT VOTIN oe 
ling in some of the courts, and was afterwards de- ici Depew sa art S 
; ed against him. The question was raised upon a motion | peveridge Gorman Pabtersen x\ 
of e kind—I forget the precise proceeding—that the judg- Rerten Heyburn Pe 
t i CATSe »j ee hi 2Oy ~clored as line dic Carmack Mallory Pettus 
s void because the judge had bee v cde clared as being di - | Clark Moat. ene Pr 
qualit at the time he proneunced it. The supreme court oi 7 ; : ; 
Alal . held that the judgment was valid notwithstanding his So Mr. McLavurin’s amendment to the amendment was laid « 
: disabilities and notwithstanding they had been so de the table. ‘ 7 -@ 
ter i against him. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agi ig t 
‘the sake of preserving the validity of judgments that , #metidment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Ati 
Ps this question. I do not want to make a law by posi- Mr. DANIEL. I move an amendment. I move to insert, 
{ nt of the statute in such shape that any party can ®fter line 15, page 9, of the amendment, the following words 
( after judgment has been rendered and attack it col- In any such suit the bill or other complaint shall be a 
. : . : a : a fr copy < he record made ir . earing 
lat by proving that in fact certain disqualifications ex- | 3 ' H copy. of the t rd made in t wee 
use of this remote or direct interest of the judge in ~°™merce Commission and of all the testimony in the e: 
' enaiienaale ee oe he oe eee The VICE-PRESIDENT hat point does the Senator 
d ut corporations. I think it is dangerous legislation. eae — Il a At —_ point d the Sen 
oo . . v2 ¢ re . . . . I “4 ¢ ) yose fis &£ enpdment ? 
Mr. McLAURIN. Will the Senator from Maine withhold his | “yy. DaNime —— Tie ee eect tte tad 
long enough for me to read a section of the Revised Be ee ne ow poe > SS emt : 
tom of the provision as to the venue of suit 





Statutes and ask him a question? 
Mr. HALE. Yes, 
Mr. McLAURIN. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Page 9 of w hat print ? 
Mr. DANIEL. Page 9 of the amendments “ intended 


Section 5496 evi St: 28 reads : ‘ a 
Section 5499 of the Revised Statutes reads proposed by Mr. Cuttom for Mr. ALLISON and by Mr. Ras 





S 0499. Every judge of the United States, who in anywise accepts yoy 8. 
( ves any sum of money, or other bribe, present, or reward, or any = ~ TY VICE-PRESIDENT. T satin a: “= 
J ntract, obligation, gift, or security for the payment of money, lhe ICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by 


or t very or conveyance of anything of value, with the intent to 
ed thereby in any — judgment, or decree in any suit, 
y, matter, or cause depending before him, shall be fined and 


Senator from Virginia 
Iowa will be read. 


to the anx 


ndment of the Se 


i at the discretion of the court, and shall be forever disquali- The Secretary. After the word “ courts,” 
1 any office of honor, trust, or profit under the United States. | amendment proposed by the Senator from low 
I y ask the Senator—and the same question would apply In any such suit the bill or other complaint sh: o 
t e Senator from Ohio—if he supposes that the Congress a full copy of the record made in the hearir for 
v enacted that law was making a reflection, a direct charge, | ©°™™erce Commission and of all the testimon; 
1 the judges and judiciary of the country? Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have heretofore set f 
; FORAKER. No; I do not. That was statutory pro- | considerations which appear to my mind to co 
inst the commission of a crime. amendment to the bill. I shall not repeat them « 
AILEY. It is more likely that a judge would commit | great brevity. 
iety than that he would commit a crime. Attention has been called to the fact frequently in this del 
ORAKER. I intended to call attention 2 moment ago | that in the great majority of the cases which have been b g 
1 ct that it is the law, as well established as though | in equity to set aside the orders of the Interst 
in so many words, that no judge shall sit in judgment | Commission a new case has been made a different case 
vn case. which was before the Commission when they 
McLAURIN. If the Senator will allow me, that is a/ Attention has been also called to the f that 
V erent proposition from what the Senator urged as an | forty-two cases in which the court made different 
( to this amendment. those of the Interstate Commerce Com! l 
MALE. Mr. President, I shall have to insist upon my | the new case made and not upon the case which had | 1] rd 
u by the Commission. The production of 


McLAURIN. ‘The objection was that it was a reflection 

u judges even to offer the amendment. 
. FORAKER. I meant a reflection under all the circum- 
It is already provided in the statute, section 615, to 
attention has just been called 
McLAURIN. 


bill of complaint in the suit in equity which is « elmplated 1 
permit the court to see in taking up the case exactly vy 
testimony the decision had been made. 

In the bill which was prepared by the Interstate Commerce 
in | Commission and sent to the Committee on Interstate Commer 
If the Senator will allow me—— or which, at least, that committee had before 











| 
| 
| 
| 
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recommended and put down by the committee after the fashion 
of the old English bill of certiorari, and in one of its sections 
it was provided that the respondent in such suit should present 
the record. Now, instead of leaving it for the respondent to 
present the record, it is proposed here that the carrier complain- 
ing of the decision, seeking in equity to bring about a different 
one, shall lay before the court the full record and all the tes- 
timony upon which the Interstate Commerce Commissiou gave 
its order or decree. 

It is economical to do this, Mr. President, and avoids re- 
peating the same thing under process of law. If depositions 
have already been taken, they will be produced without the 
necessity of taking them again. If exhibits from records and 
statistics had been laid before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission, the court will receive them without the expense, 
trouble, and delay of going over the same road a second time. 
One great public and private interest will be subserved in this 
provision, the great object which is sought to be obtained by 
various of the provisions of the Allison amendment—the pre- 
venticn of delay—will be attained. 

We are not, Mr. President, without precedents, and in Fed- 
eral jurisprudence for this action I have already called atten- 
tion to the fact that in the settlement of titles of thousands— 
I may say of millions—of acres of public land in California, as 
long ago as 1%51, Congress provided just such a procedure. I 
| e 


laid before the Senate in previous remarks a copy of the 

tatute in which Congress required that a transcript of the 
record should be taken to the appellate court with the record 
of what the Commissioners had done. 

There are some very commendable provisions in this Allison 
amendment, especially that which relates to the interlocutory 
order or decree suspending or restraining the enforcement of 
an order of the Commission. It is provided in a part of one of 
the Allison amendments that no such order or decree shall be 
made without five days’ notice to the Commission. This is a 
new rule of practice and one which is evidently directed to 

revent delay. It is also provided that the case shall be 


] 
heard, if I mistake not, before the interlocutory injunction is 


If this be the case and if this be the order of procedure 
vhich Congress is so wisely amending to suit this case, it will 
e much aided and subserved by taking up the record, so that 


he very opening of the procedure without the necessary delays 
vhich would otherwise arise in taking again the same depo- 
sitions, in getting again the same exhibits, and in going again 
over the same long and prolix road which had been pursued. 

Mr. ALLISON. Will the Senator from Virginia yield to me 
for a moment? 

Mr. DANIEL. Yes, sir; I will yield the floor to the Senator 
from Iowa. I am done with what I have to say. 

Mr. ALLISON. I do not wish to occupy time except to sug- 


\ 
I 
the whole case anterior to that time, at least, will be seen in | 
1 
\ 


! 
gest to the Senator that these are suits which are to be com- | 


menced by the carrier—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand that. 

Mr. ALLISON. And against the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. It seems to me it would be the regular course 
for the Interstate Commerce Commission to file with their 

iswer all the proceedings had before the Commission and that 
that will be done without a statutory provision. It is perfectly 
sure that the entire record must go into the court, and I suggest 
to the Senator that the Interstate Commerce Commission will 
be quite sure that it does go into the court. 

Mr. RAYNER. I should like to suggest, if the Senator will 


permit me, that there is no power at all to bring this record 
nto court. Under the present law the record is prima facie 
evidence. In this proposed law it is only prima facie evidence 
as to a money demand. If the case is tried de novo, even if 
you only try it under a constitutional question, there is no way 


to get the record into court that I know of. I may be mistaken, 
but I submit it to the Senator from Iowa. 

Mr. ALLISON. It is perfectly sure that the record ought to 
be in court; I quite agree to that. But it seems to me the 
natural way to bring the record in will be by the Interstate 
Commerce Commission when they file their answer to the com- 
lnaint in the court or in their answer to an application for an 
njunction by way of showing that the injunction should not 
ve granted. 

I agree with the Senator from Virginia that there ought to 
be a full record made in these cases. The bill as amended does 
not specifically provide for that as does the present law, because 
under section 14, if I remember aright, of the existing law there 
must be a full record kept, including the testimony. 
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Mr. RAYNER. That is right. 

Mr. ALLISON. But section 14 has been modified in the bil 
so as to require only the decision of the Interstate (‘> a 
Commission. So if the Senator from Virginia wil] \ thhola 


his amendment until later we will have time to exami). that 
question. I think that in some way the record sg} uld ) 


brought before the court, but the carrier will not be in », om 
sion of it, and therefore he may be embarrassed in securing pos. 
session. I am in favor of having a complete record in ¢}, Cart 
whether on an application for injunction or upon the fin.) trial 


of the case before the court: and I think it ought to be done 
Mr. RAYNER. This is a question of some importance. What 
power would the court have to examine the testimony ? If a 


case goes into court, it is a new case that is tried; it js not a 
review; it is not an appeal; it is entirely an original case 
Mr. ALLISON. It is an original case. 

Mr. RAYNER. Now, what power would the court have un- 


less you give it the power. And that power I consider to be 
very questionable unless you give it the power. Wha right 
would a court have to consider the testimony taken before tho 
Commission in hearing an adjudication of the case before tho 
court? ; 

Mr. ALLISON. That is a question I would defer to t)o Sen- 
ator from Maryland and the Senator from Virginia to answer 
rather than undertake to answer it myself; but if we are to 
have this record carried into the case in the court compulsorijy 
then we should also provide in some place in section 14 that the 
record shall be taken and presented to the court, and when pre- 
sented shall become prima facie evidence. I agree to that, go 
if the Senator would allow this to go over, that proper amend. 
ment or amendments may be made covering that case. | should 
be very glad. 

Mr. DANIEL. May I inquire how many minutes more | 
have? 

Mr. ALLISON. I beg pardon; I thought the Senator haq 
finished. I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. DANIEL. I was very glad to yield any time the Senator 


| from Iowa wished to occupy. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia has 
four minutes more. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I have consulted with the 
Interstate Commerce Commissioners on this subject. I haye 


| studied this matter with all the aid of books that I could find 


upon the subject. The Interstate Commerce Commissioners 
inform me that it is their custom to furnish the record, and that 
it will be a very convenient matter to do so; that there is no 
impediment to its being readily and easily done. I am very 


| glad to find that this idea has struck so favorably such an 


experienced and practical mind as that of the Senator from 


| Lowa. 


There is one other idea alone which I will refer to now. The 
Supreme Court in several cases, which I could cite here if I 
chose to take the time of the Senate to read them, has com- 


| mented upon the fact that carrier companies frequently fail to 


put in their testimony before the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion, and then show their full hand in a case de novo before the 
court; and it has arisen from the fact that the courts have 
taken jurisdiction of this matter through the old channels of 
equity jurisdiction and according to the usages in the growth of 
equity as to a different class of cases, whereas herein we have 
a very peculiar class of cases, partly administrative and partly 
judicial, which never can be fully and appropriately reached 
without that assistance from new legislation which this Govern- 
ment has been accustomed to accord whenever a new class of 
cases arose. In this particular I am following what is already 
the precedent of Congress and what has been passed on by the 
Supreme Court of the United States; and I cited at least three 
cases in previous remarks in which they had commented upon 
a like procedure. 

I will withdraw my amendment, as suggested by tle Senator 
from Iowa, so that this matter may receive the fuller attention 
of Senators upon the other side, hoping that it may be thereby 
matured. 

Mr. ALLISON. I will say to the Senator from Virginia that 
under the existing law the Commission is bound to make 4 
finding of fact, and the testimony and their finding of tact and 
their decision go to the court. So I think this is a Necessary 
provision. I think it should be a little broader than is now 
suggested by the Senator, and if he will withdraw tlic amend- 
ment I will be glad to call his attention to what I think ought 
to be done in the matter. hn 

Mr. DANIEL. Just this additional thought, Mr. President. It 
is important that in the first blush of the case, especii!'y hen 
suspending orders are in view, the court that takes up that case 
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ve an opportunity to see its full history without wait- | liminary or interlocutory order or decree, the court shall by ap} ite 
response. | order require the said carrier or carriers affected by the é 
[CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia | fito the Secictee ee thee ltestion prescribed by the ¢ a 
is amendment to the amendment? 10th day of each month pending the said 
\NIEL. I withdraw the amendment to the amendment. ee ee - ree, in lawful money of the lt oa 
‘ E-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment | ceding said date and sa sequent to the date of filit 
vn. The question recurs on the amendment proposed from the collection made for all shipments upon the rates and 
itor from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. Fe Se xee we f the rates and charges as fixed and determined 
“ \iMONS. Mr. President, at the suggestion of the Sena- | there shall be filed in court by said carrie oe EOD, Say Oe . 
wa, I withdraw the amendment which I had offered | duly authorized officer or officers, of t 
o, stating that I would examine his suggestion that Sgn ScLOuRe OF Walem S068 collections haw 1 made 
more appropriate place in the bill for that amend- ae eat shits Std ‘tte — en — poses. ge 


the result of that examination I think the appro- | and consignees, the amount coll 1 f 


il money of the United 8S 





fficers, a statement under oath 


; u lecté 1 each f ‘ 
for the amendment is the section now under Con- | errr ney ere rece ected as aforesaid, and 
e . . is iro nom coliecte¢ ihe aid ¢o i t he tit é 
a I wish to renew that amendment with some quali- | temporary or inter! mteaw éndew sae eae a tae te j 3 


nd I will ask the Secretary to change it as I may | after from time to time, shall ine the 
rike out the words “and the evidence upon which | SU¢% Dond and security as may be deemed to 

























” +] “ : | Of said reports and the payment < vic amet ’ ; 
is made” and strike out the words “taken as prima | thereto shall. by the ead aes a rh : are , 
lishing ” and insert: | summarily the prompt payment « 1 ( { 
. . court, from which orders of the cou ere | ‘ 
the court or judge the same degree of verity as that | refusal or failure to comply with said order to p 
court of equity to the finding of a special master as the said sum of money as herein | ded I 
of the co rt _For the purpose of rders oo 2 ‘ ' ed 
CULLOM. Does the Senator from North Carolina with- _— always in session. Irom said iers or de 
: $ : : in court of the sa am nts no appe 
amendment until the Allison amendment is dis- ? the final ee at Ge Seen a ae: 
1ission shall be adjudged to be i 
; ONS. I offer a modified amendment. ; - rees out of the said de ’ a 
i‘E-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator | co yricr or cat ans gh mn + hcp gen our 
Carolina will be read. | collections have been made the seve oun s 
retary read as follows: to said carrier or carriers in ex the said 
. i Se 3 scribed by the Commission, with nt 
n application for a preliminary injunction or interlocutory | each payment at the rate of 6 per cer 
in any such suit, for the purpose of such motion the order If upon the final decree in said « cs Sika endian sacs , 
ion shall be accorded by the court or judge the same | by the Commission shall be adjudged t ‘ : id ] t 
as that accorded in a court of equity to the finding of | of the same shall be enjoined, the 
as establishing that the rate or charge fixed in said | crees, direct to be paid over to the 
| reasonable. money thus theretofore deposited and id : 
aid 2 ‘ . . 4 cour lees aench monnts for eta 9 the enn : 
E-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the cme men ich amounts fot as ul li 
“e . a. . . ne circumstances ot any case, may it Istit i ¢ l 
proposed by the Senator from North Carolina to } reasonably charveable to said carrie 
ent proposed by the Senator from Iowa. | Pending said cause, it shall be within the powe t] 
IMONS. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. ie ag pr ae tee ta: open wrt 
chancery or commissioner, to exar » into the 
and nays were not ordered. {1 etait oes tas inka ae 
ndment to the amendment was rejected. I and to tl end to exami i th. 1 
SIMMONS. I now desire to offer the amendment as orig- pee y — 4 Sr ae aaaen, t production of » books and 
‘ Said ci “ier or rie 
| by myself. If, upon the said examination, it judged 
VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from North Carolina | rier or « s have not made te s 
1 ‘ n amendment, which will be stated by the Secretary. =e — ao a aoe thereon, erein specified 
: . “ - i earner yy order, require the said carrier or carriers 
eTARY. After the word “courts,” the last word in | the court. in lawful m ae United & 
t] iment proposed by the Senator from Iowa, insert: account of said shipments in exces 
. ported to the court. 
n application for a preliminary injunction or interlocu- 
t s; made in any such suit for the purpose of such motion, the Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I only desire to say a fe vords. 
Commission and the evidence upon which the same was | [ shall not take the time of the Senate to d rec thic end- 


» taken bv _ oe r as prim: facie est: ishing é he - 
wwe fixed in’sald order is just and reasonable. | ment at length. It has been print 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | OTS for weeks and, of course, they are familiar with it. 1 
ame ent proposed by the Senator from North Carolina [Mr think it very important, and I shall be glad if those wl hay 
Si s| to the amendment of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. | ™@Jority in this body will adopt it and engraft it upon the | 
A {Putting the question.] The noes have it, and the There are two or three things which the amendment 
: t to the amendment is rejected. tainly accomplish. If this amend nent be adopted, e ¥ 
SIMMONS. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. President. | 2¢ver be a frivolous case brought against the Interstate ¢ 
and nays were not ordered. - merce Commissic n. No company will ever attempt to s to 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing to [| *** Stide the orders of the Commission unless there is a v 
t] endment proposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLr- | ae grievance, in their opinion, from which they seek to 
eed. 
Another very important feature in regard to this amend 


endment was agreed to. ne oa , "pga ; 

sACON. I offer an amendment, to come in immediately | OF Tater one w hich will result or flow from it, would bx 

.endment which has just been adopted. there would be certainly no delay on the part of r 1 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the | P@ules In the prosecution of a case Phe ould 


S rom Georgia will be stated trary, have every reason to be stimulated to the hig t d 
Z q Sle . Y rea ea 7 > 1 St spee 
Secretary. After the amendment which has just been | Semce and the utmost speed. 
t is proposed to insert: Of course I recognize the fact that it is not 
aie : ‘ remedy, for the reason that the consumer, who | 
application, motion, or prayer for such interlocutory or a ; ; we 


suffer from these increased rates, possibly, and not 
sibly, but in fact, would not receive his part of the « 
tion which would be paid into the court; but it goes 
\id application, motion, or prayer, by appropriate order and | way in that direction. ‘A side from the fact o! 
le a party or parties to the said complaint in equity to | of the public, the two things I have ment ed ‘ 


order or deeree shall be made by any party to such com 

than the carrier or carriers to be affected by the rate or 
tice, or regulation, in question prescribed by the Commis 
and in that case said carrier or carriers shall, before the 


ders and decrees as may be made by the court pending said . fe i a aia. ities Hh, 
: ; : ; : ; most importance, and there is 1 ling in t 
he final judgment and decree in the same. Upon the grant . sige te il lee: ahha, od a 
interlocutory or preliminary order or decree restraining, set stands which would accomplish either of those 


spending, or modifying any rate or charge, regulation, or 
escribed by the Commission, before said interlocutory or 
order or decree shall be operative or of any effect, the car 
n, or corporation seeking such order or decree shall deposit 
try of the court and subject to the order thereof, as herein 
<d, such = amount as may be required in the discretion - 
either in lawful money of the United States or in lawfu ; 2 cr : oe ; 
United States at the per value thereof. It shall, in addi Mr. ALLISON. I now offer the amendment which I send to 
be the duty of the said carrier or carriers to be affected | the desk. 
7 oe charge, practice, or regulation in question to pay into the The VICE-PRESIDENT. The am 
the court, subject to its order, the sums of money as herein : a ~ 31 ha ated 
and to effectuate the same, at the time of granting such pre- Senator from lowa will be stated. 


a deterrent against frivolous suits and a stim 
expedition in the prosecution of a suit when brought 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on tl imend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon 

The amendment was rejected. 





ndment proposed by the 
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The Secretary. On page 17, line 18, after the word “ suits,” 
it is proposed to insert the words “ including the hearing on an 
application for a preliminary injunction.” 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. I offer another 
to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from Iowa will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 18, line 6, after the word “ causes,” 
it is proposed to strike out the period and insert a colon and 
the following language: 


amendment which 


order, or decree sus- 


Provided, That no injunction, interlocutory 
pending or restraining the enforcement of an order of the Commission | 
shall be granted except on hearing, after not less than five days’ 
notice to the Commission. An appeal may be taken from any inter- 
locutory order or decree granting or continuing an injunction in any 
suit, but shall lie only to the Supreme Court of the United States: 
Provided further, That the appeal must be taken within thirty days 
from the entry of such order or decree, and it shall take precedence in 
the appellate court over all other causes, except causes of like char- | 


acter and criminal c: 
Mr. OVERMAN. 
the Senator from 
desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Senator from North Carolina will be stated. 
Mr. OVERMAN. In the amendment of 
Iowa are the following words: 


iuses 
I offer an amendment to the amendment of 


Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], which I send to the 


the Senator from 


Provided, That no injunction, interlocutory order or decree, suspend- 
ing or restraining the enforcement of an order of the Commission shall 
be granted except on hearing, after not less than five days’ notice to 
the Commission. 

I wish to amend the amendment by substituting for those 
words the following: 

Provided, however, That no rate or charge, regulation, or practice 


I send | 


The amendment proposed by the 
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The amendment proposed by the | 


prescribed by the Commission shall be set aside or suspended by any | 


yreliminary or interlocutory decree or order of court or judge without 
I 7 : Judas 


first giving reasonable notice to the Commission of the time and place | 
of moving to set aside the same, nor until bill of complaint and answer | 


or demurred filed and hearing thereon had. 

Mr. President, we have heard very much said in the news- 
papers and upon this floor about the Overman amendment. It 
has been suggested by a Senator near me that it is the Over- 
man amendment with the Overman left out. 
just introduced by the Senator from Iowa is practically my 
amendment, except it has eviscerated the very meat contained 
in the amendment introduced by myself. It leaves out the 
words “ answer and bill of complaint.” I state here, Mr. Presi- 
dent, that if this amendment is adopted it will be no more than 
the law as it now stands. Section 718 of the Revised Statutes 
provides as follows: 

Sec. 718. Whenever notice is given of a motion for an injunction out 


of a circuit or district court, the court or judge thereof may, if there 
to be danger of irreparable injury from delay, grant an order 


appears ae ; ~. 
restraining the act sought to be enjoined until the decision upon the 
motion; and such order may be granted with or without security, in 


the discretion of the court or judge. 

This amendment has been under discussion in the Senate for 
more than sixty days, and I have yet to hear one Senator say 
that it was not a proper amendment to this bill and that it was 
not constitutional. Now, sir, under the amendment as intro- 
duced by the Senator from Iowa, if adopted, any man can go, 
as he can now, before the court and simply upon an ex parte 
petition get out an injunction. Upon a hearing? A hearing of 
what? Upon a petition? My amendment provides that there 


| is as much a*violation to take it for a year as it is to t 


The amendment | 





The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on soy 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from Iows;. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I would be a litt) 
human, or perhaps it would be better to say that I y d 
little more than human, if I did not express my grea; ’ 
tion at seeing the Republican party at last accept my 
that Congress can limit the injunctive process of inf 
eral courts. I know that the Senate is impatient { ‘ 
and yet I venture to believe that they will indulge po wy, 
recall for a moment the argument which was made : =f 
proposition, and then test that argument by this propo 

The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. SPooner] and the son. 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. KNox] both admitted that « 
could control the jurisdiction of the court, though th: 
tion itself was stubbornly disputed in the beginning. [3+ +) 
Senators said—they said it in the open Senate, and . " 
ators said it out of the Senate—that the moment Coney 
jurisdiction to a court over a case the judicial power 
Constitution attached, and Congress could not limit or eat» 
that judicial power. Does this amendment of the Senat iy Fr 
Iowa conform to that argument? Let us see. 

No injunction shall be granted except upon a hearing 
than five days’ notice. 

Now, mark you, Mr. President, if it is depriving a carrier 
its property without due process of the law, or if it 
its property without just compensation to deny a preliminay 
injunction, then Congress can no more deny it for fiye days 
than it could for five years. The Constitution does pot < 
that a person shall not be deprived of his property without dy 
process of law for an unreasonable time; the Constitution does 
not say that a man shall not be deprived of his property wit). 
out just compensation for a month or a year, but that he shall 
not be deprived of it at all without due process or without jyst 
compensation. It is as much a violation of the Constitution to 


take a man’s property for an hour as it is for a year, and jt 





ier Nen. 


arter not ] 


\ 


ale it 
for a century. - 

I have contended all the time, and I contend now, and I am 
supported in that contention by this amendment, that all the con- 
stitutional requirement of due process demands is that the ear- 
rier shall have one fair trial for its property rights. I have con- 
tended that we can take its property and pay it a just compensa- 
tion as ascertained by the Commission and that we can use it 
until the compensation has been established to be less than just 
upon a final trial. Under this amendment the carrier can not set 


aside the Commission’s rate by alleging that it is less than a just 


| compensation or less than a just and reasonable rate. Shippers ean 


go on and take the carriers’ services for five days, it is certain, 
because the court can not enjoin it until after notice of five 
days has been given, and then they must wait for a hearing. 
Senators, how long will it take the Commission and the 





| to prepare for that hearing? One week or one month? Th 
principle is the same, and so it is this amendment asserts th 


| vented from issuing preliminary injunction. 


shall be a petition filed, that there shail be an answer filed, that | 
there shall be a hearing, that there shall be an issue joined, and | 


whole matter 
prov ision of 


the 


The the amendment of the Senator from 
and that there may be an appeal directly to the Supreme 
Court. Under the amendment of the Senator from Iowa any 
railroad lawyer can present his petition and allege that property 
of railroad is being taken without just compensation. It 
goes before the judges. There is no answer filed. Then it is 
heard upon ex parte statements, and it goes immediately to the 
Supreme Court upon these ex parte statements. The issue is 
not joined; it is not heard upon its merits. This amendment, 
will prevent these ex parte injunctions, has been indorsed 
President himself in a telegram sent throughout the 

I ask that this amendment be adopted in lieu of the 


proposed by the Senator from Iowa. 


sion 


the 


which 


by 1 


country. 


he 


amendment 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Caro- 
lina propose to strike out all of the amendment? 
Mr. OVERMAN. No, sir; I said in lieu of certain words which 


I stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from North Carolina to 
the amendment of the Senator from Iowa. 


be brought before the court upon its merits. | 
lowa | 
requires that three judges shall hear it—this is a wise provi- | s, tl 
| all, the difference between the Senator and myself is 





power 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Judge Brewer said in the Tomp- 
kins case that it could not be done with three weeks of diligent 
labor. 

Mr. BAILEY. I thank the Senator for his suggestion. The 
Senator from Iowa agrees with me that the court can be pre- 
The only differ- 
ence between the Senator from Iowa and myself is how long 
will we prevent it. As the Senator from Colorado | Mr. TELLER) 
well says, if we can prevent it for five days, we can prevent it 
for five weeks; and if we can prevent it for five weeks, we can 
prevent it for five months, or five years; and so it is, that, alter 


f 
one ot 


policy and not of principle. I have had some trouble in satisty- 


ing myself as a matter of justice that the Commissions ra 
ought always to be kept in effect, though I have never had any 


rt 
ort 





trouble as a matter of law, and I now welcome to my sup} 
the senior Senator from Iowa and his distinguished colleagues. 


nst those 


The complaint of the junior Senator from lowa aga 
constitutional lawyers who are always saying that thin 
constitutional I leave him to settle with his political 1 
his own side. I have not been saying that this bill or 
provisions are unconstitutional. I have been offering 
constitutional propositions, and the lawyers about wh 
plains are the ones who have been inveighing ®¢ 
propositions as unconstitutional. 

But, Mr. President, I want to remind the Senator f! 
that one of the most important enactments of Congress 


yr} 





1 


1 lowa 


rp. 


lrigint 
ng 


J frow 


cent years was held unconstitutional, and I remember ad 
the friends of the Wilson bill to take out of it that provi 
which laid an income tax upon the interest receiv 
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| 


— | 
eouniy, State, and municipal bonds, and they answered my sug- | 


by saying that I was trying to exploit my doctrine of 
sut yet when the Supreme Court come to review 
question it unanimously held that feature of the Wilson 
unconstitutional. I make no apology for the constitutional 
they need none. They are generally attacked by the 
-ho ean not understand their arguments. Some men at- 
rock them in a jocular way, as the junior Senator from Iowa 
did. He was not seriously complaining of them, I assume. 
if we did not have them here, about half the laws we pass 
; | go into the waste basket of the Supreme Court, because 
eit tribunal can not amend them for us, and unless we 
m there perfected they hold them void. I shall never 
, in of any Senator in this body or elsewhere who strives 
\ , persistence to make the legislation of Congress conform 
e Constitution of this country. The only constitutional 
‘against whom I complain is the one who says that my 
tion is unconstitutional and then proposes one just like 

- himself. Against all such I level my criticism. 
President, I believe no Senator in this body will vote 
st this proposition, and yet I have vanity, if you call it 


S ; rights. 


that, enough to want to see them all recorded on it. They have 
all been recorded in the same way and all in the right way, as 
l recall it, only on the pipe-line amendment. I will not detain 


fhe Senate by further discussion, but I demand the yeas and 
navs on this amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
roposed by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLison]. 

\ir. TELLER. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

rhe yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CULBERSON. I rise merely to inquire whether the 
proposition of the Senator from North Carolina [Mr. OverMan] 
is pending? 

‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. It was disagreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON]; on which the yeas and 
navs have been ordered. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Let that amendment be reported again, 
Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 
amendment of the Senator from Iowa at the request of the Sen- 

tor from Texas. 

he SecRETARY. On page 18 of the bill, line 6, after the word 
‘causes,” it is proposed to insert: 





Provided, That no injunction, interlocutory order, or decree suspend- 
ing restraining the enforcement of an order of the Commission shall 
ranted except on hearing after not less than five days’ notice to the 


Commission. An appeal may be taken from any interlocutory order or 

decree granting or continuing an injunction in any suit, but shall lie 

only to the Supreme Court of the United States: Provided further, That 

t appeal must be taken within thirty days from the entry of such 

order or decree, and it shall take precedence in the appellate court over 
+} 


| other causes, except causes of like character and criminal causes. 
The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). My pair with 
the Senator from Tennessee [|Mr. CARMACK] has been trans- 
ferred to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], and I 
will v Te, 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Wisconsin can vote. 
goitig to vote “* yea.” 

Mr. SPOONER. I vote “ yea.” 
roll call having been concluded, 


I am 


rhe the result was an- 


I ced—yeas 73, nays 3, as follows: 
YEAS—73. 
lrich Crane Hale Overman 
Culberson Hansbrough Perkins 
n Cullom Hemenway Piles 
y Daniel Hopkins Piatt 
I n Dick Kean Rayner 
Dillingham Kittredge Scott 
Dolliver Knox Simmons 
dge Dryden La Follette Smoot 
mn Dubois Latimer Spooner 
lezee Elkins Lodge Stone 
I ley Flint Long Sutherland 
I ett Foraker McCreary Taliaferro 
m l’oster McCumber Teller 
Frazier McLaurin Tillman 
rye Martin Warner 
Fulton Millard Wetmore 
Mont, Gallinger Nelson 
( Wyo. Gamble Newlands 
( Gearin Nixon 
NAYS—3. 
{ », Ark, Morgan Pettus 
NOT VOTING—13. 
Gorman Money Warren 
n Heyburn Patterson 
k McEnery Penrose 


Mallory Proctor 
So Mr. ALLISON’s amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. ALLISON. I ask that the next amendment iy be read. 
It is really a formal amendment. 
The SeEcrRETARY. On page 19, line 22, after the i “ order,” 


strike out the remainder of the section in the follow r word 
Whenever 












i an order of the Commission de in n 
15 as amended, other than an order for e p I 
have been complied with for the pericd ee i 
not thereafter be in force as against e 
with. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I was unfortunately out of 
Chamber and did not have the felicity of hearing the statement 
which was read in the Senate by the Senator from South Caro 
lina [Mr. TILLMAN]. When I returned to the Chambe .Yy 
told about the statement, and there were repeated to 1 
of the statements that were contained in it. One of the 
ments attributed to Mr. Chandler in regard to s i 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker], in regard to the Senator from Wis sin 
[Mr. Spooner], and in regard to the Senator from VT \ \ 
[Mr. KNox] struck me asso extraordinary, and see L t e on 
its face so unlikely to be correct and as so 1 to tl 
Senators involved that I took it upon myself to go to the office 
of the stenographers and get the sentence accurately copied out. 
The sentence to which I refer from the stenographer’s notes is 
this: 

Mr. Chandler said the President had stated t t he had come to a 
complete disagreement with the Senatorial lawy . wi vere trying to 
injure or defeat the bill by ingenious cor Ss, nal ; 





Senator Knox, in addition to Senator NER a 

I then took the liberty of calling up the White House by tele- 
phone; it was the most rapid way of reaching the President, and 
I took down the statement which to me over the tele 
phone, and which I will now read to the Senate, because I thi 


he made 


it is important that it should go to the country with the allega 
tion which I have just read. 

I read to the President over the telephone the sentence which 
I have just read to the Senate, and he said in reply that the 


statement which I had read to him, attributed to him by Mr. 
Chandler, was a deliberate and unqualified falsehood; that Sen- 
ator FoRAKER’S name was never mentioned at all conversa- 
tion; that Senator SPOONER’s name was only mentioned by h 
to express a cordial approval of Senator SPooNEr’s 


in 


m 


amendment. 


“As to Senator Knox, I said that I did not agree with a portion 
of his proposed amendment, but that I thought he had made out 
a very strong argument for asserting aflirmatively the jurisdic- 


tion or authority of the court.” 
I think, Mr. President, that it is a mere 


ict of justice to allow 

this statement to go out with that which was read and attrib- 

uted to the late Senator from New Hampshire, Mr. William E 
Chandler. 

Mr. BAILEY. Will the Senator from Massachusetts be good 


enough to tell the Senate whether the President admit 
sent ex-Senator Chandler to see the Senator from Sout! 
lina? 


Mr. LODGE. I did not cross-question him in regard to the 
statement made by the Senator from South Carolina, for I 
had not heard the statement myself, and the Preside of 
course, has not heard or read one word of it I imagine 
morrow, when he has the opportunity of reading the statement in 


full, he will make reply to it in such manner as to satisf 


s; to sty 
utmost curiosity of the Senator from Texas. 

Mr. BAILEY. It was not a matter of curiosity, Mr. Pre 
dent. If it were true that the President of the United §S 
had not requested, through the ex-Senator from New H ) 
shire, his conferences with the Senator from Sout ( : 
| that also ought to go into the Recorp, because take it that 
the Senator from South Carolina is jus s 4 
Senator from Massachusetts for the President « 1 l 
States to have the full benefit of the tr 

But I think it is also important for those of us on this s 
who had no communication with the President l who | 
conversation with Mr. Chandler, to know whetl« n ex-mi 
of this body has improperly assumed an authority to 
the President. 

Mr. LODGE. It must be perfectly obvious to the §S 
from Texas from what I have read th the P ~ 
fully, that he does not seek in any way to deny, it had a 
conversation with Senator Chandler. 

Mr. BAILEY. On the subject? 

Mr. LODGE. On the subject, as he has had with dozens and 
scores of other men, with Senators of both parties in this 
Chamber. More than that, of course, can not be s is the 
whole statement is not before the President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from low Mr. ALLISON }. 


The amendment was agreed to. 


Mr. McCUMBER. I move to strike out the word “ regularly,” 
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where it appears on page 16, line 19, and to insert in lieu thereof 
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the word “ lawfully.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator 
from North Dakota will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 16, line 19, strike out the word 
“regularly ” and insert “lawfully;” so that it will read: 

If, upor h I s the court may determine to be necessary, it 
al that the « lawfully made and duly served, and that 
t carrier is in d ence of the same, the court shall enforce 
‘ li 

Mr. McCUMBER. Is there any objection to the amendment? 

Mr. ALLISON and Mr. FRYI No. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. On page 13 of the printed bill, of date 
February 26, line 18, I move to amend by striking out the word 
“two” and certing the word “ three.” 

The VIt PRESIDEN fhe amendment proposed by the 
S Tr Texas will be stated by the Secretary. 

rAR On page 18, line 18, before the word “ years,” 

ed to strike out the word “ two” and insert “ three ;’ 

, to re I 

l f the recovery of damages shall be filed with the 
( ithin three years from the time the cause of action ac- | 


l not afte 


Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, just a word in explana- 








May 1 z 





warning, little as it may be worth, as to what may result 
retaining these words in the measure. 

Mr. BAILEY. May I ask the Senator—— 

Mr. FRYF. Mr. President, there is no amendment pending 
and discussion is entirely out of order. : 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair agrees with 
ator from Maine. There is no pending amendment. 

Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President—— 

Mr. DANIEL. I have an amendment to offer. Will the Son. 
ator from North Carolina allow me to offer an ame: om 
agreed to by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALuLtson] and « * 
tlemen on the other side? 


m 


the 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virgini 0- 
poses an amendment. 
Mr. DANIEL. I now reoffer the amendment which | he 
| drew at the request of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Ar 
7 . . . . . , 
after adding, to his satisfaction and to that of the Senat Q 
| Kansas [Mr. Lone], who represents him, a few words. | 1] 
; now read the whole amendment as I offer it with the ad . 
In any such suit the bill or other complaint shall be accomp 
a full copy of the record made on the hearing of the case }) 
Interstate Commerce Commission and of all the testimony 
which shall be certified and furnished by the Commission to | : 
plainant on demand. 
The only addition is to require that the Commissio: all 
furnish a certified copy to the complainant on demand. 
Mr. FRYE. Let it be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will inquire wl 1e 


tion. This paragraph is a mere statute of limitations, as I 
t i ind yesterday I received a telegram from the attorney 
of the Cattlemen’s Association, which reads as follows, after | 
the date and direction: 
ttlemen’s claims for reparation have been accruing; three years’ 
iuse of Hepburn bill possibly bars prior to two years; 
i nt allowing one year to file acerued claims before 
‘ 
S. H. Cowan. 

It seems to me that that statement is sufficient reason for the 
Senate t ot this mere verbal amendment extending the time 
‘ year in lich accrued claims may be presented. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I should like to hear the amendment again. 

The Secretary again stated the amendment. 

Mr MOLLIVER. That section refers to claims for damages 
on account of overcharges. I think we ought to be careful not 
to get it in such shape that a claimant may allow his claims to 

nlate r a long time before he even complains about 
then by these actions recover a large accumulation of 
( { think the matter could be better got at by leaving 
t! tion two years and adding “in case of claims already 
nu iditional year.” It certainly would not be a good 
th Lh man to wait three years before even complain- 
harge, and then be entitled to recover for the 
‘e three years. 
ir. CULBERSON. I think the suggestion of the Senator | 
' ( nplishes the matter in another way. I have no 
[ 1 therefore, at the suggestion of the 
Senat rom Iowa, to add, after the word “ after,” in line 22 
nage the ( 

P | ecrued claims may be presented within one year. 

That means one year after the passage of this act. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

mendment proposed by the Senator from Texas. 

Che ; endment was agreed to. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The other amendment, the Chair 
presumes, is withdrawn. 

Mr. CULBERSON. It is. 


MBER. 


I desire to call the attention of the Senate | 


to three words in this bill on page 10, line 19, where the Com- | 
S is to “ determine and prescribe ” what will, in its judg- 
» the just and reasonable rate or charges. I understand 
een a practical agreement not to interfere with those 
1 | not going to move to strike them out, but I 


now that I consider that by leaving those words in 
i It 


to the unconstitutional limit. 
in my mind whether with those words 
left in the bill it does not substitute the judgment of the Com- 
judgment of Congress as to what shall be a just 
asonable rate 
HAL I Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
kota yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I want to say, Mr. President, that I agree en- 
tirely with the Senator who has just spoken. In my judgment 

of these words may be found to work a most pro- 

found mischief to the whole legislation. I do not believe it is 
to run that risk by insisting upon the insertion of 

but I shall equally with the Senator make no 


‘TV close 


Mr. 
North Da- 


Senator from 


\ th while 


further opposition except to enter my protest and my note of 


amendment is to come in? 

Mr. DANIEL. After line 13, on page 9. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. In what print? 

Mr. DANIEL. At the end of the amendment as to court re- 
view submitted by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALtiso 

The Secretary. After the word “ courts,” in the amendment 


agreed to, which was offered by the Senator from Lowa | \Mr 
ALLISON }, insert: 

In any such suit the bill or other complaint shall be acc nied 
by a full copy of the record made on the hearing of the case , 
Interstate Commerce Commission and of all the testimony 
which shall be certified and furnished by the Commission to 1 
plainant on demand, 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SIMMONS. When the Senator from North Dak Mi 


McCuMBER] rose a few minutes ago I was on my feet seeking 
the recognition of the Chair for the purpose of 
amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. TI rise to a question of order. 
ment is now pending? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ing. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
may be read. 


of y an 
What amend- 
There is no amendment now pend- 
I 


ask 


that the amendment just adopted 


Mr. SIMMONS. My purpose is to offer an amendni 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the d- 


ment just adopted, if the Senator from North Caroli: l 
suspend for a moment. 

The Secretary. After the word “ courts,’ 
agreed to, insert the following: 

In any such suit the bill or other complaint shall be ax nied 
yy a full copy of the record made on the hearing of the case the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and of all the testimony 
which shall be certified and furnished by the Commission to t 
plainant on demand. 


2 


in the amendment 


} 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
is entitled to the floor. 
Mr. SIMMONS. Mr. President, I have attempted to state—— 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North ro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Ohio? 


Mr. FORAKER. Is the Senator speaking to the ame 
which was just read? 

Mr. SIMMONS. That amendment has already been p:ssed. 
I rose for the purpose of offering another amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want to say a word about the amem t 


just read. It was announced passed before I could get | 
tention of the Chair. Before we get away from it, | 
like to eall attention to the fact that it is not, I think, p! 


| drawn. 


| 
| 
| 





Mr. SIMMONS. I will yield to the Senator for that pu e, 
without surrendering the floor. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from North Ca 1a 
yields to the Senator from Ohio. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am very much obliged to the Sen 

As I understand the amendment as it was read a b it 
ago, it requires that the complete record made before tlie [n- 
terstate Commerce Commission shall be attached to the i'l! ol 
complaint, or shall be filed with it. It seems to me thai It 














CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. O7S9 


better to adopt the usual provision in that respect in | to preserve the testimony already taken. In the event 
ites—I have examined a number of them—that after | the party may have discovered other test \ l 
has been commenced, upon notice to the Commission, | no opportunity to put in b 

ission shall furnish this complete report by sending | mission this an é Si 
urt, where the court shall give to it such consideration | any possible disparagement. So all t 
urt may deem it entitled to. It does not seem to me } sibly prod 








e he will have the ft 
s proper to require that it shall be certified and at- | hearing of his cause, but he is not to trifle . 
the bill of complaint and be filed with it at the very | it is before the Interstate Commerce Co 
of the suit. rethras! of the same old straw. 
to add, however, that in whatever form it may be | Mr. FORAKER If i Senator will : et ; 
if we are going to put in the bill any statement as to| him, I will state the trouble a 
dence shall be heard by the court, for fear that the | and I would : | ithout any 
of one class would exclude all other classes, I want | trouble. The proceeding befor I cr 
f this amendment is adhered to ! mission is to be hereafter as it 
ICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio move | irregular: that is to say, the 
vote by which the amendment was adopted be recon- | no issue is arrived at The whole | 
plaint nd in su manne we | 
\LLINGER (to Mr. Foraker). Ask unanimous con- | While it is true that aft ( ' 
} its experience heretofor ad the un 
ORAKER. I ask that it be considered as open. the court much evidence has r \ 
[Ch-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request | was not introduced before the ¢ < 
» Senator from Ohio that the vote by which the] a rule through any unwilling on the 
t was agreed to be reconsidered? There is no objec- | other party to produce it there, but si 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia | had been made up that advised lI 
L] is before the Senate. | be presented; and not until the | 
MAKER. I ask that the following may be added to it. | order and announced its opinion, ir 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio proposes | I happen to have knowledge, have « 
ent to the amendment submitted by the Senator | really was the competent testi that 
ia. } Then when it went to the court \ . 
ORAKER. I propese to add: | pleadings they proceeded in acco ce W 
rty to such action may introduce original evidence in addition | ing the a sion of stimony. 
cript of the evidence offered to said Commission. If we were to adopt the proviso of the 
i those words from the provision for a court review | it might do a great injust .4 
by the Ohio legislature in the statute recently enacted. | with the court, and I hope the & I ‘ 
ly because I think if we mention any class of evidence | ment without any mod 
held that that was intended to exclude the consid (Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas addr J 
any other evidence, and I do not suppose any Senator pendix.) 
ed it with any such idea as that. When we give the | * rt 
liction to hear and determine as to the order. whether | The VICE-PRESIDENT. The § I repol é 
ll be enforced, annulled, or modified, the court has | posed amendment ef the + itor 
ntrol, I presume, of the trial and can hear whateve Mr. KEAN. Do I understand i 
may deem competent. But if we recite any class | ginia has accepted tl end if the + 
e we ought to make it clear that any kind of evidence | The VICE-PRESIDENT. 14 ( 
eceived. after the amendment presente y es 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- | has been read. 
ie amendment, The SECRETARY After the ' l | 


eTrary. It is proposed to add at the end of the | the amendment agreed to 
proposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dan- | from Iowa, insert 


lowing words: In any : 
to such action may introduce original evidence in addition i — ‘a . 
t of the evidence offered to the Commission. ope gn tee 


SON. I should like to hear the who'e amendment | plainant on d 


mand 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. To that t S tor fr ‘ 


ICE-PRESIDENT. At the request of the Senator from | offered an amendment, which will be st 
ta the amendment of the Senator from Virginia as pro- The Secretary read as 
be amended by the amendment of the Senator from | Any party to such act ! 
( | be read. tion to the transcript of the « ( 
retary read as follows: Mr. FORAKER. Does the S« 
ch suit the bill or other complaint shall be ac npanied | that? 
of the record made on the hearing of the case before the Mr. DANIEI I will accept it, | 
Commerce Commission, and all of the testimony therein, > 


ne 7 es , LLIVE! 
» certified and furnished by the Commission to the : Mr. DO! Ly ER 
demand. Any party to such action may introduce original | from Ohio to add that this new evidence De 
dition to the transcript of the evidence offered to the | which the complaina ( la . bv the 
gence, have presented to the Commis 
LARKE of Arkansas. I wish to offer an amendment to Mr. DANIEL. If in ler, I will f I 
Iment offered by the Senator from Ohio. suggested to the ame 


EAN. That is not in order, being an amendment in the The VICE-PRESIDENT. TI! 


vi i 


ee Senator from Virginia, having epted tl 
\ANIEL. Mr. President—— Senator fr 1 Ohio further p ‘ 
CLARKE of Arkansas. I yield to the Senator from Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, | ‘ 

; own mind is worki nearly in 


DANIEL. I had in my hand and intended to offer, if | ahie lawvers as the Senator fro \ 
r from Ohio had not done so, an amendment in the | from Ohio. and I wish be j 
in amendment to the like effect, but with a proviso | fee] the full and 


hich I hope it may be agreeable to his mind to accept. | difficultv has been in getting case I 
iecept his amendment and suggest this proviso, which | state Commerce Commission. resu 
Secretary to take down, as I have written it in pencil | publie justice has been dispar Ll and 
per : | case have been dis pp ited by t] 
it is such as could not have been obtained by due dili | tion of a ease which is afterwards fully pres 
e the case was before the Interstate Commerce Commission A proper construction and 
d on that, Mr. President, and then I will take my seat. which I would now append, it seems to l « 0 
at difficulty is in getting the full case made up as | perfect the matter so that nobody can be s Lor inju 
as possible. It is recognized that the suit which will | that is to say, by limiting the new evid to such as could 
t 


ight by the carrier is an original suit, but it is desired | not have been obtained by due diligence while the case was 
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before the Interstate Commerce Commission. If the Senator 
from Ohio will suggest any more elastic words to be added to 
“due diligence” which would the better reach any new aspect 
of the case, I would be glad to accept that also, for I do not 
intend to cut anybody off from a presentation of the proper de- 
fense of the case to the court when it is heard. 

Mr. FORAKER. I think the best way to do is to say nothing 
at all about the evidence that shall be heard by the court. 

Mr. DANIEL. If that were the case—— 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will just let me answer that 
point, I am afraid if that be the case the court would treat 
the matter entirely de novo, and would not get the benefit of 
the testimony, and would have to do it all over again. That is 
the reason why we want some limitations. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. RAYNER. May I interrupt the Senator? My own judg- 
ment is that if you adopt that amendment you kill this bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. This amendment? 

Mr. RAYNER. Yes, sir; if you adopt that amendment you 
do not give the parties any due process of law. You can not 
confine it to testimony taken before the Commission. Every- 
one when he came into court would have a perfect right to take 
whatever testimony he wants, without any regard to any tes- 
timony taken before the Commission. Due process of law under 
the Constitution gives them that right, and you can not say 
they have had due process of law before an administrative 
body. ‘This is not an appeal. It is not a review, and it is not 
a certiorari, as the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Spooner] 
suggests. It is an original proposition, and you must give them 
an unlimited right to produce whatever witnesses or testimony 
they want. If you do not, you interfere with the constitutional 
right of due process of law. I call upon the Senate not to adopt 
that amendment, unless you want to kill the bill, because that is 
the vital point. 

Mr. FORAKER. I have said all that the Senator from Mary- 
land has just now so well said. 

Mr. RAYNER. I did not hear you. 

Mr. FORAKER. That was the very point of my interrup- 
tion of the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. RAYNER. I was in the gallery. 

Mr. FORAKER. I will say to him that I do not think we 
ought to say anything about what evidence should be heard, 
but leave that to the court. But if we say anything at all as to 
what testimony shall be heard, we must go further and say some- 
thing that would save it from the objection made so well by the 
Senator from Maryland. I suggest that we might provide for 
“any original evidence that may be competent.” 

Mr. RAYNER. I will say to the Senator from Ohio that I 
doubt very much whether you can make this testimony prima 
facie evidence. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am not trying to make it prima facie. 

Mr. RAYNER. It has been made prima facie evidence. But 
if you go a step further and preclude any party from giving any 
testimony in court in reference to his case, you deprive him of 
his constitutional right. It runs through the whole bill, in my 
humble judgment, and defeats the bill, for it is the vital part 
of it. 








Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator from Ohio will permit me—or 
I will wait until he gets through. 
Mr. FORAKER. I was starting in to answer the Senator’s 


inquiry when the Senator from Maryland interrupted me. I was 


about to say that the words “due diligence,” employed by the 
Senator from Virginia—* evidence which the party might by due 
diligence have secured ’’—are not broad enough, because the 


might by due diligence get a dozen witnesses who were 
about it, whose testimony he had no advice he 


( arrier 


immediately 


would have any need of, because there was no issue, and for 
that reason he did not get them. A man writes a letter to the 
Commission and the Commission immediately proceeds to hear 
a complaint. No definite charge is made in many of these cases; 
there is no answer filed; there is no issue joined, and therefore 
there is no advice to the party litigant as to what testimony will 
be received in many of the cases. 

Mr. DANIEL. I would add after the words of the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Ohio “admitting new and originai 
evid ’ J ask that that sentence may be read to me that 


11 make these words fit in with it. 





The Secretary read as follows: 
ty to such action may introduce original evidence in addi- 
t » the transcript of the evidence furnished by the Commission. 
Mr. RAYNER. I should like to ask the Senator from Virginia 
a question. 


sce te a I LE 





The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from \ 
yield to the Senator from Maryland? - 
Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator will kindly yield a », t, I 
am trying to frame words to fit in the amendment. 
Mr. RAYNER. I do not think you can frame any wor, that 
will fit, and I was going to ask— 
Mr. DANIEL. I can not be interrupted every mom, and 
do it. I will be glad to yield to the Senator then. at 


Mr. RAYNER. All right. 
Mr. DANIEL. I think this is it, Mr. President: 


Provided it is such as could not have been obtained by due 
while the case was before the Interstate Commerce Commis 
such as the court may deem essential to the justice of the cas; sage 

Mr. FORAKER. I suggest that it read “ unless it 
as the court may deem essential.” 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well; that is better, I think. 
while I am on my feet, to answer the new objection w) 
come from the Senator from Maryland [Mr. Rayner}. 

Mr. RAYNER. Let me state it 

Mr. DANIEL. If the Senator from Ohio is through 

Mr. FORAKER. I am through if the Senator has -; 
the language which I have suggested. 

Mr. DANIEL. Very well. 

We have had the suggestion made for the first time, \| 
dent, by the Senator from Maryland that, if we make ¢) 
dence solemnly taken before the Interstate Commerce (o,y1js. 
sion prima facie so far as it goes, we are denying to the litiganis 
due process of law, this being a case in which they are entitled 
to juridical process. 

I take issue with the Senator from Maryland on t¢! 
ject, and confidently claim that the case before the cow 
it reaches there with a solemn record made under the in 
and direction of officers of high standing of this Government 
taken under oath, is a solemn procedure, and that it is per- 
fectly legitimate to this body, and that it is usual in such cages 
to declare the record to be at least prima facie correct and to 
import what it seems. The only question that has ever peep 
raised and debated, so far as I know, is as to making that 
record conclusive. We could make it conclusive, not simply 
prima facie, but for the fact that it is considered that the courts 
have the right to look into it and see that the party has not 
been injured in the ways defended and protected by our (Con- 
stitution. If the Senator from Maryland will read again the 
case of the San Diego Water Company, where the evidence was 
taken in a much looser fashion than it is required to be taken 
here, and will note the emphatic opinion of the Supreme Court 
in passing upon it, that it was taken with due notice and that the 
rates were properly fixed under it, I think his mind wil] be 
disposed to modify the opinion which he has to-day expressed; 
and if these words of amendment, such as seem now to meet 
and comport with the judgment of the Senator from Ohio | Mr. 
ForAKER], are added, the most scrupulous care of the rights of 
everybody will have been consummated in provisions which give 
them a perfect remedy—a remedy, in the first instance, to be 
represented by their attorneys, to have their witnesses heard, to 
have oaths applied, and to defend their testimony by all the 
adminicle of jurisprudence; then to have it certified, and then 
when the case comes before a court, to have it inspected and to 
allow any additional testimony which could not have 
gotten by due diligence before; and then, furthern 
here is where the Senator’s suggestion of lack of due process is 
fully met and completely defeated—any other evidence which 
the court may deem essential to the justness of the case, an 
he may add, if he pleases, “ due process of law.” 

It is simply, Mr. President, to put the hands of Congr 
this case and mold it by Congress so as to prevent delay, and 
the wit of man can not conceive of a rounder or a more « 
remedy than the carrier or any other party will thus possess. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, the proposition of th: 
from Virginia [Mr. Danrer] is based upon a false ass 
It is based upon the theory that transferring the consideration 
of a rate case from the Interstate Commerce Commis is In 
the nature of an appeal. lt is nothing of the kind. W lien the 
ease gets into the circuit court, it is an original suit, « ed 
there in the first instance. When such a suit is commenced !1 
the circuit court of the United States, there are only | } 
in which testimony can be taken. One is by oral testim and 
the other is by deposition. 

To my mind, the Senator from Virginia goes very far i! bs 
amendment. He goes to the verge of unconstitutionalit, U 
claring that whatever testimony is taken before the 1 ; 
Commerce Commission shall be deemed prima facie e\ e il 
the circuit court. It is possible that that may be ¢ 
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been 
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Senator 


when he goes a step further and undertakes in any wa: 
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t! urt as to what testimony they shall use or not use, and as | 
‘ t evidence a party to a suit shall use or not use, he clearly | 
s constitutional rights, and to that extent the provision 
» a nullity. 
ust that such an amendment as the Senator from Vir- 
is suggested will not be incorporated in the bill; at all 
‘ not the last amendment suggested by him. I trust the 
r will omit the latter part of his amendment. I can yote 
e first part of it, making the testimony taken before the | 


| tate Commerce Commission prima facie evidence; but | 
; he undertakes to limit the power of the circuit court as to 
stimony which shall be taken and used in a case being | 
in that court, he goes further than he is entitled to go 


CLARKE of Arkansas addressed the Senate. See Ap- 


1 1X 


\ IIALE. Unless some Senator is prepared to move to 
imn. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
FULTON. Mr. President—— 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine with- 
d his motion? 
‘ir. HALE. For the time being. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Oregon is recog- 


‘ir. FULTON. I do not intend—— 
‘ir. TILLMAN. Will the Senator yield to me to try to get 
eement? 

Mr. FULTON. I am not going to speak over three minutes, 

n I will yield. 
| do not intend to take up any time in discussing this question. 
I simply want to say that I am very clearly of the opinion, and 
I have been, that the carrier should be confined to the testimony | 
t before the Interstate Commerce Commission, unless it 
be shown that by the exercise of due diligence that testi- 
m y could not have been presented at the hearing. 

| wish to submit that the contention that this would not 





‘ them due process of law can not have any sound founda- 
t they have notice in advance that if they wish to offer 
further testimony when they get into court they must produce 
that testimony before the Commission. Will any Senator who 


utending that that would deny them due process of law 


t e that the legislative body might not require a party pro- | 
D ‘ to go into court to take his testimony by way of deposi- 
t or otherwise in advance, except in a case where he is | 
entitled to a trial by jury, and that by such a requirement he 
v | he denied due process of law? 

“ 


President, due process of law means, so far as judicial | 
gition is concerned, that the party shall have an oppor- 
tu o submit his case and the evidence to the court. He may 
be required to take that evidence in advance, but that is not de- 
I him due process of law. So I submit that the parties 
s | be required to produce their testimony before the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission, unless they can show some reason 
for not having done so. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I move that when the Senate 
adjourn to-night it be to meet at 10 o’clock on Monday morning. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina 

moves that when the Senate adjourns to-night it be to meet at 
10 o'clock on Monday morning. The question is on that motion. 








r. HALE. Mr. President 
Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will make it 11 o’clock. 
Mir. TILLMAN. Is the motion carried, Mr. President? 
Mr. HLALE. The motion is not carried, because it is not 
tood. Nobody knew what was going on. 
rILLMAN. I will restate it. I move that when the Sen- 
urns to-day it be to meet at 10 o’clock on Monday next. 
l11ALE. Does the Senator propose to follow that up? 
TILLMAN. I propose to follow it up, if the Senate will | 
t through, by asking for unanimous consent to vote 
we adjourn on Monday night. 
I1ALE. The Senator will not get that consent, and can 
Some of us have not taken twenty minutes of the 
time. There are provisions in this bill that are of most | 
iportance. Section 8, which deals with the construction 
Commission, is a section that I do not propose to be shut 
in discussing by any agreement which will call upon us 
finally before that section is reached. I am one of those 
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| are Senators here wanting to be heard who have not 


| been shut out and important considerations h 
| permitted to come before the body. Now, that is the result of 





| service. When that is done, half of the trouble about this whole 


matter will be ended, and the deliberations and the decisions of 
the Commission will carry weight as they have not heretof 


I say this without meaning to reflect upon the present Commis 
sion; but, I repeat, that too much time has been given here to 
the other end of the matter; and now we are asked to agree 


to a vote by which section 8 may not be reached at all, and the 
real thing in this bill—that is, to create a 


great Commlss 


| whose decisions and mandates shall carry effect with them, so 


that any court will hesitate before it interferes with them—ha 
not been touched on. Nobody has argued it, because we hay 
not reached it. I shall not consent, Mr. President, that any 
agreement shall be made that may cut off the consideration of 
what to me is of primal and profound importance in this matter, 
and that is the tribunal that initiates and first tries these cases. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I agree with the Senator from 
Maine that we have had a great deal of unnecessary talk and 
that we have devoted a great deal of time to trivial and unim- 
portant matters and there have been repetition and duplication 
of speeches. 

Mr. HALE. 
that. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not charging anybody, but I am try- 


ing to speak what I believe to be the truth, and that is that we 


Certainly the Senator can not charge me with 


| have had a great deal of unnecessary discussion on this bill on 


points that have been determined by the Senate over and over 
again. 

Mr. HALE. We have had nearly three months of what is 
called “ general debate,” and we have had a little more than a 
week of debate under the fifteen-minute rule, which was in- 
tended to give an opportunity to all Senators for fifteen-min- 
ute speeches. The time of the Senate under the fifteen-minute 
rule has been taken up by the half dozen Senators who did all 
the talking in the general debate. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I can not help that. I 
what I believe to be a fact. 

Mr. HALE. I will not rest passively under the imputation 
that there has been here a disposition, shared in by the Senate 
generally, to postpone or delay this measure. I am not a miser 
able sinner in that regard. I have not repeated. But there are 
things in this bill that I propose to take hold of and adjust, 
and I will not make any agreement or consent to an agreement 
that will cut me off and other Senators who feel as I do. The 


am merely stating 


yet been 
able to get the floor and be recognized. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am the last man to try to cut off anybody 
from speaking who wants to speak on this bill. If the Senator 
from Maine can suggest a method by which we can reach a 
vote on the amendments. I hope he will do so. There 
hundred of them, or such matter. -I do not know 
them will appear still-born and never be offered. The way we 
are going on we will be here another month If the Se 


are a 


OW many of 


I ‘nator 
from Maine will agree, or if I can get the Senate to agree, or if 
he will make a suggestion from his long experience as to how 
we may make progress more rapidly and not have the appe 


ance of dragooning the Senate, I should like him to do so. 
Mr. HALE. I will tell the Senator. He and I have bot! 
seen ironbound agreements made which were earried out 


accordance with their provisions, where many Sen 


s have never been 


| agreeing upon a time for taking the last vote 1 hope we may 
meet at 10 o’clock on Monday, and that before we adjourn we 
will have considered the things in this bill that are in 1 
minds of Senators and ought to be considered I will agre 
that so far as I am concerned I will not intrude by taking 
up any undue time of the Senate. But I am not willing n 

at this stage, under the very conditions that the Senator has 
described, of scores of amendments having been piled uj; d t 
having been considered, to agree upon a time when the fi 


possible. I will say to the Senator 
Mr. TILLMAN. I want to ask the Senator, and I 

Senate in connection with the Senator bhi 

if I should undertake, as the Senator i 


, 


shall be taken. On Monday I will help him to get tl 


assume the responsibility of asl x the S 
table amendments which to me seem t1 


a mere waste of time to discuss thing ( 
lieve that too much time has been spent in looking at | cussed and discussed and killed and killed and killed 1 killed, 
‘r end—the judicial end—of this question. | and yet we go on repeating, repeating, 1 ge, t 5 1 
nt a great Commission; I want to dignify it; I want to | and the Senate will back me up 
t of such importance and to pay it so much, that in every | Mr. HALE. The Senator need not ask me that question, be- 
where a member is appointed he shall be taken from | 


reuit, and shall be the first man in that circuit for this | 


cause I am the only Senator who thus far has had the temer 


ily 
to move to lay anything on the table. 


itors have 








6792 


Mr. TILLMAN. I have moved to lay a lot of amendments 
on the » but the Senate did not sustain me. 

Mr. HALI I had forgotten that. 

M ILLMAN. Therefore I have become very chary and 
ous and modest about repeating it. 
Mr. HALE. It is my idea that before we get to the deter- 
nation this business, in order to clear away the wreckage, 
to resort to the motion to lay on the table. 
MAN. Would the Senator call this book [exhibit- 

We have not gotten a third way through it. 

amendments are pending here, and the egotism, 
the word, or vanity of the men who have offered 
cause them to feel compelled to offer them and to 


tabl 


Ve 


TTT 


ii 


mean the subjects that have already been con- 
1 and voted on, and yet Senators try to renew them. I 
rec] We can get rid of that. 
TILLMAN. I was going to unanimous consent, but 
Maine h: ig notified that he will not 
being fixed, I will move that the Senate 


ie 
ask 
ving me 
, 


time 


btained the floor. 

fr. NEL I move to amend the motion—— 

Mr. LODGE. I thought I was recognized. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Massachusetts 

entitled to the floor. Does he yield to the Senator from 

GE. I want to say a word. 

DORICH. Is this a debatable question, Mr. President? 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not. The debate is proceed- 
nanimous consent. 

Very 


ILSON. I m 


ll; then I have nothing to say. 

yve to amend the motion of the Senator 
a by changing it from 10 to 11 o’clock. 
RESIDENT. The Senator from Minnesota moves 
! i tl ition of the Senator from South Carolina to the 
ef t that hen the Senate adjourns to-day it be to meet at 11 
10 o’clock on Monday. 

agreed to. 

led was agreed to. 


to lay on the table 


we 


iment was 


ament 


was made by 


" 


withdrew his motion. 

‘standing that the amendment of 
m rinia shall go over until Monday. 

i. I move that the Senate adjourn. 

as agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 52 minutes 
‘ned until Monday, May 14, 1906, at 11 








SENATE. 


Monpnay, May 14, 1906. 


, ] l- 

o’clock a. 
; 7 ; 

I er by the Chaplain, Rev. 


retary proceeded to 


m. 

EDWARD E. HALE. 

read the Journal of the proceed- 
on 
further reading was dispensed with. 


u Lime consent, tl 
The Journal stands approved. 


h-PRESIDENT. 
PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


SSIDENT presented a memorial of Post J, In- 

Protective Association of America, of 
ionstrating against the passage of the so- 
bill; which was referred to the Committee 

Post-Roads. 

petitions of sundry citizens of New 

1 Yonkers, all in the State of New York, 

izens of Sidney, Nebr., praying for the enact- 

visla 1iove the duty on denaturized alcohol; 

which were ‘erred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. NELSON. I present memorial relating to the rate bill, 

ead and lie on the table. 
jection, the memorial was read and ordered 


avelers 


} oat 


( L’Ost-U) anda 


as ond 7 £ 
sented 


ane 
cit 


St. Paun, MINN., May 12, 1906. 


Senate, Washington, D. C.: 


ipathy with the main features of the 
t the interstate-commerce act, but I desire to 


the proposed amendment imposing fine 


nd agents of railway companies for al- 
be inflicted upon presidents 


penalties can never 
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request of Mr. KEAN, and by | 





May 14, 








and high officials of 160,000 miles of railways of this country, y . 
in New York and do not deal directly with rates, while their , 
for more reyenue will induce some freight agent on a salary d 
or four thousand dollars a year to grant a rebate. Make tix 
as high as you please against the railway company. This is 
way to reach the railway czars and grand dukes. The per a 
imprisonment was in existence for many years and only one n 
poor freight agent trying to support his family on a meager : 
was imprisoned. ’ 
A. B. Sri : 
Mr. BURNHAM presented a memorial of the New FE id 
Hardware Dealers’ Association, remonstrating against tl sg 
sage of the so-called “ parcels-post ” bill; which was refe to 
the Committee on Post-Offices and Post-Roads. 

He also presented a petition of the national commi n 
legislation, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Odent i 
| praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict immie 
ferred to the Committee on Immigration. 

a petition of the legislative co 
for the enactment of legislation for the relief of shipke: ut 
Mare Island Navy-Yard, Cal.; which was referred to t! 
mittee on Claims. 

Mr. BURROWS presented a petition of the Unity « of 

Linsing. Mich., praying that an appropriation be mad: a 


scientific investigation into the industrial conditions of wo) 
in the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. : 

He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of J s0n 
Webberville, Springport, Hemlock, Big Rapids, Azalia, L ng. 
Detroit, Cadillac, Sault Ste. Marie, Grand Rapids, McBrides. 
Gobleville, Alto, Manton, Mosherville, Ludington, Cedar Spr 


which was r 
He also presented 
American Federation of Labor, of Washington, D. C., 


Fremont, Hope, Almont, and Adrian, all in the State of M 1 
praying for the enactment of legislation to remove the on 
denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the Committee on 


Finance. 


Mr. WARNER presented pet*tions of sundry citizens of St, 


Louis, Shawneetown, Raymore, Meadville, Adrian, G Ty, 
Fredericktown, Maryville, Galena, Arcola, Kansas City, Lebanon, 
Oregon, Green Ridge, Tarkio, Clinton, Linneus, Sedalia, Bluft- 
ton, Grand View, Carthage, and Nixa, all in the State of Mis- 
souri, and of sundy citizens of Pittsburg, Pa.; Chic: Ill. : 
Somerville, Mass., and New Orleans, La., praying for th t. 
| ment of legislation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol: 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
Mr. GAMBLE presented a memorial of the Black H Dis 
trict Medical Society, of Deadwood, S. Dak., remo y 
| against the adoption of a certain amendment to the | 
; “ pure-food bill; ” which was ordered to lie on the tabl 
Hie also presented memorials of sundry citizens of Sioux 
Falls, Yankton, Mitchell, and Woonsocket, all in the St f 
South Dakota, and of sundry citizens of Chicago, IIl., l St. 
Paul, Minn., remonstrating against the adoption of an 
ment to the railroad rate bill to prohibit the issuance « 
to railroad employees and their families; which were or 
lie on the table. 
Mr. HEMENWAY presented petitions of the Versa Re- 
publican, of Versailles; of the Young Business Men’s ‘ , of 


Terre Haute; of the Studebaker Brothers’ Manufacturi 
pany, of South Bend, and of Stony Point Grange, 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Stony Point, all in the State of 
diana, praying for the removal of the internal-revenue c on 
denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the Commi on 
Finance. 

He also presented a petition of Golden Rule Council 
Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Wins! 
praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict imm 
which was referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of t! 
byterian Church of Kingston, Ind., and a petition of th 
gation of the First Presbyterian Church of Hamnx [nd., 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to the Co 0 
to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to the ¢ 
on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of Crescent City Cou NO. 
14, United Commercial Travelers of America, of Ey e, 

Ind., and .a memorial of Post J, Indiana Division T ; 

Protective Association, of Evansville, Ind., 

against the passage of the so-called “ parcels-post bill; h 
were referred to the Committee on Post-Offices and Pos 
He also presented petitions of sundry citizens of E\ 
Lafayette, Linton, Muncie, Jonesboro, Bristol, Logansp 


remo is 


gate, Ashley, Bicknell, Walkerton, Madison, Elwood, W: 1, 
Pittsboro, Hartford, Shelbyville, St. Paul, Rockport, * s 
ville, and Dale, all in the State of Indiana, praying : 
adoption of an amendment to the postal laws relating | VS 





1906. 
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5 ee 
r publications; which were referred to the Committee on | 
Offices and Post-Roads. ve ; | Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Comniittee on P 
GALLINGER presented a petition of the Trades League | were referred the following bills, reported them sever with 
ludelphia, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation out amendment, and submitted reports thet 
ove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which was referred | 








REPORTS OF COMMITTEES 


° A bill (S. 5924) to extend the pro. { 
Committee on Finance. bounty-land laws to the officers and enlisted 1 , and 
also presented a petition of the Eclectic Club, of New | cers and men of the boat companies, of the Florid 
City, N. Y., praying for the enactment of legislation to 


Indian war; 
A bill (H. R. 10177) granting a pensio 
A bill (H. R. 16566) i 

|} man V. White; 


ian: which was ordered to lie on the table. 


} 
late the employment of child labor in the District of co. | 
. also presented the petition of R. W. Walker, of Washing- | 


Dp. C., praying that an appropriation be made to construct| 4 pill (H. R. 16648) granting an increase of 
d east of the Zoological Park and connecting with Adams | B. Teetor : = 
‘oad, to be called Park avenue; which was referred to the | A bill (H. R. 16699) granting an inet ne 1 
( ittee on Appropriations. | P. Chandler ; 
also presented a petition of the Inter-Municipal Re-| 4 pill (H. R. 16749) granting an increase of pel n to H 
Committee, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the en- A. Jones: el 5 
nt of legislation to regulate the keeping of employment A bill (H. R. 17654) grantine ‘ 1 
es in the District of Columbia where fees are charged | nah J. K. Thomas: 
‘ocuring employment of situations; which was referred to; «A hill (H. R. 17938) erantine an ine a oe 4 in Fi 
Committee on the District of Columbia. | riet E. Vandine: ' ; 
ir. KNOX presented petitions of Blue Mountain Lodge, No.| 4 bill (H. R. 17950) granting an increase of 1 
( Brotherhood of Railroad Trainmen, of Marysville; of | w. Hager: 
( No. 714, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Globe 


A bill (H. R. 18175) 
| miah Van Riper; and 

A bill CH. R. 17971) granting an increase of pensi J 
| G. Wall. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on P¢ 


J. E. Hoffman, of Tower City; W. H. Price, of Aristes; ae Se ee 

lloutz, of Aristes; W. F. Welker, of Tower City; Wil 
Weand, of Philadelphia; Camp No. 151, Patriotic Order 
of America, of Freeburg; Camp No. 38, Patriotic Order 


of America, of Aristes; Pennsylvania State Camp, Pa-| were referred the following bills. reported ; 
Order Sons of America, of Clearfield; Camp No. 87, | amendments, and submitted reports ther 
ic Order Sons of America, of Annville; Council No. 255, A bill (S. 6063) granting an incr f 1 . 
Order United American Mechanics, of Suterville: Wil-| jivan: and 
Searer, of Tower City; Council No. 1, Junior Order United | 4 pill (S. 6039) granting an increase of pension to G 
\neriean Mechanics, of Germantown; and C. W. Biddinger, of | Gardner. . 
ton, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en-| Mr. TALIAFERRO, from the Committee on Ps 
ent of legislation to restrict immigration; which were re-| were referred the following bills. reported 
i to the Committee on Immigration. | amendment, and submitted reports there 
also presented petitions of sundry citizens of Hunting;| A bill (S. 6027) granting a pension to H 
citizens of Indiana; Methodist Protestant Church of | and 
‘ighton; sundry citizens of New Brighton; sundry citi-| A bill (H. R. 18032) granting an increas . 
Allegheny; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of H. Scott. 
tead; Woman’s Home Missionary Society, Methodist Mr. McCUMBER., from the C¢ 
al Church, of Pittsburg; J. W. Grantham, of Scottdale; | were referred the following bill te 
irrie M. Reed, of Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsyl- | an amendment. and submitted r ' ! 
praying for the enactment of legislation conditioning A bill (S. 5808) granting an 


propriation to the Jamestown Exposition on the closing | ton 
zates of the exposition on Sunday; which were referred 
Select Committee on Industrial Expositions. 


Brockman ; 
A bill (S. 453) granting an incre f pens to ( Kk. 
; and 


| Green; 





so presented petitions of W. W. Gilcrist, of Philadelphia ; A bill (S. 4379) granting an increase of | on t 
Edith Leavenworth, of Harrisburg; the Right Rev. | Knight. 
\ Mackay-Smith, of Philadelphia, all in the State of Penn Mr. McCUMBER, from the ¢ t | 
a, praying for the enactment of legislation providing for | was referred the bill (S. 3261) granting 
‘eservation of Niagara Falls on the American side; which | to Charles B. Town, reported it with am« $ 
‘erred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. | a report thereon. 
iso presented petitions of the Allegheny County Woman's | He also, from the same committee, to } ( 
( an Temperance Union, of Pittsburg; J. F. Bucher, of | the following bills, reported them severally yw 
\ esburg; Charles Spiegel, of Germantown; Dr. William | and submitted reports thereon 
M. ] ley, of Altcona; Rev. Edward Berger, of Susquehanna; | A bill (S. 4171) granting an increase of 
Findlay Clay Pot Company, of Washington; Rev. W. J. | Bovee: 
( 1, of Allegheny, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray- | A bill (H. R. 128% 
an investigation of the charges made and filed against} A bill (H. R. 13991) zg g 
Reep Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which} H. Dixon: 
referred to the Committee on Privileges and Elections. A bill (H. R. 16255) g i east 4 
ilso presented petitions of the East Whiteland Presby- | S. Brand 
hurech, of Frazier; Woman’s Home Missionary Society A bill (H. R. 170385) g1 y al 
agton Presbyterian Church, of Abington; Huntingdon | Smith; 
Presbyterian Church, of Huntingdon Valley; Presby-| <A bill (HW. R. 17373) granting an eas 
Church of Elwood City; First Presbyterian Church of | liam T. Stott: and 
Chester; Second Presbyterian Church of Butler; Woman’s A bill (H. BR. 18158) granting a pension to ( 
Missionary Society, Presbyterian Church, of Media; the | Mr. SMOOT, from the Commit on Pt 
n’s Club of Media; First Presbyterian Church of Marien- | referred the ] lls, ed 
Second Presbyterian Church of Wyalusing, all in the | amendment, d rej s tl 
Pennsylvania, praying for the adoption of an amend- A bill (HA. nting nere 
to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy; which were re- | B. Guthrie: 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. A bill (H. R. 1784 i 
also presented petitions of the Union Centenary Auxiliary | uel Watkins: 
Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Methodist A bill (H.R. 17771) g 
pal Church of Etna, the Woman’s Home Missionary So- | Williams: 
of the Methodist Episcopal Church of Wilkinsburg, and A bill (H. R. 1771 
Woman’s Home Missionary Society of the Methodist Episco- | Dietz: 
Church of Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pray A bill (11. R. 16783) g : I 
t the direction of the schools of Alaska be left with the | W. Kirkpatr : 
1 of Education; which were referred to the Committee on A bill (TH. R. 16423) gr: ng an incl @ nsion to An 
tories | drew J. Roe: 








A bill (H. R. 16898) granting an increase of pension to David 
nd 
ll (H. R. 15032) granting a pension to Milton Diehl. 
BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 


was referred the bill (S. 6) granting an increase of pension to 
Illa N. Ilarvey, reported it with amendments, and submitted 
a report thereon. 

Iie also, from the same committee, to whom were referred 


the following bills, reported them each with an amendment, and 
submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 5728) granting an increase of pension to Emery 
Wyman; and 

A bill 
Moody. 

Mr. BURNHAM, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom 
were referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
out amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 

A bill (S. 1428) granting an increase of pension to Daniel 
Lamprey ; 
A bill (S. 1664) granting an increase of pension to Elizabeth 
W. Bailey; 
A bill (S. 16295) granting an increase of pension to Laurence 
Foley ; 

A bill (H. R. 16704) granting a pension to Lucy C. Strout; 

A bill (H. R. 17175) granting an increase of pension to An- 
drew E. Kinney ; 


tt 


4550) 


(>. 


granting an increase of pension to Henry 


L. 


A bill (1. R. 17548) granting a pension to David J. Bentley ; 

A bill (H. R. 17736) granting an increase of pension to Jose- 
phine’B. Phelon ; 

A bill (H. R. 17797) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
bur IF. Lane; 

A bill (H. R. 17939) granting an increase of pension to Rob- 


ert A. Seaver ; 

A bill (H. R. 18075) 
E. Kingston; and 

A bill (H. R. 18149) granting an increase of pension to S. 
Horace Perry. 

Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Pacific Islands and 
Porto Rico, to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 18445) to 
amend the act to provide a government for the Territory of 
Hawaii, approved April 30, 1900, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 
referred the following bills, reported them each with an amend- 
ment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 4790) granting an increase of pension to Edward W. 
Smith ; 

A bill ( 


granting an increase of pension to Anna 


S. 3697) granting an increase of pension to Sarah A. 


Petherbridge; and 

A bill (S. 2728) granting an increase of pension to Louisa 
Carr. 

Mr. SCOTT, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom were 


referred the following bills, reported them severally without 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon : 
A bill (H. R. 1133) granting a pension to Mary Lockard; 


A bill (H. R. 8479) granting an increase of pension to Nellie 
A. Batchelder: 

A bill (H. R. 16751) granting an increase of pension to Sam- 
uel Hough; 

A bill (H. R. 17361) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
garet McGilfin ; 

A bill (2H. R. 17480) granting an increase of pension to 
Charles P. Lord; 

A bill (H. R. 17788) granting a pension to Charles E. Benson; 

A bill (H. R. 17880) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 
liam R. Snell; 

A bill (H. R. 18054) granting an increase of pension to Stew- 
art J. Donnelly; 

A bill (H. R. 18094) granting an increase of pension to Wil- 

am G. Melick; and 

\ bill (H. R. 18825) granting an increase of pension to John 
W. Schofield. 

Mr. PILES, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 4811) granting a pension to Mae Spauld- 
ing ported it with an amendment, and submitted a report 
Hy, 

| from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
fol ig bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 

1 re rts thereon: 

‘ | (S. 6024) granting an increase of pension to Franklin 
] B 

\ | (S. 1510) granting an increase of pension to Byron 
Kk. M 

A] (li. R. 18077) granting an increase of pension to James 
S. Pri 
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A bill (H. R. 16586) granting an increase of pension to \ 
liam Mattison; 

A bill (H. R. 16629) granting 
Stoeckig ; 

A bill (H. R. 16630) granting an increase of pension to | 
Dumont; 

A bill (H. R. 17268) granting an increase of pension ¢ 
Charles L. Westfall; 

A bill (H. R. 17333) granting an increase of pension to }o<- 
W. Hoff ; : 

A bill (H. R. 17996) granting an increase of pension to | 
Wells; and 

A bill (H. R. 18393 


an increase of pension to | 


A Ss 


granting an increase of pension to ).y; l 


F. Crouch. 

Mr. GEARIN, from the Committee on Pensions, to wiom ‘ 
referred the following bills, reported them severally yw rut 
amendment, and submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (H. R. 16824) granting an increase of pension to Jayyoc 


Waskom; 

A bill (H. R. 17162) granting an increase of pension to Spo; 
Ruddick ; 

A bill (H. R. 17178) granting an increase of pension ¢ 
Thomas J. Davis; 

A bill (H. R. 17826) granting a pension to Winey A. Lindsi 
and 

A bill (H. R. 18157) granting a pension to James J. Winkler 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to whim, 
was referred the bill (H. R. 15078) granting to the Ocean Shore 
Railway Company a right of way for railroad purposes across 
Pigeon Point Light-House Reservation, in San Mateo County, 
Cal., reported it without amendment. : 

Mr. HOPKINS, from the Committee on Commerce, to wo) 
was referred the bill (S. 6004) to provide an American revister 
for the steam yacht Waturus, reported it with an amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. ALGER, from the Committee on Pensions, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 5022) granting an increase of pension to 
Henry 8. Olney, reported it with an amendment, and subwwitted 
a report thereon. 

He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 
bill (S. 4846) granting an increase of pension to William EF. 
Holloway, reported it with amendments, and submitted a report 


? 


thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom were referred the 
following bills, reported them severally without amendment, and 


submitted reports thereon: 

A bill (S. 1448) granting an increase of pension to Hiram ¢. 
Clark ; 

A bill (H. R. 15486) granting a pension to William IH. 
Carpenter ; 

A bill (H. R. 16284) granting an increase of pension to George 
Rogers ; 

A bill (H. R. 16285) granting an increase of pension to Henry 
Johnson ; 

A bill (H. R. 
garet Haynes; 
A bill (H. R. 

Selden; and 
A bill (H. R. 


M. 


17592) granting an increase of pension to Mar- 
18147) granting an increase of pension to Perry 
F. 
18169) granting a pension to Margaret Stevens. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. FRYE, introduced a bill (S. 6150) to authorize the ap 
pointment of Joshua L. Chamberlain, late a brigadier and brevet 
major-general of volunteers, to be a brigadier-genera! the 
Army on the retired list; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying papers, referred to the Commitice ou 
Military Affairs. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6151) granting an incr of 
pension to Mark Ham; which was read twice by its tit nd 
referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6152) concerning licensed officers 
of sail vessels; which was read twice by its title, and r ‘ed 
to the Committee on Commerce. 

Mr. HEMENWAY introduced a bill (S. 6153) granti! 
crease of pension to William F. Browning; which w read 
twice by its title, and referred to the Committee on Pen 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6154) granting an inc of 
pension to Edwin Freeman; which was read twice by i - 
and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6155) granting an | se 
of pension to Samuel H. Davis; which was read twic 8 
title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to t! m- 
mittee on Pensions. 

Mr. PENROSE introduced the following bills; which were 








] 


I lis, deceased, and the estate of Jacob F. Sheaffer, deceased 
(with accompanying paper). 

\ir. PENROSE introduced a bill (S. 6162) granting a pen- | 
‘ to Matilda Kuhn; which was read twice by itis title, and, | 
\ the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee on 
Pensions. 

WETMORE introduced a bill (S. 6163) granting an in- 
crease of pension to William H. Westcott; which was read twice 
hy its title, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to the 
( mittee on Pensions. 

\Ir. DUBOIS. I regret that my colleague [Mr. Heypurn] is 
( ill, and I am sure the Senate shares in that regret. I fear 
I vill not be able to be here during the remainder of the 

on. In his behalf I introduce a bill. 
rhe bill (S. 6164) granting an increase of pension to Julius 
S. Cuendet was read twice by its title, and, with the accompany- 
ing paper, referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CARTER introduced a bill (S. 6165) granting to Beaver 
Lodge, Independent Order of Odd Fellows, of Ekalaka, Mont., 
certain lands for public cemetery purposes; which was read 
t by its title, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 


G06. 


rally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Com- 
» on Claims: 

bill (S. 6156) for the relief of George W. Schroyer (with 
npanying paper) ; 

nill (S. 6157) for the relief of S. K. Yundt; 

. bill OS. 6158) for the relief of John G. Stauffer & Son; 

bill (S. 
seized on account of bearing counterfeit stamps (with ac- 
anying paper) ; 


\ bill (S. 6160) for the relief of the Columbia National Bank, 


jumbia, Pa. (with accompanying paper); and 
, bill (S. 6161) for the relief of the estate of David B. 


NAVAL STATION, KEY WEST, FLA. 


Mr. TALIAFERRO submitted an amendment proposing to ap- 
ropriate $94,200 for dredging and filling in and other improve- 
nts at the naval station at Key West, Fla., intended to be 
posed by him to the naval appropriation bill; which was re- 


“1 to the Committee on Naval Affairs, and ordered to be | 


ted. 


SCHOOLS IN ALASKA, 


Mr. 
ch was referred to the Committee on Appropriations: 
by the Senate 
» Secretary of the Interior is hereby authorized to use, at his 
m, for the native schools and reindeer enterprises in Alaska, the 
ided balance of “ the license fund for schools outside of incor- 
d towns in Alaska,’ which was collected for schools in Alaska 
s to January 27, 1905, the same being, after outstanding obliga- 
are paid, $6,221.84, and is hereby appropriated for such purpose. 


PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 
\ message from the President of the United States, by Mr. 
I’. BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that the Presi- 
had approved and signed the following acts: 
May 11: 


7 
ved 


On 


S.2140. An act to authorize the Postmaster-General to dispose 





iseless papers in post-offices ; 
S. 3436. An aet to provide for the settlement of a claim of the 
1 States against the State of Michigan for moneys held by 


State as trustee for the United States in connection with 
St. Marys Falls Ship Canal; and 
2083. An act granting to the Chicago, Milwaukee and St. 


tailway Company, of Montana, a right of way through the 
Keogh Military Reservation, in Montana, and for other 
May 12: 
1975. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary E. 
“01. An act to withhold from sale a portion of Fort Brady 
ry Reservation at Sault Ste. Marie, Mich. ; 
An act to amend section 4348 of the Revised Statutes, 
hing great coasting districts of the United States; 
An act to provide for the removal of derelicts and 
ing dangers to navigation ; 

0. An act to authorize the South and Western Railroad 

y to construct bridges across the Clinch River and the 
n River, in the States of Virginia and Tennessee; and 
SJ1. An act to authorize the South and Western Railway 
ny to construct bridges across the Clinch River and the 
n River, in the States of Virginia and Tennessee. 


in. 


lovat 
Ont 


REGULATION OF 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished business. 


RAILROAD RATES. 
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6159) for the relief of parties from whom cigars | 


TELLER submitted the following concurrent resolution, | 


(the House of Representatives concurring), | 


The morning business is closed, and | 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, res 
sideration of the bill (H. R. 12987) to 


umed the con 


} 
| amend an act entitled 


| “An act to regulate commerce,” approved February 4, 1887, and 
all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The pending question is on’ the 

amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dante! 

| Which will be stated. 

| The Secrerary. On page 17 of the bill, after the word 

| “ courts,” the last word in the amendment offered by the Se 


tor from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and agreed to, insert: 


In any such suit the bill or other complaint shall be accompanied 


pal y 
| @ full copy of the record made on the hearing of the case before e 
| Interstate Commerce Commission, and of all the testimony t ! 
| which shall be certified and furnished by the Commission to the ) 

| plainant, on demand. Any party to such suit may introduce original 
evidence in addition to the transcript of the evidence furnished by t 

| Commission: Provided, That it is such evidence as could not have been 
| obtained by due diligence while the case was before the Interstate Com 
} merce Commission, or is such as the court may deem essential to the 
| justice of the case. 

Mr. DANIEL. I desire to withdraw the last sentence in the 
| amendment, as to what the court may deem essential to the 


justice of the case. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the modi- 
fication made by the Senator from Virginia. 






Mr. DANIEL. I will ask that the amendment be read, and 
| then I will indicate it. 
| The Secretary read as follows: 

In any such suit the bill or other complaint shall be accompanied by 
; 2 full copy of the record made on the hearing of the case before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and of all the testimony therein 
| which shall be certified and furnished by the Commission to the com 
} plainant on demand. Any party to such suit may introduce original 
| evidence in addition to the transcript of the evidence furnished by the 
Commission: Provided, That it is such evidence as could not hs e 
| obtained by due diligence while the case was before the Interst: Com 
merce Commission, or is such as the court may deem essential to the 


justice of the case. 
| Mr. DANIEL. I ask leave to leave out the words “ or is such 
as the court may deem essential to the justice of the case.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
ment as modified by the Senator from Virginia. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to modify the proposed amend- 
|} ment by striking out the following words at the end thereof. 


Or is such as the court may deem essential to the 


ustice of the se 


| Mr. DANIEL. I ask leave to withdraw those words. I 
think I have the right to withdraw them. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia has a 


right to withdraw them. 
Mr. DANIEL. Now, an explanation is due to the Senate. I 
was about to observe that the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. Foraker] 
is not in his seat, and I did not wish this matter acted on 
his absence. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio is present. 
Mr. DANIEL. I was delaying hoping he would be here. I 
see the Senator has now come in. 

I beg leave to state to the Senate that we 
this body the amendment that was being 
urday afternoon, when in answer to a suggestion of t! 
from Ohio I assented to the addition of the words which I 

| ask to withdraw, and I will state my reasons for 


in 


have 
nsidered late Sat 


how el 


doing so. 











What is desired, Mr. President, is that the evidence that is 
fully taken in a case shall not be taken a second time, and if 
this amendment shall be adopted I! shall offer the following 
amendment to consummate the plan of which it is a p 

In any hearing before the Commission under this . ¢ +] 
acts aforesaid, the parties thereto shall fully é ‘ 
mony that may be procured by reasonable <« a ; 
ceeding in equity or otherwise to set aside ! 1 
by the Commission as unjust and : unreason no other i . 
shall be heard by the court saving only s 1 evider as : 
offering the same may show to the court vy 1 er afliday . i 
not have been obtained and submitted by reasonable dilig 
the Interstate Commerce Commission 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the S« 
from Virginia that he is at entire liberty to make s 
eation of his amendment as he desires 

Mr. DANIEL. Then, having withdrawn those words, I will 
propose this amendment instead of I | 
offered. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virgin N 
draws his amendment heretofore proposed and 
ment which will be read by the Secretary 

The Secrerary. In lieu of the matter intended to be proposed 
insert the following: 

In any hearing bef t c I ion 1 
acts aforesaid the | tes thereto sl! fu 
mony that may be procured by reasonable dilige i 
ing in equity or otherwise to set ide and am d 
Commission as unjust and as unreasonable no other evid 


| heard by the court, saving only such evidence as the 
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Court, that they will not regard the question as one of . 
tutionality unless it is so unreasonable as to be unjust , 
sense of not rendering just compensation, and that is © ; 
“ le to the present framework of the Allison amendmen But 
am very willing to leave out the words “and as unreas ble” 


— will do so. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will modi! 
amendment as requested by the Senator from Virginia 
Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator fro; vi> 
ginia a question ye he takes his seat. 7 
Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Under the bill as it is framed now, 4 not 
| the Commission have the privilege, on proper evidenc nie 


presented to it, to modify or make a new order? ‘i 

Mr. DANIEL. I can not hear the Senator’s question 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, we are unable to find { xt 
the Senator from Virginia is proposing to amend. He ee 
of page 17. I suppose that is the end of the Allison ame: 
but I have not any print before me from which I ean se 

Mr. DANIEL. It has just been offered this mornii eu 
of the amendment which we debated Saturday aftern 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio «& to 
know at what point the amendment comes in. 

Mr. FORAKER. At what point in the text? 

The Secretary. After the word “ courts,” the last l in 


the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. Arr 
son] and already agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. That we can not get. Nobody see 
able to identify that amendment and furnish it to Sen at 
their desks. I have been asking for it ever since this debate 


; commenced. 





| that has been discovered, 


Mr. HOPKINS. Now, 
Senator from Virginia. 
If an order is made by the Commission under the )b is it 


I should like to put my question to the 


is now framed, the Commission has the power of m 1g 
that order or of setting it aside, has it not? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If that be so, why, then, provide that new 


evidence can go before the court? If the carrier has « ce 
or that it has been able to | 1ce 
since the order of the Commission was made, why not 1 ‘it 
to go before the Commission with that new evidence on 

cation for a modification of the order instead of going the 
court with the new evidence? 

Mr. DANIEL. My impression is that the Senate has ly 
voted down an amendment of that sort, but that alr he 
carrier has the right to ask for a modification of the order and 
to adduce new testimony. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Yes. Now, the point I am making 

Mr. DANIEL. But if the carrier should go to the cou . 

Mr. HOPKINS. That would exclude the idea that 1 ourt 
at any time will ever have a different record before 
question of the order of the Commission than the « 
which was before the Commission. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is just the purpose of it. The 
of it is to exclude the court from hearing new testimony which 
the parties could have adduced before the Interstate erce 
Commission and purposely did not; and to meet an eyil ich 
the Supreme Court has, as I have repeated here three 
times, frequently pointed out, the failure of the carriers to use 


their evidence before the Commission and develop it r the 
first time after they have brought a suit in equity in co 
Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to suggest to the Senator from \ 


ginia that if the amendment as now framed is adopte 
permit the court, under certain conditions, to hear an 
different case than the one committed to the Commissio 





Mr. DANIEL. Only in those cases in wiich they « d 
due diligence to put in their testimony and afterward und 
some other testimony which they could not at that tim 

Mr. HOPKINS. Now, is it not better-—— 

Mr. DANIEL. In such cases it is a matter of grac the 
carrier. 

Mr. HOPKINS. But is it not better when that e\ e is 
discovered to require the carrier to go to the Comm in- 
stead of to the court and ask for a modification of t 
rather than to take it to court to have the order set asid ' 

Mr. DANIEL. I would be very glad to do that. If t bill 
contemplated that, I would be very glad to vote for it. 

Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair will state that the time 


| of the Senator from Virginia has expired. 


£9 ( to tl c t proper affidavits could not have been 
‘ l itted reasonable diligence before the Interstate 
{ ‘ I 

Mr. DANII Mr. President, one of the great objects sought to 

be « d by the shipping people of the United States, whom we 

‘ ivor to subserve in this measure, is a prompt and a 
full hearing of their cause, How to obtain both is now a most im- 
object to the Senate. One of the main causes of delay 
i n, as the Supreme Court has time and again remarked, 
1 putting in of small testimony by the carriers before the 
Interstate Commerce Commission and developing the full testi- 
I ter tl had gotten into court 

The Senator from Maine [Mr ALI 2] said on girs after- 
noon that instead of looking so much, too much, to court review 
he thought we ought to look more to upbuilding the Commission. 
The very object of this amendment is to build up the Commis- 

n. He says that we propose to make the Commission a more 
powerful and a more dignified body than it has been heretofore. 
All the more does it behoove us, therefore, to attac h more im- 
} nee to what they have done and not to allow it to be re- 

ded nonentity, as has been the case heretofore 
Ss tor from Minnesota [Mr. Nexeaitt suggests that this 
isa ll of equity that we are legislating concerning, and not an 
appeal, and so I think was suggested also by the junior Senator 
from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. 

There are three cases in the Supreme Court in which this 
very question has been gone over. The one is the case of the 
Cherokee Land Scrip, where a procedure was styled as a “ bill’ 

was treated as a bill in equity. Another is a case of the 
California land grants, where the procedure was made by peti- 
1 and t called a bill in equity. Another is the case of 
Duell before the Patent Office, in which appeals were declared 
to lie from the administrative procedures in the Patent Office to 
the courts. Congress has complete jurisdiction to regulate the 
practice nd orders of procedure of courts of equity. 

Mr. FULTON Mr. President 

The VIt PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Oregon? 

Mr. DANIEL. In one ment. The Supreme Court, under 

thority from Congress, has put ninety-four new rules of equity 

ctice of the inferior courts under our authority and 
) tutional jurisdiction of its own. What we rec- 
end re is simply a matter of practice, and, as shown by | 
Si t f Oregon [Mr. Furton], who is now upon his 
t remarks on Saturday last, it is entirely legiti- 
l-known orders of judicial and legislative pro- 
* the Senate is really in mind and desirous to aid the 
f this 1 to get an early and a full hearing of 
( thod to obtain that good end. If the 
{ mm upon this system of review, which } 
ig to modify through some most advantageous | 
lesirable elements of the Allison amendment, it will suc- 
( ch hout the necessity of shearing any court of 
t gitimate jurisdiction or raising any question of | 
\ of doubtful use 
. FULTON. I wish to ask the Senator a question, if he 
I will premise my question with the statement 
t! ) is the principle of requiring testimony to be ad- 
d l be e the Commission is concerned, — all the testi- 
par by the exercise of reasonable diligence can 
n in sympathy with him; but I call the Senator’s 
to tl fact that his amendment provides—I am not 
e exact uage, but that is the effect—that in any 
or proceeding to set aside the order of the Commission on 
t 1 th it is unjust and unreasonable the party shall 
do < It seems to me that that amendment would di- 
? uth the review of an order of the Commission on 
ben: ot id that it was unjust and unreasonable, and thus go 
to the q f reviewing the discretion of the Commission. 

Mr. DA ] | the Secretary to again read the last 

hich I « 

S sry. After the word “ courts,” on page 17, insert: 

I ! the Commission under this act or any of the 

ereto shall fully adduce all of their testi 

e pl ired by reasonable diligence, and in any pro 

0 » to set aside and annul the rates fixed by 

as unreasonable no other evidence shall 

( { z only such evidence as the party offering 

) the court by proper affidavits could not have been 

1 ted by reasonable diligence before the Interstate 

{ | 

DANIEI Mr. President, I am perfectly willing to leave | 
rds “and as unreasonable,” as the Senator has sug- | 

d I am using the terms “unjust” and “ unreasonable ” 

is they have been explained by the decisions of the Supreme 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I will state in rep! 
inquiry of the Senator from Illinois that it is my unde! S 
that the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Foiierre) int! rd 


Senator 


an amendment involving the procedure to which the 








1906. 


fr Illinois refers and which he approves, and that that 
= nent was lost; but it is a very proper amendment. 
HOPKINS. I will say to the Senator from Nevada that 
' endment is an entirely different proposition from the one 
xs now pending. As I understand it, it was not put in the 
at I suggested to the Senator from Virginia. 
POONER and Mr. LA FOLLETTE addressed the Chair. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The senior Senator from Wisconsin. 
OONER. I yield to my colleague. 
\ FOLLETTE. If it is in order, I wish to offer a substi- 
i r the pending amendment. | 
VICE-PRESIDENT. It is in order. The junior Senator 
\Visconsin moves a substitute, which will be read. 
SecrerTaRY. After the word “ courts,” on page 17, insert: 


e trial of any action brought to set aside or modify any 
by the Commission under this section a copy of the evidence 

i by the plaintiff upon motion made upon behalf of the Com- 
ill be transmitted to the Commission, and the court shall 
- proceedings in such action for fifteen days from the date 
nsmission. Upon the receipt of such evidence the Commis- | 

ider the same, and may alter, modify, amend, or reseind 
relating to such rate or rates, fares, charges, classification, 
regulation, practice, or service complained of in said 

{ shall report its action thereon to said court within ten days 

eceipt of such evidence. 

Commission shall rescind its order complained of, the action 
missed; if it shall alter, modify, or amend the same, such | 
lified, or amended order shall take the place of the original 
ained of, and judgment shall be rendered thereon as though | 
e Commission in the first instance. If the original order 
» rescinded or changed by the Commission, judgment shall 

d upon such original order. 


HALE. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves to 
substitute proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin [ Mr. 
LA | ETTE] on the table. 

LA FOLLETTE. On that I will ask for the yeas and 


rates, 


Mr. President, I move to lay the amendment on 





fr. HOPKINS. I wish to know if the Senator from Maine 
ispend that motion until we can hear from the Senator 

off ¢ the substitute? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 

f yeas and nays? 

is and nays were ordered. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the roll. 
Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 
OVERMAN. Mr. President, I ask 
ad. 

\LDRICH, Mr. FRYE, and others. Too late! | 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
OveRMAN] rose before a response had been made to the 
The Secretary will again state the proposed amend- 


Is there a second to the demand 





that the amendment 


} re 


rhe Seeretary again read Mr. LA FOLLETtTr’s amendment to the 
ent proposed by Mr. DANTEL. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume the eall- 
the roll. 
Secretary resumed the calling of the roll. 
SPOONER (when his name was called). As I announced 
r day, I am paired with the Senator from Tennessee [ Mr. | 
( <], who is absent. If I were at liberty to vote, I should 





CLARK of Wyoming (when Mr. WaARREN’s name was 
I desire to announce the unavoidable absence of my 
{[Mr. Warren] from the city. I desire also to an- 

that he is paired with the Senator from Mississippi [ Mr. 
I make this announcement for the remainder of the 


( ) 


roll call having been concluded, 


yeas 41, nays 30, as follows: 


the result was an- | 





YEAS—41. | 
i 
Clark, Wyo. Gamble Perkins | 
Crane Hale Piles | 
Dick Hansbrough Platt 
Dillingham Hemenway Proctor 
Dolliver Kean Scott 
I Dryden Kittredge Smoot 
I Flint Lodge Sutherland 
Foraker Long Wetmore 
rye McCumber 
Fulton Nixon 
font. Gallinger Penrose 
| 
NAYS—3 
Foster McLaurin Simmons 
Frazier Mallory Stone 
’ Gearin Martin Taliaferro | 
’ Hopkins Morgan Teller 
. l Knox Newlands Tillman 
La Follette Overman Warner 
McCreary Pettus 
McEnery Rayner 
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NOT VOTING—18. 
Ankeny Clapp Heyburn Patterson 
Bailey Clarke, Ark. Latimer Spe r 
Beveridge Depew Millard Wa 
Burton Elkins Money 
Carmack Gorman Nelson 

So Mr. LA FoLLerte’s amendment to the amendment proposed 
by Mr. DANTEL was laid upon the table 

Mr. HALE. I now renew the motion I made on Saturday and 
withdrew, to lay the pending amendment on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves to 
lay the pending amendment on the table. [Putting the qu 
tion.] The “ayes” have it and the amendment is rej 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Presid 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

Mr. TELLER. What is now the pending question, Mr. Presi- 
dent? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill itself. 

Mr. TELLER. Have we passed the stage for amendments? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume th 
reading of the bill. 

Mr. TELLER. The reading of the bill, then, has not yet 
been completed? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It has not. The Secretary ll 
proceed with the reading of the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL... I desire to offer an amendment. On page 9 
in the section relative to the venue in suits, line 6, after 
word “ office,’ I mo to insert—and I ask the Secre 
take down the words 

Mr. LONG. Mr. President- 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask the Senator from Kansas 1 t 
terrupt me until I am through with the senten 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia declin 

| to yield. 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 9 of the amendment offered by t 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON], after the word “ office,” in 
line 6, I move to insert the following words 

Mr. SPOONER. On what page? 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 9. 

Mr. CULLOM. May I interrupt the Senator from Virginia 
long enough to say that he has not the bill before hi 
a print of some amendment? 

Mr. DANIEL. I have the amendments intended to 
by Mr. ALLISoN—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendme pl 1 to 
offered by the Senator from Virginia will be st 

The SECRETARY. On page 17 of the amendment offered bv tl 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] and agreed to, after t! 
words “ operating office,” it is proposed to insert 

Mr. DANIEL. That is the correct place. At that int I 
move to insert: 

And such suit shall be brought in thirty days after the 
such order or requirement of the Interstate Commerce ( 
not afterwards. 

A word of explanation, Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to know at what point tl 
Senator wishes to insert that ndment 

Mr. DANIEL. On page 9. Before yielding I « t 
a few words in explanation of this amendmen 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understar 
ment proposed by the Senator from Virginia [r. Da» ) 
the amendment proposed by the Senator I tm 
amendment already agreed to. If so, the § . 7 
is out of order at this stage of the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. Then, Mr. President, I move 
close of that amendment the following word 

Such suit to enjoin, set aside, annul, or s nd 
quirement of the Interstate Commerce Commiss ’ 
thirty days after the entry of any ich « 

Commission, and not rwards 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands the ame 
ment just proposed by the Senator from Vir; i to be 
amendment to an amendment already agreed to 

Mr. DANIEL. Not at all, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If that be so, the amendment is 
still out of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. tut, Mr. President, it is not an amendment 
to anything already agreed to. This has tt been 
brought up before. It is an independent pre ( 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. If it is an entirel dependent 
proposition, then, of course, it is in orde 

Mr. DANIEL. It is an entirely independent ) h. 

Mr. KEAN. In what section does the Senator propose his 


amendment? 
Mr. DANIEL. 
Mr. KEAN, 


After the Allison amendment. 
To what section of the bill? 
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Mr. DANIEL. There are so many editions of these amend- 
ments that I am not certain that I have the copy before me 
which is now before the Senate. If a page will bring me a 
copy of the bill which is now pending before the Senate, I 
will examine it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will suspend its pro- 
ceedings until the Senator from Virginia has submitted his 
proposed amendment. 

Mr. DANIEL. As an independent proposition. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘There are several prints of the bill. 

Ir. DANIEL. I ask that I may be furnished with a copy of 
the bill that is pending before the Senate. I have the one 
which has been laid on my desk. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia } 
yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. DANIEL. For a question. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. My question is directed to the Chair, 
but I think it is as valuable to the Senator from Virginia as 
to myself. I want to know whether or not there has been a 
reprint of the bill containing all the amendments agreed to 
up to the time of our last adjournment? It is difficult for 
Senators to find just where the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Virginia comes in in the print which is now 
before us. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. There has been’ no reprint up to 
the adjournment on Saturday evening. 


is 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then there no reprint of the Dill 
really showing the place where the amendment proposed by the 


Senator from Virginia comes in. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I rise to a question of 
order. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. But I rise to a point of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. I have the floor, and the Senator can not rise 
in order to a point of order while I have the floor. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think I can. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 


yield to the Senator from Colorado? 


Mr. DANIEL. Not to make a point of order. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I am not asking the Senator from Virginia 


to yield to me. I rise to a question of order. 


Mr. TELLER. I rise to a question of order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Rhode Island | 
will state his point of order. 


Mr. 
not 
agreed to, a 


ALDRICH. My point of order is that the amendment is 
in order; that it is an amendment to an amendment already 
nd is therefore not in order. 


Mr. DANIEL. I do not offer the amendment as an amend- 
ment to an amendment already agreed to. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Chair is endeavoring to ascer- 


e Senator from Virginia whether his amendment is 
proposition or whether it is proposed to an 
which has already been agreed to. 


tain from th 
pendent 
nt 


an inde 


amendine 
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| the Senator for allowing me to sa 


Mr. ALDRICH. It refers to language in the substitute which 
is included in the amendment already agreed to; and therefore 
is not order 

Mr. DANIE L. The amendment as I now wish to offer it has 
not the words “ such suit” in it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I think it has. 

Mr. DANIEL. It had originally, but—— 

Mr. TEL I. i R. Mr. President —— 

The VIC -PR E oie NT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
y eld to th 1ator from Colorado? 

Mr. DANIEL. Ww ith pleasure. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want the Senator to yield to me. I 
rise to a qu sstion of order. 

fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado will 
state s question of order. 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield to the Senator from Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. I do not want the Senator from Virginia to | 
yield to me. I do not man to take up the Senator’s time. 

Mr. DANIEL. The mator can do as he pleases about that. | 
I can be courteous to hin 1 whether he is to me or not. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to Sa the floor in my own time on 
the question of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorado will 
state his question of order. 

Mr. TELLER. I want to find out whaPprint of the bill is 
before the Senate, so that we may know where we may look to 
find » proposed amendments are to come in. I understand 
that the print of the bill before the Senate is that which was 
reported on February 26. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so understands 

Mr. TELLER. Then, Mr. President, amendments ; sh 
addressed to that bill. Otherwise it will be utterly in 
for us to determine what effect the proposed amendmen; 
have unless we knew the particular point where it was to 
in the bill. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Colorad 
tirely correct; and the Chair would suggest to the Senator ¢. 
Virginia that his amendment be addressed to the print of ' 

reported to the Senate February 26. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, after the place in that 
which was inserted the Allison amendment, I move, as nd 
pendent proposition, the words which I have stated. » ! 
ask that those words may be read. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator from Virginia perm 
make a suggestion? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Will the Senator from Virein;, 
send the proposed amendment to the Secretary’s desk \ th tl 
point clearly indicated at which it is proposed to be inserted ;, 
the bill? ; 

Mr. DANIEL. As there is no bill printed, Mr. Presid 
the amendments in it, I can not send to the desk what 
before me. I have had one of the pages looking to see jf 
could find such a print of the bill, but there seems to ja 
here. 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me to sug 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator Scie Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Georgia? 

Mr. DANIEL. I yield. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator yield to me for q mome 
to make a request? 


be 
ble 


\ uld 
pear 


+ 
i 


Mr. DANIEL. I have already yielded to the Senator from 
Georgia [Mr. Bacon]. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia has 


yielded to the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. TILLMAN. There is so much confusion in the y 
prints and reprints of the bill that it is difficult for Senators to 
find what they want and to have it before them when they want 
to insert amendments. I therefore ask that the Public Printer 
be immediately ordered to send to the Senate a copy of the pill 
as it was when we quit work on Saturday night, so that we may 
know what has been done up to date. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I suggest that the amendments agreed to 
shall in the proposed reprint be printed in italics, so that we 
may be able to distinguish them. 

Mr. TILLMAN.- Of course I want the amendments which 
have been agreed to printed in italics, so that when the reprint 
comes to us it will appear on its face what amendments have 
already been agreed to. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from VY 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. BACON. I thought the Senator had yielded to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
from Iowa to rise to the question proposed by the Senator 
South Carolina. The Chair will put the request of the Senator 
from South Carolina. Is there objection to a reprint of the bill 
as it stood on Saturday evening? The Chair hears none, and 
that order is made. The Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon} is 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. BACON. I simply 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Iowa? 

Mr. ALLISON. I only wish to make a suggestion, but 
not ask the Senator to yield if he wishes 
to make an effort—— 

Mr. BACON. I have no objection to yielding, 
time of the Senator from Virginia is being consumed 

Mr. ALLISON. I will make a simple suggestion to the Sen- 
ator from Virginia, and that is that his amendment s! | go in 
on page 17 of the printed bill, after the amendment that is al- 
ready in the bill on line 14. 

Mr. BACON. ‘That is what I have been trying to say ‘or ten 
minutes, but I was not permitted to do it. 

Mr. ALLISON. I would have been glad to have said it be 
fore, but I did not have an opportunity. I am much \ 
y it, instead of sayi t him- 


arious 


irginia 


from 








from Georgia 
I will 
to speak. I intended 


that the 


except 


self. 
Mr. FRYE. Please let the amendment be reported 
place suggested by the Senator from Lowa. ; . 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state tie pro 


posed amendment. 
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e SecrRETARY. On page 17, before line 15, it is proposed to 


suit to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order or re- 

nt of the Interstate Commerce Commission shall be brought 

thirty days after the entry of any such order or requirement of 

mmission, and not afterwards. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. 
ndment just stated. 


MORGAN. Is the amendment of the Senator from 
\ nin a new proposition? 


. DANIEL. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
no amendment has as yet been agreed to? 
DANIEL. It is an independent proposition. 
MORGAN. I desire to inquire of the Chair whether it 


It is a new proposition. 


The question is on agreeing to the | 
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| that I recognize in this 


| slightest degree with any provision that this bill contair 


- 2 : : af 
in order for me to offer a substitute for that amendment? 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
a substitute for the 
\ nla. 

‘ir. MORGAN. The substitute that I propose to offer is 
c i from the existing law, which I think will cover all that 
the Senator from Virginia desires to accomplish. The existing 

on the point raised by the Senator from Virginia controls 
action of the circuit court when a suit is brought in that 
eourt for the revision or reversal or reconsideration of an order 
of the railroad commission. The amendment I Mr. 


is 


It in order for 
amendment of the 


the Senator 
Senator 


to 
from 


propose, 


President, merely restates the law as it stands on the statute | 


b to-day, and covers, as I think, not only all of the provisions 
that are necessary to be adopted by the Senate, but also covers 

very important constitutional question which has been taken 
out of the law as it stands to-day by the Hepburn bill, and 
y reinstates it. I ask that the amendment be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ment of the Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] proposed as 
a substitute for the amendment of the Senator from Virginia 
[Mr. DANIEL]. 

The Secretary. In lieu of the matter intended to be inserted 
by the Senator from Virginia it is proposed to insert the follow- 


ne 
lis. 


merely 


rhat if the matters involved in any order or requirement of said | 
Commission are founded upon a controversy requiring a trial by jury. 


to ey 
vided in the fifteenth section of the act to regulate commerce, 
ved February 4, 1887, as the same is amended by act of Congress 
approved March 2, 1889, it shall be lawful for any company or person 


tition to the circuit court of the United States sitting as a court of 

in the judicial district in which the carrier complained of has its 
icipal office, or in which the violation or disobedience of such order 
‘equirement shall happen, alleging such violation or disobedience as 





eu 








vided by the seventh amendment to the Constitution of the United | 
and any such common carrier shall violate or refuse or neglect 
or perform the same, after notice given by said Commission | 





| and I should be very glad if the Senator would allow my 


| stricker 
And to be inserted in a point of the bill | 0 


| provided for, that I can discern, for the suits that 
ested in such order or requirement to apply in a summary way by | 


bill, 


and recognize through the whole 
of the progress of this attempted legislation, to prevent tli 
equity court, to prevent the chancellors of the United St 
from being substituted in place of jury trials where t re y 
is plain, adequate, and complete at law. I regard that security 
of the Constitution of the United States against the ag ssion, 
which so far obtains in this bill, as being amongst the most 
personal and beneficial liberties of the citizens of this countr 
and I am not willing to see this bill passed into a law with 
that portion of the Constitution stricken out, as it has been 


out by the committee that 
effort made to reinstate it. 
There is not a word of this amendment 


reported the bill, 


in controversy in the 


ifter 
it has been amended to the extent that it has been, and I am 
here now for the purpose merely of demanding a jury trial 
the circuit courts of the United States in all those cases wh 
a party would be entitled to a jury trial, the question being one 
where the remedy at law is plain, adequate, and complete. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama [| Mr. MorGan] in the nature of a 


substitute to the amendment of the Senator from Virginia | Mr. 
DANIEL]. 

Mr. DANIEL. I observe from the printed amendment 
Senator from Alabama that it has been offered an independ 
ent section. As printed, it reads “to strike out 
‘Sec. 16. That,’ in line 18, on page 12, and insert the 

Mr. MORGAN. This is the first offer I have ma f i 

Mr. DANIEL. It is the first offer on the floor of the Senate, 
but it was sent to the desk. 


of the 
aus 
the words 
following.” 


de of it 





Mr. MORGAN. Oh, well, I have a right to offer it to any 
part of the bill. 

Mr. DANIEL. I understand the Senator has a right to do it, 
but I was just suggesting that there is now no limitation, as 
this bill stands, upon the suits that may be brought to set 
aside—— 

Mr. McCREARY. Mr. President 

Mr. DANIEL. Please permit me to finish the sentence 

Mr. McCREARY. I am not able to hear the Senator from 
Virginia. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will try to speak louder. 

Mr. McCREARY. Let the Senator speak louder, and let 


there be better order in the Senate. 
Mr. DANIEL. 


As the case stands now, there is no limitation 
are brought 
to set aside the orders of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 


aimend- 


ment to be voted on separately and to offer his inde- 


an 


| pendent proposition. 


Mr. MORGAN. The Senator can amend the amendment by 
| putting that in if he chooses to do so. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course I could get out of the way of the 
Senator, but he complicates matters. I think I would vote fo1 


the case may be; and said court shall by its order fix a time and place 
f the trial of said cause, which shall not be less than twenty nor | 
more than forty days from the time said order is made; and it shall 
be » duty of the marshal of the district in which said proceeding is 
pe to forthwith serve a copy of said petition and of said order | 
1 each of the defendants, and it shall be the duty of the defendants 
to file their answers to said petition within ten days after the service 


same as aforesaid. At the trial the findings of fact of said 


in said cause and render its judgment thereon. Either party 


ae op Dt as 


ons now provided by law in respect to security for such appeal 
without regard to the value of the subject in dispute; but such 
| must be taken within twenty days from the day of the rendition 
udgment of said circuit court. If the judgment of the circuit 
shall be in favor of the party complaining he or they shall be 
1 to recover a reasonable counsel or attorney's fee, to be fixed 
court, which shall be collected as part of the costs in the case. 
e purposes of this act, excepting its penal provisions, the circuit 

f the United States shall be deemed to be always in session. 
Mr. MORGAN, Mr. President, if that were new matter, or 
word in it were new matter, I should not venture to bring 
fore the Senate at this late hour in this debate; but no pro- 
has been made in the bill as yet for a jury trial in those 
where the remedy of the complainant, whether it is a 
ad company or whether it is a private citizen, is plain, 
juate, and complete at law. Such a provision is in the ex 
law, and it quotes the constitutional article to which it 
In the preparation of this bill in the House of Repre- 
ves that provision was entirely stricken out, and it has 
‘n supplied by any legislation or even attempted to be sup- 

in the Senate. 

here to appeal, Mr. President, in favor of a trial by jury 
iose cases in the cireuit courts of the United States that 
ginate there under this bill, as the Constitution requires 
| by jury if the remedy in the case is plain, adequate, and 
plete at law. 


his amendment as an independent proposition, and expect to 
i t forth in it t, shall t i faci id f oe 90. 
ssion, as set forth in its report, shall be prima facie evidence of | = a . 3 Os : Be zz 
matters therein stated, and if either party shall demand a jury or Mr. MORGAN. I am willing to simplify matters and not 
omit to waive a jury the court shall, by its order, direct the mar- | complicate them— 
forthwith to summon a jury to try the cause; but if all the Mr. DANIEL. The Senator’s amendment does not cover ex- 
s shall waive a jury in writing then the court shall try the 


| actly the same thing. 
ppeal to the Supreme Court of the United States under the same | 


My purpose is to try to prevent the effort | think, according to the best reading of the bill 


This is for all suits 


Mr. MORGAN. If the Senator from Virginia desires to put 
a limitation upon the time within which a suit shall be brought 
in the circuit court that brings in question the action of th 


railroad commission 
Mr. DANIEL. That is all I am trying to do 





Mr. MORGAN. He can put it in my amendment. I have 
no objection to it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama e¢: 
modify his amendment, but the Chair is of opinion th g i 
amendment to the substitute it is not in order 

Mr. MORGAN. I will modify it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Withdraw the amendment and 
reoffer it after mine has been voted upon. 

Mr. MORGAN. It is not necessary to withdr 

Mr. DANIEL. I know it is not necessary 

Mr. MORGAN. Suggest an amendment, I . 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not want to a ait. I » have a 
vote on my amendment as a separate propo 

Mr. MORGAN. I have no ambition to f s t ithor 
of any amendment to this bill. This law y h las Sen 
ate to adopt is the law of the land to-day, without the change 
of a word. 

Mr. DANIEL. I will vote for the Senator’s amendment if 
he will offer it not in antagonism to the one I have offered. I 

that I ean give 








6SOU 


that my amendment is a desirable one to speed the character 


of causes with which the preceeding section deals. I hope that 
the Senator will withdraw his amendment. 
Mr. MORGAN. With the leave of the Senate, and in order 


to give the Senator from Virginia his way in the matter, I will | 
withdraw the amendment for the present and will offer it later. | 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 


amendment proposed by the Senator from Virginia. 

Mr. TELLER. Let us have it read again. It has been 
changed half a dozen times. 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
ld to the Senator from Iowa? 
TELLER. I only want to call for the reading of the | 
amendment before I vote upon it. I want to know what it is. 
r. ALLISON. I ask that it may be read. 


Senator from Colorado 





The VI€E-PRESIDENT. The amendment will again be 
stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 17 of the printed bill, after the 
imendment offered by the Senator from Iowa and already 

reed .dd as a separate paragraph the following: 

Any suit to enjoin, set aside, annul, or suspend any order or re- | 
quirement of the Interstate Commerce Commission shall be brought | 
within thirty days after the entry of any such order or requirement of |} 
the Commission, and not afterward. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I desire to make a suggestion 
with reference to the amendment. The orders of the Commis- 


I understand the bill, are to take effect within not less 


Sion, as 


than twenty days. The amendment of the Senator from Vir- 
ginia provides that no suit shall be brought after thirty days. | 
So it seems to me that this amendment is inconsistent with the | 
bill as it now stands. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course it means after the order shall have 


! ine effective, and I shall be glad to make it more plain, if 





the Senator from Iowa thinks it should be. 
Mr. ALLISON. As I understand the amendment as it now | 
rea it is that these suits must be brought within thirty days | 
fter the order is made 
Mr. DANIEL. is the expression, but it should be ex- | 
tended as the Senator suggests. That is what it had refer- | 
ence to 
M I wish to make another suggestion, and that 


* ALLISON. 


th iis suit is to set aside or annul or suspend the order, 
| therefore it is not so material that the time should be fixed 
n early day, if at all, because if a suit is brought, it is to set 


the order, and the order is in force after thirty days or | 


the Commission may fix. It may fix sixty days. | 


oO 


er to test the question, to appeal immediately or within 


S » at the end of sixty days no bill is filed. Then there 
sion of the order. This proposition is attached 
{ sion with respect to setting aside or annulling the order 
of the Com sion. If that order is made and goes into effect, | 
that is the end of the matter, unless afterwards one of the par- 
s seeks to suspend the order already in force. It seems to me | 
ther a radical and harsh provision, not giving suffi- | 
‘ or the commencement or prosecution of a suit. 
) UMBDPR. Mr. President 
t VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
e Senator from North Dakota? 
Mir. ’ VIEL. ( ertainly. 
Mr. McCUMBER. May I make a suggestion to the Senator? | 
Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 
M McCUMBER. It seems to me that the result of this | 
Iment would be practically to compel the roads, if they | 
| 
| 


t TY invs 


Suppose the company can not tell absolutely what 
» effect of an order is going to be until after the order has 


bet n effect for some time. Is it not better to allow the com- 
es to determine whether or not the order is going to be | 

is to them, by attempting to operate under it, before | 

ling them to take the appeal? The order is in effect only | 

{ vears d it seems to me it is best to allow the company | 
ler the order to see whether its effect will be inju- | 

r or not, and not practically require them to take an appeal | 


u hey ascertain that some injury will follow. 
\gain, an order might not be injurious for one year or for 


en months, and yet there might be such a change after that | 

that it would be injurious. It seems to me we ought to | 

the or to stand and give the carrier the right to in- | 

1 he suit at any time within the two years in which the | 

‘ r ll be effective, whenever the company itself determines | 
order is injurious to it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, first, in answer to the sugges- 
tion of the Senator from Iowa, I would change the phraseology | 
f tl idment so as to read “after the order or require- | 


ie Commission has become effective.” It is spoken of | 


It meant to refer to the time when the order | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 








May 14, 











became effective, and it is better to say so in express words tio» 
by mere implication. So I will ask the Secretary to make t).»+ 
change. Let it read “thirty days after the order or requis. 
ment has become effective.” i 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virein;. 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 7 
| Mr. DANIEL. Now, in answer to the Senator from ‘th 
Dakota, I wish to say this 
Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Vi) a 
yield to the Senator from Rhode Island? 
Mr. DANIEL. I hope he will allow me to finish—— 
Mr. ALDRICH. The Senator from Virginia has spoken ’ 
| upon this amendment. 
Mr. DANIEL. The Senator from North Dakota—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asks the Senator n 


Virginia whether he has heretofore spoken to this amendjent? 

Mr. DANIEL. I have spoken for a few minutes. Of coyrse 
I can not explain my amendment, in answer to objections 
less the Senate allows me an opportunity. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Under a strict interpretation of th 
rule, the Senator has exhausted his right. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not desire to intrude upon the Se: 

Mr. McCUMBER. I merely wanted to ask a questi I 
did not want to take the Senator’s time. 

Mr. BACON. When the Senator spoke before, it wa: 
the amendment of the Senator from Alabama, which was 
drawn. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair asked the Senator from 
Virginia whether he had previously spoken on the amen 
and the Chair understood him to say he had. 

Mr. DANIEL. I believe it was in respect to the amendment 
of the Senator from Alabama. gut the REecorp will show, and 
I have no desire to evade or to trench on any rule of t! Se] 
ate. But I think the Senate will be courteous enough 
low me by unanimous consent to answer the suggestion of 4 
colleague in debate, both of us seeking to reach the trut! 
matter. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
from Virginia proceeding? The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Assuming that the Senator has 
have I not the right to ask a question of the Senator «a: 
him to answer it? I asked him a question, and it seen 
he has a right to answer it, provided it does not take m 
fifteen minutes. 

Mr. ALDRICH. Is the Senator from North Dakota 
to assume that he has net coneluded? 


Is there objection to the 


bs 


Mr. McCUMBER. I have concluded only when the Senator 
has answered my question. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair hears no objecti and 
the Senator from Virginia will proeeeed. 

Mr. DANIEL. The thirty days is provided in order to make 
it conformable to the appeal provided for on the next ) of 


the Allison amendment. On the next page it says: 

An appeal may be taken from any interlocutory order or d« 
ing or continuing an injunction in any suit, but shall lie on 
Supreme Court of the United States: Provided further, That t 
must be taken within thirty days from the entry of such order 
and it shall take precedence in the appellate court over all other 
except causes of like character and criminal causes. 


Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator allow me? 


Mr. DANIEL. The answer that the Senator from Iowa 
would make and which the Senate will probably make by pt- 
ing that provision, if it has not already done so, and which I 

|} make—— 





Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia 
yield to the Senator from Minnesota? 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not yield for the moment, unt ml 
through with the sentence. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia « nes 
to yield. 

Mr. DANIEL. The object of all of these amend! is 
simply to prevent delay. The Senator from Iowa proposes to 
prevent delay as to an appeal from the circuit court he 
Supreme Court, and so, conformable to that, it is proposed in this 
amendment to prevent delay in exactly the same kind 0! ts 
by providing the same time as to the introduction of a to 
bring the procedure of the Interstate Commerce Com n 


into court ; and that is the whole matter. 
Mr. ALDRICH. I move to lay the amendment on the t 
The motion was agreed to. 


Mr. MORGAN. I offer the amendment which has ly 
been read. ; 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alabama pro- 


poses an amendment, which has already been read. 
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mendment of Mr. MorGan was to insert as an addi- | authority under the order of the Commission 
; ction the following: ; oe and all accounts, records, and memoranda 















































t This rovision shall ap \ to receivers ofl ca t i , 
That if the matters involved in any order or requirement of trust hots 
sion are founded upon a controversy requiring a trial by | aie » of fa ( refusal 
vided by the seventh amendment to the Constitution of the | ceive r trusts to ke } i 
tes, and any such common carrier shall violate or refuse or | the |} ks and the nu ner presci 
obey or perform the same, after notice given by said Com mit such ; int é , and 1 
; provided in the fifteenth section of the act to re; } ti f the ¢ ‘ f it 
-oved February 4, 1887, as the same is amende of ca eive } 
( roved March 2, 1889, it shall lawful for ny |s f r ea 
nterested in such order or requiren 
petition to the circuit court of t } f 
of law in the judicial district in { 
its principal office, or in which f 
h order or requirement sh&ll happe 
dience tl ase may be; and 
and ]} ‘ial of 1 I 
wenty nor d 
i it shall 1 ! 
oceeding ! 
said o1 I i 
defendants to file d 
er the service of the e as af 
of said Commission, as set fo n $ 
dence of the matters therein 1 
a jury or shall omit to waive | I x 
*t the marshal forthwith to | t 
all the parties ll waive a in » far ] t ( 
the issues in said cause and rend : ! u 2 
may appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States t 
1e reguiations now provided by law in respect to security ynime 
and without regard to the value of the subject in dis t t S ‘ 
appeal must be ken within twenty days from the day M ‘ t At i 
n of the judgment of said circuit court If the 1 e! st of ‘ 
e circuit court shall be in favor of the party complaining, be | wit a violation of any of e | 
il be entitled to recover a reasonable counsel or attorney’s | merce or « ict plement 
“l by the court, which shall be collected as part of the | any common « rier, to is Wi 
For the purposes of this act, excepting its penal pro uch common carrier to comply wi { 
ireuit courts of the United States shall be deemed to be | of them 
n | “And to carry o ve « 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 22Y of them. the ission is 
agents or examine 
nt proposed by the Senator from Alabama [Mr. | witnesses, and receive evid 
\ 
_ | Mr. LA FOLLETTE Mr. President, to f 


nendment was rejected. | Mr. G&LLINGER. While the Senator f 


MORGAN. I desire to give notice that in the Senate I | 4:4 hic amendment ready. 1 should like { , 
7 o io i ‘ 1¢! Lent re Ly, 1 BLUOU LiKe LO . 4 ( 
v sk for a yea-and-nay vote on the amendment just voted . 


7 | Senator will permit me. 
a vote of 4 to 7. | Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I should like to ask some § to I do 
not see present the Senator who is in c¢! 
). That the Commission $s hereby authorized to require an- | cisely what is meant in lines 21, 22, 
ts from all common carriers subject to the provisions of this | 


a 5 


ding of the bill was resumed, as follows: 
That section 20 of said act be amended so as to read as fol- 




































; : . . ss ; And its ll be av I ‘ 
he owners of all railroads engaged in interstate com wee a wean _ la t a ane 4 hed 
ied in tl act, to prescribe the manner in which such eal i 2 ee : ; 
z . 7 iission. 
made, and to require from such carriers specific an- | * . 
juestions upon which the Commission may need information. | Does it in that the president of a 1 
il reports shall show in detail the amount of capital stock | jnstance ll not make an « Vv <« 
ints paid therefor, and the manner of payment for the | , o orcad i Re ‘ 
{ ends paid, the surplus fund, if any, and the number of | DUSINeSS OF the corporation ex¢ ; 
the funded and floating debts and the interest paid | books that the Commission pr ripe I 
cost and value of the carrier's property, franchises, and | the grievance is in this direct but it s 
the number of employees and the salaries paid each class; be : : : . =>, «3 43 
to passengers. employees, and other pers nd the | very far-reaching provision. Perhaps the § 
reof; the amounts expended for improveme each year, Island can answer it, or the Senator 
1, and the character of such improve: ents; the earnings Mr. DOLLIVER. Tl sh that 
from each branch of business and from rees I od a te 
nd other expenses; the balances of profit and loss; and a | Uniformity and publ 
exhibit of the financial operations of the carrier each year, | ment is that certain a yunts sl! he ‘ 
balance sheet. Such reports shall also contain : 
ala t i ‘ Htcali ril “] oo nterstate Col » | 
relation to rates or regulations concerning fares | 5©T!¥© by the I : 





agreements, arrangements, or contracts affecting the | question which the Senator fro New Hi 


Commission may require; and the Commission may. in its | whether additional ac 
the purpose of enabling it the better to carry out the | 3 ‘ATTINGER Or 
if this act, prescribe a period of time within which all com Mr. GALI N ER 
s subject to the provisions of this act shall have, as near as Mr. DOLLIVER. Or men 
form system of accounts, and the manner in which such Mr. GALLINGER Mav be 
| kept | 1 rr ¢ ; : ' 
; . ‘ : a - D ] R May be ke w he 
iled reports shall contain all the required statistics for Mr. Li OLLIVE! ; te 

























f twelve months ending on the 20th day of June in each | example, may be kept I 
ll he made out under oath and filed with the Commission, | gne. although I can imagine a ¢ here 
Washington, on or before the 50th day of Se} >then|, ’ 
g, unless additional time be granted in an) t » HAVE a © 
and if any carrier, person, or corporation t to the | of its own business t tl 
this act shall fail to make and f said reports | wnifo ‘ ( | 
time above specified, or within t! ime ext i by tt tc in 43 ¢ 4 1 
f making and filing the same, o1 all f ake ‘ It is possible 1eTe : re 
any question authorized by the provisions of this the aceounts which re 
‘ty days from the time it is lawfully re i so t . ‘ } 
all forfeit to the United States the su 0 for ¢ 7m - 
lay it shall continue to be in default w respect t ‘ tl Se o! 
ion shall also have authority to r said carri to Mr. HOPKINS M Presider 
reports of earnings and expenses or special reports w i ae 1Cre_prRErS rN T : 
I od, and if any such « irrier shall fail to file su h report d he \ ICE-PRESIDEN 1) : s 
e fixed by the Commission it shall be subject to the for shire \ e] i 1 tne s&s ‘ r 
ve provided. Mr. GALLINGER. I will } l to » § 
ires shall be recovered in the manner provided for the ae ae t] , ; 
feitures under the provisions of this act. | oes Mee | . nen 
red by this section may be taken before any person Mr. HOPKINS. I tl < the 1 
ninister an oath by the laws of the State in which the | }j}] jt ‘ 


mission may, in its discretion, prescribe the forms of any | #¢U5 0%) apE 
i » 2 rds, and memoranda to be kept by « el bject 1 think under I 
ions of this act, including the accounts, records, an l 

move nt of traflic as well as the receipts and exp a 

& : Commission shall at all times have access to a the company cou : E 
nd memoranda kept by carri 








it 


i 











rs subject to 1 relating to his r de 





a wful for such carriers to keep any other int the general oritec ¢ ‘ 
memoranda than those prescribed or approved by the ( ne er ae ree 1] 
d it may employ special agents or examiners, who shall have | esdi to Keep Ei but 7s . “9 
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the purpose of this section, from the reading, seems to he to | ing raised an objection to some inquiries that I made. 1 »).. 
have entire uniformity in the bookkeeping of all the different | to strike out, on page 22, in lines 21, 22, and 23, the word _ 
railroads of the country. ; ; : And it shall be unlawful for such carriers to keep any othe 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I fully agree with the | records, or memoranda than those prescribed or approved by the ene 
Senator that it is an exceedingly desirable thing to have dune to mission. 1 
have uniform books, so far as the business of the corporation I will say to the Senator from Ohio before he procecis ¢), 
is concerned, and have them subject to examination; but it does | my own impression was that it might not be desir: able to « a. ; 
seem to me that the provision, which is followed by severe pen- | out those words, but they ought to be qualified in some on 
alties, is a very drastic one: The Senator from Rhode Island suggested on page 23 var 
And it shall be unlawful for such carriers to keep any other accounts, | after the word “ Commission” it might be well to the 
records, or memoranda than those prescribed or approved by the Com- | words * "unless the same be kept open to the inspectic ooo 
idee provided for.” Possibly that might cure the objection th tT 
Mr. HOPKINS. I think, if the Senator will allow me, that | see to the provision. : 
language relates entirely to the corporation. The corpora- Mr. FORAKER. If I understand it, I think both tio sug. 
tion gested amendments are proper amendments; but stil] {jy . ra 
Mr. ALDRICH. It does not say so. not go as far as I think we should go. I think there shoyjq 
Mr. GALLINGER. No; it does not say so. an amendment to this amendment to the effect that this power 
Mr. HOPKINS. It says “ carriers.” of visitation is to be exercised with respect to interstate ony. 
Mr. ALDRICH. It says “ any person.” merce. If we undertake to exercise it with respect to purely 
Mr. GALLINGER. No; it does not. State commerce, the intrastate commerce, we go entirely Jjeyon) 
Mr. HOPKINS. The carrier is the corporation. If an officer, | the power of Congress, and put the Dill in jeopardy wnneroc. 
for his own convenience, keeps a book or set of books that has | sarily. 
no Welation to this clause here. But every item relating to the Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President 
corporation or to the carrier must be recorded in the books of The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yioi 
the corporation. If the officer has some relation to the company | to the Senator from South Carolina? St 
or to somebody else, it is not covered by this section. Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. FRYE. Mr. President, is there an amendment pending? Mr. TILLMAN. Can the Senator from Ohio conceive of ayy 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is not. method of bookkeeping by which the business of the railroads 
Mr. ALDRICH. I was about to offer an amendment. intrastate and interstate, could be separated? All classes 0; 
Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out those words. business are received every day, in the same office. py the 
Mr. FRYE. Then this debate is out of order. same agent, and entered on the same set of books, right oy 
Mr. GALLINGER. It is out of order, as most of the discus- | through. They would not undertake to divide the two. But | 


sion has been. I move to strike out the words: 


And it shall be unlawful for such carriers to keep any other accounts, 
records, or memoranda than those prescribed or approved by the Com- 
mission. 

I make that motion simply for the purpose of having this 
matter explained. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I have been trying to get the attention of 
the Senator from New Hampshire to suggest an amendment to 
which I think he will consent. It is to insert after the word 
“Commission,” in the twenty-fourth line of the printed bill, 


page 23, “ unless the same are kept open to the inspection herein 
provided.” That simply makes them subject to inspection, 
which, I suppose, is all anyone could ask. Does not that an- 


swer the objection of the Senator from New Hampshire? 


Mr. GALLINGER. I think that is—— 
Mr. FORAKER. There is another difficulty about this matter 
that suggests itself to my mind. Nearly all of these carriers 


are corporations incorporated under the laws of different States 
We have authority to legislate with respect to them only be- 
cause they are engaged in interstate commerce, and only to the 
extent that they are engaged in interstate commerce. To that 
extent we have a right, of course, to exercise the power of visi- 
tation, to examine their books, and to supervise their business 
in all its details. But inasmuch as all these carriers so incor- 
porated and engaged in interstate commerce are also en- 
gaged in intrastate commerce, with which we have not any- 
thing to do, I do not believe we have the power, except only for 
statistical purposes, perhaps, to superintend the bookkeeping 
and exercise the power of visitation with respect to their ac- 
counts. 

[I suggest to the Senator who offers this amendment, 


SO 


if I may 


be told who he is (I was out of the Chamber when it was 
offers d ), that this should be carefully looked after before we act 
upon it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I suggested an amendment which I thought 


would cover the objection of the Senator from Ohio. 





| of the Government? 


will point to the Senator that in the paragraph beginning oy 
line 14 the words occur: “The Commission may, in 
cretion, prescribe the forms of any and all accounts, records. 
and memoranda to bé kept by carriers subject to the provi- 
sions of this act.” It does not say a word about a car 
is engaged in intrastate commerce alone. Therefore I can not 
see any force in the Senator’s objection. ‘The bill, as we now 
have it, or are trying to get it, does not require any books in 
regard to intrastate commerce. It deals only with ca 


its dis- 


rier who 


rriers 


subject to this act, and those are the interstate-commerce 
railroads. 
Mr. FORAKER. I was going to suggest to the Senator 


that there is difficulty about keeping them separate 
sarriers may not see fit because of that difficulty to undertake 
to keep the accounts separate. But there is no difficulty what- 
ever about the legislation that we should enact, because the 
limitations of our power are well known and recognized. 

Mr. TILLMAN. And they are put here. 

Mr. FORAKER. If we require that they shall ke 
such books as the Interstate Commerce Commissioners may 
prescribe they shall keep with respect to interstate commerce, 
and they want to mingle the accounts, that is their own affair. 
If they want to go to the trouble to keep a separate 
books that also is their affair, and we need not be concer! 
about it. 

But the only point I want to make is what I have alr 
made, namely, to call the attention of those having t! I] 
in charge to the fact that I think it is open to that criticisin 
as the text now stands, and I think it ought to be made to 
appear in the text of the law we enact that we are al 
while legislating about interstate commerce, and that we are 
not seeking to go beyond what properly fails to us to legislate 
about. 


and the 


‘p) only 


Ss 


set of 


1ed 


Mr. FULTON. May I ask the Senator from Ohio a question? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 
Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator if he does not think that 


as a condition on which they may engage in interstate cou 
merce, Congress may require them to keep all of their 
in reference to carrying subject to inspection by the agents 
May not Congress require that : co 

dition on which they are permitted to enter into state 


commerce ? 


| Mr. FORAKER. There is great force in that. It mm) be 
| that the Senator is right about that. I think, ho _ we 
could easily avoid any trouble about it by putting in tie Pmt 
tation I have suggested; but I do not want to pre ss 5s 

Mr. DRYDEN. Mr. President, it is very evid nt that i 
is important that books of a uniform character shoul: kept 
by these railroads for the intelligent and eflic ient discharge © 
the duties of the Interstate Commerce Commission. ! * 
there can be no dispute about that. But it can be e seen 


Mr. FORAKER. I came in just as the discussion was pro- 
ceeding, and I thought the discussion was upon an amendment | 
made to the bill as it was sent to us. 

Mr. DRYDEN and Mr. GALLINGER addressed the Chair. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from New Hamp- 
shire yield to the Senator from New Jersey? 

Mr. GALLINGER. I yield to the Senator from New Jersey. | 

Mr. FRYE. We had better have the amendment before the 
senate. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Ohio was en- | 
titled to the floor by the courtesy of the Senator from New 
ia mpshire. 

Mr. FORAKER. I am entitled to the floor, and I supposed | 
there was an amendment pending to the text of the bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. There is an amendment pending, I will 
say to the Senator, and it was offered by me for the purpose of 
discuss 


that the officers will find it necessary from time to ti! 
g the bill under the rules, the Senator from Maine hay- | books of their own for the discharge of their own offi: 
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\ would be of such a character that the Interstate Com- 
me Commission would not feel it necessary to prescribe 
< rms for the use of the carriers generally. They would 
a y vith each particular road. 

\ , an officer goes out upon his road to inspect his property 
he .s his stenographer, his private secretary, or perhaps | 
hic tors along with him to examine into the needs of the 
' to ascertain and explain the condition of the road. He 
y of necessity, require a different set of books from those 
t} ie Commission would be likely to prescribe for the gen- 
e] ise of the railroad, and he ought to have that privilege. 
VV he does, he does not as an individual, but as an officer of 
the d. and therefore he acts for the road. 

| think that no set of books which he keeps in his official 
eapacity should be withheld from the inspection of the Com- 
n uu if they desire to examine them, but he should not be 
tied down to a set of books which the Commission would be 
to prescribe for the use of roads generally when it would | 
he absolutely necessary for him to have a peculiar set of books | 
r iding to the demands of his own particular property. 

\ir. NELSON. This is a very important question, Mr. Presi- 
dent. It goes to the one question of rebates and secret prefer- 
enc If carriers grant rebates and secret preferences—and it 
Ss ( eded they do and still persist in it—they wili be careful 
not to put it on their regular books; they will keep a private 
set books. 

With reference to the objection made by the Senator from 
New Jersey [Mr. DrypeNn], I wish to reiterate what the Senator | 
fl Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] stated a moment ago, that these | 


books of aecounts are the books of the carrier—the corporation— | 


and it does not interfere in the least with the officers of the 
road when they are out doing their work and keeping their 
own private memoranda. These are the books of account to 
show the business of the carrier. 

In reference to the objection made by the Senator from Ohio 
[Mr. ForaAKER] I want to say that, in the first place, you can not 


well segregate, as the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TILLMAN] 
has pointed out, from day to day the interstate business and the 
local business. In the next place, in connection with enforcing 
a regulation of interstate commerce, we have a right to impose 


this condition, and in order to make it effective not only to 
know what their interstate traffic is, but also what their local 


Mr. DRYDEN. May I ask the Senator from Minnesota a 
question? 

Mr. NELSON. 
Mr. DRYDEN. 


Certainly. 
I ask the Senator from Minnesota if he does 


! nderstand from this provision in the bill that it absolutely 
prohibits any officer of the road in his official capacity from | 
keeping not only any set of books, but any memoranda relating | 
t 


wey) 


business? 


NELSON, 


o the 


Mr Not at all. I do not understand it that way. 


t 


Unless you want to qualify this matter of rebate you do 
t want to tamper with that provision of the bill as passed by 
It ought to be left as it is. It does not interfere 
with oflicers keeping private memoranda for their own use; but 
| the corporate transactions, all the books of account of the 
carrier, ought to be under one uniform system, as provided for 
e bill. 
for secret rebates. It is to allow the carriers to keep a 
set of books in their dealings with reference to those customers 
] the Standard Oil and other concerns that are accustomed to 
tes from day to day. 
DRYDEN. Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
J to the Senator from New Jersey? 
; NELSON. Certainly. 
DRYDEN. 
d f the railroad or his secretary keeps a memoranda of the 
3s of his railroad for his use as such officer, if that is not 
‘noranda of the corporation? 
NELSON. No, sir; it is his own private memoranda. 
ll know 
KNOX. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minnesota 
to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
NELSON. Certainly. 
KNOX. I eall the attention of the Senator from Minne- 
to the fact that under the Elkins Act as it was reenacted 
er day in the amendment offered by the Senator from 
husetts [Mr. Longe] it is provided that— 


House, 


g reb: 
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To emasculate that part of it is to open a door | 


| of a corporation directs a subordinate or a 


| counts, 


| like to ask him—and he does not want to accomplish the 
pose he expresses any more than I do—would it be objectionable 


This simply refers to the books of account of the corporation. | 12 42uswer to the Senator from Ohio. 


» phrase “ carrier” there refers to the corporation and does | 
refer to the agents, officers, or employees of the corpora- | 
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employed by any common carrier or shipper, acting within the scope of 
his employment, shall in every case be also deemed to be the t, omis 
sion, or failure of such carrier or shipper, as well as that of the person. 

So if any officer of a railroad company should make a mem 
orandum relative to the business of the railroad company under 


the terms of the Elkins law as it stood before this 
and it is repeated in this amendment, it 
sumed to be the act of the carrier. 

Mr. NELSON. No; it is not. Mr. President, I differ en- 
tirely with the Senator. It is where the officer acts on behalf 
of the corporation in keeping the books of account with ship- 


Llnie 


dment, 
is conclusively pre- 


pers. It relates to their transactions with shippers and their 
dealings in that way. Where they keep accounts of those 
transactions they must all be accounts such as are provided 


for in the bill. That does not relate to private memorandum. 
The object of that clause is simply that if the officers of the 
corporation, their bookkeepers or their managing officers, direct 
the accounts of the corporation to be kept in such and such 
manner, that act is to be deemed the act of the corporation, and 
they are to be deemed liable. To illustrate, if the secretary 
clerk, in entering 
and making up the accounts of the corporation, to conceal or 
hide a part of the rebate business and keep it out of the ac- 
that act is to be deemed the act of the corporation. 
But if, as that officer goes about his business he has a little 


| pocketbook in his coat and pulls it out and makes a little pri- 


vate memorandum as to what takes place and afterwards gives 
the facts to the bookkeeper of the corporation, the provision 
does not affect that. It is only when an officer, or a clerk, or 
a secretary, or a manager of a corporation gives directions to 
in any way tamper or change or mislead in the accounts of the 
corporation that the act is to be deemed the act of the corpora- 
tion. 

I want to say again to Senators if you tamper with that pro- 
vision of the bill as passed by the House, you will open another 
door for fraud by these carriers, if they are disposed to keep 


| Secret rebates, to keep one set of books showing the rebates and 


their dealings with their favorite customers, while they keep an- 
other book for the public and for the interstate commerce. It 
to prevent that, it is to prevent these carriers from keeping 
secret books showing their rebates and their dealings with their 
favorite customers that this provision was put into the bill, and 
it ought to be retained. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the Senator takes his seat I 


is 


should 


pur- 


to insert at the end of the paragraph: 

Provided, That this section shall not apply to the private accounts 
records, or memoranda of officers, agents, or other empl 

Mr. NELSON. As long as they do not concern 
add that proviso to it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I desire to make a suggestion 
That amendment is en- 
tirely unnecessary, because the Commission may not require 
the officers of the different roads to have uniform books, and 
unless they do they can have just such memorandum books as 
they choose. I think it would be better to leave the 
in the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. 





rebates, 


TeXt aS 1T 1S 


Mr. President, 


in order to put a stop to the 

evil of rebates it is necessary that prosecutions under the law 
should be successful, and in order that prosecutions should be 
successful it is necessary to have the evidence. This clause is 
the principal protection of the Government in bringing y 
prosecution under this act. I regard this clause as one of the 
most important and operative in the bill to cure what I think 
is the only very real evil that we have to deal with. It is 
| the purpose of it to get rid of secret accounts and to enable 


I will ask the Senator whether if the presi- | 


mstruing and enforcing the provisions of this section, the act, 


, or failure of any officer, agent, or other person acting for or 


the Government officials to see all of the accounts of the road. 


I should be very sorry to see any part of the provision stricken 
out. 

It does not seem to me that the amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricn] would injure the 
paragraph or hurt the effect which is sought to be attained. 
I agree with the Senator from Minnesota |Mr. NeLson] that 
it is extremely important to keep this section substantially 
it is. I think it is about the most important section in the 
entire bill. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator from Massachusetts will 
permit me. Does the Senator from Massachusetts agree with 
the Senator from Minnesota? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
has already spoken. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am asking a question. 

Mr. LODGE. I yield to the Senator for a question. 


Mr. GALLINGER. has never been denied, 


know. 


That so far as I 
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Mr. LODGE. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
had yielded the floor. 

Mr. GALLINGER 


-. « : 
MY. LAIIIGI ( 


I yield with pleasure, of course. 
The Senator from Massachusetts 
. Lask him to retake it. 


ertainly. 
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Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to ask the Senator from 
M tts whether he agrees with the Senator from Illinois 
and the § or from Minnesota that this inhibition applies 
only to the corporation and not to the officials of the corpora- 
tion‘ 

ir. LODGI It it it applies only to the accounts of the 
( Lf not suppose the private personal accounts of 
the | f oad have anything to do with it. It applies | 
to t ‘ount h have anything to do with the business of 
the « a 

M NEWLANDS. Mr. President, I also regard it as very | 
important that a rule should be prescribed by the Interstate 
Cr ie} Conunission to prevent the keeping of secret accounts 
showing rebates, preferences, and other things forbidden by law. 

But the question presented by the Senator from Ohio [ Mr. 
IorAKER}| is one of power, and that is whether the Congress 
of the United States, acting under the granted power of the 
Constitution relating to the regulation of interstate commerce, 
can pr i to a State corporation what the general form of 
its books and accounts shall be. His contention is that the 
regulation of Congress can only be applied to these books which 
relate to interstate commerce. He contends, I believe, that the 


language here is broad enough to cover all the books and ac- 


coun 
commerce or to interstate commerce. 

Mr. President, I do not intend to enter into that inquiry. I 
wish § ly to state the proposition in order to present to the 
Senate another proposition, and that is that we will never 
adequately regulate carriers engaged in interstate commerce 
until the nation itself creates the corporations that are to do 
the nation’s business. If the nation creates the corporation, it 
can then prescribe the forms of its books of account, whether 
that corporation engages in State or interstate commerce, for 
the corporation then will be the creation of the national sov- 
ereignty and the nation itself can prescribe any rule whatever 
regulating that corporation in its practices. 

I do not wish to enter extensively into this subject. I have 


prepared an amendment to the bill providing for the incorpo- 
ration of carriers engaged in interstate commerce by the nation. 


I simply wish to call the attention of Congress to the fact that 
can ver adequately regulate common carriers engaged in 
commerce in the important matters relating to the 

keeping of their books and the important matter relating to 
r-capitalization and the important matter as to the rule that 

ll be prescribed for taxation with a view to making it uni- 
form throughout the United States and in important matters 


relation of such carriers to their employers and to the 


publie u s Congress passes an act for national incorporation. 
fr. CLAY obtained the floor. 


Mr. MALLORY I ask that the pending amendment be read. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 





“1 by the Senator from New Hampshire. 
SECRETARY. On page 22, line 21, after the word “ act,” 
the following: 
l lawful for such carriers to keep any other accounts, 


than those prescribed or approved by the Com- 


kept by a State corporation, whether they relate to State | 


CLAY Mr. President, just a word. The Senator from | 
pshit usually correct in what he attempts to do, 
but, opinion, in this instance he is not correct. 
nd purp of this bill as it came from the House 
yu the privilege of examining into the trans- 
rations that nothing may be kept from the 
u permit a corporation to keep a private book, 
( 1 enter 1 tes and subscriptic ns to campaigns, it 
\ I lly destroy this bill. 
hat will be the effect if a corporation desires to 
charge rebates, desires to give a favor to one shipper as against | 
r in order to avoid the law? ‘This favor given to one 
( r another will be recorded in the private book, and 


will never know anything about it. 
sident, again, if the corporation wishes to subscribe 
iicipal, a State, or a national campaign and use the 
the stockholders for the purpose of carrying on a 
nd paying the expense of it, those subscriptions will 
in the private book, and the public will never know 
i The object and purpose of the House bill 
have the Commission prescribe the form of accounts to 


( il 


be kept by the corporations. This was to be the only form of 
accounts kept by the corporation, and the public, through ex- 








action of the business of the corporation. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from « 
yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. CLAY. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I am not going to enter into any 
versy over this matter, but if contributions are made }), 
poration and recorded in a private book must that not 
in the books of the corporation in some form or otly 
some heading? 

Mr. CLAY. 
he has done so 


Not necessarily. If the Senator—and 4 
will critically examine the report of th 


| trial Commission appointed to examine into the cond 
| corporations and to report to this body, he will find ¢ 


of the rebates that were granted were not kept on the 
books of the corporations, but they were simply priva 
randa. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I agree to that, so far as rebates 
cerned, but I had reference to the abstraction of m 
the treasury of the corporation. That must appear 
form or other, probably under the head of “Legal f 
instance. 

Mr. CLAY. Yes; that is true. I will say to the Sen 
I have seen where donations have been made by corpor: 
campaigns—and 1 have no reference to any particular 
they have been made and entered under the head o 
fees.” 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, Mr. President, just one , 
ther. I thank the Senator for the suggestion he made « 
mg me a moment ago, and I will say to the Senator 
he was not in the Chamber—that I raised the question . 
ing this matter, thinking that it might be desirable in s 
to amend it, calling attention to the fact that the ke« 
memorandum is forbidden, which, it seemed to me, we 
distance. It has been insisted by certain Senators 
Chair will pardon me for a moment—that this relates 
corporation itself, to the carrier, and not to the officials . 
road. My purpose was to withdraw my motion to str 
those words, which I shall do when the Senator from < 
gets through; but in the hope—— 

Mr. CLAY. I beg to say to the Senator that there is 
I would rather see than to have this bill completed, and | 
no desire to speak. If the Senator intends to withd 
amendment, I have nothing further to say. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I do this in the hope that before t 
gets into the Senate Senators will think this matter « 
see if some amendment might not be made to these word 
President, I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New H 
withdraws the amendment. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I move to modify the amendment « 
I gave notice. In the twenty-third line on page 23, : 
word “ memoranda,” I move to insert the words “r 
the business of the carrier.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will st 
amendment of the Senator from Rhode Island as modi 

The Secretary. After the word “ memoranda,” lin¢ 
23, insert the words “ relating to the business of the ¢ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreei 
amendment just read. [Putting the question.j The : 
it and the amendment is agreed to. 

Mr. BACON. What amendment is that? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. It was proposed by the 
from Rhode Island to insert in line 23, on page 23, 


word ‘‘ memoranda,” the words “ relating to the busin 
carrier.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. It seems to me that the Sen 
Rhode Island is trying to annul by this amendment 
vision over here that no books shall be kept other th 
prescribed the Commission. By inserting those wo! 
mission is granted to keep other memoranda, provided 
not relate to the business of the carrier. How could 
done? 

Mr. ALDRICH. We certainly can not provide that 
shall keep no private memoranda of his own business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If a man keeps private memoraud 
own business, he has no business with this public carric 

Mr. ALDRICH. In regard to his own affairs? 

Mr. TILLMAN. It is not his own affair. The corpo 
a public carrier transacting public business. 

Mr. ALDRICH. That is exactly what I am trying 


into this bill. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
it in at all. 


Do not let us mix them up. Let us 


May 14, 


aminers, was to know everything that transpired in the ;» 


ins- 


~ 


Lit 


Yn 


put 
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11 ALDRICH. It seems to me absolutely necessary that it 
eo in, if you want to have the bill mean what you say 


(ILLMAN. If I understand the language of the bill, it 
that the Interstate Commerce Commission shall pre- 
character of books and memoranda and all that kind | 
Now, the Senator goes over here and at the tail pro 
' to provide that the memoranda shall relate to such public 


1e 


} 


4 business. It is either surplusage or else it is a con- 
mn. 
rence Mr. President, I think I must decline to | 
urther to the Senator. 
rr. LM: AN. Perhaps the Senator can explain it in a 
\] DR ICH. I will try to do so. I think I can, even to 
ehension. The language as now used in the bill is: 
keep any other accounts— 
you, the disjunctive “ or ”— 
p any other accounts, records, or memoranda than those 
yproved by the Commission. 
rinning of the clause it says “any person.” Ap 


that means that no man can keep any other accounts 


se approved by this Commission, whether connected 

business of the carrier or not. Certainly it is not the 

of Congress to go into everybody’s business and to 

that they shall not keep any accounts except such as are 

1 by the Interstate Commerce Commission. If the 
| re is open to that construction, as it seems to me very 
that it is, then Congress certainly ought not to adopt a 


| hat would be simply ridiculous on its face. What I want 
to do, is to provide that no person shall keep any accounts, 
randa, or records pertaining to the business of any carrier 


i re not open to the inspection of the Interstate Commerce | 


( ssion, and that, if he does so, he must be subject to the 
es of this propgsed act. 


] ( 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator from Rhode Island permit 


Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I think the words “ accounts, records, or 
memoranda” read by him relate to the words in the earlier 


f the paragraph. 
. ALDRICH. They certainly ought not to be used. 
. HOPKINS. I think so. 


Mr. ALDRICH. Certainly not. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Because the “ memoranda” may be a differ- 
ent method of keeping accounts. 

\T 


ALDRICH. If the Senator will permit me—I do not 
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yield for an argument—the word “ or” disjoins this part of the 
sentence from the remainder of the sentence in this clause. | 
( ‘ly, in my mind, it makes it a misdemeanor for any person, 
without any regard to his business, whether it be a corporation 
0 carrier, to keep memoranda that are not approved by the 

rstate Commerce Commission. The language is certainly 
open to that construction. I want to make it clear. Neither 
t Senator from Illinois nor any other Senator would under- 


take to say that he desires to make the keeping of any other 
except such accounts as pertain to the business of a 
carrier, subject to the approval of the Commission. 
HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me, the trouble, it 
me, all arises from the fact that there would a 
( tion between the carrier and the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mission as to whether its books related to the exception the 
tor proposes; and to avoid such a controversy, I think the 
ould be retained. 

ALDRIC H. Does the Senator from [Illinois seriously 
that a man ought to be subjected to a fine and imprison 
n a question of that kind? If it were the business of 
ier, the man would be punished; and, if it were 
the business of the carrier, he ought not to be punished. 


units, 
( mon 


\ly 


Lo 


be 


ce sh 


{ rr not 


. DRYDEN. Mr. President 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Rhode 
l i yield to the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. DrypEen]? 


Mr. President 
favor of havin 


ALDRICH. I yield the floor entirely, 
RYDEN. Mr. President, I am in 
ks kept by the different carriers, which will, of 
at all times to the inspection of the Interstate 

Commission. I am in favor of providing that any 

1 an officer a company in his official capacity keeps re 

to the business of his company, and that any memoranda 

an officer a2 company as such keeps relating to 
; of the company, 


‘ 


te Commerce 


uni 
cour 
com 
books 
of 


ot 


Commission. The importance of having 


books in order that the Interstate Commerce Commis- | 


is so 


in perform their duties intelligently obvious that 
se that it will not be denied or disputed by anybody. 


the 
shall be open to the inspection of the 
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In my judgment, the evil of the 








provision we are 
sidering lies right here: That no officer of a car 
can keep a book or a memorandum relatil to | 
without first having it approved by the Interst ( 
Commission. I think that is not necessary and that 
no useful purpose, because the claim that these | 3 or me! 
randa can be used to conceal rebates r r otl \ 
post has no foundation in fact If the Interstate C 
Commission prescribes books f 
tions of these g1 t corpor ) { I I t bo 
and data w h y bring out « 2 ( 
cr npany. 

The point that I make is that any mem ‘ 
book kept by an officer of a ¢ nh il f 
his purpose dy ‘ ae 
tion. That is the very thing which is denied him by tl 

sion of the proposed l ( 
going over the road t 
and books which are ke] 
the uses 0 r i a f 1 
along, could he do i yut 
his rporatic Are t! ( | i 
office of the « par to reco! t { t t t 
company? What ng to | 
those transctions when the books are away 

I say that this amendment will tie up tl 1Sil f tl 
road and unnecessarily at | ( : 
company in the discharge of t duties 

Mr. TILLMAN. M1 resident 

Mr. HOPKINS. Before the Senator fr New Jet ’ 
his seat I desire to ask him a question. 

The VICE- PRE SIDENT. The Senator from New Je! Mi 
DRYDEN] has yielded the floor, and the Chair has recog ed 1 
Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Trtuma 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will yield to the S r i I if 
he wishes. 

The VICE-PRESIDEN The Senator from South Carolina 
yields to the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I only desire to put a question to the Sena- 
tor from New Jersey. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to know from the Sen 
New Jersey what kind of a book or set of books do 
the division superintendent of a railroad w 1 keep 
out over his division or the general manager y l ¢ g 
over the line of the road? 

Mr. DRYDEN. If he wishes to act intelligently, he must 
earry with him a transcript from the official records of the com- 
pany. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Of what character? 

Mr. DRYDEN. Of any character that may be necessary to 
enable him intelligently and properly to investigate the particu- 
lar subject he may have under consideration 

Mr. HOPKINS. If the Senator will allow me, the diy n 
superintendent goes out from Chicago, for example, o S 
division in the morning and back at night He makes 
ROCHON RETIRE C80 Cay. If there is anytl on that ~ L 
that should go upon the books of the comp vhen he retu 
at night original entries are made respecting the 
day. <Any private m moranda that he mig! 
of his trip during th day is 1 rt of tl 3 of 
pany, but is simply to aid | ory d d f 
when he returns to the office su tters as d ) 
books of the company can be properly trans l 

Mr. DRYDEN. Yes 

Mr. HOPKINS. If this bill is left as 0 
paragraph before us, no harm can come to a diy ( - 
tendent under these conditions; but if the i to 
have another set of book I can see where trouble mig 

Mr. ALDRICH. I withdraw tl ume! i] 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Th 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. Pr I 
which I send to the desl 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. TI » 
Senator from Wis will t 

The Secretary proceeded t I 1 ! 1 
of Mr. LA FOLLETTE, w! 1 ap rs on ] f the t 
amendments. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. TI . 
and, as the endments W I : 
by some Republican coll | 
table, I should like to have order when tl d- 
ments are read, so that they } Ll whe oted 


upon. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The » will be in order 
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Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator please indicate on what 
page of the pamphlet amendments his amendment comes in? 





The SecreTary. On page 139. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will ask that the amendment be 
again read from the beginning, as there has been such con- 


fusion in the Chamber that I am sure not only the place where 


the amendment is to be inserted is not understood, but the 
character of the amendment itself is not understood. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will resume from 


the beginning the reading of the amendment. 


The Secrerary. On line 2, page 25, it is proposed to insert 
a new section, as follows: 
Sec. 7a. That section 19 of said act be amended by adding thereto 


a new section to be known as section 19a, and to read as follows: 












‘Sec. 19a. The Commission shall investigate and ascertain the fair 
value of the property of every railroad engaged in interstate com. | 
merece, as defined in this act, and used by it for the convenience of 
the public. For the purpose of such investigation the Commission is 
authorized to employ such engineers, experts, and other assistants as 
may be necessary. “Such investigation shall be commenced not later 
than July 1, 1906, and shall be prosecuted with diligence and_thor- 
oughness and the results thereof reported to Congress at the beginning 
of each regular session. Such valuation shall show the value of the 
property of every railroad as a whole, and the value of its property 
in each of the several States or Territories or the District of Co- 
lumbia. Every such railroad shall furnish to the Commission, from 
time to time, and as the Commission may require, maps, profiles, con- 
tracts, reports of engineers, and other documents, records, and papers, 
or copies of any or all of the same, in aid of such investigation and 
determination of the value of the property of said railroad, and every 


such railroad is required t 


» cooperate with the Commission in the work 
of the valuation of property 


in such further particulars and to 
such extent as the Commission may direct. 

“The Commission shall, thereafter, in like manner, keep itself in- 
formed of all extensions and improvements or other changes in the con- 
ditions of the property of the said railroads, and ascertain the fair 
value thereof, and from time to time, as may be required for the regu- 
jation of railways under the provisions of this act, revise and correct 
its valuation of railway property. To enable the Commission to make 


its 





such changes and corrections in its valuation, every railroad engaged 
in interstate commerce, as defined in this act, is required to report 
currently to the Commission, and as the Commission may require, all 


improvements and chanses in its property, and to file with the Com- 
mission copies of all contracts for such improvements at the time the 
same are executed. 

“Whenever the Commission shall have completed the valuation of 
the property of any railroad, and before said valuation shall become 
final, the Commission shall give notice by registered letter, to the com- 


pany or companies owning or operating said railroad, stating the valua- 
tion placed upon the several lines of road and classes of property of the 
said company, used by it for the convenience of the public, and shall 
allow the company or companies twenty days in which to file a protest 


of the same with the Commission. If no protest is filed within twenty 
days, such valuation shall become final. 

‘If notice of contest is filed by any railroad the Commission shall 
fix a time for hearing the same, and shall proceed as promptly as may 


be to hear and consider any matter relative and material thereto pre- 
sented by such railroad in support of its protest so filed as aforesaid. 
If after hearing any contest of such valuation under the provisions of 
this act, the Commission is of the opinion that its valuation is incor- 


rect, it shall make such changes as shall make the same a fair valuation 





of such property, and shall issue an order making such corrected 
valuation final. All final valuations by the Commission shall be prima 
facie evidence of the fair value of the railroad property in all proceed- 
ings under this act.” 


Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President—— 


Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves to 
lay the amendment on the table. 


Mr. MONEY. Mr. President, I should like to have the Sena- 
tor from Maine, if he will, withhold that motion for a moment. 


I am not at liberty to vote on this proposition, because I am 
paired, but I should like to have about a minute to state ex- 
actly how I stand on it, if the Senator does not object to my | 


consuming so much time. 

Mr. HALE. The Senator is so modest in his request, that I 
for a moment withhold the motion. 

Mr. MONEY. I am obliged to the Senator. 

Mr. President, I do not want that amendment tabled without 
placing myself fairly upon the record in regard to it. I be- 


lieve it would be the most valuable part of this bill if it could 
be adopted. I do not understand how the railroad Commis- 
sion can ever fix a just and reasonable rate without first ascer- 


a basis for valuation, the value of the roads them- 
what dividends will be declared upon a certain amount 
and what profits should accrue from certain services 
rendered. I do not understand how it is possible to come ac- 
curately near the truth except by a valuation 


taining, as 
selves 


invested, 


and reasonably 





of the property and the amount of money invested. Of course, 
there are other circumstances that will enter into account in 
fixing the rate and the compensation of the carrier; but this 
certainly must be the basis. It is what I understand the Inter- 
state Commerce Commission have been for years calling for, 


nd in one decision of the Supreme Court they said it was the 
ns by which a fair rate could be fixed. 

[ desired to make these remarks simply that I might go upon 
record as supporting this amendment. 


HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 


OnIV men 
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Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I do not know whet 





not my colleague [Mr. La Foiterre] desires to be hear) » hed 
this amendment. If he does for fifteen minutes, I thj)) ipl 
every principle which has prevailed in the Senate he en, 


titled to do so. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the junior Senator from \ 
sin [Mr. La Fotterre] has never shown himself incapable «; 
serting his own rights. He did not rise to debate the »)), nd. 
ment, and no Senator rose for that purpose. < 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I beg the Senator's | 

When he makes that statement, he evidently overloo 
fact that I had addressed the Chair at the time, with a vi, 
having something to say, though I could not hope that th 
ate would be greatly enlightened thereby. 
Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If I may be permitted, I showlq jj) 
| to say that before the Senator from Maine took the floor ¢)o 
Senator from Arkansas was on his feet to debate this : (- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE. I had not perceived that. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I know that several other Sena 
sire to debate it. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the amendment speaks for itsejp 
It involves in itself a very large proposition, a distinctive ¢ " 
ture, which with all ingenuity that might be employed, Se 


ire A 
S de- 


| could not be much better impressed than by the reading the 
amendment. My object was not to interfere personally with 
any one Senator, or another Senator, but, in accordance with 
what I believe to be the feeling of the Senate upon ers 
which the Senate understands and comprehends, when an 
amendment is read, for one I propose, whenever an opportunity 
affords, to give the Senate a chance of laying the amendment 
upon the table, and thereby to end it. I shall not waive this 
right in this case, if the Chair recognizes me, for genera] doe- 


bate upon this matter. If the Senator from Wisconsin, who | 
offered the amendment, believes that he can add anything to 
the clear, measured language of his amendment by anything 
that he may say, I will withhold my motion until he has that 
opportunity ; but I will leave that entirely to him. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I do not under- 
stand that any Senator has the right to indicate what particeu- 
lar Senator shall address the Senate, nor for how long. nor 
what he shall say about any pending matter. When the 
ator from Maine withdraws his motion and turns the questi 


sen- 


on 
over to the Senate, it will be a matter of opportunity whether or 
not he can be recognized a second time to make his motion: but 


he can not extend his motion with a string to it, and say who 
shall speak and who shall not. He may insist upon the deci- 
sion of his motion now, or withdraw it. 

Mr. HALE. 





I am withholding the motion only as a matter 
of courtesy. I said to the Senator offering the amendment that 
if he asked to explain it, I would, as a matter of courtesy, 
withhold my motion. I do not in that select him. He has 


selected himself. He has a right to offer the amendment. I 
am not invidious in any distinction; I am not seeking to l'- 
fere with the Senator from Arkansas particularly, but I think 
that the Senate is ready for the question. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Let the Senate be the judge of 
that. If the Senator makes a motion, it is before the Senate to 
| be disposed of; if he withdraws that motion, then it is for tl 

Senate to determine its own course of proceeding. 

Mr. HALE. On the other hand, if I do not withdraw the 
motion, then the Senate can decide the question—— 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Then it is before the Sen 

Mr. HALE. If I do withdraw the motion the Senate has no 
opportunity, and it goes on indefinitely upon debate, which, 
however bright it might be, would probably not make the under- 
standing of Senators much clearer. The Senator is hot a 
Senator who obtrudes remarks unnecessarily ; he is not 
| the Senators who wastes time; I admit that. He has 
in what he has said heretofore in the Senate his capa 
realize all that; but if I do not insist on the right of moying to 
lay the amendment on the table and thereby bringing thie 1 
to an end and proceeding to other parts of the bill, th: 
be no end to this subject, and if I do not make the motion : 
body else will. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am not insisting that tl 
ator from Maine has no right to make the motion to la) 
the table. I know he has that right; but I insist that 
no right to make a motion of that sort and then withh 
without unanimous consent, for a specific purpose. Whi ne 
tion is presented to the Senate parliamentarily, it is wit! 
control of the Senate, to be disposed of one way or anot! 

Mr. HALE. I am making no pretense of having a rig 


ie 


ite 





control that motion to allow one Senator to speak and to 
that right to another. 
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ie VICE-PRESIDENT. 

pate is out of order. 
ir. CLARKE of Arkansas. 
» VICE-PRESIDENT. 


The Chair will state that this de- 


I think so. 
It is proceeding by unanimous con- 


HALE. Well, I will ask the sense of the Senate on the 
n to lay the amendment on the table. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine moves 
t] the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin 
LA FoLierre] be laid on the table. 
\ir. BACON. I rise to a point of order. 
. VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator will state his point of 


ir. BACON. The point of order I make is that a motion to 
n amendment on the table before the same has been dis- 
( i, or when a Senator has expressed a desire to debate it, 
is violation of the unanimous-consent agreement of April 30, 
which declares that discussion upon amendments shall proceed 
under the fifteen-minute rule until discussion thereon is con- 


ie unanimous-consent agreement is in these words: 


is agreed by unanimous consent that on Friday, May 4, 1906, 
iately upon the conclusion of the routine morning business, the 
S will proceed to the consideration of the bill H. R. 12987, “ ‘An 
‘ regulate commerce,’ approved February 4, 1887, and all acts 
tory thereof, and to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Com 


0 Commission ;” the bill to be read by sections for the purpose of 
‘ ent, the discussion upon amendments offered to proceed under 
a n-minute rule, the amendments to be disposed of when the dis- 
cu n thereon is concluded. 


President, I ask permission to submit very briefly the 
upon which I base that point of order. The Senate 
will remark that, in the absence of this unanimous-consent rule, 
there would not be in order a vote upon any amendment—in 
other words, the discussion would be proceeding, and it would 


u is 


be only when the Senate came to a final vote upon the bill that 
the votes on the amendments would be in order. It is solely 


by reason of the fact that we have made this unanimous-con- 
sent agreement that, in advance of the time when the vote on 
the bill is in order, we are proceeding to vote upon the amend- 
ments. The original proposition, as Senators will recall, was 
that we should take up the amendments for discussion. That 
was the purpose of it—to bring Senators to a discussion upon 
the amendments. Subsequently, in the course of the colloquy 
the debate, as will be shown by the Recorp, there was 
engrafted upon that the further proposition that after the 
amendments had been thus debated, instead of being laid aside 
to be voted on at the conclusion when the bill came to be voted 
upon, we would go outside of the ordinary routine practice— 
take the amendments up and vote upon them in advance of 
what we would otherwise do. 

So that, Mr. President, the question of order is to be consid- 
ered, not with reference to the regular rule of the right to 
move to lay upon the table at any time, but to be taken with 
reference solely and exclusively to the terms of the unanimous- 
consent order, because it is only by the unanimous-consent order 
that any vote is in order at all, and according to the terms of 
the unanimous-consent order a vote is only in order after an 
opportunity for discussion—— 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President 

Mr. BACON. Now, I do not mean to say, if the Senator will 
pardon me a minute 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia declines 
to yield. 

Mr. BACON. I do not mean to say, Mr. President, that 
means that there is no time at which the Senate would 








+] 


claim to itself the right to determine the debate on an amend- | 


ment by a motion to lay upon the table, but I do say that after 


Senators, in consideration of the opportunity furnished by the 
e to debate amendments, agreed upon it, that there could be a 
‘upon such an amendment prior to the ordinary time of the 

debate, it would be a great breach of faith—— 


Mr. ALDRICH. I think I must rise to a point of order. 
Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will pardon me. 
Mr. ALDRICH. 
early out of order. 

Mr. BACON. I am not out of order. 
‘consent of the Chair. 

ezan. 

Mr. ALDRICH. 


\Iy 


I am proceeding with 


Did the Senator get the consent of the Sen- 


Mr. BACON. No; the consent of the Chair. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I wish to make the point of order that the 
ator is proceeding out of order. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
‘ Senator can proceed only by the consent of the Senate. 

Mr. BACON. 


ihe 
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| of regulation or different theories of disposing of 


Just 


I withhold it for a moment, but the Senator | 


I got the consent of the Chair before | 


If the Chair will pardon a suggestion, the | controversies the proof in the particulars must govern 
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Chair is called upon to rule upon a point of order, and it is 
certainly competent for the Chair to ask that the Senator mak- 
ing the point of order give his view to the Chair in order that 
the Chair may determine it. 

Mr. ALDRICH. My point of order is 

Mr. BACON. I therefore asked the consent of the 
fore I begun. 


Mr. ALDRICH. My point is that pending a questi: 


n which is 
not debatable there is no debate permissible upon the point of 
order. That has been decided here a thousand times. 

Mr. BACON. It is done every day by consent. 

Mr. ALDRICH. I was objecting to the Senator’s proceeding 
further. 

Mr. BACON. I was proceeding by the consent of the Cl 
as I understood; not by the consent of the Senator from Rhod 
Island. I will simply state that if Senators violate : 


agreement they need not expect any more unanim 
agreements. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of the opinion that 
this question was settled by the Senate in its interpretation of 
this very rule on the Sth instant. The Chair 
that the motion to lay on the table is in order. 
on agreeing to the motion to lay on the table. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, I have but little 
to say in support of this amendment. If the interruption had 
not occurred, I would have been through long since. 


is of the 
The 


opinion 


question is 


Many amendments have been presented here about which 
there existed room for differences of opinion among those who 
favor a law upon the general subject of the regulation of rail- 


road rates. This is an amendment 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Arkansas will 
suspend until the Senate is in order. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. As I was saying, many amend- 
ments have been presented, discussed, and disposed of 

Mr. HALE. Will the Senator allow me? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Arkansas 


yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Certainly. 

Mr. HALE. I rise to the only point of order I can make 
that there ought to be order in the Chamber. At the little dis- 
tance that I am from the Senator I can not hear a word he says. 
It is not his fault. It is the fault of the Senate. , 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. As I was saying, Mr. President, 
many amendments have been offered for consideration in con- 


nection with the pending bill which presented different theories 

i Some 
of the general plan of regulating railroad rates. 
room for discussion, room for differences of opinion, as 
best method of disposing of them. But this amendment is one 
that presents no issue between those who favor the passage of 
any effective bill. The only issue that could arise would be be- 
tween those who favor the passage of such a measure and those 
who oppose the passage of any legislation whatever on the su 
ject. It is the primary and fundamental step to be taken in any 
rational system of regulation. There must be an ascertainment 
of the value of the property to be regulated before there can 
be computed a just and reasonable compensation for its use. 
That computation must be made by some one before any step 
whatever can be taken in the matter of fixing rates. 

The Supreme Court of the United States has fixed somewhat 
the limits of the authority to be delegated to those 
ister this right to fix rates to be charged by co 
and the doctrine there declared is that the compensation to 
which the carrier is entitled is a just return upon the yalue of 
the property at the time the same is used in the public service. 
and reasonable return upon the value of the property is 
the fundamental and, as I said a moment ago, the ary step 
in the whole transaction. Without the ascertainment of that 
by some one called upon to discharge that duty, 
steps can be taken intelligently. 

If the rate is challenged in court, the court 1 
an ascertainment of the value before it can 
the rate is reasonable and just or whether it 


feature 
There 


to the 


was 






who adn 


il 


mmon carriers, 





adetermine whether 





»s Uv reel Wy No 
single step can be taken that will amount to anything unless 
there has beep an ascertainment of the value « he property. 

I do not understand that anyone pretends to the contrary, the 
only difference here being whether it shall be intelligently made 
by the Commission when that transaction forms the major 
purpose of the investigation, or in a mere incidental manner 
| through the courts upon partial investigation and hearing. Or 
course it leaves very wide room for uncertainty in decision when . 
undertaken as 2 merely incidental issue by the courts. In such, 


in its 
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decision by the court. This must depend in large degree upon 
the competency of counsel engaged in preparing the case for 
hearing, the importance attached to the issue in the particular 
and other circumstances connected with that particular 


i 
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general power is that it recetves what, under all the circumstan 
such compensation for the use of its property as will be just | 
and to the public. 


And then, Mr. President, they went on and laid down fo» t] 


ces, ig 
oth to it 


consideration of every legislative, administrative, or juq ial 
bedy that should deal with this question, a method of ac. 
certaining what rate would be just both to the publie and to {ho 

| public-service corporation, and in defining the basis upon w ch 
reasonable rates must be fixed they said this: ies 
If a railroad corporation has bonded its property for an amoun: it 


| dends for stockholders, it is a misfortune for it and them, w 


cise. The decision of the same fact of value of the same rail- 
Ww may therefore be decided differently on different hearings. 

This amendment ought to commend itself to those who want-| 
clearness instead of confusion. I think there can be no objec- 
tion on the part of anyone who favors the enactment of a rail- | 
road regulati law that this matter, being of such great im- 
portanes h be taken up deliberately and shall receive the 
very fairest attention it is possible to provide by law. I think 
the carrier ought to be heard. I think the Commission ought 
to provide the fullest investigation, and after the fullest hear- | 
ing determine the fundamental question of the value of the 
property. Unless that is done there will be no step taken that 
will amount to anything more than a guess. Before the court 
will | bl whether the rate is fair and just it must | 
h im nade. It may be said that in the general | 
( ) ssion to fix a just and reasonable rate, 
| iplication the power to fix the value of the property em- 
p! l in the servi is conferred, and that that will probably 
fol] I I this step is second only in importance to the 
rat to be fixed, and a very full, complete, and 
n ite « tion should be given as to how it should be done, 
and I think it should be a preliminary step. I think we can 
in th answer in a measure the suggestion of the Supreme 
Ce conform to the rule laid down by that tribunal. Of 

ms who should be interested in the adoption of this 
amendment it would seem to me that the broad court rev?sion- 
re the ones who would insist that this fundamental step 
uld be taken and under such circumstances as to impart to 
the : rtainment such verity that it would not thereafter be 
( 
Ir. HALI Mr. President, as the mover of the measure has 
licated any desire to explain it, I move to lay the amend- 
I on the table. 
r. LA FOLLETTE. With the permission of the Senator 
{ 1M I will submit a few remarks to the Senate. 
Ir. HALI It is not for me to permit the Senator. I 
i] it, that if the Senator himself who offered 
t] ne ires to explain it I will not insist, until after 
the floor, upon my motion. But I shall then make 
the 1 m and have it submitted to the Senate. I am not dis- 
‘ r f or against the Senator personally. He has 
‘ red ndment, and I am willing to withhold my motion | 
until he, having offered the amendment, explains it under the 
rule as he desires. Then I shall ask recognition from the Chair 
lor Iny Motion. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I was not aware that 
any Senator upon this floor, by serving notice upon the Senate 
that he sed to move to lay an amendment on the table, 
‘ if lose all other Senators from even rising and asking 
f on to discuss the amendment. I knew that the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] desired to speak upon 
this amendment; I know that other Senators desire to speak 
upon it, for they so indicated to me. For that reason I waited, | 
after the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE] fook his seat, 
to see whether others desired to speak before I rose. Before 
any other Senator could secure recognition the Senator from 
M e [Mr. Hate] interposed his motion for the purpose of pre- 
venting debate. 

Mr. President, I can not be quite indifferent to the fact | 
that tl inguished Senator from Maine [Mr. Harr] has ap- | 
plied his motion to table the amendments so far, I believe, in the | 
debate, which were offered by myself, with one exception, and 
that w he amendment offered by the Senator from Mississippi 
{Mr. Mc! RIN], Which was so near akin to one I had offered 
that the Senator from Maine [Mr. Hate] doubtless felt eon- 

1 ake his motion, in that case, merely to be con- 
sist 

Mr. Preside I will s that while I remain a member 
of the Senat there will never again be unanimous consent 
given f the adoption of such a rule as that under which we 
are proceeding which does 1 permit a vote to be taken directly 
upon the endments part of the unanimous-consent agree- 
ment—ex the motion to table. 

a“ r. Pre with respect to the amendment which is be- 
, { Senate, I have to say just this: It is the foundation of 
| that is to be effective to secure reasonable rates 
hall be a valuation of the railroad property of this 
( r upport of that I call the attention of the Senate 
t f xr language of the Supreme Court: 

l nost that any corporation operating a public highway can 

rigl y demand at the hands of the legislature when exerting its 





exceeds in its fair value, or if its capitalization is largely fictit 
may not impose upon the public the burden of such increased | 
may be required for the purpose of realizing profits upon such 
sive valuation or fictitious capitalization. 
. * * a 
They said further: 
If a corporation can not maintain such a highway and earn diy} 





Constitution does not require to be remedied by imposing un 
dens upon the public. ; 

Now, sir, with respect to the vital importance of this 
tion before any commission or any legislative or any judici 
tribunal can fix a reasonable rate, I wish to call attention 
the language of the Interstate Commerce Commission, syp- 
mitted to this body in its report for 19038. That was qui 
recently; and at that time, in urging upon Congress the 
portance of authorizing the Commission to make a yal 
of railway property, they said: 

Among the subjects which deserve the attention of Congress is the 
need of a trustworthy valuation of railway property. 

* * a a cm 





~ 

A large number of questions incident to the valuation 
properties suggest themselves in addition to those which | 
mentioned. This report can not, however, enter into furt) 
Sufficient has been said to indicate the importance of an aut 
determination of railway values. It is respectfully recommer 
Congress take this matter under advisement with a view to ; 
lative action as may be deemed appropriate. 


They said, further, these important words with respect 
valuation of railway property : 


of 








No tribunal upon which the duty may be imposed, whether legisla- 
tive, administrative, or judicial, can pass a satisfactory judgment upon 
the reasonableness of railway rates without taking into account the 
value of railway property. 


Now, what is it proposed to do by this legislation? 


Is it pro- 





posed to give to the people of this country reasonable rates? 
Will anyone contend on this floor that the public is not entitled 
| to reasonable rates? Will anyone contend that the railroad 
companies, the common carriers of this country, are entitled to 
more than reasonable rates? If the reasonable rate is that 


| which does justice to the public and justice to the common car- 

rier—and if it is desired to have justice done to the public and 
| to the ecarrier—then why not incorporate in this legislation the 
means of enabling the Commission to ascertain the reas 
rate? You have not yet done it. You will never do it until you 
adopt an amendment authorizing and requiring the Commission 
to make a valuation of the property of every railway company 
subject to the provisions of this act. 

With respect to this proposition, the Chicago Record-Lerald 
had this to say editorially: 

There is one feature * * * which is bound to be pressed, 
matter what laws are enacted this year. That is for the valua 
railroad property. The Interstate Commerce Commission has a 
the power. The convention of railroad commissioners in Washing 
a month ago voted unanimously in favor of it. Many States w 
are struggling with the assessment of railroad property would 
terested in it. Whether in connection with proposals for I 
rate-making legislation or entirely apart from such a movement, we 
are certain to hear a good deal more of it in the future. 


The Chicago Tribune had this to say editorially with ref 
ence to the proposition which is now before the Senate: 


It is obvious that both the Interstate Commerce Commiss 
the Senator from Wisconsin are correct in affirming that no int yen 
regulation of rates can be carried out without a knowledge of ¢ eal 
value of the physical value of- the railroads. To expect tl Com 
| mission to fix rates or the courts to review them without su 

| tion would be to repeat Pharaoh’s old demand for bricks withou 

To make the proposed appraisement would cost some millions : 

time, but effective public rate regulation by the Interstate ( 
Commission—such regulation as would be likely to stand th: 
judicial review—implies and requires that the appraisement be 


Now, I say to Senators here that the only justification 
you can offer for a vote against this amendment is that it is } 
purpose to pass a bill here to enable the Commission to in 


nah! 
Lapie 





er- 


any efficient regulation of railways or to defend in the « s 
the reasonableness of a single rate or regulation which i y 
seek to establish. But if it is the purpose to so empower the 
Commission, provision must be made for the valuation of rail- 
way property, because when the Commission fixes its rates 1 
the railroad company resists these rates, the question \ ich 
will be raised is whether the rates as established will yield 4 
| fair return upon the fair value of the property of the rai road 


| company. If the rate will not yield such return it can not 
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Whether the Commission can maintain its rates or not 
| depend upon its ability to show in the court that the rates 


sta! d. 


h they have established do yield a fair return upon the 
{ value of the railroad property. Clearly, it can not do this 
unless it knows what is the fair value of that property. 

w, I undertake to say that the bill which is before the 
S e does not provide for ascertaining a reasonable rate upon 
t! sis fixed by the Supreme Court. 

certainly does not profess to provide for fixing reasonable 
rates. It provides only that the Commission may fix maximum 
' but it provides no means by which the Commission can 
‘ tain whether the rate which is fixed as a maximum is a 


nd reasonable maximum rate. Until the Commission is 
‘ized to make, and does make, a true valuation of railway 
ty, it can never make it clear to the court that the max- 
rate which it establishes is a reasonable maximum rate. 
sist, Mr. President, that this is a bill for the benefit of 
hipper, who does not really pay the charges. It aims only 
he the Commission with power to ascertain whether rates 
relatively equal between shippers. It provides that, upon 
int, the Commission may prescribe such rates. But the 
( tandard of comparison by which the Commission can be 
| in its effort to fix rates is the standard set by other rates 
the railroads, and the reasonableness of which is 
1 only to the railroads. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator’s time has expired. 
Mr. HALE. I move to lay the amendment on the table. 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
n of the Senator from Maine [Mr. HAtLe] to lay on the 
. the amendment proposed by the Senator from Wisconsin 
fr. LA FoLLetTre]. 
Mr. HALE. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 
rhe yeas and nays were ordered ; and the Secretary proceeded 


he 
wy 


to eall the roll. 
Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called). I again an- 


ince my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Car- 
wack], who is absent. If I were at liberty to vote I should 
vote “ yea.” 

The roll call was concluded. 

Mr. ALLISON. Has the senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. 
MorGan] voted. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. He has not. 

Mr. ALLISON. I am paired with that Senator. 
present I should vote “ yea.” 
The result was announced—yeas 40, nays 27, as follows: 


If he were 





YEAS—40. 
Aldrich Cullom Hansbrough Millard 
Alger Dick Hemenway Nelson 
Allee Dillingham Hopkins Nixon 
Ankeny Dryden Kean Penrose 
Brand Flint Kittredge Perkins 
B ey Foraker Knox Piles 
B am Frye Lodge Platt 
( er Fulton Long Scott 
Clark, Wyo Gallinger McCumber Sutherland 
Crane Hale McEnery Wetmore 
NAYS—27. 
Bacon Culberson Gearin Overman 
B Vv Dolliver La Follette Simmons 
Berry Dubois Latimer Taliaferro 
Bl burn Elkins McCreary Teller 
J tt Foster McLaurin Tillman 
( Ark, Frazier Mallory Warner 
( Gamble Newlands 
NOT VOTING—22. 

n Clark, Mont. Money Smoot 
Beveridge Daniel Morgan Spooner 

WS Depew Patterson Stone 
Burton Gorman Pettus Warren 
( ack Heyburn Proctor 
Clapp Martin Rayner 


So Mr. LA FoLiertTe’s amendment was laid on the table. 

Mr. FORAKER. I offer an amendment to be inserted as a 
rate section, following section 7, to be numbered section 8. 
amendment is printed at page 191 of the larger compilation 
mendments. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
tor from Ohio will be read. 
» SEcRETARY. On page 191 of the printed amendments, add 
end of section 7 a new section, to be known as section 8, 
follows—— 
Mr. FORAKER. 
be 
i read already. I made it the subject of extended remarks 
‘some ten days ago. I will have it read or not, as Senators 
ire. I can explain in a very few words what the améndment 
If Senators will turn to the printed amendments on page 

191, they will find the amendment there set forth. By glancing 

at it they will see that while the reading would require some 


Unless the Senate desires that the amend- 


read at this time, I will state that the amendment has | 
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time the new part that is proposed of the intended law is very 
brief. In other words, this is simply a proposition to amend 
section 3 of the Elkins law as it now stands. If any Senator 
prefers to have it read rather than simply turn to it as it a) 
pears, of course it can be read at the desk. 

Mr. HALE. It is a very important amendment. I think it 
had better be read. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will re: 
ment submitted by the Senator from Ohio. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

Sec. 8. 
titled “‘An 


id the amend- 


That section 3 of the act approved February 19, ; 
act to further regulate commerce with for¢ 1 natio and 






















































































among the States,” be, and the same is hereby, am d so as to read 
as follows: : 

‘Sec. 3. That whenever the Interstate Commerce Commission s I 
have reasonable ground for belief t any ¢« mon carrier i ngaged 
in the carriage « assengers or freight traffic betwee ven 
less than the published rates on file, is, either sin . , 
tion with one or more carriers, pu y d n 
reasonable rates therefor, or is « itting a d 
bidden by law, whether as between s pers, pla i 
otherwise, and whether effected by 1 1s of 1 ‘ 
tions, preferentials, private car re rator 
minal charges, elevator charges, failure to su] 
with cars, or in any other ma if 
plainants so request or if f y d 
able to proceed under the provisions : 
the other provisions of this act, be it - or 
will not, after due notice, desist fro 
with the Attorney-General a brie : 
belief and the evidence in support thereof, lft yn, ; 
direction, and in the name of the United States, a petiti 
presented alleging such facts to the circuit court the 1 
sitting in equity having jurisdiction; l w f 
is alleged to hay en comm 1 ¢ s be 
more than one jr 1 dist State, it 1 ! 
of, tried, and dé iined in yne of su c 
whereupon it sl ve the duty of tl 1 s i ) 
the facts and circumstances, upon suc! ‘ 
the court shall direct and without the plea 3 and 3 
applicable to ordinar uits in equity ) ) Ss 
or cory ions | es thereto as the court may 4d ect i 
upon being satisfied of the truth of the allegations of said pe d 
court shall enjoin, according to the ground of complaint, t iDlis 
ing and charging of all of any such rate or rates so complained of in 
excess of what the court shall find to be reasor » and just. which 
shall continue to be the lawful rate as heretofore and now pre I l 
by statute, such injunction to continue in force duri 2 iod 
the same or substantis the same conditions may 
established by the evidence in such case, or shall enfor an ¢ 
ance of the published tariffs if they are found to be just d re 
able, or direct and require a discontinuance of such discri 
such proper orders, writs, and process as will, as nearly i 
prohibit unlawful discriminations as to both persons id ices and 
secure equality of right and treatment to all shippers and localities, 
which said orders, writs, and process may | enforceable as well 
against the parties interested in the traffic as ainst the 
carriers complained of; and all proceedings hereunder shall S 
ject to the right of appeal to the Supreme Court, as now | vided 
the act ‘uary 11, 1903, to expedite t earings of its in 
equity; but such appeal shall not operate t tay r 1 ede the 
order of the court or the execution of any w I ro th 
unless the circuit or Supreme Court, on applica theref iad 
good cause, so order. It shall be the duty of the several district atto 
neys of the United States, whenever the Attorney-General s] dir 
either of his own motion or upon the request of the Inter 
merce Commission, to institute and prosecute such proce ind 
the proceedings provided for by this act shall be pros¢ the 
cost of the United States or the railroad company or compani the 
court may adjudge equitable and just, and such proceeding t 
preclude the bringing of suit for the recovery of damages by any 
party injured or any other action provided by said act approved F: 
ruary 4, 1887, entitled ‘An act to regulate mmerce’ and the : 
amendatory thereof. And in proceedings under t! act and the : 
to regulate commerce the said courts shall have the power to 
the attendance of witnesses, both upon the rt of the car r and 
shipper or shippers who may be intere shall be i 
answer on all subjects relating directly or in y to tl t 
controversy, and to compel the production of a Ks and 
of the carrier and the shipper or shippers, w 1 re 
indirectly to such transaction. The < that h tes 
evidence may tend to criminate the i such « 
not excuse such person from testifying or such rporation l : 
its books and papers, but no person shall be | d or su ed to 
any penalty or forfeiture for or on account of ar tran 
or thing concerning which he may testify or pr vidence 
mation, documentary or otherwise, in such pro ling P ide I 
the provisions of an act entitled ‘An act to expedite the hearing and 
determination of suits in equity pending or hereafter brought rt 
act of July 2, 1890, entitled “An act to protect trade and 
against unlawful restraints and mot . » 1 
merce,’ approved February 4, 1887, ther s 
purpose that may be hereafter enacted, I | 
shall apply to any case prosecuted un ( tior At 
General in the name of the Interstate 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I thin! 
sideration bas been greatly improved by ! 
by the Senate. I think it was a great improvement to ad 
the so ealled * court-review provisi — ; 2 : 7 S a2iso 
a great improvement on the bill as passed by the House to 
amend it by adopting the provision which requires carriers to 
confine themselves after the ist day of M LYOS, to the bus 

i ness of carrying alone; in order words, to require them to go 
out of the carrying on of other business than that which prop 


erly belongs to common carriers. 


I think it was an improvement also to restore the imprison- 
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ment clause, and I think we have improved the bill further and 
very materially by providing penalties for shippers who ask 
for and receive rebates. I think the Senator from North Da- 
kota {[Mr. McCumber] did a good day’s work when he offered 
that amendment and secured its adoption. 

But notwithstanding all these improvements, Mr. President, 
the bill which we are about to enact is yet open to some very 
serious objections; objections that go to the constitutionality 
of the m as to its efficiency, if it should be up- 
held in 
have done and all we : likely to do, the bill as it will become 
a law will confer upon the Interstate Commerce Cormmission 
the three independent and coordinate powers of Government— 
judicial po executive power, legislative power. I do not see 
how the bill can be upheld in the courts with that commingling 
of all these powers in the Commission. 


“usure as well 
the courts. 


wer, 


In the first place, notwithstanding all we | 
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It also will, in my judgment, clearly delegate legislative | 
power. The Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La Fo.ierre] in 
addressing the Senate a few moments ago in behalf of his 


amendment made a strong argument 


tion by pointing out that the bill has that deficiency. I under- 


in faver of his proposi- | 


stood him to go so far as to express the opinion that if the | 


Iment 


ameint 


he was then discussing should not be adopted the | 


standard of just and reasonable by which the Commission is to | 


determine rates will remain so indefinite as to be no standard 
at all, practically. 


| 


| to the test in the courts. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President—— 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield | 
to the junior Senator from Wisconsin? 
Mr. FORAKER. I do, simply for a question. I am limited | 


as to my time. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
mean to say what the Senator represented me as saying. I 
simply mean to say that it does not afford any means for the 


I wish merely to state that I did not 


Commission to ascertain whether the rate is reasonable or not. 
Mr. FORAKER. I may not have correctly understood the 
Senator. But I do not understand that his explanation changes | 
the effect of what he said. I understood him to be of the | 


opinion that the fixing of rates would be a matter of judgment, 
without any definite standard, and therefore the legislative 
power would be delegated. But whether that was his opinion 
or not, it is clearly my opinion. 

In addition to that, 
merate them, not to discuss them—the bill will still be liable 
to the constitutional difficulty I argued at length on a previous 
aay 
such 
erty without just compensation, and it will be, in my opinion, 
unconstitutional on that account. 

There a trouble I commented on frequently during this 
debate about jury trials, and there is a question about the power 


is 


Mr. President—I have only time to ent- | 
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plainant shall, if he so desires, make known to the Com; sion 
that instead of proceeding before the Commission under {) bill 
we have been considering, to there have a full and conor 


hearing and then to go into the courts to have all th»; » 
viewed, shall make request of the Commission, and it sh.\| ), 
the duty of the Commission to send it at once to the ey 
First, of course, I should have said, the Commission shaj) «; 
to inquire whether or not there is a reasonable ground foy +). 
complaint. +" 

If Senators will look at the amendment I have offered. +) 
will see it is but an amendment of the existing law. 
mission shall stop and inquire, when they receive the 
plaint in a preliminary way, whether there is probable ; 
for the complaint. They shall see whether or not they « 
duce the railroad, just as they do now, to desist from the Ss 
tice, if they think they are engaged in a wrong practice. }r4j). 
ing in that, they shall at once send it to the court. where it s)))) 
be prosecuted by the United States district attorney in tl: . 
of the United States, without any expense whatever to the s)jp. 
per; and it shall apply to excessive rates, to rebates, and t 
criminations. 

Mr. President, I have not time, as Senators recognize, to « 
into any detailed and elaborate explanation of this amend. 


mr} 
ie 


COM 


und 


N- 
i 


ment. I want to say again, as I have said heretofore, t}, his 
is a proposition by which I am seeking only to broaden anq 


strengthen existing law. It is a law that has already bee: 

It has been found efficient, for }, 
withstanding criticisms that have been passed upon it in 
course of this discussion, it is the law under which to-d 
everything is being done that is being done by the Department 
of Justice to break up and prevent these practices of which the 
people so complain as against the railroads. 

Now, while we are legislating about this subject, while woe 
are familiar with it, when we are fully advised, I do not under- 
stand why, in addition to the particular plan we have already 
legislated upon, we should not make better and stronger and 
more eflicient the law under which these proceedings are al- 
ready being successfully carried forward. 


That is all there is of this amendment. I might cite authori- 


ties, and I would gladly do that if it should be necessary, to 
show that there is not a provision here that has not been passed 


on by the courts favorably. There is not a provision here that 
the courts have not expressly upheld, and therefore if we should 


| adopt the amendment we have no risk to run in that regard. 


in this debate of fixing through routes and joint rates in | 
a way as to have the legal effect of taking private prop- | 


of visitation that I spoke of this morning when that clause of | 


In addition to that we have 
of the effect of the severe 


was under consideration. 
run the risk in the courts 


the bill 
got to 


| mission in reference to unjust and unreasonable rates an 


penalties that have been commented on previously in this de- | 


bate not only by myself, but by many others. 
So, Mr. President, when we shall have done for this bill all 
we have done and all we are likely to do, so far as we are at 


present advised, it will be a bill as to which there can be urged | 


very serious objections. It may perish—and it is my opinion 
that it will—in the courts. 
Now, whether Senators agree with me in that or not, they must 


concede, one and all, and I think one and all do concede, that 


| 


I hope the amendment may be adopted. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I regret that I can not see my 
way clear to agree with the Senator from Ohio [Mr. For ker] 
in respect to this amendment. I realize the beneficent pur 
he has in view; but the practical effect of the amendment, in 
the first instance, is to transfer the rate-making power from 
the Commission to the court. The first clause provides that 
after any complaint is made to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
d dis- 


‘pose 


| 
Her- 


criminations “‘ between shippers, places, commodities, or ot 
wise,” whether it is affected by rebates, ete., the complainant 
may in that case, if he prefers, without any other ceremony 
bring it into court. 

In reference to that provision, I wish to suggest how easy it 
would be for a railroad company to get some shipper to make 
a pro forma complaint to the Interstate Commerce Commission, 





| and then after he has made that complaint avail himself of this 


these serious objections to the validity and constitutionality | 


of the bill will remain, after we have done all we ean, to be 
urged against it in the courts. 

Now, Mr. President, I take it that every Senator here is actu- 
ated by a desire to remedy the evils that have been justly com- 





plained of by the shippers of this country. I have no other 
purpose. I want a law that will be efficient, a law that will be 
upheld in the courts, a law that will not be a disappointment 
to the people of this country when we have put it upon the 
statute books; and it is because we have apprehension about | 
the efficiency and the constitutionality of the bill we have been | 
considering that I have, by the amendment which has just been | 
read at the Clerk’s desk, suggested an alternative remedy. 

Now, that is what I want Senators to get into their minds. 
What I have suggested is not in conflict with a line of the bill 
we have been « idering. It does not weaken or destroy any 
pre i of the bill. It is an addition to that. It is what I 
have ] rly called it, an alternative remedy. It provides 
{ wh 1 complaint is made to the Interstate Commerce 
( m, the complainant, whether the complainant be a 
S ( r be a e whether the complaint be of a re- 
bate or of an excessive rate, or of a discrimination, the com- 


privilege and take it into court. Then on page 3 of the amend- 
ment you will find the following: 


And upon being satisfied of the truth of the allegations of said peti- 


tion said court shall enjoin, according to the ground of complaint, the 
publishing and charging of all of any such rate or rates so comp ned 
of, in excess of what the court shall find to be reasonable and 


which shall continue to be the lawful rate as heretofore ami now 
scribed by statute. 

That amounts to nothing else, Mr. President, than the court 
in that case to pronounce upon the rate complained of, and 


then if the court find that any part of the rate is too h to 
scale it down and fix a rate that is just and reasonable. Now 
that is in fact the power we propose to vest in the Interstate 
Commerce Commission. It is giving the court the right in the 


first instance to exercise a legislative function to pass upon 
rates. 

I have not time to dwell more on that feature of the : d- 
ment, but I want to call your attention to the remarkable con- 
cluding paragraph, which attempts not only to nullify tn 
interstate-commerce act, but also the Sherman Act. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Minn 
yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. ‘The Senator from Minnesota is mistaken. 1 





ta 
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did not offer that as a part of the amendment. Even if it had 

offered, it is only what the President has recommended 

1 e to Congress at this session should be done. That is 

uded, however. I do not stop to discuss it; but I commend 

+, the Senator what I think would be a very good reason for it. 

\lr. NELSON. I will simply say that I am glad the Senator 

has excluded it, because, in my mind, that was the worst feature 

The language is: 

. That nothing in the act to regulate commerce, 

| ry 4, 1887, or in the act to protect trade and commerce against 
| restraints and monopolies, approved July 2, 1890— 

it is the Sherman antitrust law— 

1 any act amendatory of either of said acts, shall hereafter 
to the establishment of rates or the changing or publication of 
me with respect to foreign commerce, or shall prohibit any 

and reasonable agreement of two or more carriers with 
to rates or charges and the maintenance and observance of the 
interstate transportation that is not in unreasonable restraint 
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approved | 


ie or commerce with foreign nations or among the several | 

But, leaving out that part of it, the objection, as I said, to 

{ ther portion of the amendment which the Senator from 
O has offered is that it would be entirely in contravention | 
of the spirit and purpose of this act, which proposes to give 
rate-making power to the Interstate Commerce Commis- | 

in the first instance, and then to allow their action to be sub- | 

S itly reviewed. This proposes to have the court, upon 
plaint of a shipper, investigate the question and pass upon 

the rate as to whether it is too high or too low; and if too 
high, to scale it down; so that if a rate of a dollar a hundred | 
s complained of, the court can scale it down and say: “ We | 
75 cents a hundred is a reasonable rate, and we will en- 
join all in exeess of that.” Then there is no limitation as to 


the period of time the court may enjoin the rate. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not wish to reply to the 
Senator from Minnesota, but I wish to ask him a question, if he 
will yield for that purpose. 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. I want simply to say to him that, so far as 
power of the court to enjoin a rate is concerned, I have fol- 

ved the decisions in 7 Federal Reporter, in 8 Federal Reporter, 


123 Federal Reporter, in 186 United States Reports, 174 Mas- | 


sachusetts Reports, and in a number of other cases. 
But 
why should not the shipper have the right to have his case 
proceeded with in the courts, where there is only one hearing, 
| without any expense at all, rather than compel him to have 
two hearings at his own expense, as now? 

Mr. NELSON. For the reason that the rate-making power is 
not invested in the courts, in the first instance, but belongs to the 
Interstate Commerce Commission. That is the objection to it. 

Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow me, there is no 
rate-making power whatever conferred on the court here. The 
court is authorized to hear and determine what is a just and 
reasonable rate, which is the lawful rate prescribed by the 
statute; and if the carrier was charging any more than the law- 
ful rate the court is authorized to enjoin all in excess of it; in 
other words, not to make a rate, but to give effect to a rate 


which Congress has made. 
Mr. NELSON. The judicial power is limited to this: The 


court has the right to say whether a rate complained of is too 
high or too low and to enjoin it; but the court has no right to 
go further and say that any other rate below that is just and 
isonable. What I have stated is the limit of the power of the 
( rt. 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on 
endment proposed by the Senator from Ohio 
Mr. FORAKER. I eall for the yeas and nays. 
‘he yeas and nays were ordered; and having 
result was announced—yeas 10, nays 56, as follows: 


agreeing to the 
[Mr. Foraker]. 





YEAS—10. 
I Foraker Morgan Wetmore 
ey Gallinger Platt 
Kean Scott 
NAYS—56. 
Clay Gearin Newlands 
Crane Hansbrough Nixon 
mn Culberson Kittredge Overman 
i y Cullom Knox Perkins 
Daniel La Follette Pettus 
rn Dillingham Latimer Piles 
ree Dolliver Lodge Proctor 
Dryden Long Rayner 
m Dubois McCreary Simmons 
: Ws Flint McCumber Stone 
' : Foster McLaurin Taliaferro 
( Frazier Mallory Teller 
( Mont Frye Martin Tillman 
Ark Gamble Nelson Warner 


the question I want to ask the Senator from Minnesota | 





been taken, the | 





Ankeny Depew Heybut st 
Bacon Elkins liopkins Sr t 
Beveridge Fulton McEnery Spooner 
Burton Gorman Millard Ss rland 
Carmack Hale Money W n 
Clark, Wyo. Hemenway Patterson 

So Mr. ForaKeEr’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I off in end 
|} ment-—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that the 
Senator from Alabama first rose. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I give way to the Senator from Al 
bama [Mr. Morcan], and desire to be recognized later. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will recog e the S« 
tor from Wisconsin later. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Very well. 

Mr. MORGAN. I offer an amendment as a separate s 
tion, which I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by t 
Senator from Alabama will be stated. 

The SecreTary. It is proposed at the end of section 7 to 
sert the following: 

That nothing in this act contained shall be nstrued a 
any person who sues in his own right and name from instit 
} suit under its provisions, or any other suit, at law or in 
any State court, or in any court of the United States, agai 
common carrier. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to t 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. KEAN. Let the amendment be again stated, Mr. Presi 
dent. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again sta the 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Alabama. 

The Secretary again read Mr. MorGan’s amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The roll will be called. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. SPOONER (when his name was ealled). I again an 
nounce my pair with the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. Cal 
MACK]. If I were at liberty to vote, I should vote “ nay.” 

The roll call having been concluded, the result was a 
nounced—yeas 23, nays 41, as follows: 

YEAS—23. 
Berry Dubois McLaurin Rayne 
Blackburn Foster Mallory Ss 
Julkeley Frye Martin Simmons 
Clark, Mont. Gearin Morgan laliaferro 
Clay Latimer Pettus Tillman 
Daniel McEnery Platt 
NAYS—41 
|} Aldrich Clarke, Ark. Gamble Nelson 
Alger Crane Hansbrough Nixon 
Allee Cullom Hemenway Perkins 
Allison Dick Hopkins Piles 
Ankeny Dillingham Kean Proctor 
Brandegee Dolliver Kittredge Sutherland 
Burkett Dryden Knox Wart 
surnham Flint Lodge Wetmore 
Burrows Foraker Long 
Carter Fulton McCumber 
Clapp Gallinger Millard 
NOT VOTING—235. 
Bacon Depew McCreary s ner 
Bailey Iilkins Money s ‘ 
Beveridge Frazier Newlands ‘T 
Burton Gorman Overman Warren 
Carmack Hale Patterson 
Clark, Wyo. Heyburn Penrose 
Culberson La Follette Smoot 

So Mr. MorGcan’s amendment was rejected. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer the amendment which I send to 
the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by the 
Senator from Wisconsin will be stated. 

The Secretary. At the end of section 7 it is proposed to 
a new section, to be known as section 7 (a), as follows 

Sec. 7 (a). That the Commission is author 

| quire all railroads engaged in interstate comm 
act to adopt the block system upon | its | 
trains are run prior to the Ist day of Ji 1911 i the ¢ 
may after reasonable notice and ng « 
the portion of such lines upon yw l ' | 
and installed, not exceeding one-fourth of f t 
} senger lines of such railroad in a ne yj i ily 
ing to comply with any lawful order made 1 ( i 
der shall be liable to a penalty $1,000 for ¢ such 
continues, to be recovered in a suit to be broug in : 
United States by the United States att . n 1 » cil t 
United States having jurisdiction in the ty ylation 
sha have occurred, and it shall be the d of 1 United § t 
torney to bring such suit ve 1 i ma rized 
with him of such violatio the purposes of this a the term 
‘block system ” shall be taken to mean the t is and rules by 





NOT VOTING—23. 
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| tection of railway employees certain elementary facts 


| of the public depend upon the fidelity and courage of ; 





May 14, 


the common carrier, or any other officer, agent, or employ 
such common carrier? And in all cases where the jury shal! 

carelessness or negligence of the common carrier, or any othe 

agent, or employee of such common carrier, was greater than { 
ligence of the employee so injured or killed, and contributed 
greater degree to such injury or death, then the plaintiff shalj |, tH. 
tled to recover, and the negligence, if any, of the employee go 
or killed shall be no bar to such recovery, and in all cases yy ‘ 
act the questions of negligence and contributory negligence shal) for 
the jury. for 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 


of 


a 


Mr. President, in legislation for ¢) 


be considered. The employment is an extra hazard: 


From the very character of the business a railway en] ig 
at the mercy of every other employee with whom he wor! He 
can exercise no choice of association. He is bound to wo: ith 


his coemployee, whatever his character. He is part of a 
He may be placed in great jeopardy through the carele: nf 
a fellow-servant, and yet be compelled to accept the risk 
peril others whose safety depends upon his self-sacrifice. 

The personal safety and lives of the public and the | 


ployed in the railway service. The proper safeguarding of yj). 
way employees is a matter of public concern. It 
proposition that in proportion as the liability of the railw 
pany is increased, for the acts and defaults of its officers, agen 
and employees, in that degree will be secured greater diliven 
and care upon its part, and the hazard to the public there)y Je 
sened. 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from W nsin 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Certainly. 

Mr. MALLORY. I should like to ask the Senator fr 
consin, for my own information, as to his idea of the : 


is 


Wis- 


Ci- 


| tion of the terms of this amendment if it is enacted into law? 


| laws modifying the common law on the subject. 


means of which the movement of railroad trains may be regulated in 
such manner that an interval of space of absolute length may at all 
til maintained between the rear end of a train and the forward 
end of the train 1 t ‘lowing. The term shall be taken. to include 

so called, but no order shall specify the 
kind 0 ystem or make or cause any discrimination between au- 
tomatic, » ¢ ed, and nonautomatl 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, scarcely a day passes 
that does not record some case of gross negligence on the part 
of a railroad company in the operation of its trains, resulting 
in coll 1 and in the consequent destruction of the lives of 
passengers and of employees. The accidents which occur in 
the United States outnumber those of foreign countries three, 
four, five nd six to one, depending upon the country with | 
which co rison is made. In the year ending June 30, 1905, 
th iilroads of the United States killed and injured 10,617 pas- 
sengers and 48,487 e1 vees. 

\n instructive comparison may be made with the railroads of 
England. England h a little over 22,000 miles of road. We 
] over 200,000 mil of road. The passenger trains of 
England in 1903 traveled less than one-half the total mileage 
which the p r trains in this country traveled, but the 
Ie d ied twice aS many passengers as were 
cal I railroads of the United States during that year. 
I thu een that the English trains were much more 

I and followed each other much more closely in 
handle this traflic on their limited trackage. 

Ii is epted, sir, as a rule of accidents, that they increase 
somewhat in proportion to the density of the traffic. The density 
of the English traffic as compared with the traffic in this country 
i ; 6 to 1, but, notwithstanding that fact and the further 
fact that England hauled twice as many passengers with a train 

l than half as great as ours, and did the work with | 
only 22,000 miles of track, its railroads killed and injured in | 

3 enth of » number killed and injured by the rail- 
roads of ti intry in that year. England has adopted the 
block f and requires the railroads of that country to 
operate ider it. 

But there is another reason, Mr. President, why the fatalities 

nd injuries i this country exceed those of other countries. 
The parsil policy pursued by the railroad companies 
ind ti failure to employ a sufficient number of men to 
i their tracks is responsible to a large extent for the ex- 
umber of accidents. The railroads of the United 

States kill six da half times as many and injure twenty- 
nine times as many passengers as the Prussian railroads; 
the number of employees killed in the United States is 

I e than three times and the number of injured more than 
\ e times as great, relatively, as the number killed and 

ired on the Prussian raflroads 

The s cant fact that helps us to understand this differ- 
( in the case of relatively the same number of miles | 

trac the Prussian roads employ 636,000 men where the 
railways of the United States employ 50,000 men. 

It s » me, Mr. President, that it is time to require the | 

i Ss ( this country to exercise greater care for safe- | 

ding the traveling public. The adoption of the amend- | 
wl I have introduced is an important step in that 
. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

endment of the Senator from Wisconsin. 

‘he amendment was rejected. 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, I have another amend- 


















| of the Senator from Wisconsin? 


Every accident of this kind has to occur in a State, and each 
State has its laws on the subject. Some States have pa 
In f: mx 
of them have. I should like to inquire of the Senator whether 
the amendment, as he proposes to enact it into law, would t: 
precedence of the State laws on the same subject where a rail- 
road is engaged in interstate commerce? It seems to me there 
would be a conflict necessarily if the laws differed. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It would apply to injuries received in 
interstate traffic. I can take no more time, because | haye 
here some matter which I wish to have presented on this ques- 
tion. It gives the history of this legislation, and I ask that the 
Secretary may read it as a part of my remarks. I may say 
that the communication is from Mr. Fuller, the representative 
of the railroad organizations of the country, maintained here 
by them to look after their legislation. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Wisconsin that the document submitted by 
him be read by the Secretary? The Chair hears none, and the 
Secretary will read as requested. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I should like to ask the Senator from Wis- 
consin a question. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. 
matter——— 

Mr. OVERMAN. I merely wish to ask how the amendment 
differs from the bill now before the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. It differs very materially. I regret 
that there is not time to discuss the points of difference fully. 

The Secretary proceeded to read the communication. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. As my time has expired, I 
leave to have the remainder of the communication printed in 
the RECORD. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


I can not yield, because I have some 


request 


Is there objection to the 
The Chair hears none. 
The communication in full is as follows: 

WASHINGTON, D. 


request 


C., May 1, 1 
Iion. RoperT M. LA FOLLETTE, 
United States Senator, Washington, D. C. 

Dear SENATOR: In compliance with your personal request, I take 
pleasure in submitting the following history of employers’ ty 
bills relating to railroads introduced in Congress: 

On December 8, 1885, and during the first session 


of the I 


| ninth Congress, a bill relating to the liability of railroad « S 


mie which I desire to offer, to come in at the end of the sec- 
tl} 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the amend- 
he Sr AT On page 25, after line 2, at the end of sec- | 
roan proposed to insert a new section, to be known as 
1 20 (a), to read as follows: 
every common carrier by railroad subject to the 
7 hall be liable for damages for all injuries, 
} in dea r not tained by any of its employees, 
visior ntained regarding contributory 
part of j ployee : 
y ‘ d defect in any locomotive, engine, 
p 1 ne pliance required by said com- 
1 a ees in and about the business of 
} een sustained by a officer, agent, 
mon carrier while eng in the line | 
ad 1 in y shall have been caused in whole | 
I t 1 s r negligence of any other em- 
i £ I ‘ h cor n carrier in the dis- 
re to discharge duties as such. 
ai es for ich injuries or death the 
t yt question whether employee in- 
itributory negligence, and shall instruct 
ver such question in the affirmative, that 
‘ then answer the foll 1estion Was the negligence of 
t employ ired (or killed) ‘ or greater as a contributing 
cause t injury (or death) than the negligence or carelessness of 


| to 


by Sen Z. 
181, and f 
but re 1 no 


introduced in the Senate 
George, of Mississippi. This bill was numbered 8. 
ferred to the Committee on Education and Labor, 
further consideration. 

On February 15, 1896, and during the 
third Congress, a similar bill was introduced in the House 
gressman M. J. MckEttrick, of Massachusetts. This bill w 
bered H. R. 8881, and was referred to the Committee on | 
and Foreign Commerce, but received no further consideration 

On December 5, 1895, and during the first session of the Fift 
Congress, Senator Wilkinson Call, of Florida, introduced 
bill in the Senate, which was numbered 8. 498. This bill received 


their employees was 


third session of tl 
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ation by the Committee on Interstate Commerce, to which it 





many of the States. In my own State it has been abolished, and in 

ca. . : j i most of the States of the Union it has been abolished 

February 28, 1902, and during the first session of the Fifty- “A bill was introduced here at the commencement rift : 
Congress, Congressman J. S. Little, of Arkansas, introduced | Congress seeking to have this antiquated and t d ! 

(H. R. 11918) entitled “A bill to define who are and who are 





L L in all interstate traflic. That bill has slumber: t t 
yw-servants of persons, corporations, and companies, and de- | room. I have made earnest efforts to get a report on t ill rd 
the defense of said corporations, persons, and companies on | that the Senate might rote upon it { have been 

thereof.” This bill was referred to the Committee on the | port. The employees engaged in this important and 1 
but received no further consideration. hav ht ; ler 


ve 


















































y, feel thg hey have a rig! o have Congress 
On December 8, 1902, and during the second session of the Fifty- oon ais i: one way ‘os = Saggy It was 
Congress, a bill relating to the liabiliay of common carriers by | induce the President of the United State t 
| in the District of Columbia and the Territories, and common | to Congress, to make recommendations that : l ‘ ! 
y railroad engaged in interstate commerce, to their em- | this subject. , 
as introduced in the Senate by Senator H. C. Lopes, of Massa- “All I ask is that there be left no doubt about the d 
This bill was numbered 8S. 6451, and was referred to the | mittee, when it the question of amending t! \ 
on the Judiciary. During the same session, and on Decem- | to interstate com take up a this pr t 
1902, the same bill was introduced in the House by Repre- | in the vacation a report at the com! t 
by A. L. Bates, of Pennsylvania. This bill was numbered H. | session of Congress, it may be dealt wi ’ 
{ was referred to the Committee on Interstate and For- | | think the amendment is one that commends itself to t 
e. These bills received no consideration by the com of the Senate, and I hope it will be adopted 
) ich they were referred. “Mr. TeLuer. Mr. President. tl eanlution ! Sy 
! ical with the Lodge-Bates bills were introduced during | from New Jersey in behalf of the « n d ! 
d session of the Fifty-eighth Congress, the first one, H. R. | ferent question, a question t 
Mr. Bates on December 11, 1903, which was referred to the | and I should like to sugges ( 7 
( » on the Judiciary, which committee took no action upon it. | his attention for a mome 
nd one, 8S. 4092, by Senator Borrs Prnrosep, of Pennsylvania, | committee on this particular subject 
y 3, 1904. This bill was referred to the Committee on the | committee with two very important questions of this kind to 
“On March 7, 1904, Senator G. F. Hoar, of Massachusetts, | have delay in getting results. I shall be glad to n 1 
Committee on the Judiciary, asked that said committee be | raising a proper committee for this special purp« 
from the further consideration of the bill, and that it be ‘I agree with him that most o/ the States have got 1 of t 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, which request was | antiquated idea he speaks of. The State in which I live } pas i 
to by the Senate. The bill remained in the Committee on In- | a law upon the subject and probably does not need any mot rd 
Commerce during the rest of the Fifty-eighth Congress and no | other States have done the same. What I am anxiou ut t 
as made upon it. On February 17, 1905, the following state- | the committee suggested by the resolution which was rep i] t 
made by the junior Senator from Virginia, Mr. Martin. Senator from New Jersey shall proc: and 1 inte it I 
“LIABILITY OF COMMON CARRIERS. thoroughly, to do what I think they will find big enoug f 
- F committee during vacation. 
President, I desire to call the att«ntion of the Committee on “Tt may be that I am impressed with the difficulty tl . he 
Ir ite Commerce to the bill (S. 4092) relating to liability of com- esas move iaooen a ial t t a 43 Sie inane e ceca ee ae 
, rriers by railroads in the District of Columbia and Territories | | qoubt whether there is a committee in the Senate now. if t pee ae 
‘ mon carriers by railroads engaged in commerce between the | facts before them. t! a aa id caaaian Boos ae aad “es nek la a lag ; 
Stat nd between the States and foreign nations to their employees. | .,,, h way as to iokantahine what ie alt ae ies ince at cae : 
he bill generally known as the ‘employers’ liability bill.” 1 | jraer to carry out the purpose of a cont’ an ae ae aed 
to say that this bill was referred to the Interstate Commerce | yoaqgs. I have been at ae rate may: Sn ge Be nny ee 
( ittee more than twelve months ago. I simply desire to invite | the interest of the transoortation neovle whe . a = 
‘ s : : erest of the transportation | ar the 1 in 
ention of the committee to it. It is to be hoped that some | tho interest also of the people who | ce a ; 
either favorable or adverse, will be made at an early date. I Se ee ie Pee ee oe —— ss 





4 - said the r , shou ook rir f ‘terror 
present move to discharge the committee from the further | ; aid the othes ¢ ys on 1 —" a ae ‘ if honoht it 
; ; ; ; ; : : if I did not, I can now—upon the proposition if I thought it would be 
eration of the bill, but I feel that it is proper for me to call accepted that the Government of the United States should attempt to 
itter to the attention of the committee and invite them to con- | | ; : , seinen: “cantak se’ aan 







































































1 give us a report.” manage and control all the lines of tran Dp ion wi i aged 
On March 2, 1905, the following action was taken by the Senate: Daitea a ree, for that practically ee _ 
‘““ INTERSTATE COMMERCE COMMITTEB INVESTIGATION. “IT hope the Senator from Virginia will mov ras ut , 
‘Mr, Kean. I am directed by the Committee to Audit and Control ee es ae ne ee 20 ee ee oe ae ee a 
Contingent Expenses of the Senate, to whom was referred the | thot is chiicond with this other coitiah aie. —" 
ion proposing an investigation by the Interstate Commerce Com- “The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present consider 
to report it favorably without amendment, and I ask for its ‘einen ae “aaa ~ , BISCUOR LO tie pl ut nusicer- 
onsideration. ae = a ee : a ele =. “} ‘ ¢ 
PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. GALLINGER in the chair). The reso- Mr. NEwLANDS. Mr. President, I was inclined to share the views o 
vill be read. | the junior Senator from lowa {Mr. DoLLIver] as to a I ) 1 
e resolution reported by Mr. KEAN, from the Committee on Inter- | t inquire Into the matter of rate reguls SOME time & 
Commerce, and referred to the Committee to Audit and Control | ims that the ne one would not have se at this session to 
ntingent Expenses of the Senate on the 28th ultimo, was read, | Pose of this question, I introduced a resolution providing for s & JO! 
3° | commission and defining the princip es whi h yuld cor in t 
Ived, That the Committee on Interstate Commerce, or any sub- | faming of a comprehensive law, intend 1 to meet every phase of t 
thereof, is instructed to sit during the recess of the Senate, | ‘@terstate-commerce question, providing for a nat _ ation 
times and places as may suit the convenience of said committee | Tailways, providing for & VESRRSOS Of ENS TalWAyS ane stocs u¢ I 
mmittee, to consider the question of additional legislation to | 04S issued upon such valuation, and the eee oe — 
te interstate commerce and to authorize the Interstate Commerce | hereafter issued by such corporation by the Interstate Comme _ 
( ission to fix rates of freights and fares, and to acquire further | Mission. These resolutions also provided for rate regu 
ation as to interstate commerce, including violations or evasions | Interstate Commer: meee cypernoe ae eee : 
antirebate law and the devices and methods by which evasions | Pre Me thus cove a al on <eree gles ‘ 
mplished, and including refrigerator and other private car | (Mr. Martin], and also for arbit — 
industrial railway tracks, switching charges, and the like; said | Ployees. Pens i ee ee 
ttee or subcommittee is authorized to employ experts, administer | _, ° Those resolutions hav eae the I enemas Nan ; : 
take testimony, send for persons and papers, employ a stenogra- | S!0", for thelr } ap ee the plans outlined . 
to report its hearings, and to have them printed, which hearings | Mod!lfications of such plans, and they have a E 
sent, as soon as printed, to each member of the Senate. Saia | ene! * Me pint + any t 
shall make a full report of its proceedings hereunder by | Now, Mr. President, I wish to ad 
therwise within ten days after the meeting of the next Con- | tee, of the i | mn sit _consecu as 
d all necessary expenses to carry out the provisions of this | disturbed by other business it will b ; 
n shall be paid from the contingent fund of the Senate.’ see Wor that aT —_ A gy a se gar 
: . . ~ = . re committee, and | in f ; ‘ 
Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the resolution, | purpose of consid it ti t l ! 
I may be read. States will call ra e 
» -ETARY. In line 12, after the word ‘like,’ insert: in order that we may be able to dis 
d also to consider what legislation should be enacted in relation ks and proceed to other matte f x i 
liability of railroad companies engaged in interstate traflic or President’s message, for I am d to say that t 
z lines in any Territory of the United States for injuries re ie first time in the st decade, devoted 
y their employees when in discharge of duty.’ lomestic reform, those questi 
KEAN. Mr. President, personally I have no objection to that | sideration which they ought to ha iv 
ent, but as this is a resolution prepared by a subcommittee of the | been aged in this era of expansion and of | 
ttee on Interstate Commerce, and includes all the subjects they territorial questions. 
were proper for them to consider, I do not feel authorized to ; believe Vv < f 
_I know that the Committee on Interstate Commerce is per many domestic La i to | 
illing to consider what is known as the ‘employers’ liability | United States attention to them 
any time when they have occasion, or when it is called to their | that these extra sessions should b ed f 
n. Therefore I do not feel authorized to accept the amendment. | disposed of. 
‘Martin. As I understand the Senator from New Jersey, he “We have one great question now pendir I 
that the proposition embraced in the amendment is already in- | land laws, which ought to be the next 0 3 
in his resolution. not disposed of by the next Congress, I pe t ‘ l 
KXEAN. Practically so. | be called for the purpose of considering it. 
Martin. And he also says that the committee to act under his | “Now, Mr. President, I do not believe there will 
ion will certainly take up this matter if asked to do it. If that | of this railroad question, ly col te é tr 
it is inconceivable that there should be any objection to the | and simplify the railway syster of this ieee i 
ent. | we can accomplish that except throu ym : 
President, this amendment is, in my judgment, one of im- | and that in inau incor i : 
e. There are about 300,000 men in the United States engaged | plify the system of taxa cit t ; mat- 
train service. The measure of liability of the railroad companies | ical calculation in the shape of a percentage tax « receipts, and 
se employees under existing law is exceedingly unsatisfactory and | thus do away with ab taxing l and tl 
t. The old doctrine of fellow-servants which grew up under very | numerable taxing officials, and that we should center the power of rate 
Cilecrent conditions from such as we have to-day is still in force in | regulation as far as practicable in one great tribunal of character and 
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whose judgment will be looked upon with respect by the entire 


dignity, 


American people. 


This is all I have to say regarding this resolution. I should have 
preferred a resolution for a joint commission. I believe a joint com- 
mission has worked admirably with reference to the merchant marine 
question, I believe it would work admirably with reference to this 


question and would bring the two Houses in harmony; but as it seems 
impossible to secure it I shall vote for this resolution. 

“The PRESIDING Orricer. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution? 


“Mr. Hate. I do not object, if the Senator from New Jersey can 
bring the matter to a conclusion immediately, but the general. defi- 


ciency appropriation bill ought to be taken up at once, 


“Mr. CULLOM. I agree to that, and I think that the resolution is 
about to be adopted. I do not mean the amendment of the Senator 
from Virginia. I do not want that to be attached to the resolution. 


If we load up this committee with all sorts of questions pertaining to 
the general subject of regulation, we shall never get to the end of it, 
and we shall get nothing done. 

“The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the present consid- 
eration of the resolution ? 

“Mr. CARMACK. Mr. President - 

“Mr. Hae. I must object. 

“Mr. Carmack. I am entirely in sympathy with the purpose of the 
resolution, and I hope under the circumstances the Senator from Vir- 
ginia will withdraw his amendment. 

“Mr. CULLOM. And bring it in hereafter. 

‘““Mr. Martin. Mr. President, I have not the slightest idea of with- 
drawing the amendment. If the Senate wants to have the matter con- 
sidered which is presented by this amendment there is no reason why 
it should not be done in this way. ‘There is nothing in this proposition 
to hinder investigation on the main proposition. I realize that the 
question of regulating the rate making is the most important question 
now interesting this country, and under no circumstances would I 
impede that investigation. 

* But I do not intend that a proposition of this sort shall be disposed 
of without having fair consideration at so opportune a time as is pre- 
sented now. I have been trying for a long time to get the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce 


“Mr. Kran. Mr. President, I will accept the amendment. 

“Mr. MARTIN. All right. 

“Mr. Kean. And let the resolution pass. 

“Mr. HALE. Let us have a vote. 

“Mr. Kean. I can not take up the time of the Senate at this late 
hour 


“The PRESIDING Orricer. The question is on the amendment of the 
Senator from Virginia. 

‘The amendment was agreed to. 

“The resolution as amended was agreed to.”’ 

During the recess of the Senate various witnesses appeared both for 
and against legislation making railroad companies liable to their em- 
ployees for injuries received in the course of employment. 

On December 4, 
3ATES again introduced his bill, which was numbered H. R. 239, and 
was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. On December 6, 1905, 
S. 156, the same being a bill identical with the Penrose bill of the last 
Congress, was introduced by Senator J. 
Penrose bill was reintroduced on December 14, 
ROSE 
were referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 
14, 1905, that chairman the committee, Senator §8. 
West Virginia, made the following report: 

“Mir. KINS. Mr. President, I ask permission out of order to make 
a verbal report from the Interstate Commerce Committee. 

“The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia asks permis- 


On December 
B. ELKINS, of 


e 
o1 
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| over until the Senator from Pennsylvania and the Senate are 
y 


1905, and during the present session, Representative | 


W. DANIEL, of Virginia, and the | . 5 : 
1905, by Senator Pen- | from West Virginia—— 


This bill was numbered 8S. 1657, and both it and the Daniel bill | 


Senate March 2, 1905, authorizing the Committee on Interstate Com- | 
merce Is there objection to the request? The Chair hears none. 

‘““Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, under the resolution adopted by the 
Senate March 2, 1905, authorizing the Committee on Interstate Com- 
merce to hold sessions during the recess of the Senate, I am instructed 


to report that the committee proceeded, under the resolution, Monday, | 


April 17, and continued its sessions until the early part of June. The 
committee gave hearings to all persons who manifested a desire to be 
heard on the subject. The result of the labors of the committee is con- 


tained in five volumes of testimony, which has been put in print, and I 





now place it, by direction of the committee, before the Senate for such 
disposition. 

Under the terms of the resolution the committee was required to 
report in ten days after the beginning of the present session of the Sen- | 
ate by bill or otherwise. While the committee can not report a bill 
to-day, I am authorized to state to the Senate, on behalf of the com- 
mittee, that it went into session on the 21st of November and has been 
holding meetings, not every day since, but as often as it suited the 
convenience of the members, to consider the various and difficuit sub- 


1 in the resolution that was adopted by the Senate. 
sri ‘ careful consideration to the subject-matter of the ques- 
h ive been raised, and I am authorized to state that it is 
of the mem! ff the committee that later on it will be able 

ill to the Senate for its consideration.” 





ers ¢ 
























The com- | 


iry 29 and 30, 1906, the following took place in the Senate: 
IN TH? SENATE, 
Monday, January 29, 1906. 
a ft * £ a + 
‘* EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILLS. 

KINS. I am instructed by the Committee on Interstate Com- 

to ; to be discharged from the further consideration of Senate 

; and Senate bill 1657. two bills on the same subject, and which 

and to ask that they be referred to the Committee on the 
with the accompanying documents. | 

ENROSE. I believe I introduced one of these bills, and I should 

the Senator from West Virginia whether both of these meas- 

been already taken from the Judiciary Committee and re- 

fe i to the Committee on Interstate Commerce by order of the Senate? 
‘Mr. Evxins. I think not I will make this explanation: In the 

re tion authorizing the Interstate Commerce Committee to take tes- 
tir luring the recess of the Senate tl subject covered by these 
tw W included. The committee accordingly took testimony on 
t t, and I have accompanied with the bills the testimony tzken | 
n nd we have further testimony which we will send down to the 
i (‘committee The Committee on Interstate Commerce was | 
of t inion unanimously that the subject belongs to the Judiciary 
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“Mr. Penrose. I did not quite understand the order of the 
in the sense placed upon it by the Senator from West Virgini. 
derstood that the Senate simply made an order that the pil! ; 
properly referred to the Committee on the Judiciary and prop 
longs to the Interstate Commerce Committee. So it seems 
rather an unusual and extraordinary proceeding for the Senate 
a bill from one committee for the purpose of referring it to 
committee with the object of taking testimony on the measure, 

‘““Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President— 

“The Vick-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Pennsylyaniy 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? : 

“Mr. Penrose. Certainly. 

“Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I should 
inquire what the bills relate to. 

“Mr. Penrose. They are known as ‘employers’ liability pil! 
of them was introduced by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. |) 
and the other was introduced by me. They are both on simi! 
If it is the practice of the Senate to take a bill from one « 
and refer it to another committee for the purpose of taking { 
thereon, then I have much to learn about the practice of the 
But if the Interetate Commerce Committee desires to avoid 
sponsibility in the consideration of this measure and to refer 
back to the committee from which they have already been ma 
taken by the Senate, then it seems to me it is time for the § te ¢ 
pause and consider whether the bills can fairly be permitt: is 
taken from one committee to another without any prospect of definite 
action from either. 

“I ask the Senator from West Virginia to permit his request to 





yield 


to 


One 


I. 





: = £0 
over until to-morrow, so that we can ascertain just what s the 
order of the Senate in reference to these bills. Surely they were not 


referred to the committee of which the distinguished Senator ir- 
man simply for the purpose of relieving the Judiciary Committee o¢ 
the labor and responsibility of taking testimony. : 

“Mr. EvKins. Mr. President, this is the first time I have heard that 
these two bills were ever before the Committee on the Judi 
is quite new to me. 

“Mr. PENROSE. That is my information, Mr. President. 

“Mr. ELKINS. They came to us, if the Senator will allow me. 
original bills, introduced by the Senator from Virginia and the Senat 
from Pennsylvania. The subject-matter of the two Dilis was « . 
in the resolution, and it was investigated and we took testimony; a: 
I tried to accompany the testimony taken in print with the motion 
made. It was the judgment of the committee that these bills and 
subject belong to the Judiciary Committee. I do not think ¢) : 
mittee had any knowledge whatever of the bills having ever been pe- 
fore the Judiciary Committee. 

“I quite willingly consent to the suggestion that the matter may 


informed on the subject. 





“Mr. PENROSE. My attention’ was only called to the fact a 
moments ago that this action was contemplated, and I cert: 
thought I received the information that the bills had been ta! 
the Judiciary Committee and transferred to the Interstate Commerce 
Committee. I am not certain that I am correct, and that is the reason 
why I should like to have the matter go over until it can be thoroughly 


examined. 
“The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the motion of the Senator 


“Mr. McCumMBer. Mr. President, I simply rose to ask the 
from West Virginia if-it is not a fact that practically the sa: $ 
were introduced at a previous session and referred to the Committee on 
the Judiciary, and the Committee on the Judiciary asked to be relieved 

4 


Senator 


from the further consideration of the bills and have them referre: 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce? 
previous session? 


Was not that 


done at 


““Mr. ELKINS. I have no remembrance of the fact. I do not think 
that was the action taken. 

» Mr. BEVERIDGE. Did not the bills come to your committee in that 
way? 

“Mr. ELKINS. No; the bills came to the Interstate Commerce Com- 
mittee as bills introduced in the Senate and referred to the Committee 
on Interstate Commerce. 

“Mr. Lopeg. I wish to inquire simply what is the request before the 
Senate? I did not hear it. 

“The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia moves that 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce be discharged from the further 
consideration of Senate bill 156 and Senate bill 1657 and that t! by 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. The Senator f: West 
Virginia assents to the request that his motion may lie over until to- 
morrow, and without objection it is so ordered. 

“Mr. BeveripGe. I would suggest, Mr. President, the re 1 ought 
to show what the facts are in this interesting matter, and between now 
and the time the request of the Senator comes up for consideration to 
morrow the record should be looked into. Certainly it is an i: tant 


thing, if a bill has been referred to one committee, and t! 
committee asks to be relieved from it and have it referred to 
committee and that is done, and then that committee asks to | it 
referred back to the first one. Are reports of committees in 
“The VICE-PRESIDENT. Reports of standing and select « ttees 
are now in order.” 
IN THE Sen 
Tuesday, January 


« * * * * * 
“‘ EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILLS. 
“ Mr. 


DANIEL. I inquire whether the motion of the Senat from 
West Virginia [Mr. ELK1ns] for the discharge of the Com: n 
Interstate Commerce from what are known as the ‘employe: 

bills’ has been laid before the Senate? 

“The Vick-PRESIDENT. It has not yet been laid before the 
but will be when in order. 

“Mr. CuLserson. Mr. President, I inquire if the routine 1 ng 
business has been concluded ? 

“The VicE-PRESIDENT. The routine morning business has ! n 
closed. Are there any further concurrent or other resolutio if 
not, the morning business is closed. 

“Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President——— 3 

“The Vick-PRESIDENT. If the Senator from Colorado will \ d 
for a-moment, the Chair will lay before the Senate the reques 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS], coming over fro 





day, that the Committee on Interstate Commerce be discha1 
the further consideration of Senate bill 156 and Senate Dill i : 
that they be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary, with ac- 


companying documents. Is there objection to the request? 
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’ ELKINS. Mr, President, I do not see in the Chamber the senior 
« from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE], but I observe the Senator | 
4 iia |[Mr. DANIEL] 1s present. I have looked into the Recorp 


| committee to which it has been referred from year to year declining to 
make any report upon it. 











I : Ji q | “T am well aware, Mr. President, that that committee has had I 
ct to the disposition of the bills referred to at the last | of the gravest questions of the age under consideration yut t ft 
‘ 1d at the present session of the Senate, and I find that in | same time the question involved in this separate meas Ire is al 
y-cighth Congress, second Session, the Senator from Pennsyl- | which has been discussed for a decade or more in the United S 
; \fr. PeNROSE] introduced Senate bill 4092, which was referred | and the learning of it fills the judicial reports and t} iture of t 
¢ Committee on the Judiciary. | law. ‘The principle is very simple, and a very few hours w d 
; March 7, 1904, Senator Hoar, from the Committee on the Judi- | any man to collate the substance of this learning and to de 
e vol. 38, pt. 3, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD, p. 2906), asked that | which way he stood, one side or the other, on this question 
imittee be discharged from the further consideration of the | “There is now no legislation on this subject in the districts and 
that it be referred to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, | Territories over which the United States has sole jurisdiction. All the 
© was agreed to. | I am seeking now is to get action on this bill and have it brov t 
: .e Fifty-ninth Congress, first session, the Senator from Penn- | before the Senate, so that this body shall determine whether or not it 
“ |Mr. PENROSE] introduced Senate bill 1657, which was re- | desires to embody it into law. The Interstate Commerce Committe 
¢ to the Commitee on Interstate Commerce; and the Senator from | does not want it; the Judiciary Committee has twice had it—on 
\ | Mr. DANIEL] introduced Senate bill 156, which was referred | affirmatively shelved it as an overcoat that they did not wish to we 


to t me committee. | and the other time said nothing about it 
NeWLANDS. Mr. President——— ‘I move, Mr. President, if it be in order to do so at this 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from West Virginia yield | that this bill be referred to the Committee on Education and 
' senator from Nevada? | “The VICE-PRESIDENT. There is pending a motion to refer 
ELKINS. I do. Senator’s motion is not in order. 
\() NewLANbs. I simply ask that we may have order in the Cham- | “Mr. ForRAKER. Mr. President 
} it is impossible to hear what is being said. | “The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
; 
| 
} 





net 





am . : . * -ete- Virginia yield to the 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. Senator from Ohio? 
iikiIns. The two bills I have named are those which are | “Mr. DANIEL. I yield to the Senator. 


i by the motion I made yesterday under instructions from the “Mr. Foraker. I was not aware until a 





moment ago to whi he 

tte2 on Interstate Commerce, that they be discharged from their | Senator was addressing himself, having been otherwise oc ie ae 
f nsideration and that they be referred to the Committee on bill, Mr. DANIEL. It was with reference to the common carriers’ liability 

iary. j| Dll. _ 
, iestion that is raised on these bills is covered in the resolu- | “Mr. ForaKER. I am a member of the Interstate Commerce Commit 
tiol thorizing sessions of the Interstate Commerce Committee during | tee, as the Senator knows, and I am also a member of the Committee 
t ; of the Senate. That question came up also in connection | on the Judiciary. I have no objection to considering these bills in 
Ww ese two bills, and the committee authorized the chairman to | either of those committees, and I do not think there is any objection to 
1 that they had considered the subject and felt that it belonged | the consideration of them by the Interstate Commerce Committee 
rat the Committee on the Judiciary than to the Committee on * Mr. KEAN. None whatever. 
li Commerce. Therefore it was that I made the motion yes- “Mr. Foraker. I am certainly quite willing to take up the bills for 
ter that is now before the Senate. | consideration at any time. : 

MI DANIEL. Mr. President, there are two bills involved in this | “In the Committee on Interstate Commerce we have been, as the 
mot One was offered by myself on December 6, 1905, and the other | Senator well knows, very busily occupied with the general railway-rate 
a little later by the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. PENROSE}. _ | legislation proposition that has been referred to us for consideration 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It is impossible for us to hear, Mr. Presi- | I do not think the request that these bills be sent to the Committee on 
di the Judiciary was due to any lack of disposition on the part of the 

VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senate will be in order. 


Interstate Commerce Committee to consider 
know it was not so far as I am concerned. 

‘I might say more than that. I think attention was not partic 
larly called to the bills at the time when this action was taken. I 


/ these particular bills. I 
\ir. DANIEL. AS I have said, the other bill was introduced a little ae 125 


Mr. Tetter. I think we ought to have order enough to be able to 


was 

he what is going on. Nobody on this side of the Chamber heard the | otherwise engaged in the committee. I do not know how the other 
Ser 1 from West Virginia [Mr. ELK1ns] and I doubt whether any- | members of the committee feel, but I am quite sure that if these bills 
body on the other side can hear the Senator from Virginia [Mr. | be left with the Interstate Commerce Committee or be sent to the Ju- 
D | think we had better have order established before the | diciary Committee they will receive attention. I know they will so far 
S or from Virginia proceeds. |} as I am concerned, and I have not heard of any member of either cor 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, the motion of the Senator from West | mittee expressing any disposition not to give them consideration 
\ nia [Mr. ELKINS] involves two bills. One was offered by myself | “I think the bills ought to go to the Judiciary Committee because of 
‘ ecember 6, 1905, and the other by the Senator from Pennsylvania | the important legal questions involved, or else they should remain with 
iMr. ’eNroSE] on December 14. Both of them, however, involve the the Interstate Commerce Committee. 
sa principle as a previous bill offered by the Senator from Pennsyl- | “The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of the Senator 
val vith some variations. They relate to the subject-matter of the | from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS]. 
] of common carriers, of railroads in the District of Columbia “Mr. DANIEL. I move to strike out “ Committee on the Judiciary 

i in the Territories, and as to that liability affecting their employees. | and insert ‘‘ Committee on Education and Labor” in the matter of ref 
[he principle of the bill is that the carrier shall not be excused from | erence. I suppose that motion is in order. ; 
negligence on aceount of the fellow-service of employees. That prin “Mr. ALpRicH. If I am not mistaken, Mr. President, the parliamen 


| 
. . rs | . . . ir : 

s been put into the constitution of the State of Virginia and has | tary situation is this: The chairman of the 
dopted by the legislatures of many States. This is not the time | Commerce asked unanimous 
| 
| 





Committee on Inte 









































: consent that that committee be disc! ( 
t s it, nor do I propose to bring up the merits of either of those | from the further consideration of this subject, and that the bills be 
t t I wish to call the attention of the Senate to the fact that a/| referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. I think he made no 
proposition of this general nature has been pending in this body for | motion at all upon the subject. It was a request for unanimous con 
‘ f years, and that as yet no committee has made a report upon | sent by the Senator from West Virginia, and that is not a motion 
j first appeared on December 8, 1902, during the Fifty-seventh | “The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from West Virginia yesterday 
( in a bill introduced by the present senior Senator from Mas- | stated: ; ; 
tts [Mr. LopGr]. That bill was referred to the Committee on | “*Mr. ELKINS. I am instructed by the Committee on Interstat: 
t liclary and there disappeared. | Commerce to ask to be discharged from the further consideration of 
in February 3, 1904, the Senator from Pennsylvania offered a bill | Senate bill 156 and Senate bill 1657, two bills on the same subject 1 
of the same general nature, which was also referred to the Committee | which are alike, and to ask that they be referred to the Committee on 
on t Judiciary. This was in the Fifty-eighth Congress. | the Judiciary, with the accompanying documents ; 
Mareh 7 of that year the then senior Senator from Massachu “The Chair understood this to be in effect a motion, di 
Mr. Hoar, who was chairman of the Committee on the Judiciary, | stated it to the Senate as a motion. 
I ed that bill to the Senate and asked that that committee be dis- | “Mr. DANIEL. That is right. 
( i from its further consideration and that it be referred to the | ‘Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, I think the ordinary < f 
( tee on Interstate Commerce. This was agreed to. The bill at | cedure is similar cases has been that animous nsent Ss 
t ssion went to the Committee on Interstate Commerce, which | asked. Such suggestions are usually made at a tin when 
I no report. | would not be strictly in order That has been the usua 
105, when the Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Kran], from the “The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that under R XXVI 
( tee on Interstate Commerce, reported a resolution authorizing | a motion to discharge a committee from the tl ‘ sid mo 
1 committee to sit in vacation and to consider additional legislation | specific subject must be considered as an independent proposition, and 
( » interstate-commerce law, the junior Senator from Virginia [Mr. | before considering the reference to another committee 
M offered an amendment, which I will read: “Mr. ALpricu. That is a motion. 
nd also to consider what legislation should be enacted in rela- “The VICE-PRESIDENT. Yes; a motior 
t the liability of railroad companies engaged in interstate traffic “Mr. ALpRricH. But it.is not the intention, I am sur yf the « 
( rating lines in any Territory of the United States for injuries | mittee, and I imagine it was not the intention of the 1 in of t 
I | by their employees when in the discharge of duty.’ committee to make a motion to that effect, but simply to S 
resolution was considered, amended, agreed to, and ordered to | ate by unanimous consent to have this ange of referen le ( 
ic course that can only be done by unanir S cor 
ng the vacation of the last session I think this matter was “The VicE-PRESIDENT. If there should be o n to a 
t nder consideration by that committee in connection with other | unanimous consent, a motion would be in orde! 
On December 14 of the present session the chairman of the “Mr. Atpricw. If the Senator cix » ma . I J 
on Interstate Commerce, the Senator from West Virginia | if he did not, I assume it would be entirely w in his « { 
INS], who has made this motion, reported that: “Mr. Penrose. Mr. President 
nder the terms of the resolution the committee was required to | “The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia eld t 
in ten days after the beginning of the present session of the | Senator from Pennsylvania? 
by bill or otherwise. While the committee can not report a Dill “Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 
I am authorized to state to the Senate, on behalf of the com “Mr. Penrose. I made objection yesterday to the unanir ! 
that it went into session on the 21st of November and h asked for by the Senator from West Virginia Mr cEN and t 
meetings, not every day since, but as often as it snite matter went over until to-day As I underst 1, it ) 
e of the members, to consider the various and difficult sub a motion as the Senator from Virginia |M i TIF i Un 
aised in the resolution that was adopted by the Senate.’ imous consent was not granted rhe matter is 1 taken from t 
concluded by saying: table for consideration, and any motion that S 
is the belief of the members of the committee that later on it | make is applicable. 
ble to report a bill to the Senate for its consideration.’ ‘“*Mr. Foraker. I only want to add, if the Senator ym \ nia Ww 
President, I am not criticising the Senator from West Vir- | indulge me to that extent 
t I simply wish to fix the attention of the Senate upon the “'The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia yield to ¢ 
t a procedure in the nature of a game of battledore and shuttle- |; Senator from Ohio? 
s progressed in this body for now four years; and that, with | ‘Mr. Dante. I do. 
cport on this measure, it now hangs fire again in the Senate, the ' “Mr. Foraker. I have no desire to keep these bills the Inter 
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! e Committee or the Committee on the Judiciary. I only 
f I that there has been no attempt to uvoid con- 
‘ | far as I am aware. The bills were never 
f j tion in the Interstate Comm Committee, 
é \ e Judiciary Comm in the last 
ing out it, because I was not then a 
If S te sees fit to leave the bills with 
( ( t I u they will receive 
i that committee, 
I I § because we are not 
Does the Senator from Virginia yield to the 
\ 
I i I d to make is, as I 
it ij » be a matt of motion—I do 
made to < harge the commit 
( I ( 1 k the § tor from West 
ily whi r he made a motion or a 
\\ { le was in the nature of a request. I asked 
ittee be discharged. I did not feel 
I did not make a motion. It was a 
ler of business as lled by the pi 
( I re rted 
{ tt i be di ged from th 
{ the point of ord I m is that 
‘ that, if such motion is 1 » a 
I r 1 allow 1 I form 
ma ( day, and that it ha over a 
nator allow me to make an additi il sug 
I . Dor the Senator Virginia yield to the 
| ul d? 
if ; a motion to refer, that motion is not 
the S« rul 
But point order was that the motion to discharge 
y event, whether considered to-day or to-mor- 
I I Che from Massachusetts is correct. 
a the ¢ must be st ¢ . 
\ t Ss f Virginia allow n a word? 
I I IDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia yield to the 
We \ t 
I ce t » Senator a question while he is 
t I } he Senator think, if 
"re k ree Committee, 
ide upon them in twenty or vy days? 
I « d We have had the subject under con 
t the hearings held during the recess. 
that witl t or thirty days we can bring in a gen- 
I quest I think in that time we may be able 
N will the 8 r, before he proceeds further, allow me 
ment 
matter of these two bi a judicial ques- 
so cons red it. Here is a bi ablish the 
rvant’s negligence. R rds are now 
t Stat Jurisdiction in these cases is sought under 
of the Constitution railroads are 
t ! ( ri is nice distiz as to whether 
‘ ! ld be brought in ate court or in 
I i empt to esta s] ability on the 
; ler the it pre © pass, to put 
id 
! d ose members of the committee 
n y to ask that the committee be discharged | 
of the bill, in der that the underlying 
fir ‘termined. 
‘ ic the committee, nor is there now, to 
f this question if it is the judgment of the 
Commerce Committee is the proper commit- 
l some extent at the last session I am not au 
V t ha ed in committee. It would not be proper 
v t happened. As I say, it was to some extent 
It \ considered during the vacation, and it has 
! 3 0 ed, that we 
thir n should lie 
t or I l of by the 
and for iat the Com 
{ ther consid 
t { ittee on the 
f e Senate, 
190uld be left 
1e Senate it 
I Pre ne up before 
( ( the motion to 
at from Virg {[Mr. DANIEL] 
( le e and shuttl ck, and in such 
{ of tl legislation 
. 1e United States, 
l ni l the rail- 
opposed in every 
= I st smsetves It 
i v oad cor 
\ ference to dimin 
the Senate that 
( interstate 
do that, we 
tion of 1 iinst injuries, 
e of the corpora- 
er t ligence of a fellow- 
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“Now we are legislating piecemeal every day and every ny. 





every year upon the question of interstate commerce. We are y nd 
lating with reference to rates——— 2 
“Mr. Hopkins. Mr. President—— 
“The VicEe-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Neyada vie! 
~* a 


Senator from Illinois? 
“Mr. NEWLANDS. Certainly. 
“Mr. Horkins. I trust the Senator does not propose to a 
on these bills which are now up for discussion here to-da: 
nationalization of railroads under the plan suggested by the ©, 
**Mr. NEWLANDS. I do not propose to defer the one.” Whai t 
do is to accelerate the other, and I insist upon it that we are a 
n y to enter upon the question of the national incorporati 
ads 


re 
‘Mr. Hopkins. Why combine the two? 











Why not let ea 



























its merits? a 
““Mr. NewLanps. And that within a month, if the Senat . 

mit me to say it, a bill can be reported to the Congress of ¢ a 

States f the national incorporation of railroads which ed 

every question of this piecemeal legislation that is now oc 

attention of Congress, taking up its time unnecessarily. 

within easy reach in a national incorporation act a solut 

these vexed questions. 

What was one of the proposals of the national incorp t 
which I have suggested, in addition to the question of the e 
capitalization, in addition to the question of return upon n 
addition to the question of a fair, comprehensive rule of + 
would apply throughout the United States? One of the p 
was that a cer n percentage of the gross receipts of all r: ( 
gaged in interstate commerce should be put into an insur ! 
that fund to be responsive to the demands of employees who i 
injuries in the service, which is the public service. : ; 


“The gross receipts of these railroads are $2,000,000.000 4 Te 





you set aside 1 per cent of the gress receipts, it will amount t 000, 
GOO annually. Set that aside in a fund in the Treasury, t ted 
in approved securities, and then allow the Interstate Com: Com. 
mission to fix the rules under which payments shall be m 0 
men receiving the injuries. It is a brutal thing to compel t | 
receiving an injury, or his heirs if he is killed in an acciden 

to the courts, to employ counsel, to submit to the law's dela 

to recover damages. There ought to be some easier and é 
method of securing justice to these people who serve the pu t 
great service, and the entire expense of it should be faste: n t 
public in the shape of a transportation charge. 

“As it is to-day, the public, in freights and fares, pay th¢ ads 
the $2,000,000,000 which they receive. The public pay th: tir 
expense. ‘The public pay the taxes. The public pay intere the 
debt. The public pay dividends to the stockholders. Why I 
the public pay 1 per cent more—only one-hundredth of the it 1 
ceipts—into a fund in order to protect these men who are e: ed in 
the service of the public in a semihazardous occupation? §: per 
centage should be regarded as part of the fixed charges ag t rail- 
road corporations, like taxes and insurance, and rates should fixed 


as to cover this charge in addition to the other operating ex; 
fixed charges of the companies. 


““Mr. Hopkins. I am not sure I understand the position of Sen- 
ator from Nevada, and for that reason I desire to ask him tion 
Is it his position, relating to the nationalization of railroad it if 


an employee—a brakeman or a conductor or flagman—on t ennst 
vania Railroad is injured and loses a leg or an arm, insti f 
railroad company being liable for the damage, the general | 
pay it? 

“Mr. NEWLANDS. My proposition is this: That the publi t 


entire income, the gross receipts of the railroads; that 

transportation of the country is imposed upon the busines it 
transportation of the country; that $2,000,000,000 is received ¢ it 
public for freights and fares. What I insist upon is that 1 t 


that sum shall be set aside in an insurance fund for the | 
employees receiving injuries. 

“Mr. Hopxins. Is the theory that the Senator presents 
tion of dam: that if an employee of a road in Pennsy! i 
Ohio is injured that that road has no more to do with payin; ges 
than a road in New England or in California? 

‘Mr. NEWLANDS. No; it has no more to do with the payment of that 
damage than a road in California or in New England. 17 s my 
proposition. 

“Mr. Hopkins. In view of that 

‘Mr. NewLanpbs. My proposition is to take the whole sul atter 

of litigation—— 

“Mr. HopKIns. Yes. 

‘Mr. NEWLANDS. And to do away with the necessity—— 
“ Mr. HopxKINs. In view of that——— 
‘*Mr. NewLanpbs. If the Senator will permit me to conclud 


ices 











“Mr. Hopxins. I desire to ask the Senator from Nevada, is a 
friend of the employees of railroad companies and desires t that 
justice is done them, whether it would not be better to co1 se 
bills which are now being discussed in the Senate separat 
their merits than to delay them until this plan which is now ted 





by the Senator from Nevada becomes a law? 

‘Mr. NEWLANDS. I have already answered that question. 
to delay nothing. I do not propose to delay the consid 
bill w is been presented by the railroad employe 
I do not wish to delay action upon the bill that is intended 
interstate rates. All I do suggest is that contemporaneous! 
action and as a part of it we can within the next month } na 
tional incorporation act which will embrace all 
which will do away with this friction between the public 
roads, between the employees and the railroads, and whic! 
all these questions in a rational, comprehensive, and scienti! 

‘Mr. H nS. I dislike to take up the time of the Sen: 
says it can all be done in a month. 





hick 
hich 1! 





these que t 











“*Mr. NEWLANDS. Yes. 

‘Mr. Hopkins. The Senator means it could all be done in hil 
everybody approved of his plan in its comprehensive outlin« its 
details. 

‘Mr. NEWLANDS. It could be done if that were accepted. 

‘Mr. Horxtns. The Senator from Nevada has been di 


subject somewhat before the Interstate Commerce Committee. ! 
like to ask him if there is any prospect of that committee | 0S 
his bill to the Senate within the near future? 

“Mr. NewLanpgs. I can not say. I see evidence of pro 
me say that thus far almost every man who talks to me upon 
ject says that the measure is all right, but it is ahead of ¢ me. 
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is that if a thing is right, now is the time always; and this 


what additional questions does the national incorporation act 


) xz. Mr. President 
cE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada yield to the 
1 Wisconsin? 
’ vLANDS. Certainly. 
er. I recollect that the Senator and I had a little dis- 
day in a general way on his proposition, and I at that time 
i by one phase of it, and that was the theory upon which the 
to arrange to take out of the States’ power of taxation and 
ransportation so far as it was intrastate. Has the Senator 
nself that it is within the constitutional capacity of Con- 
; a national railroad incorporation act requiring the inter 
ttions of the country to organize under it, and to control 
the State the purely State business which such rail- 
would do? 
Yes; I will say to the Senator that I have given 
of consideration to that question. 
ver. I know that. 
\nps. It has not been decided by the courts whether or 
onal Congress in incorporating an interstate railway can 
State regulations as to intrastate rates. Sut the courts 
decided to the contrary, and in the case of the Texas Pacific 
which the Senator from Texas [Mr. BarLtey] referred the 
they have determined that it is an open question; and the 
m Texas objected to the national incorporation act which 
d because he feared that the Supreme Court would finally 
hat a national corporation chosen as a_ national in- 
ty for the purpose of carrying out a national purpose, 
eed from State regulation as to purely State commerce. 
t fear. My reply to him was that I hoped that that fear 
ized: that I believed that as interstate commerce com 
fourths of the business of the entire country, and in some 
raska, embraces nineteen-twentieths of the bu: 
s he greater sovereignty ought to create the machine that is 
people’s business, and that it is unwise and impolitie to 
ith State legislation either as to taxation or regulation; 
ic interest requires simplicity in taxation and in regula 
t the varying systems of taxation and regulation embodied 
ation of eight or ten or fifteen States through which an 
road system passes tends to complexity and confusion. 
M S nek. I inferred from the observation of the Senator to 
t this national incorporation act accomplishing a great 
d be passed within a month; that the Senator had become, 
reflection and examination, satisfied that there was no 
il impediment to his plan, through a national incorpora- 
entirely extricate the railroad transportation of the coun- 
taxation and State supervision, which is one of the 
nator very clearly and eloquently set forth in support 
of osition 


LANDS. But that is not the only object, let me state. 
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LANDS. 
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Spooner. I know: but if this is a constitutional impediment, 
diy be removed by the passage of an act of Congress. It 
re something beyond that. It would require an amend 

e Constitution I have not been able quite to make up my 
the States can be compelled, by an act of Congress, to 


» a national corporation the transportation arising in the 








ding in the State. Has the Senator? 
{ snDS. No; I have not; but the bill can be made per- 
it can be made coercive. In the latter case only will the 
ich the Senator has referred arise. But permissive 


in my judgment, accomplish great good. 
‘1eL. I dislike to interrupt this interesting discussion, if 
desires to go on, but we are very anxious to get this 
ed upon before 2 o'clock. There have been so many inter- 


I fear the Senator may be detained and we may not get 


motion. If our friends will abbreviate their curiosity 
is motion is disposed of, it will be very agreeable. I do 


s in the sense of a rebuke, of course. 
NEWLANDS. Of course I do not wish to delay the Senate in the 
on of this motion, but I should like to answer very briefly 
ake me more than five minutes, unless I am interrupted 
tories of the Senator from Wisconsin, because I think it 
e that the answer should go into the REcorD now 
iy to the Senator from Wisconsin that while I should hope 
end corporations organized under a national incorporation 
an interstate business amounting to three-fourths of the 
the country, should not be subject to State legislation 
taxation or regulation, yet I should favor a national in 
act even if the corporations were subject to both. I do 
he regulation of intrastate rates as a very serious matter, 
f volves so little of the commerce of each one of these cor 
I engaged in interstate commerce, and even though the legisla 
State may be somewhat embarrassing, it can not be 
to counterbalance the great advantages which I think 


e 


f to 





so 








obtained by the scientific consolidation of roads under a 
I charter. 

» far as the question of taxation is concerned, I have not 
t doubt, inasmuch as the power to tax involves the power 


and as that taxation is to be imposed upon the entire in 
y, in its completeness, used by Congress for the trans 
iterstate commerce, that if Congress decides upon a fixed 
ition, uniform, reasonable, and just throughout the entire 
( permitting the States to collect the tax upon that rule, the 
s Court would determine that Congress has the power to fix 
nd that in the case of the national banks to-day the Congress 
ed States fixes the rules of taxation and the States have to 


< to 
{ 


‘NER. The Senator speaks of Congress permitting the States 


t this tax. Does he mean that the States are to collect taxes 
a Congress; that the States are to become agents of the 
N 


Government for the collection of taxes? 
NEWLANDS. No; I do not propose that the National Govern- 
collect the taxes, but that the States shall. 
SPOONER, Sut the rule is to be fixed by Congress? 
\EWLANDS. The rule can be prescribed by Congress. 
rther than that. I think Congress can, if it chooses, abso 
: ’ ipt these corporations, as national instrumentalities, from all 
national or State; and as the greater must include the less, 
XL 
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it 





necessarily follows that the Government can lay down t f 
the taxation by the Siates of these corporations engaged in inte 
commerce; and I cite the Senator to the case of the iti i 
which are national instrument: ies, and the Senator \ i 
law incorporating national banks that the United States lays ! 


rule for their taxation by the States 





























































































“Mr. NELSON. Mr. President 
, “The Vice-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Nevada yield t 
Senator from Minnesota? 

“Mr. NEWLANDsS. Certainly. 

_ “Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Nevada permit me to s2¢g 
in reference to the bil now under consideration, that the ri i 
employees are not here asking for the relief the Senator i 
suggests? They are simply asking that they be put on 

spect to injuries received, with the rignts given them in 

States. Some of our Federal courts hold tl a man en 

lroad service assumes the risk of the se ind hence that 
is no liability. Then again they have extended the doctrine of 
servant, holding that where an injury oecurs thi ghaiil uk or 
ignorance of a fellow-servant, there is no liability 

‘Now, in many of the Western and I am not fan with 
the situation in all the States—the rule is rat if an ij l 
to an employee et ged in the railway service without | ne 
contributing thereto, although it may have oc urred t 
gence of a fellow-servant, as.it is called, or although na ‘sult ’ 
a defective machine or other matters pertaining to it, thé ilroad 
pany is liable. This is not a question that belongs ap 
Judiciary Committee It is simply a question of i 
whether the Federal Government will accord to these railroad 
the same rights and privileges in respe to injuries ta l 
them by the laws of many of the Stat That is ihy 
and in respect to that question of publi olicy 1 should think the ¢ 
mittee on Interstate Commerce is as appropriate a ommittes 
It is not a question involving legal technicalities 
is simply a question whether it is right and just to e the 
liable in these cases. I submit that I e lea 
interstate commerce and all that pe ns t t is € ! 
committee. 

‘Now, when the railroad employees ask for the re t Se 
from Nevada suggests, that, I think, will be the proy 0 
sider that question. But they are not asking fo: | 
question is whether we will give them the relief they ask for now in 
these bills or something of that kind 

‘Mr. NEWLANDs. I trust t Senator from Minnesot 
that I am not opposing any fair law for determinin he v 
corporations engaged in interstate commerce for a lents to emp 
I am simply pointing out what I regard as a ‘tter method of 
plishing the same result, one more humane to the employ ‘ s 
costly to the employees, one that takes this whole question f 
politics—and it is now in politics in every State in t U1 nd 
that seit the matter for all time 

“TI do not wish the Se te to und mom I 
going to delay the consideration of this | e J 
sideration by the Interstate Coi Cc t | 
we are taking up this whole qu ion te 

most fragmentary way. by piecemeal le d tha e 
we get through we shall find that years « n i l 
almost every inch of ground that would 1 
corporation act passed now. 

| “In the interest of the public, in the interest of the ds 

| selves, and in the interest of the emplovees of t iilroads 
seem to me that we should have son comprehensive d 
this question that will prevent the ove t tion f 
consolidated railroads; that will put them me ! 
that will fix the returns on capital; 1 t i 

rule of taxation; that will provide some hu: i of 

| sating men who have received injuries or the heirs of men w 

; died as the result of injury in the service of the great r: i 
panies. 

| “I insist upon it that now is as good a time ‘ 

years hence, and that we will » the time of ‘ 

| United States if, while consideri this great reg I 

|} attach to it simple provisions—and you will be mazed 

| the legislation is when your mind is directed to it 
solidation of railroads by national corporations 
of the Interstate Commerce Commission 

“Right now many of the consol! 
been eminently beneficial to the ! I 
House the other day a resolution g 
accomplished by the Pennsylvani ‘ zg 
has practically eliminated c« tition in the « @ ' 
the trunk lines—the New York Central, the Pen vania | 
Saltimore and Ohio, the Chesapeake and Ohio, and t N | 
Western. 

“Mr. Kean. Do I understand the Senator from Nevad 1 
New York Central and the Pennsylvania and 
merged ? 

“Mr. NEWLANDS. it a resolution had llous 

| quiring into such a 

*“ Now, for my part, I ve that tl e consolidatior ‘ 

| vided they are entered into with the pprov fs e ) 

ting the country at large, uch missior "I i 
‘ tion and preventing overcapitali ‘ I ‘ 
ined and uncontrolled and undirected ) } 
believe that restrained and controlled and directed combinat 

“As a matter of fact, we know that in st f 

} country competition is being eliminated by cot nat 

| taken place—many of them, under the doctrine of the Northern § 

| ties decision, in absolute violation of law It ld 

| fortune if the entire country were thrown int if 
annulling the combinations which have been already ed 

} “It will not do to wait till a crisis comes We sl 

| question now instead of waiting till the courts de , 

| these combinations and red the entire transpo1 he ime 

| to confusion, and then by lation take up the fragmen nd en 

| deavor to mold them into legalized con 

“Tt is a well-known fact, whether a mer een ymplished o1 
| not, that competition has been practically eli: ed in the entire 
| trunk line area. It is an absolute fact in ten Sout States that 
| competition has been practically eliminated by the 3 that have 

| been accomplished through the Southern Rail \ the Atlantic 
| Coast Line system, and the Illinois Central Railroad syste hose 
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employees. But it seems to me that that language would < 











the Congress of the United States the right to legislate a 
matters, as to any railroads engaged in interstate comme: 
could not be a concurrent jurisdiction between the Coner: 
United States and the several States to legislate upon the sa 
‘But I do not propose to discuss the question now. I si 
for the purpose of st esting the reasons why the Judiciary < 
thought the bill ought to go to the Interstate Commerce < 








It was because it involved a great interstate-commerce qu 
must hinge upon the decision whether it was within the | 
the Constitution giving to Congress the right to legislate 
ence to interstate commerce. I wished also to say that | 
— to remain with the Committee on Interstate Commer: 

Judiciary Committee was correct in the suggestion upon 
Sen ate acted in referring it to that committee. 

Mir, TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

‘Mr. Patrrrson. Mr. President, if there will be a vote t 
the motion of the Senator from West Virginia now, I wi! 
that purpose, but I will not yield for any other purpose. 

“Mr. TILLMAN. We can not get a vote until after I am 
have been sitting here for about an hour in order to get in, | 
care to rush roughshod over others. 

The Vicn-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado , 
Senator from South Carolina? 

‘Mr. PATTERSON. It is perfectly manifest that this mat 

be disposed of this afternoon. 


DANIEL. Let it go over until to-morrow. 
PATTERSON. Therefore I desire to hold the floor unt 
f acing the regular business of the session before the Se 
that I may have the floor at the conclusion of the mornir 
to-morrow. 
“Mr. CLarK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I rise to a pa 
inquiry. I should like to ask from the Chair the present 
§ atus of this matter of reference. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion of 

















from West Virginia [Mr. ELKINS] that the Committee 
Commerce be discharged from the further consideration of t} 
tl rat they be referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
tions are involved, and the first question is on the motion t 
the e committee. 


‘Mr. CiarK of Wyoming. 
Judiciary Committee 


sefore the motion is put, as a 


the I wish to say with reference to t 











the bill or any other that it was only upon due consideration 
Congress the Judiciary Committee came to the conclusion, 
vorted through its chairman to the Senate, that the pro 

of the bill belonged to the Committee on Interstate Con 
did that after consideration, and did it with no desire to ¢ 


bility or to shirk work. ‘That was the position of the S« 
on the Judiciary at that time, and it is the position held | 1 
bers of the committee at this time. I make that statement s 
explanation. 


‘‘Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator from Colorado allow 
vord ? 
The Vice-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 





Senator from West Virginia? 

‘“*Mr. PATTERSON. Yes. 

“Mr. Erxins. After the Senator from South Carolina [M 
MAN], who is a member of the Interstate Commerce Commi 


opportunity to be heard, with the consent of the members 
mittee, which has been obtained, I will ask unanimous « 
draw my request. But I will not do so until after the § 
South Carolina has had an opportunity to be heard. I 


notice to the Senator from Colorado what my purpose is 


“Mr. Patrerson. I did not understand the Senator from W \ 
ginia. 
“Mr. Etxins. I stated that after the Senator from South ‘| 1 


{[Mr. TILLMAN], who is a member of the Interstate Comm 

tee, has had an opportunity to be heard, I will ask unanim 
withdraw the request I made and leave the two bills in 
Commerce Committee. That will dispose of the question. | I 
not want to make that request until after the Senator from § ( 
lina has been heard, if the Senator from Colorado will yiel 








“Mr. PATTERSON. Mr. President, I did intend to add: 
upon the subject that has engrossed a good deal of its tir 


involves questions as momentous as those that are involved 
in the resolution of the Senator from South Carolina as in 

ions that have been referred to and discussed and enlar 
ionatones upon both sides of the Chamber.” 


On April 2, 1906, the House bill H. R. 239 passed the 
upon its receipt by the Senate on April 3 Senator Martin 


made this statement: 
“ EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY BILL. 
An act relating to liability of common carri 
District of Columbia and Territories and « 


23° 


the 


“Hi. 
roads 


H. 
in 


by railroads engaged in commerce between the States and 
States and foreign nations to their employees was read | 8 
title. 
‘““Mr. Martin. Mr, President, that is the bill known 
ployers’ liability bill. Of course it will go to the ¢ 


terstate Com 
mittee to 


merce. I simply desire to call the attention 
bill and to the fact that I made a labori: 


us e 


he 








the last session of Congress to get a report from the Senate 

I hope the committee will give i. ompt attention to the 

the Senate may have a report one way or the other on 
‘he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Dill will be referred to t 


Interstate Commerce.” 
It was then referred to the Committee on Interstate C 
as yet no report bas been made by that committee on eit 
Senate bills. 

H. R. F 


Very 

Representative Brotherhood of 1 
Brotherhood of Locomotive Firer 
and Brotherhood of 


on 


truly, y 

Legislative 
Engineers, 
of Railway Conductors, 
Trainmen. 


Mr. NEWLANDS. Mr. President, with reference to t! 


urs, 


ing amendment, I wish to say that I shall vote for it 
I have not had an op tesa 9 to scrutinize it carefull 
shall vote for because if goes into the bill it w 
conference, and if it is a all eitortive the whole matt : 
properly shaped there and submitted to the determinat ol 


Congress, 








4 ia 
19! ye 


as concerns the Interstate Commerce Committee, of | it relieves the 


whi i am a member, I feel that the committee has not fully 
dis ved the duty that was imposed upon it by the resolution 
as adopted by the Senate. That resolution—— 
KEAN. I only want to say that if the committee has 
vligent no member of it has been more so than the Sen- 
in Nevada. 
NEWLANDS. I hardly think that that statement is 
| by the record. I have not charged the committee with 
neg e, nor do I charge myself with negligence. But what 
; F is that the committee has not discharged the full duty 
.d upon it by the Senate in the resolution which instructed 
+ +, peport a bill for the regulation of interstate commerce, as 
lution included the framing of a bill popularly known 
nployers’ liability bill.” 
to say further that when the bill which passed the 
me to the Senate committee for consideration I voted 
f port to the Senate. So that so far as I am concerned, 
; | make no reflection upon the committee or its members, 
Is y wish to say that my full duty has been discharged. 
THE PRESENT LAW A BURDEN ON THE EMPLOYEE. 
XN with reference to the amendment itself, I wish to say 
that | have always thought that this was a brutal way of deal- 
the entire subject. When an employee is injured he 
ng suit against the railroad company. He must employ 
‘ to whom he gives an agreement entitling him probably 
‘cent of the judgment. Railroads make a business of 
( g almost all these cases, for they fear if they do not 
hey will be subjected to infinite litigation. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr, President—— 
fhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
\ to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
[EWLANDS. Certainly. 
GALLINGER. I am pleased to say to the Senator from 
that the New England roads do not contest these cases 
‘ e, but generally settle them out of court. 
Mr. NEWLANDS. I am very glad to know that; and yet I 
( nderstand how a railroad, as a matter of settled policy, 
wol ontest these cases, for oftentimes the suits are ex- 
1 as to the amount claimed; the services of unscrupu- 
vers are obtained; a popular prejudice is aroused; and 
ult, the railroads often feel themselves compelled to 
| all cases lest the settlement of one would only be an 
tion for the commencement of another. So, also, when a 
illed, his representatives are compelled to sue, and they 
rh the same long and weary process, failing in proper 
relief to tle employee or his representatives, and resulting 
n vexation and harassment to the corporation. 


\ 


| su 


from Nevada 


Mr 


S SHOULD RECOGNIZE 


THE HAZARDOUS NATURE OF THE 
EMPLOY MENT. 
I believe that the Congress of the United States, in dealing 
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| 





terstate commerce, should recognize the hazardous nature | 


upation, should recognize these injuries as incident to 


ipation, and should provide a pension and insurance fund | 


corporations which will automatically take care of | ijn to read the Senator’s amendment 
j < s < s ale Lhe t 


es and relieve the courts of their determination. 


tOADS SHOULD BE COMPELLED 
INSURANCE 


TO RESERVE 
FUND. 

‘resident, the Supreme Court has determined that in the 
nm of rates the corporations are entitled, after the pay- 
operating expenses, the payment of taxes, the payment 


A PENSION AND 


harges, to receive a fair return upon the value of their | 


I see no reason why corporations should not 


1 to set aside a certain percentage of their gross re- 


nd put that percentage into a pension and insurance | 
are injured and the families of 
A charge of 1 per cent | 


ut of which men who 
are killed may be reimbursed. 
e gross receipts of all these corporations would mean 
000 annually. A charge of a half per cent would mean 
O00 annually. Either of these sums invested in a pen- 
id insurance fund in good interest-bearing securities 
he supervision of the Interstate Commerce Commission 
ke care of these employees for all time. 
FUND SHOULD BE CHARGED TO OPERATING EXPENSES. 
that charge should not be imposed in whole or in part 
f n the employees or the shareholders of the corporation. 
ld be frankly imposed upon the transportation of the 
one of the expenses of operation. Then the Inter- 


urn upon the value of the roperty of such a corpora- 
xaged in interstate commerce, would be compelled to 
s the operating expenses not only the salaries and wages 
yees, but the moneys paid into this section and in- 
. fund. That is the rational and humane way of dealing 
iis entire question. It takes the employees out of court; 


be 





| by the committee in the way 
Commerce Commission itself, in determining what is a | 


earriers of litigation. It recog eS 
manity of the situation, and makes the entire trans} : 
of the country maintain this accident, pensi nd insur 
fund, for what is regarded and ought to be reg ed one 
the risks incident to employment in the public se s 
that entitle the employees or their families to « ensation in 
the shape of substantial and immediate relief 
ployees are injured, disabled, or killed. 

This is the system that is pursued in Germany It the 
system that is pursued in France. It is the system that is 
voluntarily pursued by some of the corporations in this cou 
try, though with the undesirable feature of contribution by tl 
employees themselves. It is the system which ought to be mac 
a matter of obligation upon all carriers engaged in the interstate 
commerce. If we should take hold of this matter pr : 
through a national incorporation act, we could, in the very ul 
ter of every national compeny, provide for this pension and 
insurance fund and reach this entire situation. 


But, Mr. President, Congress 
the national incorporation of railro 


is not 


yet prepared to take up 
with all its atten it 


ids, 


provisions relating to the safety of the employees and th e 

tion of an insurance and pension fund, and hence, although I 
have not critically examined this amendment, not having had 
the opportunity to do so, I shall vote fer it as a step dvane 
trusting that whatever defects there may be in the amendment 


will be remedied in conference and by the action of b 
upon the conference report. 

Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President, I think it 
state that the Interstate Commerce Committee h: 
it for consideration a bill substantially of the chara 
amendment offered by the Senator from Wisconsin. 

It has adopted two sections of the bill. It is the House 
that came over some weeks ago, and was referred to tl 
mittee. But we have not had time to conclude its conside i. 

I would ask the Senator from Wisconsin if 
bill pending before the committee? 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I will say to the Senator 
Virginia, that I have seen the bill pending before t 
and that I am informed the committee has agree 
on the House bill. I have the House bill before n with the 
amendments which the Interstate Commerce Committ 
Senate have adopted to it, and those amendments 
eviscerate the House bill. I have them here, 
glad to have them incorporated in the Recorp 

Mr. ELKINS. Let me them. [After a pause] Ti 
amendments referred to by the Senator fr 
which have been interlined in this copy of 
terlined when it was in charge the junior nator 
Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], and the amendments which 
been adopted were such amendments 
amendments to the third section 
want of time. 

I think it is fair to say, although I do not kné 
the committee will agree to the House bill wit 
two other amendments to meet this question. 1 


is due the Se 


S 


iow before 


ter 


he 


see 
1h 
the b 


ot 


as he 


have not beer 


} 
bit i 


ate. I suppose it is substantially the same. I h 
amendments take all the good out of the bill, igges 
the Senator from Wisconsin. The bill as it came 
House with the amendments already ma 
a very good bill. I call the attention of the junior 
from Mississippi to those amendments. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I 
bill which I sent 
printed in the Recorp. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I do not think it is ner to 
have the bill which the Committee on Interstate Commerce 
have under consideration printed in the Recorp unt 
mittee makes a report upon the bill 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. If there is objection, ] 
the bill returned to me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
draws his request. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, there is anot , 
the bill should not be incorporated in the R e WAV Dro 
posed, and that is, although I understand t! Wis 2 1 taker 


wl 
im 


de by the ec < 


unanimous Col 


the Senat from 


ask 


across to r 


Is there object on to the re st of 


The Senator from W sin 1 


of amendie 
Some members of the committee gave 
the committee that they would ask the p 
sideration on that very question. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I understood it and 
action of the committee, and that 
with the interlineations should not 
because it is not the action of the « 


so l remember the 
one reason why the bill 


be inserted in RECORD, 


~ 


lmittee. 








indulgence of the | 


Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I ask the 
Ss te for a moment. Regarding this amendment, I desire to | 
sa iF now and have been for years in favor of | 
remedial legis] 1 along these lines. Whether this amend- 
me in proper form I am not prepared to say, but there is | 
one thing I am clear about, and that is that it has no appro- | 
pl e } bill. This is a bill to regulate interstate | 

and y lo not want to inject into it a proposition 

‘ ly foreign hat subject. I am ready to support and | 
( for a proper measure of this kind. I am not hostile to the 
proposition of ¢ employees of railroads relief in this | 
direction if the measure is properly formulated. But I think | 
it ] no place on this bill, and I believe that in making this 
statement I am voicing the sentiment of many of my colleagues | 
in this Chamber. 

Mr. ELKINS. I think at the next meeting of the committee | 
the « mittee will be able to report the House bill with some 
amen I agree with the Senator from Minnesota that 
the subject has no place on this bill. I think the House and 
the Committee on Interstate Commerce can be trusted to frame 
a bill, and I think they are quite equal 

Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. President, has not the Senator from 
West Virginia spoken once on this subject? 

Mr. FRYE. Yes; he has. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair thinks the Senator | 





from West Virginia is out of order. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, it will be recalled that the 
subject-matter of this amendment has been before the Senate 


once before at this session in a complaint of the Senator from | 








Virginia that a bill of this character had been traveling | 
bar nd forth from one committee to another, none of them 
apparently willing to take it up and consider it, and that finally 
j ck to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. That | 
col ee has been so engrossed with other matters, mainly | 
the under consideration here, that it apparently has not | 
had time or been willing—I can not say which—to give this 
mati t} tention it deserves. 
I at first was opposed to this legislation, because, as I stated 
to my friends in South Carolina who had written me in regard 
to it, urging me to vote for the bill, it puts the jurisdiction of 
such cases in the Federal courts, and suits for damages in the 
Fe courts in our State (Senators are probably well aware 
now of my opinion on such matters) would largely be deter- 
m t il persons seeking redress for damages. But 
h g¢ been appealed to by those who are interested—— 
Mr. DANIEL. Will the Senator from South Carolina yield 
te 2» for a me nt? 
\ TILLMAN. I should like to get through, and then the 
\ 
M MAANIEL. 11 ely wish to make a suggestion here. 
NI LMAN. C% nly 
M \NIEI Is it yt true that the State courts would still 
} 1 ‘ ¢ 
TILLMAN. I am not lawyer enough to answer the 
'® EL.. It s That is my understanding. 
[ILELMAN i efore decided that I would vote for 
t] sure of the committe We have had 
! g 1 to consider this bill, and for one 
I | m g was done except to talk over it‘ 
e it s l to suggest amend: ts. I therefore 
1 to it it on this bill 1 th to get 
! we vy get something out <« ie committee, 
I it n this legislation it be hung up 
l in conference or never get through. ; 
Preside he Committee on Interstate 
d upon a proposition of this 
e not. 
RBAITI y | nit w | save time and trouble to ineor- 
If they have not agreed, and if any im- 
e bill are t pi ibly we could 
ell ] they could be settled in the commit- 
| ould 1 ve be necessary a few years 
I cel y the Federal courts sitting in the 
s stered the law of fellow-sery { eord 
f tes; and if that were still the rule Con- 
t these questions and all similar ques- 
f l i rding to the laws of the il States. 
like ten years ago, or probably mnething like 
‘ e Sur e Court of the United States, in 
1 case of the Baltimore and Ohio Railroad Com- 
I John Baugh, refused to follow the fellow-servant doc- 
tr Ss laid down by the supreme court of the State of Ohio, 
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the case coming from that State, and they held that th 
general law of fellow-servant obtaining throughout th, 
States. That doctrine once established, it now becon, 
sary for Congress to control it or else leave it with its y 
as I think, improper application announced in that case. 

So it seems to me that we simply in this practically ,; 
to the rule as it existed before the decision in the John 
case, and I hope the amendment will be adopted. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I would much prefer 
measure of this character might be considered in a 
bill, and I think it properly should be so considered. | 
anyone, or, at jeast, if many have had an opportunity 
that consideration to the provisions of this amendmy 
their importance demands. 

Personally I am in favor of legislation doing away 


common-law rule in regard to fellow-servants. In 

that rule has been changed, and I was a member of the 

ture of the State making the change when the law was ni 
and voted for it. I favor the principle of the amend It 
ought not properly to be considered here, but it seems to wo 


that the committee having in charge the fellow-ser t 1 
should have reported it before this. It has not done so. Prob 


| bly it has not been able to give it the necessary cons 


Be that as it may, the bill has not been reported to th: 
It may or it may not be reported soon. I do not 


| being a member of that committee, what the probability 


that regard, but I do know that in my judgment some measure 
embodying the principle of the proposed amendment should 
enacted. From a rather hasty reading of the proposed 

ment, I am doubtful if it will afford the relief desired and ex 
pected by its friends, but in lieu of something better I sh 
support it. I am not going to vote against the principle, and | 
shall vote for the amendment rather than take chances of se 
ing no legislation on the subject. I regret it has not come by 
fore the Senate as a separate measure, so that we might 
rately consider it. Still, I think the men who work 
railroads and risk their lives every day in endeavoring to 
tect the lives of the traveling public should have this reas 
able and necessary protection. The extent to which the d ( 
of fellow-servant has been carried in some forums has led to 
very great injustice. Hence I favor the adoption of this 

ment. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I do not desire to sa) 
about the pending amendment. The Committee on I: 
Commerce has the employers’ liability bill before it. | 
that is the name by which it is known. It is House bi! 
cording to my recollection. The committee has not been 
ful in the consideration of the bill, but has, I think, 


| considered it, and has given hearings to those who h 
| the bill and those who have opposed it. 


There w 
ment made by attorneys who were opposing the bill 
constitutionality of one of the sections—section 3. 
mittee has agreed upon all the other sections of th 
certain amendments, and at the last meeting of the « 
it was considering section 3 at the time when the ho 
for the meeting of the Senate, and the committee had, 
to rise. I think, from the expressions that were 
members of the committee, there is a practical agre¢ 
that section. 

Mr. President, I favor any legislation that will p 
employees not only of railroads, but of any other 
riers. I would make this apply to all common carriers 
in interstate commerce, if we have the authority 
whether they be common carriers by rail or by w: 
any other method. But I do not think that that bill o 
incorporated into the bill we have now under co 
The bill we are considering will have enough load to « 
out incorporating into it bodily entire bills that h: 













1 


House and have passed the House and come to the 






There is another thing about this. I believe that 
could be remedied by a short provision requiring 1 
States courts, in cases of personal injuries or in < 
troversies between citizens and common ¢arriers ens 
business of interstate commerce, to be controlled an 
in their judgments by the law of the State where 
complained of occurred. 

If the case referred to by the Senator from 
BAILey]—the case of Baugh v. The Baltimore and 
road Company—laid down a different doctrine from 
surely if Congress has a right to enact the legislat 
sought to be enacted by this amendment, Congress Ww!!! 
right to change the rule laid down by the Supreme ‘ 
cause the Supreme Court was not then passing upon any * ’ 
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ress can provide that the Federal courts shall be gov- | ing bill and imperiling perhaps its passage by an amendmen 
‘ the laws of the State where the injury occurred in | this character. 
4} of all these cases. I do not claim to be accurate in I have worked in season and out of seaso! t} 
5 ion of the case of Baugh v. The Baltimore and Ohio | pil] perfected, and had it not been that on | ! es 
1 Company, because it has been a long time since I have | met at 11 o’clock I have no doubt whatev t t ve d 
a | have reported the bill out on that day, and I h 
, port any bill that is before Congress for the purpose | but that we will report it out on next | d \ I 
( proper remedy ¥ | the bill which is before the committee I know bu 
VERIDGE. Mr. President—— | terms of the pending amendment, and rather tl t l 
CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi | the pending bill and possibly j irdize it, I 
; he Senator from Indiana? strained at this time to vote against the ame 
. LAURIN. When I shall have finished this sentence. | heartily in spirit in favor of enacting at the 
VERIDGE. Very well. Congress a bill of substantially s chars é 
LAURIN. I shall support any bill giving a proper] The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘he question { 
ny employee and put that employee upon the broad- | amendment offered by the Se! r from VW 
: t i for relief against any common carrier, but I will not | Fourerre}. ; 
sure that undertakes to incorporate into this bill Mr. LA FOLLETTR. On that I ask for 
vill serve to load it and make it more doubtful of The yeas and nays were ordered and the § led 
ent. Now I will yield to the Senator from Indiana. to call the roll. ; 
VERIDGE. The Senator from Mississippi is a mem Mr. SPOONER (when his name was called I 
! general committee and also a member of the sub-} pair with the Senator from Tennessee | Mr. ( 
( aving the bill in charge, I believe. The roll call having been concluded, the r 
\N. He is not a member of the subcommittee. nounced—yeas 28, nays 45, as follows: 
VERIDGE. Is he not a member of the subcommittee? YEAS—28. 
LAURIN. I am not a member of any subcommittee. | pacon Culberson Kittredge 
s a subcommittee appointed, but I am not a member of | Bailey Daniel La | : ( 
» not been. Berry Dubois Latimer I 
7 eTR ‘ . ‘ Blackburn Frazier McCreary Ss 
VERIDGE. But the Senator is a member of the gen- | purkett Fulton eniiews Sy 
f mittee? Clarke, Ark. Gamble M tin T ) 
LAURIN. I am a member of the Committee on Inter- | ©l2y Gearin Morgan 1 
st ( merce, NAYS—45. 
\r. BEVERIDGE. I would not have interrupted the Senator, | 4!drich — — ; 
( lerstood that he is a member of the subcommittee, and | 4 _ Dillincham Lodge i 
] ig to ask him, as a member of both committees, when | Allison Dolliver Long I 
" get a report on the bill. ee Dryden Mct r S« 
. 7 . at trandegee Elkins McEnet s 
\ LAURIN. I think on next Friday. Bulkeley Flint° McLaurin S i 
REVERIDGE. That is the only point I wanted the | Burnham Foraker Millard W 
< time on, because if many Senators understood that the | | — ee Sates - W 
I e reported to the Senate as early as this week they | , lark. Wyo. ei ienabrenéi Pe e 
W h prefer to wait and vote upon the bill independently, | Crane Hopkins Perkins 
ins f attaching it to the rate measure, where logically it | NOT VOTING—16. 
doe t belong. But if there is not going to be a report upon | Beveridge Clark, Mont. Hale P 
this tter at a reasonably early date, that might change the | oe — = aa 7 ; 
CO! n, and for that reason I asked the Senator how soon | Carmack Gorman Money Wa 
l s his committee to report back the bill. So Mr. LA FOLLETTE’S amendment was reject 
M [cLAURIN. Let me be understood that I can not tell | Mr. DANIEL. I beg leave to propose an 
e} hen the committee will make its report. | in on page 25 as section 8. 
ir. BEVERIDGE, I wish only the Senator’s opinion. The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment \v 
\ McLAURIN. I think it is reasonably certain that the | The SECRETARY. At the end of section 7 add 
will make a report by next Friday. be known as section 8, and to read : follows 
\ CULLOM. Will the Senator from Mississippi allow me | Sec. 8. Every common carrier by r: 1 e1 
t 1¢ remark? | merece in the District of ¢ , or ny ‘J 
Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. | States, or between the ser 7 
j LLOM. I simply want to say as a member of the com- | States So thw I vistric t of Co ; t t ; 
I t I have no doubt the committee will report that bill | the District of Columbia : S or § 
meeting, which will be next Friday. | ee Se eee SS ae Se SS 
VERIDGE. That being truae—— a eng Bg. somite tres 
LDRICH. Mr. President—— | any of its officers, nts 
CE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi | msuMclency in its cars, engines, % ” 
e Senator from Rhode Island? aa naihoem: i fter } cht t ar 
LAURIN. Certainly. | by t to recover damages fot 
LDRICH. I should like to ask the Senator from Mis- | ™'" De aaa al - 
it is not true that it was understood that the final | ; “¢ 3 col 2 
he bill was to be taken at the last meeting, and the | ploy Be ao . 
d and the fact—— 
AURIN. That is right. 
RICH. And the fact that the Senate on Friday met : 
ted the attendance of members of the committee; or = 
understood that last Friday the bill should be re this act s ! 
safety-app! act of M 2,1 
‘ LAURIN. We had a pretty full attendance last | March 2, 190 
] believe it was last Friday. Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. Pre I x 
DRICH. Yes; it was last Friday. | Mr. DANIEL. I thought I it f 
: LAURIN. Had it not been that the Senate met on | Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well; | 
t 11 o’clock I think the bill would have been reported. | two. 
RICH. It met at the same hour the committee vw The VICE-PRESIDENT 
( nd I myself have no doubt whatever but that the | taken his seat, and t S 
reported at the next meeting of the committee. recognition. The Ch 
\PP. Mr. President, I think it is unnecessary for n Mr. DANIEL. 1 
[ have favored the plan of the House bill upon th few moments. 
The publie requires that railroad trains shall | Mr. President, I s 
t a high rate of speed, run at night, and the men wh Senate’s long 
» trains must depend upon the faithful performance } ment was of 
‘e duty it is to see that every instrumentality is in | original ideas in it Ite 
Gut I doubt the wisdom of loading down the pend-! published and discussed for several years, ; vylich have been 








DD) 


68'22 


eV | nes discussed in both bodies of Congress. It is sub- 

5 d upon t [louse bill, which was in itself a tran- 
‘ Cl <ddiment of the main ideas concerning a re 
form and ady ent in actions for damages by railroad em- 


ploy njured while conducting interstate commerce. 
iment, Mr. President, embody a world- 
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In 1894 the legislature enacted this provision into statuto. 
Georgia.—Georgia entirely abolished the fellow-servant d 

(Georgia Code, 1895, secs. 2297 
In 1862 the legislature of lowa entirely abolished th 
(lowa Code, 1897, 
In 1874 Kansas entirely abolished it as applied to 


Towa. 


Kansas. 


; (Kansas General Statutes, 1889, par. 1251.) 
Wisconsin.—In 1875 Wisconsin entirely abolished it, 
|} Acts, 1875, ch. 173.) 

This law was repealed by chapter 232 of the acts of 1880 
| the legislature enacted a new law which was more limited 
; sin Acts, 1889, ch. 4388.) 


i 


regards railroad 
sota General Statutes, 1894, sec. 


| employment. 


stands 


In 1893 this law was repealed by chapter 220, which 


tirely abolished the fellow-servant doctrine as to men actna 
in switching or the running of trains. 
so as to make it broader 


In 1903 this law 
(Wisconsin Laws, 1903, 
entirely abolished the « 
engaged in operating railroads 
2701.) 

1887 Florida abolished the doctrine as reeard ! 
In 1891 this law was amended somewhat, }b 
practically abolishes the fellow-servant doct 


in scope. 
1887 Minnesota 
employees 


Minnesota.—In 


Florida.—In 


it 


where employees are injured through the running of loco 


or other machinery. (Florida Revised Statutes, 1892, p. 1 
Ohio.—In 1890 Ohio modified the doctrine by declaring 
ployees who have power to direct other employees are 


| servants of those employees in other departments who 
| power to direct or control in the branch or department in 


| are employed. 


ness of the employer when such defect 
any person in the service of the employer, 
duty 
ances were in proper condition. 


different piece of work. 


(Ohio Acts, 1890, p. 149, sec. 3.) 

1902 another law was passed which makes all e 
injuries to employees which are caused by reason 
in the condition of the machinery connected with or used 
was due to the n 
intrusted by | 
repair, or of seeing that the machir 
(Ohio Laws, 1902, p. 114 
an amendment to the constit 
doctrine regards railroad 


In 


mr 
for 


of inspection, 


In 
nodified 


Mississippi. 
sippi greatly 


1890 by 
the 


as 


declaring that an employee could recover for an injury re 





the negligence of a superior agent or officer, 
right to control or direct the services of the party injure 
when the injury results from the negligence of a fello 

gaged in another department of labor from that of the 

or of a fellow-servant on another train of cars, or one en i 
(Mississippi Constitution, see. 193 

In 1892 this provision of the constitution was adopted 
lature as official. (Mississippi Code, 1892, sec. ».) 

In 1896 the legislature extended the provisions of this 
making them apply against all classes of corporations. 

Teras.—By act of 1891 and an amendment in 1893 Texa 
modified the doctrine as to railroad employees by declari 
ployees having the authority of superintendence, control, 
of other persons in the employment or with the authority { 
other employee in the performance of the duty of such 
not fellow-servants, and that employees engaged in diffe 
ments are not fellow-servants. (Texas Revised Statutes, 

1560 F, 4660 G, 4560 H.) 

In 1897 these provisions were also made to apply to street railw 
(Texas Acts, 1897, ch. 6.) 

Mexico In 1893 the Territory of New Mexico m 
trine as to railway corporations by making them liable f 
ceived by employees, occurring or sustained in consequence of 
management, carelessness, neglect, default, or wrongful 

agent or any employee of such corporation, while in the 

their several duties, when such mismanagement, carelessn 
default, or wrongful act of such employee or agent could 
avoided by such corporation through the exercise of reasona 

dili in the selection of competent employees, agent 
overworking said employees or requiring or allowing th: to W 
an unusual or unreasonable number of hours. (New Mexico 

Law 1897, sec. 3216.) 

Arkansas.—Iin 1893 Arkansas greatly modified the do 
railroad employees by declaring that employees having t! 
or superintendence, control, or command of other persons 
ployment or with the authority to direct any other e1 


or of a perso: 





pan 
ve 











| performance of the duty of such employee sre not fellow 


that employees engaged in different departments are not fell 
(Arkansas Digest, 1894, secs. 6248-6250.) 

South Carolina.—South Carolina, in its constitution as 1 
1895, greatly modified the doctrine as applied to railroad 


| claring that an employee may recover for injuries received t 


} 


wit $ 3] “1 upon propositions which have found | 
fa 1 the Old World, but in many of the States | 
of this intry In my own State the equity and justice of 
providi! 2 liberal method for the recovery of damages by 
rail lem s was so highly regarded that it was embodied 
in the new constitution of Virginia, and it would seem that the 
Virg nvention was so fortunate in its expression of ideas | 
on t that its views were almost literally copied after- 
ward he Sta ff Oregon. The only substantial difference | 
bet the pro] as I have now offered it and the bill 
which has passed the House of Representatives, and is now un 
ae! ‘ deration by the Interstate ¢ nmeree Committee, is 
that ] ve left out the proviso, which is contained in section 
Oo, Whi we haye been told, is a subject of controversy in 
the comm itte That pt i 

| 1 t { ommon carricr 
: 1 4 a iant t has contrib 

l 1 s ice inity that may 
1 e | I j d employee, or, in case of his death, to 

is I 

I have thought it best, Mr. President, not to involve in the 
£ ‘11 rule which we shall establish for the damages to be re- 
CoV by railway employees anything whatsoever concerning 
the « eral relations or contracts or engagements or under- 
st lings that those employees may have with respect to their 
‘ \ its and the reception of benefits from the corporation 
which may hire them. Considerations of that description are 
apt to be estimated in the gauge of wages which shall be given 
to the ¢ ees, and I would rather that it rest there and not 

ive 1 the plain, direct, and positive remedy which the 
I z ‘ts and other courts administering Federal law 
\ ( i to th 

With respect to the law of negligence, there is a variation 

bet 1 t proposition and, as I understand it, the proposition 

h was submitted by the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. La 

! vhich has just been voted down. ‘he only change 

t ion rule about negligence is that if the employee 

! een g y of contributory negligence it shall not bar a 

where his contributory negligence was slight and 

f ft] employer was gross in comparison, and that the 

; shall be diminished by the jury in proportion to the 

sligence attributable to such employee. I believe 

wor is far as we should go in refining upon the 

i of gligence, and in going this far we tread 

; which some of the States and some of the tribunals 

\Ve - to thank the committee, Mr. President, for the re- 

t has made on this subject. In the hearings before the 

( ee on Ii state Commerce, in the fourth volume, I think 

t least it is in one of the volumes which concern the 

y of « lovers—there will be found much valuable and 

| t mattel n this subject. I will not weary the Sen- 

uoting cases, but I will ask to append to my remarks, 

reneral information upon this subject, a brief synopsis which 

that mmittee has made, from page 56 to page 61, inclusive, 

of the laws of the States on this subject. It is apropos of this 
proposition and is very enlightening. 

Mr. President, I have no doubt from what has been said that 
the committee is acting in entirely good faith on this subject, 
ind that it is wor x along as fast as the weight of its numer- 
oO nd gre labors will permit; but now is an opportunity to 
Dp easurt We know not what will be its fate if we 
do not adopt this opportunity. It is germane to this bill, which 

not a mere rate bill, but a bill to regulate interstate commerce. 
| ! r is worthy of his hire, and the laborer is worthy of 
i of this G which he serves in interstate com- 

f tl whole people 

i judgment, Mr. President, if you could put in the peni- 
{ ry and let the people see in stripes some of the big thieves 
of this country who are gathering riches without honest service 

d are plundering the possessions of widows and orphans for 
campaign funds and other illegitimate purposes, and extend 
your watchful care over all honest men who are risking their 
lives | giving their brain and brawn to honest and intelligent 

u would be justly applauded by all the good people 
of tl ountry, and upbraided by none save those whose up- 
braidal is a compliment. 

APPENDIX. 

! Phe « tution of Kentucky makes employers liable for 

7 C g nee of their employees. (Kentucky Constitu- 


| 


| negligence of another employee having the right to control « 


services of a party injured, and also when the injury resul 
negligence of a fellow-servant engaged in another departm: 
from that of the party injured, or of a fellow-servant on 
of cars, or one engaged about a different piece of work. 
This section of the constitution also gives the legislatur« 
ity to extend its provisions to other classes of employees. 
lina Constitution, art. 9, sec. 15.) 
In 1901 the legislature extended the same rights to e: ees 
street railways. (South Carolina Laws, 1901, act 405.) 
Vissouri.—In 1897 Missouri greatly modified the doctrine 
to railroads by declaring employees intrusted by such cor] 
the authority of superintendence, control, or command of « 
in the employ or service of such corporation, or with the a 
direct any other servant in the performance of any duty of 
or with the duty of inspection or other duty owing by 
the servant, are not fellow-servants with such employees, 
that employees in any department or service are not | 
with employees in any other department or service of such 
(Missouri Acts, 1897, p. 96.) 


th 





North Carolina.—in 1897 North Carolina entirely abolis! 
trine as applied to railroads. (North Carolina Acts, 1»! 
ch. 56.) 

North Dakota.—In 1899 North Dakota greatly modified | 


as applied to railroads by giving employees the right to 
injured through the negligence of any other employee whil i 
switching or operating trains. (North Dakota Acts, 15%, « 
{labama.—in 1885 Alabama greatly modified the doctrine 
to all classes of employment, not confining itself to railroad 
making employers liable for the negligence of: , 
(1) Persons intrusted by the employer with the duty of 
the way, works, machinery, or plant are in proper order. 





ees are not fellow-servants unless they 


ir 





rsons who have any superintendence intrusted to them by their 


‘sons authorized to give the 
injury. 
yns acting in obedience to rules, 
to which caused the accident. 
sons obeying particular instructions given by any person duly 
in that behalf by the employer. 
rsons in charge of any signal, points, 
ears, or trains upon a railway, or upon any 
iy. (Alabama Code, 1897, secs: 1749-1750.) 
tts.—In 1887 Massachusetts greatly modified the doc- 
cards all classes of employment except domestic and farm 


order or direction which occa- 


regulations, or by-laws, 


locomotives, engines, 


part of a track 


was amended in 1892, 1893, and 1894, and as it now 
the employer liable for the negligence for the following 


servants: 
wns intrusted by the employer with the duty 

works, or machinery were in proper condition. 
ms intrusted and exercising superintendence, 
duty is that of superintendence. 

1s acting as superintendent with the authority and consent 

iver. 

ns in charge of any signal, 
railroad. (Massact 


of seeing that 





whose sole 


switch, 
husetts Acts, 


engine, or 
also 1893, 


locomotive, 
1887, ch. 270; 


1894, ch. 499.) 
In 1893 Indiana greatly modified the doctrine as applied 
ees of all corporations, except municipal, by declaring that 


ations are liable for the injuries received through the negli- 
ny person in the service of such corporation to whose order 
the injured employee at the time of the injury was bound 
and did conform; and where such injury resulted from the 
sion of any person done or made in obedience to any rule, 
or by-law of such corporation, or in obedience to the par- 


tructions given by any person delegated with the authority 
ration in that behalf; also where such injury was caused 
sligence of any person in the service of the corporation 
charge of any signal, telegraph office, switch yard, shop, 


e, locomotive engine, or train upon a railway, or where such 
s caused by the negligence of any person, 
ant engaged in the same common service in any 
tments of the — of any such corporation, the said per- 
yee, or fellow-servant at the time acting in the place and 
the duty of the. cexperation in that behalf, and the person 


of the sev- 


»beying or conforming to the order of some superior at the 
ch injury having authority to direct. (Indiana Annotated 
1894, secs. 7083, TOS5, TOS7T, TOS89.) 

T 


In 1893 Colorado modified the doctrine somewhat, 
pletely abolished the doctrine 


In 1896 Utah greatly modified the doctrine as regards all 
employees by declaring that employees who are intrusted by 

yers with the authority of superintendence, control, or com 

her persons in the employ or service of such employer, or 
authority to direct any other employee in the performs ance of 
s of such employer are not fe llow- servants, and that all other 
are working together at 
me and place, to a common purpose, of the same grade of 
ind ne either of such persons are intrusted by such emplayer with 
intendence or control over his fellow-employees (Utah Acts, 


94.) 


ind.—In 1902 the legislature of Maryland passed a law which 
to coal and clay mines, quarries, steam and street railroads, and 
employer liable to his employees for injuries 
zence of his servants or employees, unless a 
which is laid down by the statute, is 
2, ch. 139.) 

Section 12 of the Virginia constitution of 1902 abolished 
with reference to a large class of railroad employees anc 
the general assembly to enlarge this class of employees and to 
hes , rights to employees of any firm or corporation. 

2 the legislature enacted a law which greatly 
as applied to railroad employees by making 


and in 
as applied to all classes of 


certain 
adopted. 


plan of 
(Maryland 


modified the 
railroad corpora- 


n the wrongful act, neglect, or default of an agent or officer 
rpor ation superior to the employee injured, or of a person 
such corporation having the right to control or direct the 
such employee injured, or the services of the employee by 
is injured; and also when such injury results from the 
act, neglect, or default of a coemployee engaged in another 
of labor from that of the employee injured, or of a coem- 
another train of cars, or a coemployee who has charge of any 
il point, or locomotive engine, or who is charged with dis- 
trains or transmitting telegraph or telephonic orders. 
In 19038 the legislature of Oregon enacted a law practically 
rd the Virginia statute just quoted. 
The legislature of Montana, which is now sitting, has 
‘d an act which completely abolishes the doctrine as applied 
a employees, 
R The revised statutes of Porto Rico of 1902, secti 
that the employer shall be liable to the employee for 
of the negligence of any person in the service 
has charge of, physically controls, any signal, 
engine, car, or train in motion, whether 
pon a railroad. 


BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I desire only to say that 
vote against this amendment, as I did against the pre- 
mendment, only because of the public assurance given 
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLaurin], who is a 

of the Interstate Commerce Committee, that the bill 
ibject, now being considered by the committee, will 
ed out this week; also the public assurance which I 
od the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. ELKrns], the 

n of the committee, gave that the bill would be reported 
week; also the assurance which the Senator from Illi 

'. CULLOM] gave, and also the assurance of the Senator 

Jersey [Mr. KEAN], who is the chairman of the sub- 

e having the bill in charge. With the assurance of all 

senators, publicly made and also privately made, Mr. 








on 299 
injury 
of the em- 

switch, loco- 

attached to an engine 


i 
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} that bill will be report 
} and that, 


6823 


President, I myself can not get my consent, and I know that sev- 
eral other Senators can not get their consent, to vote for this 
bill as an amendment to the pending rate bill. It has no logical 
connection with rate making. 

While I favor, and there are other S« 
quite as earnestly and sincerely 


nators on this side who 


favor, some legislation of 


this kind which will be effective, as does any Senator on the 
other side of this Chamber, yet it does not appear to | ul 
sary to vote for such an illogical proposition as that l 
amendment to the rate bill, when, I repeat, we have the 
surance, publicly and privately given, not by one, bu ( 
eral members of the committee having this bill in charge, 1 


ed to the Senate durin: 

having been reported, it will be called up { 

ation. 
There 


being, therefore, Mr. President, assuranc t the 
Senate 


will have an opportunity to vote 


, amendment in the form in which the Senat hou ie i - 
| namely, as a separate proposition—I have not found it 
| or right to vote for either of these amendments to the rate b ll, 
| with which logically they have no connecti 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I offer é di t to 
the amendment which I send to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDEN' The amendment to the ent 


coemployee, or | 


caused through | 


e to their employees for injuries received when such injury | 


will be stated. i. “i 














The Secrerary. At the end of the proposed amend nt of Mr. 
DANIEL it is proposed to add the following 

Provided, however, That upon the t l of sucl / 
such common carrier by railroad the defendant m 
sum it has contributed toward ar h ins nce 
demnity that may have be l I ed 
of his death, to his heirs a 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I offer that amendment 
because I think it ought to accompany the en wh 
Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL] has submitted: but I shall 
vote against the amendment submitted by the Senator from 
Virginia. If we are to modify the old and well-established 
trine of contributory negligence in favor of the e1 ployer l 
I am not expressing any opinion as to the wisdom of t 
my judgment we ought at least to protect the corporat t Le 
extent that the corporation has contributed to the reli 
injured employee in the line indicated by th nendm«e I 
offered to the amendment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I want to eall atten n to 
the fact that the bill which is pending in the Interstate Com 
merce Committee, the “- which has passed the House, is not 
identical with that which has just now been offered as an amend- 
ment by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Dantet]. The bill 
as it is pending before the Interstate Commerce Committee does 
contain the provision—and I think very properly so—that the 
Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GaLLincer] has just « I 

Mr. DANIEL. The Senator may not have heard 1 
I so stated myself. 

Mr. FORAKER. Namely, that if the carrier h paid 
benefit, in case of the liability being established the 
it shall have a credit to the amount uch | L 1 
stand that kind of provision is en : t t 
who are urging the legislation in questio1 

The bill as it passed the House and now py , 
the Interstate Commerce Committee is not identi v 
amendment offered by the S« \ 
spects, but, inasmuch as the bill is shortly 
the committee, I presume it is unnecessary 
ure here. I felt, in view of the care some Senat , 
to state that assurance had been given, wy \ \ 
relying, that they will have a chance to vote 
sition at another time, I would « attention to the 
is not precisely the same proposition nor is it ( ‘ 
same proposition. 

I want to say, inasmuch as I have said this 1 hb t) 
heartily favor legislation of this general cl cter: | 
is a very serious question raised by thi g 
as it passed the House with respect to th 

| It is agreed, as I understand, by everybody en 
| of the greatest good, and that em] yees hay be h } ped 
by them, and there is a very serious qu 
are not destroying their efficiency b; ( 
I do not know whether I will agree \ h th I ) I \\ 
had only reached the consid tion of o 
| was —— lled to rise at its last } ? tO nd tl st on 
| of the Senate. It is in order that we sider that propo 
sition that we are to have another meeting t \ What 
the action of the committee will I do not know In f 
it or I may not favor it. I have not had any time to exar 


| 


the arguments tha 


t have been made pro 








lo not want anybody to give any assurance, so far 


in which this measure will 
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| 


as ] co ‘ned, as to the form 
I I rted fro that committee. 

I ely agree with some of my colleagues on the 
‘ 11 ority of them, perhaps—as to the amendment 
which it been stated has been adopted. I reserved the 
I ht, wl 1 the committee took that action and we were com- 
pelied to rise without making a report, to further consider 1t 
and to k the committee to consider it again at its next meet- 
ing. Ivy not s 1 with it then; I am not satisfied with it 
now; but when we further consider it I may change my mind 
ibout it. I only want to reserve the right to do so. I may dis- 
appoint some people, | I will not mislead anybody. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. President, for many years the State of | 
I i has had in its legislation provisions similar to these amend- | 
ments, and I have felt ever since this question has been before 
the Se that legislation involving these changes in the com- 
mon-law liability f iployers should be adopted. I have 
hesitated to vote to ] the provisions upon this bill in view 
of the legislative situation 

The House of Representatives has disch: d its duty accord- 
ng to its lig! in respect to both these bills, and I am not sure 
what attitude the House would take toward the Senate if they 
hould | their own bill left without consideration here, and 


similar propositions placed upon the rate bill an 
ld 
i 


d sent into con- 


ference. I am not sure that we wou not i de rather 








than pl te the enactment of the desired legislation. 

have not had the opportunity in the ent meetings of the 
Interstate Commerce Commission to participate in their delibera- 
tions, on sunt of the pressure of other committees of which 














I ! iber which have been in session practically every 
y d ng the last week or ten days. Therefore, I have not 
| a pe on to know exactly what the attitude of the 
Interstate Commerce Committee is; but I have received a gen- 
( on that within a few days the House bill will be 
present to 1 Ss t It does not particularly matter in 
fo. Ss pres | here; every question that is involved 
the ] tion will be brought to a test vote in the Senate 
\ tl bill is considered. If I thought there would be any 
‘ re rting of 1 considering that bill in the Senate, I 
v *{ be disposed to vote for this amendment. 
( on is that the bill in a substantial form will be 
I 1, and if ar ward parts have been removed from it 
I t the co ittee, they can be restored on this floor, 
dly will be Therefore, considering in a general 
\ st meth of expediting this legislation, I have 
hed t iclusion that it wo } the whole not 
! is to a } do not strictly 
I from y 1 they 1 under circum- 
we will be ent itrol 
| VICE-PRESIDENT. question is on agreeing to the 
Lrne I ed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
( :] to tl mendment of the Senator from Virginia [ Mr. 
1) 
I i met! to ndment was reje ed. 
| VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend- 
t yposed by the Senator from Virginia [Mr. DANIEL]. 
i t ¥ eiected 
Mr. N AURIN I of 1 mendment which I send to the 
des] i k x y the proper place where it should 
be erted, | I thinl should be at the place where the 
f ered by tl senator from Virginia |Mr. DANIEL] 
’ ct t . 
| VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
SE R It is proposed to add to section 7 the follow- 
1 a court of the United States to recover 
rt shall be governed, in determin- 
‘laws of the State where such injuries 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
1 by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Mc- 
J 
lr was rejected 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the next 
( the bill. 


d section 8 of the bill, 


as follows: 








S z » added to said act at the end thereof, to 
as f ws 

. ‘ e C e Comr sion is hereby en 

s n s with t is of seven years, 

0,01 com ion annually. The quali 

é nd the inner of the ps rent of their 

yyided by law Such en gement of the 

‘ ed through appointment by the Presi 

: ivice i nsent of the Senate, of two addi 

t | Cor Commissioners, one for a term expiring De 

e el L, 1911, of for a term expiring December 31, 1912. 
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terms of the present Commissioners, or of any successor ap 
fill a vacancy Ci used by the death or resignation of any of tl . 
Commissioners, shall expire as heretofore provided by iaw. ‘1 
cessors and the successors of the additional Commissioners } 
vided for shall be appointed for the full term of seven yea; 
that any person appointed to fill a vacancy shall be appointed 
the unexpired term of the Commissioner whom he shall sux : 
more than four Commissioners shall be appointed from the sam, 
cal party.” 

Mr. LODGE. I offer the amendment which I send " 
desk as a substitute for section 8. I have modified it so) 
from the printed form. 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator tell me on what page of 4) 
printed amendments his amendment can be found? 

Mr. PROCTOR. On page 157 of the pamphlet amen ‘ 


Mr. LODGE. Yes; on page 157. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed 
Senator from Massachusetts is a substitute for section & 
bill. The amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 25, line 6, after the words “< 
24,” it is proposed to strike out the rest of the section anq 


the 



















: to 
insert: 

On the passage of this act an Interstate Commerce Comm! 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice and 
the Senate, to take the place of the present Interstate Comn ( 
mission. Said Commission shall consist of nine members, « 1 
from each judicial circuit of the United States. Not mor ; 
members of said Commission shall be of the same political 
least three of said Commission shali be lawyers of good and 
standing at the bar. Three members of said Commission s 
pointed for three years, three shall be appointed for six 
three for nine years, and all subsequent appointments made - 
piration of a term of service shall be for nine years. An 
sioner may be removed by the President for inefficiency, neg: 
or malfeasance in office, and vacancies caused by death, re 
resignation shall he filled by the President, by and with the ad | 
consent of the Senate, by appointments for the remainder of t 
pired terms. The members of the Interstate Commerce ( 
shall receive $12,000 compensation annually, and the Chair 
Commission, who shall be a lawyer, $12,500. 

No person owning stock or bonds of any common carrier s 
the provisions of this act, or who is in any manner pecun 
ested therein, shall enter upon the duties of such office o 
hold the same. Said Commissioners shall not engage in 
busin vocation, or employment. No vacancy in the ¢ 
shal air the right of the remaining Commissioners ex 
the powers of the Commission. All laws and parts of laws . 


powers 


and imposing duties upon or otherwise relating to 

fore-existing Interstate Commerce Commission shall contin 

force and effect and be applicable to the Interstate Comm ( 
established by this act, except as herein otherwise proy 

All the ‘edings pending before the heretofore-existing 

Commerce Commission at the time this act shall take 

without break interruption, be deemed to be pen 

Commission established by this section, and shall continu 

clusion before the new Commission. 

HALE. I offer the amendment I send to the d 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Maine | 5 

idment, which will be stated. 

» Secretary. In line 6 of the amendment, on 

‘United State it is proposed 

been for two years immediately 

ment an actual resident in such circuit.” 

Mr. LODGE. I have no objection to the amendment. | 
modify my amendment so as to accept it. 

Mr. DANIEL. I ask that the amendment to the 
may again be stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
modifies his amendment in 
the Senator from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. I do not wish to yield the floor, Mr. Pr 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The from Ma 
tled to the floor. The Secretary will state the m 

The Secretary. On page 1 of the printed amen 
Senator from Massachusetts, line 6, after the wol 
States,” insert “who shall have been 
ately preceding his appointment an actual reside: 
cuit;”’ so that if amended it will read: 

Said Commission shall consist nine 
each judicial circuit of the United States, who sh: 
years immediately preceding his appointment an 
such circuit. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
tor from Massachusetts to accept 


Sl 


nroe 
J ) 


or 





The 
an ame! 
The 
the words 


to insert 


~ 99 
Ss, 


preceding h 


have 


The Senator from Massac! 
accordance with the sugg 


Senator 


for two ye 


ol members, one 





actu 


Chair 
the 


understands 
modification. 


Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I wish to say a wo 0k 
upon section 8 as one of the most important in tl 


fact, I think when we reach it we are approachin I 
should call the constructive part of the measure. ‘| tten- 
tion of the Senate has been largely directed to the ot! 
all these proceedings, and to the final tribunal that 

the decisions made by the initiating commission. We 
stantially out of the woods with regards to that p 
measure—the final tribunal. But to that ni 
portant as the Commission that is to initiate and cot 


is 


me 


( e 


|of the great matters raised by this bill—the Interst Com 


The | merce Commission, 





will be found to be all that it ought to be 


1 


fassachusetts has covered them 


t that Commission to be dignified by our action, to be 
ng. to be one that will command the respect of the 
the corporations, of 
illy with the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] 
uld be made up of a member at least from each ju 
it: that the salary should be so large that it will 
| the very best talent, and that when the Commission 
d it will to work in a way to command the 
everybody connected with the matter. 


set 


tt mean to censure the present Commission; it has 
» best it could; but it is not up to the magnitude of 


devolved upon the Commission. I would have every 
ected from each circuit to be of the very first class; if 
the very best; if a business man, the very best; and 
iy him accordingly, $10,000 or $12,000, if 
deration is a bagatelle compared with the result; and 
u get a Commission of that kind, you have solved al- 
ry question that will arise. 
HOPKINS. Mr. President—— 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Maine yield 
senator from Llinois? 
I1ALE. I hope the Senator will not interrupt me, be 
» only a little time. 
1, without much imagination, picture a Commission of 
that I am feebly trying to describe and trying to se 
so strong, so complete in its power and in its action, 


ive 


the carriers, the railroads, would think twice before 
empted to disturb its action. Moreover, the courts 
esitate before interfering with the action of a great 
such as we ought not to adjourn without establishing. 
e been almost heretical upon some matters connected 
3 subject. I do not want, Mr. President, to see the 

absolute rate-fixing power. I do not think that is 


slation. I want a tribunal, the 
that is so great, and will be so conservative and 
nplete in its action, that it will be the rate-fixing 
I want a tribunal that will be acknowledged by every- 
roads, the lawyers, the courts, the people com 
deal with these great subjects, and so competent that 
ill lay rude hands upon its findings, unless under the 
of conditions and where it is impossible that 
| not be an appeal taken. 
io that certain things are 


0a 


Interstate Commerce 


as 


ress e 


0 requisite. The Senator 
in the thought he must 
1 which his amendment. You can not get a 
mission without paying them to correspond with the 
nd the work and the service. Twelve thousand dollars 
large in our scale, but, as I have said, and I do not wish 
t, it is nothing commensurate with the importance of 
e best man. I would have him a resident, and my 
nt provides that he shall have been for two years an 
dent of the circuit from which he is appointed. I 
iportations of favorites, or whoever they may be, into 
judicial cireuits. I want the member of the 
be to the manner born and carrying the confidence of 
uit which he represents. I want no more such per 
3 as this country witnessed immediately after recon 
when there were forced upon the South a pack of 
judges who never commanded confidence, but were 
ich of the era in which they lived, and who gradually 
‘d, to be succeeded by natives, by residents, by citi 
e States or circuits or districts for which they were 

l. Hardly of those appointments has survived. 
ses the merit, the integrity, the ability of the incum- 
have carried him through to the present day. There 
or two such instances, but in instances they 
moral force that from being residents and 

’ the district or circuit for which they were appointed. 

I should go on and take more time I would only re- 
hope we shall not leave this great subject until we have 
th it in the right way and have provided this tribunal, 


the solvent 


inspires 


These 


one 
such 
comes 


ih 


‘s out of ten that arise. 
sACON. As the Senator from Maine indicates that 
t desire to proceed further, I wish to ask him a 


he 
Si! ques 
[IALE. As I am substantially through, if the Senator 

rgia desires to ask me a question I will not take my 


\CON. I desire to ask the Senator upon what idea 
rv of this amendment, who seems to be in accord with 

r from Maine, distributes these appointees by cir 
What is the rule in the Senator’s mind which would in 
that that is a proper distribution? The Senator will 


the carriers, and of the courts. | 


necessary. | 
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bear in mind that there have been 


very great chang 
circuits were originally organized 

Mr. HALE. If we had time and could divide t 
into nine circuits and determine what States should | 
in each circuit, I have no doubt we could g ju 
tion by circuits than at present. But the apparent 
to accept the circuits as they are laid out I 
disparity of the circuits as to extent, as to territ 
ulation. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the § itor from M 
to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. HALE. With pleasure. 

Mr. BAILEY. Could not that be obviated 
they should be appointed from transportat ( 
have an amendment here dividing th \ int 
portation districts, including in « h tl : 
divided them as nearly as possible on e | 
and railroad mileage, and it seemed to me to 1 
and fair arrangement. Now, if we should ce ¢ 
pression “ judicial circuits of the United States 
“transportation districts” and send the bill to co 








that shape, the conferees would pe Compe ‘ l to 
by providing that “the United States, fo 
act, is hereby divided into nine transportation 
composed as follows:” First, the following St 
third, fourth, and on, and then proy 
appointment, and otherwise, just as it in 
amendment of that kind would be fre 1 ( 
lies against identifyi the trans] 1 d 
present judicial ci 

Mr. HALE. I agree with the S« I v i 
way. I can not speak for the S¢ rx from Ma 
has offered the original amendment, but 
good legislation, fair legislation. I had g 
plan that the Senator from Texas suggests, abo 
country into transportation districts. It 
great force in it. But we ought to do tl ] 
what they shall be, how the appointm 
the qualifications, and then leave with 
ment to the bill. This is so important that I 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator OV t 
tion? 

Mr. HALE. Yes. 

Mr. SCOTT. Does n the Sena M 
providing for the sioner 
that one or more should be 
with traffie and r: operation » that 
tical men on the Commission 

Mr. 


HALE. I think the amendment of the §S 
Massachusetts ac hat it I 


matter of detail. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Cl I 
tor from Maine that his time has ex 

Mr. HALE. I am very giad of it 

Mr. ELKINS. I have an endment to off 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. W 
proposes an amendment to the 

Mr. BAILEY I thought 
amendment pending. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. It wa 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 17 Se 
accepted the amendment proposed by f Ss 

Mr. BAILEY. If I had wh that I 
amendment I suggested 


And the ary f é i ( 
chief clerk, $ 0) 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The quest 
imendment of the Senator fr West \ 
ment. 

Mr. FORAKER. Before the 
to make some remarks ay] 
do not want to oppose 
from West Virginia has of I 
proposition to increase the numbe I 
Commissioners. I call attent , in the fir \ 
of the hearings before the Interstate C ( 
the Senate, and I ask that I e ¢ ] t 
without reading, as a 


part of my 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is 


( 


e) 


~~? 

















( 
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dix M is as follows | 8 for a statement showing, with reference to cases decided py 
Mf e the Committee on Interstate Commerce, | ™ission— y s P 
; Unit Ste rat pecia sion, pursuant to Senate resolution | 1. Date of the application for relief. 
; ; third session. | 2. Date of the argument after evidence has been taken, 
Ny i { , Q ic ‘ se 
Ser bemeeeh - a 3. Date of the decision of the Commission. 
TA INISHED rHE INTHERSTATH COMMERCE COM MISSION IN RE- | 4. Whether the decision was obeyed by the carrier. 
: ELKINS, D D JUNE 8, 1905, SHOW- 5. If not obeyed, whether a proceeding was instituted to e 4] 
HE Fi ATIVE TO FORMAL COMPLAINTS BEFORE | decision ; and if so, the date when such proceeding was instit . 
COMM (1) TITLE OF CASE, (<) DATE FILED, (3) DATE | the Commission has had the information compiled in the form 
SUBMI ( DA I DED, (9) COMPLIANCE OR NONCOMPLIANCE | which is inclosed. The table shows the date when each com; ? 
CA » (6) 1 f WAS INSTITUTED IN CIRCUIT COURTS. | filed; the date when each case was finally submitted upon | ‘ 
INTERSTA COMMERCE COMMISSION, testimony simply or upon argument or briefs; the date of the = 
Washington, November 21, 1905. of the Commission; whether the decision was obeyed ; and if i 
Hon. S. B. ELK! | any proceeding to enforce the order was commenced in the cir -e 
Chairman ( mittce on Interstate Commerce, Very respectfully, rt, 
I States Senate, Washington, D. C. Martin A, Kni 
Sir: Comy Ww the “guest as set forth in your letter of June | Ch 
| . ‘ : Date suit 7 
143 | Date submit- ideq | Compliance or noncompli- | instituted : 
Title of cast | Date filed. | ted. Date decide a.) ance. in circuit Remar 


court. 





July Complaint dismissed ....... 


July 
July 


OUI: Siig SIS Deir nd a ctacanicitinnietgnsathetabuadactiibted 





| July 7 | No order Mamed. ..cciscwccovlecces 


Complaint dismissed .......!...... 


22,1887 | July 25,1887 |..... 


15, 1887 |..... 


Oct. 


18,1887 | Oct. 18, 1887 


June 16, 1887 








sn Noy. 21,1887 








Dec. 3, 1887 | 


Complair 
began suit f 
The controver 
tled between t 
but the Con 
not been not l vt 
compromise Ww 


nt 






Oct. 12,1887 








- On. TE Reee 8, os oo ack ahesenciel Lose 





Nov. 





2, 1887 












| Nov. 
Dec. 


1, 1887 


3, 1887 


Order not complied with...| Ne 








On 19, 1887 | Order complied with....... loccesosceoss 
7 | July 22,1887 | July 25,1887 Conigleliih MieaMAIIN conc L eeceiins 
7} Jan. 18,1888 | Feb. 23,1888 | Order complied lik ebicaicave 
abe conde DD ccstiimdinges Pits cnnnng tl ncdeissimeedstebnedaRaaaaiaatde 





Feb. 12,1889 








8, 1887 heal 


| 
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Title of case. Date filed. — — : i 


Association of Minnesota v. Chi- | Sept. 3,1887 | Mar. 19,1888 | June 20,1888 | Complaint issed 
. western Rwy. Co. 

Association of Minnesota v. Chi- | § : SS oe a Ee. ee 

Minneapolis and Omaha R. R. 


tJobbers’ Union of Mankatov. !|..... O.665 0 
ad St. Louis Rwy. Co. 

o. v. New York Central and !..... DP weiss es. July 20,1888 | Nov. 9,1888 | ¢ ' nt dismi Oe a tala 
] 


j 
al. 


. + -~ — * + , . j 
st Tennessee, Virginia | Sept. 8,1887 | Dee. 9,1887 | Feb. 15,1888 | Order complied with.. 


17,1888 | June 14,1890 | No orde1 ied 





Burlington and Mis- | Sept. 22,1887 | Mar. 22,1888 | Aug. 31,1888 | ¢ 


. =~ my ee ee 
eld et al. v. Lake Shore and | Sept. 27,1887 | May 2,1888 | July 19,1888 | Order wii. 8s. 

thern Rwy. 

y & Co. Union Pacific Rwy. | Oct. 3,1887 | Mar. 22,1888 | Aug. 31,1888 | Complaint dis NN ae eee 


ind M. H. Martin v. Southern | Oct. 4,1887 | Dec. 19,1887 | May 17,188 } rder ied 








f,4 a* > oe eee ee ee ee 
Co. ?. Tennessee, Virginia | Oct. 12,1887 | Jan. 11,1888 | Feb. 15,1888 | Order complied w 
Rwy. Co. et al. } 
Sons 1 rennessee, Virginia | Oct. 14,1887 | Dec. 8,1887 |.....do.... hd Na iio seca mbianaees raraeints 
Rwy. ¢ 
Western New York and Penn- | Oct. 17,1887 | Dec 7,1887 | Ja 13, 1888 ee I 
i ) | 
c Co. 1 and Ohio R. R. | Oct. 19,1887 | Feb. 1,1888 | Feb. 23,1883 | Complaint dismissed 





tsburg and Lake Erie do Dec. 8,1887 | Jan. 17,1888 


f Trade v. Burlington and Mis- | Noy. 11, 1887 













































Kk. Co 
Trade v, Missouri Pacific MPs. idsdclaeses bac eecachieats MP Gawkudebasees Mesa nashedddadsiekkcpasidedeaeaden< } 
' 
( exchange v. Cincinnati, |..... iceman Mar, 6,1888 | Noy. 26,1888 | Order complied with......./........-.- 
S as Pacific R. R. 
al. v. ago, Burlington and | Noy. 16,1887 | Apr. 10,1888 | J 19,1888 | Complaint dismissed .......!........--- 
Co. v. New k, Lake Erie and | Novy. 26,1887 | Feb. 1,1888 | Feb. 24,1888 ; Noaction by carr GUE Toeaadoenues 
et al. s 
Pennsylvania R. R. Co....... Noy. 28,1887 | Apr. 24,1888 | July 23,1888 | Order t ee r ( 
( — ..ao0 lg ee = I 
‘ 1887 | May 4,1890 | Apr. 13,1891 |..... DP its een ikenindibnen A 
1887 | July 31,1888 | Oct. 22,1888 | ¢ plaint d eae 
1887 | Oct D 28,1887 | No order issued 
1TSSS Mar Aug 2, 1888 Order 1 + plied t S , 1888 
& 1888 Feb. 2) 1890 S pt. », 1200 Ord r com] ee I a Soi nb 
1888 Dec 5, 1888 Feb. 19, 1889 Cx t S a a I ie 
iv. Chicago and Northwestern Oct. 22,1888 | Jan. 1889 |..... PU a tala ciehineahukin nda hi talwnee manna 
s Water Co. v. Chicago and Feb. 5,1889 | Mar CER Cc snd MN ns tages ane Seme tuba ap kele named waa 
x ‘ , (LD 
rsion Car Co. v. Pennsyly Sees ee | A Se ak OO caddie nemkenedndneeielenasecesnae 
i Exchange v. New York Cen- | Apr. 18,1888 | Aug. 18,1888 | June 19,1889 | Order complied with .......!............ 
is River R. R. Co. et al. 
& Co. v. Chicago and Grand | Apr. 21,1888 | Apr. 15,1889 | Sept. 25,1889 |..... Di iti iiikenenshaaunineeemadidne 
Co. etal 
v. Chicagoand Northwestern | May 8,1888 ! July 26,1888 | Mar. 22,1889 |.....d0.............ceeceees 
Pennsylvania R. R. Co.....!..... ae July 17,1006 | July 20, 1008 |.<...€0.....ccccccccoccccce 
t Lake Shore and Michigan |.....do......./..... OO ad cinceleduds SP tinccndieasa MME Macdecssvcciaesd« 
y. Co 
oard of Trade v. Richmond and | May 9,1888 | July 20,1888 | Oct. 8, 1888 |.........cccccccccccccccccccccleccccccccecs ( 
RK. Co. et al. 1 
| 
| i 
Burlington and Missouri R.R.Co. | May 10,1888 | July 27,1888 |..... Missin Complaint dismissed ......./......... | 
: - i 
Exchange v. Central R. R. Co. | May 17,1888 | July 11,1888 | July 23,1888 |..... Di cance | 
et al | 
Co. et alv. Pittsburg and Lake Erie | May 28,1888 | Jan. 11,1889 | Mar. 23,1889 |.....do......... | 
| 
| | 
- ‘oe ’ y - + . > , ' | 
rv. Northern Pacific R. R.Co...... 1888 | July 27,1888 | Nov. 2 88 ) . | 
St. Paul and Kansas City Rwy. Co .| Aug. 21,1888 | Sept. 19, 1888 | ¢ er y 1 Ww ; Bee eso | 
1 Memphis R. R. Co. v. East Ten- 29,1888 | Jan. 14,1859 | Mar. 25,1889 | Complaint dis ade wkin tecdaaeean | 
nia and Georgia R. R. Co. et al, | 
Pennsylvania Co, et al ........ Sept. 12,1888 | Feb. 11,1889 | Feb. 23,1889 lo.. | 
Detroit, Grand Haven and Mil- | Sept. 24,1888 | Jan. 29,1889 | Apr. 26,1890 | Order not complied with. N 891 | 
i 
& Co. v. Lehigh Valley R. R.Co....; Oct. 19,1888 | Apr. 12,1889 | Mar. 13,1891 |.....do.. M S 
i Classifications of Atlanta and | Oct. 22,1888 | Dec. 20,1888 | Mar. 30,1889 | Order I iv } 
R. R. Co, et al. 
rrans-Continental Lines. 1,1888 | Oct Oct. 24,1888 | No order issued ; | 
finers’ Association v. We 14,1888 | Sept. Nov. 14,1892 | Ord t M : 
1 Pennsylvania R. R. Co. et al 
ouvshe dts bebe tamebeeceseas — Sept. 16,1891 do do eedaee tus ) 
p v. Florida Rwy. and Naviga 88 | May 1,1889/} Ma 1,18 Com] t di l 
s v. Florida Rwy. and Nayiga- |..... ee meet. OO viccactabcooss er ee ee ee 
Co Illinois Central R. R. Co....| Dee. 1,1888 |.......... ----, Jan. 3,1889 |} N I 
& ¢ Michigan Central R. R. | Jan. 19,1889 | June 4,1890 | Apr. 21,1891 | Ord my lw 
: | 
vson v. Newport News and Mis- | Jan. 22,1889 | June 20,1889 | Noy. 889 | Complaint dis s 


lariffs and Rate Wars.. wesseeee-| Dec. 11,1888 | Jan. 2 


finers’ Association v. Pennsylvya Jan. 30,1889 | Sept. 16,1891 | N« 


d | Vv. 14,1892 | Ord I i Do. 
ef al 
rd v. Georgia R. R. Co ........... Feb. 9,1889 | Apr. 10,1889 | May 8, 1889 i 
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; Date suit 
Compliance or noncompli- | instituted R s 
: : : =mark 
ance, In cireuit e€marks 


ates | Date decided. 


| 


Date filed. 


,1889 | May 2,1889 | Sept. 25, 1889 
,1889 | Noy. 11,1889 | Oct. 16,1890 


,1889 | Aug | Sept. 25, 1889 


Apr. 11,1890 | 


. 21, Mar. 27,1889 
3,1859 | Mar. 28,1891 | 


9,1890 | Apr. 9,1892 | Order partially com- 
plied with. 
May 13,1890 
| Apr. 15,1889 | Apr. 18,1889 | Order complied with 
Oct 5, 1892 | Apr 1,1893 | Complaint dismissed 


Sept. 30,1889 | Apr. 6,1892 | Order complied w 


7, 1892 | Nov. 28,1892 | Order not complied with... —, 1894 | Suit to enforce 
— tuted by comp 
13,1890 | Apr. 9,1892 | Order partially complied | 
with. | 

8,1889 | Apr. 11,1890 | Order complied with 


y 81,1889 | June 24, 1889 
15, 1891 | Dec, 15, 1891 


9} Feb. 5,1890 July 19,1890 | Order not complied with...| 
cai entra! R. R.Co.| May 27,1889 | Sept. 30, 1889 Dec. 1,1889 | Complaint dismissed ....... 
:, Lake Erie and ine 10, 1889 . 20,1889 - 18,1890 | 
‘ n & Co. v. Texas and Pacific ne 17, 1889 | . 19, 1890 | Nov. 30,1891 | Order partially complied | 
& Co. v. Southern Pacific | 22, 1890 | Complaint dismissed 
& Co. v. Southern Pacific | 
& Co. v. Central Pacific 
Delaware, Lackawanna and | June 29,1889 | Oct. 9, 


New Albany and ily 10,1889 | Sept. 17, 1889 





ittsburg R. R. Co. »v. | 


cago and St. Louis | 
Louis Rwy. Co. v. 1< . . 21,1890 | Order not complied with... 


. 19,1890 | . 9,1892 | Order partially complied 
with. 

18, 1889 | 25.1890 | Complaint dismissed 

10, 1890 5, 1890 | 

12, 1890 20, 1890 | 


Rwy. Co. v. | Aug. 7,1889 | 5, 1889 | . 14,1890 

d and Pacific | Aug. 9, 1889 | . 12,1889 | J 

vania R.R.Co.etal.| Aug. ‘ 9} Apr. 10,1890 | : Former order vacated; no 
other order issued. 
t. 17, 1889 : Complaint dismissed 


18, 1890 | 





| Jan, 18,1890 | Complaint dismissed 
ae oak ed ‘ : 
19, 1890 May 21,1890 | Order complied with....... 


22,1891 | Apr. 13,1892 | Order not complied with...} 
5, 1890 | May 31,1890 Complaint dismissed 


21,1890 | Oct. 80,1890 | 


26,1890 | Oct. 23,1890 | Order complied with 

9, 1890 | 29,1591 | Order not complied with... 
| 

18, 1890 . 8,1890 | Complaint dismissed 


16, 1890 29, 1891 | Order not complied with... 





' 
12,1892; Order complied with 


6,1892 |.....do..... 


24,1892 | Complaint dismissed 
19,1890 | Order partially complied | 
| with. 
30, 1890 Order complied with.......].....-.ecee- 


| 
11, 1891 80,1892 | Order not complied with...] Apr., 1893 
23, 1890 | 19, 1891 | Order partially complied 


| with. 
16, 1891 | 19,1891 | Order complied with....... 


. 18,1890 80, 1890 | No order issued ............ 


30, 1891 | 25,1891 | Order not complied with Case covered bys 
I in United Stat 








- 
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: | , vate submit- — ; 
Title of case. | Date filed. Di sa mit Date decided ( A “ 
| | ted | complian< : 
i 
Trade v. Chicago, Milwaukee | July 7,1890 | Nov. 19,1891 | June 17,1892 | Order partially com] l - 
wv. Co I 
Nor mRwy.Co.v. NewYorkand | July 12,1890 | Dec. 15,1890 | May 6,1891 | Order not complied with...) - 18 
1k. R. Co. et al. 
atchison, Topeka and Santa | Sept. 6,1890 | Aug. 24,1892 | Nov. 3,18 Order complied with...... . 
al 
Southern Pacific Co. et al....).....do.......| Sept. 26,1892 |..... ett ta tN ee oe areas ooo | 
Pittsburg, Cincinnati and St. | Oct. 18,1890 | Feb. 21,1891 | May 16,1891 |.....do coc ccc cw ce ela nc c en ecce 
{ ! ; J 
on v.Chicagoand Northwestern | Dec. 1,1890 | Oct. 19,1891 | Jan. 12,1892 | Ce it dist DER citninsicliiesneinnee 
| | 
Burlington and Missouri River | Dec. 13,1890 | June 3,1897 | Mar. 9,1 ) lw 10 
; ; | 
SKH CLuUl a = | 
mission of Florida v. Savannah, | Dec. 80, 1990 | Aug. 27,1891 | Oct. 29,1891 |..... I a i 8 Sk 1891 
" Rwy. Co. et al. | 
ida Central and Peninsu- | Jan. 5,1891 | Oct. 30,1891 | Jan. 28,1892; Order | lly complied |........... 
Savannah, Florida and West- | Jan. 21,1891 | Sept. 28,1891 |.....do.-.. al ee ce ea | 
y | SEPE. 20, LOUD |~-0n-BO ~ nn nnnn}o nee eG 0200. senceeccccscoecslenceeceners | 
on Pacific Rwy.Co......| Feb. 14,1891 | June 16,1891 | Feb. 13,1892 | ¢ | s SOG Srdowastlnincdcnaie : 
Unie acific Rwy. Co.....ee.----| Feb. 16,1891 | Oct. 19,1891 | D 22,1893 | Ord I 





Ac nd et al. v. Northern Pacific R.R.Co. | Mar. 18,1891 | Oct. 65,1891 





: Co.v. Wabash R. R. et al 














arent Wasev & Co.v. Wabash R. R.et al....... Mar. 27,1891 | July 1 1 | Jan. 30,1892 do 
Milling Co. v. Chicago, Rock | Apr. 1,1891 | Jan, 26,1892 | O 20,1893 | ¢ plaint d EE neki Resins 
Rwy.Co. 
thern Pacific R. R.Co....) Apr. 25,1891 l Saree sauduweseneasiekcadaues 
intand Pere Marquette | June 1,1891 | M 20, 1893 8 ar icin cnadeceschecestaen 
Missouri Pacific Rwy Co..... May 29,1891 | Mar. 12,1892 | Apr. 23,1892 | ¢ plaint di  caedteckih eats 
( St. Louis and San Francisco |..... OR sass eénde tes hain kdaelaneke OO ccadcas sce eden ai Seabees badanha dln haben nidilinia 
ws v. Union Pacific Rwy. Co. etal.!..... ici vistik ol aoeek a | __ DAES, RSE | pee! Bee ees Ne catcanhin id nae icine tacit indies dng ue 
ws v. Atchison, Topekaand Santa |..... Se acudawsbanes [iP eusesetisnies WPaicatscsloaane Se cniadsdwaddendbasdadéealpecnacecewee 
. Chicago, Rock Island and jp Me iestestnacexs i ehkdeeePansas GD castdnebisuad UNE cesklainas baton dcmieanetndies benali animate seta 
CO. 
nlawful charges for the transpor- | July 16,1891 | Apr. 16,1892 | Noy. 17,1892 | Order not complied wi --| Mar., 1893 
y the Louisvilleand Nashviile 





ms Free or at Reduced |....do........ Dec. 26,1891 | Dec. 29,1891 | Order con 
1 Maine R. R. Co. | 








\ ge Co . yuisville and Nashville | Aug. 1,1891 | May 28,1892 | Feb. 28,1893 | Order not complied with...| Mar., 1893 
turing Co v. Chicago and Grand | Oct. 17,1891 | Apr. 18,1892 | Dec. 9,1892 | Order complied wi secbhidedenenees 
p c mission v.Clyde Steamship | Oct. 22,1891 | Oct. 18,1892 | Nov. 11,1892 | Ordern mplied with M 1893 
id Commission v. Ocean Steam- |..... ee July 1,1892 }..... ee eis aciteabanitanis naan ction lo 
iCommission v. Cincinnati, New |..-.-- DR iankwnabvasie _ Menasha aati SD insane dst chetainsite tre ind 
17 is Pacific Rwy. Co. et al 
road Commissionv. Western Atlantic |--- , eee Oct. 18,1892 |..... Di citttiiown a nictctaedameumanan apis 
St. Louis Southwestern Rwy. Co. Noy. 5, 1891 Mar. 28, 1893 | May 18, 1893 | Com} a NIUE cicctasdccsenanenus 
imore and Ohio Southwestern |..... Oks kskaabadets GO sadvesslecens BD oceans i camineiicak linia cca acece ica ah 
“ | 
the Cincinnati Chamber of le eae May 29, 1894 | Order not mplied wit Sept 


Cincinnati, New Orleans and 
Rwy. Co. et’al. 








Bureau v. Louisville, New |.....do....... icikenrhnnennebionnd hikccnmitinsnd OD snnccenanncnntccenamncincses GG sce 
( £ y. Co. et al. } | 
Commission v. South Carolina | Jan. 20, 1892 | Oct. 18, 1892 | Nov. 11, 1892 | Complaint dismissed | | 








hn. GO. et | | 
Com v. Clyde Steam- |.....d0....... ci AD stance tela hii icicen Order not « M 3 
Co. v. Cincinnati, Jackson and | Feb. 1,1892 | June 14,1893 | June 16,18 ( r partially complied }......... 
hy. ( Li. Ww | 
E mmerce of Minneapolis v. Great | Feb. 3,1892 | Sept. 29,1892 | Jan. 3,18 Ord t I i wit! 
F vy. Co. et al. | | 
; Texas and Paci ry.Co .......| Mar. 2,1892 | Aug. 18,1898 | Oct. 16,1893 | No disol p 


Canadiat 


lian and Pacific Rwy. Co. | Mar. 21,1892 | Jan. 21,1893 | Mar. 11,1898 rder mplied 1 


Chicago, Rock Island and Pacific | Apr. 28,1892 | Aug. 22,1893 | Noy. 16,1895 |..... 


; reat Northern Rwy. Co. et al ee 1 





he Cincinnati Chamber of | June 23,1892 | Mar. 23,1897 | May 22,1897 








; 22,1 ( 
j Cincinnati, New Orleans and 
hwy. et al. | 
f Troy, Ala.,v. Alabama Midland | June 29,1892 | May 1,1893 | Aug. 15,18 r not plied t , 1894 
P rt thern Pacific Co. et al....| Oct. $,1892 | Nov. 7,1893 | Nov. 10,1893 | Complaint dismissed - weeeeeee 
ne Shop v. Louisville and Nash- | Oct. 4,1892| Apr. 5,1893 | Oct. 19,1895 I partial]; _ | Ee 
el . Ww n. 
Nashville, Chattanooga and | Oct. 11,1892 |..... Gtneuissledans Oi ictasce Order complied w ipcacissahaiilndpalaaiia asi 
{ » ¢ 3 | 
t and Glass Co. v, Lake Erie and | Oct. 13,1892 | Apr. 6,1893 | Feb. 1,1895 | Comy Eidiieuisacesksane 
t. Co. et al } 
p> : t and Glass Co, v. Baltimore and | Oct. 25,1892 | Apr. 13,1893 |.....do......./..... petits cbatdndbideohtwslscceucnaxe 
“a », eta 
4 ' 
4 aut -| Oct. 28, 12,1895 | Nov. 29,1899 | ¢ pl ! 
; son v. ¢ Oct. 31, 9,1894 | Apr. 1,1895 |..... ia mieunne inti iene weal 
fi v | 





. Chicago and Northwestern |.....do.......| July 16,1894 | Feb. 1,1895 d 


- Memphis and Charleston R.R. | Dec. 29,1892 | June 27,1893 | June 27,1894 | Order not ied with ] 








v. Delaware, Lackawanna | Mar. 38,1893 | Sept. 8,1893 | Mar. 


i R. R. Co. et al, 
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; Date suit | 
i Date submit Compliance or non- instituted 


ate decide : | > 
ted. Date decided. compliance. in cireuit Ret 
court. 


Pit] : Date file« 


rrans Mar. 14,1893 | June 38,1894 





Apr. 6,1895 | Order not complied with...| Jan., 1896 


R Isl: Egg i Butter Co. et al Lake | Aug. 11,1893 | May 11,1894 | May 26,1894 | Complaint dismissed 





i 
1. i 
: > rn 2 ‘ OF : ‘ | 
» Cincinnati, Hamiltonand Dayton R. R.Co..| Aug. 2,1893 | Aug. 15,1893 | Oct. 3,1893 | Order of relief under sec. 4 |............ 
| granted, | 
In re Rome, Watertown and Ogdensburg........| Sept. 27,1898 | Oct. 3,1893 |.....do.......]..... WO cds hei cca ee amines ee 
' g- ¢ ( ike. Ohio 1d | Noy. 15,1893 | Feb. 15, 1897 Complaint dismissed.......]......... 
| ae «& i | cee 
~ itt ‘ é iw (Oo. ¢€ | 
W. L. Few Richmond and Danville R. R Feb. 15,1895 | Aug. 20,1894 | Aug, 20,1897 | Order not complied WTR clic asctee cal 
( . 
In re Alleged 1 iwful Transportation Charges | Mar. 27,1894 | Sept. 15,1894 | June 26,1896 | No order issued ............ Dea 
} T e ( Re } ( 


New York, New Haven and Hartford R. R. Co. May 10,1894 | Mar. 13,1895 | June 26,1897 | Order complied with....... } 


Feb. 8, 1896 do 


Milton Evans Union | itiec Rw Co. etal....' June 15,1894 | Dec. 28,1895 
fe ‘ 
2 


July 6,1894 } Apr. 


ceeccccscece Supplemental re 
made in the 
Board of Trad 


29, 1896, 


ade of the City of Lynchburg v. |..... Ge. coecuteesen Minn a5 see OG icoswislenect do 
M nts and Miners’ Transportation Co. 


A istin v. Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe | Aug. 25, 1894 | July 3,1897 | Aug. 7,1899 | Complaint dismissed 


i. J. Gustin oe. Diimols Contra BE... OR. CBOE ces ele ges ccvieccchecesc@icc since ee: BE Be diccsdinctctiscinedetscncenes 


H. D. Ms Oregon Rwy. and Navigation Co...) Sept. 4,1894 | Nov. 22,1895 | Feb. 8,1896 | Order complied with 


. ic cakdegeeee 
Board of Trade of the City of Lynchburg v. Old | June 29, 1894 | June 3,1895 | June 29,1896 | Order complied with....... 


R. Co. etal ....|.....do. cee oe Oi. ace | Oct. 19,1897 do 








Charles M. Willson v. Rock Creek Rwy. Co ....- Sept. 8,1894 | Mar. 15,1895 | Mar. 12,1897 | Complaint dismissed 
Jerome Hill Cotton Co, v. Missouri, Kansas and | Oct. 23,1894 | Apr. 20,1895 | May 20,1896 | Order partially complied |............ 

x Rwy. Ce with. 
( ber Cor ( {f Milwaukee icago, | Nov. 6,1894 | May 27,1895 | Jan. 19,1898 |..... ls cncacainennn sieltdiedl 

I b St. Ps Rw (* 
and Warehouse Commissioners | Jan. 29,1895 | Apr. 19,1895 | Feb. 26,1897 | Order complied with....... 
State of Missour Eureka Springs Rwy. 

Bros Alle ny Valley Rwy. Co. etal....| Feb. 2,1895 | Feb. 12,1896 | Jan. 28,1897 | Complaint dismissed .......]............ 

In re Fret t, Elkhornand Missouri Valley R. R. | Feb. 11,1895 | Feb. 11,1895 | Feb. 11,1895 | Order of relief under sec. 4 





granted. 
nd Iron Co.v.Southern Pacific Feb. 18,1895 | Aug. 8, 1895 | Noy. 25,1895 | Order not complied with...| Mar., 1896 


P ps, I ey & ¢ Louisvilleand Nashville | Feb. 28,1895 | Sept. 18,1897 | Oct. 29,1898 | Order complied with 





: <, Bailey & Co. v. Louisvilleand Nashville | Feb. 28,1895 | Sept. 18,1897 | Oct. 29,1898 | Order complied with....... |--2+0eeeeees 
; " . : : : ; ; Ps 
; Mc ‘ Southern Rwy.Co.et al...) Mar. 7,1895 | Aug. 8,1895 | June 6, 1896 | Order not complied with...} Nov., 1896 
D aes : OD «s ankles eke case GO ss dicdel iis i<o.s ase Be Sid Oe ate 
, D.K.Spillers & ¢ Louisville & Nashville R.R.| Mar. 8,1895 | Apr. 26,1897 | Noy. 29,1899 |..... do 


( mer Club of Omaha v. Chicago and | Mar. 22,1895 | May 16,1896 | Nov. 18,1897 | Complaint dismissed .......}............ 
Atchis fopeka and Santa |..... lo....--.| July 23,1900 | Dec. 27,1900 | Order partially complied 

with. 
( Club of ¢ 1 Chicago, Rock | Mar. 25,1895 | May 16,1896 | Aug. 21,1896 | Order complied with 











RR ¢ Mar. 27,18 O 1,1895 | Feb. 24,1897 ees ccs etext akon chai enemies 
I ( Atchisor Ay ), 18 14,1296 | May 12,1896 | Order partially complied |............ 
y 3 Fé ( ] with, | 
~ Milwaukee and St May 1,1895 | June 25,1896 | Aug. 18,1898 | Complaint dismissed ....... lewacunes chine | 
1207 1207 = . | 
é Dela June 18,1895 | Jar 8, 1897 | Mar. 13,1897 | Order complied with....... Ine badislattnate 
Wes R, ¢ | } 
nd Travelers upon | June 28,189 July 12,1895 | July 13,1895 | Time for placing grab irons |............ Petition of 9 
Commerce on Aq] and drawbars on cars ex- | | volved in th 
Western tended. 
ged Als ma Great Southern | Aug 18 Apr. 14,1896 | Aug. 20,1897 | Order not complied with...!............ | 
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Mr. FORAKER. This appendix shows, and I want the atten-/| minister the great and responsible business interests which we 
i! enators to this, that since the Interstate Commerce | are about to intrust to their care. 
( was organized, in the eighteen years of its exist- | What have five Democrats or five Republicans, as such, to do 


ng from the beginning down to November, 1905, it with the business of this country? I do not think we should 
386 cases that were brought before it. Only 183 of | trammel the President in that way in making these appoint- 
es were disposed of in less than one year from the} ments. I think we should leave it to his own good judgment 
the complaints were respectively filed. The remain- | Then we are to have not only not more than five men from the 

¢ 2) juired the following time for their disposition. Now, | same party, but we are to have not more than three lawyers 
» call attention to this, for I know it is something Sen- | on this board. If 


] there is a class in this country who have 
ot aware of, and the explanation for it is as plain 


less capacity to make railroad rates and establish railroad regu 


is anything can be. Of the 203 cases they have dis- | Jations, they are the lawyers of the country. We want busi- 

t referred to, one of them required over nine years | ness experience, not legal ability. 

ng of the complaint; one of them more than seven Mr. LODGE. It says “at least three lawyers.” 

of them more than five years, six from four to five Mr. FORAKER. At least three of said commissioners shall 

y-three from three to four years, sixty-one more than | be lawyers. That is worse than I thought it was. I thought 

ut less than three years, ninety-nine of them more | the requirement was that not more than three of them should 
Most of them almost two years. be lawyers. I do not think any of them should necessarily 


Mr. P lent, the trouble has been the trouble that will at-| he lawyers. I think that matter should be left to the Presi 
: of this kind of work by any board or any com- | dent to determine. I think it is of 2 great deal m 

ve nen sitting in judgment in these complicated and | to the business interests of this country that the President 

hearing witnesses, hearing arguments, traveling | should find somebody who knows something about the railroad 

ntry, going here and there to get evidence, will nec- | business to go on this Commission than somebody who knows 

‘e much more time than is ordinarily taken in a court | only about the litigation of the railroads and 

I think the members of the Interstate Commerce 


ore linportiance 


the lawsuits of 
the business interests of the country. 


( n have been splendid men as a rule. I think they Mr. HALE. Mr. President, the Senator is a very great 
ble men. I think they have been faithful men. I | lawyer—— 
have striven to do their duty, and that they have Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senator will not take my t ‘ 
luty as efficiently as any such board could. But it | with compliments. If he has a question to ask let him ask 
s attending any such board that it requires time for | [ have only ten minutes more. 
cited propositions, to weigh evidence, to reach con- Mr. HALE. Does not the Senator think that in that great 
to announce opinions, and it is no wonder to me | pyreau there ought to be at least three lawyers? 
e taken on an average years to dispose of business Mr. FORAKER. Probably there should be two or three la 
‘n brought before them, in ninety-nine cases more | yers on it, but I would leave it to the President to say how 
in no ease less than a year where there has been many lawyers he would put on it. I would let the Pr ar 
nd extending all the way in longer and longer | take the whole United States of America to S { 
two years up to nine years to dispose of these | |Jawyers, merchants, carriers, traffic men, and everybody sé 
and select the number to constitute the Commission S we s 
u increase the number to nine commissioners, you jt shall be composed, whether the number be five or seven ¢ 
that very difficulty. I think a board of five com- | nine. 
uld be more efficient than a board of nine commis- I have another proposition. If we are going to indulge iy the 
not know what you would do with nine com- | “ square deal,” let us look at the map for a minute. I do not 
hey would be in each other’s way. You will in- | know who prepared it, but if these Commissioners are to be dis 
ulty, in my judgment, without any compensating | tributed according to judicial circuits 
no more to me than it is to anybody else whether Mr. DILLINGHAM. Will the Senator allow me to interrupt 
commissioners or seven commissioners or nine | him for just a moment? I brought that map into the S te. 
s. Five commissioners is a very proper number. | It was furnished me by the secretary of the Interst ( 
vould be more efficient if there were only three. | merce Commission at my request. 
ar e had five. We are accustomed to that number. Mr. FORAKER. I did not know where it came from, but it 
it seven you will intesify this difficulty. If you | presents just what I wanted to call attention to 
you will accentuate it still more. Mr. DILLINGHAM. Here is a statement of eage in « ! 
resident, another word about it. We are to have, | of the circuits and the population. 
the amendment that has been offered by the Sena- Mr. FORAKER. If the Senator will allow I eg 
fassachusetts, not more than five of the nine from the | the Senator to present it. 
al party. If there is anything in connection with Mr. DILLINGHAM. I hand it to the Se sf 
{ cislation that I have less patience with than an- Mr. FORAKER. I thank the Senator, though I did not nt 
S proposition that you are to take into considera- | to take anybody else’s ammunition. I would be lad if he 
‘I ‘ffiliations in securing a body of nine mén to ad- | would use it. 
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Mr. President, I want Senators to look at these judicial cir- | 
cuits. One, two, three, and four are practically in New Eng: | 
land. 


Oh, no. 


Several 


SENATORS. 


Mr. FORAKER. Well, I may be stretching that a little. You 
see they are practically in New England. New England and 
New York constitute three, I think. 


Mr. KEAN. With New Jersey and Pennsylvania. 

Mr. FORAKER. Here are three. Then Ohio, Michigan, 
Kentucky. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FORAKER. I will send this to the desk and have it read. 
The Senator will excuse me for just a minute. There are three 


and 





in what is called “ New England.” I expanded a little in New 
England. 

Mr. HALE. Why not say Massachusetts? 

Mr. FORAKER. We will include Pennsylvania and New 
York in it, but there they are all in the Atlantic seaboard | 


States, practically all. 


Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator allow me? 
Mr. FORAKER. In a moment. Then come the sixth and 
seventh circuits—seven, six, three, two. If one comes from 


each of those districts, they would have control of the Com- 
mission. The whole South would have only two. The central 
circuit, No. 8, the largest circuit, both in point of area and in 





railroad mileage, covering the whole central part of the country, 
and the circuit having the greatest possibility of future develop- 
ment in both wealth and population for the future, would have 
only one. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 


to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. FORAKER. I yielded to the Senator from Illinois; but 





I will yield to the Senator from South Carolina. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I wanted to suggest to the Senator from | 


Ohio that he and I have had some little debate on this subject 
before in the Senate, and realizing that this is a very im- 


once 


portant matter, and would necessarily be a prolific source of | 
debate, I asked the Secretary of the Interstate Commerce Com- | 
mission to prepare a similar map with the one I see the Sen- 
ator has, and in order that Senators may have these maps 
s well as the figures accompanying them, giving the judicial 
‘ ts, the railway mileage in each, the population in each, 
the rea in each, the form of complaints in the past five | 
years— | 
Mr. FORAKER. The minutes are getting away. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I was going to ask the Senator to Jet us ad- | 
jo this issue over and have the information printed to-night, | 
so every S« tor in the morning can have all this data, | 
becat the Se r from Ohio can not make his point about 
New England having so much of this good thing unless other 
Sc { S re ( 
Ir. FORAKER. I will agree to that if it is understood that | 

I h ny ot! ten minutes in the morning. [Laughter.] 

HOPKINS. Now, Mr. President, before the Senator from 

8) takes | eat 
Mr. TILLMAN. I should like to make a motion to have this | 
docu t and the accompanying map printed to-night. 
Mr. FORAKER. I yield for that purpose. 
Mr. TILLMAN. I will send it to the desk. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from South Carolina? The Chair hears 
none, and it is so ordered. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to call the attention of the Senator 
fi Ohio, before he takes his seat——— 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Ohio yield 

ti < tor tro Illinois? 
Ir. FORAKER. Certainly. 

HOPKINS. To the fact that the judicial circuit where | 
th ft Maine contends they should have a single | 
mem f ‘ uit, is composed of the States of Maine, | 
New Hampshire, Massachusetts, and Rhode Island, and in that | 
circuit they have but 5,629 miles of railroad, whereas in the 
eighth circuit they have 66,029 miles. So that Maine and Mas- 
sach tts and that New England circuit having 5,000 miles of 
railroad, would get one of these commissioners as against a 
dist that has 66,000 miles of railroad in it. 

\ HALI We do not insist on that. We are ready to ac- 
cep suggestion of the Senator from Texas and have trans- 
p tion districts within the Union divided equally. 


Will the Senator from Ohio allow me? 
If I have time enough left I will 


Mr. CULLOM. 


Mr. FORAKER. ask to 





have incorporated in the Recorp this analysis, which I was read- 
ing de by Mr. Walker D. Hines, of Louisville. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so ordered. 
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The matter referred to is as follows: 


The Interstate Commerce Commission has furnished the s 
mittee on Interstate Commerce, under date of November 
statement showing the following facts relative to forma) . 4 
before the Commission: (1) Title of case; (2) date filed a 
submitted; (4) date decided; (5) compliance or noncomp|in: "1 
riers; (6) date suit, if any, was instituted in circuit court 
been published as Appendix M of the committee's hearing P 
lation of railway rates.” z 
This statement covers a period of eighteen years and se 
and shows that during that time the Commission decided 
complaints, or, on an average, a little less than 21 complaint 
Although it might naturally be assumed that the Commis 
to decide only twenty-one cases per year, could decide 4)! =. 
promptly, yet we find from this statement that promptn¢s = 
by no means the rule. i 
Of the 886 cases included in the statement, only 183 w: 
of in less than one year from the respective dates the con 
filed. The remaining 203 required much more time for 
tion, as follows: 
Required 
Required 
Required 
Required 
Required 
Required 
Required 


over 
over 
over 


9 years from filing of complaint 

7 years from filing of complaint___.____ 

5 years each from filing of complaint____ ‘ 

from 4 to 5 years each from filing of complaint ( 

from 3 to 4 years each from filing of complaint 

from 2 to 3 years each from filing of complaint 
1 to 2 years each from filing of complaint 


from 
IG nici tinct Aicahariiictiiaaipnae aniline 
Of the 386 cases decided by the Commission, 72 were { 


calendar year 1887, and it is noteworthy that 63 of thes 

in less than one year from the date of filing. On the ot 

the 814 cases filed after the year 1887 only 120 were d 

than one year from the date of filing the complaint. In % 
at the outset and before the Commission became overw! l 
business it decided over 87 per cent of its cases within less 
months, but during the period from the second year of ( 
sion’s existence to the present time it has decided only 38 cent of 
its cases within twelve months from the time of filing. 

The statement gives information only as to cases 
November 21, 1905, and not as to cases pending and 1 
that date. The Commission’s annual reports show the 1 
mal complaints filed each year, and the statement now f 
which of those complaints have been decided. The follo 
son shows the proportion of the complaints filed durin 
past three years which had been decided by the Com 
November 21, 1905: 












Year ending December 1— 








Doubtless numerous formal complaints instituted in 


tioned have been discontinued by the complainants, 
above given suggest that it is entirely probable that 
one, two, or three years old, and perhaps older, are s 


mission and undisposed of. 
Therefore Appendix M does not give an entirely accur 









delay on the part of the Commission in deciding case 
conditions, because it includes the large number of 

romptly decided at the outset before the Commissio: 
congested with business and excludes such delayed cass 
been pending before the Commission undecided on Noy 
But, taking Appendix M as it stands, it is apparent 1 


been serious delays on the part of the Commission 
Moreover, much of the delay in deciding these cases has « 

al! the evidence and arguments were in and the cases 

Appendix M discloses the following 

the time required after submission for decision of the 

were not decided in less than a year after the filing of « 


for decision. 


Required over 4 years after submission____________~_~_~ 
Required from 3 to 4 years each after submission____~_ » & 
Required from 2 to 3 years each after submission___~- 

Required from 1 to 2 years each after submission x . 
Required from 6 to 12 months each after submission 


Were decided in less than 6 months__._____.-___-__-_-~ 
Cases date of submission not shown ~~.----.------~ a ae 
OE | iis. ok. cncs inicdecinigesieipnnd etapa dnistemanave ) 





It will of course be understood that all of the ¢ 
disposed of by the Commission since its organization d 


















rates. The information in that statement which is of « st 
at this time is that showing the length of time required 
cases relatiug to rates wherein the Commission actually f 
to condemn the rates of carriers. r 

On pages 840 and 841 of Volume II of the Hearings 01 
tion of Railway Rates before the Senate Committee on | 
merece is a table furnished by the Interstate Comm 
showing cases in which the Commission found rates co 
be unreasonable and ordered them to be discontinu | 
sion included in this table is one of July 27, 1904. 1! 
sixty-three cases. Appendix M shows the time required 
sion of these cases to have been as follows: 
tequired over 4 years from filing of complaint-_-~-_-- = 
Required from 3 to 4 years each from filing of comp! ia 
Required from 2 to 3 years each from filing of comp! i oz 
Required from 1 to 2 years each from filing of complaint 
Required less than 1 year_..-...........-.-----~-- 

03 


Total 0... ccesanncneseesssscamaonnomanne== oman e 
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ty-six cases, or more than 41 per cent of the cases in which sw changes, and especially reductions, should be ule 
n found it necessary to condemn rates, required more | 7 rhe total number of impera 2 
for a decision, and the average time required for each of | per onth or per week will i \ 
sig cases was Slightly over three years. } enormous and varied commerce and % 
Il | involved Whenever such a d dd ‘ j ) 
‘ - } will, under the Hepburn bill, come the duty t 
disclosed by this analysis of Appendix M can be fully ac- | take the necessary “time : nd a 1 
a reference to the numerous grave and arduous duties | such demand will have to be given pref 
» Interstate Commerce Commission. If the Commission ii ters. for a few days’ delay will be equivalent to a der I 
ine to do, or but little to do, outside of the decision of | },), at is single provision will in itself 
oversies, it could have rendered its decision with far | , “ e Commission in the d rze of its 
tness. ; 18 — e Hepburn bill also empowe nd req ( : 
ission is charged with the duty of receiving, filing, and bh through routes and ‘ ind v e the 
: the interstate tariffs of rates issued by railroads in this | f can not ree. to Di } sie i 
the duty of receiving statistical reports from carriers | terms a on 1s under whi t ; 
interstate-commerce act, and of obtaining from them any | nis is an entirely new jurisd n and transfé ‘ = 4 : 
: y statistical information, which must all be analyzed and | the duty of makin sinea nts amo 
» general statistical reports under the Commission's di- | where they can not agree amo themselves \ ! 
the duty of receiving and compiling monthly reports | of 4 ; plan on ot sccount om denis ‘ ‘ 
rstate railroads relative to collisions, derailments, and | go, ad an |} path. guetta ins 
assengers or employees. These functions are very ilmpor vations ap} ly with re ot. te n of ' 
itate more or less personal supervision and direction by izing the Commissi n to fix the rea ble ' 
of the Commission. S ee | a carrier to the owner of Fosdiger ne 
pliance acts vest in the Commission certain important | mentality furnished by such owner it mine 
powers involving, for their proper exercise, much care tion of his property. 
ihe part of the members of the Commission. The safety Another important feature of the II rn ] ‘ : 
ilso require the Commission to detect and prosecute all | ¢) the Commission t mploy ex } 
; reof, and for that purpose the Commission maintains 4 | 9)] the accounts. records. and me 
; igents or detectives, whom it must direct and supervise. | the form of all a ts. record 
( st portant and successful functions of the Commis ay . Such provision. dul arded. is d 
that of acting as an intermediary between shippers and er for +4 t} d , 
; | in that capacity adjusting complaints and removing | cocret diser a aie : 
1 other words, avoiding controversies and litigation. The | gmcient perf al of t fur : t 
7 ge of this function demands a very large part of the at- | \i1] require an immense amount of time 
; the members of the Commission; it entails upon them | jap4 of the exal inere of the .Comm , yy , 
correspondence with shippers and carriers, and compels | orf ion itself. Such a grave and d ed ‘ ) ‘ 
eir time largely at the disposal of shippers and ofiicers | 4, , lot of subordinates with« tant super 
sing interview Considering the extent of this country, The Hepburn bill further impose on the Cor antinn 4 
ts I Lilroad mileage, and the thousands of controversies which | »ount a@uty and responsibility of pre , 
tween shippers and carriers in which the mediation of the | laa throughout the United Stat vhenev 
( vould be valuable, these functions of themselves might well plained of : inlawful On every } d this is « ied r 
to take up practically the entire time of any single tri of supreme delicacy and importance equiring, 1 3 d 
| ak attentio and ¢ yle ime f omp nve t 
‘ e most important functions of the Commission is to main- | ihe a - a Se if 
{ nt supervision of the carriers throughout the country for Thus in many directio1 the Hepburn bill incr +) 
f detecting, prosecuting, and preventing the giving of | ¢oyities. and responsibilities of the Commissi i . 
‘ es. The work necessary in the discharge of these func aw ohetacien whieh now and in ¢ way of the ¢ 
{ much of the Commission's time, and still it is generally | jigie ana pr ane debares of ttm: duties, The 
‘ true that the Commission has not devoted anything like : wmbershin of the tom aston ¢ ' ‘7 eave 
to this important subject Primarily it simply means that a maiorit : 
f the larger States the State commissions seem to be kept | _.. rity o co 4 e five must a 
z after corresponding matters within tueir respective ju- | qccigion upon the part of the “ion | 
yet the Interstate Commerce Commission, with a jurisdic- |). ship of the Commission wholly f ; 
ifold more extensive and dealing with a bewildering va- | the aaa ia anaceienmis:..at ie _ 
lexity of local conditions, has been expected in the past ond ond 1" oS eile, shad ; tosis 
ar work throughout the United States and to find time | ** nek a aaa aa ; ” : 
| rmance of all of it The expectation has been unrea sa hinads elt eihes Ahce 2 . tention? af 
naturally, it has not been realized in practice. The Commis- | 0 nggr apg nigga pases oa ‘ era 
had the time to attend to all of its duti has been com- Pp so aa ha eae ate ai’ hick - ; 
t ct very largely one of its most important and difficult | ).oicjation. to wit. “the need of aaa ohne 
the detection and prevention of secret rebates, and the | .)> Internat stent nauiterae: Communion Appendix M 
s of. Appendix M shows how much it has been delayed | ¢) Giitian. thave bun. Geen om the. part of the | . 
the important function of passing upon formal contro- | oo) cincion upon rat Seiad 
\ een shippers and carriers. ; te hide remanent. Mins wadeieeas\ aera 
4 c as ‘1890 the Commission took occasion to say, in its a us d al nea alen . - aSuTe ; ) t 
f report; , 5 ' and difficulties th the inevit res i 
\ question arises, as it often must, why obedience to the expedition than s been realized ‘ i 
re completely secured, it is in part answered by the very . x ee } a an ; eee: 
he country and of its enormous railway mileage, equal | PTC?* aie * ; i es : ; 
s that of any other country and considerably exceeding ena ae nimel sesieualenhet " i 
t Lurope combined. or See Sines th aeee a ; ‘ 7 Jn 
way. mileage of this country, in round numbers, is about shows to have been habitual un ; x D. 
The number of railway employees exceeds 700,000, and cities > a / 
se the number connected with railroad transportation in | LOUISVILLE, Ky., February 8, 1 
ties, such as officials of roads, officers and employees of | Mr. CULLOM. Mr. President 
traffic solicitors, legal advisers, and others, the aggre- | TOR ppre wep the tor 1 : hio eld 
from a million, or nearly one-twelfth of the adult | Phe VICE-1 RESIDEN t. ; Does the & a © . 
f the country. The business done includes the cart | to the Senator from Illinois? 
1) tons df freight and 2,000,000 passengers. The enor Mr. Haves ER. I have only m 
f the subject-matters of regulation is shown by these | . oT OB Ban Chain ae f 
Any criticism of the efficiency of regulation would obvi- | Mr. ¢ LLOM. WW il t ie Sen tor \ ‘ ! ‘ 
ve if it failed to take note of the vast number of per Mr. F OR: AKER. Certainly. 
ent of the business to be regulated.” Mr. CULLOM. I hold in mv hand two 
ments thus made by the Commission were based upon the : ‘ iat Me : * ; ‘ , 1 
he year ending June 30, 1889. Comparing these fig- | Sivins the States making the Cane oe 
tatistics for the year ending June 30, 1904, which are | the area, and also another whi gives 
ilable, we find that the railway mileage has increased to | ponds. I ask to have these papers ] te e 
) miles, the number of railway employees to 1,296,000, the . ; av have omp! » wnderatan nA 
nzers carried to 715,000,000, and the number of tons that WO TRAY SAVe & COMICS URCCIStanains f 
1 to 1,800,000,000, ation. 
t of the dissatisfaction with the present interstate The VICE-PRESIDE NT. Without objection sso 0 j 
which has been engendered in various quarters has been The matter referred to is follows: 
n apparent inefficiency of the law which would have dis fhe matter referred to Is as fol 
ly if the Commission had had the time to perform the The judicial districts of the United States ed 1 i I 
{ upon it. These considerations suggest the query | cuits, as follows: 
ision rather than a multiplication of the Commission's First Rhode Island, Massachusetts, New H 1M 
s is not the thing needed for satisfactory enforcement of | Total area, 47,993; population, 4,339,056 
Necond.—Vermont, Connecticut nd New \ I f 
III. population, 8,520,955 
nt in his last annual message to Congress laid emphasis rhird.—Pennsylyania, New Jersey, and Dela 
! of providing for expeditious action by the Interstate 0; population, 8,370,519 
( mission.” Many of the pending bills seem to proceed Fourth.—Maryland, Virginis West \ Q ‘ : 
ry that the only thing needed in order to insure expedi South Carolina. Total are ) 
y the Commission is to add to the Commission's duties Fifth.—Georgia, Florida, Missi I 
ities. Total area, 518,810; population o,17 
ion, the Hepburn bill, without removing a single duty or Sirth.—Ohio, Michigan, Kentu nd 7 
e Commission, imposes upon it many other duties and | 179,940; population, 10,746,517 
rovides that no advances or reductions shall be made Seventh Indiana, Illinois 1 \ > 
after thirty days’ public notice, unless the Commission, | population, 9,407,054 
m and for good cause shown, allow changes upon less Kighth.—Nebraska, Minnesota, Iowa, M N 
in particular instances or by general orders. It is well | kota, South Dakota, Wyoming, I I Ix 
' he legitimate necessities of commerce absolutely require | area, 845,455; population, 12,567.967 
» be changed upon less than thirty days’ notice, and that Ninth.—California, Oregon, Nevada, \ } M i 
c onstantly arise which make it highly important that | Idaho. Total area, 656,052; population, 2 is 
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3 a es Se di ciisieaishledenasiGcmmteoiia — 
] oad 7 jel licial circuits, 1904. 

} t« it. I ): Massachusetts, 2,110; New Hamp- 

s 1 1; Maine, 2,0 i 5,539. ; ; 
uit Ve 1 6 Connecticut, 1,020; New Yor, 
8,1 lot 10 
] rcuit.—Ven vania, 10,991; New Jersey, 2,266; Delaware, | 
13,591 | 
t .—M nd, 1.340; Virginia, 3.284; West Virginia, | 
2 N i ( 914: 8 h ¢ na, 3,146 Total, 14,505. 
j cuit ‘ G } ida, 3.586; Al n 4.591; Mis- 
12 I ‘ i s, 11,614. Total, 33,108. 
reu ,164: | izan 8,468 Kentucky, 3,262; 
Te ; otal as 
t i tit It ( Lilinoi 11,742 Viseonsin, 7,115. | 
i ,720. 

I ; ( f 778 Mi ta, 7,842 Iowa, 9,826; 
Mi 7,79 8,841 kansas, 3,947; Colorado, 4,020; 
No Dakot I 3,169; Wyomin 1,244; Utah, 
1,640 l ! 4 

\ ei ) ‘ 0o2: O . 1.750: Nevada. 1,186; 
Id 1,42 \ Montana, 3.328. Total, 17,124. 

I ! ‘ N England, or eastern circuits, to- | 

al 29.37 iiles d. These three | 
‘ ther } mile the fi alone, and but 
a 5 Or circuit i but 4,000 miles 
m l the ta ‘e than one-half 
tl ilea ( 
total ra ( t I ed States is 212,348, of which 
t New England ‘ circuits have but 29,373 miles, or 
a little more than 13 ( 

Mr. LODGE. I do not suppose that, from what the Senator 
from South Carolina has stated, there is any intention of con- 
cluding this amendment this evening. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do not see how we can. 

Mr. LODGE. I think it would be much better if we should 
adjourn, but I should like, as I introduced the amendment and 
have d nothing bout it so far, to say a single word. 

I appreciated fully the disparity of the judicial circuits as | 
a basis. What I red to get at is a proper distribution of | 
th bership of the Commission into different parts of the 
U1 States. I am ready to accept any proposition that will 
g t i I think the suggestion of the Senator 
1 Texas BAILEY] is an excellent one, to make nine 
tr: rt on stricts. Therefore I do not think any great 
time i be wasted in showing how small New England is and 
how large the eighth circuit is. In those three circuits of } 
Ne England, New York, and Pennsylvania, which are so 
small, there a 21,000,000 people, and I suppose that is the | 
reason why there is some judicial bi s there. 

J , Mr. Presid that is not what I am eking to attain. 
. t to get a commission that shall be worthy of the great 
| nd responsibility we are going to impose upon them; | 
t est responsibility that was ever imposed upon any | 

‘ative ] 1 in this country. We have not behind it all | 
t tradit nd the history of the courts give to the 
( It is ‘ ion of to-day for a specific work; and I 
\ ] rt re and size of salary to give to it all | 
: nay . : | 
{ \ tion it is possible. 
| s of the utm importance that we should | 
h proper geographical distribution of the membership of | 
( s . Che ti ] bout the small circuits | 
d at this é it of your five Commissioners, 
oO ( th li circuits, the second. | 
I tl is is n fair distribution, and at this | 
l » out of « of the smallest circuit. I 
] ye 1 
t ] SHIp J riy dis uted. 
\ eal exion, that is in the interstate law 
I think it is proper provision 
‘ ( ird sl i not at any time be given a political 
j 1 I pr ely it we it to avoid. 
Lit <I _ Mr. Pre = a 7 
CE-] SIDENT Dor the Senator from Massa- 
( ld to Senator f 1 Illinois? 
GI Mr. Preside ; 1 have but little time. 
Vik PRES EN1I ‘7 senator from Massachusetts 
a 
LODGI I e, t efore, to get this proper distribu- 
1 Let suggestion of the Senator from Texas is 
‘ the o vy. Let us agree to nine transportation 
and 1 e fra 1 in conference, or framed here. 
\ A 
\ I hey can be framed here to-morrow. I have 
th ihe Senator from Texas, who has given this mat 
1 bring in the nine distri irranged. We have 
hoe ‘nishe vy the Interstate Commerce Commission the 
‘ | ve leage in the different districts, and I do noi 
1 | ad t ti ¢ to est lish nine equal trans 
| Ss. as ly ¢ l as possible in point of popu 
la 
x the Commission composed of nine members, it 
eems to me that that is very important. 
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of the Supreme Court. I do not think, in view of ¢) 
and the responsibility that will fall on the Commissio, 
it at all too numerous. 

Those are my reasons, Mr. President, for pres 
amendment. We need not waste any time about 
circuits. I am quite willing, I am desirous, to see | 
am conscious of the disparity which exists among thos 
but I do believe, and I believe it is the opinion of t¢] 
of the Senate to-day, that we can not spend too mu 
attention in making the Commission what it ought to 
is where all the work under this law starts. We ha: 
our time to the courts, which are to have the reyie, 
peal, but these are the men who are to do the wo) 
that to-morrow the Senate will give sufficient time { 
Commission worthy of this great task. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, as the mem)! 
Senate get salaries less than one-half what is pri 
given to the members of the Commission, I thi: 
earned our salaries to-day, and I move that the s 
to the consideration of executive business. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Before that question is put, I mo) 
bill as amended up to the present time be printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

EXECUTIVE SESSION, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New 
moves that the Senate proceed to the consideration « 
business. 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro 
consideration of executive business. After five min 
executive session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 
15 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-mo 
day, May 15, 1906, at 12 o’clock meridian. 


NOMINATIONS. 
Executive nominations received by the Senate M 
COLLECTOR OF CUSTOMS. 


William Mahone, of Virginia, to be collector of 
the district of Petersburg, in the State of Virginia. (1 
ment. ) 

PROMOTIONS IN THE NAVY. 

Lieut. Henry C. Kuenzli to be a lieutenant-comma 
Navy from the 1st day of January, 1906, to fill a 
ated in that grade by the act of Congress approv 
1903. 

Boatswain Rudolph C. Mehrtens to be a chief bo 
the Navy from the 25th day of January, 1906, upon t 
tion of six years’ service, in accordance with the 
an act of Congress approved March 3, 1899, as a: 
of April 27, 1904. 

André E. Lee, a citizen of California, to be an 
geon in the Navy from the 9th day of May, 
vacancy existing in that grade on that date. 

ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF THE GENERAL LAND 

George F. Pollock, of North Lawrence, Ohio, to be 
Commissioner of the General Land Office, vice Jol 
resigned. R 


act 
ACL 


1) 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Joseph H. Battenfield, of Arkansas, to be regist 
at Dardai Ark., his term having ex} 
{ Reappointn ent. } 

Harry G. Friedheim, of Camden, Ark., to be r 
land office at Camden, Ark., vice Milton A. Elli 
pire 3 

John I. Worthington, of Arkansas, to be regis 
office at Harrison, Ark., his term having expired 
appointment. ) 





office ielle, 


RECEIVERS OF PUBLIC MONEYS. 
John BE. Bush, of Arkansas, to be receiver of pu 

Little Rock, Ark., his term having expired M 
ppointment. ) 

John G. Chitwood, of Arkansas, to be receiver 
moneys at Dardanelle, Ark., bis term having ex 
(Reappointment. ) 

William F. Reeves, of Marshall, Ark., 


at 


to be recei' 


moneys at Harrison, Ark., vice Charles M. Gre 
pired. 


UNITED STATES ATTORNEY. 
George Randolph, of Tennessee, to be United Stat 
for the western district of Tennessee. A_ rea})j 


That is the number | term expiring on June 7, 1906. 
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UNITED STATES MARSHAL, MICHIGAN. 
\ J. Houston, of Texas, to be United States marshal for | Andrew Sutherland, 2d, to be post t Oxf 
, district of Texas. A reappointment, his term ex- | the county of Oakland and State of Mic! ' 
t 25, 1906. Andrew Sutherland, 2d. Incumbent’s « 


22, 1906. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY—ARTILLERY CORPS. a aie : 
To be captains. | John P. Bennett to be postmaster at Yazoo 


Ernest A. Greenough, Artillery Corps, from March | °! Yazoo and State of Mississippi, in pl J Pp. B 





e Brool Ss, promoted. es en rh ¢ xpires June 3, 1906. 
‘ . * . ‘ . ‘ew . ne he nos naster ,¢ 

it. Alexander Greig, jr., Artillery Corps, from March re we i. Rhyne to be po _ aster i L, 

e Bartlett, promoted. county of Holmes and state Of MISSISSID] 


ut. Solomon Avery, jr., Artillery Corps, from April W. Rhyne. | [neu wents com on expires — 24 


sugene Pohertscon to he et) etary 
Bennett, promoted. Eugene E. Rol aa fi to -_ post! es os ( 


: : » « |of Covington 9 al 

ut. James A. Ruggles, Artillery Corps, from April 5, oO Vington and Sta e@ ¢ f M Ssissipp 

inrtin, deceased Robertson. Incumbent’s ¢ mission expires Ji zt 
ii in . . 


t. Fred T. Austin, Artillery Corps, from April 14, James J. Scarborough to be postmaster at P 
ilar, promoted : county of Pearl River and State of Mississi 
By . f ; James J. Scarborough. Incumbent’s cor 
To be first lieutenants. 8 1906 
eut. William S. Bowen, Artillery Corps, from Feb- Joshua Stevens to be postmaster at M n. in t? 
6G, vice Hopkins, promoted. Noxubee and State of Mississippi. in pl of Josh 
eut. Norton E. Wood, Artillery Corps, from March | Incumbent’s commission expires June 30 
rilton, promoted. NEBRASKA 
ut. Marion S. Battle, Artillery Corps, from March Jacob Fisher to be postmaster at Ha , 
Grant, promoted. ; F Adams and State of Nebraska, in place of Jac . I 
. Lieut. Frank T. Thornton, Artillery Corps, from 
6, vice Waldron, promoted. : 
Srnest S. Wheeler, Artillery Corps, from March ‘ : oe 
it. Ernest ( tiller) orps ) Abram W. Boss to be postmaster at Fler 
Greenough, promoted. € Hunterd ind St > iN : 
° > ® ~ ° oO Iterao!l an . ate rf ew JCTSEeY. 
ut. Stanley S. Ross, Artillery Corps, from March | ,, gts ren : ys 
m “o Boss. Incumbent’s commission expires M 2 1M 
e Greig, promoted. Luther M. Whital to 1 : 
g - " Ss : thet y hitaker te e postmastel t W le ‘ 
Si eut. Graham Parker, Artillery Corps, from April 1, 3 : » be | ter ; 1. 
; ; county of Union and State of New Jersey, in ] e of Luther M 
ery. promoted, Whit uke r Ui cul : t’ ' I 4 i. 
_ ‘ . . ‘ ° . ~ Hits Tr. ‘lll e2NnTS COTMISSIO!L ANT) ‘ \ 
it. Albert S. Fuger, Artillery Corps, from April 5, ws — — a expt say 14, 
Ruggles, promoted. x T ¢ : 
. : ‘ * o De . tims + . 4 ‘ Mneotar ° +1 
Ss | Lieut. Edward Gottlieb, Artillery Corps, from April Hugh Paul to be postmaster at Washington, il ( 
e Austin, promoted. Beaufort and State of North Carolina, in place of TI G. 
Stilley, removed. 


cumbent’s commission expired January 20, 1906 


W 





POSTMASTERS. 
ARKANSAS. 
rR. French to be postmaster at Harrisburg, in the 
Poinsett and State of Arkansas. Office became Presi- 
1 1, 1906. 
S. White to be postmaster at Ashdown, in the county 


Albert F. Hill to be postn ster at Car lo. n the 
Towner and State of North Dakota. in place of Al 


Incumbent’s commission expires May 19. 1906 





> : . Atwell E. Ferguson to be post ter at ¢ 
River and State of Arkansas. Office became Presiden- ena mats ‘ oo ; 
a” cael county of Sandusky and State of Ohio, i: 
L JUV. ‘ereusol cumbent’s Oo! oO! XT \ 
ARIZONA. or fuson. In ub ( liil ym expired 
} 
Marshal > DO aster at Flagstaff, i he cou , - ; , 
larshi Il to be postmaster at Fila taff, in the county Jasper N. Perkins to be postmaster at T 
and Territory of Arizona, in place of Thomas J. : 


of Comanche and Territory of Oklahoma. O 
dential April 1, 1906. 
CALIFORNIA, F. Everett Purcell to be postmaster at E 
Dargie to be postmaster at Oakland, in the county) Garfield and Territ ry of Oklahom: 
nd State of California, in place of Thomas T Whiting. resigned. 
bent’s commission expires June 17, 1906. PENNSYLVANIA 
COLORADO Elmer E. Fleming to be 
Bunney to be postmaster at Golden, in the county of County of Montgomery I ns} 
| State of Colorado, in place of B. P. Quaintance. | Ralph N. Warner, jr. Incumbent’s commis 
ommission expired January 21, 1906. <1, 1906. 
- i Elmer E. McCracken to be postmaster at N h W 
county of Montgomery and State of Penns 
Irwin G. Lukens. Incumbent’s commiss 
LOG, 
William McElhaney to be post: 
county of Montgomery and State of P: 


umbent’s commission expires June 30, 1906. 





ILLINOIS. 

( i. Best to be postmaster at Nokomis, in the county of 

I and State of Illinois, in place of Charles F. Best. 
ommission expires June 25, 1906. 

( ds to be postmaster at Evanston, in the county of 

te of Illinois, in place of John A. Childs. Incum 


: : Benjamin Jacobs. Incumbent’s < imis n s M 
sion expires June 10, 1906. 1 
Stowe to be postmaster at Girard, in the county of 
| State of Illinois, in place of Robert W. McKnight, Gomer S. Williams to be post ster at ( 
of Eastland and State of Texas, place of G Ss. W 


vark to be postmaster at Ava, in the county of Incumbent’s commission expires June 11, 1906 
State of Illinois, in place of Roger Walwark. In- Henry Zweifel to be postmaster at Gr 


mmission expires June 10, 1906, Hood and State of Texas, in place of Fr tz Ah I 
INDIANA. ynmission expired April 18, 1906 

C. Palmer to be postmaster at Montpelier, in the 
‘kford and State of Indiana, in place of Edmund Forest W. Fran 


umbent’s commission expired December 12, 1905. of pierce and State of W 


France. Incumbent’s c 
|. Jenness to be postmaster at Okmulgee, in district Lewis E. Hardy to be 
erritory, in place of Richard H. Jenness. Incum-'! King and State of Wash 
ssion expired May 2, 1906. Incumbent’s commission ¢ 


INDIAN TERRITORY. 


KANSAS. 
Schmitt to be postmaster at Elisworth, in the county James H. Spencer to be p : ou 
ind State of Kansas, in place of Joseph A. Schmitt. | of Juneau and State of Wisco H. Spen 
onmmission expires June 19, 1906. ' cer. Incumbent’s commission expires Ji b, 1906. ~ 
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CONFIRMATIONS. 


Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 14, 1906. 
CONSULS-GENERBAL, 
M. Bartleman, of 


consul-general at 


Richard 
ville, to be 


Massachusetts, now consul at Se- 
large of the United States, to take 


effect July 1, 1906. 

Charles M. Dickinson, of New York, now consul-general at | 
Constantinople, to be consul-general at large of the United 
States, to take effect July 1, 1906. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ILLINOIS. 
James Bromilow to be postmaster at Chillicothe, in the county 
of Peoria and State of Illinois. 
Samuel S. Dingel to be postmaster at Wilmette, in the county 
f Cook and State of Lilinois. 
J. P. Overholser to be postmaster at Sterling, in the county of 
Whiteside and State of Illinois. 
Alexander B. Sproul to be postmaster at Sparta, in the county 
of Randolph and State of Lllinois. 
MISSOURI. 
Frederick W. Deuser, to be postmaster at Clayton, in 
county of St. Louis and State of Missouri. 





the 


NEW JERSEY. 


Frederic B. Taylor to be postmaster at South Orange, in the | 
‘ounty of Essex and State of New Jersey. 


OREGON. 
David L. Moomaw to be postmaster at Baker City, in the 
Baker and State of Oregon. 


LVANIA, 


=> 


PENNSY 
William H. Davis to be postmaster at Pittsburg, in the county 
of Allegheny and State of Pennsylvania. 


Jesse N. Watson to be postmaster at Hatboro, in the county 








of Montgomery and State of Pennsylvania. 
VIRGINIA. | 
Franklin Stearns to be postmaster at Glenallen, in the county 
f Henrico and State of Virginia. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Monpay, May 14, 1906. 
The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 
Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 
ou 1 of the proceedings of Friday, May 11, was read. 
y LYN] Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be ap- 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen- 














tlen ! New York that the Journal be approved. 
Mr. WILLIAMS Mr. Speaker, let us have the yeas and nays. | 
| SPEAKER The gentleman from Mississippi demands | 
{ yeas and nays. All those in favor of ordering the yeas and | 
' 1 rise {After counting.] Thirty-one Members have 
\I 4 NE. Mr. Speaker, I demand the other side. 
SPEAKER. Ninety-three gentlemen in the negative; 
1 nays are ordered. 
rhe iestion was taken; and there were—yeas 199, nays 0, 
s pre it 17, not voting 165, as follows: 
YEAS—199. 
I ( ller Finley Ilouston 
I Cl y Fitzgerald Howard 
\ ( » Me Fletcher Howell, N. J. 
: Clavton Floyd Howell, Utah 
4 ( in Foss Hughes 
B ( Foster, Ind. Hull 
RB it Ce Pa Foster, Vt. Humphrey, Wash. 
B ( Wis. French Humphreys, Miss. 
LB Cc ins Fulkerson Hunt 
is x. C1 ; Gaines, Tenn. Jones, Wash. 
13 Cc packer Garner Kahn 
Ga Currier Garrett Keliher 
i Cushman Gillespie Kennedy, Nebr. 
Lb > Gillett, Cal. Kline 
B Dalzell Gillett, Mass. Knopf 
Darragh Graff Knowland 
I y Davis, W. Va Graham Lacey 
| Dawes Greene Lawrence 
I rex Dawson Gregg Le Fevre 
B Colo. De Armond Hamilton Lester 
I; d Deemer Hardwick Lewis 
B low Dickson, Ill. Hi: Lindsay 
I didge Dixon, Ind Hi: Littauer 
I s Dixon, Mont. Hedge Littlefield 
iS n Draper Heflin Livingston 
LD ett Dunwell Henry, Tex. Lloyd 
> », Del Kdwards Hill, Conn Loud 
( 1 Ellerbe Hill, Miss Loudenslager 
( Kans. Esch Hinshaw McCarthy 


McCleary, Minn. 


McKinlay, Cal. 
McLachlan 
Macon 
Marshall 
Meyer 
Miller 
Mondell 
Moon, Pa. 
Moon, Tenn. 
Morrell 
Mouser 
Mudd 
Murdock 
Murphy 
Needham 
Norris 
Olcott 

lage 
Parker 
Parsons 


Boutell 
Chapman 
Davey, La. 
Fuller 
Goulden 


Acheson 
Adams, Wis. 
Allen, Me. 
Allen, N. J. 
Ames 
Bankhead 
Bannon 
Barchfeld 
Beidler 
Bennet, N. Y. 
Bennett, Ky. 
Bingham 
Jirdsall 
Blackburn 
Bowersock 
Bradley 
Brown 
Buckman 
Burke, Pa. 
Burke, S. Dak. 
Burleigh 
Lurton, Ohio 
sutler, Pa. 
Butler, Tenn. 
by rd 


le 
‘amy . 


i i 


Conner 
Curtis 
Davidson 
Davis, Minn. 
Denby 
Dovener 
Dresser 
Driscoll 
Dwight 

Kelli 
lass 





ett 


So the motion to approve the Journal was 
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Patterson, N. C. 
Patterson, 8. C. 
Payne 

Perkins 
Pollard 
Powers 

Prince 

Pujo 

Randell, Tex. 
Reeder 
Rhodes 

Rives 

Rixey 

toberts 
Robinson, Ark. 
Rodenberg 
Rucker 
Ruppert 
Russell 

Ryan 

Samuel 





Scott 

Sibley 

Sims 

Slayden 
Slemp 

Small 

Smith, Cal. 
Smith, lowa 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Pa. 
Smith, Tex. 
Smyser 

Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 

Spight 
Stafford 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Stevens, Minn. 


NAYS—0. 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”"—17. 


Haskins Mann 

Hoar Minor 

Johnson Otjen 

Lee Pou 

McGavin Robertson, La. 
NOT VOTING—165. 

Field Kitchin, Wm. W. 

Flack Klepper 

Flood Knapp 

Fordney Lafean 

Fowler Lamar 


Gaines, W. Va. 
Garber 
Gardner, Mass. 
Gardner, Mich. 
Gardner, N. J. 
Gilbert, Ind. 
Gilbert, Ky. 
Gill 
Glass 
Goebel 
Goldfogle 

ger 
gs 
Gronna 
Grosvenor 
Gudger 
Hale 
Hayes 
Hearst 
Henry, Conn. 
Hepburn 
Hermann 
Higgins 
Hitt 
Hogg 
Holliday 
Hopkins 
Hubbard 
Huff 
James 
Jenkins 
Jones, Va. 
Keifer 
Kennedy, Ohio 
Ketcham 
Kinkaid 
Kitchin, Claude 






Lamb 
Landis, Chas. B. 
Landis, Frederick 


Lilley, Conn. 
Lilley, Pa. 
Little 
Longworth 
Lorimer 
Lovering 
McCall 
McCreary, Pa. 
McDermott 
McKinley, Ill. 
McKinney 
McLain 
McMorran 
McNary 
Madden 
Mahon 
Martin 
Maynard 
Michalek 
Moore 

Nevin 
Olmsted 
Overstreet 
Padgett 
Palmer 
Patterson, Tenn. 
Pearre 
Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 
Reid 
Reynolds 


The following pairs were announced: 
For the session: 
Mr. BrapLey with Mr. GouLpEN. 
Until May 24: 


Mr. FuLver with Mr. RicHarpson of Kentucky. 


Until May 18: 
Mr. CHAPMAN with Mr. HopxKINs. 
Until further notice: 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


LEVER. 
Samrry of Maryland. 
. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 


I ULKERSON With Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 
GROSVENOR with Mr. CLarkK of Missouri. 
DAVIDSON with Mr. LEE. 

Littey of Connecticut with Mr. Ret. 
McCatt with Mr. Ropvertson of Louisiana. 
Hirt with Mr. LEGARE. 
Burke of South Dakota with Mr. Davey of Lo! na 
SCHNEEBELI with Mr. PATTERSON of Tennessee. 
JENKINS with Mr. Smiru of Kentucky. 
HASKINS with Mr. 
McGAVIN with Mr. 
DriscoLt with Mr 
OTJEN With Mr. PADGETT. 
Mann with Mr. Howarp. 
WatTSON with Mr. SHERLEY. 
NEVIN with Mr. FIELp. 
WELLBORN with Mr. GuDGER. 

Wma. ALDEN Smitru with Mr. SHEPPARD. 
Hoar with Mr. Houston. 

Littey of Pennsylvania with Mr. Griipert of |’ 


Mr. DovENER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 


agreed 


diss l 


May 14, 





Sullivan 
Sullowa 
Talbott 
Tawney 
Taylor, A 
Taylor, 0 
Thoma q" 
Towns: ‘ 
Volstea } 
Wallace 
Wanger 
Webb 

Weeks 
Williams 
Wilson 
Wood, M 
Wood, N f 
Woodya ] 
Young 
Zenor 


Sherley 
Wiley, Al 


Rhino: 
Richardson, Ala 
Richardson, K 
Schneehelj 
Scroggy 
Shackleford 
Shart 
Sheppard 
Sherman 
Smith, | 
Smith, Ky 
Smit Wo 
Sout ] 
Sout! 
Spark 
Stank 
Steen n 
Sullivan, N. Y 
Sulzer 


cs Fe Sf 


oe 








SAA Ame YA 


Wad 
Wald 
Wat 
Wat 
We 
Wee 
Weis 


\ 








Wha 
Wil N.d 
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aay - Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 
-gwortrH with Mr. Jones of Virginia. Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I want to 7 | 
y with Mr. McDermott. 


amendment to the bill. 
pp with Mr. LAMAR. 


The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman fi — 




















“am with Mr. Hearst. to the gentleman from Mississippi for the | of « g 
“AN with Mr. Suttivan of New York. an amendment? 
ELL with Mr. Gries. Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 
sALL with Mr. STANLEY. Mr. WILLIAMS. I move to strike out the | 9 
vet of New York with Mr. SouTHALL. 11 and 12, on page 1, and the language in lin nd 2 
rk with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 2, beginning with the word “ provided,” on line 11 of th 
HFELD With Mr. RicHarpson of Alabama. page, and ending with and including the word “« oy,” in ] 
HTeR With Mr. RHINOCK, 2 of the second page; and I wish to give the reason for that, M 
\ ‘sARRE With Mr. RAINEY. Speaker. This bill prevents clerks in the Government ¢ 
:STREET With Mr. Pov. from acting as notaries public in the class of busin wi 
Mr. ( step with Mr. Moore. which the bill deals. 
M pen with Mr. MayNarp. Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman permit an 
1 KINLEY of Illinois with Mr. McNary. interruption? 
\ ‘eEARY Of Pennsylvania with Mr. McLarn. The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 
M cHAM with Mr. Lams. Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes. 
\ nepy of Ohio with Mr. WiLt1am W. KITcHIN. Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Speaker, I think the g in is 1 
er with Mr. JAMES. taken about his view of the effect on this bill. The bill d 
\ ver with Mr. WEISSE. not intend to nor does it prevent anybody from act 
\ eL with Mr. WATKINS. notary pul lic. It siz iply proposes to amend the lay 
\ is with Mr. UNDERWOOD. prevents notaries public from practicing law or representing 
\ with Mr. GRANGER. their clients in the Court of Claims or before y of th 
, on of Ohio with Mr. TRIMBLE. partments. The gentleman’s purpose is commendal I d 
\ aH with Mr. Towne. the bill myself, and there is not anything in the ll to 
\ ersocK with Mr. SULZER. anyone in the Government employ from y as a 
RN With Mr. BANKHEAD. public in attesting papers or administering oaths and 
\ of Minnesota with Mr. Butter of Tennessee. tarial acts. As the law stands, or as it has been cons 
\ err with Mr. CLark of Florida. the Secretary of the Interior and other heads of Dep 
Mr. ¢ ner of Michigan with Mr. FLoop. the fact that a person is simply a notary public and h ¢ no 
’ ir with Mr. GARBER. other office prevents him from representing anyone befor 
\ vA with Mr. GILL. } Departments or the Court of Claims. Now, this does not « 
‘ ‘ : j . ° > . 
\ eg with Mr. GLASs. the law with reference to permitting persor n employ of ‘ 
Mr. | ry of Connecticut with Mr. Byrp. Government from attesting papers, taking affid ts, and « , 
BARD With Mr. GOLDFOGLE. other notarial acts, but it does not permit anyone engaged 
On ite : the Government service to practice law. The pur of t 
M1 (reson with Mr. VAN Duzer. bill, and its sole purpose, was to permit n bers of t 
iit of the vote was announced as above recorded. are notaries public to represent their clients in the ¢ 
“‘Insims. for instance se the law ‘ S 
PLOMATIC AND CONSULAR APPROPRIATION BILL. Claims, for insta Ce. \ ane w now 
ea = , - é : " : | Court having de that a not pu he Dis 
\MS of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on Foreign | ;, lumbia was an off ft! 
. > ‘ = olumbli as an oO ro e@ ts rnment 
Af eported the bill (H. R. 19264) making appropriations | ,. ini ollie dane mained pes 
: ; : ; : ic at the ere no es publ they vw 
f atic and consular service for the fiscal vear ending ; practice in the Court of Claims. Thi 1] 
= 1.3 . ° ractice ie OUT i 1S, il hil I no 
J 907; which was read a first and second time, re- with the right of an emp! e of 7 ( 
e . . , ‘ . thi t > iil ) atl *Tpvee i ‘ ‘ ‘ 
f he Committee of the Whole House on the State of the ing paper Rectal, aired ote 
. s itis Ke OLS i ‘ ~ ill ty S, iltt 
\ with the accompanying report, ordered to be printed. | 7): it shoul i wonta 4 
“en " . ani Se an Snould prevall, Ouida 
\ \YNE. Mr. Speaker, I reserve all points of order. | of the exintine lav 
ARIES PUBLIC IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, with t 
COCK. Mr, Speaker, I call up the bill (H. R. 17133) | gentleman from Georgia [Mr. BARTLers 
ection 558 of the Code of Law for the District of | interfere with the rights of employees of 
C hich I send to the desk and ask to have read. | Departments to act as notaries | 
read as follows: withdraw the amendment w! ‘ 
| ones . 2 > rn = ‘ 
etc., That section 558 of the Code of Law for the Dis- | rhe SPEAKER. The gentle 
ia, relating to notaries public, be amended by adding at | Mr. GAINES of Tennesse ‘Mr. § 
1 section the following: “ Provided, That the appoint- rm) Spr <ER iv } 
person aS such notary public, or the acceptance of his me SI BAKER. i ni tie 
such, or the performance of the duties thereunder, shall | to the gentleman from Tenness 
or prevent such person from representing clients before Mr. BABCOCK. Yes. 
; rtments of the United States Government in the Dis- Mr. GAINES of Tennes i Mr. S a] i 
t ia or elsewhere, provided such person so appointed as a ; ai 2 
0 appears to practice or represent clients before any | the gentleman from Georgia [Mr. I 
t is not otherwise engaged in Government employ, and | mits an attorney to swear |! client to 
tted by the heads of such Departments to practice therein | 4,; 459 . 
vith the rules and regulations prescribed for other per- | ““*“S** — ; 
s who are admitted to practice therein,” so that said Mr. BARTLETI Mr. Spe 
i as follows: ty rot t} - tha law ' 
nm . I do not Lil Lil¢ bi W i \ ve 
NOTARIES rhe President shall also have power to ap- Mr. GAINES € Tenn . a si 
I r of notaries public, residents of said District, as, in mie . eee ; 
yusiness of the District may require: Provided, That | both ways. Does the law no\ 
of any person as such notary public, or the accept 1 lov of the Government to ad 
ission as such, or the performance of the duties there ee Saati . 
not disqualify or prevent such person from representing | C#UIUS @Sarbst Che Governing sa 
any of the Departments of the United States Government Mr. BARTLETT. I supposs could 1 1 
Colur ibia or elsewhere, provided such person so ar Mr. GAINES of Tenne } , 
ry public who appears to practice or represent clients A aR ia cite 7 ; . 
Department is not otherwise engaged in Government | Wether the law prohibits th 
| be admitted by the heads of su Departments to Mr. BARTLETT. The law pn bit . 
n accordance with the rules and regulations pres« ‘ibed lov o > Go rnmant ‘ uf } ‘ 
or attorneys who are admitted to practice therein.” p! 7 . “6 | ; tl o mt, a _ 
: officis » Governme! rr 
following amendments: ee ee ooh 4 
ve : ments or the Court of ¢ 
strike out the comma after the word “ therein” and there representing thei hail 
e out, commencing with the word “so,” in line 5, down | Permit members of the bar i he |] 
he word “ therein,” in line 20. | notaries public for the pur 5 ‘ 
\KER. The question is on agreeing to the com-| affidavits to practice before t D 
? } fon . e 
4 ents. sent their clients. 
n was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. In other words, it grows S 


LIAMS. Mr. Speaker—— of the Interior and other heads of Di 
\KER. Does the gentleman from Wisconsin yield and I think, maybe, properly—that a 


‘eman from Mississippi? trict of Columbia was an officer of the G 
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consequence has been notaries public in Maryland and Virginia 
tices 1] » as attorneys can practice, and these 


in the District of Columbia do not 


»> have their o 
other gentlemen who reside 
Tennessee. Mr. Speaker—and I simply 
1eral observation, if the gentleman will 
t, that I had occasion a number of years 
an attachment An issue arose 
fa An attorney had sworn his client to 
he attachment bill—and I found that the 
out the States decided differently, some that 
sufficient, ete., and that it was contrary 
to public policy to allow a lawyer to swear his client to his 
; ld to the contrary. Now, I think it is 
allow a person: in the employ of the 
l ‘are whether he is in the De- 
else, except clerk of a 
making affidavits about 


to be engaged in case. 


not 


or in Congress or 
people in 
he Government. 

Will the gentleman allow me? 
Yes, 
was about to say the regulations of 
airing attorney before 


lients to the papers they 


invbody app as 


aring their « 

f Tennessee. That is all right, and that ought 
to be the Law. It ought not to be simply a REGULATION. A regu- 
not the law. That rule ought to be 
Then I think we ought to go a step 
to stop people who are in the employ of the 
from swearing |] affidavits and other 
all yainst the it. Members of Con- 
not allowed to appear in claims against the Govern- 





ted into a statute 


1 
oOnie To 





Governme 


Neither are notaries public. 
GAINES of Tenne ‘e. A notary public in the employ 
1ot be permitted to take afiidavits in 
to business with the Government. 
Well, they do not. 
It quasi-judicial act, 
They have first to decide 
t rity is not in e or drunk, ete., and from his per- 
the notary public should be entirely dis- 
impartial as an individual as well as an officer. 
‘K. I ask for a vote, Mr. Speaker. 

rdered to ed and read a third time; 
and passed. 


and 
that 


essee. is a 
that. 
so on, 
ion, and 
? 1 


be enzross 
W ie third time, 
m 


SION AND 


IN EXTEN 


ERMAN AVENUI 


WIDENING OL 


Mr. Speaker, I ask consideration of the 


I i t he Clerk's desk. 


eport » same. 


of 1 
rmi avenue, in the 
District 
authorized 
ent of the 
i court, in the 
Florida 
to all 
no onvjec 
emn the i 
S] 


the 
‘by 


rd, and ass@sst 








nd 
in 

any piec« 
or may be 
other reason. 
by authorize 


sessme! 


1CPilt 





wit the terms and pr 
I OO, entitled 
lirteenth 


read the 


and passed. 
CK. Mr. Speaker, I 


the 


rl {ime 
OF COLUMBIA. 

the House resolve 
the state of 
Union Calendar 


move that 
VW hole Lik 


of bills 


use on 


nounced that the 


Sp 
aves 

No quorum, Mr. ; 
counting). Two hundred and eleven 


“aker. 
141, noes 
Speaker 


Tre 


ol. 


quorulm. 


third | 





enefits in the | 


of | 


| sideration of the bill (H. R. 18442) to fix and regula 





q 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Tellers, Mr. Speaker. 
The SPEAKER. Those in favor of ordering tellers 
and stand until they are counted. [After counting. | 
one gentlemen have arisen; not a sufficient number. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. ‘he other side. 
The SPEAKER. There is no other side in tellers. 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Speaker, I desire to reserve points order 
on all the bills in Committee of the Whole. 
The SPEAKER. They are not appropriation bills. . th 


Chair understands. 

Mr. MUDD. I understand some of them : 
necessary I do not do so. 

The SPEAKER. They are not general appropria 

The motion was agreed to; and accordingly the Hous: 
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on th , 
the Union for the consideration of bills on the Union Cs lena 
reported from the Committee on the District of Colun 
LITTLEFIELD in the chair. 

REGULATION OF SALARIES OF TEACHERS, SCHOOL OFFIC! 


ire, 


If is not 


The CHAIRMAN. The House is now in Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the furt 


aries of teachers, school officers, and other employ: of 
board of education of the District of Columbia. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, pending that matter |] 
a little bill of importance that is necessary to get 
other end of the Capitol, and therefore desire to c¢: » bef 
we take up the unfinished business. It is the bill (H. k. 9 
to provide for the further purification of the water 
the District of Columbia. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin . : 
cock] asks for the present consideration of the bill H. R. 974. 
which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Regular order, 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
omit the part stricken out of the bill. 


Mr. Ch 
that the < 


Mr. SIMS. Is not this unfinished business? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin | Mr, Ba 
cock] asks unanimous consent that the amendment 
which he sent to the Clerk’s desk may be read inst 
text of the bill. 

Mr. SIMS. Is it a school bill or some other bill? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is another bill. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I object. 

Mr. SIMS. I object, then. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, a_parliam«s 
quiry. Is not the order of business the unfinished 8s 

| the committee? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair would advise the 
from New York that the question is on the amendn 
by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WANGER], w! 
to amend on line 1, page 6, by striking out “ four” 
ing in lieu thereof the word “ five,” so that it will read “] 
barian, board of education, class five,” instead of “ 

The question is on the amendment. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to hav: 
planation of the effect of this amendment. An ame 
adopted at the last session changing the salaries otf 
training teachers, and increasing very substantial] 
stood afterwards, their salaries. Now, I would li 
and I think the committee would like to know, just 
this amendment will have. 

Mr. MORRELL. In answer to the gentleman \ 
York [Mr. PAYNE], as far as the amendment pro] 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. WaANGER] is 
simply places the librarian of the board of educ 
three instead of class four. In other words, the 
have a chance, after a certain length of service, « 
maximum salary of $1,100, instead of $900 as received 

Mr. PAYNE. How many of them are there? 

Mr. MORRELL. One. 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is on agreeing to t 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was : 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an 
which I send to the Clerk’s desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk proceeded to read the amendment. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I would prefer 
tleman would allow us to complete the paragraph 
ing the amendment. 

Mr. BURLESON. The paragraph has been read, [ am 





now trying to complete the paragraph. 
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RRELL. I did not understand. 
[AIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania sug 
the gentieman from Texas 
. eRELL. It was my idea that he withhold the amend- 
we complete the other articles in the section. 
IAIRMAN. This is the proper place for the amend- 
1 the gentleman from Texas |Mr. BuRLESON ]. 
MM URLESON. I felt quite sure it was, Mr. Chairman. 
\INES of Tennessee. We have not had the amend- 
It has not been reported. 
\IRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
rk read as follows: 
# ‘ substituting for lines 13, 14, and 15, on page 5, the follow- 
f manual training, drawing, physical culture, ‘musie, do- 
» domestic art in the graded schools, —— 2 to &; 
inual training, drawing, physical culture, music, domestic 
domestie art in the high schools, classes 4 to 5.” 
RLESON. Mr. Chairman, when this bill was under 
ag on on a former day an amendment was offered and 
hich, I feel quite sure, this committee did not under 
e amendment was offered and adopted placing all 





‘ ff manual training, drawing, physical culture, and 
he graded schools in Group A, class 6, which would 

4 at once to an unjustifiable increase in salary, some 
iving an increase of $560, just double what is now 


ved Under the bill as it was presented to the House 

ittee on the District of Columbia these teachers, 

vithin the class I have mentioned, were amply pro 

Bo \ nd in the aggregate would receive an increase during 

r of $1,575. Under the amendment as it was offered 

1, the aggregate increase in the salaries of these 

would be $13,925 

S. The minimum. 

tLESON. Now, I have no desire or purpose to mini 

1 ‘ portance of the work done by those who teach man 

drawing, music, and calisthenic exercises, but I 

do t of all the persons connected with the public school 

oy iis class is the least deserving, and yet under the 

( of this amendment, which was adopted as I have 

‘ laries of fifty-five persons are increased, an in 

of all proportion to the increases which are allowed 

the first to the eighth grade in the public schools. 

\ir. Chairman, I feel quite sure that the members of 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


| 
| 


t ttee did not understand the scope and effect of this | 


at the time that it was offered; if you had, I feel 
uld not have been adopted. I will repeat, in order 
ily understand my meaning. That paragraph. as 
places certain teachers, of music, drawing, physical 

in group A, class 6, in the schedule; which gives to 


g ers, in the aggregate, for the first year, an increase in 
; unting to $13,925, as against $1,575, which would 


] 
] 


allowed as this bill was reported from the com- 

t had given it most careful consideration, as the 

F » of the Committee on the District of Columbia 
; diy assured us. Let us see what the effect of this | 
r the second year. The aggregate increase for the 

r, provided for on the unamended bill, would be 

nended, the increase would be $5,500; and this 

would continue, subject to modifications caused by 

ie teaching corps. The amendment affects fifty-five 

ose salaries range now from $500 to $1,000. Think 

e number of the teachers of calisthenics, manual 

iusic, who are now receiving $500 and $575 and $600, 

i at once under this amendment to $1,000 as the 

that they are to receive, and this increase is to con 

year to year at the rate of $100 per annum, until a 
: t music and a teacher of ealisthenics and a teacher 
under this amended bill, is to receive $1,800 a year 
affected by this amendment is a carpenter now en 
teacher of manual training in teaching a class of 
ll boys in one of the graded schools, at a salary of 
. His salary will be increased at once $400 per 


‘man, it is monstrously unjust and unfair to grant 
rease, especially to the least deserving of those con 
our public schools. I do not know and I will not 
e purpose of the amendment was, but surely it did 
that careful consideration and that conscientious 
n that should be given to every amendment offered 
loor intended to effect a material change in this im- 
sure. 
NE. Will the gentleman allow mea question? 
LESON. Certainly; with pleasure. 


: \YNE. There was no debate whatever on the amend- 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
| Mr. 7 RLESON| has expired. 
Mr. BURLESON. 
i MH AIRMAN. 


minute more 


» 


Is the 


The 


Mr. 


The 


re ob 


There was no objection. 
Mr. BURLESON. 
no debate was had upon the amendm 
ever was offered to 


All I now desire to do 


The 


this 


of this committee to the 


if this amendment as adopted is pern 


man by his 


vote on 


the 


tend to correct, say whet! 


Mr. GAINES of 
before he leaves the floor 
Mr. BURLESON. 





|} what was accomplished tl 


Tenn 


Beea 
are not receiving proper c 
time. I want the 


» time 


of 


Chairma 





jection? 


gentl 


House, 


ind 
is to bring the 


gentlema 


man 


co mason 


substit 


lereby. 


ssee, 


tu 
ier he is willing 


I 


te 


V 


t 


n 


from New 


t 


I 


Va 


why we rai 








pensation 


he 


ent. 


nt 
“1 these 
use the teachers in 
for their 


icating tl 
attention 
hat 
iitted to st: 
h 


will 


to 


to 


teachers of manual tr: 

teachers of music, the teachers of drawing an 
all to receive a fair increase in their salaries, ; 
bill as it was originally reported by the District 
them a just and proper increase. But I do say 
of this amendment is ratified by voting down 
have offered, that it will be an unjust and 
increase of their salaries when compared \ 

| other teachers engaged in the public schools. 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The gentlk 
not speaking in my time, but I want to say 
gentlemen, that he was speaking my sentim«e 
dangerous thing for a Member to rise in his 
amendment and have it put upon its p 
promptu without consideration of the committ 
consideration of the House, the grade of s 
class. Again, it is unjust, as has been st 
teachers, however worthy they are, to see inf 
importance to other classes and other grace 
above the more important, as this amendment 
works a great hardship and injustice to thos 
to more rather than less on account of this 
the motion will prevail that we agree to r 
to and adopt the report offered by the con t 
the right to assume was carefully considered 
best judgment of the united committee, ratl 
made and adopted on the floor of the House 
discussion. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I move to s 
word. I want to ask the gentleman fro! 
salaries are raised at all? 

Mr. BURLESON. Well, Mr. Chair: I 
the power of mind reading; I am n 
know why a gentieman on the floor offered 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I thought it 
from the gentleman’s committ 

Mr. BURLESON. The « l mad 
provision for the salari« f va l 
with the public schools, in my opinio 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Do the autl 
trouble in getting all the teacl t! 
they are now giving te: 

Mr. a ner aye Do you mean gen 

Mr. GAIN] of Tennessee Yes 

Mr. BURLESON. As natt t 
bia has lost a number « bes 
publie school system in th st two 

Mr. GAINES of Te! Why 

Mr. BURLESON. That is the reas I 
ing a fair increase in the es. J 
crease in the salaries, but 0 { 
increase for those who te ving and 

Mr. GAINES of Tenn » Mr. Ch 
personal experience as to salaries to 
schools, but I do want to know why this | 
the salaries is given. 

Mr. SIMS. Read the r t of the « 
get a hundred pages of reasons. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennes a 1 
asking the gentleman rexas y 
nessee could perhaps give us s 
but has not. Mr. Chairman, I | ‘ 
want to know, WHY we are r er t 
teachers, or anybody els in t 1) 
never going to vote the dark if I ) 
would like to know why we sit here, like a | 
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raise everybody else’s salary and do not raise the salaries of 


Members of Congress—our successors, of course. 

Mr. SIMS. Because we want to come back here. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. We raise every salary, it looks 
like, except Members of Congress. Yet we all know, and so do 
the people who have thought about it, that should be done—for 
our SuCCeSSOPrS. 

Mr. SIMS. Why do you not introduce a bill? 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Because I have not had the time 
to consider the details of such a bill. I have not been thinking 


of myself, but the people. 

Mr. SIMS. We might get your time extended. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I will vote for a proper bill. I 
mean I will vote for a bill to raise the salary of my successor, 


even if I was renominated the other day [laughter], and I am 
willing for the law to take effect four years hence—in the Sixty- 
first Congress. I have said publicly to my people I favored 
this increase, and you all know it should be done. We are a 


lot of moral cowards not to pass a law to raise these salaries 
and look after this question of mileage, that should be reformed, 
and bring that down to a common-sense basis. A whole lot of 
us get a whole lot more mileage than we ought to have, and 
others, do not get enough. ‘The law is a very old one. 
Conditions have changed. The law should meet the new condi- 
tions. Of course a lot of people are opposed to this until you 
explain to them. A lot of men were opposed to the passage of 
an amendment to the law against Members riding on railroad 
passes, and to the enforcement of the law of 1887 to have this 


} 
nerhanps 
pernaps, 


evil broken up. On this abusive issuance of railroad passes I 
want to say - 
Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit a question? 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 


Yes. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman kindly advise the House 
where these passes can be obtained at this time? [Laughter.] 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I do not know where they can | 
be obtained, because I have never asked for any, and those I | 
have received have been returned unless filed away with my 
letters. 

Mr. BABCOCK. You made a statement that Members were 
riding on free passes, 


Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
know that any do so now. 


Many did, I know, but I do not 
I do not know of anybody who 


k s, or is supposed to know, more about free passes than the 
gentleman from Wisconsin. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I have no pass, and I pay for every mile | 
tl I e. I should be glad if the gentleman would inform | 
if there is a place where we can get them I would 
] lave my colleagues know. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I venture the assertion that every 
Me er knows where he can get them, or where he did get 
them. I am glad to know that the railroads shut down on issu- 
ing passes to Tom, Dick, and Harry, because it is against the | 
law—the commerce act of 1887—with certain exceptions, and | 
we ought to enforce the law. I intend to try to do so as long as 
I ean. I received a telegram the other day from a railroad man 
insisting on a change in the law, or proposed law, so as to allow 
D ers of families of railroad employees to ride on free passes, | 

I think that is a wise policy, Mr. Chairman, for the railroad 
( 1y to pursue, as far as their employees are concerned. It 
is salutory policy for them to cultivate a friendly feeling 
\ li e's 

| CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennessee 
bh ‘ ec 


see. I 


f Tenne 
v I want to explain myself. 


move to strike out the last 








ATIRMA) The gentleman is already talking to a pro 
fi f 
ir. GAINES of Tennessee. I then ask for two minutes more, 
Mr. Ch L, 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unan- 
il t that his time be extended two minutes. Is there 
oO} 28 
| re ect n 
M ( Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied 
th: ] ‘ity of Members of Congress agree with me 
on ese yns; they all know that I am right about it. | 
And yet we are going along in this slipshod way, and it reflects 
on s as individuals and officials. A few d ivs after this House 
voted on my antipass amendment to the Hepburn bill a great | 
rail lawyer introduced himself to me at the hotel, indorsed | 
my antipass crusade, and told me that before he left home | 


he had issued a free pass to every Federal judge in his State 
and all one had retained them. One judge, whom I 
served W in Congress, sent his pass back. The railroad law- 
yer commended him. The railroad man 


except 


} 
} 
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had sent a free pass to every member of the legis] 
they had all kept them, and he had also sent one to his 
and to each Member of Congress from his State. I 
why he disobeyed the law. “You know,” said I, “ th» 
trary to the law in interstate transportation,” and as 
why he did it. He said: “I know it’s against the law 
feel like we have to do this.” I said: “ You think you 
buy your peace and safety in that way?” 5 
is the way we feel about it.” 

Now, Mr. Chairman, that is a reflection and causes | 
to be cast upon the judiciary. It is a reflection upon 
of Congress and it is a reflection upon the governor of t] 
State and the legislature. That would be true even if t 
tice was not against the law, because it is otherwise y 
causes increased fares to be charged to those who 
tickets. 

But I have unintentionally digressed from my » 
want the teachers to have a good salary and I took t 
ask why this horizontal rate was proposed and why 
criticised. ; 

BABCOCK. 


i 


Mr. Chairman, I am very sorry | 


transportation could be procured. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
mine. My money is all I use. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I want to say to the gentleman ft! 
is no transportation in my pocket. 
trains and in street cars, 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. You pay on the stree{ 
course, but have you always done that? 

Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; always. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. 
pay our way, and yet neither of us is a saint. [Laug! 
hope that the gentleman from Wisconsin will, when 
comes, vote to cut off this free-pass “abuse.” There sg] 
exemptions to certain classes of persons, but the law s 
clear and rigorously enforced. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I wish to say to the gentleman fr 
nessee that in 1889 I offered a bill in the Wisconsin le; 
to prohibit the issuing of free passes to anyone. The 
defeated, but later the State was the first one, I thi: 
Union to cut off the free transportation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. But do they enforce the | 
Mr. BABCOCK. Yes; they enforce the law. 

| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I am glad to bear tl 
the act of 1887 an investigation of a railroad was had 
Cooley Commission, which admitted it was guilty of 
passes to “influential” and other people, and the C 
ordered it and all railroads engaged in interstate c 
stop issuing passes, saying it was against the law, an 
went right on disobeying the law. 

Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman will not find any 
companies in Wisconsin issuing passes outside of t 
employees. 
| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I rejoice to hear that. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not t! 
amendment was understood. I was absent at the tin 
adopted and I ask that it be read again for the infor 
the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wis 
unanimous consent that the amendment be again read. 
ebjection, the Clerk will again read it. 

The Clerk again reported the amendment. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I understand this amendment was 
to this bill last District day, and that this is a reco! 
of that vote. Am I correct? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is not advised 
situation. 


It is in your pocket, lik: 


I always pay my 


Mr. 
- from Tennessee fails to inform the House 


as to t 


| Mr. BURLESON. The amendment is offered as a s 
| Mr. BABCOCK. It is the same in effect. The 


offers it as a substitute for the amendment of two wet 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understands that is t 
| mentary situation—to strike out the three lines as am 
insert in lieu thereof the substitute proposed by the g 
from Texas. 
Mr. BABCOCK. The substitute, as I understand i 
original provision that was stricken out as amended. 


would like to ask the gentleman from Texas a question ' 


not clearly understood by the House—that is, if he kt 
the effect that this amendment would have as to the il 
| the salary of the school-teachers—the fifty-five teachers 
| Mr. BURLESON. Yes; it practically leaves the sal 
| as the bill as reported did, but instead of being placed | 
| 1 to 5, which would of course fix their salaries, 


also told me that he | placed in classes 2 to 5, which really gives them a little 


Ma\ 


And he said: 


Then we are on a parit 











but I had to so frame my amendment for the purpose 
> my motion in order. 


\I .BCOCK. How much was the increase of this amend- 
a RLESON. ‘The fifty-five? 


\BCOCK. Yes; under the amendment 
did it increase the appropriation? 

a URLESON. It increased the appropriation for the first 

“5 and for the second year it increased it to $5,500, 
il originally provided an increase of $1,275 for the 
-and an inerease of $1,575 for the first year. 


adopted 


as 


uf ,BCOCK. How much does the gentleman’s amendment 
ie original bill? 

‘re. RURLESON. It increases it very little indeed, because 
al bill provided that they should be within classes 1 

amendment took them out of those classes and put 
rarily in Group A of class 6. I now offer a substi- 
iy of amendment, to put them in classes 2 to 5. 

Mr -ABCOCK. As I understand that amendment, it simply 
, . classification of the teachers, and by that it changed 
RLESON. Certainly. 

M IMS. The amendment that was adopted the other day 

a these very lines and put in others. 

\ir. BURLESON. Oh, no. The amendment that was offered 


day simply inserted, after the word “ music,” as I 
in line 14, page 5, the words “Group A, class 6,” 
vy lifted the salaries of fifty-five teachers, some of 

: now receiving only $500, to $1,000. 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that the Rerecorp 
t the bill as amended on the other day read as follows, 


as amended : 


manual training, drawing, physical culture, music, Group | 
d teachers of domestic science, domestic art, in the graded 
3 1 to 5. 


BURLESON. Yes; that is right. 
Very well; I misunderstood it. 
ent struck out some of the language. 
MeCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move 
the last word. The question of the gentleman from 
Mr. GAINES] as to why this bill provided increases 
;’ salaries is an entirely proper one. 
that for six years preceding this year sundry in- 
made in the salaries of teachers in this District. 
eo the salaries of teachers in the lower grades were 


MIS 


I thought that 


ager. If I remember right, they were for the first 
$300. The committee in charge of the appropria- 


the District of Columbia gradually raised those sal- 
e committee, however, was fully aware that it had 
harmonious change in those salaries; that it had only 
i few obvious inequalities. 

1 effort was made, led by my friend the gentleman 
ont [Mr. Foster], to secure on the floor an increase 
rr the teachers of the District. At that time I had 
» District appropriation bill. I had had information 
‘ge numl teachers that the schedule was not 

ed, and it seemed best not to adopt it. Moreover, 
was carryingua large financial burden for finishing 
plant and other things of that kind, and it did not 
to make the increases. 
a sort of understanding that this year there 
a readjustment and increase of teachers’ salaries. 
with the filtration plant completed and the main 
system practically completed, there will be money in 
ry with which to make these proper 
n very glad indeed to have them made. 
oked over with some degree of care the schedule of 
to be paid. I was a teacher myself for twenty-one 
therefore one of the things that I might perhaps 
1 to know a little something about. I think that 
| schedule of salaries provided in the bill, while not 
leal or perfect, is very reasonable and a proper one. 
es me that the amendment we adopted two weeks ago 
District day) was a very unwise one. It made in- 
were unjustified and unfair. It strikes me that the 
offered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BurLESoN ] 
» equitable, and therefore I am in favor of it. 
\IRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
leman from Texas. 


er of 


was 


and 


increases, 1 


on was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
\RK of Missouri. Mr. Speaker, the business 
here is too important to be transacted without a 
[ suggest there is no quorum present. 

[AIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri raises the 


being | 
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point of no quorum. 


The Chair will count. [After count 
} One hundred Members present—a quorun 
Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, in order to thorou 
fect the amendment I offered, I offer the following add 


amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offer 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 6, lines 2, and 4, strike out t 1 
of drawing, physical culture, music, domesti ence, 


and manual training.” 


Mr. MORRELL. 


Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask tl 

tleman from Texas his reasons for making this amendn 

Mr. BURLESON. In order to make the section conf 
the amendment already adopted a moment ago 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the ndm 


fered by the gentleman from Texas. 
The question was taken; and the 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. 
wish to offer an amendment in order t 
and that is to strike out the words “lil 
to make some inquiries in regard to that 
Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, in answer to the g 
New York, I will that on the last Distr 
statement was made that the District of C 


amendmen 
Chairman, 
Oo x an exp 


wey 
pial 


state 


olumbia was tl 


place where school librarians were provided for. On looki 


over the report of the Commissioner 
find that there are 5,726 librarians in 
United States, and that in 
volumes. In this 


of Edueation for 
the publie school 


these libraries there 


same report of the Commissions 
tion, volume 1, pages 771 to 1017, inclusive | 
names of hundreds of schoc. librarians, tabulated 
respective libraries. 
Now, as far as New York is concerned, there are | 


in New York at the present time in the high school 
Boys’ high school, corner of Marey and Put 





a high school library of 25.304 books, and t h 
| librarian is D. O’C. Walsh. 

Girls’ high school, Nostrand avenue. has a hig 
of 5,095 books, and the high hool libraria M. J 
Brink. 

Normal school librarians: Eight schools N Yé 
have normal school librarians—Brock ( t! 1 Ne 
New York City (2), Oswego, Plattsburg, Po 

High school librarians: New Y« I 
equipped in the following towns with 11S ] 
rians: Adams, Afton, Albany, Att \ 
bridge, Bay Shore, Belmont, Bergen, I ( 
joharie, Carthage, Champlain, Chateaug ( 
ence, Clifton Springs, Clinton, Clyde, ¢ s ( 
Cooperstown, Copenhagen, Corinth, Cor ! 
Coxsackie, Deposi Dunkirk, East Au ] ] 
East Syracuse, Ellington, Fayetteville, ] : 
estville, Gilbertsvill * Glovers gs } 

Greene, Hamburg, Hamilton, H v; i 

(2), Jamestown, Johnstown, Jord Ke J 
rence, Long Island City, Low) M s. M 

dina, Mexico, Middleburg ‘NI ery NI \ 
lount Morris, Mount N \ vy. X t] 

|} New York City (2), Oneida, Ore l P 
Patchogue, Perry, Pho PI ] tts 
Springs, Rochester, Sandy H Ss S 
Schenectady, Scottsville, Sherbut . 
Creek. South Glens Fal Spring Val 

rarrytown, Ticonderoga, Troy, Unad { s 
latie, Vict Warrensburg, Wat w. W \ 


er, Weedsport, Westfiel 
ter, and Yonl 
Elementary se 
Brooklyn, is equip] 
ing cities: Albany, Alex er, Allee é P Spa. | 
Belleville, Binghamton, 


Cohoes, Corni! 





e¢, Cornwall on the 


Edward, Fredonia, Glens | Gg | 
Hlomer, Hoosick Falls, Ho l Lunt 
stone, Lyons, Malone, Me 1iCS\ M 
| New Brighton, New York City (4), and Ne Yé MM 
fr. FITZGERALD. Le t 
The boys’ high school of Brooklyn | 
Mr. MORRELL. Well, there 2 
braries here. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Hovw ny b 
connected with the board of educ ) f 1) 
Mr. MORRELL. You mean the D ( 
will give you that in a moment. They aggregate 


} 
| 
| 





\\ 


I 


> 
2) OOD 
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| from 


SEE 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I want { 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McCLeary] or the 
Texas [Mr. BURLESON], one or the other—j 
make a bit of difference which—if there is not son, 
fair about these schedules as to grades 6 and 7. 
not seem to get any increase at all, or a very sm 


j} had an amendment prepared, but I can not find it, 


volumes altogether -in the different libraries. In the Central | 
High School tl approximately 5,000 volumes. In the | 
Eastern High School there are about 5,000 books and pamphlets; 
in the Western High School there are 1,600; in the M Street | 
High School there are 1,500. The library of the board of edu- 
‘ consists of 10,000 volumes, and the Sumner School, the 
Richard Gillam, h a library that approximates 4,000 volumes. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The schools here in the District of Co- 
lumbia? 

M! RELI Yes, sil 

Mr ZGERALD. The superintendent of education before 
the Coi ittee on A ypriations made this statement. He was | 
asl Do you 1 1 i iy you furnish a library for the | 
tea } i 

M - I A Ss! ped: 1 libr The annual investment 

e « t » about $150 for books and 

pv0 for igazines, which of rse is very small. 

Mr. Stuarr. At the Franklin School. In fact, there are two—one 





at the Fran ‘ the mner for the colored school, which 
ggests, of course, this du; i 1 of the two systems and duplication 
ot ¢ xpense 
The superintends of education stated that there were these | 
two small, insignificant libraries connected with the school 
system. 


Mr. MORRELL. If the gentleman will allow an interruption, 

that probably refers to the graded schools. I have 

to the high only. I did not take into account 

libraries belonging to the graded schools at all. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 

contain the number of volumes in the District that he has read? 
Mr. MORRELL. This was furnished me by the superintend- 

ent Mr. A. T. Stuart. I received a letter from him 

‘ go containing the figures I have quoted. 

Mr. Chairman, I want to say I believe the 

the gentleman from Pennsylvania is sub- 


schools 


of schools, 
( lj le of 

Mr. GOULDEN. 
made by 


days a 





stanti correct, as I have investigated it. I want also to say 
hat the girls’ high school of Brooklyn contains only 5,093 vol- 


umes and is located on N 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 


strand avenue, that city. 











referred | 
the | 
| teachers. 
Does the gentleman state these libraries | 


I do not question the accuracy of the | 


| exactly how the amount is increased. 


this subject. 

My understanding, to explain the question, is t) 
tion seems to be rapid from grade 1 up to grad 
but as soon as you strike grades 6 and 7 there « 
a stoppage of the increase of salary. And there 
be some kind of a provision in here somewhere fo 
based on longevity. The gentleman is more familar 
bill than I am, and I would like to ask him if it 
that the teachers in grades 6 and 7 do not get any 
salary in proportion to these other grades? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state there is 
sition pending before the committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I move to strike out th 
of whatever is before the committee, so that I can ¢ 
tion from either one of these gentlemen. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I will state to 
man from Missouri [Mr. CLarK] that I am not a 
the committee that prepared this bill, but as I und 
the provision that is made for the eighth grade tea 
the terms of this bill is very satisfactory to the ei 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Sixth 

Mr. BURLESON. And the same with reference to 
and seventh grades, too, as I understand it. The 
from Pennsylvania [Mr. Morreti] has charge of t! 
can probably answer that much more satisfactorily, 


and seventh g 


Mr. MORRELL, I did not hear the question. 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. The question is this: 1 


terms of this bill do the teachers of grades six and s 
increase that is anything like in proportion to the in 
the others get? 

Mr. MORRELL. Does the gentleman refer in th 
to the increases contained in class 6? 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I am not talking about c! 
am talking about grades. 

Mr. MORRELL. They all receive an increase, as 
man will see if he reads a little further. In section ‘ 
Each teach 


| with receives an annual increase within his group or 


statement. I read from the statement of the superintendent 
of hools before the Committee on Appropriations. When 
asked whether there were libraries furnished to the teachers, 
he there were merely these small pedagogical libraries, 
cont ig mostly, as I understand, books of reference, not books | 
of general reading. There was an effort made by the Carnegie 
Library to establish branch libraries in some of the schools, 
but I do not know whether that has been done. The informa- 
tion I had led me to believe there were no libraries, otherwise 
than as I have stated, in the schools. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I think that my colleague from New York 
will believe, if there are libraries containing the number of vol- 
umes as provided in the District schools and stated by the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, that they should have a librarian. 
I believe y needed, and I know the gentleman from 
New York desires to have that done. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
strike out the last word for the purpose— 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can be heard in opposi- 
tion to the amendment. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I am in opposition to the 

iment. The amendment, as I understand it, is to strike 


out the words “ librarian and 





fr. FITZGERALD. I will say to the gentleman from Minne- 
1 view of the explanation given by the gentleman from 
j vania, I will thdraw my amendment with the per- 


he committee. 


HAIRMAN. 


he ¢ The Chair does not hear the gentleman 
] n \ York. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I say in view of the explanation made 
b ntleman from Pennsylvania I wish to withdraw the 
mie ie is 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to withdraw his amendment. Is there ob- 
ection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none, and it is so 

Lanaa 

i ‘ 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. If I understand it now, Mr. 

( rman, that restores the words “ librarian and.” 


ie CHAIRMAN, It leaves the bill pr 
he ; ndment was withdrawn. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. 


cisely as it was read. 


Pardon my dullness. 


\ BABCOCK The gentleman from New York [Mr. Firz- 
GERALD! has withdrawn the amendment. 

ir. MceCLEARY of Minnesota. So that the bill reads as it 
W riginally printed’? 

The CHAIRMAN, Precisely. 





must receive at least $25 the first year. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Is it not true that 
schedule here that a teacher that has only taught « 
years gets an increase greater than the teacher who 
several years, if they happen to be in grades six or 
that the place where the promotion seems to stop? 


Mr. MORRELL. No, sir. In answer to the 
may say that that was not the idea of the com 


the operation of the schedules. 

Mr. BURLESON. With the permission of the 
from Pennsylvania I think I can give him the inf 
A sixth or seventh grade teacher is placed 
If that teacher is engaged in the first year’s service 
will receive $800, the second year $830, the third y: 
fourth year $890, an increase each year of $30 per 
it reaches the maximum number of years provided 
bill. It is substantially the same degree of incr 
given to the teachers in the other grades. For inst 
eighth grade they start the teacher, if she is a 


asks. 


teacher—if it is her first year of service—at $950, the |! 


at $980, the third year of service $1,030, and the 
service $1,070, and so on. I think it is a very f 
sidering all of the circumstances under which it 
brought before the committee. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I want to ask the gent] 
Pennsylvania [Mr. Morreii] another question. I 
provision at all in this arrangement here for an 
what they call “ longevity pay?” 

Mr. MORRELL. No, sir; there is not, except so fa! 
B is concerned. Group B, in class 6—the teacher \ 
strates special excellence may be promoted into Gr 
there is no increase provided beyond the ten years 0! 
of longevity. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
umn? 

Mr. MORRELL. 
of salary only for ten years. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


That is up at the head 


Now, as a matter of f: 


| tions are rapid from grade 1 until you strike grade 6, 


Under this bill they can receive a! 





















Euan 


[AIRMAN. 


1? 1? 
rei 


RRELL. 


RREI 


RRELL. 
te that the reason for that was simply to equalize the 


AIRMAN. 
itleeman from Pennsylvania. 


are slower. It seems to be a sort of stopping place, 
teachers want some kind of provision for 
vy. 1 do not believe a teacher necessarily becomes 
that all of them become better, because of teaching 
time: but if they are fit to teach in the beginning, 
do become more efficient as the years go by. 
\IRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missouri 
} has expired. 
LETT of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I would 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania a question, revert 
e librarians. I would like to know how many libra- 
are in the schools? 
RELL. At present there are seven librarians, 
known as librarians. They do clerical work, and 
n do teaching work. They are rated as teachers 
under a salary class in the appropriation bill of 
at much per annum. I think the gentlk 


the is 


but 


her sO 


member that manner of division and appropriation | 


‘opriation bill, 

LETT Massachusetts. That what I wish 
ose who are now appropriated for as teachers are 
vice as librarians? 

ELL. Yes; in a certain few cases. 

LETT of Massachusetts. And there are about seven 


of is 


i 


ELL. About seven. 

LETT of Massachusetts. And this bill 
even and does not create any new ones? 

-RELL. It does not create any new ones whatsoever. 

: read as follows: 


means to 


hat the board of education shall classify all academic and 
in the Central, Eastern, Western, and Business high 
the McKinley Manual Training School into eight depart 
t each department shall contain correlated subjects, and the 
done with respect to the M Street High School and the 
Manual Training School. 
department includes two or more high schools then the 
irge of the department shall be designated “ head of the 
otherwise the teacher in charge of the department shall 

i “ head teacher.”’ 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 


ects 


The gentleman from Pennsylvania offers 
ent, which the Clerk will report. 


‘k read as follows: 


6, line 17, strike out all after the word “the,” down to 
: the word “school,” in line 19, and insert instead the 
street High School and the Armstrong Manual Training 

similarly classified in the five departments, so that each 





contain correlated subjects. 

J. I eall for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

LDEN. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
» proposed amendment. 

In answer to the gentleman from New York, 


to ask the 


1 the white high schools. Of course the gentleman 
re are only two colored high schools, whereas there 
high schools. 

The question is on the amendment offered 


ic] 


hite int 


tion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 


rk read as follows: 


it the board of education shall arrange all teachers in the 


roups in the above schedule, except as hereinafter specified 
ear ending June 30, 1907, each head of department and 
receive the salary in his class next above his present sal 
oted to a higher class, he shall receive the salary in that 


ove his present salary, and after June 30, 1907, if his work 


he shall receive an annual increase within his class or 
provided, without action of the board of education; 
shall in any one year receive more than one promotion 





class or group: Provided, That if the salary in his class 
his present salary shall be less than $25 in excess of his 
ry, he shall receive the next higher salary, so that no teacher 
for the first year an increase of less than $25. 

* shall not be promoted from one class to another, or from 


1 class 6 to another, or from one grade of salary to another 
B, , 


to 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 
¥ 


except by the board of education, upon the recom 

the supervisor of high schools; or, in the case of colored 
the recommendation of the colored assistant superin- | 
upervising principal having supervision of the teacher 
endations shall in each case be made through and with 


of the superintendent of schools. 
all be promoted for superior work from Group A to Group 


school 


high 
L fi schools 


teachers upon the recommendation of t! 
high in the case of white high schools, or upon 
ndation of the colored assistant superintendent in the ca 
h schools. 
pon the recommendation of the director of manual 
se of manual training schools. 
m the recommendation of the 
e case of the normal schools. 


train 


principal of the normal 


mmendations shall in each case be made through and with 


of the superintendent of schools. 


er, principal, or supervising principal shall be appointed 


" 
a 














0 any position in the graded schools, high 
schools, or normal school no ecto 
teacher of special studies shall be appointed 
examination prescribed by the board Chis 
to teachers coming from the normal cho 
vanced from the different classes in 
group to another in the high, normal, 

Every new teacher at the time of hi 
to a class or group by the board of ducation 
the superintendent of schools, id I 
minimum pay of said class or ! rhe 
6, all be probationary 

or the } I » of t act a model tea 
teacher of the first or s ig d Dp 
te I t desi t in hi i l 
of l le 

T : ; 
of $25 for fo S 

Teachers of class 
$25 for ten years 

Teachers of class 4 shall 1 
$30 for ten years 

reachers of class 5 sl Ll} v 
for ten years. 

Teachers in Group A of « ; 6 
receive an annual increase of iry f $100 
B, of $100 for three years 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Mr. Cl m I 
ing amendment. 

The Clerk read as follow 

In line 23, on page 8, after W i 
words: “Provided, That no teacher or offi i 
schools of the District of Cx umbia the tl 
act shall be required to ta é 
to be continued in the er ? K 
follows: 

“No teacher, principal, or s V z | 
any position in the g led ( g 
schools, or normal s iO , or no di 
of special studies shall be appointed t t 
ination pre ibed by the board rhis provi 
teachers co zy from the normal 100ls, or te 
from the different classes in 1 rade s 
another in the high, normal, inua 
That no teacher or officer in the service of 
District of Columbia at the time of the 
required to take any examination, either met 
tinued in the service.” 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, on bel e 4 
I accept the amen lment 


Mr. BURLESON. 1a 
gentleman from Pennsylvania upon 
the amendment just offered? If 


Mr. Cl ‘man, I would like t 


in the public schools in this District 
the purpose of every gentleman here to 
ind while we are passing a bill providing 
of the public school system in this cit ] 
it, and pre perly to inerease sAilarie ot 
is it, if we now have any incompete te 
not allow the school board to take ady g 
to drop them out of the public servi 
I have heard, Mr. Chairman, and |] 
Pennsylvania to answer, whether | 
without foundation, that there has b 
the part of some to fill the publ Is o 
teachers from their districts—ap ; by 
absolutely without qualifications to teach. And! Mr. ¢ 
man, is it possible that the tax] 
District, whose deep concern it i 
in their schools, when the effort is 
this system of public educat , are 
continue to be made, the victims < 
Sper ies of political grait: Il mus I I 
why the gentleman in charge tl 
the amendment if there is any ind 
Surely this bill was prepared most D 


and 
as they have drawn and 1 ) 


Committee ; they ought not 
intact, 


Mr. Chairman, if there be 1 er 
rentleman ought be the first o1 » ru 
protection of the school stem of tl 1) 
amendment offered. 

Mr. PAYNE. Will the gent 


question? 
Mr. BURLESON. Certainly; I will \ 


Mr. PAYNE. Is it not the law tha 
to the public schools in the city of Was! 
ated from a normal school or passed 


can get positions as teachers? 

Mr. BURLESON. I am not prepared to 
man’s question. 

Mr. MORRELL. 
question. 

Mr. BURLESON. I 
sition in the question 














CONGRE 


°c) 2 
68416 
the law regulates the appointment of teachers in the District; 
but if what I have | 
last part of his query. 
has never graduated 
uated even from 


I understand that a mere stripling, who 
from a normal school, who has never grad- 
the high school, because of some influence 
from some quarter has been elevated to a most important posi- 
tion in the public school system of this city. If it is true, it is 
a disgrace to this Congress that it should be permitted to con- 
tinue any longer than we can correct it, and surely this amend- 


ment does not tend in that direction? 
Mr. PAYNE. But they do pass examinations? 
Mr. BURLESON. Not always, so I hear. 
If these rumors are not true, surely the gentleman who has 


been so earnest in his efforts to perfect the bill ought to know 
it, and if they are true, then the evil ought to be thoroughly 
corrected before any amendment 
gentleman from Michigan is adopted. 


such 
If that amendment pre- 
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| 


1eurd is true, I must emphatically deny the | 


as this offered by the | 


vails, then of course the old practice will obtain and be given | 


the sanction of legislative enactment. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mir. 
from Texas, I may 
graph of the bill simply to prevent the abuse which he has out- 
lined, and on which some information came to the committee 
room that it did exist. Now, the only effect of the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan is to provide that 


the teachers now in the service shall not be subject to an ex- 
amination immediately on the passage of this bill. Of course 
the superintendent of schools and board of education are at 
liberty at any time to remove any teacher. And if the gentle- 
man from Texas seems to think that the amendment offered 


by the gentleman from Michigan will in any way lessen the effect 


Chairman, in answer to the gentleman | 


say that the committee framed that para- | 





Ma \ 14, 





Mr. BURLESON. The gentleman says that he had 
that any such rumors were afloat, and asks the gentle; 
Pennsylvania if he is to be understood as admitting ¢) 
ness of my statement. I now ask the gentleman if | 1 
pared to deny it? 2 

Mr. GOULDEN. I have heard some pretty severe . 
on the administration of the affairs of the public sch rt 
city of Washington, but I never heard anything quite Pe 
as that stated by the gentleman from Texas; but, as I 


(e9 


it, he says they are only rumors. — 
Mr. BURLESON. Certainly, and I so stated: I do | vou} 
for the truthfulness of them, but if the gentleman want os ; 
| whether I credit them or not, I will not hesitate to gi, 
expression on that point. 
Mr. GOULDEN. I would like to have the gentle; sti 
his views. 
Mr. BURLESON. I believe that the rumors are try 1d for 
that reason, and that reason alone, I oppose the a) Be ; 
offered by the gentleman from Michigan. ; 
Mr. GOULDEN. I think the gentleman is right in posing 
the amendment. I do not think the amendment should eted 
| upon favorably. There ought to be some degree of merit iy tho 
promotions, and the amendment does not help matt The 
paragraph as it stands is all right. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, I would | 
to have the amendment read again. 
The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will agaiy 
report the amendment. 
The Clerk again read the amendment. 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, if the ge 
men of this committee will recall their own experience as gi 


nd force of the paragraph, why, I do not accept it, because it | 


the 
school system, particularly in view of raising the salaries, 
because we know as soon as we put the salaries up to a high 
notch that at once teachers would flock here from other places 
instead of 
and that 
inferior ability. 
the amendment. 
Mr. BURLESON. I felt sure the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
vania had no purpose other than to promote the efficiency of 
the il 1 this city. As I caught the reading of the 
amendment offered by tl 
tended by law continue in the 
teachers and officers now employed therein. 


was 
the 


I therefore withdraw my consent to accepting 
school system ir 


of the schools all 
I thought I was 


to service 


desire of the committee to protect as far as possible | 


dents they will remember with what nervousness they ap. 
proached examinations. ‘Teachers are only children grown tail, 
If there is anything more nerve wearing to a teacher than a) 


| other, it is to feel that at any day, or any hour, at the w} 


them being drawn away, as they have in the past, | 
we would be perhaps loaded down with teachers of | 


ie gentleman from Michigan, it was in- | 


| of an examination when a teacher comes to a 


some person, they may be subjected to an examination, 

I would like to ask what better possible examination thy 
than is found in the daily service of the teacher. The pur 
school 
first time is to ascertain his probable qualifications. But 
examination at best is a very unsatisfactory thing. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman allow a quest 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Certainly. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Does not the gentleman, from | 


| perience in the schools, consider that the daily w of t 
teachers is the best practical examination or test that ca 
applied? 

Mr. McCLEARY ef Minnesota. That is the point | g 
to make. 

Mr. GOULDEN. We in New York make that the r 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. That is the point | 
ing. The daily service of the teacher is the best test t! 
had. 

I have no interest in this matter except the g if 


schools, and to save the nerve forces of the teachers, whicl 
the faithful discharge of their daily duties, have a s1 t 
drain. And I therefore suggest that the amendment 1} 
the gentleman from Michigan is emphatically right. | 
ers were examined before they were admitted to the 
At any time, if their work is not satisfactory, they 
moted or dismissed. That power is vested in those who 
trol the schools. 

Why hang over the head of these teachers the to 
that is the only word to express it—of an examinatio! 
take them out of the field of their usual subjects 
eration and unnerve them for weeks and months? | 


| wise thing to do is to examine them rigidly in the 
| and assume that that examination has been fairly 


ght in thus interpreting the amendment. If I am mistaken 
in his purpose I withdraw any statement made by me with | 
reference thereto; but if I did catch his purpose it was to save 
ill those now in the public school service from a test of their 
qualification That is what I thought it meant. If I am 
mistaken about it I withdraw my remarks and am glad to do 
o. But if I am not mistaken I believe the amendment ought 
to be voted down, and the gentleman from Pennsylvania is 
eminently wise in withdrawing his acceptance of same. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Will the gentleman yield? I would like to | 
ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania a question. 

Mr. MORRELL. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I want to ask the gentleman whether he is 
to be understood as admitting the correctness of the statement 
made by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRLESON]? 

Mr. MORRELL. I do not admit what I have no actual knowl- 
edge of. The same rumor reached me as reached the gentleman 
from Texas. But it was not the province of the committee to | 

nto the question of whether the public school-teachers are 

petent or incompetent. The best proof of competency of | 
the public school-teachers in the District of Columbia is the 

that within the last thirteen months over seventy of them 
have gone from Washington to accept a higher salary in other 
A 

Mr. GOULDEN. I say, Mr. Chairman, that I dislike very 
much indeed to believe any portion of the statement made by 
the gentleman from Texas, based upon mere rumors. 


Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman permit an interrup- 
tion? 


then put them upon their merits as exhibited by 
and let it rest there. Therefore it seems to me thit 
ment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [| Mr. * WV. 
SmirH] is right and should be adopted. 

Just one word more. Let me suggest this, that t! ed 
examination would be conducted by the very same | who 
have to pass upon the merits of the teachers, so you i! 


stituting a nerve-wearing method of examination fo 


; one, 


Mr. GOULDEN. I was one of these “ meddling outsiders ” 
vho thought something in the way of change was needed in 
school system of the District of Columbia, and therefore I 
luced the bill; but I had no idea that any such rumors 
mit were afloat, and if they were I hoped for the good name | 
ibers of the board of education, as well as for the | 
e of the city of Washington, that they were simply 
rs and nothing else. 

Mr. BURLESON. Will the gentleman permit an interruption? 

Mr. GOULDEN.,. I will. 





Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I understand 
nation of this amendment that all there is to it is 1 
in the last four lines; that the other is simply a |! 
the paragraph in the bill. This proviso says that 
or officer in the service of the public schools of the |! 
Columbia at the time of the passage of this act s! Ae 
quired to take any examination, either mental or |)! Ki 


ul 








| ed in the service. That is all there is to the amend- 
LEARY of Minnesota. Certainly, and it seems to 
e qmendment should be adopted. 
<K. The other part is a repetition and that is 
ent. 
LEARY of Minnesota. And that amendment I ap- 
ENE. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the amend- 
‘ht and proper. It simply provides so as to make it 
ner than it is now that there shall be no new exami- 


teachers who are at present in the service. I think 
; e custom in nearly all cities; it is the custom prevail- | 


rly all of the public service, and I think it would be 


re mination. I do not think it would be expected any- 
hat makes the bill more clear. There is no harm in 
ent: it is a good amendment. 

rrAUER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the 

1 question. What means are now provided for get- 
; f an incompetent teacher? 

\ ‘REENBE. The board can remove an incompetent teacher 
+f find the teacher to be incompetent, but there is need 
ti in the bill that the teachers shall not be subject to 

( ition because of the passage of this bill. That is all 
the » the amendment. 

I'TTAUER. What reason can be given for putting in 

-SENE. It is simply to provide that the passage of 

hall not be so construed as to compel teachers to sub- 

elves to a further examination. 
LITTAUER. I ean not see how the gentleman can take 
rence from this provision. Here is a mandate that 
be no examination. Why not leave it as it is now? 

» necessity for this provision? 

EENE. It is necessary to define it positively. 

ZGERALD. Under the law to-day has the board of 

ie right to compel a teacher to take an examination 

» determine whether that teacher is competent or not? 
GREENE. I do not think it has at all. 

ITZGERALD. ‘Then I ask, under the present powers 
i, suppose some teacher is reported as inefficient; is 
wer now vested in the board to compel the teacher 

himself or herself to an examination? 

ENE. I think the board could determine whether 
s efficient or not. 
MRELL. Mr. Chairman, I think that this is an im- 
r that rests in the board and in the superintendent of 
1 quite sure that the board would have the power 
constituted to order and authorize an examination 
who in the estimation of the supervisors and the 
ent of schools was not up to the standard. 
ERALD. If this amendment is adopted that im- 
in the board will be taken away so far as every 
in the schools is concerned, and will exist as to all 
ntees in the school system. I call the attention of 
in to this fact, that so far as the pending bill 
ere is no provision from which any authority can be 
or the board to even dismiss these teachers. 

Mr. Chairman, I think the meaning of the 
it an examination shall not become necessary 
tion of the passage of the bill, but it does not 

mind that an examination could not be ordered by 
f education in the case of an alleged incompetent 


\ 


TAG 


is 
t} 


operi 


ZGERALD. This amendment says specifically that 
be required in order to continue in the service. 
MRELL. By operation of the bill? 
EENE. By operation of the passage of the bill. 
'ZGERALD. But it does not say that. Let the gen- 
that in his amendment and it will do away with all 
1 think. 
/RRELL. Mr. Chairman, then I would move to amend 
iment by inserting the words “by operation of the 
this bill.” 
REEND. Mr. Chairman, I want to say further that if 
er should become incompetent, or if the teacher should 
nsane, or from any other reason unfit to remain as a 
the board would have ample authority to remove that 


LITTAUER, 
l hority? 


REENE. 


Where is that provision giving the board 


In the rules and regulations and in common 


m7 


Mir. LITTAUER. Oh, but not in the bill. 
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rong to subject all these teachers now in the schools | 


Mr. GREENE. 


Not in the bill. It does not take anything 
of the present law. The rules of the board and common st 
will take care of all that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman f M 


chusetts has expired. 

Mr. BURLESON. I just want to propound a 
gentlemen who say the teachers have been alread i 
that they are already in the service of the public , 
tue of examinations. If that is so, I want to know if th \- 
tleman who offered this amendment will accept this amend 
which I now offer: 


‘ 


Provided, That this provision shall not apply to any teacher or 
who was not admitted into the service of the p * St 3 
ance with the requirements of law and the reg 1s 
education. 

Will the gentleman accept that as an amendment to his 
amendment? If so, I will withdraw the objection I have urged 
against it. If he does not accept it, it certainly makes it plain 
to every man upon this floor who is not willfully blind that 
there are people connected with the public school system in this 
town who have been pushed in there by influence, and it is n 
proposed to keep them there, under this amendment, by virt 


of legislative enactment. 

Mr. MORRELL. I would to the gentleman 
Texas that the amendment be reported by the ¢ 
the gentleman from Michigan may decide as to wl 
he will accept it. 


socect 
su est 


Mr. SIMS. Before that is done I want to ask this questi: 
The chairman of the committee announces ty y 
TI hair1 1 of tl t! 
proposed amendment is a lot of whereases. Now, | l 


to know what is the real amendment and why \ 





anything else? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from T loves L 
amendment to the amendment, which the Clerk will r 

Mr. BURLESON. I * the Clerk could not read it to save 
his immortal soul, so I read it myself. I move to ar l 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from M 
adding thereto the following words 

Provided, That this provision shall not apply t 
who was n adi to the service of the | 
ance with the requirements of law and the reg 
education. 

The CHAIRMAN Will the gentleman be |! l 
send his amendment to the desk ? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. I hope that tl M 
will not prevail. 

Mr. SIMS. Which amendment? 

Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. The amend t which } 
been offered by the gentleman from Tex: ¢ I 
I think we ought to be exceedingly careful here in th ! 
reflections upon public school-teachets or the rd of « 
which may arise from 1 idle rum in 
This is an impeachment, first, to the teachers th 
they are not competent, and, second, tl t! ‘ 
an irregular way. The chairman of tl ee s 
the board of education, having charge « S 
authority to dismiss an incom} it 0 t] 
that. The board have not only the authority 
as soon as they find an incompetent teach 
eovered by the gentleman’s amendme ! 
dismiss that teacher forthwith, whatever 
back ‘of him or her; and to say th the board ‘ 
keeping a lot of inecompetents or le in | 
somebody's influence here in the Hou 


peachment of that board upon mere rumor, 

it is a rumor and nothing more. He do 
himself, to the teachers, to the | an he publi 
tem of the city, and I hope that the amendment offered 
gentleman from Texas will be voted d and 1 
tleman from Michigan will prevail. You will not eli 
teachers by saying that they are incompetent and 


says 








holds them there. They will not be 1 yvved by a 
As the gentleman from Minnesota well says 
taking an examination which is the very b 
work—namely, by filling the place to 
acceptably. If so, that ought to sett 

not, the board is derelict in its duty 1 

to assume would be derelict if they u 

in the face of present knowledge and ‘ 

Mr. SIMS. Mr. Chairman, I want to o] iy 
offered by the gentleman from Mi gan, | not m th 
sround that there is any sus} on oO oO ’ 
the sort, but I am afraid it will 1 vided th 
| are teachers who have been simply put in by the power of t 


board to do so. 
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Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. May I ask the gentleman a | ment; that, after the word “ that,” insert “ by the ope! 





question? On page 8, line 15 down to line 24, I think that was | this act.” of 

written in the bill to make it clear that teachers should not| Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I accept that amena 

have to take an examination, and the only object of that pro- | hope the amendment of the gentleman from Texas I 

viso was to make it clearer. LESON] will be voted down. si 
Mr. SIMS. Now, this is the point—— The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the amend of 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. If you want these teachers fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Mor 





Mr. SIMS. I believe that the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. The Clerk read as follows: 
SAMUEL W. SMITH] was not on the subcommittee? Insert, after the word “ that,” the words “by the operat 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. Oh, no. act.”” So as to read: “ That by the operation of this act 
Mr. SIMS. Neither was 1; therefore I am not familiar | ° other officer in the service,” ete. 
with the language. But I understood the subcommittee that | Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. These words will put 





had charge of this bill has carefully weighed all of the language | /@ter, namely: “ No teacher, by the operation of this act.” [; 
is a matter of syntax. 




























in the bill, and that it was a harmonious whole. Does the | 


bill require those who are now employed to be examined? The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendme otlered 
Mr. MORRELL. In answer to the gentleman from Tennessee | bY the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Burieson]. 

I will say that it does not in any way, shape, or form. The question was taken; and the amendment was rejecied, 
Mr. SIMS. Then whv add this amendment? Phe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of. 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. There are those who differed | fered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Morner1) to 

with the chairman of the committee as to the clearness of the | the amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan |\r, 

language. | SAMUEL W. SmirH]. 


Mr. SIMS. If the bill does not require the teachers who are Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I request that the Clerj 
now employed to be examined hereafter, why would the board | Tead the amendment, together with the amendment offered }j 
assume that they should be examined? myself. , 

Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. It was the intention of the sub-| The CHAIRMAN. By unanimous consent, the Clerk will re. 
committee to submit a report in which that was not required, | Port the amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan 
and while we intended to do it it is claimed by some that the | [Mr. Samuget W. Sir] and the amendment offered by th 
language from line 15, on page 8, down to line 23 does not make | 8¢@tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. MorreLv}. 
it as clear as a proviso of that kind would make it. The Clerk read the amendments. 

Mr. SIMS. As stated by the chairman of the subcommittee, Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, that does ; 
who, as we know, has devoted many days and months to study- | Tread as_ the gentleman from Pennsylvania intends it. Th 
ing this bill, there is not a word in this bill that requires the | Phrase “ by the operation of this act” should come in late: 
terxchers now employed to be examined, and here we are pro- | 1 he CHAIRMAN. W here does the gentleman from Pennsy! 
posing to put in a long amendment providing that they shall | Vania [Mr. Morret1] desire his amendment to be inserted 
not be examined. On its very face it carries some reason for | 2&@mely, “ by the operation of this act?” 
suspicion. | Mr. MORRELL. I suggest that the Clerk read the 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Tennes- | Ment. 
see [Mr. Smus] has expired. The Clerk read as follows: 








Mr. SIMS. I hope the amendment will be defeated, because | . That no teacher or officer in the service of the public s 
District of Columbia at the time of the passage of this 
| the operation of this act, be required to take any examinat 


Mr. PAYNE. I would like to ask the gentleman from Mich- | mental or physical, to be continued in the service. 
igan [Mr. SaMvEL W. SMiru] a question. Are these teachers| The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
appointed annually or appointed once and then hold on until | py the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Morrett]. 


removed ? The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to 


I think it is superfluous and unnecessary. 
i 




























Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. I can not tell you. The CHAIRMAN. The question is now on the amendment 

Mr. MORRELL. That is the system. They are appointed | offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Samve: \ 
and remain as long as they show their ability to teach and are | SmirH] as amended by the amendment offered by the gentle 
sitisfactory. | from Pennsylvania [Mr. Morretr]}. 

Mr. PAYNE. Then I do not see why the gentleman from| he question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to 
Michigan [Mr. SAMUEL W. SmiruH] offered this amendment. | Mr. BURLESON. Mr, Chairman, I desire to offer 1 

Mr. SIMS. That is what I do not see. ing amendment. 


Mr. PAYNE. The language is: 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. B 


No teacher, principal, or supervising principal shall be appointed to | son] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 
any position in the graded schools, high schools, manual-training The Clerk read as follows: ' 
( is, or normal schools, or no director, assistant director, and ie a. 2 rae a ab De. 99 o0 oe ora 

icher of special studies shall be appointed until they have passed an Amend by adding, after the word “ salary,” line 6, page 7, 


< imination prescril 


ed by the board. following: 
These teachers do not have to be reappointed. They have And no teacher or principal shall in any event receive | 
already been appointed. It says further: or her present salary. 
Chis provision shall not apply to teachers coming from the normal Mr. MORRELL. What is the amendment? 5 
s or teachers being advanced from the different classes in the The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will again report the amend 
schools, or from one group to another in the high, normal, or | ment 
inual-training schools. a a 
See ee : ; ee | The Clerk again read the amendment. 
That seems to accomplish what the gentleman from Michigan| Mr BURLESON. I do not think the gentleman from Pew 
nas iD mind. | : ; | sylvania will object to accepting that amendment. 
’ Mr. MORRELL. I would like to ask the gentleman from | Mr. MORRELL. No. 
| 


New York [Mr. Payne] if he sees anything in that provision The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offer 


which he has just read that would imply that an examination | py the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON]. 
would become necessary, or might be, on the passage of this bill? | “Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I would like to have the s 






















Mr. rea NE BNO. a ‘ : | tence read as it will appear in the law. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of-| ‘The Clerk read as follows: 
fered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON ] to the! moe the year ending June 30, 1907, each head of dep + and 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. | teacher shall receive the salary in his class next above 


SAMUEL W. SMITH]. | salary, and no teacher or principal shall in any event recei\ 
Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota Mr. Chairman, I would like | or = nee a ere ; ‘ roared 
to ask the gentleman from Michigan whether. in his judgment, The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendn fered 


would not be well to say, “by reason of this act.” I made | by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BURLESON]. 
the remarks I did with the thought in mind that the amend- | The question was taken; and the amendment was : d to. 
ment of the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. SamMueL W. Smirn]| The Clerk read as follows: 
was really a constructive amendment, so that in construing | SEc. if a gn & mode — Saye oae on — 
hic act thera . ‘ s tancherse w » free | Services rendered as such, in addition to their grade salai 
- pe! eres ey be no doubt the teachers would be free | sum of $30 for each session room in the building. 
rou WS anxiety. 


The term ‘session room” shall be held to designate a ¢! in 
Mr. SAMUEL W. SMITH. That is all the object of the | which the regular work of a class is carried on. 
amendment. 


Principals of normal, high, and manual training schools s 
Mr. MORRELL. I may say that I offer the following amend- 





a salary of $2,000 per annum, together with an annual incr v 
for ten years. All principals shall be appointed at the mini ry. 
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\ ORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment. The Clerk read as follows: 
erk read as follows: Page 10, line 13, strike.out the word “ten” ’ 
l 2, after the word “class,” insert the words “of not | * flv 
nty-five people.” Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, this : 
stion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. | the salaries ul imately to be paid to the « 
SURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following | physical culture, music, domestic scien 
it. ao . ; | means cooking and sewing—and kindergarte 
. ORRIS. Mr. Chairman, before the amendment is re- | terms of this bill they are each to receive a 
' 1 would like to call the attention of the gentleman from !annum with an annual increase of $50 . 
P nia to the fact that the word “ class occurs twice in | years—that is, as now provided by the | I 
4 The gentleman ought to designate which one he de- | oyt “ten ” and insert “ five.’ so as to fix 1 


amendment to come in after, because it makes no | ¢pig elass of teachers is to receive at the ex1 
coming after the word “ class” the first time it occurs. | [¢ does not reduce the salary provided in the b 








ORRELL. It comes after the word “class” the sec- |} teacher when the bill is passed, but the ef 
( it appears. |} ment is that at the expiration of five y 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks | stopped. The director of sewing is now r 
consent that his amendment shall be understood as | Jess than the salary she is to receive the 
fter the word “class” the second time it occurs in | passage of this bill. Ur ler this bill she w 1 
| fiv years, receive a salary of $1,750 I 
was no objection. absolutely without fear of contradict 1 u : 
Clerk read as follows: | man upon this floor, that in no State of this 1 
6, strike out the word “ten” and insert the word | be found a director of domestic ien L < 
as to read “five years.” | art, who is receiving any h compe 
RLESON. The object of this amendment is to pre- | of giving these directors liberal com. { 
' rease of the salary beyond the period of five years’ | fact that they are rendering great 
he minimum salary of the principals of the normal, Chairman. that occasio iv. if 3i0 
manual training schools is $2,000 per annum. The bill keep in mind that our constituents at hi 
each an increase of salary of $100 per year for ten | of all that is going to the teachers and ¢ 
er its terms, or a2 maximum salary of $3,000. If the | that the helpless taxp: r, who can not « 
t I offer is adopted it will give only a maximum | heard because he is disfranchised, the dec 
$2,500. There is no person upon this floor more | the District of Columbia. must bear tl 
favor of paying the teachers of the city of Wash-| den. I appeal to the common sense of thi 
r compensation for their services than I am, but I | House. I do not believe the x lemat 
nvite the attention of gentlemen of the District com- self will raise his voice in opposition to tl 
the attention of gentlemen of the House to the fact | Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. Mr. Chair? 
i are very few normal schools throughout this country | ment follows logically upon the other, other 
he principals thereof higher salaries than $2,500 per | paying the directors of domestic science, cook 
In a few of the larger States—in Illinois, in New | training, a subordinate, as much as you e | 
i |} pal. Under this amendment he or she will 
\ \RDNER of Michigan. May I interrupt the gentleman? | the maximum for that work. which I 
M RLESON. Certainly. from Texas has said, is a fail ren 
M ARDNER of Michigan. I want to say further that | kind of work done, and I hope the amend 
but very few colleges or universities in this country | The CHAIRMAN. The question is « 
maximum salary of $2,500 after many years of serv by the gentleman from Texas, 
onstrated distinguished ability. There are very few. | The question was taken; and the an 
BURLESON. I thank the gentleman for the suggestion. Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, |] 
I roughly familiar with the fact that that is the case. | amendment 
P » to direct attention to Johns Hopkins University, ad-| The Clerk read as follow 
I ne of the greatest universities in our country; many | eee ee ea al 
st men connected with that institution as professors | gyorg “five”? 7° pe 
than $3,000 per annum. As a matter of fact, if we Mr. BURTON of Delaware. Mr. ¢ 
provisions of this bill provide ultimately that the | 0 i ** OU; cay Sagadenee . 
ls of the high schools and manual training school and | T®@¢!ns oF the nage ne ealaplig = read 
’ 1 school shall receive $2,500 per annum, we will be rhe Clerk read as follows 


generous provision for them, and I do not hesitate to 
uld not take this action but for the fact that the Goy- 















; ‘ o 2 
( t bears half the burden. I submit the amendment to the ry ir *f ve } 
for their determination. 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered a : ¢ 

I ntleman from Texas. iry 
juestion was taken; and the Chairman announced that roU 

t appeared to have it. e1°400_ , 

MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, division! | five irs ia lire 
ittee divided; and there were—ayes 39, noes 14. minimum salary. 
M LARK of Missouri. No quorum, Mr. Chairman. The CHAIRMAN. The questi Ss ( 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Missouri raises the | offered by the gentleman from Texas. 

I ho quorum. The Chair will count. The question was taken; and th mendm é to. 
LARK of Missouri. I withdraw that point. Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I ask 1 uf 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman withdraws the point of | eonsent to go back to section 2 for the purpose of « 

The ayes have it, and the amendment is carried. small amendment 
lerk read as follows: The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Miss 
DIRECTORS, } mous consent to recur to section 2 for tl 

, That the oy of the directors shall be as follows: Directors | small amendment. 

of nm} £ ~u] > sic ( “tie erianca setie ar ne ‘ co > our? siorht } t 

\ ns shail nesuhen n nanach - 31500 ape an Th pe lag Mr. SIMS. Reserv _ the right to obje AY , 
$50 per year for ten years; the assistant directors of draw- | What the amendment is? 

‘ bo ire, asic, domestic waencs, domestic art, and kinder- | Mr. CLARK of Missouri. To provide t 
charge o oLlored SCDOOIS, SNe eceive a salar of §$ ( : . _ - ir torad ’ ; 
with an euunel teutiens of £50 wer vane ie ten arian the on trial ot under renee th he 
f primary instruction shall receive a salary of $1,600 per year, | tight to attend it, accompanied by couns : : 
I pa TF, ee — a eoares See a director friend. 
instruction, arge o 0 . sce . she ‘receive ¢ m ‘pT’ Wp . ‘hair y 
51,400, with an iereane of $50 per year for = gn Di Mr. Rl MPAC KER. | Mr. Chairman, I b :, 
1 assistant directors shall be appointed at the minimum | to returning to that section. 
; Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Then I 1 I l raise 
BI RLESON. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment, point of no quorum. 
\ send to the Clerk’s desk. The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missou I es the 


XL—429 








| 


point of no m I The Chair will count. [After counting. 
More 1 100 Members sent. The Clerk will read. 
Mr. MORRELI Mr. ¢ rman, I desire to offer the follow- | 
! endment. 
he Clerk read as follows 
On |} 11, line 4 the i “dolla ’ insert the word “ each.” | 
> ke out t \ i l i 4, “the supe rintendent of buildings 
and supplies, $3.600 | 
Mr. MORRELL. That office has been abolished. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
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| too much. 





May 1 1 


District of Columbia, and I do not want that section com 

Mr. BABCOCK. Well, Mr. Chairman, I will say to ; 
tleman that there will be a separate vote demanded in th ‘ 
on that proposition. we 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I am very glad to know it. 
stand that only two members of the supreme cow ; 
District of Columbia even pretend to have been resi, 
the District at the time they were appointed, and I und 
further, that the members of that court go back to ft} 


| where they claim residence, one to the State of Ver 1 
| one to the State of Ohio and one to some other State. : 
annual election to yote. Now, I think the committ: a 
grieyous mistake in making that radical change, and :. 
it is the overwhelming sentiment of the people of th: , 
of Columbia, those who are the most deeply interest 2 
administration of the schools, that the selection of t! ] 
board should remain in the District Commissioners. t+ 
logically and properly belongs. o 
Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I would ]i 
the gentleman a question. Is the gentleman in fay 
amendment or against it? 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I think the x 1g 


amendment ought not to be adopted. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Why? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Because it seems to imply ie 
trial upon the investigation of the fitness of a teacher { 
in the public schools. I do not believe that is « 
I do not believe the gentleman is conferring any valu 
lege upon the teachers of the schools to make publ 
gations respecting their fitness unless they see fit 
them. I have no special interest in the matter at all. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. What does the gentle: 
of a proposition of trying an ordinary citizen for a f 
out the privilege of counsel? 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. I would not consent to that { mo- 
| ment. 
| Mr. CLARK of Missouri. No; because the genth 34 
lawyer; but what is the difference now as a matt 


terest between being tried for a felony and being { | for 
something that will ruin your character as a teacher. 
ness that you are prepared for, for life? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Because sometimes there may 
personal quality lacking in a teacher which makes h 


| cessful in a particular place or in a particular line th: 














| counsel before this board of education and also the p 


investigated and decided without reflecting upon hi! 
way. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
formed of it, then. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. And according to the 5 
amendment the public will be informed of it, and he } bly 
never could get employment in the profession of schoo! ig 
afterwards. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Oh, I beg the gentleman’ n 
but he evidently misapprehends what the amendmen 
amendment is that when a particular teacher is put o 
under investigation, he or she shall have the privilege « 


Well, he has a right 


being accompanied by at least one friend selected by th 
It is not a public trial. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Well, I never knew of an inv 
where there were friends and counsel present that 


| practically public. 


| gentleman 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. It would be infinitely bett 
would make public trials and provide 
teacher under investigation should be represented by 
than to make them neither public nor private. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have al 
a minute on the gentleman’s amendment. I am in 
that part of the gentleman’s amendment which pr 
the teacher should be allowed to be present. I think tl! 
right. I once had the honor of serving as the chairm: 


Well, then, this ought to be 


| committee on grievance in a board of education, and t! 


| two eases before our committee. 


| exploited, and the whole thing was very detriment 


In one of those cases tl 
accused was present, and in the other the party was re} 
by counsel. We got along very well with the first. W*: 
difficulty in dealing out even-handed justice. In the oft! 
attorney tried to make a hurrak case out of it in tl 
papers, and of course it was exploited, and his rema 
public school and to the school-teachers, whom we he 
blameless in the matter. It was very detrimental b 


ithe conduct of the pettifogger who appeared befor 


The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BURLESON. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11, line 9, s the word “ten” and insert the word 
- : so that it w read with an ir se of $100 per year for 
five Irs. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Texas. 

The question was taken; and the al nt was agreed to. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairm move to strike out lines 
14 and 15. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 11 strik t lines 14 and 15. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to call the attention of the com- | 
mittee to the fact that the bill provides that the supervisor of 
high schools shall for the first year receive $2,600, in these lines 
that I move to strike out. The bill in another section provides 
that the supervisors of high schools and other designated super- 
visors shall receive $2,200. ‘There is an apparent contradiction 
in t isi ¢ them $2,200. Evidently this was inserted | 
throi ; 

Mr R Mr. Chairman, I accept the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from New York in view of the fact 
that tl uperviser of the high school gets $1,800 now and will 
get $2,000 by the operation of the other provision. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amend- 
me which I send to the desk as an additional section to be 
j ‘ted after section 9. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

is « trial ing investigated he or she shall have 

T en 1 Dy « isel and by at -ast one friend of his or 
Mr. CLARK of Mi Mr. Chairman, the purpose of my 
im<¢ is so reas je and just that it appears to be a 

was of t to s ng about it. It is a constitutional 
of every American citi to appear in person when 

( 1 \ h mis ict and meet his accuser face to face, 
Iso to be re ted ounsel. These are valuable rights, 

1 the teacl of the District of Columbia should not be de- | 
prived of the! Especi ’ is this true because the vast ma- 
y of t he n thi y are women. It is a delicate situa- 
tion fe n to be tri yr any sort of crime or misdemeanor, | 
and even a man is liable to become embarrassed; but to take a | 
wo has been in the habit of public appearances 
bef this commi tt put her on trial, and not allow her to 
by ‘ r counsel or any of her friends present makes a very 

g ! 1 unjustifiable condition of affairs. My own opin- 
i bout it is that all of these investigations in whieh the 
el 3 and conduct of teachers are on trial should be con- | 
a I 

MORRELI Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman allow an 

Ti¢ 

OLA of Missouri. Yes. 

MORRELL. I would state to the gentleman that the 
c 3 ed to accept the amendment. 

M LARK of Missouri. Well, I am very glad of that. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 

ent offered by the ntleman from Missouri. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I question the power 
of the Committee on the District of Columbia to accept an 

\dment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair did not propose to confer that 

uthority upon that committee, and was just putting the ques- 
t 1 to the Committee of the Whole. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I want to explain why | 
I j l the committee recurring to section 2 for the | 
purpose of enabling the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Crarxk] 
{ er t provision as an amendment to that section. I think 
there to be a yote in the House upon the amendment | 
adopte y the committee two weeks ago to section 2, taking 
tl rower of appointing the school board away from the Dis- 
trict C ners and vesting it in the supreme court of the 





stirred up some elements in the city and in the school 














f great detriment to the schools for a long time. 


favor the first part of the gentleman’s amendment 


| 


Now, 


, eacher or whoever it was might be present; but I do 


they should be represented by counsel. 
LARK of Missouri. Mr. Chairman, I was starting to 

little I had to say about this when the gentleman 
nsylvania offered to accept the amendment and the 
1 from Indiana objected to his aecepting it. The 
about these investigations before the board of directors 
4s a general thing the witnesses for the prosecution 
they have some grievance somewhere. They are not 
they have a right to be heard. 
of the story. 


They go in and give | 
Now, nearly any kind of a tale will | 


| right and hang together until somebody attacks it by | 


nination, and then nine-tenths of them vanish into 
and notwithstanding all the talk about the waste of 
ross-examination never has been any other 
vised that is as good to ascertain the truth. The diffi 
f cross-examination can be learned only by practice. 
f these female teachers or one of the male teachers 
they have had no experience of the kind—to undertake 
xamine these witnesses, who are infuriated by what 
is some wrong to themselves or to their children, is 
posterous. Of course occasionally you run across a 
her who can do that, but the vast majority of them 
been trained to do it, and as far as the pettifogging to 
rentleman from New York [Mr. Payne] 
1 suppose there are pettifoggers in Washington as 
but a rule the teachers would employ 
counsel to represent them and protect them, and I 


there 


refers 


‘ eC 


lsewhere ; as 


IS 


equally necessary that these teachers be permitted | 


least 
is and 


deal. 
th 


one friend into these examinations to hold up 
give them countenance. It is in the interest 

My amendment ought to be adopted, and I have 

at it will be adopted, for it is in harmony with our 
d our court procedure. 

MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I call for a yote on the 


CHAIRMAN. The question is upon the amendment 
the gentleman from Missouri. 
Mr. BURLESON. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman. 
I to know whether the words “ 
ars,” in line 4, were stricken out upon the motion 
rentleman from Pennsylvania? 
CHAIRMAN. The Chair advises 
t they were not stricken out. 
BURLESON. Then I offer the following amendment. 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas offers 
which the Clerk will report. 
\ MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, has 


the gentleman from 


an 


nt, 


not that section been 


HAIRMAN. 
{ mittee has just adopted an independent section. 


passed that section, although the amendment offered 
gentleman from Missouri was really in the nature of 
ndment to the section. 
PAYNE. We can only return by unanimous consent, and 
e passed that section. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman 
point of order? 
MORRELL. I feel 


from Pennsylvania 


that the disposition of the com- 


BURLESON. 
that 


1 lL have 


I will state to the gentleman from Penn- 
but for the fact of being engaged at the time 
offered the amendment. I was laboring under 
ession it had been offered and adopted. 
MORRELL. In view of that, Mr. Chairman, of 
I lraw the point of order. 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will 
by the gentleman from Texas. 
Clerk read as follows: 
line 4, strike out 


sSURLESON. 


course 


read the amendment 


the words “six hundred.” 


Mr. Chairman, the purpose of that amend 


six hundred” before the | 
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will be granted an 
man, 1 want to ask 
and but for the reason that I had so 
to offer I would have opposed this 
the ground that the public scl 
much supervision. 
this city in our } 
We have a superintendent 


gaged in supervising the 


increase of $1,100 per 


the attention of th ( an 


1w0ls of \W ; 
We have a treble s ) 
ubliec schools as provided 1 
and ass tant § 
We have il 


schools. 





termed “the supervising principal,’ who is 
vising the particular schools over which he 
tion. Then we have in addition to the 
visors, the principal of the school, who 
that particular school. I challenge the record 1 
tion that in the best devised publie school syste 
try, which I believe claimed be \ 
no such superabunda f iper } ~ 
this bill. 

Mr. Chairman, consider this for : I 
radical about this proposition, though I | 
solutely strike out of this bill all provis 
of school supervisors; but I do ask the me I f 


tee to vote up this amendment offered 

part of the salary provided for in tl bill f 
superintendents. Three thousand dollars for an as 
intendent of schools is what 


I propose to 
‘ 


terms of this bill, an increase 





per annum. Can any gentleman he! 

and a just increase of compensatio1 As a 
| Chairman—and I invite the gentlemen in cl 

deny the proposition, if they can—this 

sistant superintendent’s salary to $3,600 

to all other increases that are provided f 


ion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. | 


Mr. MORRELL. I will say to the g 
[Mr. BuRLESON], concerning the system 
| the public schools in the District of Col t 
} vision costs the District of Columbia ~ 
total amount appropriated for school 
| some thirty-odd other cities in the 1 
| and those of larger size. The actual cost supery 
| District of Columbia amounts to t 
| per cent, which is not, I submit to t 


No; we are still on that section, or rather 
If the | 
n raises the point of order, I suppose, strictly speaking, | 


o reduce the salary of the assistant superintendents as | 


this bill $600. 
’ adopted 


| 1 by As a matter of fact, if this bill 


e the salaries paid to assistant superintendents? 


MORRELL, Two thousand five hundred dollars. 
BURLESON. That as I thought. As a matter of 


i tl 


is 


he amendment is adopted which I offer the assistant 

ndents of the schools will then be granted an increase 
‘y of $500 per annum, and if the bill as reported by the 
ee is adopted and my amendment is voted down they 


I will ask the gentleman from Pennsylvania | 


| 
} 


salary ought to be cut down to $2,500, d ex 
for the distinguished gentleman n 
RELL] who has this matter in charge, I 
to cut it down to $ 
and which I think 


2000, the amount they 


is adequate compensatiot 


mittee, a large proportion of the am 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. May I 
man for a question? 
Mr. MORRELL. 
Mr. GARDNER 


Certainly. 





of 





man of the committee whether or not 
not think that an advance of $1.1 
a subordinate position is not a pre | 
Mr. MORRELL. If we are to proceed 
that the House has adopted in regard to 
in connection with the other offi mB 5 t 
right to cut down this. 
Mr. GARDNER of Michigan. We! 
Mr. MORRELL. Ye 
Mr. GARDNER of Michiga Would 
to act in harmony with that 
Mr. MORRELL. I was st s y 
‘committee that perhaps it has be i g 
pense of the supervision of tf scl I 
maintain again that 64 per cent of 
priated to be sp for super n is 
tem of supervising the nur 
that exists to-day in the Dis t ¢ 
The supervision of the District of ¢ ! 
hands of the superintendent, two 
supervising principals, two direct 
whom has direction of all the manual tr 
grade schools, and the directors of 
One assistant superintendent s 


work of the superintendent in the \ 


representative in any cay ty as 

sistant superintendent doing the 

chools. The work of f sistant s 

from that of the supervising | 

of the latter gathers local f I Ss l 

of the superintendent, while the former, the 
tendents, exercise a general supervis 


the system in maintaining a k 


Michigan. I would like to : 











2 


~ 
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| 


addition, the assistant superintendents have many special du 
ties assigned them by the superintendent. This plan, carrying 
with it the office sistant superintendents, conforms to that 
employed by al business organizations, since these require 
a deputy or deputies to act upon all occasions in place of the 
iperintendent or head 

Che supervising principals are in reality district superin- | 
tendents, who meet with the superintendent weekly and who | 
carry out his policy. are responsible for the educational 
development in their schools and are in constant and 
close touch with the who are intrusted with this de 
velopment. ‘I duti ie supervising principals and of 
principals of buildings, while supplementing, do not in any sense 
overlap each othe The principals of buildings, in addition to 
being teachers of eighth-grade classes, have charge of the ad- 
ministration of their ildings, their discipline and health, their 

rds and reports, their morale in the neighborhood, and the 
rhe | ie school sy m of the District of Columbia 
( 1 not be administered properly without its supervising prin- 
cipals, by whatever name called, and its principals of buildings, 
by \ ver name called 





lirectors of special instruction are responsible for the 
the music, the physical culture, the cooking, the sew- 
ing, and the carpentry in the public school service. (See Ta- 
ble A.) To these directors belong much of the credit for the 
high standerd which our schools have attained in their special 
subjects. Our pupils are, under these heads, given much prac- 
tical instruction, which becomes of inestimable value to them 
as the future citizens. 

This plan of supervision, in successful operation in the public 
schools of the District of Columbia since 1870, has been more 
recently adopted by Baltimore, Philadelphia, Chicago, and other 
cities of prominence. 

The cost of supervision in the District of Columbia is the 


WV io 


di aw 1n2g, 





lowest in a list of thirty-two of the largest cities in the United 
States. (See Table B.) 

With all the supervision in the District of Columbia schools, 
he entire cost of their supervision is only 6.5 per cent of the 


cost of their maintenance, 


(See Table C.) 
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The cost of supervision in Washington is lowest in a ' 
. . . . . , . 0 
thirty-two of the largest cities in the United States. t 
| of supervision in Washington includes salaries of suy) 1 
ent, assistant superintendents, director of high schools a 
of manual training schools, supervising principals, a : 
rectors or assistants. 
The entire cost of maintenance in Washington for the year 
bow Samne OO: SOO 46 8 es Sree “leary r 
COG OE I sca ca eetencnciiiblenecineeeioienats BP : 
Per cent which cost of supervision is of cost of mainte- . 
RTO si ete eee ensenisiatin Cinenednanes sasenenipentnetetenaicnenepcsanesms Qs 
TABLE C.—Supervision. 
Menge RE OE TE a irransk ehcestea scaccstienien \ 
2 assistant superintendents of schools_._..-..___________ 
ee ee ee a eae os 
13 supervising principals and 1 director of manual training_ ‘ 
EOE OE TN iia ce pectotipsbunactnetneatn adda cst oan a ; 
i Seeeseent Girecwse OF Ula WEE. ce keane nn. on 
RB GREOCOOE Oe isi ie acide neem ecnactlceienne M 
A ROSIE GHPOCEO CE Trieste Sind wienirnrmeenn } 
kL director of physical eniture.... on. es aicmiatiecwate ) 
1 assistant director of physical culture____.______ sipdaneenns Ge 
k Gitocter "ar. Ger oe a es ee 
1 aneistenmt Girecter 62 COGN Gin cnss ck dioica ) 
a EE ee are eee 
eo 8 | eee eee eee : 
S Gece a. Deere ee % ) 
1 assistant director of kindergartens_____-_.__________ ) 
i Gixector ef pramary teatruction.. ne, ) 
1 assistant director of primary instruction-_..-_________ , 
NN . a ) 
2 principals of normal schools____.__--_..________ $3, 600 
5 principais of high echools........._................ 9, 000 
2 principals of manual-training schools___________ 3, 600 
= ones "> 
Excess over grade salary now paid principals_.__t_tcu..____ () 
Eighth grade principals’ assistants___._.c-...._..________ ) 
re NIE cde diceeainines etna ties ttsirrren 
Total cost of maintenance of schools___...____.____ { 
Per cent which cost of supervision is of cost of maintenance 6.5 
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raBLE A.—Number of teachers in special subjects. 

T cessive number of teachers of special subjects in 
Was ted for by these facts: 

1. Every public schools from the third to the sixth grades, 
ir sive to sew. There are 12,000 such pupils. This 
rr ! teachers of sewing. 

y girl in the schools of the seventh and eighth grades is 
t » cook. There are 4,500 such pupils. This requires teachers 
Every boy in grades 7 and 8 is taught manual training. There 

al 1) such pupils. This requires teachers of manual training. 
ry | il from the first to the eighth grade, inclusive, is taught 
‘ y, 0 , and physical culture. In this work the grade teacher 
the real teacher in giving said instruction, though the 
j 3 ‘ subject are in some cases given by the special 

te 

In r rd to the development of the manual-training idea the 
Appropriations Committees of the House and Senate have been 
fu e, and have always made liberal provision for same. | 

" , o— | 
TAI B She gq what percentage the cost of supervision is of the | 
entire cost of maintenance of schools. 

[F I tee | Educational Association on 
relate luca tic 1905, p. 14. 
Per cent 
At ee ee ee ee Es 16.5 
] Ss hicesses diucentchagddet de haedleailiantinthitpbciheiihamadibtiia diet ind ee 15. 2 
= oa sat el insti teesececaan teueaassica nie date 
S siiiniaiaalitoi — —_—— er ey 
J - nernnnent an Gao smnciensaojas sqsinastanetettinie eli amcpanais winentiniiae niawisiibiivannathiniassiatipiiad, ae 
} pica dietnvenscteciendeneipdnignisilintiodataaaict anal ccna aT 
ache ldetbaagsidiadeicalitea —_ incising a 
] a ident asl aviailigriaiemaiahiaaiade 
( Sica seseiateteie namentneandipiatniian Leann 
( sienna silat « = See 
M is ae a nine mednmnase re 
] eadeiiaeie s baal siinip ileaiebectilin Iaido) 
aceon cated aiede Le 
( engine tiginainmieiea uccieativisteinege a 
, 5 PRES CE TING Fu 10. 4 
‘ “4 = a wae icici setieall ST 
‘ =e ~ oe wae Ae ceases ee 10.0 
‘ ) 2 a ~ eS . o ble ) & 
} . es as as ed ae A 9.7 
] i - jase ai a a saisttieeb abbiealies tidal 9. ¢ 
I ‘ “a ealiacal a ‘ncuaanit ma 9.4 
> ss wes ER SRE ESE. 4 ae 
] = ae ie i aca Se ee 9. 2 
1) call est enheaniniain cept tcntindtithiedea aims aban samn, See 
J rae sa keeles cai disaaetagla eaeileiite is vgiaianinpachasieiaie te. cae 
( sisealsig:Cplsbaatiastsiitesicbeisabiaca . ae ee ae 
( icant ad as sa Taal 
oma pte a cone sac ceeraiiee le oS. 3 
nniten tecnicos eatin aadinlomiaictageaihdme cae Tod 
J - 7 * SER ek shteteoadaeeae an 
, intake oni susie senate Daediniiceaalanaam 6.5 
W ( v-shaped pasa leotards ectdeea ese ae 6.5 





The CHAIRMAN, The question is on the amendm« 
by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. BuRLESON]. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to, 


Mr. HINSHAW. I move, in line 5, page 11, to stri the 
words “six hundred.” 
Mr. BURLESON. I would say to the gentleman t! ra 


line has gone out. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Nebraska [Mr. Hi 
SHAW] withdraws the amendment. The Clerk will r 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 9. That the pay of officers shall be as follows: 17 rin- 
tendent, $5,000; the assistant superintendents, $3,600; t In- 
tendent of buildings and supplies, $3,600; supervisors of h 35 
supervisors of manual training schools, and supervising ls, 
$2,200 per annum, with an increase of $100 per year for ten ; 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Mr. Chairman, | e to 
insert, after the word “ superintendents,” on line 4, page 11, the 
words “and principals of normal schools.” 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amend! of: 


fered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. McC! 

Mr. MORRELL. I might suggest to the gentleman 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I raise the t of 
on that. 

Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I trust the gent! 
reserve it for a moment until I can explain. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of 
order. 

Mr. MORRELL. While I have an opportunity I 
plain to the gentleman, the normal school principals 
ready been provided for on page 10, line 3. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I understand that. ig 
precisely where I think the mistake was made. 


Mr. PAYNE. Does the gentleman desire to give f! two 
salaries now? 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will amend to s t 
out. 

Mr. PAYNE. You ean not go back to that now. 

Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. I will ask cons¢ do 
it. I shall ask opportunity to present my case, an t 
is for the committee to determine whether it is w ; 
wise, 

Mr. HINSHAW. Provision as in the bill gives t! ers 


intendents of normal schools $2,000 a year, and you — 
ment gives them $3,000? 


Mr. McCLEARY of Minnesota. Yes, sir. The | 
the amendment is this, namely, to place the superinte 
normal schools or principals of normal schools, what: 
are called, on a salary of $3,000 a year. Now, Mr. ¢ n, 
the point is this, that the superintendent or principal : 
dent, or whatever you call him, of the normal school to 








We pay 
Is in my State, they do it 
The 


a year. 
1 sch in Wisconsin, 


normal 


and 


schools are 


all through the Northwest. 


| 


$3,000 a year to the presidents of | 


where teachers are fitted for their work. It is the | 
rtant school in the city, and the man at the head 
ve $3,000 a year. That is the case; so make your 


ler, if you want to. 
('MPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the committee has al- 
ed upon the question that the gentleman from Minne- 
g now. 


[AIRMAN. Does the gentleman insist on his point of 


TMPACKER. I insist on the point of order. It is | 
{AIRMAN. The Chair sustains the point of order. 
rk read as follows: 
OF THE SECRETARY OF THE BOARD OF EDUCATION. 
That the salaries of the employees of the office of the secre 
, board of education shall be Secretary, $2,000; statis 
\ 1 ): clerk, $1,200; stenographer, $900; messenger, $720. 
RRELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amend- 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
offers an amendment. 
IRRBLL. It is to strike out the entire section; and I 
I amendment for the reason that that is already pro- | 
' ‘in the appropriation bill which has passed the House, 


re is unnecessary in this bill. 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mir. 
M moves to amend by striking out the entire section. 
tion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
rk read as follows: 
s 1. That the clerk, assistant to the superintendent of buildings 
shall have a salary of $1,200 per annum; the salary of 
of janitors shall be $1,200 per annum, and the salary of 
ier and typewriter shall be $900 per annum. 
ORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I make the same motion in 
ection 11. 
[AIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves 
out section 11. 
n was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
‘k read as follows: 





That there shall be appointed by the board of education upon 

1 of the superintendent of schools two school nurses, 

y graduates of a recognized training school for nurses, one 
1 I lored, at a salary of $900 per annum each, one of whom 
signed to the white schools and one to the colored schools, 





} 


tions for appointment and whose be desig- 


e board of education. 
'ZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
ist read. It provides for the appointment of two 
tl nurses. There are already provided for the schools of 
ct of Columbia twelve medical inspectors, twelve phy- 
visit the schools, examine the pupils, record any case 
nd do everything that is necessary to prevent the 
ut of epidemics in the schools. These twelve medical 
were first authorized in 1904. Since that time, ac- 
» the statement of the superintendent of schools, there 
no epidemics in the schools. When it is considered 
are in the District of Columbia, if I recollect correctly, 
‘hool buildings, that the children attending the 
» scattered over an immense territory, the members of 
will realize how absolutely impracticable it 


duties shall 


ittee 


for two trained nurses to render any effective service | 


the school system. Evidently the committee itself was 
much impressed with the necessity for these n 
is bill imposes upon the board of education the duty 
z the duties to be performed by these nurses. Under 
mstances, I submit, that there is hard!y any excuse 
horization and appointment of two nurses for the 
the District. 
RRELL. Mr. Chairman, I ought to say that the com- 
dered the matter of the appointment of trained 
good deal of testimony was submitted to it showir 
ed to prevent the introduction of disease among 1 
d it thereby resulted in a great deal of success 
York. 
ot and of the report of the committee on 
uu will read that the medical inspection, which h 
ive operation since September, 1903, has been a great 
» schools as well as a protection to each child who 
public schools in the District of Columbia. It is 
a new work of such magnitude, especially where 
and varied interests are to be subserved, is begun so 
usly and with such good results. During the first 


eo 


urses, 


fe 
> 
lor e 


in the 


or 
ow 


yw 


LS 


262 children have been temporarily excluded from the 
‘hools, 599 of whom were excluded on account of the | 








| 
| set 
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child either having been « l 
Son a g Ss cise ‘ 
health of the other schol 

\ ‘ ny 1 ’ 
proven to be of 
! ren d efi t 


1 medical in pector receive 

ing materially the tim hy 

chool. It was also found tl! uml 
erent to tli ph «7 

actually sick in bed, and were 

f any minor contagi d is 

afflicted. In these cases the visii 

cient and valuable ss rvice, 





By this simple method the c!] 
the least a it of schoolins 
n ae to pr rdiuce the best re 
tected from contagious dis« 
by their isolation, with in 


AS will be seen in nace 105 of the he 
thoroughly 
The m 


. . 
mbper ot 


| mitted a great many very powerf 


have this system in \V . 
would give the committee the benefit of | 
Mr. OLCOTT. Mr. Chair pad 
out the provision for nurses, of my « 

Mr. FIrzGeRALD] will not prevail. 
ment of trained in New York ¢ 
value. I appreciate perfectly that there 
but in these days of telephones it is 


onstantly within r m in. s 


nurses 


nurses « 
out among the children a tr 
particular school where 
will be found by the experience 
there will be ample work to be done by 
the hools and one for the wl 
an economy in the long run. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Does my colleague from New 
Oxtcott] mean to tell the House, or rat 


such 


eolored s 


Aj 


| this is simply an experiment for the whit l 


by providing for two nurses only? 

Mr. OLCOTT. I do not t k it is 
the District of Columbia. We ! 

ime 


Mr. 
] 


sch Ol 


GOULDEN. 
official of the ci Vv f 
actually needed in the physic wel p 
creat deal of good: but two is entirely 
friend from New York [Mr. Frrz 
ten instead of two to do the work. "y 
medical inspectors can not do; in f 
They go to the fa 
of ser or a contagious ch , . 
It has been found very satisfactory 

is of . : 


cipais 
th 


do a 


milies where it is el: I 


lous 


nearly all the schools 


| and use of these nurses. They 


demand for them is growing. My 

right in his contention, but the 

is entirely inadequate. 
Mr. OLCOTT. I « 

did not mean to say that 


of Washington 


- _- 


str i from the bill. 1 

en the city of Washin n 
ngested population, with 

bers from every quarter of 
brought from evs 


sain, sir 


dise: 2 
And a 
GOULDEN } 
two this year, five next y 
until evé 
physi 
ury will give a careful super 
prevent the serious spread of 
not to me that we are « 
to add this additional expense 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I 
the city of New York 
in the neighborhood of $25,00( 
expenditure is due to a considerable extent to 


intimated, it 


ry scl 


: le lx, . 
ians already empl 


seem 


shoul 


there is expended 
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of a lot of useless and unnecessary fads in the schools. The 
schools in the District of Columbia cover an immense extent of 
territory. The schools are scattered; the school population is 
scattered. There are twelve doctors now, and if there be need 
for any more the number ought to be increased. If two nurses 
be appointed, whatever particular duties might be assigned to 
them, the two would be absolutely unable to perform any duties 
that would be of any special benefit. I hope that this motion 


will prevail, and that this beginning of a system of nurses will 
have its ending right here, and that the section will go out. 
Mr. MORRELL. I ¢all for a vote. 
The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Sec. 13. That a 


commission, consisting of the superintendent of 
ools, the superintendent of buildings and supplies, and the Super- 
vising Architect of the Treasury Department, is hereby created for the 
purpose submitting to at its beginning December, | 
L065 

First. A general plan for the consolidation of the public schools in 
the District of Columbia, and the abandonment and sale of such school 
buildings and sites as may by them be deemed necessary and desirable 
for the best good of the public school service. 

Second. A general plan for the character, size, and location of school 
buildings in accordance with which the educational and business inter- 
ests of the public school system may be subserved. 


Mr. MORRELL. I desire to offer an amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

line 13, strike out the words “ superintendent of buildings 
” and insert the words “ Engineer Commissioner.” 

and the amendment was agreed to. 






scl 


of Congress session 





The question was taken; 


Mr. MORRELL. A parliamentary inquiry. Can 1 offer an | 
amendment at this time, or motion to strike out section 14? 
The CHAIRMAN. That has not been read yet. After it is | 


read the gentleman will be in order to move to strike it out. 

Mr. MORRELL. I ask unanimous consent that section 14 be 
stricken out of the bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania asks 
unanimous consent to make the motion. Is there objection? 
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 


The question was taken on striking out section 14; 


and the 


motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRELL. Mr. Chairman, I move that the sections may 
be renumbered, so that they will be consecutive. | 
The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
Mr. MORRELL. I move, Mr. Chairman, that the bill with | 


amendments be 


laid aside to be reported to the House with a 


favorable recommendation. 
The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
TEMPORARY MAINTENANCE OF LONG BRIDGE OVER THE POTOMAC | 
RIVER. 





Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I now ask for consideration 
of the bill (H. R. 14897) providing for the temporary main- | 
tenance of the Long Bridge over the Potomac River, and for | 
other purpos —S 

The Clerk read the bill at length. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I raise a point of order on sec- 
tion 3 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can raise the point of 
order when the bill is read by sections. 

Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent | 
that the bill be now read by sections. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- 
ous consent that the bill be read under the five-minute rule 

for amendment, 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that I 
! llowed to raise the point of order now, because if the Chair 


ks it will lie I take it that there will be no debate on the 


it all 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland asks 





unanimous consent that he be allowed to raise the point of | 
order as to section 3 at this time. Is there objection? | 
Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I object until I can make a 
statement. 
Mr. MUDD. Well, I will reserve the point of order in order 
to allow the gentleman from Wisconsin to make a statement. | 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Wisconsin asks unan- | 
imous consent to make a statement pending the request of | 


the gentleman from Maryland for unanimous consent to make | 
the point of order at this time. 


Mr. BABCOCK. Now, Mr. Chairman, this bill is brought to | 
this House for the reason that the new bridge across the | 
Potomac River that has just been completed is not yet in shape 


hy 


to stand heavy traffic. The bridge itself is 2,600 feet long. The | 
DI ches on this side of the river are 2,200 feet long. 

Mr. WANGER, Is the gentleman referring to the new high- 
way bridge? 


Mr. BABCOCK. The new highway bridge across the Potomac | 


nnrosn 
mMmpro; 
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River to take the place of the old Long Bridge. The apy 1 
built of earth, on this side of the bridge are 2.200 feet oe 
approaches on the Virginia side are 1,200 feet long: 
approaches 3,600 feet, and in iron construction 2,600 { 
gentlemen that are most interested, living in Virgini: ‘ 
the brick interests—as well as the War Departmen 
Commissioners of the District of Columbia—have ¢ 
the committee, asking that Congress maintain the Lo P 
until they had time to properly prepare the approac! 2 
new bridge for heavy traffic. ‘That must be done wij nite 
blocks, as nothing will be strong enough to stand the jp, 
except granite blocks. ait 

After a thorough examination and a report of this | 
House and a rereference to the committee for further Wh 
we find that gentlemen representing the brick interests j) 
ginia, or the greater part of them, concede all the 
suggests, and that is this: We find that some of tly 
vehicles hauled over the roads and the asphalt paveme; ! 
city are loaded with brick. One man states his con 
50,000,000 brick here during a year. Wagons in gener.) 
have a 2-inch tire, and whenever that great load of |) 
weighs more than 8 tons, strikes a little abrasion or 
the street it makes a larger one, and as you have 
object lesson during the last two months with the holes 
Pennsylvania avenue and Fifteenth street, where these Joga 
go, that it has kept a large crew of men busy keeping th 
streets in repair. 

Now, upon the new bridge the District receives from 4 
street railway company crossing it a revenue of one-half y 
a passenger, or about $8,000 a year, for the use of 
bridge. The Pennsylvania Railroad Company had a I 
for the use and maintenance of the Long Bridge, which expir 
when they took possession of the new bridge erect y them 
solely for railway purposes, and when the District of Columbia 


| government took possession of the new highway bridge. py; 


the brick men, the War Department, and the Cony 


say that the approaches to the new bridge will not stand the 
traffic until there is a granite pavement there; that in ty 
weeks the heavy traffic would tear them all to pieces, and t 


want Congress to provide for maintaining Long Bridge wntil 
next December, when the earth will have settled sufi tly 
permit work of permanently paving the highway bridge 
proaches. Now, your committee provides in this bill 85 
pay the expenses of the operation of Long Bridge wnti! 
December. 

I want to say here that the Pennsylvania Railroad 
is operating and keeping the Long Bridge open at my perso: 
quest pending the passage of this legislation. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman says, 
man, as the law is, as I understand him, that the people who 
haul brick have to pay so much to go over the bridy 

Mr. BABCOCK. No; the bridges are all free. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. The gentleman said son g 
about half a cent. 

Mr. BABCOCK. That is for the railroad that runs to Mount 
Vernon. That railroad company pays a half cent passenger 
to the District for every passenger that crosses the bridg 
its cars, which yields a revenue of about $8,000 per year 
contract with the Pennsylvania Railroad Company was co 


| pleted when they vacated Long Bridge, but under the law they 


were obliged to take out Long Bridge, and they wil! obliged 
under this bill to demolish it later. It has been a menace to 
navigation. It is not so now to navigation, but whe vere is 
ice in the river it causes floods and dams up the er, and 
many times the Appropriation Committee has had to app 
priate from five to ten thousand dollars to break wu) t! 


so that it could get through these low spans of the 
clear the channel. 

Mr. WANGER. Whose duty is it to remove Long Brids 

Mr. BABCOCK. The duty of the Pennsylvania [ailroad 
Company. 

Mr. WANGER. Will that duty continue? 

Mr. BABCOCK. That duty continues. Now, the | osition 


contained in this bill is this: To provide sufficient mo! ) pay 
for the operation of the Long Bridge until Decembe! ti 


dentally the question of narrow tires in the District . 
up, and I requested that the mounted force, or rather cle 
force, of the police department of the District of Co In- 
vestigate the different streets and report to the com! e why 
it was that the streets were constantly torn to pieces 1 these 
holes were being dug in them, causing the employ. ta 
force of men practically all the time to keep them peur, 
Those men reported that it was caused by the heavy) nd 
narrow tires, which destroyed the pavements. The “ 


hole you could hardly see, but that is the starting 











tent on the railroad track, where the locomotive run 
ts d r and dex per every time it passes over. 
Appro thousands 


eeEE 


priations is shing 


Lurnl 


I ,”- 1d 
f dollars a year to keep up these beautiful halt 
we are permitting loads of 6 and 8 and 10 and 12 


*h tires, tearing 


streets with 2 and 234 ine! 
itl roposition 


The com! 


over the 


ce 


nittee comes in with a 


iis exceeding 4,500 pounds in weight the wugons 

ied with tires of not less than 4 inches in width. 
stion was brought up, and thi uggestion \ 
would interfere with country traffic; that the 

in yme and bring their cabbag 1d tomat 

id all those nice things that come from Maryland 


for a detail of t 


[I asked 


and stated that I had never, in my experience of a 

[ had given to this subject, seen a heavy load with 
t-inch wagon tire, Me inbers nave s 1 the > great 
weighing 3 and 4 and 5t vith four and 

: it one of tl wagons have less than 4-inch 





in Maryland they reduce the taxation on 


eased the width of the tire for the be it 
The committee had fr sergeant of 
if an examination 7 of forty-six 





: , « | 
beyond this | 
width, and one 


y that came into the Di 

‘y-five wagons had tires 4 
; res 3 inches in width. It was pr 

mmittee that it did not affect the agricultural 
1 not affect the farmer who brought his produce 
of Washington, and if you will stop to think 

you ean see how that is true. 
iw a load of 4,500 pounds of cabbages, or any- | 
t kind. The usual truck load that com in here 
r 600 or maybe 1,000 or, perhaps, even 2,000 pounds, 
; right down to the question of the draymen and the 
on companies in the city of Washington and the 
haul brick. 


They are the ones who do the damage. 
‘fectly 


of Washington 


incl 


nes 


aS 


before the 


came 





astonished to find that these companies | 


committee | 
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1 this proposition, and that they wanted to use 24 
h was the standard, and we found out that on 
tires they put a load sometimes of 12 and 15 tons, 
carload, with steel rails to run on, and then they 
‘ess to appropriate the money to keep up an asphalt 
yport such loads as that. The committee, in this 
| 1e time for Long Bridge, in order to accommodate | 
( i. friends. We charge them no toll. The government 
rict pays for the temporary maintenance of the 
do say to them: “ Gentlemen, when you want to 
ea loads over our fine streets you must provide 





W 


te tire, which will not tear the streets all to pieces.” 
tion is reasonable and proper, and i i 


t affects prin- 
» transportation companies in the city of Washington. 
long with eat story of how much it is going to 


a gr 
ide 4-incl I 


‘ lire a new wheel or a new wagon, and it will not 


until the Ist of next January. All they have to 
‘ t on a new tire, and in some cases a new felly, 


are liable to split it in taking it off. It is a very 
NES of Tennessee. 
‘twenty months. 
And the testimony before the committee—I 
rentleman referred to it—was that the life of a tire 
lve months to two years, owing to its use. 


INES of Tennessee. And those with brakes will wear 


And a tire will wear out in about 


4 ae 
ae 

SCOCK. And those with brakes will wear out 
the simple question of this bill is, { 


‘ 
TE)) 


gi men, will 
the streets; will you ask men hauling heavy loads 
weigh more than 4,500 pounds, because it does not 


d weighing that amount or less, to aid in protecting 
3 of Washington, and make it possible for us to have 
ng to do, the finest streets in the world? 
tion 3 seeks to accomplish. [Applause.] 
Mr. Chairman—— 

Mr. Chairman, I have no objection to the 
ig on the point of order, providing it does not waive 


» all seeki 


DD. 


LIGGS. 


DD. If I may be allowed, my reason for asking what 


is point is this: I apprehend there is no objection to 
to any other section except section 3. Now, if 1 
uld take it into his mind to rule this section out on 


Le 


of order, why the rest of the bill would go on smoothly | The Chair is further of t) 


pposition at all. 
» CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Maryland asks unan- 





To comply with this regulation | 



























ne TON t= = 
ECORD—HOUSE. GSD 
imous consent that he may be allowed at 
poi f order that he proposes to 1 é 
ther bijection? 

Mr. MUDD. That is the broad-tir 

M GAINES of Tenn ee. Reser'y I 
would like to have the sect 1 read. 

Mr. MUDD. It is the wide ‘ 

Mr. RIXEY. I understand, Mr. ¢ 
interfer ith gen ld te 
The CHAIRMAN. Is there obj 
Mr. GAINES of Tenn ‘ Mr. ¢ 
= : aiietad a sala 
The CHAIRMAN I Cha 
inquiry f ie gent! f Vireg 
point « ( r ¢ er ¥ \ 1 | 

ral debate or the read { 
All rights will be preserved 

Mr. RIXEY. I want to be! 

Mr. MUDD. My point of Ss 1 
germane to t remainder of t 

Mr. GAINES of Tenn Is 
Mr. MUDD. Yes. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman f 1M 
mous consent to be allowed to make 1 
against section 3. Is there ‘ ‘ 
Chair hears none 1 it 
from Maryland ma 
germane to the balk of bill 
to be | rd upon it? 

Mr. MUDD. Ye l rl ] M ( 
title shows that it is a m 
maintenance of Long Bridg I 
other purposes af , 1 bill 
purpose of the bill, ir ! 

a temporary maintenance of the bridge 1 
railroad company shall have a little k 

the bridge and for various matters rel r 
in the meantime. There is nothing in the tithk 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has examined 

* MUDD (continuing). Even ind ting t 
relating to streets I epol 
the ¢ = 7 7” 
tem] iintenance of the I g ] 
Rive Deecet er 15, 190¢ rl 
purpose of the | Now t > | 

I from and af the Ist « tJ 
>t r vehi » of w ene, ] i 
f < . W it 3 

Then the isa] le . Now, } ‘ 
bill, which shows in its title and in 
purpose is to provide for the temporary 1 I 
Bridge, over in th thwest on 
this city to Virginia, here is a ] 
regulate wagons running from ‘ 
the Eastern Branch or over l 
of the city 

If this third ] 
the tires of wagor , 

4 it I a} } 
wi whiel » not ’ 

l reets not only t] | 
penal I so f ! 
semblance of germaneness to 1 

ind objects of the bill 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cha : l 

M GAINES of Tenne: Mr. ¢ I t 
that one of the ways to presery 
that go over it use br 1 tires. I } 

| bridges and on road ee : l to 

have observed that roads and bi I 
to an extent my friend from Maryland [Mr. } 
know anything abou A bro ( ( 

treet, or bridge as much arrow 

one of the things, I believe, that many s 
have adopted to save the highways. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Cha 3 of the Gat 
this bill went to the Committee on D ‘ ( 
substantially as it now stan and is S 
Committee in that manner, and the t 
trol over the bill in respect to S i ( t « 
maneness relates to a proposition | i 
modify some pending original pro r is 
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the opinion, whether it is cognate to the principal subject-matter | asking what width of tire was required for wagons j, 
of the bill or otherwise, that this section is a part of the | respective cities. I selected these cities because the 
original proposition, in effect is the original proposition, now | nearest to Washington. 
pending before the committee, and therefore the point of ger- The mayor of the city of Richmond replied as follows: 
maneness does not lie to the section. And the Chair is advised | Three or four horse wagons or trucks must have tires not 
that this opinion is in accordance with the universal construc- | 24 inches; wagons or trucks carrying a load exceeding 6,000) 
tion of rules of the House, and therefore does not sustain the | 52@!! have tires not less than 2% inches. 
point of order. Again: . 
Mr. RIXEY rose, inn, iittion, to the seguirements: shave tested, we have » 
att : . . me . i ci recite i i ca a Oo ( é s ires, which provid 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxey] | wagon drawn by four horses shall pay a license tax of $20 \ 
is recognized. | body of the vehicle be on elliptic springs or on wheels with 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to be heard in general | {77.59°" * inches wide, In which case the license tax is 
debate on this bill. This third section of the bill will be new So in the city of Richmond the regulation width of | 
law if enacted, and it concerns not only the people in Maryland rving a load of 6,000 pounds is 2} caaliae ve | 
and in Virginia, but it concerns very large interests in the See .? Mr. GAINES of Tennessee ; Did the mayor of Rich 
of Washington and in the District of Columbia. It certainly |. Coo, Shae ae aes <n eee aga 
seems to me that a provision of this kind, which concerns the a about how a 23-inch tire down there w: 
business interests of this city and District, should at least have | © Mr. RIXEY I suppose it wears like any tire of t! 
been referred by the District Committee to the District Commis- | I suppose my friend knows something about that ™ 
sioners for a recommendation. But the unusual course has been Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Did he say martin: 
pursued in this case of not referring this proposed provision to | jy nag wearing less? : e 


the District Commissioners. The ee eae of ee city Mr. RIXEY. Maybe one of 10 inches would wear l 
of Washington h ld a called meeting at on | many a ne —_- Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It would. 
FOREREREVO business men were present. ley eee — seed | Mr. RIXEY. Why do you not support that propos 
vision would work great hardship upon the mi an they requeste: The following is the reply from Norfolk: 
a hearing and that the matter might be referred to the District | ee ee 
C § cei a OFFICE OF THE City TrEAS 
OMMBUSSIONCES. s = f s Norfolk, Va., Mar 
The District Committee did have the bill recommitted and | yon, Jonn F. Rixey, 
did give one hearing to the business interests here, and a par- House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
tial hearing to the people of Virginia. But, as I am advised, DeEAR Sir: Replying to your letter of March 8, addressed t 
they never referred this third section of the bill to the District | of this Stee ae wane to me, I beg to say that one of 
ee ag i : ae ers, Rei Se re in our charter reads as follows: 
Commissioners, and I am further advised, and I believe the “Eleventh. To regulate and prescribe the breadth of tires 
statement is true, that the District Commissioners are opposed | wheels of wagons, carts, and vehicles of heavy draft used 
to the third section of the bill. It may be that that is the rea- | Streets of said city: Provided, however, That this section s 
son it was not referred to them. One of the newspapers in this | P4¥,f° vehicles coming into and not owned in said city. 
SC c , - The city, however, has no ordinance regulating this matt: 
city, in referring to the matter—— Yours, very truly, 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. Is the gentleman authorized baltimore cli -venerted- as deliews: r. B.S 
to make that statement by the Commissioners, I will ask? PRSUERROKS City FEPOSLCE BS SOMOWS : 
Mr. RIXEY. The statement had been made in the public pa- 
pers that the District Commissioners were opposed to it. JOHN F. Rrxey, Esq., E yo 
Mr. GILLETT of Massachusetts. I asked the gentleman if House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
he knows that Deark Sir: Replying to yours of the 3d instant, add: 


ee : = ce eA honor the mayor, I beg to advise that the city of Baltin 
Mr. RIXEY. I can not speak for the District Commissioners, thority from the State legislature to regulate the width 


but I state this as a fact, that it is the custom here, when bills | wagons, but from information received I find that no ord 
re introduced affecting the business interests of the city of | ering this subject has ever been passed. ; . 
; ; : ‘ : . dace : rhe nearest approach to regulation in this respect is cov: 
Washingon to refer the bills to the District Commissioners for | wagon licenses, for which charges are made according to t! 
a recommendation, and that course was not pursued in this case. | horses used. 
The first part of this bill is the outgrowth of a bill introduced Yours, very truly, oo. § 
i —— o, var > ¢ Bridge "xa ile are SE EIUT S 
by —— ge Se ee eee rar Debuxtaaae The And the reply from Philadelphia was as follows: 
me for the completion of the new highway bridge OFFICE OF THE Ma 
7 : : . Philadelphia, Ma 
be extended for some time to enable the approaches to | yon, Jonn F. Rrxey, 
ompleted. If the time for the completion of that bridge was House of Representatives, Washington, D. C. 
to be extended, then it followed, as a matter of necessity, that My Dear Srr: I have your letter of the 3d, and in 
the time for the demolition of the old Long Bridge had to be | Would say that we have no ordinance here or regulation 
: : Z : width of tires on wagons; we have never believed it neces 
extended, because there would be no other way of crossing the Yours, very truly, 
river from that part of Virginia into the city. So I introduced Joun Wra\ 
bill providing that the old Long Bridge should be continued Now, here are letters from four cities which are 
existence for the length of time that the completion of the | to Washington, and not in a single one of them is 
vay bridge should be extended. These bills went to | regulation in regard to the width of tires, such as is 
». and the committee referred them to the District | for Washington. 
iissioners for recommendation. They recommended them If this innovation was contemplated for the city of 
They were also referred to the War Department, and the | ton, why was it not referred to the District Commis 
Department recommended the passage of both of these | a recommendation and for their views? 
Subsequently Congress passed the resolution extending Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Will the gentleman tel! 
ie for the completion of the new highway bridge. mittee what sort of streets they have in Richmond? 
reupon the chairman of the District Committee, as he Mr. RIXEY. They have pretty good streets in 
states, made an arrangement with the Pennsylvania road by | Baltimore has many asphalt streets, and so has Phila: 
which the old Long Bridge should continue to be operated, on | do not know how many. But I will say to the gentl 
an assurance on his part that Congress would provide compensa- | here, and it will save the trouble of saying it at anot! 
tion to the railroad for the expenses of maintaining and operat- | the pavements in the city of Washington will not bh 
it draw to the old Long Bridge. So far as the bill carries | fic that the streets of other cities bear, then some o 
that understanding, Mr. Chairman, I think the bill ought to | ought to be adopted. 
s. I have no disposition to embarrass the gentleman from Mr. WANGER. Will the gentleman permit me t 
"isconsin from making good his assurance to the railroad. him? 
fhe first and second sections of this bill have been recom- Mr. RIXEY. I will. 
led by the District Commissioners, and I believe that they Mr. WANGER. In the State of Pennsylvania ther 
to be enacted into law. But the third section is the one | a State law, providing for an abatement of taxes to 1 
which I object: is the one which has not gone through the | of vehicles that have broad tires. 
ular channels; is the one which is not recommended by the Mr. RIXEY. Well, I expect that is true, and I 
trict Commissioners; is the one which is opposed, I believe, | object to a provision of that sort here. 
the unanimous voice of the business people of this city, as Now, Mr. Chairman, as I said before, I do no 
nk I can show. District Committee in this case represent the wishes 0! 
' this wide-tire provision was reported I wrote to the | ness community. 
of Richmond, Norfolk, Baltimore, and Philadelphia, | Mr. BABCOCK. Will the gentleman permit a sugs 


MAYOr’s OF 
Baltimore, Md., Mar 


thie tl 








I yield to the gentleman. 
I want to call the attention of the House to 


M IXEY. 
’ \BCOCK. 
, n reference to the letters read by the gentleman, that 
: from cities that are not provided with asphalt streets 


t ; “ , . ‘ ae : ; 
- entire surface. The fact is that in Chicago and Balti 

5 | the other cities where the heavy traffic passes over 

yi navements are of granite blocks. In Chicago they do 


wagons to travel over the asphalt streets. 

M ‘IXEBY. I do not yield to the gentleman for a speech. 
nite man would not permit me to interrupt him. 

\ ‘-ABCOCK. I will retire. 

‘IXEY. Mr. Chairman, I have here the following ac- 
protest by the business people of Washington City 
‘provision. The account is taken from the Evening 
reh 9, 1906: 





~ i i 
RES—WIDTH PRESCRIBED IN BILL BEFORE HOUSE OF 
ATIVES BUSINESS MEN PROTEST MEETING HELD A‘ SOARD 
OMS YESTERDAY AFTERNOON——MATTER UNDER DISCUSSION 
‘MULATED FOR PRESENTATION TO CONGRESS—COM MITTEE 
HAVE CHARGE. 
\ yn embodied in a bill now before Congress requiring al! 
» District of Columbia weighing with their loads over 2 
t-inch tires has caused widespread opposition among 
who would be affected by such a law. 
said to have resulted from a desire to protect the paving 
1 to the new Highway Bridge. The managers of brick 
cinia, whose product is hauled to this city, desired to have 
, Bridge kept open for use another year, so that their busi 
not be interfered with. 
cinated at the War Department, and its purpose is said 
e the brickmakers in Virginia to equip their wagons with 
protect the approach to the long new Highway Bridge, 
’ t yet firmly settled. But as it is embodied in the bill it 


» entire city. 

sent out by business men for a meeting in the board of 

vesterday afternoon at 4 o'clock, at which there were in 

about sixty men prominently engaged in business here em 

s Among those present at the meeting were the follow 

| Brennan, of the Brennan Construction Company; Archibald 

( |. M. Burrell, V. B. Johnson, H. P. Johnson, Frank Hume, 
] vbold, E. 8S. Alvord, W. S. Knox, A. C. Moses, A. Carey, 
Fr. R. Riley, 


vi : G. W. Cissel: G. W. Barnes, of Potomac 

| ( vy: Mr. Pimm, of Warren Brothers; S. D. Lincoln, W. J. 

Hoge, F. P. May, L. BE. Smoot, Chas. Jacobsen; Mr. Green, 

trothers; A. B. Willis; R. F. Mentzel, of Pabst Brewing 
OFFICERS CHOSEN. 


; hald Greenlees was made chairman of the meeting, and 
innson was selected as secretary. Mr. John L. Newbold 
pon to explain the purpose of the meetings, and told of 








rovides for 4-inch tires which has been favorably acted 

Ilouse Committee on the District of Columbia, and ac 

present plans of the committee will come before the 

| Monday to be put upon its passage. He said such a law 
illy require the changing of the wheels of all the two 

in this city as well as many one-horse teams. Such a 

d involve an expense of a million or more dollars, he said. 

{ i. Brennan, president of the Brennan Construction Com 


! as laid a large portion of the asphalt pavements in this 
i that his company lays these pavements under contract, 


s them 


liable for the good condition of the pavements for 


ind they have to give bond that they will correct any de 
pavements oecurring in that time. But he would prefer 
if diversified sizes rather than tires of 4 inches. He did 

that a 2-inech tire would be any more harmful than a 

What the pavements really suffer from, he said, is the 

An asphalt pavement that is not sufficiently traveled, 

¢ in worse condition than one that is greatly traveled 


ying tires of different widths. 






r discussion, Mr. Arthur C. Moses moved the appoint 
nmittee of seven to present this matter to the Members 
in order that the bill may be recommitted to the com 
ent to the Commissioners for a report in view of the evi 
ould be offered to them. The following committee was 
Messrs. John L. Newbold, P. J. Brenman, A. CC. Moses, 
Kk. S. Alvord, Perry Johnson, and J. M. Burrell. This 
proceed to carry out its instructions at once. 
APPEAL TO CONGRESS. 
prepared and addressed to Chairman J. W. BaBcock, 
District Committee, which, after it had been agreed to, 
in the hands of the committee for presentation. It is as 
il to you and to your committee that H. R. bill 14897 
to the District Committee with a view to striking out sex 


informed that the subject has not been referred to our 
sioners, and that unofficially they are opposed to its 


ask for a hearing before your committee 
ain reported to the House; for, should it become 
ut will cause the greatest hardships. 
testimony that we herewith briefly submit, in advances 
isked for, we show that the enforcement of this measure 
damaging to the asphalt streets of the city than beneficial. 


tfully 


before 
a law 


mpanies now give a guaranty, which is made goed by 
ts of money in the hands of the District Commissioners, 
od all defects in the concrete paving for a term of five 


companies further beg to state herewith the enforce 
s measure will necessitate their making bids that will cost 
a greater expenditure, in view of the law which compels 
antee the work for five years. 
STANDARD WIDTH IN UNITED STATES. 
credibly informed that the standard width of tire for all 
icles throug 10ut the United States is 24 inches, and if 
using such a tire is satisfactory to all commercial cities 


ed States, where the percentage of hauling is far greater 
community, then it seems to us conclusive evidence that 
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there is no need for putting this hardship upon tl citizens of W 
ington, when no benefit of any sort can be obtained 

“We beg to state that one of our committee 1 nufactured a wagon 
with a carrying capacity of two tons, and put thereon 
and it required four horses to handle the wagon i: 1 of tw nd it 




















became necessary to rebuild the wagon 

“We also beg to state that this matter has mn \ 
ferred to the business interests of W: igton I de 
mittee of seven men, appointed at a meeting of t 1 
selves own 793 wagons and 970 horses, and 75 p tl ‘ 
interests of Washington were present at this meeting eid at 4 
March &, at the board of trade roor d vy i 
measure. We « mate that the enfoi t of 
in outlay of over $2,000,000 without any 
people, but will be actual great damage to the st 

OF FAR-REACHING EFFECT. 
This little and apparently inoffensive rider is far 1 

results, and will completely stop the bringing of fart d 
etc., Into the city markets The poor and the 1 h ¢ 
New wheels and tires of the requi * weight added to e y ) l 
in the District would make weight scarcely any o1 e could 
tinue to haul. 

* Finally, we beg to state that by June 1 Ww i i 
possibility, with the facilities in this city, to s t 
more than one-half of the v« es affected by this i 


woul 


accomplishing 


Institutions 


much 


this 


The petition was signed by W. S. Knox, E. §S d, Jofin I. 
bold, Arthur C. Moses, O. H. P. Johnson, P. J. B in, | l s 
the Hoge & McDowell Cx mpatr the And on | i ind S 
any, the G. W. Cissell Com the J. Ma \ ‘ ( 





King & Son, Chris. Heurich Brewing Company, F. P. M 
liume, National Capital Brewi Company ! ! Riley 
Brewing Company, Havenner Baking Company. ( v Bakir ( 





ng 





National Motor Company, American Ice Con ny, H e Ice par 
W. O. Anderson Express Company, Warren Bro ( pa j oO 
Caton & Sons, J. D. Robinson, V. Baldwin J I g Ex 
pany, Charles Jacobsen, Anacost Brick ¢ any. W 1. Zeh ¢ 
Merchants’ Transfer and Storage Compan Joh 1 Bre ‘ 
W. Knox Express Company, inan Constru 1 ¢ yar I 
Alvord & Co., W. B. Moses’ Sons 

Now, that states that the business interests of tl city 
Washington are unanimous in opposition to the re 
and, so far as I am aware, there is not a single business 


Washington, not one, who favors this proposition. 





















I have here also a letter from the George W. Knox Ex! 
Company, as follows: 
WASHIN w. D. ¢ A ny 
Hon. J. S. Rrxey, M. C., City 
DeaR Sir: Replying to your favor of the 20 } V 
that our regulation two-horse wagon ‘ } é l O00 
This wagon, with the usual 234-ine ixle, Ww \ ) 
6.000 pounds, thus making a total weight t 44 
wagons are the standard freight wagon i 
no doubt, noted lt is the standard stock £ 
turers of wagons Should ad t é | s 
few years ago), it would be against the iw for us t get stand ! 
ons from other cities to carry or 
’ is could be t The same < 1 happen 
other necessary vehicles. 
Also the following statement from them 
Dear Sir: I would call your atte 1 H. R N 1489 
(Report No. 1679), third section. wl a de ked n 
for the purpose of making a solid road to tl Hi Bridg 
posing almost impossible conditions n those « z ( 
city, not alone the express companies it the | er. Cox brick 
whilesale grocers, and, in fact, every dustry 
ing. I have observed drays in of St. I ) ‘ 
land, Cincinnati, Philadelphia, rk | t I i 
others, and in every instance tl Ww f e 
wagons is 24 inches. This widt ‘ ‘ | 
vehicles hauling from 2 to tons In ‘ 
tire is 24 inches for such vehicles made by the wl 
throughout the country 
To make such a radical « nge would r ré ich longer 
han the provisions of this l W il 1, 190 5 
yf the enormous expense entailed pon the owns 
width of tire is satisfactory in t i 
ected to the provisions of tl 7 It w ld a 
‘ the adjacent tates a | eg ft ving 
ty. : 
As you well know, we have no voice in ft matte ind 
subject to your sense of fairn nd right As 9 
voting citizens, we must enter our earnest pro 1 
port to defeat the measure We were 1! ‘ t 1 to 
views before either the Commissioners of the D I f ¢ 
the House Committee on the District of ¢ ir 
I am, with great respect, 
Yours, respectfully, Thue ( W. Kx t a ¢ 
They also sent me the price list showing what \ | st 
to put on 4-inch tires on the wagons they now have Fox 
wheels of 24-inch tire the list price is $50, an 1 for 4-i1 l s 
the price is, per set, $53. 
Littlefield, Alvord & Co. wrote me as ft S 
VW i ( ‘ 
Hon. JonHn F. RIxey, 
House of Representatives, Was  ¢ 
Dear Str: Replying to your favor of t 
vise you that the weight of our two-ho1 i ; 
about 3,000 pounds and loaded about 8,000 | i I o 
tires on these wagons is 24 inches 
Yours, very truly, Li 
E.S. A ) nt 
The chairman of the District Committee has re i 1 
statement of a count made of some hay wagons, s ving ly 
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; statement was made | said section would work an unnecessary hardship and yn 
who subsequently | ¢*Pense to the owners and users of teams hauling 2 tons oy 
co re ~~ | was further agreed that the association use its good offices 
the standing and | honorable means to defeat said legislation in becoming a law. 

A. D. Brockett, Very truly, yours, 

ent speaks for | Jas F. Oyster, ] 
nt speaks 10 Wa. F. Gupn, & 

Mr. Chairman, it seems to be contended here by 

| tleemen, and taken for granted almost without argem 

| the wide tire is necessarily much less injurious to 

and ought to be adopted no matter what the wishes o{ 
ness people of the city may be. I have here a work 
and pavements, by Baker, and I think it throws at | 
doubt upon the wisdom of this provision. I will 1 
three extracts: 

Although there is not much difference between the tr: 
broad and narrow tires, the latter are much more destri 
road, particularly on an earth one; but in deciding up 

width of tire there are other factors besides the road tha 

e of th ni idered. If wagons were employed only upon the public 

yagons. night be wise to use wide tires and sacrifice some tra 

i will do all within | the benefit of the roads. Other things being equal, a wa; 

use, and that we | tires is not so easily managed as one with narrow tires. 
ist you in this re- | easy to turn, the broad-tired wagon should have the nar: 
less efforts in our | the longer front axle, or the smaller front wheel. In 
ot. customary to adopt the smaller front wheel, which is ve 
| of the broken-stone roads so common in that country. | 

W. A. Smoot, Jr. | length of axle interferes with getting the wagon up to cril 

: Ze . ; ete., and increases the difficulty in going through gates 

count was made on April 17 of wagons | ings, and the like, and hence it is not clear that laws s! 

ferry to Washington from Alexandria. | regulating the width of tires, many claims to the co 

eat Wieven hed leada o ror «4.000 | Standing. 

ine. Eleven en loads - of over : f, The best argument against the enactment of laws cor 
them had 4-inch tires. Smoot & Co., of | tires is found in the fact that the numerous and long-en 
te me: | Statutes on this matter have of late years been abrogat 

rf experience haying shown that they are difficult to 
ou'e | generally disadvantageous. The Massachusetts highway 

Se e as Sons | after an elaborate discussion of the subject, says: “ It 

» al d we believe ee ee ng into the | doubtful expediency to endeavor, in the present state of ou 

} RO Se ae fect on District team | py general legislation, to control the width of tires or the 

, it seems to us that | wheels.” 

‘tion. after const: | it is probably best to leave the matter to private 
mn after consid- | the enterprise of manufacturers. The matter should 
behalf would be | to local authorities to pass regulations which shall be : 
particular conditions. Several States and cities have la 
the width of tires, but it does not appear that broad tirs 
ent citizen of Alex- | common there than in localities where no such laws exist 
seinRianieet ie eR Ee Many European countries have laws regulating the 
siness in Washing In England for one hundred years the law required 1 i: 
each 500 pounds of load, but all laws regulating the 

, D. C., April 19, 1906. have been repealed. 

Mr. Chairman, there is another provision in thi 
strikes me as being most extraordinary and harsh. 
the latter part of section 3. That section provid: 
shall be 4-inch tires on all wagons weighing, when | 

should be | pounds, with the further provision that any owner < 
anyone. 17 | Other person in control of such wagon or other vel 
rt one, L . ‘ ‘4 
0 oppose its | operating, or propelling the same who shall viol 
t OPE its ss > . : : * : . 
visions of said section, shall, on conviction thereof in 
court of the District of Columbia, be punished by 
exceeding $25, or by imprisonment for not more 

| days, or both. This would be a harsh provision an) 

especially so here in the District of Columbia—a 

| of land between the States of Maryland and Vi 

only way a wagon can go from the State of Vir 
section of probably 50 miles on the other side of 1 
into Maryland, or from Maryland into Virginia, 
S$ expense. : through and over this narrow strip of land of 
so doing yo Columbia. The owner of a wagon must stop and 
| 24-inch to 4-inch tires before he can cross or pass th 
| ington. No exception if his wagon and load t 
14,500 pounds. Failure to stop and provide himselt 
| equipment makes him liable to be taken before tl 
and fined $25 and perhaps, in addition, jailed for : 
9 understand that in the city of Washington the fin 
‘avy for working | the support of the police department. The gentle: 
.e dump. When we | Committee of the District of Columbia may know w 
hew will ( le ° * : 
y will not hold, but | ¢orrect in this statement. If that is true, what cl 
rdship on the poor | @ countryman have of escaping these interested 
a living, for the | They might, perhaps, omit the imprisonment, but the 
sn canes ii cana tae oy Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, may 
) Mak i v« ( e ite : yr: es ' 
> or $40 per set. , gentleman what occasion people from Virginia wou 
in ill help the | drive through the District of Columbia to get into t 
. Maryland? 
| Mr. RIXEY. Why, there is continual traffic over 1 
ee : I suppose. 
n, of Washington, Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. What occasion wou 
have with a load such as stated? 
Marcy 9, 1906. Mr. RIXEY. There is a good deal of traffic and t 
—e | twee states Virginia ¢ Maryland. 
es, Washington, D. 0. | tween the States of Virginia and Marylai d ae 
y : 1 : ; Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I mean with a heavy 
‘ attended meeting of the board of directors eae 7 “ough her 
ssociation, held March 8, House bill No. 14897 | | Mr. RIXEY. A good many loads go through here, 
rd and was thoroughly discussed; and on mo-| they do from one county to another. There are brids 
<nox, duly seconded by Mr. I ; Brennan, it was re- | the river here, and there is no impediment. You are 
ciation go on record as being unalterably. opposed | .; se . 
n of said bill, it being agreed that the adoption of | 1D& to erect a barrier. 


, VA., April 20, 1906. 


w’ » 


r, No. 2: You can well see the hardship this would | 
m owners in Virginia and Mary; 


Smoot & Co. 


. O'BRIEN, 
Alerandria, Va. 








\MPBELL of Kansas. I am asking for the occasion 
id make it necessary for a man to drive through with 
i of a load. 
»IXEY. There is considerable commerce 
virginia and the State of Maryland. 
\MPBELL of Kansas. With what kind of a load? 
‘IXBY. Oh, I could not tell you what kind. There may 
that are hauled by farmers from one section of the 
, another section. The provision for fine and impris- 
a harsh and unjust one, and even if the law were a 
» such a provision ought not to be permitted. I have 
the chairman of the Committee on the District of 
and I challenge the gentleman who sits in front of 
mber of the committee, the gentleman from Kansas 
(PBELL], Who, I believe, attends very regularly the 
eka’ ; of the committee, to say whether he knows of any 
interests in the city of Washington that favor this 
tion of the bill. 
\MPBELL of Kansas. My friend from Virginia, I 
ended one of the hearings that was given on section 3 


between the 


| 
XEY. I did. 
\MPBELL of Kansas. Does he not recall now 
one r another business men in the District 
vard and supported section 3 of this bill? 
RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I attended one meeting of the 
Committee on this subject. That was when the people 
exandria came over, and the committee only gave a 
al our—from half past 10 o’clock to 11, I believe it was 
ond then closed the hearing. Not a single man spoke in favor 
de-tire provision during the hearing given the people 


that 
of Columbia 


i 
} 


of A dria. 
\Ir. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I am unfortunate in not being 
ble remember names, but I remember distinctly of a num- 
1 saying that they were in favor of it. 
Mr. RIXEY. Business men? 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Business men. 
Mr. RIXEY. Not while I was there. 
\r. CAMPBELL of Kansas. That may be. 
\Ir. RIXEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman does not 
ch light upon that. I have shown the resolution 
y the business men’s meeting in the city of Washing 
re they unanimously condemned that third section. 
iittee has not referred the third section to the Dis 
( missioners. The business men say that the District 
C ers are opposed to the third section. Who favors 
S r as I know, absolutely nobody favors this third sec- 


t the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
| he gentleman who sits in front of me, and who has 
so often about carrying out the wishes of the people, if 
think the wishes of the people of the District of 
ought to be respected in a matter which so nearly 
They help to support by their taxes the pav- 
streets. They live here. They are in business. 
not to be consulted? They have nobody upon this 
represent them. The District Commissioners are ex- 
ome extent to represent their views, and yet the Dis- 
nittee refuse their request to refer the bill to the Dis- 
umissioners for recommendation. 
\MPBELL of Kansas. I will ask my friend if the bill 
en before the Commissioners ? 
IXEY. As I am informed, it never has. 
\MPBELL of Kansas. Was not the original resolution 
this provision was carried before the District Commis- 


hot 


them’? 


+] 
e 


LIXEY. 


hey 
Mtl 


I understand it never was. The original reso 
a 
\\ Department, to extend the time for the completion 
llighway Bridge, the other introduced by myself to ex- 
time for the demolition of the old Long Bridge—were 
to the District Commissioners, but section 3 never, as 
‘li ed. 
\MPBELL of Kansas. That was an amendment that 
by the committee, and my friend from Virginia well 
it when a bill is amended by a committee that it is not 
y to refer it. If the District Commissioners are op 
his bill I think I know them well enough to be able 
that they would make their protest against it if they 
opposed to it. 
-IXEY. Well, I can imagine that the District Commis 
§ lo not like to rush in on a matter as to which their 
not sought. I am informed by a statement in one 
ipers here that former Commissioner Black 
similar provision. I wrote to the present Engineer 
sioner Biddle that I understood his predecessor, Colonel 


re 
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were two of them, one introduced at the instance | 


reported 
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Black, had reported against it, and asked him to nd me a 
copy of Colonel Black’s report. This courteous rea tw d 
courteously treated and no reply made. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Evidently he not ed 
to the bill. 

Mr. RIXEY. I do not know his views, but he should have 
answered my letter at least. The business t their meet 
ing, a copy of whose resolution I have read, ted that they 
were informed that the District Commissio 3s were oO “l 
to this bill. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I will ask my friend if thes 
business men were not each of them men who were dil 
affected by the terms and provisions of section 3 of this bil 

Mr. RIXEY. Why, certainly they were; why not? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. They were affected b, th 
terms of the bill, and, therefore, were against 

Mr. RIXEY. Most assuredly they were interested nd so 
state, as follows: 

We also beg to state that this matter s not 1 an 
ferred to the business interests of Washi: ) ‘ lers i 
mittee of seven men, appointed at a me¢ ig | ( f ti 
themselves own 793 wagons and 970 horses, 75 pe 
business interests of Washington were present this n } 

What class of people should be heard and their interests con 
sulted and protected if not the people affected? If they had 
a representative upon this floor their voices would be heard 
and their interests considered. It is because they have no 
representative here; it is because the District Commissioners 
have not been consulted that the third section of this bill is 
brought in against their wishes. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask the gentl 
man a fair question. Is it not as much the duty of the Com 
missioners of the city of Washington to protest against bad 
legislation as to affirm good legislation? 

Mr. RIXEY. I do not understand that the Commiss ‘S 
volunteer in these matters. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. It is not their duty? 

Mr. SIMS. It is their duty when the bills are referred to 
them by the committee. 

Mr. RIXEY. Is it not the custom in the Committee on the 
District of Columbia on important bills to refer them to é 
District Commissioners for a recommendation ? 

Mr. SIMS. Concerning local city affairs: Ed I S 
under the impression that the original bill had be t 
seems that it never was referred to them. 

Mr. RIXEY. I think I have shown that the onl n 
favor of this provision, or rather the parties who have 
gested it, are the members of the District Committee themselves 
And how do they represent the wishes of the people of the Dis 
trict of Columbia? I say it is just such legislation as this that 
has built up public sentiment to the effect that the District « 
Columbia ought to be governed by its mayor and city council, or 
have a Representative and voice upon this floor. The condition 
is worse now than it was eight or ten years ago. I remembet 
very well when the Member from the district now represented 
by me was always on the Committee on the District es 
lumbia, and, until a recent date, the State of Marvland had ( 
Members on the District Committee, but the gentlems M 
Mupp and Mr. PEARRE] have both been removed from the com 
mittee, and I have heard it was the policy of the Speaker of 
this House to appoint no man upon the Dis Col tee 
whose district adjoins the District of Columbia. In this 
the voice of the people of the District of Colu A ¢ t 
heard except by a reference of bills to the District Co mn 
sioners, and that course ought always to be ued. 

Now, let us see how it works. Who stitutes the D 
trict Committee of this House? 1 will o tw Ol ! 
as representing the majority and minority. The first 
Republican members of that committee are the gentleman 
Wisconsin [Mr. Bascock],-who is chairman; the next upon ‘ 
committee is the gentleman from Michigan [Mr. Samuen W 
| SmirH], and the third upon the committee is the gentleman 
| from Maine [Mr. ALLEN]. So far as the Republican members 
i} are concerned—that is, the ranking members—the Speaker has 
gone to the remote sections of the country to sel el) Llow 
is it with the Democratic members? The first upon 1 O 
| mittee is the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Sims] ;¢ the 
second upon the committee is the gentleman from Lo na 
{Mr. Meyer]. Are these gentlemen = pre l to s Xx 
eathedra for the people of the city of Washing ut Col 
sulting them? The people of Washington \ ce 
cept through the District Commissioners. They were not given 
their representation in this case, and it w left to gent] 
men who hail from remote sections of the | d States to sug 
gest a measure of this sort for the guidance of the people the 


city of Washington. 
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have to keep off the street the horses and the men, ang . 
women, 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I do not know that I eare to eo) 
more time upon this proposition. I want to state ¢) 
as I am advised this third section of the bill will wo) 
ship upon the people whom I especially represent : 
serve. 


It is also a hardship upon the business peop! 


| city, whose interests are so contemptuously treated 


Mr. Chairman, there seems to be but two requisites for mem- | 
be yu 1 t District Committee, as laid down and followed 
by 1 S] < The first is that the members must come from 
th secti of the country, and secondly, they must 
abs n r about what the people of the city of 
V negton y They must be ignorant of what they are to | 
leg te upo d then tl must be so far away that their 
own constitue will not hold them responsible for what they 
do here. A gro r ease of want of representation can not | 
exis ny re ft 1 prey under the practice of the House 
here in regard to the District of Columbia. 

I have never been an advocate for popular suffrage in the 
District of Columbia. I have always been willing that it should 
I erned in some other way; but it is just such legislation 
as this, and it is just such rules as are enforced in the making 
up of the committee, that satisfies me that a change should be 
m and the people of this city given at least a Delegate 
upon tl floo 

If this was any other city in the United States, legislated for 
by the city council and by the mayor, the business people of the 
city would be consulted, and not for one moment would a law of 
th be placed upon the record of the city providing, as was 
said by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. CAMPBELL], for an 
absolute disregard of every man who was interested in the pro- 








posed legislation. Who ought to be consulted in a matter of 
this sort if not the people who own the wagons, who own the 
horses, who contribute to the wealth of the community in the 
business in which they are engaged, who pay the taxes and have 
a right to the use of the streets? 
ir. Chairman, it is said that the use of 24-inch tires cuts the 
streets of Washington. It was shown by the District Commit- 
tee in one of the hearings in which there were three gentlemen 
from the city of Alexandria that there was not a 4-inch tire 
v 1 in the city of Alexandria; and whilst many people are 
» habit of speaking rather contemptuously of the streets of 
Ale? I I say here that there are some streets there which 
might t an example for the people who build the pavements in 
the city of Washington. In that city there is not a 4-inch tire 
Wi ind one of the witnesses before the District Committee 
test 1 that he owned twenty-eight wagons. He is an express- 
man, and he gave an instance, I remember, showing the hardship 
of the proposed provision. He said, “I have an engagement to | 
bring my wagons here to the city of Washington to-morrow over 
the ry and ve a citizen of the city of Washington to Lorton 
tat down in \ , 
s hearing v granted when the roads were muddy. “If,” 
‘s ‘this requirement was now law and I had to bring 
i here I could not move that man, because I could not 
‘ the roads 
ee why we should put a wall around the District of 
( ia. The city of Richmond does not have a requirement | 
yrt, the little city of Norfolk does not have it, the city of 
Lb: re d i0t have it, and the city of Philadelphia does 
not ! e it; nd if the pavements in the city of Washington 
al . t, then you could improve upon them by put- | 
t er | ents down. There may be and is great doubt | 
as ther e vements are proper p ments or not. In 
t] iter in 1 e of sleet or even ordinary rain, they 
SO I I t T yr s ean hardly st 
i i ] well | by the side of a b ( 
The t cuts the vements. Why, I 
Mr. PRINCI What i. 


s there about 5,000 lam«e 









Dist f ¢ | fA on account ol e |] ements ? 

Mir. RI I really do not know anythil bout the merits 
of statement I have heard that the meness was caused 
to xtent by these asphalt paven 

GAINES of Tennessee. They are generally these bob- 

{ ‘ , that have got tails about that long [indicating], that 
( ) dd n I nns} lvania avenue 

RIXEY. I understood, on the contrary, that they are 

t] ng-tailed horses—the horses that draw th wagons and 

1 in I undersi 1 these as] pavements are 

nt en f he automobile and for the rubber-tired 

\ 3s and buggi nd cari es. But if they do not bear the 

‘ vy tl v 1 the ci streets ought to bear, then we 
( to have diff vement here 

r some r mn, I do know why, this city seems to have 

i the phalt in p ice to all other kinds of pave 

I Nobody chalk { propriety of having that kind of 

pay mt. It is ee l as the Washington pavement. Yet 

‘ idy’s boot passing over these streets in summertime will 

» its impress there. If you are going to prohibit everything 


the streets that makes a mark upon the streets, that makes 
n indenture in the pavement, then you will have to keep off 
reets not only the 45-hundredweigl 


it wagon, but you will | that caused me to make this motion. 


statement being in substance that of course they are ; 
but what right have they to complain? 

It is shown here that there are many people acros 
especially in the city of Alexandria, who transact 
the city of Washington. Alexandria is the wholesa), 
drugs and many groceries for the city of Washington. 
sent here in wagons. Much of the lumber comes here. 

here. Nearly all the wagons weigh, when | 
4,500 pounds. It would require all these people to 
tires upon their wagons, if they come here. It would 
hardship upon other sections, and especially it would 
hardship upon the people of the city of Washington 
protested. 

It is up to this House to say whether, against the . 
the people of Washington and of the District of ¢ 
will insist on forcing this legislation upon the city of \ 
ton. It seems to me to be a great hardship to do 
third section should be stricken out. So far as the 
second sections of the bill are concerned, I agree wi 
tleman from Wisconsin that those sections ought to }y 
He has given his pledge to the Pennsylvania Railr 
should be paid for the cost of operating the Long PB: 
Congress could provide for it, and I am willing that 
shall be made good. Let the third section be stru 
the bill then passed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Src. That on and after Monday, the 12th day of Fe! 
and until the time fixed for the removal of said Long Brid 
bridge shall be under the control of the Commissioners of 
of Columbia, and shall be maintained and kept in repair by 
of appropriations to be provided by Congress for such purp 
vided, however, That the said railroad company, or its succ 
maintain said Long Bridge after Monday, the 12th day 
1906, until the appropriation to be made by Congress, as :; 
available to the Commissioners of the District of Columbi 
vided further, That the said railroad company, or its succe 
imbursed for its actual reasonable expenditures for the 
tenance of said Long Bridge, Mast above mentioned, unt 
priation for its maintenance by the said Commissioners 
able; and for such purpose the sum of $5,000, or so much 
may be necessary, is hereby appropriated and payable from 
in the Treasury not otherwise appropriated, one-half charg 
the revenues of the District of Columbia and one-half 
United States. 


Mr. SIMS. 


25, page 2 


~, 
> 


comes 


Mr. Chairman, I move to amend secti: 
by striking out the word “ one-half;” and in 


page 3, strike out the words “and one-half against the;” 


in line 2 strike out all of the line “ United States.” 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 2, strike out the word “ one-half;" on page 
and 2, strike out the words “and one-half against the United 

Mr. SIMS. I will state why I make this motion. 1 
Bridge was maintained by the Pennsylvania Railroad 
no expense to the District of Columbia or to the Gover 
the United Sta The Long Bridge was used by the V 
ton and Mount Vernon Electric Railway Company, and i 
rental to the Pennsylvania Railroad Company. Now t! 
highway bridge has been constructed and the Penns 
Railroad Company is relieved from any maintenance of 
highway bridge. The Washington and Mount Vernon 
tailway Company uses the new highway bridge and p 
tain sum for each passenger. The continuation of 
Bridge for the purpose of permitting this work to lb 
ought not to be maintained, as I contend, at the expens 
Government of the United States for any part t 
this reason: The Washington and Mount Vernon Pl 
way Company pays its entire rental to the District of 
In other words, the District of Columbia gets all the 
of the new highway bridge that used to be paid by tl 
Vernon Railway to the Pennsylvania Railway for occu) 
using the Long Bridge. 

The maintenance of the new highway bridge is on 
by the District of Columbia and the other half by the 
States. Therefore, as the District gets all the reven 
the new bridge, and then after the construction of 
bridge the use of the old bridge has been continued 
bill, therefore I think it equitable and just that the 
paid for the maintenance of the old bridge should be | 
tirely out of the District revenues, because the District 
ali the revenues of the new bridge. It is this matter of « 
If the revenues 


line 25, 


tes. 


1 
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a » were divided equally, one-half going to the Treas- | would sometimes exceed the limit of 4,500 pounds, fo1 l 
at United States and the other going to the District, this bill prescribes these wide-tire wheels. 
t! uld be right for this Long Bridge to be maintained They have political meetings at which that band ig 
half; but inasmuch as all the revenues go to the Dis- | forms just across the line of this District, out here in VP 
sata the new bridge and one-half of the maintenance of | George County, Md. 
dge comes out of the United States, I think the ex- Il hope it shall not come to this, Mr. ¢ n, t 
: » Long Bridge being temporarily maintained for the | Member of Congress with his band wagon < hold 
the new bridge should be paid entirely by the District | meetings almost within sight of this Capitol, can co! 
( top of Good Hope Hill over yonder where | n look d 
MI ;COCK. I hope the House will agree to the amend- | eventide upon this city, like unto Moses n he looke \ 
| from off the mountain to the Promised Land, and t 
AIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered | mitted to enter it, because of the narrow ed, a 
~ tleman from Tennessee. wheeled legislation of this kind, which is aimed to vn 
ion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. the interests and the liberties of the people of my dist nd 
read as follows: the neighboring sister districts of the S e of \ L. 
t from and after the Ist day of January, 1907, every [Laughter and applause. ] 
; her vehicle of whatsoever kind or description weighing, | Now, then, Mr. Chairman. my amendmet ig for ft] 
. more than 2 tons, used, operated, or propelled on, Over, | nose. If this foul blow is to fa)] nap 
y of the streets, avenues, alleys, bridges, or roadways of | ! , : i ' 
so t of Columbia, shall have wheel tires not less than 4 inches | their brethren across the Poton in Virgin I t 
wher Set oe ee eee = centres of such wears to ask this committee to join hands with p oning e 
‘ rovisions of. this ‘sec tion, shall, on ‘conviction caret te | advent of the evil day by incorporating His pr t 
‘ rt of the District of Columbia, be punished by a fine not | amendment which I have submitted, by wl 1 we 
or by imprisonment for not more than sixty days, or | stall and forfend the coming of it. and our people sl 
lieve of i nti é ast oO > ear rom ext Julv +} 
ndment recommended by the committee was read, as | ee ees — ser a pod ace ne a { - og 
f ci “alii Nec Sines, till ical acta tines: eet | to the grinding and exacting conditions that an extortionate 
aad id five hundred pounds.” a a | wagon trust is about to inflict upon them through the instru- 
The tion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. Se of this committee. [Applause] oe 
‘Mr. MUDD. I offer an amendment. Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I would like to ask t ' 
: a man if he will accept this amendment: “ Provided, 1 S 
The Clerk read as follows: | ail hall ee he Mudd b: a 
ne 3, strike out the word “ January” and insert in lieu - — sha not apply to t -— ee © ind wago ; ; 
tt e the va “ July.” Mr. MUDD. I should be inclined to accept that, but I am 
Mr. MUDD. Just a word, Mr. Chairman. I do not believe | not sure that I ought to put down the name of the wagon in 
that section ought to be adopted as a part of this bill, and | Just that form in the record. 
vet | do not intend to take up but a very little time of the com-| Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, I hope the committee will 
mittee in protesting against it. I have had more requests to | *sree to the amendment offered by the gentleman from Mary- 
vote against this section than for any piece of legislation that | 1#™4. I think it is a wise and good one. — ‘ 
has ¢ to my attention during this session of Congress. rhe ¢ HAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. By whom? by the gentleman from Maryland. . 
Mr. MUDD. Not excepting the rate bill, the Philippine tariff rhe question was taken; and the amendment was as L to 
bill. 01 other matter of national importance. Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I propose at the proper 1 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Who requested it? strike out section 3, but as the first thing in order would be t 
Mr. MUDD. The farmers of my district; and it seems to me | Perfect the section I offer the following amendment to ( 
t] ‘s of the gentleman’s district and their Representative | ** the end of the section : 
wo | a sort of sympathetic interest in the farming interest Provided, however, That this section shall not apply to vel 
of my State. I thought we were together until this afternoon, | t#@n those loaded with brick coming into the Dist Columbia. 
when the gentleman has changed from the interest of the farm- | That leaves it to apply to brick wagons and does not apply to 
ers al ined the broad-wheeled-wagon salesmen. | other wagons that come into the District of C ! 
Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I don’t know but that I ought to| Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. Chairman, that would be cle ou 
come k and help you out. [Laughter.] | of order; that is class legislation. 
Mr. MUDD. I can not see any reason for legislation of this| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee rose. 
char unless it be in the interest of some wagon trust.| Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman—— 
{] r.] The chairman at the head of the committee has| The CHAIRMAN. ‘Is the gentleman from Tennessee me! 
not ¢ tened the House as to why this section was put in. I | ber of the District Committee? 
{ ly informed that the District Commissioners have not Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. No, Mr. Chairman, but I |! 
asked it to be put in. I have heard nothing from any citizen of | been alluded to several times in the cross fire that h e 
the ] t of Columbia in favor of this proposition; and Mr. | going on. ~- 
( , Since I have been a Member of this House, and have The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentleman 
been for several sessions, and by many people am now thought | from Tennessee. 
to be a member of the District of Columbia Committee, there| Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I want to say that I do not have 
are f hings of interest in the District of Columbia that I am | any personal interest in this matter. I know 1 fr l d 
not | to do something about or for on one side or the other. | Virginia [Mr. Rrxry] has sound judgment nd ord y I 
I t know the width of the wheels of all wagons in my | am willing to yield to his judgment about most anyt r and 
district. I am not acquainted with all the wagons in my dis- | also to my friend from Maryland [Mr. Mu But I want to 
t I think I do know most of the owners and drivers | call the attention of these gentlemen to the fact that the city 
( ns, and I am interested in them. I want to protect | of Washington, thank God, does not belong to Maryland or to 
their ‘sts. It is the period of the year, or the period of | Virginia or any one State. Congress is the city ¢ 
he approaching, in which I think every Representa- | after the interests of this city. It is the duty of « 
rming community ought to see to it that his people | to do his part. It seems to me that the committee has 
al r interests are not trampled upon b ny such drastic | considerate in this matter—this measure is not to take « 
legis as this. The spring crops are < iz on, and the | next January. The Commissioners of the District of 
fall and, it may be the fall fence. vill soon need | have not been reared in the country, as s 5 
lov ‘r. [Laughter.] The farmers need us now. We | They may be good military men and good pt : ] 
vi e farmers a little later on. | but they may not know anything about br 
: S another matter; there is another kind of wagon | They are not men who have been down on 
t n my mind’s eye. I know a Congressman from | many of us, who who know that TT 
M ho owns in his own right a band wagon, who ¢arries | streets. I know that a broad t 
t s of his band and their musical instruments and | as a narrow one. 
t! nd sometimes himself, and I have seen that wagon My friend from Virginia [Mr. R 
- iggregation of its human freight so heavily loxded | mayor or somebody in Richmond I 
A - cobblestone pavement, so the ntiemal M 
‘it, GRAHAM. 'The men or the wagon? | LAMB], who comes from Richmond, inform 
‘UDD. TI hope the gentleman will not press me too | Of course a tire 2} inches in width or on! 
c ipon that point. I think, perhaps, that that particular | width, as narrow almost as a knife blade, would b lit 
ve thus freighted and thus filled as I have described it, | tle effect on that heavy granite pavement. 
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The interested and selfish expressmen seem to have had a the same committee and it was like trying a case befo 7 
me gz of their own in the city of Washington, and petition | who had not only made up his mind, but entered 5 
Co ess to protect their interests, when the great voice of the and only as a matter of courtesy agreed to allow the | 
py is the other way, I infer, because, as I understand it, the | to complain. 
c inissioners of the District represent, or should represent, the | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I understand that ; 
pe and the Commissioners have not protested, either as | you read here a while ago were “transfer men.” ; 
individuals or as Commissioners. So we must presume that other people who have rights besides them. I know = 
they are representing tle great body of the people in favoring | himself recognizes that. 
this legislation. The law does not take effect at once. Our | Mr. RIXEY. Is there anybody in favor of it? 
wit 1 tires wear out—unlike Members of Congress. They are | Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. I presume people are 
serviceable. They do the people some good, and they do the | it or otherwise there would be protests here. : 
farmer some good, and the result is that a wagon tire does wear | Mr. RIXEY. gut, my friend, the parties who re; = 
out some time, I think the life of a wagon tire, as near as I can | people of the District of Columbia are the Distr 
remember, is from twelve to eighteen months, particularly the | sioners. 
tires on the hind wheels. We all know that the heavy wagon Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Then why did t! 
has on it usually what is known as a “slow lock,” which | protest? 
rubs and rapidly wears the tire. Mr. RIXEY. It has been stated here that it 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. | for the District Committee to refer to the Distr ( 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous | sioners. The gentleman from Tennessee, Judge Sy). 
( ent to be permitted to proceed for one minute. | ber of the committee, stated the fact that it has be 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Tennessee asks unani- | custom. That custom was not followed in this case ' 
mous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there objection? am informed that this bill is opposed by the Comunis “ 

There was no objection. | by the business interests of the city. 

Mr. GAINES of Tennessee. Mr. Chairman, as I say, the time Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I hope that section 3 y 
when this law will go into effect has been extended. In that | be stricken out of the bill. As the gentleman fr Virg 
length of time, some fourteen months, these tires will have al- || says, it was not referred to the proper authorities of Dis 
mi worn away, and certainly those that have been already | to be passed upon, and I will venture now to say th 4 
wearing, because we presume the tires now used have been | cite of the people of Washington should be taken ux 1“ 
used for some ti So it will be seen that by the time this be- | tion the proposition to require these 4-inch tires on wagons 
eC a law the wagons will, as a rule, need new tires. Much, | the District, in accordance with the provisions of this } 
if , of the loss we hear about will be incidental or inevitable | would be voted down by a vote of two to one. My friend fr 
W er we enact this bill or not. We know that we ought to | Tennessee seems to think that there has been no st A 
pi ve the streets. No one disputes that these narrow tires | great many people in the District have been to me ilt 
do « up the streets. We know that we step in holes in the | probably a great many of them have been to other Members 

‘ particularly at night, and that automobiles and carriages | Congress—protesting, and they were not all transfer « 

to them day and night. | either; none of them who came to me were. 

| ve the greatest respect for my friend from Virginia [ Mr. Among other gentlemen, I happen to recall Mr. MeDowe 
Rr ind he knows that I would favor him in a minute in a} who has a flour mill down here, and he told me, a: ¢ of 
| or purely local matter, but it is our duty to the Ameri- | things, this would cost them, and everybody else engage 
c e to preserve this great city that belongs to the Ameri- | the business here, a very large amount of money. | 
( e 1d to make the people surrounding the city of | know how much it would cost the people of the Dist 
Vi iington, as well as those who live within its borders, even | gether, but it looks to me like it is oppressive. If t v 

be express conpanies, deal fairly by the people and the | any need for it, if it did any good, it might be well. his 
nation. Hence my position here to-day in this matter. | dirt-road proposition, or a gravel-road proposition. W 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has again expired. heavily loaded wagon goes over a dirt road with thes 

h RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the time | tires it cuts into it, but I have never seen it affect stone | 
‘ 1 for one minute. I would like to ask the gentleman a | ments—good asphalt. For country roads it might be a good 

The gentleman talked as though he owned the city of | law; undoubtedly would be if the roads were of dirt 
W igton. Mr. BABCOCK. The gentleman has seen holes ie st 
) GAINES of Tennessee. Oh, no. If I did I would divide| Mr. WILLIAMS. Of course I have seen holes 
W friend from Virginia. | and I know holes do get in the street, but I have 1 . 
RIXEY. I was under the impression that the gentleman | anything like the ruts that are made by the tires t] 
r ented the city of Nashville. | yehicles when running on dirt roads, and I do n 
:AINES of Tennessee. No; I do not. I represent five | gentleman can show me one in the entire city of Washing 
c ne of which includes Nashville. | Of course I have seen where the asphalt had broken, and 
‘ir, RIXEY. What is the regulation in Nashville? | course that has to be repaired, and repairing is g on 
\ir. GAINES of Tennessee. There is a regulation, I think, | the time. 
t] quiring heavy wagons to have broad tires. Besides that| Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Now, just on that 
v cobblestone streets—the main streets—and some new | rhe committee gave a hearing, and members of the | 
kind of asphaltum in the residential localities. who had been giving attention to the matter told us t 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | tired, heavily loaded wagons would cut down into tl! 
I have heard the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. | Another wagon would come along and cut just a | 
talk on more than one occasion about the necessity and | and within three or four days there would be one of 
1 the righteousness of giving the people of the } that are so numerous on Pennsylvania avenue. 
DD of Columbia some representation, some voice in the| Mr. WILLIAMS. Three or four days? 
t. | Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes. 
Mir. GAINES of Tennessee. Indeed I am for that now. | Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘Then we would not have had spl 
\ RIXEY. hen how does the gentleman reconcile that | pavement at all. They would have been destroyed t! 
e fact U this section has not only not been referred to | we could construct them. 
Lis t ¢ imissioners, but the statement is made here that Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The asphalt paveme! 
D lt and the further fact that a meeting of the | Peace Monument to the Treasury is full of holes to~ 
men « of Washington, representing 75 per cent | is largely due, so the police say, to heavily loaded, 1 
f : the business transacted in the city of Washington — wagons cutting the pavement. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. In wagons. Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chairman, from the 
Mr. RIXEY Well, in wagons—business transacted with | of the Elysian fields of Kansas, this may be an 4a 
\ and in that way, the sentiment was unanimously | pavement from the Peace Monument down to the Tr 
t this bill. from my poor little standpoint of the pavements I h 
GAINES of Tennessee. Without a single petition being | the world it is a pretty good pavement, and we are 
thout a single man coming up here to protest against it, | very proud of it. 
r d it. The body of the “people” has not peti- Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. There are a good m s 
cainst this, as I am informed. it, and it costs annually large sums of money to keep 
RIXNEY I will say to the gentleman that the District Mr. WILLIAMS. Yes; and I notice, by the w ; 
( tt tl place, never gave anybody an opportunity. | not cut; not that sort of holes. They are round h ve 
heard of it until this bill was reported, and | holes. - 


sted vigorously, and the bill was recommitted to | 





Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. What I wanted to 





viv Wu. 
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n from Mississippi is that the policemen say these | this particular matter come up to 
first make a narrow cut, then another wagon cuts | ness, or not until the next District d 
ie place, and in that way the round and square holes The SPEAKER. It would go « 


the Chair understands, unles 
LIAMS. I understand that, and then you said that Mr. BABCOCK. The 
n came along, and then “in three or four days they | understand, Mr. Speaker. 











the asphalt.” The SPEAKER. Is a separat d 
PBELL of Kansas. The holes that are constantly | amendment than the one indicated f 
and repaired all along Pennsylvania avenue are | taken on the othe1 end S 
lescribed by the police. The question was take nd t 
IAMS. ‘These witnesses went a little too far. be- | The SPEAKER. ‘The Clerk will 
ik two or three days only to cut through the asphalt | ment. 
have any asphalt in the city at all, especially on The Clerk read as follows 
avenue. On the other pavements it is not re After the word “men 
if required on the asphalt, and I do not think it is | down to the word “ of 
But it is absolute oppression to the people who a have been for five year 
business here. Washington is not much of a} joara of oer : - ; ’ 
it is true - so that the } 
CIN, Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask if thers ‘ s “ rt 
ding? here. afl ar he : 
IAMS. But it is hard on the men with delivery | ceding their appointment 
all that, and a hardship on the country people —, =<ae meme : . 
ds into tewn. coiemia eee on that aie . 
\.IRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Missis-| | follow 
WILLIAMS] has expired. a =, D & 
is on the amendment offered by the gentleman Mr WIT : en Me 3 s 
[Mr. Rrxey], which the Clerk will report. — ba ILLIAMS. war. Om “thay 
again read the amendment. he SI BAKER. rhe genth 
n was taken; and the Chair announced that the ig ME: WILLIAMS. The previous question 
to have it. if the House were to adjourn no a 
COCK. Division, Mr. Chairman. to-morrow morning as unfinished business : 
tee divided; and there were—ayes 40, noes 48. The SPEAKER. in the PERNA CE UNO * 
1\dment was rejected. ; Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I expr the | 
Y. Mr. Chairman, I now move to strike out the | ™®2 from Wisconsin may al the He 
prom It is 20 minutes after 5. 
( AIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia moves to eee ae K IU Will take ¢ 
the third section. rae a sam te ee 
n was taken; and the Chair announced that the Mr. W ILLIA: iS. If you do J A 
i to have it. another bill, and it will take SOI i@ more ru Mr. S I 
XEY. Division, Mr. Chairman. move that the House do now adjour: 
ttee divided; and there were—ayes 36, noes 49. rhe motLon was agreed to. 
LLIAMS. No quorum present, Mr. Chairman. Accordingly (at o oclock and ~0 


AIRMAN. The Chair will count. [After counting.] adjourned. 
A nresent, swe . ° ; ‘ 
: WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I call for tellers on the EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the f . 
n was agreed to; and the Chair appointed Mr. | munications were taken from the Speaker’s tabl 1] red 





taKeCUu A 
B 1 Mr. WILLIAMS as tellers. as follows: 
ttee again divided; and there were—ayes 43, A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of ¢ 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by tl uu n tl 
» tion was rejected. Wiley W. Tipton against The United St ) ( 
M ;COCK. Mr. Chairman, I move that this bill be laid | on War Claims, and ordered to be printed. 

{ . favorable recommendation. A letter from the Secretary of State, tra 
| n was taken; and the motion was agreed to. from the French ambassador m: ; complail s t 
M BCOCK, I move that the committee do now rise. of certain documents at the port CGeorgetow 

n was agreed to. tee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 
1 the committee rose, and the Speaker having re- A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, tr 
chair, Mr. Lirrterrecp, Chairman of the Committee copies of letters from the Commis ner of tl ‘ . i 


House on the state of the Union, reported that the | Office, report as to contr f 
id had under consideration the bill (H. R. 18442) to | Mexico between the offici 

late the salaries of teachers, school officers, and | ANprews—to the Committ 
es of the board of education of the District of | to be printed. 
( nd the bill (H. R. 14897) providing for the tem- A letter from the Secretary of War, t1 





{ 
enance of the Long Bridge over the Potomac River, | vorable recommendation, 2 draft of 
purposes, and had directed him to report the same | position of useless document the Joint + ¢ 
» with amendments and with a recommendation that | the Disposition of Useless Papers in the E 


mended do pass. and ordered to be printed. 
COCK. Mr. Speaker, if it is the proper time, I ask A letter fri 


} 


m the Secretary of 





it Lt A c A ' l 
msideration of the bill H. R. 18442. copy of a letter from the Assis S¢ t of ¢ 
\KER. Is a separate vote demanded on the amend- | Labor submitting an est te « pr 
signals—to the Committee on Appropriatio! l orde 
COCK. Mr. Speaker, I demand a separate vote on | printed. 
it. I do not know how it is numbered in the bill, A letter from the Secretary of the Treas S 
amendment placing the appointment of the board of | copy of a letter from the Attor ( 
e h the supreme court instead of the Commissioners. | for authority to transfer ¢ \ 
eparate vote on that. for fees of ju the Co 
TER of Vermont. I move the previous question on | ordered to be 
t the amendments thereto to its final passage. A letter tary « 
h was taken; and the Speaker announced that the | estimate of : for cons 
to have it. f the removal lict ! ( 
IAMS. Division, Mr. Speaker. and Foreign Commerce, and « 
e divided; and there were—ayes 105, nays 5. | A letter from the Secreta 
LIAMS. Mr. Speaker, a parliamentary inquiry. | copy of a letter from the Secreta \\ 
\KER. The gentleman will state it. | mate of appropriation for ri ‘ss in J 


LIAMS. If the House were to adjourn now, would | Committee on Appropriatic 


' 
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A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, recommending | (No. 4109); which said bill and report were refer 
i rf assay office in New York—to the | Private Calendar. 
17s and Grounds, and ordered to be Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Inyalid p 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15542 
Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting aj} an increase of pension to Charles E. Tompkins, re 
ale the Secretary of War submitting an esti- | same with amendment, accompanied by a report (> 
mate of appropriation for relief of Warner, Barnes & Co. (Lim- | which said bill and report were referred to the Privat, 
ited), of Manila, P. I.—to the Committee on Claims, and or- Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid P 
dered to be printed. | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 15105 
\ letter fron Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | an increase of pension to Jacob Sheil, reported the 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War submitting an esti- | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4111): 
mate of appropriation for certain claims for rent and damages | bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 
in the Philippine Islands—to the Committee on Claims, and Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid 1, 
ordered to be printed. | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1262 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | an increase of pension to James H. Morrill, report: 
of a letter from the Secretary of War, submitting an esti- | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 411 
appropriation for replacement of signal stores of the | said bill and report were referred to the Private Ca! 
destroyed at Seattle—to the Committee on Appropria- | Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Inyalid P 
and ordered to be printed. | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12465 
‘tter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | an increase of pension to A. N. Bradish, reported the 
f a letter from the Secretary of the Interior, submitting | amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4113); 
an estimate of appropriation for education in Alaska—to the | bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar 
Committee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. Mr. BRADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pp 
A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10s 
copy of a letter from the Secretary of War, submitting an esti- | ing an increase of pension to Michael Kearns, reported 
nat if appropriation for construction and repair of hospitals | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4114 
Francise to the Committee on Appropriations, and | said bill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
| to be printed. | Mr. CHAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid P 
letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 109 
of a letter from the Secretary of War, submitting an esti- | an increase of pension to James Holderby, reported 
ff appropriation for replacement of law library in the! without amendment, accompanied by a report ( 
of the judge-advocate, department of California, destroyed | which said bill and report were referred to the Privat: 
arthquake—to the Committee on Appropriations, and Mr. CALDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pe 
“1 to be printed. to which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10004 
ing an increase of pension to Martin L. Holcomb, 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (> 
which said bill and report were referred to the Privat: 
Mr. DEEMER, from the Committee on Invalid P 
se 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of the fol- | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12 
x titles were severally reported from committees, delivered | ing an increase of pension to Samuel Palmer, report: 
Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars therein | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 41 
s follows: said bill and report were referred to the Private Calend; 
BIRDSALL, from the Committee on the Judiciary, to Mr. HOLLIDAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pe: 
3. 134) establishing | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 104 
‘erritory, reported | ing an increase of pension to Lewis F. Davis, repor 
ne without amendment, accompanied by a report (No. | with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 411! 
- which said bill and report were referred to the House | said bill and report were referred to the Private C 1d 
endar. ; Mr. EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pens 
* CAMPBELL of Kansas, from the Committee on the Dis- | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11655 
f Columbia, to which was referred the bill of the House | a pension to Theodore Cole, reported the same with : 
prohibit the killing of wild birds and other | accompanied by a report (No. 4119) ; which said bill a 
District of Columbia, reported the same | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
iccompanied by a report (No. 4207); which He also, from the same committee, to which was r 
were referred to the House Calendar. bill of the House (H. R. 12183) granting a pensior 
from the Committee on the Judiciary, to | J. Livingston, reported the same with amendment, a 
bill of the House (H. R. 14173) to | by a report (No. 4120) ; which said bill and report wer 
substitute for the United States district | to the Private Calendar. 
Hawaii, reported the same without He also, from the same committee, to which was rv 
yy a report (No. 4208); which said | bill of the House (H. R. 11841) granting an increase of | 
“i to the House Calendar. sion to I. A. McCulley, reported the same with 
I the Committee on Military Affairs, to | accompanied by a report (No. 4121) ; which said bill 
red the bill of the House (H. R. 16013) provid- | were referred to the Private Calendar. 
‘rtain persons, reported the same with amend- He also, from the same committee, to which was r 
pal | by a report (No. 4209); which said bill and | bill of the House (H. R. 10965) granting an increas 
referred to the Committee of the Whole House on | sion to Mortimer F. Sperry, reported the same wit! 
1e Union. ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4122); which s 
the same committee, to which was referred the | report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
R. 18498) for the purpose of carrying out Mr. SULLOWAY, from the Committee on Invalid P 
‘al Orders, No. 195, War Department, | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 109 
» presentation of medals, reported the same | a pension to Helen G. Powell, reported the same 
accompanied by a report (No. 4210); | ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4123) ; which 
which said bill and report were referred to the Committee of | report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. Mr. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
i iad sions, to which was referred the bill of the House (II. lt. L111) 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND | 8tanting an increase of pension to John Kamerer, report’ i 
RESOLUTIONS. same without amendment, accompanied by a report (\ 
which said bill and report were referred to the Privat: 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolutions of Mr. LINDSAY, from the Committee on Invalid 
following titles were severally reported from committees, | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10051 
vered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the | an increase of pension to Martin Haley, reported tl) 
le House, as follows: amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4125); 
r. DIXON of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- | bill and report were referred to the Private Calend 
to whi ‘as referred the bill of the House (H. R. 6421) | He also, from the same committee, to which was 
‘ increase of pension to Reuben Van Buskirk, re-| the bill of the House (H. R. 10224) granting an i 
with amendment, accompanied by a report | pension to David Bussey, alias George Brown, re] 


a 


COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 


was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
ij ial recording district in Indian Te 


‘rom 
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amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4126) ; | 
hill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
VARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8660) granting 
»o William Mabery, reported the same with amend 
inied by a report (No. 4127); which said bill and 
referred to the Private Calendar. | 
\NEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
eferred the bill of the House (H. R. 7548) granting | 
of pension to Prior M. Pavy, reported the same 
ent, accompanied by a report (No. 4128); which | 
1 report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
VER. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
referred the bill of the House (Il. R. 7910) granting 
of pension to Nicholas Karns, reported the sai 
endment, accompanied by a report (No. 4129); 
ill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ANEY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
erred the bill of the House (H. R. 9159) granting 
of pension to John S. MeClary, reported the sam 
ft Im nt, iwcompanied by a report (No. 4150) ; which 
1 report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
MER. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
rred the bill of the House (H. R. 18631) granting 
of pension to Daniel Whalen, reported the same 
iment, accompanied by a report (No. 4151); which 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
“DSAY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
2 referred the bill of the House (H. R. 14523) grant- 
ease of pension to Thomas Thornton, reported the 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4152) ; 





hill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. | 
\NEY. from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
‘ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 6900) granting 
f pension to John Rawling, reported the same with- | 
ent, accompanied by a report (No. 4135); which 
| report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
IHER, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 68935) granting 
*nension to Augusta Reichburg, reported the same 
ent, accompanied by a report (No. 4154); which 
report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
[AN, from the Committee on Inva ions, to 
\ erred the bill of the House (H. R. 6386) granting 
Elizabeth A. Ames, reported the same with amend 
ed by a report (No. 4135); which said bill and 
eferred to the Private Calendar 
NEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 6181) granting 
* pension to Fayette E. Ford, reported the same 
nt, accompanied by a report (No. 4186); which 
! rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 
LDERHEAD, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
ich was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 5567) 
: icrease of pension to Sanford Weaver, reported 


iendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4157) ; 

ind report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
t-ADLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
eferred the bill of the House (H. R. 5554) granting 


pension to James T. Sanderson, reported the 
mendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4135S); 
ind report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


of Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
referred the bill of the House (H .. oe 
se of pension to Samuel Liki "e] 


} 








“iment, accompanied by a rep : r) 
nd report were referred to the Pr r 
WAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
he bill of the House (H. R. 4647) ¢g iting 
on to David C. Austin, reported the sank 
l accompanied by a report (No. 4140); 
nd report were referred to the Private Cal 
Y, from the Committee on Invalid Pensio { 
d the bill of the House (H. R. 4885) grant 
pension to James Hennon, reported the s vitl 
. = l 


panied by a report (No. 4141); whicl iid | 
e referred to the Private Cal | 


Indiana, from the Committee on Invalid Pen 
as referred the bill of the House (H. R. : 3) 
pension to Samuel Hartley, reported the 


I 

nt, accompanied by a report (No 4142); 
| and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
IWAY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, t 
ferred the bill of the House (H. R. 2759) granting i 


13O 


‘se of pensi 


amendment, 


mm to Daniel 
AccomMmpanier 
bill and report were referred to the Private 

Mr. CHAPMAN, from the 
which was referred the 
| an increase 


bill of the House 
of pension to ¢ | 
amendment, accompanied a repo! 
said bill and report were referred to the P1 
CHANEY, 


which was referred the bill of the 


amendmen 
said bill and re; 

Mr. KELIHEI 
which was referred 


an increase of pel 


bill and r 
CIIAPMAN, 


Mr. SULLOWAY, from th 
which was referred the bi 
amendment, ace 
said bill and report were 
which was referred tl 
an increase of pension 
accompanier 
and report 
KELIHER, 
which was referred the } 


ere referre 


which said bi 
CHANEY, 
which was ref 


pension to 


"ef ¢ rred te t] 


EDWARI 


SULLOWAY, 








GOSCEG6 


which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18888) grant- 
ing an increase of pension to Samuel Lambert, reported the 


| 


n 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4160) ; | 


which said bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
IIAPMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
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referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18020) for th 
Snare & Triest, reported the same with amendny, 
panied by a report (No. 4177) ; which said bill and ; 


| referred to the Private Calendar. 


referred » bill of the House (H. R. 18905) grant- 
rease of si to Samuel H. Davis, reported the | 


‘ ndment, accompanied by a report (No. 4161) ; 
ijl and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


I 


Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 975 
relief of Henry Hirschberg, reported the same wit! 


| ment, accompanied by a report (No. 4178); which x 


EDWARDS, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to } 


1 the bill of the House (H. R. 18896) granting 
ision to Samuel Smith, reported the same 
ompanied by a report (No. 4162); which 
eferred to the Private Calendar. 
ommittee, to which was referred the 
granting an increase of pension 
Dailey, reported the same with amendment, accom- 
a report (No. 4163); which said bill and report were 


l 


the Private Cale! 


erred the bill of the House (H. R. 18983) granting 


report were referred to the Private Calendar, 
Mr. WELBORN, from the Committee on Claim 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 8670) Ff, 


| of the Davison Chemical Company, of Baltimore, 
| the same without amendment, accompanied by a 


ension to Nathan B. Prentice, reported the same | 
accompanied by a report (No. 4164); which | 


port were referred to the Private Calendar. 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 18725) granting 
Nancy V. J. Ferrell, reported the same with amend- 
ed by a report (No. 4165); which said bill and 
d to the Private Calendar. 
, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
d the bill of the House (H. R. 18624) granting 
ion to Robert Fulton, reported the same with 
mpanied by a report (No. 4166); which said 
re referred to the Private Calendar. 
oe the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 
soap (H. R. 18813) granting 
mn, reported the same 
rt (No. 4167) ; which 
te Calendar. 
Pensions, to 
(4) granting 
reported the same 
(No. 4168); which 
law 


TiC i. 
lid Pe n 


. R. 18320) 


se (H. R. 18836) 
irton, reported the 
(No. 4172); 

ite Calendar. 
nsions, to 

18784) grant- 
reported the 
L173) ; 

alendar. 


ime with 


which said 


iti alic 1) ior P to 

(H. R. 15676) granting 

reported the same 

rt (No. 4176) ; which 
‘ivate Calendar 

vhich was 


. 


4179) ; which said bill and report were referred to 
Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R,. 64 
relief of T. B. Stackhouse, a deputy collector of 


lar. | enue for the district of South Carolina during tl: 
DLEY, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to | 


1894 and 1895, reported the same with amendment, ; 


| by a report (No. 4180) ; which said bill and report 


to the Private Calendar. 
Mr. HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on 


; | which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 872 
{[APMAN, from the Committee on Invalid Pensions, to 


relief of James W. Kenney and the Union Brewi 
reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
(No. 4181) ; which said bill and report were referr 
vate Calendar. 

Mr. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, 1 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3577) for ¢ 
Barclay H. Warburton, reported the same without 
accompanied by a report (No. 4182) ; which said | 


were referred to the Private Calendar. 


Mr. McGAVIN, from the Committee on Claims, ft 


| referred the bill of the House (H. R. 10805) to pl 


repayment of certain customs dues, reported the s 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4183) ; 


| bill and report were referred to the Private Calen 


Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee « 
which was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 1 
relief of Wiley Corbett, reported the same wit! 

companied by a report (No. 4184); which s: 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. MOUSER, from the Committee on Claims, 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 12881) to ; 
Morgan amount found due to him by Court of C 
the same with amendment, accompanied by a r 
which said bill and report were referred to the P 

Mr. CLARK of Florida, from the Committe 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4s 
lief of Peter Fairley, reported the same wit! 
accompanied by a report (No. 4186); which 
port were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN, from the Committee 
which was referred the bill of the House (TT. R 
relief of Columbia Hospital and Dr. A. E. B 
same without amendment, accompanied by a rep 
which said bill and report were referred to the P 

Mr. MILLER, from the Committee on Claim 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4629) for 
Willaim H. Gowdy, reported the same with ame! 
panied by a report (No. 4188) ; which said bill 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

He also, from the same committee, to whicl 
bill of the House (H. R. 1808) for the relief of 
ported the same without amendment, accompan 
(No. 4189); which said bill and report ws 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. WALDO, from the Committee on Cl 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 17099) 
refund of part of fines imposed on the vessels Lr 
R, and Helen R, reported the same without 
companied by a report (No. 4190); which said 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas, from the Committee 01 
which was referred the bill of the House (TI. R. 
relief of the creditors of the Deposit Savings 
Mobile, Ala., reported the same without ame 
panied by a report (No. 4191); which said bill : 
referred to the Private Calendar. 

Mr. TIRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, 1 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4271) for 
Patrick J. Madden, reported the same without 
companied by a report (No. 4192); which said bil! 
were referred to the Private Calendar. 


‘ 








i 


HOWELL of Utah, from the Committee on Claims, 





VES, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re- | 


hill of the Senate (S. 4850) for the relief of Arthur A. 
1, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
rt (No. 4193) ; which said bill and report were referred 
vate Calendar. 
\RRETT, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 


the bill of the House (H. R. 9131) for the relief of the | 


esentatives of Charles D. Southerlin, reported the same 


endment, accompanied by a report (No. 4194) ; which | 


d report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
{UDE KITCHIN, from the Committee on Claims, to 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 4948) for the 
Ww. A. MeLean, reported the same without amendment, 
ed by a report (No. 4195) ; which said bill and report 
red to the Private Calendar. 
USER, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
. bill of the House (H. R. 5195) for the relief of the 
Wagon Company, of Toledo, Ohio, reported the same 
iment, accompanied by a report (No. 4196); which 
1 report were referred to the Private Calendar. 
ARK of Florida, from the Committee on Claims, to 
; referred the bill of the House (H. R. 4300) for the 


\. J. Stinson, reported the same without amendment, | 


l by a report (No. 4197) ; which said bill and report 
1 to the Private Calendar. 

from the same committee, to which was referred 
» House (H. R. 4299) for the relief of John Stin- 
the same without amendment, accompanied by a 
1198) ; which said bill and report were referred to 

Calendar 


ALL of Texas, from the Committee on Claims, to | 


; referred the bill of the House (H. R. 16166) for the 

A. J., ¢. C., and T. W. Hodges, reported the same with 
accompanied by a report (No. 4199); which said 
rt were referred to the Private Calendar. 


IRRELL, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
| l 


bill of the House (H. R. 1050) for the relief of 
Hall, reported the same without amendment, accom- 
report (No. 4200) ; which said bill and report were 
the Private Calendar. 
TO 
referred the bill of the Senate (S. 319) to reimburse 
hnson, formerly postmaster at Mount Pleasant, Utah, 
e without amendment, accompanied by a report 
which said bill and report were referred to the 
dar. 
RRETT, from the Committee on Claims, to which 


ed the bill of the House (H. R. 9132) for the reli 
| representatives of Benjamin F. Pettit, reported tl! 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4202 

ill and report were referred to the Private Cal 
LDO, from the Committee on Claims, to which w 


ndar 





is Tre 

lof the Senate (S. 3581) providing for the payment 
York Marine Repair Company, of Brooklyn, N. Y., of 
| repairs to the steamship Lindesf necessi 





juries received from being fouled by the U. S. Arm 

Crook in May, 1900, reported the same without amend 

nied by a report (No. 4203); which said bill and 

rred to the Private Calendar. 

S, from the Committee on Claims, to which was re 

ll of the Senate (S. 3574) for the relief of John 

ted the same without amendment, accompanied 

1205) ; which said bill and report were referred 
Calendar. 


TT 
ii 
] 
i 


ADVERSE REPORTS. 
use 2 of Rule XIII, adverse reports were delivered 
rk, and laid on the table, as follows: 
LLIDAY, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
referred the bill of the House (H. R. 11089) to ecor- 
litary record of Charles H. Potter, reported the same 
ccompanied by a report (No. 4211); which said 


} 


rt were ordered laid on the table. 
from the same committee, to which was referred the 

House (H. R. 12751) to remove the charge of deser 
ling against the military record of Bernhard Steuber, 
e same adversely, accompanied by a report (No. 
ch said bill and report were ordered laid on the 


LIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 


clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memo- 
e following titles were introduced and severally re 


s follows: 


ADAMS of Pennsylvania, from the Committee on 


Foreign Affairs: 


ing June 30, 1907 


Court of Claims 


‘| 
By Mr. SAMUEL 
vide for the extension 
District of Columbia 


lumbia. 
By Mr. LACEY 


in town sites—to 


of the Code of L 


A 


bill 


A bill 


of the Revised Statutes of 


Ps . - . 
aw to! 


assessment life insurance 


of 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


Uni 


(by request) : 


(HH. 
tl 
the Committee o1 
By Mr. McGUIRE: A bill (HH. R. 
the 


companies 


Committee on the Judiciary. 


By Mr. HEFLIN: A bill (H. 


be sent into China 


of inquiring into our 
urge the use of Americar 
Interstate and For 


Also, a bill (H. 


futures—to the Committee 
By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee 


‘ign Ce 


and other 
trade 


mime 


R. 1927 


structing the Committee 





General in certain 


PRIVATE 


Under clause 1 


1 
| 


pension to Joseph 
By Mr. FREDI 


ing an increase of 


on Invalid Pensi 


By Mr. BARTHOLDT: 


Jacob Karsch—to 


By Mr. BONYNGE: 


of pension to Warr \\ 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: A 
T. E. Boyt—to the Commit 
By Mr. FINLEY: A | 
of pension to Ann Wylie \ 

Pensik Is. 

By Mr. FLOYD: A 
pension to Samuel J. M 
re ons 

Also, a bill (TI. R. 192 
Matilda J ileto oO 

sy Mr. FULLER: A! 
ol j ision to reter ( 


iy Mr. GAINES ‘ 
MK se of pens te 
1 n Invalid 1 s 
Also. bill (H.R ps 
Mary J. Gillem e ¢ 
Also, a bill (H. R. 192 
S. G. McElr the ¢ 
By Mr. GILLETT of 
granting a pension to 
on Invalid Pensions 
By Mr. GOULDEN: A 
James Behan—to the Com! 


CASES. 


of 
the following titles 
| follows: 

By Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. 
Branyan 
RICK LANDIS 

pension to Al 


J. 


were 


‘ 


iv Mr. HAMILTON: 


to John J. Goodmote 


By Mr. HAUGI 
to Albert Bement 


4 


IN: A 


to the 


By Mr. HINSHAW: 


crease ot pension 


Invalid Pensions. 


to Josi 


By Mr. HOLLIDAY: 


erease of pension 


Invalid Pensions. 


t 


» Da 


on the. 


on 
report a bill to the House fixing tl 


to the 


lh 


to the C 


ty Mr. HOWELL of New 


the relief of Th 
Affairs. 
By Mr. HULL: 
John C. Hall—to 
sy Mr. LACEY 


mas McElroy 


A bill 


A bill 


(HH. 


the Committ 


(1H. 


reia 


cotton 


(TH. 19264) 
for the diplomatic and consular service for t! 
to th 

By Mr. McCARTHY 
thorizing the Omaha tribe of Indi: 
to the Cemmi 
W. SMITH: 
Gen 
to the Committee 


Cal 


ins Tt 


bill 
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-to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


) granting a 

» Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
sANDIS: A bill (CH. R. 192938) grant- 
1 to William Colvin-— 


an increase of pension to | 


n Invalid Pensions. 
95) granting an increase 
mmittee on Invalid Pen- 


19996) 


be) mw 


the ( 


granting an in- 


anting an increase 
on 


) y 


‘ 


Committee 


7 y 
me? § I 
} 


7 
Lilt 


(H. R. 19298) gran 
abti to the Committe 
W. SMITH: A bill (H. 

sion to Mary Jane Willits 


on Pensions. 
R. 19299) granting 
to the Committee 
STEPH] 


of pt 


INS of Texas: 


nsion to P. E » Committee on Pen- 


A bill 


‘aroline L. 


(H. R. 19301) 


Hodgdom—to 


eranting an 
en the 
Mr. TOWNSEND: A bill (H. R. 19302) 
Ss ir Howell, United Sta Army, 


for the relief of 
retired—to the 


tes 


War ¢ 


TYNDALL: A bill (H. R. 


nsion to Burgess 


1} me 
fims 


19303) 
to 


granting an in- 


the Committee 


N. Smith 


R. 19304) granting an iner 

to the Committee on 

R. If nting an 
incton—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

VAN WINKLE: A bill (H. R. 19306) granting a 

1. Mapes—to the Committee Invalid Pen 


ase of pension to 
Invalid Pensions. 


305) increase of pension to 


on 
Ei anting an increase of 


ttee on Invalid Pen- 


were discharged 
¢ titles; which 
nsion to Joshua 
rged, and re- 


iis 


of pe 


» of to 


discharged, 


pension 


pension to 
s discharged, 
to 


discharged, 


pension 


‘HSiONns 


» of pension to Mar- 
discharged, and re- 


it to T. J. Larkin, as 
Finnegan—Com- 
nd referred to the Com- 


ene Fin 


sus 


the 
Invalid 
on Military Affai 


to correct 


tary record of James 
ee on ious discharged, and 
LiLLet 
PETITIONS, ET¢ 
ule XXIT, 


ierk § 


the following petitions and pa- 
red as follows: 

ition No. 3, of New 
ymmittee for im- 
to the Committee 


desk ane 
Assembly 
nt of a snecia j iT ( 
‘the New J 
‘.. W. Straughan, for investi 

the courts of the District 
» on the Judiciary. 


of the Scenic and Historic Preservation Society, 


gation of certain 


n increase of pension to | 


to the Committee | 


‘ommittee on In- | 


War | 


ting an increase of | 


R. 19300) granting | 


in- | 
Committee | 


on 


of Columbia—to | 


} EE 


for a monument to Maj. John W. Powell and his eo; 
to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. BUCKMAN: Petition of citizens of ©, 
County, Minn., against religious legislation in the ] 
Columbia—to the Committee on the District of Colun 

sy Mr. DALE: Petitions of C. M. Potter, Walter A. 
and 19 other citizens, Washington Camp, No. 583. 
Order Sons of America; A. H. Ace, and Washington « 
430, Patriotic Order Sons of America, all of Scranton 
| ing restriction of immigration—to the Committee o; 
| tion and Naturalization. 
| Also, petition of Washington Camp, No. 430, and 
528, Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Scranton, P 
passage of the Howell naturalization bill—to the C 
lLinmigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of Court Lily, No. 50, Foresters . 
of Carbondale, Pa., favoring restriction of immigr 
| Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, resolution of the executive committee of t] 
Business League of Chicago, Ill., against pass: 
and H. R. 4445, 328, and 9328, relating to dey 
of discretionary right to summarily issue injun 
delay of a notice and hearing, and bill H. R. 4445, 
meaning of the word “ conspiracy ’—to the Comm 
| Judiciary. 

Also, resolution of the Dunmore Board of Trade. 
Pa., against the ‘passage of the bill providing for 
system—to the Committee on Coinage, Weights, a1 

Also, petition of Dunmore Lodge of Machinists, « 
Pa., against incorporating in what is known as th 
rate bill” a clause prohibiting railroad companies { 
passes to employees and families—to the Committ: 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of John J. Arden, publisher of Sy 
ton, Pa., against the proposed amendment to section 
ISO, act of Congress of March 3, 1879 (sec. 428, Postal 
Regulations), which will read as follows: “ Subscri 
be deemed legitimate in all cases wherein the recipi 
publication or another than the recipient pays or in 
agrees to pay for such publication for a definite peri 
Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Foote & Shear Company, 
Pa., against passage of any parcels-post legislation 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of Edwin A. Abbey and 65 other A 
ists, favoring a repeal of the duty on works of art 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of the Society for Political Study, of 
City, favoring bills S. 50 and 2962 and H. R. 4462, 
child labor—to the Committee on the District of Col 

By Mr. EDWARDS: Petition of citizens of Midd! 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committ: 
gration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the 
Junior Order United American 
ol 


I 


fe Oo] 


State Council of 

Mechanics, favoril 

immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 

ralization. 

Also, petition of Merlin Hull, for an amendment t 

office regulation making legitimate all subscriptior 
by others than recipients of papers—to the Commit 
Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

By Mr. FINLEY: Paper to accompany bill for re! 
Wiley Whitaker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

s3y Mr. FLETCHER: Petition of the Minnesot: 

| Society, for preservation and restoration of the 
Constitution—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. FLOYD: Paper to accompany Dill for r 
Drewry—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Lafayet 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of George 
the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Elias Ya 

| to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOSTER of Vermont: Petition of the N 
Hardware Dealers’ Association, against the parce! 
tem in the United States postal service—to the Co! 
the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

sy Mr. FULLER: Paper to accompany bill for rel 
Cramer—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GAINES of Tennessee: Paper to accompa 

| relief of Peter J. Williams—to the Committee on I 
sions. 

| Also, paper to accompany Dill for relief of heirs— 

| Bilbo and William N. Bilbo—to the Committee on W: 


\ 








ner to accompany bill for relief of the Primitive Bap- | 
Robertson County, Tenn.—to the Committee on | 


or to accompany bill for relief of Mrs. Nannie T. | 
+ the Committee on Pensions. | 
ey to accompany bill for relief of Mary J. Gillem— | 
\ittee on Invalid Pensions. 
r to accompany bill for relief of 8. G. McElroy— | 
ittee on Pensions. 
GILLETT of Massachusetts: Petition of the New 
Hardware Dealers’ Association, of Boston, against | 
1 par els-post law—to the Committee on the Post- 
Post-Roads. 
GOULDEN: Petition of O. J. Stephens, for bill H. R. 
to forest reservations—to the Committee on Agri- 


GROSVENOR: Petition of citizens of New Jersey, 
riction of immigration, as per bills H. R. 15442 and 
e Committee on Rules. 
HERMANN: Petition of citizens of Grants Pass, 
( t religious legislation in the District of Columbia 
ttee on the District of Columbia. 
HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of E. C. Hazard 
Shrewsbury, N. J., against subsection 2 of section 
d bill—to the Committee on Interstate and For- 
IOWELL of Utah: Petitions of John R. Barnes, 
he Kaysville Canning Company; the Star Canning 
S. Parker, manager; A, L. Brewer for the Hooper 
Company, the Willard Canning Company, the Uintah 


( Company, the N. Ogden Canning Company, the Chief 
( mpany, and the Riverdale Canning Company; Wil 
1 i, president of the United States Steamsbip Company ; 


\ in Alen, manager of the Wasateh Orchard Company 
mner Canning Company, and J. Storey, secretary of 
Ogden Canning Company, against subsection 3 of | 
the pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate | 
1 Commerce. 
TOHNSON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
MeDavid—to the Committee on Pensions. 





Also, petition of O. 


the Heyburn pure-fe 
Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of 
Association, for bill 


Also, petition of 
Sons of America, of 


1 


M1 


rE B. 5 
mittee on the Merchant Mai 
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migration—to the Co 


tion. 
By Mr. SHARTEL: P 
ert S. Hillhous to the ¢ 
By Mr. SAMUEL W. 
gan, against bill S. 529 (the sl 
on tl rel t M ‘ 1d 
By Mr. STEVENS of Mir 
I Ss "etal of M 
Foster bill relatiy t “t 
( ese-exclusion |] oO 
By Mr. STERLING: P 
Charles Marti » the ¢ 
Also, paper to mpa I 
the Committee on Pens 


proceedings, when, 


consent, the further 


The VICE-PRESID 


Mr. TILLMAN. 


sonal privilege. I wv 


and desired to do this 


turmoil which pr 


vy 
tunity. I intended 
I 





Mr. Pres 


ill state 


yesterd: 


“led the : 


r B 
; d t 
t f M 
W ( s 
The J 
XI AN 
lent, I 1 
iS pre 
Ly, I 


r to accompany bill for relief of Sarah Young—to to do is a m 
ee on Pensions. Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. At 
KENNEDY of Nebraska: Petition of the Nebraska the opportunity, as I said, did CCI 
s | Association, against proposed amendments to the | this morning. 
(the pure-food bill)—to the Committee on Interstate In the Washington Post of 
. Commerce. perted interview with yself he: 
LAMB: Petition of the Christian Monthly, of Rich- | credit.” I merely desir 8 M 
inst the tariff on linotype machines—to the Com- | my habit to give out for | } 
Ways and Means. senat and while I ta e if 
MANN: Resolution of L. H. Drury Post, No. 467, | paper men and have no special p 
of the Republic, against bill H. R. 2171, relative | stance, there are in it errors of form 
tion touching employees in the Federal service | a8 to words and facts i I des 
id—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. such interview as this purports to 
‘the Building Contractors’ Council of Chicago, Mr. ALDRICH. Mr. Presi I 
H. R. 18171, relative to injunctions and restraining | made this disclaimer. | self 
to limiting the meaning of “ conspiracy ” in certain | sort, but I have nev so nl 
he Committee on the Judiciary. one small paragraph as t > wer 
lution of the Chicago section of the Council of Jewish | the Senator has alluded. 
inst the Allen bill to protect the first day of the week MESSAGE I M THE 
f rest in the District of Columbia—to the Committee — _— ITo of Re 
rict of Columbia. Brown! a ( aS 
MARTIN: Petition of citizens of Lead City, S. Dak., a hia ai aig Page 
cation of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Com- omannge ae B , = 
Foreign Affairs. na > 171 = 
MOON of Tennessee: Paper to accompany bill for | ¢.. ine D t of 
18 Haleom (previously referred to the Committee m 10064 ‘ 
ions )—to the Committee on Pensions. i ee ES oe a 
PATTERSON of Tennessee: Petition of the Board of | ~ a ¢- D str = f 
ville, Tenn., for forest reservations in the White | "7% '? “"* . } 
(. the Southern Appalachian Mountains—to the PET] N 
on Agriculture. The VICE-PRESIDENT ! 
of A. D. Reynolds, for repeal of revenue tax on | bertson, of Bridgeport, Ind 
| aleohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. ment of legislation providing for 
POLLARD: Petition of the Nebraska State Medical | which was referred to the | 
: against the House amendment to Heyburn pure- | estry. 
) the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Com- He also presented a petition of ] 
nior Order United American Mei 
RYAN: Petition of the Chamber of Commerce of Buf- | ing for the enactment of legis 
\., for preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee | which was referred to the C 
and Harbors. He also presented a petition 
iper to accompany bill for relief of William Penwell— | delphia, Pa., praying for the re 
mittee on Invalid Pensions, tax on denaturized aleohol; whicl 
SCHNEEBELI: Petition of Florence Keen, for an in- | tee on Finance. 
of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to the Commit-{| He also presented a petition of tl 
, eign Affairs, | of Seattle, Wash., praying for an in 
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trial condition of the women of the country ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. FRYE presented a petition of the Woman’s Council of 
Portland, Me., iving that an appropriation be made for a 
scientific investigation into the industrial condition of women 
in the United States; which was referred to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

He also presented a petition of the New England Hardware 
Dealers’ Association, praying for the passage of the so-called 

varcels-post bill; ” which referred to the Committee on 
Post-Offices and Vost-Roads. 

Mr. KEAN presented a petition of the Prohibition Organiza- 
tion of Camden County, N. J., praying for the enactment of legis- 
lation to remove the duty on denaturized alcohol; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a petition of the congregation of the First 
Presbyterian Church of Roselle, N. J., praying for the adoption 
of an amendment to the Constitution to prohibit polygamy ; 
which was referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

He also presented a memorial of the Woman’s Home Mission- 
ary Society of the Sixth Methodist Episcopal Church of Ba- 
yonne, N. J., remonstrating against the enactment of legisla- 
tion to transfer the education and care of the Indians and 
Eskimos of Alaska from the United States Bureau of Education 
to the governor of that Territory; which was referred to the 
Committee on Territories. 

He also presented the petition of Mrs. J. M. Speers, of Mont- 
clair, N. J., and the petition of Elinor Clark, of Montclair, N. J., 
praying for the enactment of legislation to establish a children’s 
bureau in the Department of the Interior; which were referred 
to the Committee on Education and Labor. 

Mr. PLATT presented petitions of sundry citizens of Albany 
and Alexandria Bay; of Local Unien No. 155, Brotherhood of 
Decorators, and Paper Hangers of America, of Pough- 
ie, all in the State of New York, and of the Trades League 
of Philadelphia, Pa., praying for the removal of the internal- 
reyenue tax on denaturized alcohol; which were referred to the 
Committee on Finance. 

He also presented a memorial of the 
tive Firemen of the Erie Railway system, of Buffalo, 
remonstrating against the enactment of any legislation to re- 
strict r corporations from granting free transportation 
to their employees and families; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 


was 


Painters, 


keeps 


:thearay 
aliway 


90d County, Minn., and a petition of sundry citizens of 

praying for the enactment of legislation to remove 

on denaturized alcohol ; 
>on Finance. 

HOPKINS presented petitions of 

Rockford, and Washburn, all in 

for the enactment 

? 


iaturized alcohol: 


sundry citizens of 
the State of Illinois, 
of legislaticn to remove the duty 
which were referred to the Committee 


petitions of sundry citizens of Chicago and 
te of Illinois, praying for the enactment of 
ict immigration; which were referred to the 
nunigration 
presented sundry affidavits in support of the 
nting an increase of pension to Samuel H. 
yere referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
nted petitions of sundry citizens of 
Philadelphia, Pa., and of sundry 
Nebr., praying for the removal of 
naturized alcohol; which were referred to 
ted memorials of the Rey. J. W. Wright, of 
ardenbergh, of Honesdale; Coryville Chem- 
sradford; Max. Schoolar, of Smethport: 


Trades League of 


sradford; Clawson Chemical Company, of | 


} 
» Cnel 


als Bradford; T. R. 
le ae: 


Bradford; 
Lumber Com- 


‘al Company, of 
adford ; Schoonmaker, esq., of 
in, Of Wiliamsport; the Pentecost 
W. Mitchell, of Smethport: C. T. 
, of Williamsport; C. B. Farr, of Williamsport; Central 
lvania Lumber Company, of Williamsport; S. D. Weaver, 
hport; Bradford and Western Pennsylvania Railroad 
of Bradford; Lewis Run Manufacturing Company, of 
R. J. Straight, of Bradford; D. W. 
W. C. Calderwood, of Kane; 


bondale: George 


Robertson, of 
Hawn, of 
Keelor Chem- 


Charles 
mical Company, of Ls 
re; B. F. Cory, of Coryville; J. Krein- 

; T. F. Conniley, of Bradford; Trexler & 

v, of Ricketts; Custer City Chemical 
ity; J. N. Anderson, esq., of Pittston; 


tquln 5 
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which were referred to the Com- | 


Beatrice, | 


the inter- | 


In- | 


May 15, 


Kingsley Chemical Company, of Kingsley; Riefler & 
Taners Falls; J. R. Willmot, of Hutchins; Luzerne « 
Company, of Pittston; Forest Chemical Company, of s 
Bryden & Miller, of Pittston; Gaffney Bros., of © 
Homer Green, esq., of Honesdale; Russel Chemieal « 
of Russell; Gray Chemical Company, of Port Alleges; 
Merrick, of Bradford; Herman H. North, esq., of | 
Lackawanna Chemical Company, of Straight; Straic 
Chemical Company, of Straight; R. B. Stone, esq., of 1: 
A. W. Johnson, of Straight; Elisha K. Kane, of Kus} 
Nordmont Chemical Company, of Pittston, all in th, 
Pennsylvania, and of F. H. Tymeson, of Readbu: 
Chemical Company, of Hazel; Frank W. Burnham 
way; W. E. Sprague, of Roscoe; Silas J. Beagle, o 
Dr. S. D. Maynard, of Roscoe; Thomas Keery, of H 
in the State of New York, and of Dr. W. R. Tymeson 
more, Md., remonstrating against the enactment of 
to remove the duty on alcohol; which were referred to 
mittee on Finance. 

He also presented petitions of Dauler, Close & John: 
burg; John B. Stetson Company, of Philadelphia: 
Roelofs & Co., of Philadelphia ; the Otto Gas Engine ( 
Philadelphia; Holgate Brothers Company, of Kan 
Swing and Chair Manufacturing Company,of Bellefonte 
ton & Comfort Company, of Philadelphia ; sundry emp! 
Paxton & Comfort Company, of Philadelphia; the s 
erill-Company, of Philadelphia; Wells Whip Compan 
ville; Montgomery Brothers, of Philadelphia; the Ch 
orative Company, of Philadelphia; prefessors, de 
physics, University of Pennsylvania, of Philadelphia : 
Bros. & Co., of Beaver Falls; James Bellak’s Sons, 
phia; sundry citizens of Wiconisco; Charles W. Me¢ 
Edinburg; T. I. Mairs, of State College; Howard B. 


| Philadelphia; F. Millwood Justice, of Philadelphia ; ( 


Eckert, esq., of Beaver; Wm. C. Warren, of Germai 
R. P. McClellan, of Irwin; Wm. 8S. Worcester, of 
James W. Cooper Company, of Philadelphia; John N 


| of DuBois; Geo. D. Sprague, of Greensburg; E. M 
srotherhood of Locomo- | 


N. Y., | City; Grange No. 1288, Patrons of Husbandry, of 


Greensburg; Grange No. 908, Patrons of Husbandr 
Grange No. 871, Patrons of Husbandry, of Coi 
Grange No. 66, Patrons of Husbandry, of Drumore;: (: 
997, Patrons of Husbandry, of Lundys Lane: Gran 


| Patrons of Husbandry, of Somers Lane; Local Unio 
Mr. NELSON presented a petition of sundry citizens of Cot- | 


Brotherhood of Painters, 
America, of Franklin; Local Union No. 445, Brot! 
Painters, Decorators and Paper Hangers of Ameri 
wick, all in the State of Pennsylvania, and Society 
Hlouse Painters and Decorators of Massachusetts: 
Grange, Patrons of Husbandry, of Concord, Mass.: 1D 
Club of New England, of Boston, Mass.; Gen. John A 
of Washington, D. C., praying for the enactment of | 
remove the duty on alcohol used for industrial pury 
were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. PENROSE presented petitions of sundry citize! 
delphia ; of Wyebrook Grange, No. 1306, Patrons of H 
of Barneston; of Local Union No. 393, American F« 
Labor, of Allentown; of the Furniture Manufacturers 
tion, of Philadelphia; of Central Grange, No. 1216 
Husbandry, of Sweden Valley; of Excelsior Grange 
Patrons of Husbandry, of Little Marsh; of Mount 
No. 584, Patrons of Husbandry, of Clearfield; of th 
town Farmers’ Club, of Pennsylvania; of Greenw: 
No. 706, Patrons of Husbandry, of Curry Run; of 
Grange, No. 1034, Patrons of Husbandry, of Sreg 
of Local Grange No. 926, Patrons of Husbandry, « 
Eddy, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying fo 
ment of legislation to remove the duty on denatu! 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Ile also presented petitions of Fulton Grange, No. | 
more; of Columbus Grange, No. 875, of Pennsylvani: 
ship Grange, No. 1018, of Uniondale; of Pieasant | 
1143, of Warren; of Summit Grange, No. 1155, of Lo 
of Local Grange No. 1242, of Hegins; of Local Gra 
of Port Royal; of Sandy Lake Grange, No. 393, of Vol 
Nicholson, and of Local Grange No. 321, of Factory\ 
of Husbandry, all in the State of Pennsylvania, pra) 
passage of the so-called “ pure-food bill; ” which w: 
to lie on the table. 

He presented a petition of the Board of 
Harrisburg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislat 
vent the impending destruction of Niagara Falls on 
ean side by the diversion of the waters for manufa 


poses; which was referred to the Committee on I‘ 
lations, 


Decorators and Paper I 


also 
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- ~~» SS 
d petitions of the congregation of the Bridge \ bill (H. R. 17989) ¢ 
Church, of Montrose; of the Woman's Cl ti beth | ‘ 
Prookville, and of the congregation of the Westmiustel Al (H. R ) nt 
’ Church, of West Chester, all in the State of | F. Br 
praying for the adoption of an amendment to A bill (H. R. G) 
to prohibit polygamy; which were referred to | « J 


on the Judiciary. A | (H. B.. 38) 
S “l petitions of the Woman's Suffrage Ch hala J 
County; of the Woman’s Club of Media, and of Mr. FUL’ 












Club of Middletown, all in the State of Pennsy!] " red tl 1 («s GTD 
that an appropriation be made for a scientific | Howell, 1 ted { A l 
m into the indu ial conditions of women i th 1 ds i 
| - which were reterred to the Committee on Edu Mr. Bl "i ‘ ] 
‘ peti n of Camp Walter I Bro No. I] way W. K 
{ nes { Pitt Pa., and a t 1 ol l rep t} 
te. Army of the Philippines, of Pittsburg, pi from t] 
‘ tment of legislation providing special medals | following ! | 
; nd enlisted men who served after the terms of | submitted repor { 
st nt in the Philippine insurrection; which were | A bill (S. 5169) 21 *° an ! ] 
e Committee on Military Affairs. | Price: 
rs OF COMMITTEES. A bill (S. 5902) 
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ng an inerease of pension to J. T. Bandy, reported | = ’ 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will suggest to the Sen- 
ator from Colorado, inasmuch as the resolution provides for 
the appropriation of money, whether it should not be a joint 
rather than a concurrent resolution. 


Mr. TELLER. It should be a joint resolution. I forgot to 
make that change. The clerks at the desk can make it. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The concurrent resolution will be 


changed to a joint resolution, and as so changed will be read. 


} 
| 
| 
| 
| 


The joint resolution (S. R. 59) relative to the appropriation | 
for the native schools and reindeer enterprise in Alaska was 
read twice by its title. | 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the present 
consideration of the joint resolution? 

There being no objection, the joint resolution was considered | 

s in Committee of the Whole. 


Che joint resolution was reported to the Senate without 
amendment, ordered to be engrossed for a third reading, read 
the third time, and passed. 

Mr. TELLER. I beg leave to have inserted in the Recorp 
a very brief statement from the Bureau of Education, showing 
the necessity of the joint resolution, so that the House may have 
the benefit of it. 

There being no objection, the paper was ordered to be printed 
RE 


Bureau of 


in the orD, as follows: 
Is 


Education has five schoo in Alaska north of 
be reached with fuel, books, and other sup 
when for a few weeks the ice and allows 
The vessel that carries these annual supplies 
sually sails from Seattle in May. 

vided by Cong for schools and 
‘ending June 1906, will be exhausted 
met rhe appropriation for native hools 
year ending June 30, 1907, 


not in time to supply t 


kour of the schools 


year, 


vessels. 


can 
opens 


plie t once a 


the approach of 


reindeer in 
when present 
and 
has not 
he arctic 


ress 
lia 
reindeer 
yet been 

schools 


3, 


S¢ 
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fuel not it will create much 


schools To 


once, 
ar 


itlons 


are 


close the 


sent at 
for a 





year end 
balance 

After 
an 


for the 
L SI unexpended 
incorporated towns.” 
are paid there will remain 


and reindeer appropri: 
usted, there I 
schools outside of 


this fund 


is a small 


to transfer 
his control) 


Secretary of the Interior 
this fund (no under 
fund for schools outside of incorporated towns to 
and “reindeer fund,” it will 


four important Government 


If Congre will au ize the 
bl lance of 





is lor “ed tion i natives 
ent ‘ ergency and 
year. 


jarrow, 


save 


the mis 


being Mr. Spriggs, 
l Brower, in 


school-teacher, and Mr. 
ship we 
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ext August. 

ved (May, 1906), 


nearly out of pro 


the supply 
> lamiiles 
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OG) they 
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in great straits and 
Ss authorizes 
indeer funds, 
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through at once. 
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6166) for the 
by its title, 
Committee on Claims. 

6167) improve the 
which was read twice 
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introduced a 
wis 
yp Pa i. 

introdu to 
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le accompanying papers, 


Mr. I a bill (S. 6168) granting an in 
which was read twice by 
ommittee on Pe 
i bill (S. 6169) to amend section 64 
hi read by title, 
m the Judiciary. 

(S. 6170) granting 


was read twi 


mbert ; 
nsions. 
was twi its and 
rm ed to the Committee 
luced a biil 
n to Jacob C. § 


increase of 
its title, 


an 


Shafer; which e by 
Pensions 


following 


to the Committee o1 
CULLOM introduced the 
lly read twice by their titles, 
Pensions : 
(S. 6171) granting an increase of pension to William 
th an accompanying paper) ; and 
172) granting a pension to James Phillips. 
introduced a bill (S. 6178) for the relief of 
liller, legal heir of Milton R. Muzzy; which was 
au ts title, and referred to the Committee on Claims. 
Mr. BURKETT introduced a bill (8. 74) for the relief of 
Eliza A. Polk; which was read twice by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Claims, 


which 
to the 


bills; 


were 


and referred Con- 


1 ttee a 


B. i 
tw ice by 


G1 


the | 


Alaska 


“An act to regulate commerce,’ 
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AMENDMENT TO RAILROAD RATE BILLIE. 


Mr. MORGAN submitted an amendment intended to 
posed by him to the bill (H. R. 12987) to amend an act 


’ 


approved February 4, 18s 


all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers 


Interstate 


Commerce 


Commission; which was ordere<| 


on the table, and be printed. 


AMENDMENTS TO 


APPROPRIATION BILLS. 


Mr. MALLORY submitted an amendment proposing to 
priate $100,000 for preliminary work on a graving do 
crete and granite at the Pensacola Navy-Yard, Fla.. 
tended to be proposed by him to the naval appropriat 
which was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
dered to be printed. 

Mr. PENROSE submitted an amendment relative to 
vancement on the retired list of the Navy of officers |) 
grade of rear-admiral, including those with the rank o| 


dore, ete., 


intended to 


be proposed by him to the nay: 


priation bill; which was referred to the Committee 
Affairs, and ordered to be printed. 

Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposi: 
propriate $1,000 for paving Kalorama avenue from | 
road to Nineteenth street extended, intended to be pro 
him to the District of Columbia appropriation bill: w} 
referred to the Committee on the District of Columb: 
dered to be printed. 


PRESIDENTIAL 


APPROVALS. 


A message from the President of the United States 


B. F. 


BARNES, one of his secretaries, announced that 


dent had approved and signed the following acts: 


On May 


mse 
de) mee 


S. 


14: 


An act to amend an act entitled “An 


act to 


for the construction and maintenance of roads, the est: 
and maintenance of schools, and the care and support 
persons in the district of Alaska, and for other purpos: 


proved January 
8.5943. An act to authorize the Minnesota, Dakota, 
Railway Company to construct a bridge across 


cifie 


Or 


souri River. 


1905 ; and 


THE PANAMA CANAL, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate the fo 


message 


fvom 


the 


President 


of the United States; 


read, and, with the accompanying papers, referred to 1! 
nittee on Interoceanic Canals, and ordered to be printed 


The 


Senate 


I transmit 


and House of Representatives: 


herewith copies of correspondence between th 


of War and myself on the subject of the purchase of two sti 


for 


the Panama 


Canal. 


THEODORE R 


THE WHITE House, May 15, 1906. 


The 


REGUL 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 


ATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 


The morning business is 


and the Chair lays before the Senate the unfinished bus 
The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed 
sideration of the bill 


“An act to regulate commerce, 


oO 


(H. R. 12! ret 


87) to amend an : 
approved February 4, 


” ‘ 


all acts amendatory thereof, and to enlarge the powers 
Interstate Commerce Commission. 


Mr. 


HOPKINS. 


M 


r. President, at the adjournment 


Senate last evening we were considering the amendme! 
had been proposed by the Senator from Massachus 


LODGE] 


as amended by the Senator from Maine 


[ Mr 


This amendment proposes to abolish the present Interst 
merce Commission, to create a new body composed of 1 


to divide 


the United States into nine separate transport 


judicial districts, and to provide that each one of the Co. 


shall 


represent 


a 


district, 


it then 


to 1 


and proposes 


sulary of the Commissioners $12,000 a year each. 
My first objection, Mr. President, to the amendment 


fered is that it abolishes the present efficient 
That Commission 
the 


merce 
that 


Commission. 


is valuable 


to 


Interst 
has had an e) 


interests of the United States 


fear that if this amendment should prevail the public wo 
it that the abolishment of that body of men is a rebuke 
for the efficient service they have rendered under the |:\ 
exist and for the very able aid they have given to th 
and the Senate in perfecting the bill which is now befor 
I am not personally acquainted, Mr. President, with all 


members of the Commission, but it was my good fortun 
serve 
who for many years has been an able, honest, and efficien' 
ber of the Commission. 


to 


tiine 


bers may 


in the 


feel 


House with Mr. Clements, 


I do not know how the souther 


{ 


of G 


i 


regarding the abolishment of the Com! 


May 15, 








eee —_— —-_————__—--- 


turning of this man out of office, but for one I would | 
such action. 
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is ho similarity between two such bodies 
ferent There be 


interests. ean likene 


ho 


ss na » S i 
- member of the Commission was at one time, and for | depicted even by the ability or the ingen f Sen 
eriod, an honored member of this body, Mr. Cockrell, | from Massachusetts. The Supreme Court ju ‘ ‘ 
uri. His long and able service here has demonstrated | quired to live in one particular district I ‘ mu from 
tv and his efficiency, and the work he has done there | Massachusetts is mistaken if he believes 
nstrated the wisdom of the President in selecting him | Mr. LODGE. Of course I never made any such absurd state 
sreat office. He is a member I would dislike very much | ment as that. 
ined out of office under the circumstances proposed Mr. HOPKINS. I am very glad to have the Senat | ! 
endment of the Senator from Massachusetts. The | it. I should like to have him go one step further and 
ibers of the Commission who have served there have | that there is any similarity between the pr eG 1 of 
ted their fitness and efficiency. | a commission of this character and the Supre e Court ¢ 
hy should the Senator from Massachusetts seek to | United Stutes. . 
iat Commission and to turn these men out of office? | Why did he refer to the nine cireuits and about me 
essary to increase the number of the Commissioners, | ing within the limits of the respective circuits if he did 
| be done by an amendment. It seems to me Congress tempt to convey to the Senate and to the un the i that 
to say to the country that these men, who year after | the composition of the Supreme Court of the 1 d § ‘ 
made their recommendations in the interests of the | based upon such a principle? 
id whose recommendations now are to be engrafted | To-day, Mr. President, three of those learned and « 
for that service to the Senate and to the House and | guished men live in one of these judicial circuits. and if we are 
ry they should he summarily turned out of office. | to believe rumor at all. when the next change cony that 
scussion of the question yesterday the Senator from | great body, instead of taking a man from of the « 
HALE] used the expression I shall read. He said: | that is net re presented, we shall have a jus cat cden) 
ve him circuit that now has three representatives 1 th: h 
+ of the Commissioner— And why is it? It is because when we come to select tl ! 
d my amendment provides that he shall have been for two for these great offices we should look to the efficien: vy and ab 
il resident of the circuit from which he is appointed. I | rather than to any section from which they come 
portations of favorites, or whoever they may be, into one So far as I am concerned, Mr. Vresident, 1 ‘ ! 
ial cireuits I want the member of the circuit to be to ; s : 
rn and carrying the confidence of the circuit which he | What section of our common country these C 
| selected. If the President of the United States | 1 
sident. either the Senater from Maine misconceives | the Senate concurs in that belief, that they all « i t l 
policy of legislation regarding this subject or he seeks | from the State of Massachusetts with better credit to th 
the entire policy of legislation relating to this great | try than from any other section, I will approve If the l 
Hleretofore in all of the legislation that we have had be taken from the State of New York w he s ( 
subject we have had that body a national body. We | Slitnces, my action would be the same. For one, afte ( e 
| it so organized that there has been no East and no! labored here months in the preparation of a bill of t r 
North and no South, but when the members of the acter to give the people some relief for which there 24 
1 were selected and took their oath of office they | need, I do not want to destroy the efficiency of the bil ’ 
| equally all sections of our common country. I | ing the Commission a partisan commission, so that no ) 
recate stronger than any language that I can express | CUS work can be accomplished by them. 
morning to see this great policy that has prevailed | Again, Mr. President, I am opposed to the number th pl 
has controlled the action of the Government of the | posed by the Senator from Massachusetts. F\ ve 
tes for nearly twenty years changed by the amend- we have had a commission of five, and they ao 
is proposed by the two Senators from New England. | werk well. The House has recommended a « s 
il be the result, Mr. President, if the policy of the | Speaking for myself, I would be unwilling to ¢ eyond that 
from Maine should prevail upon a question of this | number. I believe that the efficiency of this great | n 
ad of making the Commissioner a national charae- | Will not be improved by increasing the mt \s S 
d of saying to him, “ When you become a member of | tration, when the Canal Commission ¥ formes 
hody you are to forget your sectionalism and become | Commission of seven provided for in the \ iexperien 
character.” it would require of him that he is to | taught us and taught the Executive that it is too large a board, 
ove particular section and look after that in a guarded | 2nd recommendations have been made that instea 
ul manner over and above any other section of our | ing the number it should be decreased. 
wuntry. What is true of that Commission is e ly ‘ : 
« second proposition would be that it would lead to | When you get a commission of nine n t 
s and jealousy upon the Commission itself. You se- | Senators from New England, you get a cun 
u please, a man from the State of Georgia and say | set a body that will be unable to agree upon g 
to specially represent that section of the country, and | tation questions that will be presented to thy \ 
‘orget the interests of Illinois or Wisconsin or Michi- | men of such numbers and a body cumbre 
you select the same man as he has been selected for | the shippers will be unable to get the re t 
ssion and say to him, “ While you live in Georgia, | proposed here shall be given. 
national character and you are supposed to look after If I were going to vote, and if my will wer 
sts of Illinois or Wisconsin or Michigan as well as | instead of adopting the seven that is p1 I 
r the interests of Georgia,” he would at once respond | Weuld cut the number down to ew ‘ 
at of that kind. ing law, and I would permit the present C¢ : 
sident, if this amendment should prevail, if these dif- | labored so long and well in the interes 
stricts should be formed and these men should be re- | country to remain there until it is det 
live for two years prior to their appointment, as pro- | that some one or more of the en could be 
the Senator from Maine, in the district, and then to | 2 ig a change. I do not believe we ' 
hat particular district, we can readily see that when | change in the personnel of the present Con 
e to consider questions that involve the interests of Another thing, Mr. President, I do not app of 1 
h or the West with the Middle West or the East these | ment that was advocated here by the Senat \ 
| become partisans and would at once insist that their | the Senator from Massachusetts yesterday ‘ 
would be taken eare of regardless of the interest of salaries of these men. We ean get e ] he 
section of our country. that are now paid, $7,500. We ar l \ 
s to me that no more pernicious amendment could be | dent, on the increase of sala Oo 
than the one that is proposed by these Senators from | officers. I believe that men who s ¢ 
nd. ‘They are injecting sectionalism into this legis- | have an ample salary, so as to | f 
| they are making a sectional Commission out of a | services they render the country, | 
ily that should look to the interests of our entire | that would give them the F : 
| amendment now before the § 
justification, Mr. President, for making these districts Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President r 
tor from Massachusetts likened them to the nine ju- | consideration, offered by the Sen fre MI tts [| Mr. 
reuits of the United States. He says that he would | Loner], is modeled substantially on offered by 
i like the Supreme Court of the United States. There | me. The changes which have been lk g Ol 
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it, improve the amendment. I The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator fron 
present to the Senate for consideration the | yield to the Senator from Illinois? 
ca itted, but will very cordially unite Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 
» M chusetts in supporting the amend Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to say to the Senator fr 
i that he is mistaken. There are n0 two Commiss 
‘ y the Senator from Massachusetts are, I | come from the same State. The Senator may have in 
{ y er. One of them provides that there | fact that one Commissicner is a resident of Verm 
! t { ! m the Commission. I do not] other of the State of New York, who are in the sa 
the ] " reasonable doubt but that any | circuit that was spoken of by the Senator from M 
org t haracter, composed of nine men, Mr. MARTIN. I stand corrected, Mr. President. 
ye mind judicial circuits instead of States. It was my 
change 1 he amendment of the Senator from Mr. HOPKINS. I desire to say—— ; 
1 S y of the Commission. As the Mr. MARTIN. I do not want any two of them to « 
ib e the salary was fixed at $10,000. | the same judicial circuit any more than I want any 1 
I to think that i | be wise to increase the salary to | to come from the same State. 
$12 because the duties and responsibilities of the Commis- Mr. HOPKINS. I should like to ask the Senator 
ed any duties and responsibilities at any time hereto- | ginia if he takes any exception to the ability or 
f posed upon any « ssion under the Government. | either of those great men? 
it | to estimate « tly the immense power which will Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I am not going to 
be ded by this Commission, the immense responsibility that | discussion down to the level of an individual. This 
‘ posed upon it, and the question of salary is a mere | public question, and I am not going to vote one way 
] re sure to secure the vé ry best talent, the very | in order to preserve the tenure of office of any m 
be learning, the very best effort that can be furnished in this President of the United States have the broadest fi 
country. So far [I am concerned, while I thought a salary of | tion, and put on him the responsibility of selecting 
$10,000 a year adequate, | 1 very willing to see the members | but require him to find, as he can easily find, good 1 
of 1 Commiss 1 paid $12,000 per annum. several sections of the country, and not get all of tl 
‘T other inge made in the amendment of the Senator from | from any one section. 
M husetts changed somewhat the terms of service, and I Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 
{ tl that change is a benefit to the bill. But, Mr. Presi- The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f: 
essential feature of this provision is the abolition of | yield further to the Senator from Indiana? 
t t Commission, the increase of its numbers, and the dis- Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 
i f the Commissioners to the several parts of the coun- Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator know any 
Congress should legislate men whom all agree to | 
f wl Senator from Illinois [Mr. Horx1ns] | out of office? 
! ed. I thi: C nission ought to be abolished. I Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, I know no reason 
d t present bers ought not to be | we change the duties and responsibilities of the ¢ 
but I y that the duties and responsibilities of | the President ought not to be limited in their selecti: 
{ 1, i the P dent ought now, | has any right to an office. If the President thinks t 
in t tion of a commission, to meet these new and enlarged | men and able men and are deserving of reappoint 
] sibi s, and he ought to have a wider field of selection | reappoint them. We do not take from him the p 
{ ( yw serving on the present Commission. The | tinue good men in office. 
J nt no doubt will appoint a number of the present Com- Mr. HOPKINS. That is the point right there. If i 
i I ] judg t, he ought to reappoint a number | ment—— 
But I do not think his power of selection ought to be The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f: 
He ought to be permitted to get the very | yield to the Senator from Illinois? , 
[ 1 States. I tempt to srike at Mr. MARTIN. Certainly. 
the purpose of 1 iment to give Mr. HOPKINS. If the amendment of the Senato 
eld ¢ ( I it he may | sachusetts should prevail, the President could not 
1 the Commission or | two good men, because they live in the same circui 
Mr. MARTIN. That is just why I am in favor of 
‘ 1 of the Commis-] ment. It is to prevent him from doing that very 1 
t will mak | good men can be found in other sections of the « 
I fer W him. A Commissioner} Mr. HOPKINS. But the Senator has just said 
\ he body fr ; of Texas will rep- | willing that the President should appoint good m 
I : ust as much will a Commissioner | of where they came from, as I understood him. 
New I 1s . That they shall be} Mr. MARTIN. The Senator misunderstood me 
‘ h » count essential in or if he thought I wanted the President to appoint t] 
i interests the country, justice | of where they came from, when I offered an a 
every 1 of country. I consider that } stricting him in that respect, and I have been tryi 
| the Senate for the last five minutes that he ou 
being di sed before the Sen- | stricted in that respect, because men as good as t 
nendment which has been proposed, | found in other parts of the country. kn the 
1 consider that ‘ most important fea- | not come from any one section, but you can find good 1 
ich compels the distribution of the Com- | section of the country. I want to have the Presid 
parts of the co that respect and required to distribute these offices 
Mr. Preside | the different sections of the country. 
\ i-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— 
Indiana | The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from ‘ 
: ( | to the Senator from North Dakota? 
If President is left free, does not the | Mr. MARTIN. For a question. 
\ think he would take the whole country Mr. McCUMBER. It is a question. The Senato1 
l every section thereof in appointing the | made the statement that he did not believe two me 
( and that is true, why is it necessary for Con- | selected in one circuit. I wish to ask him if he has a 
{ det the limits within which he must appoint | to two men being selected from a circuit containi 
( States and Territories, namely, Minnesota, lowa 
LRTIN. Mr. P lent, on the pi Commission I | Arkansas, Indian Territory, Oklahoma, Kansas, Ne! 
from about one-sixth part of the | Dakota, North Dakota, Wyoming, Colorado, Utal 


il t 
1 of the 1 1 States. I do not want that to happen | Mexico? Does the Senator think that any great 
if I: istaken, two of them come from one State. | come to the country from selecting two from all th 
I « ' t happen again. Tl may be and they | tion, in which there are 66,000 miles of railway and 
I am not one of those Senators who believe | inhabitants? 








1 to go to one section of the country to get Mr. MARTIN. Mr. President, wrong might not 
. y be excellent men, but just as good men | that particular instance, but it is necessary to ; 
( found i ther sections of the country. country for the purpose of appointing the Commis ad 
Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator permit me? while the amendment provided that the distribution L be 
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s by the boundaries of the judicial circuits, that was | I believe each Commissioner has a messenger and a 
7 matter of convenience. The Suggestion of the Sena- 


accompany him. The Supreme Court jude 


; rexas that he would offer an amendment dividing the year, the circuit judges only $7,000 a y 
: ‘tates into transportation districts for the purpose of judges only $6,000 a year. I can not be 0 
these Commissioners is just as acceptable, and the | one of these Commissioners is greater or that ‘ 
@ rom Massachusetts indicated his purpose to accept | formed by him are more important, more exact 
} Iment. more ability than the duties of a circuit jud ro 
it wedded to the particular division of the country Commissioners a larger Salary seems to me. therefora 4 
sed. I would be very willing to see a new districting | discrimination against the circuit judges of the United St 
me can be made more fair and more just to all the | In addition, the circuit judges have a wider and mor 1 
ections of the country. It was for convenience that | jurisdiction, covering all kinds of complicated 
| the districting which exists in judicial circuits. | their pay is only $7,000 per annum. 
iow it meets essentially the conditions we are trying I believe, too, that nine members of the Commissio. ( 1 
i do not believe that atny great injustice is done by | be cumbrous, for the reason that the Commissi: Ss requ I 
boundaries of the judicial circuits. It is true that | to travel] to all parts of the United States to 
o or three of them in the New England States, in public interests, under the interstate-commerc¢ B. > Th 
New York and Pennsylvania. if you want to enlarge not always remain here in Washington. This is imy 
ption to include those States; but those populous | ‘7 hey will often have to go to Chicago. to Bos to St. ] 
e entitled to great consideration, and J] do not see that they will have to go to New York and other cities. C} 
boundaries of the judicial circuits any great in nine members of this Commission ¢ r from one St 
done to any section of the country. It is not an en- | another, with their clerks and messengers. if you 
fect and equitable division; but it is so difficult to | 


tending to cases as they may arise. 
It may be said that only four Commissioners ought to 
the others remain in Washington. Who is g . to 


vision that is entirely equitable and satisfactory to 
hat I adopt this method of division. 
ERIDGE. Will the Senator yield to me? 


four to go and the others to remain? The men rs of 
VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Virginia mission are all of equal rank. There is a ding ‘ 
e Senator from Indiana? | is true, but the presiding officer can not desig ‘ 
\RTIN. For a question? | & special service, three to go here or two to go the re; he 
\ ERIDGE. Yes; for a question. I ask, if the Sena- | hot impose upon them any duty; he can not } 1 s 
t is good policy to legislate a commission out of | tion. When the Commission moves. it must ve as 
; iit the President may have a free hand in reappoint When necessary, it must go to New York. for nee, and ‘ 
ne instance, why does he not think it a good thing in testimony, unless there is ain agreement otherwise, and when 
ances? If he thinks this Commission should be the Commission goes to a city rooms must be p ocured, } s 
| out of office in order to give the President a free hand. found, and the expenses will be materially increased. 
legislate the Panama Canal Commission out of office, I think, according to the Suggestion of the Senator from 
legislate any other commission out of office in order | Ohio [Mr. Foraker] yesterday, that perhaps for ( ‘ 
resident a free hand? Why differentiate? ice five members would better answer, but J] an Ww z 
MARTIN. We have not time in fifteen minutes to dis- agree to the provision contained in the House bill in seet S. 
rt of commission. Mr. President, I am opposed to legislating out of f 
UVERIDGE. I think it would take the Senator fifteen 


who have large experience and a record for { thfulne ind 
ive a good reason for that. ability. I do not believe there has ever been any char 
\RTIN. If I had a little over fifteen minutes I should | king brought against any one of these (, 


tly willing to discuss that with the Senator from public press or elsewhere. They have devoted the 


A very strong argument might be made Why this | a singleness of purpose to the discharge of the most l 1] d 
done. The Panama Canal Commission has not intricate duties whi h have been laid upon I 
ich a great success as to compel us to adopt the same had to tread hew paths not marked out heretofore 
we have provided in regard to its members: and I prudence ; they have been obliged to take up and considey 
loubt before Congress adjourns there will be some regyu- Which have not been interpreted by the court f 1 { ‘ 
f that matter. States; they have had to meet them and to consider al] 
l not needed to go outside the abstract considera- difficult questions presented to them. most of 
question to Satisfy my mind. I believe this dis- their nature. I think they have done wel] They ] settled 
of these commissioners into districts is essential] and | in all, I believe, about 3.000 cases, about which 
! consider it the most important question that has | know nothing. They act often as a com m oof : 
e the Senate for its consideration, and reconciliation, and in two or three thou ul Cas 1 
ich time have I remaining of my fifteen minutes, Mr. | have reconciled differences between railroads and ship 
] the satisfaction of both which were of imp ¢ 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator has two minutes re- which the publie knows nothing. Phes¢ 
attract public attention. 
[ARTIN. Well, Mr. President, I shall hardly be able Mr. President, I think it w. uld not y 
uj) any other thought in relation to this matter in so discharge or put out of office me who have 
criod as two minutes, and so I will rest what I have and, I think, some of them fourteen vi 
n this point. their duties, men who have acquired expe 
LKINS. Mr. President, for a long time I favored take years for new men to acqu 
f taking the members of the Interstate Commerce We had better, I think s] \ ! 
n from the judicial circuits of the country. When out of office public servants who have a ell, wl 
ion of the rate question took place last winter, I | now their duties and can discharge them better than 1 
thing was said in the Senate about selecting mem- | ean It takes a long time to full unders 
e Commission from the judicial circuits while the these great questions. It has ta en the § 
vere going on last summer. I first favored the ap- | discussion to reach a conclusion about end S 1 
t of nine Commissioners, to be taken from the judi ent laws. We should not dispense with or put sid 
I believe in the distribution of the Commission | enced men in great offices like these held by the Commis 
the limits of the United States, if this can be done, I am perfectly willing that the salary shall be $1 
lly think that the division into circuits would meet | if that will enable us to secure better m I 
ell as the suggestion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. | and say that I think this is making a d 
® make the appointments from transportation dis- have said before, against the circuit judges of the 1 
thinking over this matter, I have reached the con- and that I am unwilling to do. J thinl 
t perhaps five members would be better than seven, | highest character and of great ability to 
‘ would be infinitely better than nine. I believe see- salary of $10,000 a year; that is what the H l 
the House bill on this subject is the best disposition | in the pending bill, and retain in the pul 
lestion in all particulars, and I am Willing to vote for tablished character. of large ability, a f f é ' 
the addition of an amendment that the Salary of the | The President. from time to time, « add to of 


of the Commission shall be increased in proportion to | the Commission if the bill 
se of the salaries of the Commissioners. The Salary | cancies oceur, he ean fill the m with untried 


missioners, under the House bill, is $10,000 a year.| Por these reasons, Mr. Presid nt, I have reached the conely 


MiSSeS two 
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ad better 
} folate t} 


1e present Commission out of office. 
President, may I ask the Senator a 


iTe T 
t ul 


| or 4 he 
IGE. Mr. 
is point? 
RESIDENT. 
the Senator ft 
‘ertainly. 
Does not this point also strike the Sena- 
w have experienced men for a sal- 
0 to men without experience? 


Does the Senator from West Vir- 


om Indiana? 


ree with the part of the 
[Mr. LopcE] 
; whom shall be 
ree with him in various 
them, and per- 
» lawyers. I do not 

at Commission. If 

insist that two of 

should at least agree 

iis body in the majority in favor of in 
n, so that we might 
mission as well as in 
It seems to me one of the 
rd to ilroad rate regulation 


assachusetts 


one oi 


2 f° 
all of 


tl 
ipority rains 
ught in t 


Inited States. 


out he C 


sitions in rega 


the 1dment 
does not 


ntal 


ame! “l by the Senator 
rment, upon a legiti- 
the convenient ar- 
United States can 
e or trade or manu- 
has reference to all 
person in the United 
under this bill will be, and 
1 


constituted, a tl hly repre- 


in} 

a I tai arrangen 
judicial circuits of th 
in the world to commer 
rtation; and this 

of 


ry inter 
acts 


rest 


a 


ill 
est every 
that 
fairly 
ould represent all t 
transmitted j 
it should 


nufacturing sect 


l, a thoroughh 
he industries of the 
in interstate commerce of 
represent all the produc- 
ions of the United 
sections, the 


but, 


ritime 


erowing 
nt 


all 
nt 


these ; 


mi 


of 
the 
n, in 

7 


which is in- 
bestow upon 
nited abundance; 
overproduction 

rei countries from 
our actual national 
n rat 
rulation 


word 


gentlemen 
of 

* differ- 

the different 

il railroad Com 

fferentiate rates 

tes. That eX- 

it hi: fre- 

ling propositions in 

he power of differ 

and between the 

rul l th in regard to 

created t interi or else 

rous body of men, who possess powers 


n even to the courts to 


them 


een 


is 


is peen 


e in f or 


ower give con- 


particularly, and in 
m throughout the 

and the small ones, 

ce, I think there ought 

ground of reason and logie 

as well as our divi- 

forth. I propose, Mr. 

“i upon the proposition 

whether it is upon the 

itic, or upon the Pacific, 

board. I have divided the 

pose to create, so that six of them are 
them interior divisions, that 
productions of the country. The 

e in this amendment is a fair 

hose States which are already prosper- 
led, and those States which have a 


sre 
aii 


l, if it does not exceed, the population, prog- | have it considered by the Senate. 


agree with the House provision in this | 
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ress, and wealth of the older States of the American 1) 


is fair and just to all of them. 
I will state that whatever disposition is made of th 
ment to-day—I have not had an opportunity to offer 


and to get it printed in the ordinary form—but whatey 


tion is made of it to-day, unless it should be adopted, | 
occasion to call attention to it again in the Senate. 
bill goes into that body, so that Senators may have an 0) 
of studying its merits. If it has not merits, I do not 

be adopted; if it has merits, I think it is a matter 
concern every Senator on this floor. 

I ask the Secretary to read the proposed amendme 
have it read without taking it out of my time, Mr. Pr 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, th: 
will read the amendment proposed by the Senator from 

The Secretary. On line 4 of Mr. Loper’s amend 
proposed to strike out all after the words “ Interstate 
Commission,” down to and including the word “ 
8, and to insert the following: 

Nine commissioners shall be appointed by the Presid 
provisions of this act, by and with the consent of the s 
shall be natives and citizens of the United States and s} 
for a period of not less than two years in the State fi 
are appointed. 

Six ee districts and two interior districts are 
tuted, from each of which one of said commissioners shall 


but not more than one commissioner shall be appointed f: 
State 


circ l 


districts shall 
district shall 
border on the Great 
and shall include the State of Maine; 

The second district shall include the States south of 
Maine that border on the Atlantic Ocean to the southern 
Maryland ; 

Che third district shall include the States that border 
tic Ocean south of Maryland, except the State of Florida 
The fourth district shall include the States that border 
Mexico, including Florida; ; 

The fifth district shall include Oregon and California ; 
The sixth district shall include the States that border 
Ocean and on the British possessions as far to the east as 
venth district shall include the interior States 1 
the sixth district that are west of the Mississippi River ; 

The eighth district shall include the interior States 
the Mississippi River and are not included in another 

The President shall appoint, by and with the advice 
the Senate, a president of the said commission, who s! 
from any State in the American Union from which no 
sioner has been appointed. <A vice-president shall be « 

ission to perform the duties of president in 
the office of president, or in case of his absence from th 
or of his disability, until a successor is duly appointed a 

Mr. MORGAN. Now, Mr. President, the Senate 
view of the nine districts I propose in respect of 
ment of the Commission. Six of them are distril 
the seaboard of the United States, touching every 
where a vessel from abroad can engage in comme! 
people. Two of them are interior districts from the + 
are not included in the maritime districts, and tli 
trict is the entire Union, from which the President o! 
States appoinis the president of the Commissio 
enough for me to say just now as to the geographic 
of this subject. 

1 think all Senators will see that the plan I pro 
to every part of the Union and that it will prevent tl 
to which I look forward with greater apprehensio: 
other connected with the passage of this bill—this 
I have named of differentiation between the ports « 
ent States by a commission who shall be assemble 
tain part of the Union. 

Take the great manufacturing centers, the gr 
centers, and the great cities that they represen 
your commission from the surrounding countr) 
go to differentiation, and there will be complaint 
bill that will destroy it in the first session after 
enacted; there will be practices that will be co 
whether justly or not, in respect to differentiation | 
missioners. 

The Senator from Massachusetts has overcome tl] 
1 the 


he eig comprise the following-named 
of the States east of 1 


Lakes of the north or on 


The first 
River that 
of Canada 


consist 


of 


The se 


case of 


Tal 
i 


1] 
i 


As I say, he had it in his mind when he adopted 
of judicial districts as the basis of his amendme 
ment and mine are alike exactly, except in 
method of distribution of the districts for maki! 
ments, 

I do not know, Mr. President, that it 
tempt to argue a proposition which, when stated, 
clusive effect upon its face of justice and prop! 
to all the different interests of the United Stat 

I lament the fact that I did not have the opportu! 
day evening to have the amendment put in print so 1 
The most that I 


re 


is worth \ 








| 
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it to the Senate and let the Senate pass upon it. | Mr. President, I deny that we cal 
“i down, of course I will present it again in the | paying such excessive sala It 
n the bill is open for consideration. | over again that in order to proper] 
m. Mr. President - } Pan a Canal it is necessary to g 
E-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Alabama j; and then, instead of taking the ay 
ator from Maine? ¢ r throughout the 1 1 St 
RGAN. For a question, yes. | aries that are paid b: few of 1 
LJ] I thought the Senator was through. ean afford to pay enormous sala1 
MRGAN. No. the proper engineers at less tl 
| I do not wish to interrupt the Senator. la ye ir, and so we select engines 
GAN. Some apprehension is felt in this body, Mr. i thirty thousand We 
regard to the politi al coi iplexion of the members | went to wor the t dug il 
( mmissio R. It would never have occurred to me nd we wel paying h me , 
| per or necessary to put any such qualification ces Immediately ; ‘ 
but others seem to think differently, and, as we in and declared that h 
many occasions here—I think with impropriety on | it Ss not necessarv to ren 
i—the political affiliations of the appointees under j | ed it would 1 to be 
» distributed between the two great leading parties | gr sagreement an si 
5 | the > I we can get jus s | 
ovides that not more than five of the nine Com | deal less expense. 
E | belong to one political party. It is almost im- | Mr. MORGAN. It to 
< over the South and to state the character of | alluded to. I desire to 
1e South who are fit for such a position as this | Canals have 1e int ul 
vering the fact that their ] jitics would rule them n ine ect tate to i 
n a very large degree from participation in the | at anv place on the canal wh 
; Commission. Of the four Democrats who are to | Mr. McCUMBER. I 
would either all come from the South or at | men on the Commissi WW 
it get two of them. That suggests to me a difti- | S te. in which it was dk | 
execution of this law which may have a very ill! place where it was unnec t 
; succ as a great legislative measure. I can} jf to be removed fro 1 
fr. President, that there are Democrats, and Demo-| ] ean not give the 1 
y, in the South who are so deodorized that the | was the one testifying | 
rhaps would have no difficulty in finding some way Vallac : 
¢ them to office, and I am willing to put up with Mr. MORGAN. Will t] Senat 
of Democrats rather than not to get the matter | Mr. McCUMBER. WW — 
So that I will not object on that ground to this bill. Mr. MORGAN Wallace 
s really an improper provision, but I do not propose | Mr. McCUMBER. Yes 
or to object to it. Neither do I find any objection = Et A ' q, 
f the provisions of the amendment of the Sen- | a cavemen ny 
\Mlassachusetts. I have not introduced my amend Mr. MORGAN. W: 
view of combating any other provisions in his | ir. McCUMBER. If 1 
I merely ask to strike out in Kne 4 of that amend I ember distinctly I 
. | Mr. MORGAN. You 
on shall consist of nine members. one for and f 1 | Mr. McCUMBER I 
the United States, who 1} for two | Bid 
preceding his appointment an actual resident in such | rewith me in taat 
Th ntellectualits 
» strike out those words and to insert my amendment | to the averag his s 3 
I also ask that my amendment be printed unt of ge | We 
PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senato1 x], honest men. We wa 
vill be printed, as requested. all, we want w I 
UMBER. Mr. President, I wish to take this ocea could work sixteen hours a da 
i sentiment against this attempt, surreptitious he most | liant one that cou 
least, to select a few of the Federal officers of a | For after | if labor tl s 
; and to grant them excessive remuneration as | quire such bril Cy eS 
’ th other Federal officers doing a like character of ‘ tious spirit in ¢ the w 
~ 1 l l be pre] I 
Mr. President, am in favor of a readjustment of | It will require a year or so of 
ries of Federal efiicers, from top to bottom. Th the work properly I 
rived when that ought to be done, but it ought to Mr. President we shall | 
stematically, and with a view, as far as possible, of | tion of the Senator 1 M 
the inequalities in the pay of the several branches o secure g f Ihe 
‘al service throughout the country. , pay, then we t to | 
lo not like is the system that is growing here to| lars. But wl I 
ssions; and every time we create a commission \ I paying easo I \\ 
iry two or three times above that which is given should 1 l 
ers of equal grade at least and who fill Federal endered ie Gov It s 
ing at least equal intelligence, ability, and: integ uld pay ( 
uld ask the Senator from Massachusetts [ Mr. Loper], its en rent to si rt } 
d again upon this floor has declaimed in favor of n the place » which he is assig 
F el of the circuit bench of the United States, who |! s irious If es above 1 
; highly of them and declared that they were the very | of the other Federal officers 
the country and could scarcely be improved uy similar positions for less comp. 
that we can secure such men as they are for $7,000 pe We have in this body an 


| yet, at the same time, we can not secure proper men 

ns on the commission proposed to be created withou 

providing salaries of twelve thousand and twelv 

five hundred dollars per annum? 

senator says he wants not only intellectual men, men of 

ut he wants to add a dignity to the Commission 

e, assumning that our circuit court judges are men of 

ility, and that six or seven thousand dollars is suffi 
them, the Senator then would pay seven thousand | 

or the service and six thousand or five thousand dollars 
dignity of the particular persons who are to be selected | 
official positions, 
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cident to the struggle for existence in life are to a great extent 
laid aside, and the mind can be given directly to its work rather 
than to a great extent in securing remuneration for services per- 
formed. That is a itself. That is one reason why we 
get men who can earn $50,000 a year and place them on the 
Federal bench at $7,000 per annum. 

It seems to me it is absolutely unjust, so long as we are 
paying to our Cabinet officers $8,000, to place the salary of one 
of these at $12,000. Does it not require just as 
great ability to occupy the 
to upon this Commission? Are not 
considered by him as important to the country? Does it not 
require four times as much labor to fill the position of Secretary 
of the Interior, looking after not only the details, but generally 
after all matters of the interior interests throughout the United 
States, as it does to be a member of this Commission? Aud yet 
the Secretary of the Interior gets but $8,000, 

Mr. President, I want to say that for one I will not vote to 
raise any salary above what is the usual amount paid by the 
Government 
until we reach that point where we may have a readjustment 
and place them all exactly where they belong. I want to pro- 
test against systematic attempt to select a few favored 
commissions pay the commissioners salaries two or three 
times is paid for equal service throughout other 
country. 


reason 


Commissioners 


does be 


this 
and 
what 
of the 
Mr. President, it seems to me upon the other proposition we 
could reach it by a simple amendment, that in selecting the Com- 
missioners they should be appointed by the President so that 
ll sections of the country, as nearly as possible, should be rep- 
nted by the personnel of the Commission. The 
what that meant. He would be at liberty to 
where thought and I am certain 
possible each great section of the United States 
perly represented. When the proper time 
although the proposition may have but one yote 
salary of the Commissioners shall 
what they have been serving for for the last ten or 


above 


sections 


7 
. i 
ld understand 


selections he best, 


comes 

ite, that the 
vears—S$7.500 
McCREARY. 


prop 


Mr. President, I 
the Senator 
there is any 


Commerce 


am not in favor of the 
‘rom Massachusetts [ Mr. 
ity for increasing 
Commissioners to 
nd industrious Commis- 
at. According to my 
Commissioners generally do not 
I am not in favor 

er to $12,000 per 

his 


ecess 


achusetts in 
be increased in 

to » the 
than they have 
sing the salary; but 
“l to m« than 
epartments only 
‘ourt $12,500. I 
the salary of the Inter- 
which I believe 
annum, to more than $10,000. 


gzive tT 


lite 


ere re 


ds of 
supreme ¢ 
increase 
from $7,500, 
ed them per 
Mir. President, of that part of the amendment 
M which 
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favor of the legislation to enlarge the powers 
W what great 
nmerce Commissioners will have to 

that the Interstate Commerce 
ly a year i 


1 debating questions relating 


‘ree Commission. see 


for near taking evidence, 
to the regulation 
four months. 
position of Commissioners. They 
ionest, who who are indus- 
independent, who will do their duty no matter 
are thrown in the way. I am in favor, after 
ssed, of the President of the United States, by and 
and consent of the Senate, appointing a com- 
the place of the present Interstate Commerce 
the present members of the Commis- 
have at the present time able men, good 
men worthy of the positions they hold: 
of the United States regards them as in 
suitable, they can be reappointed. There will be 
» bill to prevent their reappointment. 


ure able, 


admire 
we 
men, 


sident 


position of Secretary of State as it | 
the things to be | 


of the United States for services of like character | 
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But I am not in favor of appointing nine. I am in { 
appointing seven, the number prescribed in the pil] 
passed the House. I think seven Commissioners are 
and I think when they are allowed $10,000 per annum 
ary is sufficient. I am not in favor of having only one « 
sioner from the South, as we had for many years. I hay 
in this debate that there are two from one United Sta; 
cial circuit. I am not in favor of appointing nine Com 
ers from nine United States judicial circuits. I do no 
that is the proper way to select them. But I am in 
the appointment of seven, and they should be as nearly 
ble selected from the various geographical sections of ; 
try. 

A suggestion made yesterday by the Senator from 7: 
BaiLey], that they be appointed after dividing the Unit 
into seven transportation districts, is very good, and 
that he has examined that question and will be able to p; 
us seven transportation districts fairly and justly laid out » 
described. 

Mr. President, I regard the section of the bill relati: 
appointment of Commissioners as one of the most 
sections of the bill. If we have a good law—and I | 
have improved the bill that came to us from the Hou 
hope and believe when we get through we will have a 
certainly a good law as a start; nothing is ever perf 
I believe when we get through with it we 
passed a bill that will be a good start toward the 


| ment of what we desire—if we have a good law, unless 


President | 


be | 


nine, | 


the right kind of Commissioners to carry out the lay 
not expect it to be a success. 

I hope and believe the President of the United State 
comes to select the seven, if that shall be the numb 
hope it will be, will give us able men, industrious | 
men, honest men, and that they will discharge their du 
lessly, and that the country will be pleased with the 
are executing. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. President, the bill before us as 
from the House received the consideration of the Se 
mittee for some four or five months or longer, I thin 
events, five large volumes of testimony have been } 
us for our consideration, which none of us or yer 
have read or digested. That committee has not seen 
report any amendment to this section of the bill. 

Mr. LODGE. To what section of the bill, if the S 
allow me, did the committee think it proper to n 
ments? 

Mr. PERKINS. I ean not speak for the committ 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator knows very well th 
mittee reported no amendment to any section. 

Mr. PERKINS. I merely speak of the bill as it 
for consideration. The Senator from South Carolin 
MAN] has not been backward in presenting amendn 

Mr. LODGE. The Senator knows very well th 
mittee did not report amendments to any section. 

Mr. PERKINS. Admitting that, experience has de 
that a committee of five has done very excell 
commission of seven, it seems to me, judging from 1 
experience in companies, would be quite ample to } 
duties devolved upon the Interstate Commerce C 


|, The House has fixed the salary at $10,000 per annu 


| which they believe to be just and right. 


their traveling expenses, incidental expenses, and th 
secretaries, clerks, and messengers, who accompany 
the Commission is sitting to hear testimony in cities 
the capital. I am willing to accept their recomme! 
the Representatives think that the salary of the Co 
should be twice that of a Member of the House of I 
tives, that it should be $10,000 per annum, that 
$3,000 more per annum than that of a circuit judge of 
States, well and good; I am willing to vote for t! 
the bill as it is presented to us from the House, and : 
to the Senate from the committee. 

I want to say in passing, though, that I do not 
payment of a $10,000 salary or a $20,000 salary will 
more capable or any more honorable Commissioners 
we have at present, or those who will accept appoint 
this bill. I have lived long enough to realize the fact 
tale money drawers and bell punches do not make h 
There must be a higher motive actuating men in the 
ance of their duties than a physical monitor upon th 
It must be their own conscience which prompts them 
If we ha 


| proval of our own conscience, there is nothing to re) 


selves with even if we make mistakes in our official 
The only defect in this section which I should | 
remedied is with respect to the distribution of t! 


Lit 











, 
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ips it can be remedied, in accordance with the | should be some practical m¢ 
of the Senator from North Dakota, by adding that | mean men of experien 
hical sections of the country shall be represented in | self followed it some 1 
mn of the seven Commissioners, or it may be done by very little about it The 
country into seven transportation districts on an tariffs would puzzle eve { 
leage or population basis in those districts. in this citv or elsewhere ‘' 
particularly desirous of seeing done in this bill | and the doubling of Si 
in the West—and I define the West in this instance instructions that are ¢ l 
untry west of the Missouri River—m: V have one out would myst fy al st a 
the Interstate Commerce Commission. Since it portation business. 

1887 we have been str ing and striving by So I hope, Mr. President 
ndations and indorsements to secure the appoint- | comes from the H 
mumissioner from west of the Missouri River. We | sented to us. With 
the great Pacific coast, reaching from San Diego | we think we can get bette 
rrow, certainly from San Diego to Puget Sound, in | per annum, e id 
rv there are many thousands of miles of railroa urt receive ¢ 
here are so different from what they are on tl e Ss ‘ 
st, with mountains and low valleys, that it is neces et « ws 1 ‘ . 
Commissioner should be familiar with the geo- | circuit re re : 
litions there existing. trict 7 a & , 

eeded only a few weeks since in prevailing upon the | could seek tl i 
ower to select a Commissioner from west of the | devoting many years 
ver. The committee to which the nomination was | fession which they honor b; 
ved the spirit, if not the letter, of the interstate tion. 
t had been violated, and so the nomination has I want to reiterate. Mr. } 
ted to the Senate. and we have no Commissioner. | should stand 
nt to see this bill so amended that the Western | President may fee 
t] country, certainly those west of the Missouri he different zg 
] one member on the Interstate Commerce Com the Com oc e! fi 
friend informs me that ex-Senator Cockrell comes Mr. HALE. Mr. Pre 
the Missouri River because he comes from Mis PROCTOR sks n n that 1 
s City is in Missouri, although it is very near | him 1g } I 
one has more admiration or respect for ex-Senator ; ‘ 
nI have. I was associated with him for some t The VICE-PRESIDE? 
years upon the Appropriations Committee of th from Mair poke 1 
I never met a more high-minded or conscientious | Massachusetts, but h 
performance of his duties. He came to C ornia, 1) i] Se \ 
» once, He says he will go some time, ar v he "hs HAL} I 
l Ce ner for California. Inde lis . 
\ 11 ft } s her ( ( 
I 1 tl I l that no tl ‘ e ly 
, v ) ll ‘ o p . 
t Co m is wise I (‘on ~ 
of mie ] Ss l helieve e ‘ a 
t not more than ir of 1 ‘ 
) i 1x ul par 'T he law ( 
f 1 1 Nt S < 
Will the Senator allow mie » ask | 
NS. With pk re 
Is not the ps t Co sion ' of ‘ 
\ . i 
= Well T know S 7 wver ] ( very ¢ ? 
i very if l d very ! es en | ! 
» do I ‘ 
NS. And T would be willing to leav ‘ i M » ] 
‘ tr tha Se ; \T ine 3 { 
1 n! an the ( 
ae Sel I ild not tl 
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t 4 on Sl lk f ] 
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B I ] To he Tr r} { { 
ing eresting to say. | 
: 5 f il it s the « 
thea y 
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prac ] men 1 ) t] ly ( 
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y to these Commissioners. As I s I think the | on this Co fasion? 1} 
of the Senator from Maine is excellent, that there | suggested by one or two § 
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Let 1 tell Senators 
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| city of Chicago and have been for weeks. 
te is confronted with that question it will | 


| different 








| bill I introduced two years ago, and reintroduced at 


part of the Commission are taking testimony in the 
We know t! 
is continuously happening. We know that the Intersi 
merce Commission, during all the years of its existe; 
been acting like a committee, through subcommittees 
ferent sections of our vast territory, and that there js 
any considerable length of time throughout the year y 
a nucleus here at the capital of the five Commissione 
subcommittees, just as the one employed to-day at Chi 
seattered, taking testimony upon complaints filed in 
States of this great Union. 

I believe the Senator from Maine has contributed very 
by the suggestions he has submitted here as to the « 
of the Commission. I agree with him, further, in 
clusion that just as you shall select and constitute 
mission, you will decrease the present tendency to ap; 
its findings. I believe with the Senator from Maine th 
will build up a commission of men whose capacity, wl! 
acter, whose ability inspire confidence and command th 
of the American people, you will see a rapid dwindli 
appeals from its findings to the courts of law. I be 
that is the best practical way to do away with the { 
which complaint is so generally and so justly made. 

I do not think that you can go too far in stating the 
of furnishing to the country in this Commission, wh: 
be constructed under the provisions of this act, a bod 
in whom the public will repose as full a measure of 
as they do in that of any judicial tribunal in this lan 
boots it, then, to the carrier to appeal? Is he likely 
cute that appeal when he knows he is going to a tril 
is not possessed of any more ability, of any greater se 
of any more character than the one to whose f 
is objecting? The motive for an appeal is removed. 

What we want, I take it, Mr. President, in the en 
this measure is, if it be possible, to make such a | 
its operation and its application it will do away with 
sity of appeals altogether. 

Mr. FOSTER. Mr. President, will the Senator all 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 

Mr. FOSTER. In what respect have the duties or 
the Commission been enlarged by the pending 
justify an increase of nearly double the membership 

Mr. BLACKBURN. I do not understand that the 
templates doubling the membership o€ the Commi 

Mr. FOSTER. The amendment to in 
number from five to nine. 

Mr. BLACKBURN. Upon the contrary, I think 
to the question of the Senator from , 
li bill in 
mission the power to fix rates, 


has not 


hess, 


sO 


proposes 


Louisiana is fou 


directions. The confers express terms wu] 

That certainly is a 

been exercised by the Commission for tf] 

That surely will increase the burden of lal 

the Commission. 

that answer is not necessary, I 

imendment proposed. It found in the fact 
e Commission must in the very nature 
ith the development, the growth, and tl 

is country. 


“d the 


apprehend, 
is 


increase of salary to 
t, nor do I know that 
ill suggest that it is the « 
draw contrasts such as the Senate 
McCuMbBerR] indulged in a little while 
the proposed salary as enlarged by the 
being al ether out of proportion to that paid to S 
Representatives in Congress and to Cabinet 
It is just as easy, Mr. President, for us to m: 
apparent if we undertake to compare 
y there Senator who will cla 
yublie officials to-day are based uy 
common-sense, or defensible the 
he House and the Secretary of the 
Arms of either one, is paid more 
Representative is it nece to 
n the assertion that there is no con 
in salaries existing now? 
. Mr. President 
RESIDENT. Does the Senator 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 
Ir. BLACKBURN. Certainly. 
Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senaior will 
not suggestion warrant a suggestion on 


menamel 
Iw 

vii 

Dakot: 


he s} 


officer 
le 
trasts 
s, for sur is no 


salaries of the } 


sary 


from 


permit 
his my | 


session, which is now pending before a committee ol 
ate, proposing a reasonable increase in the salaries « 


May 


VV 











saan is body and the House of Represe 
= orable consideration ? 
ACK BURN. I answer very chee 
I go further in that direction, 
eve there is a man borne upon 
U1 tes Government, whether he be 
it, saving and except the sing 
branch of the Government, 
e than the pay of a United 


ntatives, ought to 


rfully and in the 
Mr. President. | 
the pay rolls of the 
Supreme Court justice 
le representative of the 
whose pay should be one 
States Senator or a Mem- 


House of Representatives, It is impossible, in my 
: conceive of a pay roll more inconsistent, more 
re indefensible, than the one we are carrying to day. 

endment pending here is equally acceptable to me, 

» salary stays at $7,500, $10,000, or $12,000, for I in- 

epeat, the utterance of the Senator from Maine, deliy- 
vesterday, when I] Say that, in my judgment, the 

‘are to pay to the men who are to constitute the 

( n, if it shall be constructed as it ought to be, if it 


\ilded out of the material it ol 
agatelle in the consideration 

Is heerfully vote for the amendment. 

\ WLANDS. Mr. President, I have had some difficulty 
¥ a conclusion regarding this matter. As to the 
salaries, I quite agree with the Senator from Massa- 

chus iat the salaries should be increased, and if that 

to be presented, I would yote in the aflirmatiye. 
\s to the number of the Commission, my inclination has been 
the number than to maintain its present 

. upon reflection, I have come to the conclusion that 
the vill simplify the duties of the Interstate Commerce 

C ‘sion Instead of enlarging them. Under present condi- 

Interstate Commerce Commission js called upon 
same inquiries that are instituted by this bill. 
is been the lack of power in the Commis 

Under the pending bill the Com 

| It is no longer compelled to take the initia- 
y ust the carriers in the courts to enforce its orders. It 
: | be on the defensive rather than on the offensive, as here- 


ight to be builded from, 
of this amendment. 


issue 


ncrease 


But 


The 
sion to en- 
mission has 


y he 
ders. 


wers, 


I . therefore, that with the adde 
thit Commission can be 


eC past. 


“1 powe 
performed with I 


rs the duties of 
‘SS waste of time than 
\ SMALL COMMISSION BETTER 
as their deliberations are concerned, I 
t] hat the smaller the Commission the |} 
Ssion of five sitting in deliberation upor 
matters of fact and of law can 
easily and more quickly than a com! 
nm of nine, 
but it is suggested that the Commissioners 
liking testimony in different parts of the country. 
ustom to assign to a particul 
ioners the duty of taking testimony with refer 
complaint. The result is that where sessions 
ld as a matter of convenience in different parts of the co 
mission is necessarily divided. I can conceive it quite 
le that at least eight out of the nine commissioners might 
time be absent from Washington, each pursuing ; 
iquiry in a different section of the country. 
‘Ss a Inatter of eonvenience in taking 
he inerease in the humber o 
ig of testimony, 
entire Commission sits 


th 
the 


THAN A LARGE ONE. 


So far 
etter; that a com- 
1a particular question 
nission of seyen or a 


$8} 


are engaged in 
I believe it 
ar Commissioner or a few 
cy 1 SA 
are 
untry 


sepa- 


f Commissione 
but I apprehend that 
in judgment: 
entire Commission, 
isment. I do not know Ww 
r taking testimony | 
ut it seems to me i 


the ¢ l 


in each case the 
that the testimony 
and so they sit in de 
hether existing 
Vy any person othe 
f it dees not we I 
the Commissioners the power 
's Similar to masters in cha 

it to the Commission, | 


is re 


liberation 


night add legisla- 
to appoint examiners 
heery to take testimony and 

believe only the very im- 


io 
s 
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to |} 


am inclined to | 


come to a conclusion 


rence to a | 


testimony it is possible | 
rs may expedite 


legislation pro- | 
r than a Commis- | 


‘ses should draw the members of this Commission 
Shington, for the more important consideration is the | 
nm and the conclusion of the whole Commission re 


gard- 
cular complaint. 


epting as I do the view ths 
] ore effectively regi 
for five rather than for seven: 

n for nine: and I an 
neerned, if it 
requires the servi 
the future 

| give them 


it five Commissione 


rs can de- 
irding these matte 


rs than seven, I 
I shall vote for seven 
1 Sure that so far as taking testi 
is found that the labor of the Com- 
ces of more men than constitutes the 
Commission, legislation can be shaped 
the assistance that they desire in the 
rs who will take the testimony. 

the districts from which these Commis- 


] employ examine 
to 


XL——431 


eference 
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A i 
4k 


Me 
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nt ene 


sioners shall be appointed, I, 
fairly to represent the 
in Selecting them, 


of course, realize 
entire country. and that th 
Should have in view tl 


he ent 





e 


Count 





OSs | 


that they ought 


hixecutive 


x 


O 

that each Section will be fairly represented on ¢) at Comm i 
in Proportion to its Population, its business, its traffic, o 
railway mileage, and I assume that the President will iys 
take these Inatters into consideration, just as he does in th 
appointment of the members of the Supreme Court I do no 
believe there has ever been any complaint that the Supre 
Court is not sufficic ntly national in charact r; that d 
hot sufficiently represent every part of the ¢ untry : i 
the President is hot compelled to appoint mem}! ot e Ss 
preme Court from particular districts or from part 
tions of the country. What I fear is that if we ! 
these districts, we then shall give these ap itinent ( 
acter of Sectionalism: that if a man is; pp a to this ¢ 
mission from a particular district. e ibraci evel 
he will fee! when he goes on that ¢ OULMISSSIO} f v 
sents those States and that the people of those States 
measure his constituene I am sure t) is 
Congress, and properly so. | am sure that <¢ M f 
the House of Representatives feels that he e D 
ticular district and a particular secti mM, and that it is h 
to leok out for that district and that seet So oO t 
Senate we represent our States. 

1E COMMISSION SHOULD BE Na NAL, NOT NAI ARA 

AND FREE FR M AL PRI 

I should deprecate that sentinient with reference ) 
Commission, |] feel that eye ry member of it sh uld r 
hational character of that body and that he repress tl 
entire people and hot any particular section OL country « rf 
the people. J] fear that a Commis lone! ected f 
ticular district would be likely to feel that he represented that 
particular district and that particular constituency and that 
must be the especial object of his regard and solicitude ind 
I fear that the people of that district might also lool upon it 
in the same Way. ‘They might fee] that he was their spe. ily 
resentative; that he was there for the purpose of looking out { 
their interests : that he was there to look out for the part 
interests of the Section or the district from which he 
pointed, and that if he, having in view the nati l ch 
of his position, should render decisions that wer dverse¢ 
his particular section the people of the section or d ! 
he represented would regard such decisions as ¢ 1 t l 
business interests and would express their dis f‘: ! I 
ferr that when such Commissioner came up for t 
there would be political action in that particular 
there would be an effort made to prevent his yr | ! 
that thus gradually we might introduce in this Co nt n 
opinion that the Comnissioner repr sented not th t 
section, and that a Commissioner best dis. harged hi 
looked out for the interests of the people whom h ‘ 
So, Mr. President, ] shall oppose any amendment whic pre 
for these appointments from districts. 
THE COURTS SHOULD NOT INFRINGE THR a} MI. ATIVI " 

COMM ION 

My own judgment is that we had better e this s n 
just as it came from the House of Rep: ‘Ss, inere g 
the salary, if that should be the Judgment « Se I 
believe with the Senator from Maine [ Mr Hale] and thy 
tor from Massachusetts [Mr. Loner] that this ¢ 
should be made a tribunal of the hig! st racter and d 
the greatest administrative body of and , 
ing in dignity and in « haracter the Supreme ¢ urt of the | 
States. It is with that View that I have ited ag S 
proposition which would <« em to give the courts iny } 
over the administrative functions of ¢] ribun: I 
been solicitous that the admini trative powers ler th S 
of Congress should be entirely separate the 
powers of the courts, and ] was content to leav. S i 
powers unimpaired. to he exercised by the ¢ urts di 
their custom and according to knewn rem. lies, whe } 
liminary or permanent injunet In the protection ro 
Feeling that they had the jurisdiction, I hare he de . 
that they should define their own p wers uw < tte I 
I have felt satisfied that they would confine the ft 
as they have in the past, simply to the det 7 he 
question as to whether the action of the Commissio as such 
as to prevent the carriers from receiving a fair return ! 
their property. I think we have kept these powers measim 
ably separate, although | aim not altogether satisfied vith th 
provision for court review that has been adopted. I am iy 
clined to think. however, that under it the courts will assume 
ho greater jurisdiction and no sreater power than that Which 
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| to an issue. 


at all. If we decide that we shall have a new . 
then we can go on and perfect the proposed law, 
the number of members of the Commission, decide { 
and decide all the other qualifications. If we 

to have a new commission, if we are going to leay: 
we had better determine that at once, and it will cut 
deal of debate. 

I am suggesting this because I have observed tha 
has run largely upon points which I do not regard 
The point that seems to me essential is to give th 
the opportunity, when this new law shall be passed, 
a new commission, one representative of all the ec 
consisting of the best men that he can possibly get. 
want to compel him to keep the five men now there if 
to make substitutions. If he chooses to reappoint 
well; but I do not think it is wise, in the presen 


e « 


| measure, to compel the appointment or the selection 


men in the country. 

I think with the new law there should go a new ( 
Let it be composed of seven members, if you pk 
House provided, with salaries of $10,000, or let it b 
have suggested, and as I think is better, with salaries 
What I want to get at is to give the President the 
to appoint a new Commission. If he sees fit he ec 
all the old members. There is nothing to prevent 
under my proposition; but if he should want to m 
give him the opportunity. 

Under this bill we are giving this Commission en 
ers. It is not a question of the amount of busin 
have to do; it is the gigantie responsibilities 
placing upon them; and I think we ought to try 
get the best and ablest men, but I think they 
properly distributed in appointment through the cou 

That is the reason, Mr. President, I want to bring 1 
If the Senate believe that we ought 
the strongest possible Commission, distributed fairly 


| the country, then they will vote for the amendme: 


now. If they do not feel so and defeat the amet 

there is no use in wasting time over the discussi 

portation districts or judicial districts, or whethe 
better number than seven, or $12,000 is a more suit 
than $10,000. I think we can save by going 
the point as proposed by the amendment I now 

we make an attempt at all to reorganize and impr 

mission? 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President - 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator f 
chusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. LODGE. Certainly, I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. DICK. I want to ask the Senator from Mass 
he has objection to the further division of his a 
that we may vote on the two proposifions—one 
Commission may be appointed, and the other as to 
of members of that Commission? 

Mr. LODGE. I divide it now, Mr. President. My 
now is contained in the first four lines of 
amendment, as follows: 

On the passage of this act an Interstate Commerce Co! 
be appointed by the President, by and with the advice a 
the Senate, to take the place of the present Interstate 


time 





sition 


} mission. 


' 


thy ) exe sed and that they will decline to 
irae functions or to review purely adminis- 
tr: vcts bh are not destructive of property rights. I 
| we can only now impress the country with the 
in iis great tribunal, its dignity, and its character, 
the cu n Wi rrow of appointing to it men of the highest 
d 
DGl M Preside I ask leave to withdraw the 
I Yi 1 to offer it now modified. I 
) out section 8 of the bill, and in lieu thereof to 
( 1 ( Commission shall 
l nd and consent of 
t t f pi ti > Commerce Com- 
plain tl , ime vhich is, as I have said, a sub- 
tute for section 8, being the first four lines of the amendment 
I have heretofore offered. 
Mr. HALE. Mr. President 
Mr. LODGE. I yield to the S« from Maine if he de- 
‘ al 
ALE. I hope Senators will « e the amendment 
( 1ator f 1 Massachusett I t very important 
ld do n order to get at the right result. If the 
Ime f Senator from Massachusetts carries—— 
LODGI That is, the ndment I have just now of- 
fered 
M HALI ¥ Commission of nine. f 
t It ( m«¢ insert, after the 
’ ( s 1d IT ask Senators to listen 
f 1aintain the proposition of | 
io ids 
ec nerce Commission shall 
Preside i ! » advice and consent of 
- to take the place of the present Interstate Commerce Com- 
amen nt carries, I shall move to insert, after the 
‘ n ’ the following words 
1 each ’ ; ion districts, to be 
I it oO 3 t fa resent the interstate 
* Nor 1 72 +; 
t lit yvi > 4 a - ‘ > 
Mr. President, will establish the size of the Commission, 
in E it te rtation districts to be estab- 
] » Pr it so as rly represent the interstate 
i ent portions « United States. I do 
il way how \ i io more than that now. 
the boundaries of these different districts. I 
, leave that to the P nt, only keeping in 
rhit th il l result ] ng every portion of 
j East 1 West, North 1 South, fairly rep- 
( »M Vh n l ent does the 
M sa cohiics wish to off 
I ll e my purp 
| SIDING OFFI & (Mr. Gal in the chair) 
| the § ‘ 4 Massachusetts 
bon a 
Lol ] » to § | tion 8 and in- 
4 . = 4 ” a 3, 
| ES ING OFFICER. sed endment will 
etary 
A ° It is pr > l Ss re ¢ nil « Ser nS 
1 there f to Inst 
ft a ( nission all 
y ’ ‘anf? a v 7 ad 1sent of 
> : i 3 ( I ce ¢ , 
Mr. HALE. Now, will the Secretary read what I shall offer 
3 ‘ t f Sea tor M ‘-husetts carries? 
} LODGI I should lik 
Mr. HALE. I do not wish to interfere with the Senator’s 
Mr. LODGE. The Senator does not offer that as an amend- 
Vv menadament. but t s t ott: subsequently if 
mendment carries 
The PRESIDING OFFICER rhe Chair so understands. 
Mr. TELLER. Mr. Preside 
Mr. LODGE. I have the fi 
Mr. TELLER. I understand the Senator has modified his 
nendment so as to leave out all except first four lines. 
Mr. LODGE. Yes. My purpose is this, and I might as well | 
state it now and make it clear to the Senate: The question of 
HOW 1any Commissioners we shall have and the question of 
what salaries they shall receive are to me unessential. It seems 
to > will shorten the debate and help us to complete the 
bill, whieh we are all most anxiows to do, to decide, first, 
whether we are going to have a new and reorganized commission 





It is one single proposition. It does not prevent t) 
from reappointing anybody. Every member of the pr 
mission can be reappointed, but it does prevent hin 
compelled to appoint five men. 

Mr. HA! And when the Senator’s proposition 
Senate, the whole subject-matter is left to us 

he number of Commissioners shall be 
whether there shall be transportation districts, 
my amendment, ete. But that is only possible if 
adopts the proposition of the Senator from Ma 
which provides for a new Commission. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair will take 
of suggesting to the Senator from Maine that as the 
of the Senator from Massachusetts is to strike out a 
if that should carry it would not be amendable as in ¢ 
of the Whole. 

Mr. LODGE. But the rest could be added as new 
the end of the bill. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to ask the Senator from 
setts whether he has any doubt as to the right of C 
legislate the present Commissioners out of office? He 
propose to abolish the Commission, but simply to aut! 


the 


ne 


President of the United States to appoint a new boal 
Mr. LODGE. I can not conceive that there is the 


At the end of the bill 


ur 


! 


] 


~ 
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+ we could abolish the Commission or authorize the Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, as I unders ( 
- to appoint a new board or put other officers in their | the present Commissioners are appointed f 
: anything else. The board is of our creation. President, in his judgment, whenever lh: 
NE. IL presume he could do it, of course, but whether | cient or are not properly discharging their du 
|} them; in other words, he can make a vacancy) I 
' ODGE. He can not change the law. that he should do that, and not we. It do 
\ ONE. He can not change the law? | be a wise thing for the legislative body to undertake to rr 
\ GE. Certainly not. | people from office. 
Ml ONE. It was suggested around me here that he could Away back, a good many years ago, in lv af 
; | civil war, we had some experience in that line; and in 
a \ DRICH. He can discharge them for inefficiency. excitement and disagreement between the executive and tl 
’ ONE. Certainly, for cause. lative branches of the Government there is very great d 
\ \OGE. They are appointed for a definite tenure under | of an abuse of this power. I am not in favor of asserting 
it law, and the President can not change the member- | even if we have the right: but I doubt whether we | 
e Commission except on the expiration of their terms. | right to do that. We can abolish this board. we 
ONE. The point I had in mind to inquire of the Sen- | all other offices, except those created by the Co tic 
whether the mere authority of the President to ap however, is not a proposition to abolish the board, but ere 
ew board of Commissioners would vacate the offices | to reorganize it with a new membership. That is wl 
present Commissioners ? | tically amounts to. I do not think we ought to do tl I 
\DOGE. I think the language of my amendment is plain. | do not know many of the members of the Commi 
| in fact, I only know one, and that is the former §S ) 
sage of this act an Interstate Commerce Commission shall from Missouri, Mr. Cockrell I think I have never seen 
y the President, by and with the advice and consent of | of the others; but I am under the impression that th : 
to take the place of the present Interstate Commerce Com- | ness of the board hea been v. ry properly conducted Sa 
LLER. Is the Senator through? not feel inclined to join in any effort to discredit tl 
‘Mr. LODGE. I yield the floor. whatever may be the motive that induces this propos 
\ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to ask the Senator from | Wi!!! discredit them. If they are properly there, properly 
Mass setts a question as to whether if the amendment | /#8, and the President so thinks, they ought to r 
mt now proposes be adopted, it is his purpose then to seek and we ought to increase the number if we think the Com 
+o further amend the bill in relation to the Commission, the num- | '8 00 Small. 
mmissioners of which it shall be composed, their com- | , 02 the question whether there shall be nine or sev 
and their distribution? Commissioners, I am myself inclined to accept the H 


Mr. LODGE. Certainly. If the amendment be adopted, those | ¥!S!0" for seven members as sufficient. However, I do 
estions will then be for the Senate to determine. sider it very important whether the number be se 
re CLARK of Wyoming. Then, the Senator would not be | Ne: I shall be quite content w ith wl atever the Senate d 
tirel urate in his statement that the President could, if | that matter. I am inclined to think that five is 





1, reappoint all the members of the present Com- | b0@rd to do the work. ; , 
Ss because they could not be reappointed upon any basis When you come to the question of the distribution of the ¢ 
on which could possibly obtain, I think, in the bill. | ™'ssioners, I think there is not the danger suggested 
ve no possible basis of distribution which would in- senator from Nevada, that they would come t Ul . 
, the present members of the Commission. | time that they were representing the Ir Immediate sé 
Mr. LODGE. I understand the Senator to mean, then, that | the country; for, as suggested by the Senator from W 
two members of the present Commission from the | !f they should get that idea in their minds, it would 
ial circuit, who would clash with each other in that proper selections had Ror een mad UI 
if there should be a distribution provided for in | S@@t#Uves In Congress are elected to represent 
| tions of the country and particular popul S, i 
\ \RK of Wyoming. I think there must be—— here to represent the States in which we |] 
\I DODGE. There is nobody else—— Mr. President, I do not think there is any 
\ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I knew it must affect somebody | tribution upon the principle of patronage ! s 
the present location of some of the Commissioners, | Vantage in having a distribution of these « ope: 
jinted under any equitable distribution, of course | 2S to all other officers. A man who lives g 
m would be affected. in which I iive—the largest circuit i 
Mr. LODGE. It would affect, of course, those appointments, | that circuit would have more knowledge « e 
t endment may be framed by the Senate so that the than a man appointed from the first or the second 
] can take them all from one State, if he is so minded. | or the fourth or the fifth circuit. And 
\ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I should prefer that. to be exceedingly difficult to divide th 
LODGE. That is a thing for the Senate to decide; but | tricts in such a way that there will n 
re he shall take them, how many there shall be, what | Plaint about it. I think good administi 
es shall be, it is not worth while to spend time in | Executive, who has these officers to ap} t 
dis ¢ unless we are determined to make a change. of them, will distribute them with refé 
; ARK of Wyoming. But I thought it worth while, Mr. | not, I repeat, because the country desires t 
| to call the Senator’s attention to the fact that he was | because a man coming from certain sectiol 
n his statement, if he proposed to follow this amend- | knowledge of that particular section an | 
th another providing for distribution, ete. people in connection with their transport | 
ODGE. I do not think I am inaccurate in my state- | from another section of the country. I 
President. The Senate may vote down the proposi- | exceedingly difficult question to deal with on : 
stributing these appointments. That is a different | do not believe it will be dealt with very s 
Whether we reorganize the board or not, the Senate I do not like the proposition of the Senator from M 
le that, because there happen to be now two Commis- | setts to legislate the present Commission out ( I 
§ om one judicial circuit; therefore all this legislation | we ought to determine the question whether t Com 
s and there should be nothing more done. But it is | shall consist of nine or seven or five membe i 
rue that if we determine to make a new commission, | provides for seven If we say “nine,” I have 
not limit the President in any way. We may limit | House will agree to it; at least I should 
ards by putting in a clause about distribution; but | the first question, in my mind, to be settled 
nk it is worth while to pass the day discussing other | members be added, or shall we leave the Pres 
I of the measure when we can decide once for all | entirely new Commission, if he sees fit to do 
will deal with it. That is what I am trying to bring | do if we turn the present Commissioners out? H 
before the Senate. of them back. He may think it is wise to do it, or ] tl 
LLER. Mr. President, I should like to have had the | it is not; but we give him ho power tl : 
the remarks of the Senator from Massachusetts, but | possess if he sees fit to exercise it. I cal é v 
( the confusion in this section of the Chamber and the | proval to the amendment. 
he Senator turned his face away from us, I have been Mr. NELSON. I move to lay on the t: tl dment of 
' loss to know what in the last few moments he has | the Senator from Massachusetts 
Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator l his wot 
CE-PRESIDENT. The Senate will be in order. i for a moment, as I desire to s SO] t t 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
withhold the 
Mr. NELSON. Yes; I do not want to cut off the Senator. 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, the original amendment offered 

‘ Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Loper] was intended 
substitute for section 8. In other words, it was 

l was intended to supplant in its entirety 

which he now offers, while he offers 

on 8, is accompanied with a declara- 


Does the Senator from Minnesota 


motion? 


ion SS. TI amendment 
it as a substitute ) 
tion that it is but > beginning, 
with the aid r § agree with him, to build up 
upon that and reconstruct a which shall be complete in 
itself to take the position of the existing eighth section. 
Mr. President, if the present eighth section is substantially 
t Senators favor, there is no reason to strike it out for 
I of experimenting in the process of 
n which the Senator a superior section 
» created. I think with one exception, 
me I would prefer. ption in which I 
with the eighth in the matter of salary. 
sut that I shall probably have a word to say a little later. 
But ) the direct proposition of the Sen- 
ator from Massachusetts, it in the simple sugges- 
tion that we strike out the eighth section and provide for the 
creation of a new commission. That is the direct purpose of 
the nt amendment—to abolish the present Commission and 
make provision for a new commission, declaration being 
made at the same time that when that is done all the other fea- 
tures which are necessary for the completion of that section 
i oposed thereafter to add by separate amendments. 
why should we abolish the present Commis- 
is an incompetent one, if it is made up of incompe- 
, then it should be abolished. If Senators are prepared 
n the floor of the Senate that the members of that 
ion are not men of the qualifications, either of mind or 
icter, properly to fit them for the discharge of the duties 
fice, then, of course, an issue is made upon which we 


who 


section 


tha 

Dose to see ¥ hether, 
contemplates, 
the eighth section, 
The one exc 


section 1S 


to come immediately to 
i 


embodied 


pres 


the 


T Py ima 
President, 


If it 


mn we 
But 
far 
Commissioners 


be no suggestion 
have heard, 
these an im- 
in for the p ion. If not, why should he be removed? 
shut their eyes to the fact that to remove these 
ioners must necessarily be a reflection upon them? Is 
ply to say that President will 

ho bh ive said that have said they thought a majority 
If that 


ion shall abolished. 
No Senator 
ted that any 


here, so as I 


one ofl Is 


sit 


ators 
the 


ul i be reappoints d. 

as they are? 
Senator from Massachusetts 
to 


he Pres 


insists upon one proposi- 
his words. 
keep these men?” 
of the United States 
‘om what I regard 

» said to put upon 
of 
as it is 
are not 
executive de 
of it as a 
led to keep lin 
; under the present 
‘the law as we shall 
States, not the offi 
the depart 


» special reason can 


preserve in my mind 


to 


lent 


tty 
so far 
They 


* the 


ii 


lreaeaning 
int i 


his 


speak 


eert: 


‘Prs of 


‘e is every reason 
It will 
lone their duty: 
ind why should 
» be reappointed, 
appointed ? 
much in 
! number 
m willing to con 
I think beyond 
not agree to 
l the amount 
lator from Mass 
in this bill. It may not 


yuunt, but it is an amount 


neces- 


very 


proper 


do 

either 

proposed 
am 
» of salaries which 
creation of an office 
ingle out this pa 
for the pur] 


to the general scale. 


or the amount 
rcessive oul 
we 


or in the continuation 


and that he proposes thereafter, | 


| 
do 


come to vote upon the question whether or 
of | 


reappoint them? | 


is the case, why not let | 


his | 


achusetts | 


have, and I do | 


rticular department or | 
se of raising salaries | 


It seems to me to be a preposterous’ proposition 
oflicer created for the discharge of the duties specifi 
bill should by the solemn enactment of Congress be 
to be entitled to a larger salary than the Vice-Presiq, 
United States; to be entitled to a larger salary tha: 
| of any Department of the United States, from the Se 
State down to the lowest in rank of heads of Depart 
twice as much as a Senator or a Representative in ¢ 

I will not repeat what was so admirably said by i 
from North Dakota [Mr. McCumpser]. I agree y 
| every word he said. I never intend, so long as I am | 
| a seat in this body, to vote hereafter for the incr 
salary of an officer which shall, in my opinion, be 
level of the general scale of the salaries which we ha 
ever the lawmaking power is ready to take up the . 
salaries and recast them and put them all in prop 
and in proper proportion, I shall be ready to take 
| subject. But I am utterly unwilling to fix a salary 
ber of the Interstate Commerce Commission which 
perior in amount to the salary paid the Vice-Presj 
United States, or to the head of any single Departn 

I recognize the fact, of course, that there is » 
contention that these officers should be put in a 
dignity ; and I want to call the attention of the Se: 
particular in which we can increase the dignity of 1 
and in which I think their dignity should be incres 
the law as it now exists any Commissioner can 
| from office by the President of the United States for 
| neglect of duty, or malfeasance in office, arbitrarily 
| trial. That is the law now; and it is a provision w! 
pose to leave in the bill, because there is nothing in | 
bill to repeal that part of the law. I think it sh 
pealed. 

No man can hold an office of dignity such as the §& 
Maine properly insists this shall be an office of di 
| be dismissed by the President of the United States 
as he would dismiss his coachman. 

Mr. BERRY. Will the Senator from Georgia 
ask him a question? 

Mr. BACON. I will. 

Mr. BERRY. Has not the Supreme Court decid 
| tenure-of-office act was unconstitutional, and can 1 
| dent remove any officer, except a judge who holds 
life? 

Mr. BACON. I think not; not by any means. 

Mr. BERRY. Does the Senator think there is 
ment officer, except United States judges, whom 
remove? 

Mr. BACON. He certainly can not remove a 
legislative department. 

Mr. BERRY. Nobody ever supposed he could. 

Mr. BACON. I understand that; nor in the jud 
ment. 

Mr. BERRY. But any executive officer appoi 
Was it not decided when the tenure-of-office 
| clared unconstitutional, and most of it, including 
it, repealed? 

Mr. BACON. Of course, with respect to an offi: 
ecutive department, that is true, but this is not 
Department. 


I ) 








Mr. BERRY. But they are appointed by the P 
Mr. BACON. Yes; they are appointed by the | 

| confirmed by the Senate. It would be exactly as 
y designate in this bill. In the absence 
| Congress the President can remove an officer app: 
| under the law. But it is perfectly competent for 
prohibit such removal in any given case, and y 
hibited the President would have no power to remo\ 
If the Senator’s contention were correct, it would 

| sary that there should be this designation in the pi 
Mr. BERRY. I leave it to the Senator from 
,AILEY], who is a constitutional lawyer. Perso! 

think there is any question about it. 

BACON. The Senator can argue 


ma ot pl 


Mr. that qu 
| not object to his presenting his view upon it. 
perfectly competent for us to strike out this pr 
law. An officer of the United States is 
by impeachment, under the Constitution of the | 
| and to strike out the provision in the law doe: 
manner affect that remedy provided for by the Con 

Mr. President, I do not desire to detain the S 
| upon this subject. I wanted distinctly to state the 
that I favor the eighth section of the bill, and for 
I do not favor the substitute offered by the 5 
Massachusetts, which is simply a proposition now 


subject 








val of the present Commission, with a promise that 

eing done there shall thereafter be built up piece 
ction which, if approved by the Senate, shall take 
section 3. 

i. Mr. President, I simply now offer the amend- 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Massa 
i I do not propose to take any time. Let it be 

1, if the Senator from Minnesota wishes to move 
the table, he can do so. 
7 


RY. I want to say a few words before the n 


E Let the amendment be read. 
RESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend 
1 by the Senator from Maine to the amendment 
from Massachusetts. 
It is proposed to insert: 


( I tran t listr te 
I nt so s f V ) ej it t » ir ta 
nt portions of the United Stat 


‘ 


Now let the Secretary read the whole propo 


idment, so that the Senate may see what it 


It is proposed to strike out all of s 8 
1] + < 
lowing 
of th et an Interstate ( ni e { I 5 
t i A y nd wit thie dvi and I 
the place of the present Interstate Comme Com 
pointed one from each of nine transportation dis ts, 
so as fairly to represent the interstate 


bv the President s 
e different portions of the United Stat 
It is suggested, although I think this is covered 
INGER. It is not 

(hat we put in the words “ said 

ane # 
Before the words “to be appointed.” 
I do not think that is needed, but still it makes 


PRESIDENT. The modification will be stated 
ry read as follows: 
n to consist of nine members, to be appointed one 
transportation districts 
Eb. I shall not take any more of the time of the 


Y. Mr. President, I desire to say that 
tor from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] that we 
a law directing the President to remove these 
( rs. It would be a reflectian upon them, one which 
justified or warranted by anything in the history 
m. They are men cf high character, and have 
ir duties faithfully and well. I am not willing 





t proposition which simply intends to give the 
nower to appoint anew without his assu g 

ie Senator from Georgia also in regard to the 
ries. I do not believe any such salary as ten 
usand dollars a year should be given. I do not 
© ry in order to get good men and men of high 


ae 
_ 
A 


( he Senator from Maine [Mr. HALE] said } ’ 
1 de these salaries large it would insure the best 
e absolute integrity and honesty, or words to 
vould have that tendency. I think the recent 
n the insurance cases in New York show that the 

ere those who received the ver 
dred thousand dollars—and that those large sala- 
secure honesty and efficiency. I therefore am not 

this large increase. 

regard to the President’s power to remove, while I 
i that I am equal to the Senator from Georgia as a 


vy largest salaries— 


lawyer, my understandjng is that as to any execu- 
iere the appointee is app inted by tl President 


which authorizes him to make the appointment and 
to confirm him, the President can remove the occu 
giving any reason whatever, and that he exercises 
ily and weekly. 

N. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Y. Certainly. 

N. The Senator will recognize the fact that we 

by which we establish a commission to which 

legated powers which would be solely legislative 
is, within the limits, of course, as to presc! 
vhich it should be done. I am not asking the Sen: 
because I do not propose to enter into a col 
subject. But I will simply state to him that, 
be in error, according to my opinion undoubtedly 


be a class of officers whom the President of the 
Ss would not have the right to remove, and that the 


‘T) 
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decision to w h 1 re s h 
that mav be. ¢ re would |! 
removal of such er. 4 
will be found to be to that « 
Mr. BERRY ] 
to here, whose « creat 
are appointed by the President 
t of the Senate. M 
y recolk of wl! 
Dp ed { l 
( trove It l 
wholly, at least of 
tio l Sub ( S I 
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th the Democrats and would shortly ask | wrote and sent to Mr. Bairey his understanding of oy 
Mir. ke eee aes CERCA ES Oey a" | aad when we met subsequently we reached absolute 2 
Tan Wars House. both as to the form and the substance of a proposed am, 
Washington, March 31, 1906. to which he said the President would assent and help 
‘resident requests me to say that | for. Of course the President was not bound not +o «1 
the White House to see him at | he was bound under such circumstances to give notice 
the bearer know whether you | wo, not done. Even the Attorney-General himself y 


Wm. Loes, Jr.. tified. 
retary to the President. The charge I made and still make is that the Pr 
guilty of bad faith, and that the rate bill, which wil) 
enacted into law a much better and stronger measur, 
ent said to me that he | 22d hoped to get, has been emasculated of one of its 
ion with Mr. TituMaAN, Mr. | uable and essential features by the President's action 
» stated his purpose slowly I am ready, Mr. President, to leave the whole que 
eat ong ne wee thoughtful and honorable men of the country. 
it to distinetly li Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, yesterday, in the 
nterstate Commerce | received a letter from the President, addressed to n 
an Nie said that | Closed with it a letter to the President from the 
limited court re- | General. I have been awaiting with some patience 
Senators Knox, | tunity to present this letter to the Senate and ask t! 
Pr = nelete | be placed upon the records of the Senate as a part ot 
i t Ol }s Ue . . . . . 
mphatice by repetition; | tion. I think it is due to the President that the r 
and that his oe ision | as his statements are concerned, shall be made as per 
, ee ar a ‘| the record just now made by the Senator from Sou 
jurious amendments; | This letter, I think, is chiefly addressed to the su 
thought were true | mentioned by the Senator from South Carolina. |] 
a may be read at the clerks’ desk, and also the le 
replied that I had | Attorney-General accompanying it. 
Senate would =e The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, the 
y with the iit ite. will read as requested. 
issue injunctions The Secretary read as follows: 
finished my state THE WHITE Howse 
saying that I n d not Washington, VM 
Pr OF Some such Fre My Dear SenatToR: As Senator TILLMAN brought i 
} connection with mine in the statement he made concer 
‘ead the rest of this letter at | tions to the rate bill last Saturday, it is, perhaps, due 
itl hic hier i should write you on the matter. After the rate bill was 
with this subject, the committee, and after, by vote of the committee, Mr 
ad in the papers, a let- | been put in charge of it, many Senators and many outsid 
n Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] | See me with reference to it. Among others I was ask 
tee : ted from his Senator Chandler, as representing Mr. TILLMAN, who was 
IS presentet rom HIS | the bill. I stated in response that I was, of course, entir: 
y something would be | see Mr. T1LLMAN personally, or to see Mr. Chandler or any 
° ’ - » & » toy an arenardai view jiracte , 
en the President and | could speak for him, and I accordingly directed my secre 
: othing more to @ an appointment for Mr. Chandler to see me. My unde 
-n — ig more tO GO | that he was the representative of Mr. TILLMAN. In this { 
the country, OF] he stated to me the views of Mr. TILLMAN, with seen 
own statement | He called on me several times. During the same period 
gentlemen who professed to give the views of other Senat 
¥ ; 7 tion, I saw numerous Senators, both Republicans and Der 
future historian | of them once or twice, some of them many times. I a 
newspapers the facts | 0us_o tsiders, railroad men, shippers, newspaper men, and 
: traffic regulation, including, especially, the Attorney-( 
members of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 





ALLISON], 


r 
the Recorp the let- | sions I saw groups of newspaper men in a mass. 


been done. and [ | ators, representatives of Senators, and outsiders 


same statements; those that I made to Mr. Chandler being 
3 tance that I made to you and to those of your collea 
litical parties with whom I had any extended confer 
ident’s letter which I ibject. The letter of the Attorney-General, which | i 
ul the facts as to the conferences which, at my insta 
Senators TILLMAN and BAILey. Those conferences 
4 
t 


comment on that 


explanation is ingenious, 
juestion the integ- 1s, at my instance, he held with many other Senat 
eclaring “ i he phraseology and discuss the effect of 
ng Mr. TILt- by them. : 
a ee ‘o all whom I saw I stated that the Hepburn bill was 
the views ntirely satisfactory to me. The Hepburn bill as it pas 
Mr. Chandler has iply recognized the right of review by the courts—th 
nt that the Presi- diction of the courts—but did_ not attempt to define it 
: ae +o aes ' the courts to prescribe the limits of their own jurisdicti 
ting into comimunication | jin accordance with the ideas of the Attorney-Genera!, hi 
If, and he has produced the letter | that thereby we avoided all danger of the bill being dec! 
I have seen the original myself. I now | tutional because of the attempt to confer too much 
: aad a jurisdiction on the courts. 
iOst empnhath ally that to no I also repeatedly stated that while it was entirely sat 
hori or even expressed a | simply to leave the Hepburn bill in substance as it was 
‘heodore Roosevelt in regard the re ognition of the jurisdiction of the courts, but 
} ce ee ; attempt to define that jurisdiction—yet that I was entirely 
On the contrary, I have | there should be a definition, provided that this definition 
1e published interview that | to grant a broad review, but explicitly narrowed it to th 
was the business of the | Which, as a matter of fact, I believed that the courts would 
‘ : Pare in case there was no attempt to define the limits of | 
enter Into negotiations | that is, would limit it to the question as to whether t! 
is well known to every Senator on | had acted ultra vires and as to whether any man’s constit 
lings have been, and it is | bad been impaired. I stated that if the question of defi: 
<a & . 1e review was brought up at all I personally felt tl 
ent for Democrat after ay in which it should be limited or defined. 
mes hat he should \t different times at least a score of tentative ame: 
assert that I sent an | either prepared by the Attorney-General at the request « 
sila Drees oe Sea’ “siete submitted to me by Senators. As to many of those an 
statement is absurd cluding, among others, the substance of the so-called Lo: 
Bacon, and Spooner amendments—I stated oo ; shou 
the cavalier wav i satisfied to have them in the bill; as to others, sugy 
the cavalier way. am tions which would make them satisfactory; as to none 
the President not being | either to Mr. Chandler or to anyone else, that I sho 
in no instance, however slight, | having them in the bill as a condition of my approvins 
the Attorney-General seems to | Contrary, I was always most careful to state that I was 
ch ; ae dictate any particular programme of action. In no case 
lonor among gentlemen is not binding | case of Mr. Chandler or in the case of anyone else, w 
his Cabinet. The President asked him | slightest pepe —. honest nincemenption of my 
D mvself We met } aDNOintmer 4 ,| any belief that I had pledged myseif specifically to one : 
id myst if. We met x y appointment made | siendment or set of amendments, or that I would not be 
idler and talked over the vital question. He | any amendment which preserved the essential feature ol 


amendme: 
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FP from the House. You will doubtless recall that In the | Democratic § tors w g l I 
several visits that you personally made me we discussed iter d 
proposed amendments, trying to find out for which you of what <« I 
i be obtained a —_ body of assent to secure its me, and l 
» passage of the rate bill. is remo : es t 
every amendment proposed by anyone I found that there | upon any amendment would be im; 
¢ ent men who objected, or who at least wished to | i} tors < ] 
1 finally became convinced that it was impossible for | Th: rt! ta 
ilvantage to use me as the intermediary in ming | st $s made that it 1 
nt with their colleagues, especially when they only com- | p idding I 
1 me through another intermedi: f sarnestly sug- | i I 
» whom I spoke that they shou licate with you, | bé | I t ( I € 
nd mi were identical. About this time I was in- | ion, any ame \ 
Democratic Senators ‘ hey could not come to an | inch of the Gov 
iny amendment, and t the best cl! e for succes \ d not be accepted 
the Hepburn bill ially unchanged. I was in- | w nat ; . 
eved, that this was ry BArLey’s view, and a pum-| ! t whi ‘ 1 be ‘ i 
‘ Senators who favored the l essed the same lrawn by tl Senators 
fter this you, in company with Senator Cuson er pe n 
ith the amendment which is now commonly known as | d, ended 
Iment.’ I told you that i ild pre t I member | 
n Ee einen yet that your I ‘ain f N ‘ \ 
r amendment does yt in the n f i MAN M ( 
pb 1 bill It merely expresses what the 1d | yn as ft \ i 
1ys asserted was implied by the terms of the bill I | rhere was 1 
own opinion that your amendment in no way changed, | me which 
i or enlarging, the scope of the court review | t ht ed 
the inal Hepburn bill, is also the opinion of the |: 
of Mr. Root, and of Mr. Taft. The ir judgment is | i t 
nt me rely avoids the criticism that the Hep I Very S| 
tionally invalid in not expre pre enciltines th t | 
s; supporters have always contended was plain im- | ™ "tT SO.n -. 
porters, b ways cor ded I \ | Mr. NELSON Mr. Py I 1 
Hepburn bill stated that the venue for certai cti amend t t 
rts; the amendment states that these court ill have The VICE-PRESIDENT. ' 
nsider such actio DS. To my mind it se ms diffi t to | to lav the pet tata la coe 
; works any change whatever in the yrinciple of the bill. | ‘ i: : ee 
5 Works 1 c 6 a er I k Mr. M AL L RY. P1 . ol 
THEODORE RO | whether the amendment pr Ll by 1 s 
1 B. ALLISON, o the amendment ffered hb } Q 
United States Senate. | ; ae : _ odm nt offered b; 
a was accepted : 
OFFICE OF THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL, Mr. NELSON. My1 Q é 
Washington, D. C., May 14, 1906. | Mi GH. FT } } 
M SIDENT: I send, at your requé an account of the The E-PRESIDEN' est 
l I ad ody your direction with Senators TILLMAN and | motion he Senato M . 
> . - iow > } no . - = 
e subject of the court-review fe of the pending | ante oan the tale 
i4 you told me that Messrs. T1xtMan and Barter had; The motion wes agreed to. 
with you, through a third person, informing you that | Mr. ELKINS. I move to add. at the « 
z to support an amendment to the Hepburn bill whiech,|,.. ac: 
y conferring jurisdiction upon the courts to review the | 1:OWwlDs WOFdUs ; 
Cor ssion, should limit the review to the two ques- | And the salary of the secret of the ¢ 
thority of the Commission and the constitutionality of | num 
include a provision forbidding the issuance of | LINGER Mr. P ' 
ns. You told me that they were not willing fer | = oo 
you, but would meet me. You asked me if I sht | ! t on the table 
had the power to prohibit the issuance of inter! ry | Che motion was agreed to 
y courts inferior to the Supreme Court, and I told you | Mr. GALLIN ~ 
id part only of the debate upon that qué stion, the sub-| ,...°, ee , ; , ; 
w to me, I had not formed a final opinion. You then | lirst, to strike out the word 
ther, if such a provision were declared uncountibut ional so that the salari« vill be $8.0¢ inn : 
other provisions of the law. I told you that in my | » FORAN ei a 7 ' k onr 
ld not, ! that prov ision would be easily separable from | Mr. KEAN (to Mr. Gal i). J 
of the law. Recalling the advice which I had t h existing law. 
, that you should not at any stage become fina ce Mr. GALLINGER ly ST AK 
d ree to any form of language in a part of the et denM Be ae 
1 lief in the wisdom of that course, you then said | “* W4C8 now Stal 
‘ wie ? ¢ ri . wh soy TT ry 
n limiting the court review to the authority of the | rhe VICE-PRESIDE! The § 
( i the constitutionality of its acts, and a pré m limit- | ment 
e of interlocutory injunctions as far as was constitu nny ty i cai m naca 24 +} 
would be acceptable to you, provided it was decided Phe SECRETARY. On page o4 


1; gg 


. . . : 7. Pore tha ra “A y . : 1 
pass the Hepburn bill substantially unchanged, and you | /ine ¥v, before the word LOL I St 































{ t ——, “ = a : | “ten thousand ” and insert “ seven thousa 
e iS arranges yy Mr. Chandler and occurred on - PTRING ' — “7 
was full and free. It would be impossible t e all | Mr. pag : = gor - . 
a conference of two hours, but I think no lor | The VIC -P R ESIDENT. The quest 
- onfe by the following statement: i the oes f 1 West Virginia [M I 
the gentlemen of my belief that you desired, if the 3 re 
urt review were to be expressed in the law all, that | ° re 
ted to the two subjects hereinbefore named; that in | I « S 
call amendment was acceptable to you; that | LIN } 
ad t id limitation on the issuance of i .. aes 
tions : limitation were possible; and I os SS 
I would not assume to agree to any form of | ( ‘ 
but would submit any proposed amendment you | R It l ‘ 
ion. I also stated my doubt whether, in any event, | .¢ : 1 } 
to enact a provision entirely forbidding in — , aa = 
I found myself in entire accord with Senator y | men 
of constitutional law applicable to the situation, wit The VICE-PRESIDENT 
f those relating to the power of Congress to forbid all | 4, ganator f; \ \ 1 \ 
ijunctions, upon which I did not offer any final opinion, ee en ee 
at Mr. BAILEY’s argument needed answ |} ment on the table. 
was then made to adopt phraseology which would effect Mr. McCUMBER. Iw f } Ny 
f the two Senators. I made some notes upon this a ial a eal ‘ ¢ } 
d at the close of the interview said to Senator Batt a wae ma ; ee, ae Pees 
I my understanding of their views upon » question | Senator from New Hampshire [|Mr. Gar 
in writing, send it to him, and, if it met with his ap amendment 


it to you. This I did, and on the next day sent the 





; Lo ’ — P r ] ‘GER have no dis 
ndum to Mr. BAILEY, inclosed in a let which rea Mr. GAI ANGE aa id _ aaa 
amendment, Mr. President. It « 
April 16, 1906. Mr. LODGE ss} a li t 





] 
This rou draft is as I unde rstood your su ; Mr. Pre aide nt. 

. I think it ite likely that tl draft might be be ry Pre 7 ns 

send it to see if I understood you. near ie VICE-PRESIDENT. 1 

















(he SECRETARY. On pag 
: W. H. Moopy. ine 9. before the word “d 
W. BatLny, United States Senate. “4 thou 1” and to i 
. . : s ethan , 

erred to is the one printed in last Saturday’s D. ; +e nded. tl ' 
ong the Democratic members of the then | °Y a ; a : 
ports of whi 7 indicated that there was not an That the Interstate 
ng them. Mr. TILLMAN, however, called to assure | to c¢ t of seven 1 
is of an agreement among a large number of the ‘ recei $7,500 compet i 
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May Be 


se ’ 


fore the word “ members,’ 
* nine.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be sts 
The SeEcRETARY. On page 34, line 8, section 8, be; 
word “members,” it is proposed to strike out “seven ” 
insert “ nine.” 
Mr. STONE. 


in line 8, page 34, and { 


. 





Mr. President 

Mr. DANIEL. I have the floor, I believe. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virgin; 
titled to the floor. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I believe that nine 
is the correct number for this Commission. There 
number of members of the Supreme Court. The Supren 
of the United States is constituted of nine judges, and ] 
the Interstate Commerce Commission should be compos, 
like number. 


It is somewhat more difficult to get an expert 


| trained mind for the Interstate Commerce Commissio: 


efficient Interstate Commerce Commissioners 


| conspicuous part of the public service is but a small 


is to get a man who is competent to be a Supreme Cour 
There is not a community anywhere in the United States 
has twenty-five or thirty lawyers in it, which could n 
an experienced, highly educated, and well-trained m: ‘ 
the bar, who, in character, dignity, and erudition, would 
well qualified to occupy a seat upon the Supreme Benc! 
United States. Men who are trained in practical irs 
have those experiences in life and that grasp of mind to 
are rarer 
a more difficult character to find. The responsibilit 
equally as numerous, and in many instances they are ¢ 
great. 

Che Supreme Court has terms of session; it has 
judges are concerned in but one branch of hum 
the study of the science of law—and while it 
3ucon says, that “ the sparks of all the sciences may by 
the ashes of the law,” the practical relations of life in gr 
ness affairs and those experiences which ought to be 
the character of an interstate-commerce commissioner ar 
of the kind that are connate to either the bench or the bar 





its 


edge 


The Interstate Commerce Commission settles hundrs 
eases which make but little appearance upon the su 


Their offices are somewhat like those of the Representat 
the Senator. The time consumed upon the floor and 


| time which is occupied in severe and assiduous labor. F: 


| occupied in the business of their constitutents and 


Mr. DANIEL. I rise to a parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Presi- 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virginia will 
xindly state his parliamentary inquiry. 

Mir. DANIEL. Mr. President, | understand that the amend- 
I t offered by the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopcr] 
was laid on the table; and I wish to know what has become of 
the amendment which he proposed as a substitute for section 
S8—whether or not it is now before the Senate? 

Mr. GALLINGER. That amendment was withdrawn. 

Mr. LODGE. I withdrew my amendment and substituted | 
f a provision which was laid on the table. 

DANIEL. I beg leave to make another parliamentary 
il Is it the intention of the Senator to reoffer his amend 
m 

Mr. LODGE. No, Mr. President, I shall not again offer it. 
As it is perfectly evident the Senate is opposed to it, I shall not | 
take any more time. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I was about to suggest that the motion to |} 
lay on the table made by the Senator from West Virginia [ Mr. 
ELKINS] is pending. I hope it will not be adopted. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to make another inquiry while I am on | 
my f Mr. President. The Senator from New Hampshire 

TI VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the Senator 
from Virginia making his parliamentary inquiry? The Chair 
hears none 

Mr. DANIEI The Senator from New Hampshire has offered 
an amet! rent, which has not been debated. ‘he unanimous- 
consent agreement, as I understood it, was that each Senator 
shoul privileged to speak fifteen minutes and that he could | 

on any subject that was before the Senate. Now, this | 
tion is offered to cut off all debate, and I should like to 
ae iE 4 un2znimous-consent agreement can be considered | 
iS f that amendment is adopted? 

l VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair has heretofore ruled | 
up iat precise question. In the opinion of the Chair the 
Ss te has heretofore put its interpretation upon the unanimous 
con t ag ment as it affects a motion to lay an amendment 
ul} table. The Chair is of the opinion that the motion | 
( Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Ertxins] to lay the 
amen nt proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [ Mr. 
GAI ER] upon the table is in order. The question now is 

motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The question now, as I understand, is on 

Vit PRESIDENT. The question now is on agreeing to 
ie ent proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire 

ir. GA 2 

M rELI . Let the amendment be reported, Mr. Presi- 
a 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again state the 

The SECRETAR On page 34 of the last reprint of the bill, in 
] . bef » the word “ dollars,” it is proposed to strike out 
* te housand”’ and insert “seven thousand five hundred.” 

VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 

pre ed by the Senator from New Uampshire [Mr. 
TALLINN hich has just been stated. 
nendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I submit another amendment, Mr. Presi- 

dent, which I send to the desk. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment of the Senator from 
. impshire will be stated. 
SECRETARY On page 34, line 10, after the word “ annu 
roposed to insert: 
tments shall be made as equitably as may be, so as to 
different sectior f the country. 
Mr. MALLORY. I suggest to the Senator from New Hamp- 
it the words “as equitably as may be” are not neces- 
sary he ent, and they should be stricken out. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I will accept the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment as proposed to be 
modified by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] 
at the suggestion of the Senator from Florida [Mr. Marrory] 
W » stated 

ie Secretary read the amendment proposed by Mr. GaLuin- 
GER modified, as follows: 

rhe appointments shall be made so as to include the 4ifferent sec 
tions of the « intry 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amend- 
ment proposed by the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. Gar 
LINGER] as modified. 

The amendment as modified was agreed to. 

Mr. DANIEL. I move to strike out the word “seven,” be- 





rising of the sun to the going down thereof, day in and « 
in and week out, month in and month out, m« 
legislative bodies of the United States are 


week 
the cout 

in a 
plicity of affairs which give no sign whatsoever upon t! 
face of public events. It is even so, Mr. President, y 
Interstate Commerce Commissioner, being in that re G4 
ferent from the office of judge. People from all parts 
country consult with the Interstate Commerce Commiss 
The cases that are heard and decided are but a small per 
of those which have to be considered and advised about. 

ate could not, in my judgment, render to the shipping p 
the business people of the United States a better se1 
by buildi up in every way that they may the dignit 
importance of the Interstate Commerce Commission, 
liberally for them, and making it a body to be lool 
respected, and obeyed by those sanctions of character 
vironment which impress the people of the country 
bench. 

Now, Mr. President, I have noted an undercurrent | 
the debate in this body. It has not been of d 
criticism, but it has rather been one of suggestive b 
of the existing Interstate Commerce Commission. If 
will read the opinions of the Interstate Commerce Cot 
where they have taken up and treated many difficult 
situations, he is bound to be impressed with the fa 
gentlemen who have been Commissioners haye been 
dious public servants and have been most intelligent 
discharge of their offices. They have had to decide q 
which, in their nature, are Just like those on which men | 
vote in political matters, which elicit criticism here or 
and are displeasing to some and pleasing to others; 
main, Mr. President, they have left the impress of a hig 
of intellect and of most assiduous devotion to duty in 
morials of the service which they have rendered, conta 
their reports and their opinions. 

Before I take my seat I desire to ask leave to print 
remarks a list of the cases in which the Interstate Co 
Commission have been overruled, with a brief memorand' 
the comments of the judges upon the new evidence whic! 
put in the cases in which they were cverruled. 


ng 





one 








VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
mator from Virginia? The Chair hears none, and it is 
d . . 
tter referred to is as follows: 

ission has been reversed in thirty-two cases (including one 
y reversed). In twenty-six of these cases the carriers 


ial testimony in the circuit court In a number of these 
x cases the additional testimony in court was very consider 
me. In the case recently decided in the circuit court at 


iown as the “ Live Stock and Live-Stock Products case,’ there 
t 3,000 pages of additional testimony and 200 exhibits, in 
» the mass of testimony and exhibits before the Commission, 

also put in evidence before the court The trial in court 
ty days. The estimated cost of printing the record in that 
il to the Supreme Court is $10,000, 





CASES BEFORE THE COURTS WHEREIN EVIDENCRH IN ADDITION 
NTRODUCED BEFORE THE COMMISSION WAS CONSIDERED 
s bearing upon the controversy were gone into more ful 


the Commission. (K, and I. Br. Co. v. L. and N., 37 Fed. 





f before this court established that said party rates of 2 
7 


ile are reasonable and just. (I. C. C. v. B. and O., 43 Fed. 


e was consumed in the taking of testimony on behalf of the 
irties. * * * It is the duty of the court to examine 
idence submitted, and base its judgment upon the case as 
. (Lac. 9. A. T. and &S. F., 60 Fed. Rep., 295.) 

an be clearer than that the findings by the Commission 
decisive of the questions of fact. i: & &. Ha ke Ve ae 











s now before us upon the pleadings, the report of the Con 
evidence taken by the Commission, and additional proofs 
examiner appointed by the court. (I. Cc. C. vu. L. VY. 
754.) 


nly to add that the evidence before us is quite convincing 


‘e offered here on behalf of the railroads is, in the opinioz 









sufficient to overcome any prima facie case that may have 
the findings of the Commission. On the whole testi 
: w before the court, it is not believed that the Commission 
' found the rate in question to be unreasonable. (1. Cc. C. v. 
iT. P., 56 Fed. Rep., 925.) 
this is a proper occasion to express disay 
f procedure on the part of the railroad con 





to withhold the larger part of their evidence from 
i first adduce ét in the circuit court. (1. C. C. 


" I 162 U. S., 184.) 





of fact by the Commission is adopted for the purp< 
n, together with some further facts not inconsistent there 
W ‘n by the testimony or of which judicial e is t 





is taken. 
G. H. and M., 57 Fed. Rep., 1005.) (Severens, dis 
e case in the courts de movo, on the facts there presented. 
D., G. H. and M., 74 Fed Rep., 803.) 
answer was filed by the company, admitting the facts to 
by the Commission, and alleged certain additional facts, 







ch testimony was adduced. i t. Coe. Eh Se Be: ane 
S., 633.) 

38 iently appeared in the report of the master who took 
test Fla. Fruit Exch. S. F. and W., 4 I. C. Rep., 








was red to a special master, whose findings 

ed wi that of the Commission. (S. F. and W. v. Fla. 
4I. C. Rep., 589.) 

ny was tak before the circuit court. The case was 
petition and wer. (I. C. C. vo. Tex. and Pac., 57 Fed. 





was heard upon petition and answer and eundry exhibits. 
Pac. ¢. 1. & Cy 262 0. 8. 298.) 
as conducted by the interested parties, and upon the addi 
taken in court the petition was dismissed. (I. C. C. 
’ ind N., neyer reported; see App. D, Hearings before Sen 





s undesirable at this stage of the case to sun ize generally 












f assumed to be true, as subsequent evi ce taken in this 
modify such assumptions. The “assumptions” referred t 
ndings of fact of the Commission. (N. Y. and N. v. N. Y. and 
htep SOT.) 
: , : . . 
f cour may go fully into the proof on its own examin: 





ether it will approve the order, and may hear 
roof adduced (I. Cc. C. ». L. and N., 73 Fed. Rep., 409 
made here is not the case as it was made before the Com 
w testimony has been taken. (I. C. C. v. Ala. Mid., 69 


27 
evidence may be put in by either party, and the duty of 

3 to decide, as a court of equity, upon the entire body of 

(I. C. C. v. Ala. Mid., 168 U. 8., 144.) 

t is not confined to a mere examination of the matter as 
Commission. It proceeds to hear the complaint de novo 
and K. Co. v. L. and N., 62 Fed. Rep., 690.) 

in this case are such as to warrant the taking of testi 
lefendants, and, if necessary, taking of further testimony 

f * +} 


the Commission. (I. C. C. vu. C. N. O. and T. P., 64 Fed 








ation the testimony taken before the Commission was used 

ng in the cirenit court, and by consent certain documentary 

msisting of railway agreements, tariffs, reports, etc.) was 

litional evidence on behalf of the defendants. (L. and N 
behimer, 175 Fed. Rep., 648.) 

yny taken before the Commission was used on the hearing 

and additional testimony was taken by each of the parties 

a. ama 


ases got to this court. (I. C. C. v. Sou. Ry., 105 Fed ‘Dp 


1 
Pa 


a 





and documentary evidence has been taken by sald master, 
f Okane, Seattle, and Tacoma, in the State of Washir 





in the State of Oregon, and in San Francisco, Cal., 

Minn.; and said master has made a full and exhaustive 

g forth the facts and his conclusions, from the evidence 
his opinion upon the questions of law involved in the con 
I’, L. and T. Co. v. No. Pac., 83 Fed. Rep., 249.) 

le took further proof, and the case was finally submitted to 


i 








Che court may direct f 
appear that the fact I 
be governed by the facts 


(1bid.) 
In that court additions 
cumulative of that whic 
(E. T. V. and G. v. I. C. ¢ 
After the cas was ati 
ha 


t 
Fed. Rep , 186.) 





Commission and the ra 


Before the circuit court t 


ducing in evidence cert 


Other than the pidence ft 
dence introduced on behal 
the circulars and tariff 





Mr. PETTUS. Mr. 


is in order to move an 


when an amendment was pted, 
from New Hampshire [Mr. Gain 


> . 
re 
Presid 


.dop 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
fre 


bill, and the Senator 


Mr. DANIEL. That 


IS 


Mr. KEAN. I move 


out “nine” and inset! 


be constituted of exact; 


time. 
Mr. NELSON. I m¢ 
table, 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
the Senator from Minn 


The motion was not 





ve 


Several Senators. Oh, 


Mr. KEAN. I withdr 


other amendment be v 


ig 
Mr. KEAN. I ask for the 


1 


Mr. FORAKER. What 


to vote? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
The Secretary. On 


bers,” it is 


T 
i 
so that the Commission sha 


The VICE-PRESIDEN 


moves as an amendme 


pa 


it 


| Mr. NELSON. I move 
Pres 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. DUBOIS. Mr 


moved to lay the amendment 


ginia [Mr. DANIEL] o1 


1 i 


Mr. LATIMER. I re 


New Jersey [Mr. KEAN] 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Mr. FORAKER. I 
The VICE-PRESID 


from New Jersey havi 


n 
nD 


Iropos “ TO si 


} 
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ee} 


striking out “ seven ” and it 


, 


\ 


Mr. KEAN. I withdraw 


he 


question before the Sena 

proposed by the Senat 

Chair understood that de 
Mr. ELKINS. No; 


Mr. NELSON. Not 


tion is on the motion 
Vir nia on the table. 
] 
] 





agreed to. 

Mr. FORAKER. I! 
insert the word “ five 
of five members. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


posed amendment. 


The SECRETARY. O1 
bers,.”’ it is proposed to s 
ha 


Mr. DICK. It wil 


‘ 
tO 


mi 


1 


] 
i 


] 


e 


ENT 


x 


\V 


ve 


te 


DANII 


an additional amendment 


enlarged so as to” and 


make the amendment 


ma} t 


¢ 


Mr. FORAKER. Very 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


ie VICE-PRESIDENT 


he motion to lay Mr 


Se 


y 


i 


to 


well 


( 


4 


SS 
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from Ohio [Mr. Foraker] as modi- pose as to the regulation of rates, I think it should be cl er 
Ohio [Mr. Dicx] incomplete and fi mentary legislation regarding interstate 
_ mee Gy Sines 1-9 - in which Congress has thus far indulged. 
t, line 8, before the word “ con- I believe that this is the time for full and comprehensive }, 
it “is hereby enlarged so as to;” | I do not believe that our legislation will be as effective ag j; 
‘ men bers.” to strike out unless it adds to the pending measure provisions for the nati 
~oe eo bs poration of railways engaged in interstate commerce, guardi; 
mended, it will read: overcapitalization, fixing with certainty the rule for the 
Commission shall consist of | — rapwey property by the States, and prescribing a 
aivicends. 
z Such legislation should not simply cover the interests of tt! 
is on the amendment | and the common carriers; it should embrace the interests of 
as modified. | providing for an insurance fund against accidents and old 
to | conciliation of disputes between carriers and their employ: 
¥ ie legislation should be simple, definite, certain, should cover 
of the Senator from | tion relating to the regulation of interstate commerce, inc! 
section lower down, | creation of the oo ogee beings called “ corporations” that a 
‘ . iy? $43 omg duct it. It should frankly recognize the economic necessity ; 
nt of the additional dation and combination and the essentially monopolistic cha 
business, and regulate consolidation, combination, and n 
a proper regard for the interests of the public served by 
erty rights of the capital employed in it, and the hun 
= ; , | labor employed by it. 
would have to be RAILROAD GROWTH AND CONSOLIDATION, 


re now, i belic ve, | The railroad mileage has increased from 23 miles in 1830 

a copy of the bill | miles in 1905. This mileage is owned by dver 2,000 r: 
bill before him, | tions, created by State laws. As the result of consol ‘ 
= hinh , | tion, and recombination, the operation of these 2,000 r;: 
nt to which he been mainly unified under the control of less than ten sg) 

organized under the laws of a single State, generally beari 

ime to make the | of a single man, who is regarded as the dominant factor in 
The controllers of these systems resort for the 1 ring 

bination to the States whose laws are most lax in pr 

re : regarding combination and overcapitalization. 

tor from Ohio yield CONTROL OF PRODUCTION. 


‘ida will make the 
going to call atten- 


+ 


the controlling corporation of a system, 
trol of a vast mileage through purc! 
mendment mav ils > st of troublesome rivals, 1d thus grad 
ee aan . . bou nity of interests which results in the l 
will require nO | ¢o; ition and the stability of rates. It also, in som 
in this particular to | ss the control of producing companies in coal and iro: 
The salarv of | in connection with other corporations bound to it by a cx 
. ' : interest, controls the production of coal and iron in su 
now fixed by law, | Pennsylvania and West Virginia. 
made the same. In addition to this, the men who control the great ind 
that motion? nations have become the controlling spirits of the great 1 
7 ; Ant binations, and thus monopoly in transportation and mor 
I move to strike out | duction have become united in the realization of profit. 
| bill provides no remedy for this abuse. 
ill be stated. | ow CONTROL OF CAPITALIZATION. 
all of section 8 | As a rule in the formation of these great railroad combi 
is no pul supervision or control over the amount of 
this ‘ing left entirely to the judgment of 
States v l quire the approval by a public tril 
bond iss made for consolidation and combination, 
setts and Texas, are avoided in the creation of suc 
States whose legislation is most lax in such 
for corporate powers. The capitalization of 
in interstate commerce is about $13,000,000,000, about | 
attnannan | ona helt m stock. 
witnesses The bonds for the most part represent genuine 
y_ under | stocks, it is claimed, have been largely watered. 
The President in his message has called attention to 
; overcapitalization in the following words: 
“Of these abuses perhaps the chief, although by no 1 
one, is overcapitalization—generally itself the result of « 
because of the myriad evils it brings in its t 
ition often means an inflation that invites sir 
conceals the true relation of the profit earned t 
ually invested, and it creates a burden of interest | 
a fertile cause of improper reduction in or limitation 
nages the small investor, discourages thrift, a 1 
g and speculation; while, perhaps, worst of i 
tor from South | 1 dishonesty which it implies— for harm to moral 
aoa s q | any possible harm to material interests, and th 
Rhode Island | ana ‘business by great dishonest corporations 
f the Senate, con actual material evil they do the public.” * #* 
nent be printed in the | CHANGES IN RAILROAD CONDITIONS SINCE 
the views which I | In the World’s Work for October, 1905, appears an 
oI) 4 : r Ripley, Harvard University, entitled as abov: 
n bill to the | i icle Professor Ripley states that from 1889 t 
|} population and mileage increased one-third, the railroads 
issed, which will | the equivalent of two and a half times the total volume of 
er of great sys | handled in 1889, the year of the earliest statistics.” He 
: a a tee “If the freight business of the United States increased 
fast as population or mileage in fourteen years, the im 
riot concerning its probable magnitude fifty or one 
lence. 
In this article also appears the following statistical 
‘Gross revenues of American railroads in 1889 were : 
000,000 and in 1903 they were about one billion nine hund 
The preliminary figures for 1904 show that they hay 
loubled in the brief period of fifteen years. 
‘The net income available for dividends has grown even 
increase to 1903 was, roughly speaking, about 250 per 
inted -ac¢e | from one hundred millions in 1889 to three hundred and 
pl ed the extracts ; ; ; ane 20 
; : lions in 1903. There is every probability that by 1905 the 
ling rate bill, and a | will be more than fourfold the figures in 1889. 
examine into the GROWTH OF CONSOLIDATION. 


ferred. 


tion, 


Professor Ripley speaks of the enormous growth of 

ion, and | since 1887, and Is attention to the fact that before 

le railroad wa bout the maximum, and that the next 
the growth of systems of about twice that 


' 

eae . : . . an meambt 
to be printed.] | “Since then, not simply consolidations, but re o m 

| tems, each in itself the result of antecedent consolid 

their appearance. The Morgan, Vanderbilt, Pennsylvai 


with its gen 15,000 to 20,000 miles, and shali anyone be rash enough to 


12987, amenda- | and Gould properties during the last five years atta 
its main pur- | the end igs yet in sight? 
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n to this form of consolidation, Professor Ripley says: 
tems are quietly assuming control of their lesser and 
through investment of surplus funds in their securities. 
runk-line territory has been practically closed to competi 
New York Central has secured the Lake Shore, and through 
large interest in the Philadelphia and Reading Railway. 
time the Pennsylvania Company, through the Baltimore 
rchased ntrol of its former troublesome rivals in the 
Chesapeake and Ohio and the Norfolk and Western. The 
id Ohio is also used by the Pennsylvania as a catspaw 
pulling the Philadelphia and Reading out of the fire of 
company, thus jointly controlled at arm’s length 
lines, becomes the principal factor in the great 
1ation, which includes four or five other com- 

1 the Vanderbilt and Morgan control of 

and Western and the Lehigh Valley, it \ 
m there for competition in this terr 1 I nly 
the Erie, and rumor has it that the New York 





| 






| 



























































































A y sense 
the Lake Shore and the Pennsylvania, is buying into 
it the present time.” | 
INTERCORPORATE OWNERSHIP. 
heading Professor Ripley speaks of another yn 
a going on. In fourteen years, he say: ng | 
d ‘oads owned by the public ine 25 
ownership of such securities i ? 
cent. 
; \ : 1ys Professor Ripley, “ railroad t n 
P S growing about four times as fast as ow 
rene lie, until in 1903 about one-fourth of the out 
3 of railway stocks and bonds were owned by these co 
y has been accelerating during the past few years 
\ ites as i the case of the Union Paci 
holdings f miscellaneous securities were 
000 
al report f 9 his item by $211,800 
cks of othe ads, with a . Including its 
gh auxiliary ipanies its investments have grown in 
from $90,686,000 to $342,587,000.’ 
tinley shows how suitable counterpoises of nonvoting 
nds enable control of these parent companies to be held 
a few men, and adds: 
) , then Such an inverted financial pyramid, if 
wi must unconscionably enrich the few who control it 
lancer of the overwealthy. If it threaten to prove top 
phe only through larger exactions from the shipping 
blic—extortionate rates; while, if it topple over, 
» to the innocent public which “id nine-tenths 
i al investment witness widespread uptcy.”’ 
° 2 « « s 7 + 
IS CONSOLIDATION DESIRABLE AND LEGAL? 
a y tated that « solidat 1 has for tl most rt 
economy and « i y of operation, in better id 
in a more equ nd in stability of rates \ 
as worked ar of rates is disputed. The ver 
le would probably be in or of controlled consolida 
uncontrolled con , se consolida 
tested in the dt igh 
f the Northern le d 
i It is probable ; t t t 
ttle disposition to t Cons 
1 7AF f I } 
ft . ‘ Vv e 
e | vides 1 supe I lat 
IN POLIT 
‘ ombinations in politics has been 
in politics because they feel that 
subject of attack either by g 
, Their vast property is between 
the upper millstone of the rate 
wer, ! of the taxing power. Between 
ve for the protection of the courts, they could be ground 
n in politics is stimulated by the uncertair 1se- 
situation In the as a rule, they in 
ind ction of officials whose duty is likely 1 in 
1 the taxing and rate-regulat pow litior 
t to the control of Congress as to inter e rates t y 
to the control of forty-five diff State legislat ol 
to the rates of State commerce rhey are also taxed 
ve different systems embraced in the laws of as many 
» certainty, no uniformity, no permanency Thousands of 
3 are engaged in making the valuations and fixing the tax 
1 ids are therefore in politics, do ev } 
their participation in politics means either ‘ 
ati nachine in most of the States of tl n, 
a business, they pursue the lines of 
s of alliance with corrupt elements of 
operate Having been drawn into politics 
3 ‘tion they are likely to beco aggressi d 
i ontrol. It is expensive business for the ds 
ve menace to the institutions of the Republic. 
YDOUBTED POWERS OF THE NATIONAL GOVERNMI 
n question the power of the National Government to creat 
s; for the purpose of carrying out the powers intrusted to 
Constitution. Under the granted powers of the Constitution 
‘ated national banks, we have acquired a 
Panama Canal, ard have acquired the and é 
the Panama Railroad. Under these powers we have a 
1 several railroads, among others the Union Pacit the 
I ar Texas Pacifie railroads, the two former n 
> the latter constructed from in 
r all done under the powers 1 in 
the national defense, to esta h pos 
i p gulate commerce with foreign nations 
e y that the same railroad should accom 
a State and interstate commerce State mime e j S 


regulation of the State, interstate commerce is subject t 
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nd if we do not enter upon a national | of modern times, the Panama Canal, and if it can own and 
ould at all events provide that the | from-ocean-to-ocean railroad at Panama, why can it not bui 
should enter upon a valuation of : 
n should be added from time to time | from the Lakes to the Gulf? If Chicago can contemplate t 
ssues made by the corporation with the | ship of interurban railroads costing hundreds of millions, 
|} nation take in hand the ownership of interstate railroads 
~ : | lions? Such in brief is the argument in favor of national 
T nethod is not difficult. 
vmuld be easy to authorize the Interstate Commer 
institute suit to condemn the shares of stock in all 
the country engaged in interstate commerce, leaving the bo 
‘ . : ing as a lien upon the property. Thus the interests « 
1 #S an Instrumen- | holders would be purchased by the nation, and the Int 
‘ onstitution, it can, | merce Commission could step into the position of direct 
from State burdens, various companies with their present organizations of offi 
ry: If it can do this employees and could gradually work out a method of nationa 
y, lay down the rule by | tration. The present bond issues amount to about $6. 
orporations within their jesring interest at about 44 per cent, for which Governn 
. . al 24 or 3 per cent could be gradually substituted as tl 
ng the taxation matured, thus accomplishing a saving of $90,000,000 to 
nt is a wide one;) annually. The capital stock, whose par value ager 
valuation of the tracks | $6 000,600,000, and whose market value aggregates a li 
—_ aes be condemned at approximately the market rates and paid 
~ eae tO | sale of 24 or 3 per cent United States bonds. 
stockholders As the present annual revenue of all the railr 
000,000, it would furnish a sulflicient sum to pay al i 
. ee ; of the companies and the low rate of interest upon the 
is it to be wondered | ponds issued for the purchase of stock and produce : 
10.000,000,000 worth | 2 4 aoe . oe eee 7 . ane >} ~— = 
eel F gic ould make ample provision for betterments and extensio 
ntrol, both as to sinking fund which would extinguish the entire 
keep out of re can be no doubt about the legality of such 
l was passed unanimously in the Senate at t 
izing the condemnation of the stock of the Pan 
method the Government would acquire without 
ary methods the control of all the railroads eng 
ree in the country, and, assuming that the ad: 
; efficient, the saving effected by the substitu 
so far as taxa- i - high-rate stock and the gradual retirement of ¢ 
=o I h lower rates of interest would eventually pay for t 
ssion is to fix the should the country determine to simply ake’ bold of 
‘tors for deter- construction of the . leaving the existing railroads 
nd oe a those | of their present owners, the Government could easily bu 
vient ainda a | of 3,000 miles across the continent from Norfolk or ¢ 
5 ent read- | Angeles or San Diego, which would bécome the spinal 
n which they | preat governmental system. Government ownership e 
result of their es, either constitutional or practical, except possibly t 
honest and efficient administration, and the country w 
to it unless the existing abuses of uncontrolled m 
ation act should | reapitalization, of accomplished union between the | 
employees. One ri portation interests, of political control, and of unji 
country, amount- | and discriminations are done away with. Even ass 
1 be $20,000,000 | Government management may not be as economical, th: 
sion fund, and come when the people will regard equality of service 
sury, would yi importance than economy of service. Such, briefly, is 
from injury or 1; for national ownership. 
public as one of But I believe the policy I am advocating would give t! 
be mace therefor | the benefits of government ownership with none of its 
| would abolish the evils which have arisen from unrestri 
a board of con- | automatically bring about a reduction in rates, put the r 
railroads. As | politics, close the door against the entrance of over a 1 
company and its the political patronage, and retain the management of 
ich does not in- 1iose genius created our present efficient system of tr 
;, threatening f the crude conditions which prevailed a generation azo. 
between the FRANCIS G. N 
it is wise to femme 
yze trade and ent intended to be proposed by Mr. NewLanps to f! 
uuld not provide . 4 awa 4 mie entitled “A uke marcilate 
=» ef tha Seton ) to am nd an act entitled “An act to regulate « 
iis Nb sg roved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory t 
eee enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commiss 
ichusetts the following sections: 
FORMATION OF NATIONAL CORPORATIONS FOR RAILROAD AN 
LINES. 
That any number of persons not Iess fl 
and subject to the requirements and conditions 
a corporation for the purpose of constr 
improving, and extendiny, and, as a 
! line or lines of railroad or navigation b 
different States of the United States, or between a &§ 
tory, in a Territory, or between a State and the I 
bia, or between the United States and foreign countrie 
pose of acquiring by purchase or lease and operating 
lines of railroad or navigation already constructed or e 
isting conditions, | all of such purposes. 
return on capital | POWERS. 
le great financial sc. 18. That every corporation organized under this a 
s; that our dual | powers and be subject to restrictions as follows: 
hich practi- | (a) To assume a corporate name and under such na 
the situa- | porate succession for a period stated in its certificate 
that the | and if no other period be therein named, such success 
‘Ss, mer- | petual. 
he aver- (b) To sue and be sued in its corporate name. 
ption and (c) To issue bonds and capital stock, as hereinafter pr 
(d) To adopt, use, and alter a corporate seal 
great industrial (e) To elect all necessary officers and appoint manager 
1 of the coun- s hereinafter provided. 
the production, f) To hold, purchase, convey, mortgage or lease suc! 
few has al property as the lawful purposes of the corporation ! 
in the | including the right to acquire and hold the capital sto: 
reshold , of other railroad corporations and corporations pr 
‘idental to the management and operation of the 1 
i navigation lines, and to lease the property of 
Provided, That such right to acquire 1} 


railroad co 


‘ 


stem of taxation to be | to : 
‘ ites a corporation 
when the National 


7 


e sys 


to 


ir rule for 


of 


Ss 


al 
them ir t 
of the United 
ted these powers to 
ntire country we 
the Constitution 


full exercise? 


rporations and corporati 


shall be exercised only by a national railway c 
operates the railroad or navigation lines of whi 
quired and held 

(zg) manag s business, make contracts, 
borrow money, subject to the requirements or pt 
ditions, in this act contained. 

(h) To make by-laws not inconsistent with the laws 
| such corporation, or the rules of the Interstate Commerce 
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CAPITALIZATION. sold in the general n t upon I ‘ 
That such corporation shall provide for and issue only such Com! 0 LD] pres 
onds and stocks as may be necessary for such construction CERTIFICATE ¢ ORGANIZ 
‘ r for the improvement or equipment of the railroad and Sec. 20. That when at least one-half 
ines constructed, established, or acquired, together with the | heen subscribed for a majority of t d 
t of organizing and promoting the company and the amount of | a certj setting forth the following 
nably required in addition for working capital. No bonds or (a) N es and addresses of directors :‘ 
ye issued —. for ow ee yr for peopersy acquired at (b) N ‘$ and addresses of officers: 
ash value. he issuance o k or bonds and the amount dé sie 1 ata = erihed 2 
ill in every case be subject to the approval of the Intersta a and . al caaceciiae’ si 'd 1 
i s° : : . 2 ae . oun ol i al LOCK elit 
Commission, which shall grant full public hearings in re nd in detail t nature of su 
and of such hearings public notice shall be given by o1 th } . sane elv a od { ; 
direction of the Commission. The United States shall be e)A lelezgated pov y 
i at such hearing by the Attorney-General, or one of his | poard d ~~ - ; 
The Commission shall certify in writing to the incorpo f) A con of tl . 
the corporation its determination, and shall record the me | it shall } rd of d 
is, and all bonds and stock not issued in compliance with | the passage: onal 
ination shall be void as against such corporation. to , » f . 
CERTIFICATE OF INCORPORATION. 0 e py of 
t 
Chat the original itncorporators shall sign and acknowledge ( ‘ 2 at 
tting forth the following facts : ; : having been amet Airec ‘ 
name of the company, which shall contain the words “ Na to the requirements of this section, ‘ 
Company,” and which shall not be the same as that of | the approval of the Commission s e it 
rporation organized under this act, or sufficiently similar | tificate, with its indorsement, s ‘ led 
confusion therewith. ; kept by said Commission for such purt 
f the business proposed to be engaged in. hour of the s 1 of t 
or corporate existence. ly lay egin busines ) ind aft s it . 
Nwoal place of business 
f railway already built. CA AL §& K. 
of railway proposed to be built. it the par valt f ea 1 f 
P sed amount of bonds and stock, which shall be deter- | ill be liable for t debts of t 
1 in section 3, and the respective amounts, condi 5, | amount ibseriy n t ipit 
es of the separate sses of stock, if it is ired to have provided act, acl h i 
: ne class. ite of st 1ich ill evid 
par value of the shares. The stock personal prop¢ 
number of shares subscribed by each incorporator books of in su f 1 
i certificate, together with the engineer’s report provided for | and shall be subj 1 lien in f 
: yn 6 in cases where such report is required, shall be su due to said corporation from the ‘r of 
L the Interstate Commerce Commission, which shall direct s sold for unpaid subscriptions in s 
ts therein or additions thereto as may be deemed necessa by the rules of the Commis n. E 
when such certificate is in conformity to law and in other | the holder of record to one vote, and in g 
' 3 proved by the Commission, indorse the approval of the | holder may cast his vote or any part tl 
( m thereon, and record the said certificate, with such indorse to exercise the of t 
the day and hour of the submission of the approved certifi- | by proxies, and f 1 prox i 
per books kept by the Commission for such purpose. The | entitled to vote repared as V 
xistence shall commence with such day and hour, and such | with the rules of stat m1 ( 
duly certified copy thereof shall be prima facie evidence Stockho ds v . ea 
porate existence. differ either > Ol 
FINDING OF PUBLIC NECESSITY. al eee aaah ts on a a maeinaee 4 
}. That in case such certificate shall provide for the con- | corps t ¥ such stockholders may, |! 
stablishment of new lines of railroad or navigation, the | preferer -onditions, and | eg 
as a condition precedent to such corporate exist e, and | spectively rovided that prefe1 s 
roving such certificate, shall determine, after public hearing, | issued oth than com! is sha V 
lic convenience and necessity require the building of such | Ny 
said determination and the method of arriving thereat to an ties a 
rdance with rules established by said Commission. If such S i 6 corporation ma 
ym shall be to approve the construction aforesaid, it shall ho : aero eae .— 
i with said certificate of incorporation. If such certificate | *' Bs than & yeal , date 
ie for the acquisition, by purchase, lease, or otherwise, of any | 62*!02S es Ation sha . 
ly constructed or in course of construction, it shall be lawful | Me°ce ‘ — 
f Commission, after hearing, to deny the fili , certificate, | MEETINGS. IN 4 
idgment, after public hearing, such Id be S > That ar loa meet 
1 to the public interest. But if the ull _ap- | held. notices thereof is 
acquisition as in the rest shall | , : . 
: ; 7 né i rt s vided 
nner be recorded with rtificate of the Interstate Commerce ¢ ce 
truction, extension, or acquisition of additions to any line | , ver t a  inaabam — { : 
f oad or navigation, or the acquisition of any other lines | jiaiority 1 sa aoa ie ; : 
f lines or shares of stock in other companies as aforesaid, | nt stone of 3 dq 
iny incorporated under this act, is hereby ited unless | provided ut no such decr ; 
onstruction, extension, or acquisition r tl : 1, ; : 
f the Commission as of public necessity or in tha pu Sy aes: ‘aaa a 
n application therefor duly filed and pu hearing held, | any altera i imet ‘ 
h approval shall be stated by the Commission in writing the camnany not inconsistent © 
sons therefor, and recorded in its records. “—— i idee aaa ale : - ke “he 
ENGINEER’S REPORT. su alterat > amendmetr be s 
That no certificate of incorporation provided for in this act | *®? S COMMEECS: * : 
1 or recorded unless the same is accompanied by the orn AT N IN n 
e or more skillful engineers, showing the character, struc S 9 
3, cost of duplication, cost of construction, and the manner aad + 
y tion of the road or roads, line or lines, prope » be built an + 7 a ! 
Yr acquired, and containing statements in 1 n to such | ™ . 
as rules adopted by the Commission may require. | 
MEETING OF STOCKHOLDERS. . © : 
That the Commission shall establi les g ning the | a re ( 
ther meetings of stockholders, noti f 3 = haan ’ . 
reat, the election of the board of ! 
esident, and other officers of the cor a yr tl i ) , 
laws. Such rules shall provide for ss than f nd 1 , 
fifteen directors, an executive commit of the board 
th managing powers, the election of a president, \ ‘ 
treasurer, secretary, and such other officers as t l . 
r ‘he by-laws of the company shall not be eff ora 
the Commission, as in accordance w its rules. . f ’ " 
n shall have authority to amend such les from tims ) i duke the 
iy, in its judgment, be required. The by-laws of the I records t 
provide for the removal of dire s by vote re} aii . 
f the stock issued and outstandir at any annual enjoined as ‘ j 
Stock held in the company’s treasury shall not be voted oa 
STOCKS AND BONDS. | $See. 26. That all « 
). That in case the entire stock shall not have been subscribed | .. aa . ’ , 
to the filing of the certificate of incorporation, the diré “s | dev v 3 of s ic : 
books of subscription to such stock in such manner as a 5 cn reese 
d for by the rules of the Interstate Commerce Commission. | UisS 
l the bonds of such corporation, the amount and time and | S 27. That any such < 
and the rate of interest must be approved by id Com- | ! sa f the lway |] 
‘fore offering such bonds upon the general m t t e-fou s of its ital 
Tered to the stockholders at not less than ] and thereaft« ssolve under s $ 


n thereof as shall not be taken by the stockholders may be | sets, notice to creditors, p 
















































































ti may be prescribed by the rules of the Interstate Commerce 
Comm ' 

EMINENT DOMAIN. 
Sec. 28. That any corporation organized under this act may acquire | 
estate necessary for the proper execution of its corporate purposes, | 
ding right wal sidings, terminals, depots, water rights, gravel, | 
on In case the corporation and the owner of such real estate | 

e to ag upé a price therefor and the same can not be 

juired by : t, the corporation may apply to any competent 
court in the State or Territory where such property is located for the | 
appointmen 1f appraisers, and upon reasonable notice the judge of | 
d court l point three appraisers, who shall be sworn, and shall | 
view the pren ind est all the damages that may arise to any | 
I yn f 1 t takir ation of such real estate for railroad | 
] OSE rhe ay sé If return an appraisal of such damages 
n writing, signed y them, to the clerk of said court, and when ac- 
cepted by said judge and recorded by said clerk it shall have the effect | 
of a judgment in favor of the persons respectively to whom damages | 
may be appraised and in favor of said corporation by way of transfer | 
of the title of said real estate to such corporation: Provided, That no 
title shall so pass nor shall such real estate be occupied for purposes of 
construction or operation until the damages appraised to any person 


interested shall 
the clerk of 
ure 


have been paid, or shall have been deposited for his use 
court. Forms of notice of acts done, and method 
under this section, may be prescribed by the rules of the 


such 




















{ ite Commerce Commission in accordance with the provisions of 
IS Seé ion. } 
TAXATION. 
SEC. 29 1ds and navigation lines owned by corporations 
a organi is act are hereby declared to be instrumentali 
for the reg tion of interstate and foreign commerce. The fran 
stocks, bonds, fixed evidences of indebtedness, operations and 
traf and the corporation itself shall not be subject to taxation by 
any State or Territory, but the physical prope of such corporation 
situate in a State or Territory, including its right of way, its real 
e tations, office buildings and equipment shall be subject to as- 








sessment at such average percentage of their actual value as shall be 
customary with reference to other property in such State or Territory, 
and to the customary tax on such assessment In lieu of such tax any 
> or Territory may impose a tax not exceeding 4 per cent on such 
I gross receipts of such corporation as the number of 
I ( ine such State or Territory |! to the total miles of 
l ope ed by s corporation. In estimating the miles of line each 
‘ ond shall be regarded as equal to one-half mile of 
t a d eacl of third or fourth track shall be estimated as 
‘ to one-thi mile of main track , 
‘ > e 1 Commerce Commission 




































g s of ea State or Territory the 
p ed t total mileage as aforesaid. a 
s 1 t age operated in such State or 
STATE POLICE AND STATE RATES 
Sec. 30. That not ierein contained s constr 
fering with the police vs of any State regarding railroac 
! d und this act and operating in such States, nor 
erein contained be construed as affecting the ri 
St ) rulat vy State commerce on rai 
t But the In state Commerce Commission shal nfe1 
m time t me with the regulating pow of any State with 
) h harmonious adjustment and regu ion of State com 
1 interst: nme will protect the public against abuses 
‘ ‘tio! ind rail ainst inadequate returns upon their 
ment, and as te the efficiency of such corporations 
: ‘ Wit end in view said Commission s 
1 l at k ‘ each year a conf e the railros 
loners of | States, and witt State officers 
isi taxation, ¢ ez 1 of rai I 
. e Sta S ) nference s e held in e 
( I nee si 1! 
’ Ir ne < A 
i « pl d 
or nde 
( 
n 
s Sy. I iny St 
‘ 1 ‘ s of ' 1 
< f ‘7 ds 
i authoriza 
! le the Attol 
I I assist 
f «k therefor shall exceed-the value of such 
ined © ( ' iis 
t e! of the 8 e under which any railroad corpora 


i 
owning 














merge legislation ating to the incorporation of common carri: 
in commerce between the States and foreign countries, a 
: s venting the overcapitalization of such corporations, and ! 
c Mmhat it shall he : litior e +} } : ing a uniform method of taxing the property and securit 
SEA Siicdil € cone on oO the g I and continuance , ae ce S as diel 8 
( ( ‘ der this { t the commoration corporations, and for other purposes. 
fran et de annually percentage of the Be it enacted, cte., That a commission is hereby created 
ect ts of i I not exceedir 1 ent, to be held posed a follows: Five members of the Senate of the T 
fund in the \ e United States the pavment of | 2nd five members of the House of Representatives of the Ur 
e emp e.4 1 Col ration who shall have been | to be appointed by the _ presiding officer of each House of | , 
i f < i either 1 in vy int service or by age, | respectively: Provided, That not more than three of sa d 
§ I em] ons, the amount and time | the Senate and not more than three of said members of t 
tment tl lisbursing of the same, Representatives shall be members of the same party. 
f ement be und iles and regula Sec. 2. That it shall be the duty of this commission t 
d om amended y the Interstate and report to the Congress on or before the Ist day of its I 
( ( what legislation, if any, is desirable for the incorporation 
ARD OF CONCILIATION dation of common carriers engaged in commerce between the 
’ : with foreign nations, and also what legislation, if any, is d 
hat t Interstate Commerce Commission is hereby em- | the prevention of overcapitalization by such carriers, and 
‘ nd directed to act as a board of conciliation between cor- | lation, if any, is desirable for the purpose of securing jus 
: lized under this act and their employees as to any | form method of taxing the property and securities suc 
ad t etween such corporation and their employees in the carriers by the various States, and what legislation, ny : 
; ensation, hours, and conditions of labor, the protec ble for the purpose of insuring the employees of such carris 
tion of life and limb of said employees, and such power shall be ex- ' the risks incident to their employment, and what legislatior yy 
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ercised by said Commission in accordance with the rules 
lations to be made, and from time to time altered by said Co; F 











All powers and duties now exercised by the Chairman of ‘ 
mission and the Commissioner of Labor under the act en } 
act concerning carriers engaged in interstate commerce and : ; 
ployees,”’ approved June 1, 1898, are hereby transferred to. 
and required of the Interstate Commerce Commission. 
PENALTIES, 

Sec. 34. That any officer, director, or agent of such corpo: 
shall be engaged in promoting or opposing any lke lation « 
mental action, either Federal or State, shall from time to + 





oaths to the Interstate Commerce 
expenditures in that behalf. 


Commission to a state 
No corporation organized und 


shall make any expenditure whatever for the purpose of 

defeating any political party or candidate for office, and f 

such offense such corporation shall be subject to a fine : 

dollars. E 
Any officer, director, or agent of such corporation who 

fully make, assist in making, cause or direct to be made 

statement, material misrepresentation, or false entry in 


report, return, account, or certificate required by or under tt 

be kept, shall be, upon conviction, subject to a fine of not 
dollars, or to imprisonment for not more than on ’ 

both, and shall furthermore be liable in a civil action for 

caused to any creditor or stockholder thereby. 








Any officer, director, or agent of such corporation who 
fully refuse or neglect to perform any duty imposed upor 
this act, for which refusal or neglect a penalty is not hx t 





wise expressly provided, shall be subject, upon conviction, t; 





not more than $5,000 or to imprisonment for not more 
year, or both. 
Any corporation organized under this act which shall f 


form to and comply with any of the requirements, or obse: 
the prohibitions, in this act contained, shall be subject, 
viction, to a fine of not less than - dollars nor mor 





dollars, and each day of the continuance of such failur 
deemed a separate offense. 
All fines collected under this act shall be paid into the per f 
herein provided. 
JURISDICTION OF SUITS BY AND AGAINST RAILWAY COMPANIES 


Sec. 35. 
the 


and 


this act 
persona 
State 
distri 
than su 
of the 


That any corporation organized under 
purpose of all actions by or against it, real, 
all suits in equity, be deemed a citizen of every 
its lines are located, and in such cases circuit and 
the United States shall not have jurisdiction other 
would have in cases between individual citizens 

The provisions of this section shall not be held to affect 
tion of the of the United States in cases by the 1 
or by direction of an officer therein, or cases for winding 
of any such corporation. 






courts 


I 





Any case involving the recovery of fines or penalties ur 
may be brought in the cireuit court of the United States f 
cial district wherein the corporation has its principal off 






f may run. 
iction of the 





which the line or any part the 


In every s 
the purposes thereof, the jur st 


court shall | 








with the territory of the United States, and its writs of 
removal of persons, execution, and all other process, shail r 
out the United States. All existing laws pertaining to the 


arising 


i in under the 
imendments, shall apply in cases arising 


compelling 
commerce, 
act. 


cases 





of testimony 
or its ¢ 










APPOINTMENT OF RECEIVER AND ANNULMENT OF CITA 
Sec. 36. That in case the Interstate Commerce Cor 
have reason to believe that any corporation organized 
has been gui of the violation of any of its proyisior 





et commerce and the acts amendatory there 
vi y apply to any cireuit court of the United 
vi > ‘isdiction any part of the railroad operated | 








1 shall run for the appointment of a receiver by said « 
oration: and such circuit court shall have power t 
iver in case said court shall find said corporation s 
lation of this act, and shall make suéh orders and ¢ 
receivership fo ch time as in the opinion of the « 
event the conti of such violation; and any su 
all have powe application by the Interstate Cor ( 





nd 





mission to ani revoke the charter of any corpor: 
under this act for continued violation of the terms of said 
RULES. 


i 37. That the Interstate Commerce Commission s! 

from time to time alter, amend, or reneal rules necessary f 

plete enforcement of the provisions of this act. 
AMENDMENT OR REPEAL. 

this act and all franchises required under 

to amendment, alteration, or repeal 








Sec. 
at all 


Congress. 


38. That 


times subject 


A Dill to 






















(S. 4471) creating a commission consider a 
reli 



































7 t] curing the conciliation of dispute e 
n ] e emp es, 
: hall give r rable time for 
f ne y i ma) ippoint a su 
m 3 own mbers to make any investiga 
f State and it shall i ved act l 
nses It shall have tl authority to send 
an rs and to administer oaths and affirmations. 
x ( ling clerks, stenograpl mit g , 
, and printing and 1all be paid 
: “easury not otherwise appro ywever, 
i $5,000 for expenditure under this s ye paid 
to be approved by the chairman of t 10D } 
t any vacancies occurring in the commission, by reason 
tv, or fro other cause, shall be filled y appoint 
r and in tl same manner as was ‘ ember wW 
mmission creates the vacancy) 
ACK. On what p f the bill ve D f 
in amendment 
PRESIDENT. On pag 1 Section 9 1 be 
1 to amendme 
lf. I ask the Senator from Tenn e to alle 
e bill to be completed. T! his amendment 
ACK Very well I want to offer an 
RESIDENT The S t Will 
bill. 
: 1 and conclud the re r of 
1 part ] s in cor t 
I ealed t AIM 
: n pend ‘ 3 i 
: e pre ited to a n sion t 
1] Ww. 
ict shall take « and Ix by nd 

















MACK. I offer the amendment which I send to the 
1 aiter se on 7. I eall the attention of the Sen 
Rhede Island |Mr. Atpricu] to | 
PRESIDENT The amendment will be ( 
After section 7 it is proposed to Se] t he 
! i ra & of ti ation a 
sporta 1 from a i e Stat 2 
» shall is i pt o1 1 of lading ref 
) ler t f ar damag 
ised it t : , “r at 
any to w l ed ered 
( nes such | I ) t 
{ I I xe! i P road, 
uy liabili } sed: J led 
1s dep f such i 
I I W ch | 3 ‘ 
rrie road, or transportation compan | 
ol ig shall e entitled to recover from the 
l vd, ansportat 1 company through w 
damage, or injury shall have n sustained 
ss. damage, or injury as it may be required to pay 
h property. 
[ACK. The numbering of the section will have to | 
MAN. Mr. President, I will say that this is one 
nts upon which the committee agreed, but which 


erted 


the 


in bill for 
ny amendment in 


the simple reason that we 


the bill. We got into 


{N. This was an amendment agreed to by the « 
MAN. I know the committee agreed to i 
1 I hope it will go on the bill. 
(N. I hope it will go on the bill. 
® RESIDENT. The question on imendment 


vy the Senator from Tennessee [Mr. CArMAcK]. 
endment was agreed to. 
CE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still before the Senate 
mittee of the Whole, and open to amendment 
ES obtained the floor. 
*KINS. I have a motion that I desire to make. 
E-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Washington 
he Senator from Illinois? 
: ILES. Yes. 
[OPKINS. I rose, Mr. President, to press the motion | 
de to reconsider the first amendment that was adopted. 
gnized for that purpese? 
iCE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understood the Senator 
shington to yield to the Senator from Illinois. 
ILES. Yes. 
; {OPKINS. I will take my own time on that, but I want | 
t ognized for that purpese by the Chair. 
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The VICE-PRESIDENT The ¢ 

xv from Illinois 1 

Mr. PILES. | » to |] 

the rep t of t) tl ith 
Lt , tiie y il “} I I ; 
‘other than timber i the manufactured 
Mr. ALDRICH Tha mendment 
The VICE-PRESIDENT l S 
in order when the bill is in t 

Mr. PILES. Very well. 

Mr. HOPKINS tained the floor. 

Mr. FULTON... I es I 
r a moment 

The VICE-PRESIDENT] > S 

ld to ft Sen f . 

Mr. HOPKINS. Y 

Mr. FULTON. I 

t reserve his al iment ] 

Mr. PILES. I! c per 

e | lg »> the Se if 

The Vit PRESIDEN ] 
Wa ot l be 1 d. 

Mr. HOPKINS Mr. Presid I 
etary read e ] t w I 


mectad 
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i _ Al (1 ag t 
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1; 
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t ly ( 
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the Philip 3, to Porto R 
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shich } ; ‘ 
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l tion ~ tor I \ 
s > £O > 1a with : 
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hat Stat had ¢ I 
War. unde ( ) < 
ly Ty T » ai ~ ) 
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++ ? 
s \ 
Middle W a 
] = ird O ( 
» it ed t ) 
4 y 
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1 T i States beut Sv?.O0O% " 
ha 1. fleet of sels 
e DP _<. mand . 
1 the Pacific coast 1 Let : 
Colon to tl Atlant d so 


rhe adoption of this amendme1 


irrier, and as it was or 





Oil Company the sa I »u 
Isthmus that the inde co i 
This question of making the line ros 


mon carrier was raised before the Se f W 


1 
; 


conference was had upon the subje 

the time the negotiations were had t 

earrier would destroy the influenc f 

tition with the Standard Oil Company , » At 


Not only that, but this company agreed 1 y $ 
the privilege of crossing the Isthmus d 6 la l 
Company should have the privilege that the Union Company 
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has of using the pipe line the independent company would not 
ut the half million dollars which it cost it to establish 
the pipe line and the $2,000,000 to establish the tank fleet, but 
it would be out S500 a month which it has to pay to the Gov- 
ernment. The Secretary of War is very anxious that this 


amendment shall be reconsidered and the provision making the | 


pipe line a common earrier shall be eliminated from the 


iunendment. 
But these are not all of the misfortunes that have befallen 


this company since it entered into negotiations with the Presi- 
cent. At the instance of the senior Senator from West Virginia 
| Mr. Exkrns], after the amendment was adopted making all 
pipe lines common carriers an amendment was adopted provid- 


ing that in the near future no common carrier can carry coal 
or other natural products owned or in which it may be directly 


or indirectly interested except such as are necessary for the | 


conduct of its own business. So if the amendments which have 
been adopted by the Senate stand and if such a construction is 
placed upon the amendment relating to coal and other natural 
products offered by the Senator from West Virginia by the 
courts as the Senate evidently intends the condition of this 
company would be this: At an expense of $2,000,000 it has 
established its tank fleets to ply from the Pacific coast to the 
Isthmus and from the Isthmus to the Atlantic coast and has 
paid $500,000 to establish the pipe line across the Isthmus, and 
under this amendment it is prohibited from conveying a barrel 
of oil either in its tank vessels or across the Isthmus and this 
great plant is placed at the disposal of the Standard Oil Com- 
pany and other independent companies. In order to show the 
wishes of the Secretary of War upon the subject, I ask to have 
read a letter which he sent me the other day. 

Phe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read, if there 
is no objection. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

WAR DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, May 10, 1906. 





My Dear Senator: I sincerely hope that the provision which has 
been recently made an amendment to the rate bill requiring that any 
pipe line for the conveyance of oil from one side of the Isthmus of 
Panama to the other shall be a common carrier will not ultimately 

» part of the act An examination of the evidence taken before 

Interoceanic Canals Committee will show the facts with respect to 

the nse already issued to the Union Oil Company, of California, for 

the construction of a pipe line (pp. 2573-2574, and Exhibit No. 27, pp. 
~OS88—V2703 ) 

fac are, the Union Oil Company is an independent oil com 

owning a very large tract of oil land in California from which it 

s I q lity of crude oil It is anxious to ship this oil from 

( i Ne York, by way of the Isthmus, on tank steamers on 

‘ It has made contracts for the tank steamers and is about 

t t an refinery in New York to enable it to compete with the 

s lard O Company in the sale of oil in the East. Our engines 

Isthm ire not now arranged for the consumption of oil, 

Chief Engineer Steyens has reported to me that in the near future 

t | be profitable to make the change. He has also reported that 

ther ’m enough on the Isthmus for six or seven pipe lines. It is 











I ntended to allow these pipe lines to cross 1 bridges or the 
t t of the railroad company I am informed that if oil can be 
lus at 90 cents a barrel this will be the equivalent of coal of 
v g steaming qualities at prices between $3.24 and $4 per ton 1 | 
n glad to recommend to the President the granting to the | 
{ n Oil Company of a revocable license, which in terms is nonexclu 
compensation, to be paid to the Zone government, of $500 
h, to be used for school purposes, to erect and maintain a 
from one 1 of the Zone to the other, with a condition that 
the Government wishes to call upon the company it must 
furnish crude oil at a maximum price of 9V cents a barrel. The Gov 
vy virtue of this license. is under no obligation to take oil 
‘ 


and has full opportunity to invite competition 
l 























struct a pipe across the Isthmus under the same terms as th 
by_the Union Oil Company, they might have such a revocable 

_ What I am very anxious to secure is the construction of two 
pipe lines across the Isthmus, in order that we may have rea! 
tion in the furnishing of oil to aid us in our fuel needs on the 
and I wish in addition and incidentally to facilitate as far ag 
the cheap transportation of crude oil from one side of the | 

the other, whether from the Atlantic side to the Pacific o; 

Pacific to the Atlantic. 

I think that a mandatory provision requiring every pipe 
a common carrier across the Isthmus will probably prevent 
struction of any. Certainly it will prevent the construction 
than one, and I am quite sure that one, though declared to 
mon carrier, will not secure the actual competition which 
would bring about. The wisdom of a provision of law declar 
pipe line in this country shall be made a common carrier betw 
is wholly aside from the point, for it is rot at all analogous 
I am discussing. The pipe lines constructed in the States 
lines under permanent franchises, much more likely to invite j 
of capital than a mere revocable license. The conditions on | 
mus are, of course, entirely unsettled, and the operations y 
to the transportation of oil by pipe line and its use for co 
on the Isthmus, and for transportation in tank steamers to 
the Isthmus, are altogether experimental. It seems to me 
porarily at least the matter might be left to the Executive 
comes wise to require that these pipe lines be made common 
the future, the President may effect this result und the 
license by withdrawing the license unless the change is made 
be done by act of Congress, but, with deference, I think it o 
present to be left to the President's discretion to say when t 
has arisen for the change. 

Very sincerely, yeurs, Wm. H 

Hon. A. J. HOPKINS, 

United States Senate. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President, I wish to inquire what the 
precise motion of the Senator from Illinois? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is to reconsider the te Dy 
which the Senate agreed to the first amendment in the | 
found at the foot of page 1 and the top of page 2. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the amendment of the Senat 
Massachusetts [Mr. LopeGre] putting ail pipe lines in the | 
States upon the footing of common Carriers. 

I offered an amendment to that amendment that 
should apply to every part of the United States and 
country over which the United States has the exclusive r 
of jurisdiction and government. The Senator from M 
setts accepted my amendment and it went in, of course 
his and was adopted by the Senate. I have no special interest 
at all in the amendment of the Senator from Mass 
puiting pipe lines on the footing of common carriers. I d 
know whether the Senator wants to abandon his entirs 
ment. Does the Senator from Massachusetts adhere t 
cunendment? 

Mr. LODGE. I have now no control over the word 
amendment. 

Mr. FLINT (to Mr. Morcan). The only purpose is to str 
out your amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. I have no disposition to abandon it. £ cer 
tainly shall not abandon that clause without a strugg! 

Mr. MORGAN. I want to know whether the amendment 
posed by the Senator from Illinois is to strike out t 
that I suggested to the Senator from Massachusetts 
he accepted as a part of his amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. My motion is to reconsider the 
which the amendment was adopted. 

Mr. MORGAN. The entire amendment? 

Mr. HOPKINS. The entire amendment. That bh 
matter back before the committee. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I take it for granted the Se 
Illinois wants to reverse the action taken by the 
regard to making pipe lines common ecarriers and is op) 
the entire project. He does not want the Government the 
United States to declare that pipe lines are common 
ind that they are subject to regulation as to rates by t | 
state Commerce Commission. Is that the situation’? 
know; I am not prepared to say that I have a firm « 
that the Senate has acted wisely or justly in requiring | 
lines to become common ecarriers, even though they « 
their own products, which seems to be the effect of t! ( 
ment. I do not know that that is wise, but if the Se 
Illinois wishes to get rid of the entire amendment in t 
I do not know that I have any objection to it. 

Mr. HOPKINS. My purpose in moving a reconside 
the vote and getting the amendment before the comm 





| oppose the amendment the Senator from Alabama of 


other | r villing to deliver oil upon the Isthmus, whether 
ve ap line or not. The line can be removed by the Commis 
t any time The Union Oil Company has a license of a similar 
from the Panama Government, and it proposes to crect its 
ks and pumps in Panama or Colon, within the jurisdiction of the 
inama Government Its pipes are now on the Isthmus, and, as al- 
d, i contracts for ta steamerg have already been let. 
vo mpanies of California, associatea with the Standard Oil Com 
d that the Union Oil Company be compelled to make its line 
ric I submitted this proposition to the Union Oil Com 
pany, and its reply was, first, that they would need the pipe for con 
transportat of their own oil, and, second, that as under such 
irement different qualities of oil would have to be introduced into 
‘ pe, the pi d have to be cleaned after the use of one quality 
ler that the ‘xt kind of oil p imped might not be affected in value 
I i The letter on this subject may be seen in the evidence 
eady referred t« 
the statement of the Union Oil Company, and for reasons I am 
to give, I recommended to the President that the application to 
th pipe of Union Oil Company a common carrier be not 
ed is an al native, however, I notified the two companies as 
ed with the Standard Oil Company that there was room for six 
en pipe ipon e Isthmus, and that the President would grant to | 
frar ise of exactly the same character as that granted to the | 
I n Oil Company I may add that I said to them verbally that 
yuld not get satisfactory franchise from the Panama Goy 
, they ight place all their plant, including pumps and tank 
n the Zone I also said to them, with the permission of the 
I’ lent, that if they wished to make their pipe a common carrier they 
‘ 1 ive that privilege In response to an inquiry made by. Mr. 
Lindon W. Bates, on behalf of the Texas oil producers, I notified him 


that if the Texas oil producers, or any other persons, desired to con- 


the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts. 

Mr. MORGAN. I did not offer an amendment to t!: 
ment of the Senator from Massachusetts. I asked hi! 
cept the qualification in respect to the language; that 

Mr. HOPKINS. The language that the Senator ! 
grafted on the amendment is the language I desire 
eliminated from it. 

Mr. MORGAN. Then I understand the Senator from 10] 








ing to get rid of the effect of this legislation on the 
he Senate, and that he does so in favor of a special 
eular transaction on the Isthmus. That is what [ un- 
i him to be trying to do. While we make all other | 
; in the United States common carriers, there is one 
he Isthmus which is not to be put on that footing. I 
, nurturing that pet for a little while. It comes as 
a case of graft as any ever presented to this body, | 
ther time and on another bill that subject will be | 
f sented. 
rd contains the evidence of the entire transaction, 
an oily smell about it; I might even say a fishy 
; rhe President of the United States has no right under 
of Congress to grant to anybody a concession for a | 
the Canal Zone. .If that sort of property, that sort 
that sort of concession can be conferred at all un- | 
Constitution of the United States, in favor of a par- | 
ndividual, in such manner and on such terms as to} 
il other people, Congress alone can do it, which I] 
d the President of the United States bas no power, | 
act of Congress of which I am aware, at least, to 
ha grant of a peculiar privilege in favor of one of his 
m the Isthmus. 
content myself on this occasion by putting in the | 
of the proceedings before the Senate the entire cor- | 
that took place between the President, by the Sec- | 
State, and the various applicants for privileges of 
1 across the Isthmus. There were several of them. | 
ilege was granted to one, and the others were excluded, | 
on that the amount of money required to put up a 
‘a pipe line is a pretty large one; and these other gen 
from Texas, and also on the other side of the conti- 
1 the Pacifie side, and ranging even up here into the 
country, objected that anyone should be selected to 
privilege under such terms and conditions as would 
‘thers. 
rhe Government of Panama grants the privilege of putting 
umping stations and the tanks within the cities of Colon | 
a. The Government of the United States can not 
that. So the Union Oil Company, of California, has | 
to do but to get authority to lay a pipe line across the | 
on the cross-ties of the railroad, and bring its oil across 
out the balance of the world, because the cost of the | 
ces is very heavy,in the first place, and secondly, because 
e of the world has to get from Panama a privilege for 
ig stations. The Secretary of War says he is willing 
next people who come along shall put their pumping 
nside the Canal Zone. The Secretary of War has noth- 
vith that business. It can not be done without an act 
ss. No such power as that is conferred upon the Presi 
The President has no right to grant to a man the privi- 
ine gold in the Canal Zone or to mine coal there, or 
ber there, or to do anything else. His only duty there 
ld the canal. No power of that sort has been conferred | 
President, and it is a sheer usurpation of power; that 





Mr. HOPKINS. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. MORGAN. Wait a moment. This is one amongst a 
‘like transactions that will be brought in review before 
Senate of the United States and will at last, I hope, con- 
» Senate that there is some necessity after all for exer 
» powers of Congress in the Isthmus instead of leaving 

unfettered will of the President of the United States. 
that is the question. It is a matter of no concern to me 
this amendment be put on the bill or not. If it is 
vn, of course that does not preclude the Senate upon a 
ill connected with the Canal Zone from putting it on 
< justice done to all the oil producers in the United 
i the Atlantic country and also in the Pacific country. 
s been such anxiety, there has been so much writing 
ut this matter, there-has been such a keen desire to 
ustice being done to all the people of the United States 
se that I can not help suspecting that there is something | 

that we do not know about. It is a very extraor 
transaction, and it seems you can not touch anything that 
done in that Isthmus in favor of any particular person 
‘of any particular clique of persons or in favor of the 
ople or in favor of the Panama Government without 

) a tremendous howl about it. 

Willing that this shall pass off for the present. I do 
whether it goes on the bill or not. I have no particu- 
erence for the amendment offered by the Senator from 
usetts, because I think in some cases it will perhaps 
to do wrong. But I want to put these papers in the 
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to his credit 


Shonts has been overruled by the 1 n 

He did no 

attempted. 
Mr. FLINT. 


investigation 


I should like to : 


and whether those who are 
amendment making the pipe line 
Standard Oil Company’s rept 

Mr. MORGAN. 


controversy 


I never thought 
Union Oil 
Oil Company to find out what was ju 
by the Government of the 
ard Oil Company ” 
advanced 
Union Oil Company is said to be an ind 
dependent of what and whom? 

Independent of the trust 
Of the trust? 
The oil trust on the Pa 


ited States 


Mr. FLINT. 
MORGAN. 
Mr. FLINT. 
MORGAN. 
trust over ther 
We are exploring 
knowable, 
renowned individual 
beneficiary of this action 
necessary 
intend to find out, if 
force men to speak the truth 





proper conclusion. 

But I am not affected by the quest 
of the Standard Oil Company or t 
about it is this 
Beaumont in ‘I 


They have protested against 
They say to take the Canal Z 
of a peculiar, extraordinary, 
a particular company, because it cal 
continent, 
The Beaumont people 
the United States 
everybody justice, and grant 
individuals. 

President, asl 
history of this matter as it has be 
Interoceanic Canal 
7 of the reported proceedil 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Committe 


and it is so ordered. 
The matter referred to is : 





other hand, if you 





Trusting that we 





for use as fuel « 
In reply, you are respectfully 
considering the questior ; : 
Isthmus, and also of th 











































parties have made propositions to construct tanks or pipe lines and 
furnish oil, and they have been advised to visit the Isthmus in order 
to rm themselves as to the conditions there, preparatory to sub- 
mit the propositions in full. 

Before a ; itract is made, however, proposals will be invited, and 
everyone | 1 will be given an opportunity to bid, should it be 
f decided 1 for the purpose stated. 

Very respectti 
W. Laon PEPPERMAN, 
Assistant Chief. 
Cc. L. WALLIS, 


General Manager Higgins Oil and Fuel Co., 
Beaumont, Tea. 





HiGGIns OIL AND Furn COMPANY, 
Beaumont, Texv., June 19, 1905. 











Mr. WALLACE, 
Chief Engineer Panama Canal Construction, 
(Care of The Panama Canal Commission), 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Srr: We understand that you recently asked for bids on 50,000 
tons coal, and in this connection permit us to call your attention to 
the t that this section of the country is producing crude petroleum 
‘ the rate of a t 150,000 barrels per day, and which is used, 
I y altogether, in Texas and Louisiana for fuel by the various 
I i i y steamers and tugs plying along the coast, 

i ‘ s who ‘anal and are raising the grade 

ot § ibout 16 fee sans of dredges. 

oO I in gravity from 17 Baume and it is reckoned 

































































that 34 to 4 barrels of oil equals a ton of the best bituminous lump 
market | e of this oil f. o. b. ship, in bulk, at Port Arthur or 
S e, Tex i e present time, is 50 to 55 cents per barrel of 42 
i for spot shipments. At present we are not in a position to 
a del red price at Panama, as we do not own a steamer 
ough to send that far away from here that would carry enough 
t fy going However, there are plenty of foreign tank ships that 
1 get 1 low charter if we could get the business. We were 
r i n Ar tank bottom at a charter of 35 cents per barrel 
I t Art t Sabine to Panama, but she will not be available 
ut Oct r 31 We have no doubt but what a foreign bottom 
ecured at a much ke ice It would cost, approximately, 
$13,000 or $14,000 to a 55,000 barrel steel tank at Pan 
10 piling foundation juired and the tank was set on the 
; : fw had a steady contract, or 
stify GOV ment would not put up a 
inama nd we a 5 or 10 acre site on deep water 
WW l ndin ges, we might put up a tank there 
( f t G ent contr W h we have here at 
K rex ir d »-¥ r dredge 
I \ sa g in burning oi railroad trains and on 
itt e a great deal t cost of hauling, in the 
v f fir 1 and st id ¥ als in abort 20 per cent in 
a y e ikes so much |! ra steadier fire, and 
v et vith it you cut it off 1 ikeve is no coal burn- 
ing i yt urs aiterward our turnace. 
Y and twelve ths’ contract for furnish 
; t », would cost a ttle more than spot ship 
e é ou, will be pleased to take the matter 
) " HieGins O AND Fuet Co., 
By C. L. WALLIS, 
General Manager. 
GUI I INING COMPANY, 
Pitisburg, Pa., June 9, 1905. 
; . 
, ( I ” 1 Canal Comméission 
ngton, D. C. 
( ll j be a large con 
ts ri 1 and steam dredges on 
in 1 y I its used in con 
I ling f the Panama Canal, we wish to respect 
t t of the use of Texas petroleum 
I ld i the large production of oil i 
t ility, < nting t year, in round numbers, to 26,000,000 
) pete es lly ith coal a fuel 
‘ an a ul f ny thousand dollars to 
yo y readily understand that this company is 
] e Standard Oil ¢ iny, or any combina 
f le oll, I give you below a list of our 
r.M. ¢ y Petroleum Company: J. M. Guffey. 
vi esident; R. B. Mellon, treasurer; C. F 
y Petroleum Company: J. M. Guffey, 
‘ I. Reed, « rman Carnegie Steel Company 
Pp ‘ : a Com] ny, B ston. Ma . 
kr I & ta Texas; R. A. Greer, 
t I ae. ( » Steel Company; W. 
Black St ‘ . H. Given, president 
a enosit Nat Bank, I ee 1a Rhodes, capitalist, 
\ I M » N Bank, Pittsburg: A. W. 
M Mell Natin B Pitts! I B. Mellon, Mellon Na 
{ Ban Pittsburg; C. H M char rly general manage 
i i I s ne t My ompany 
the ¢ Refining Comy y J. M. (iifey, president ; 
Me V pl dent; R. B. Mellon, tre: rer; C. BE. Farren, 
lirectors of t : Refining Company: J. M. Guffey, capitalist, 
J ir J. H. Reed man Carnegie Steel Company; D. M. 
( ( S Company; T. H. Given, president Farmers’ 
] it N B Pitt irg: R. B. Mellon, Mellon National 
J P - W I Mellon, Mellon National Bank, Pittsburg 
R. A. Greer, at ne Beaumont, Tex. 
h of t é t n are well known in the financial world, 
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and their connection with our enterprise is a sufficient 






our ability to carry to a successful conclusion any contract ft 
may enter into. a 
This company, in connection with the J. M. Guffey Petrol; 
pany, is the most thoroughly equipped independent oil «, 
the world, they having a combined capital of $15,750,000. 4 
company is the largest producing and pipe-line company in y 
field, and the Gulf company owns and operates, at Port Art : 
the largest independent refinery ‘in the world. In additio; : 
and our docking facilities we own and operate, exclusive of : 
vessels, a large fleet of tank steamers and barges, which I ; : 
below, giving you the capacity, in barrels, of each vessel: 
IN, | TI satiate sincaiiidiabiiltatabini a a A 
Steamship Ligonier__ ee { 
Steamship J. M. Guffey ) 
OORT I i ccsctitaceitinach italic dacbcngsn delicacies nlainnia ti seaeentones ) 
ae 
Barge Conneaut__ a ‘ 
TD Cae icine cs ntsiciinmanineinsintiniriitin Racinincininal ) 
Oe TG iri cescnastieteiciecaceceeeteeebei nian ce itniaptitapiana nt ainitipiatt macnn 





In addition to having a large production of our own, we 
eral pipe-line business in the State of Texas, purchasing oi! 
many small producers. H 

We are carrying in storage to-day between sin and seven 
barrels of crude oil. 

I simply mention the above facts concerning our compani 
you may readily see that you are asked to deal with a co 
has ample facilities for carrying out a contract, no matter 

You are doubtless familiar with 
used largely at the present time 
South and on the Atlantic seaboard, and by some of t 
and western railroads, notably the Southern Pacific, + 
City Southern, and the Atchison, Topeka and Santa Fe hk 
well as the British Admiralty. 

While you are no doubt in position to get reliable sta 
will enable you to make an accurate comparison with 
taken the liberty of quoting from a lecture delivered 
Franklin Institute in Philadelphia by Dr. Charles B. Dud 
of the Pennsylvania Railroad Company, in which he gi 
lowing tables showing the relative value of oil and ec 
exhaustive experiments made by the Pennsylvania Kai 
pany under his direction: 


the fact that liquid fu 
by many industrial ; 


Relative value of coal and oil, fuel account alone con 


Oil per barrel: 
$0. 2 


eh be peek ped pk at pk 





bo 





barrel 
20 : . 


fc fsck rh fh fru fh oh eh fd fo 





It will be observed that these figures are based on oil 
pounds to the gallon, whereas Texas oil weighs from 7 
pounds to the gallon, and as the heat is directly in pro; 
weight of the combustible, it is plain that a comparison 
with coal will make a much more favorable showing for « 
above figures. 

I quote from Mr. Dudley further, as follows: 

“As will be described in detail later, there are certain 
economy in burning oil that do not occur with coal. Of 
have been pretty well worked out, as just stated, economy 
fuel and ashes, and economy in repairs to locomotives. 1 
of these has been obtained in dollars and cents, and is, p 
expressed by saying that, taking all ascertained economies 1 
a pound of petroleum is as good as 2 pounds of coal.” 7 

The result of this and many other interesting experime! 
country and Europe has been compiled by the Baldwin |! 
Works, of Philadelphia, in little pamphlet on oil-burn 
tives entitled, “ Record of Recent Construction, No, 37,” 

I hand you herewith, trusting that it may be of interest 
considering this subject. 
You will note that Doctor Dudley recommends the use d 
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eference to crude oil. We are in position to supply you with 
and will make prices per gallon, per barrel, or per ton, 
more convenient and satisfactory to your Commission. 

a rule, we are loath to enter into long-time contracts, owing 





le 





? pid change in the oil market, we understand fully that a 
mm coal-burning to oil-burning apparatus would involve a 
le expense to the Government, and that you would not care 

short-term contract; hence we are willing to enter into | 
t at a fixed price, for a reasonable number of years, entirely 


the economies obtained to make the expense of the equip 








Cat t 

considering this matter carefully, your Commission is of 
n that, owing to the conditions surrounding the use of this 
is, the cost of installation, ownership of same, etc.—it is 
able to advertise for bids and let the contract in the usual 
re willing to submit a proposition to supply you at a price 

m to be agreed upon between us, we undertaking to erect 

pipe lines for the discharge of cargo into tanks on prop 
i bv the Government or purchased by us, agreeing at the 

ntract period to turn over the entire installation at cost, 











le interest on the investment for the term of the con 
to the Government or to the successful bidder, should we 
tract. 
Commission prefer to erect and own your own tankage, 
; for unloading ships, et we are willing to enter into 





iod agreed upon for the delivery of the oil into the 











a per 
t tant 
{ the purpose of securing any preference in the considera 
ect that the above suggestions are made. All we ask 
deal.” and are willing to consider the matter on any 
ed by your honorable Commission, relying on our superior 
nd strong financial position, backed by 7,000,000 barrels of 
ve, to secure the contract. 
ha considered the matter carefully, I shall be glad to 
<pression from your honorable body as to whether either of 
vested appear feasible, and if not, an outline of any plan 
meet your views, together with a statement of the approxi 
consumption of oil, or, if you do not have this data, the 
te consumption of coal, in tons. We can then, if necessary, 


esentative to Colon to look over the field and consult with 

neer relative to site for the erection of tankage and to work 
rv details to enable us to submit proposition. 
r information will say that our ships draw from 4 to 





oo 9% 
=-o3 














f ter, and it would require this depth to discharge cargoes with 
pense of lightering. 
he glad to take the matter up with you personally at any 
ng you any information that you may desire concerning our 
or its operations. 
Yours, very truly, 
GULF REFINING COMPANY, 
Per G. R. Nutty, General Sales Manager. 
Tue TEXAS COMPANY, MARITIME BUILDING, 
New York, May 23, 1905. 
NTS, Esq., 
hairman Isthmian Canal Commission, 
Washington, D. C. 
Sin: Agreeable to your suggestion to put in writing our appli 
for | ission to establish a fuel-oil station in the Canal Zone 
submit the following: 
our responsibility.—The Texas Company and its affiliated 
have been and are to-day the largest producers and shippers 
in the Southwest. 
ve handled during the last two years upward of 12,000,000 
f oil, making » shipments as well as supplying the com 
ide and every railroad in our territory. 
plant, facilities, and equipment, we heg to refer to all of 
11 fuel-oil users, and more especially to the Santa Fe 
rnational and Great Northern, which last-mentioned two rail 
vi een and are still looking to us fer their entire fuel-oil 
fe confident that we are in the best position to furnish your 
f eg ments on account of our special facilities, the stocks 
carry, and the additional available supplies of such in our 
a freighting prepesition it seems to us we have also 








‘able advantage over either coal or Pacific coast oil. 

r integrity, commercial standing, and financial ability, 
me the National Park Bank, Mr. J. J. Mitchell, president 
rrust and Saving Bank, and Mr. J. W. Gates Will be pleased 











other references, if desired. 
tion for fuel-oil station.—We respectfully solicit a lease or 
ificient land within the Canal Zone for the erection of 
r fuel, illuminating, and lubricating oils, together with 
ivileges and necessary rights of way for pipe lines from 
ks, et upon such terms as you may prescribe 
nding that you will leave New York for Colon on June 
| have our Mr. Thompson there at the same time, that he 
any question as to hnical details or other matters upon 
P ay desire information on the grovg@d. He would a 
1 to advise with your engineering department as to best 


cation for proposed station. 








tion of oii by tank cars or pipe lines.—If it is the intention 
distribution of fuel oil over your railway in your own tank 
switch or track facilities for a tank-loading rack would 
de to distribute the fuel oil by pipe line, we would be pre 
ng made acquainted with the physical conditions apply 
ch lines or to assist you with specifications for the neces 
nt, that you might instali these yourselves. We are thor 

r with this kind of work. 
favorable consideration of our application we are ready to 
e with the erection of a fuel-oil station of not less than 
S$ capacity, being quite willing to take our chances of 
ontract for part or all of your fuel-oil requirements when 

pared to place the same. 








e you y be ready to take up this question we shall be 
vhen furnished with details and specifications as to quan 
inanner, and point of delivery, to name a price on a one, two, 
ear contract. 

l 


, very truly, 


COMPANY, 
President. 


TEXAS 
CULLINAN, 


THE 
J. 8. 
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MARITIA b Ss | : 
New ) P 
T. P. Suonts, Esq., 
Chairman Isthmian Canal C« 
re] bo mn ¢ 
Dear Str: In connection with t f 
in the Canal Zone, which we are 
if favored with a location it is ry 
steamers which we now employ t A i 
New York and other eastern ports to t t l 
and Panama rhese steamers are 2 f t 
might be made a ible to rt f t 
Kansas City Southern Railv ict 
tends from Port Arthur to ( t the 
lumber, and petroleum districts o ] Se é 
I mention tl feeling tl t be of 
creating a new > of communication for ‘ | 
that might be interest to your ¢ 
quarantine conditions now existing acains r ! 
If we are giv the privilege of ; n fora 
Commission should later decide t Ss: ; 
railway or in connection with thé t t 
to make the facilities and exp f 5 ( 
to assist in the installation of s pipe 
might be needed in delivering tl! oil to the point ¥ 
used as consumed 
We would like to call vour atte ion I t 
Texas oil for disinfecting it ‘ n ¢ nsiv t 
throughout Texas and Lo iana wit ve f: 
While we understand that your ¢ i nis 1 ty 
sider tt question of adopting the dt t 
time before you will be in a position e up t 
appreciate that it will take some t sti e! 
and equipment; and knowing the supplie f 
we feel sure that it will eventually be adopted and «s a 
own account to provide the necessary t portati« tar I 
equipment, that we may be in a position to han¢ 
a time or in such amount as y | ed 
Trusting our application m have ¢ vy ¢ t 
remain 
Yours, very truly, lHe TeEXA MPA. 
J Ss ¢ NAN ent 
' 
fur Tes COMPA 
Marit BUILDID & B : 
\ York, Sept 2 
T. P. SHonts, Esq., 
Chairman Isthmian Canal Commis 
"i p fon. D.¢ 
DEAR Str: We herewith mah n f 
face use of propert vithin the ¢ | V 
oil storage str ! 
Qur re ve eports the locat } ed f ‘ 
to <« al t 12 a f nd I 
either on the east or west de of the I + the 
River and Monkey Hill, M« Lk S : 
If the plens of your Commission not t of 
site designated v we ed I 
point accessible to the harbor id 1 v 
stat be located 
Tru iS ap] ation may rece ‘ ‘ i 
sidera beg to mi ‘ 
espectfully, yo x 
i A ‘ 4 a’ 
> ( j NA i ; 
Li W. Ba 74 Broa n 
k, O , 
iral WALKER 
Chairman Panama Commission, W t ( 
DeaAR Sir: We have the ! to 
operate an oil-fuel pipe line vith | I ic 
the Atlantic tern ‘ t i 
regulation of p: ind t ary ! of i 
and distributing i e that j ed i i 
Commission 
Respectfully Lis x W.8 
PROPOSED PIPE LINE FOR THE § LY O1 ‘ 
PANAMA 
This project consists the t n ¢ 
sthmus of Panama, serving I ea ( 
Par and located I f 
with a single spur extending toward A ‘ 
regulation works. 
The objective of the in t l t I ‘ f 
of power, heating, d sanit: purpose t 2 y 
operations in the « l st! ! t ‘ ‘ ntons 
by the inhabitants ‘ tie . 2 \ ‘ I i 
Stat Zone. The convenience of such a line for sar 
‘ ing the mosquito cheaply is manife 
he plan comprehends a pipe line arrar 1 so that 
be tapped at places most conver t ff 
sumers and to the w on € y 
fication or division of work tl ‘ ¢ 
storage tanks near Colon or other s ‘ é ¢ 
sary pumping plant and common t ‘ 
pi lines, will be installed 
Rout The attached plan il I 
the line of the existing Ps I ‘ Che | 
and Culebra is purely ten ve, defir 
e “se . _ 
fixed until after the line in plan and ele 
permanently established, although it ay ! 
parallel to the present railway will be prs able \ 
selected farther from the railway tl! t l 1 and 
effected by stub lines. 
Our carefully prepared diagram of fl hows ft 1 
the different points on the line Che é “7 
| livering 100 per cent in excess of the qua s } t 
; gram, and is dimensioned so that the im of t s 1 i 
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exceed 250 pounds per square inch. The pump capacity 
“od accordingly. 
‘ pipe line is to be buried or covered where prac- 
é necessary. The pipes and valves and tanks are to be 
, and all materials are to be of the best quality for 
ited.’ Tanks are to be properly insulated, eliminating all 
re proposed as delivery centers. These houses are to | 
to permit the attendant to have a small sleeping and 
nt, so that the same may always be found on the place. 
uumps are prop ed—one as reserve to the other and so that a 
tank ship can be un loade i in case the latter is not provided with its 
own unloading pumps Steam pumps are considered in the estimate, 
but oil-engine driven pumps can be substituted. The advantage in the 
latter \ be considerable, since good boiler feed water will not 
be « while the harbor water will be suitable for cooling 
the « 

In » pumps will supply the tanks and line at 52 K, and | 
the r » will be si UPI lied by gravity, or nearly so. 

A ene system is inch for operation and control between 
uumping station and tanks at >K nks at 24 K and 46 K will 
f ave to be controlled by the pr ure gauges and floats, and, if advis- 
able, automatic cut-off valves, in order to prevent excessive pressure. 

Pers mit.—No exclusive permit to install and operate a pipe line is |} 


ll and conveniently 7 
ynditions and regulations, 


to se 


sought, but simply 
to suitable c¢ 


comm odity to pi 


portunity 
subject 


an op 
lasers, 









under which tl » is no interference With « il work. 
Plans Detailed plans are ready for sub sion. 
LINDON W. BATES, 
7; Broadway, New York. 
LInpDoN W. Bates, 74 Broapway, 


New York, October 22, 1904. 


COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C. 
Dear Sir: I have the honor to inclose, for convenience of considera- 
tion, several copies of a brief digest of the oil pipe-line project con- 
templated under my application, for which careful studies, estimates, 


PRESIDENT ISTHMIAN CANAL 



















deliver this | terest, direct or indirect. 
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| by the Senator from Illinois, I shall heartily favor his mo 


reconsider, although I thought the subject had better | 
up in the Senate; and I trust the motion will prevail, 

I wish to say, in this connection, that the words “ ex, 
ter” were also included in the amendment, and I a 
showing of the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer] ; 
Senators from that part of the country that this wor aa 3 
with the transportation of water for irrigation and poy 
poses was conclusive upon that subject. So I shall hy 
when the amendment is reconsidered “ water” will not 
cluded in the motion of any Senator. 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, the remarks of the 


| from Indiana make me apprehensive that if the amend 


reconsidered we may have trouble about it. It was bad 
when we adopted it, at the time we did adopt it; but it 
much worse when, later, in the consideration of the bil! 
vided that no common carrier should be allowed to 
any product that belonged to itself or in which it had 
Now, 


what is the condition? We are constructing a 


| nati, as I informed the Senate when this matter was 1 


sideration before, a pipe line to connect that city with 
ural gas fields of West Virginia. It is a very — ns 
prise. It is estimated that it will cost about $5,000, 
are building the pipe line large enough, according to 
mate of engineers who are thought to be competent, to | 


| enough natural gas to supply the municipality of ( 


and the people of Cincinnati, to supply the city not only for yp. 


nicipal purposes, for lighting the streets, but to supply 1 
ufacturing establishments of the city with cheap f) 


if we are now, when that pipe line is completed, not to \y 


| lowed to transport our own gas we might as well st 


the transportation of oil? 


| be included, 


| oil, 


and arrangements have been made. 

A competitive opportunity is sought on the Isthmus to store, sell, 
nd conveniently deliver this commodity, subject to the following pri- 
mary conditions 7 

First. That the installation and the business conducted shall not con- 
flict with the interests of the United States. oe : 

Second. That the installation for which pe rmission is granted shall 
be subject to inspection and approval by the Commission. 

Third. That the permit does not give any ng rty titles, and does 
not authorize any invasion of private property or ghts. ' 

Fourth. That the permit shall grant no ae s precluding the in- 
stallation of other pipe lines for a similar purpose 

Very truly, yours, las 
Linpon W. BATES. 
(Inclosure. ) 
PAPERS CONCERNING WOMEN FROM MARTINIQUE. 

[The following are the papers referred to on page 738 of the printed 
re “d . 

ISTHMIAN CANAL ZONE, EXECUTIVE OFFICE, _ 
Ancon, January 19, 1906. 

Sr I have the honor to acknowledge the receipt of your dir ection 
of J lary 15, 1906, to secure “statement from clergymen * * 
concerning women from Martinique.” ; ¢ ’ 

Comp] with est, transmit herewith affidavits of all 
t rgymen stat e Canal Zone or who engaged in religious 
v therein, with t exception of Rev. Mr. Wo and Rey. Percy 
K Mr. Wood South America and Mr. Ki in Darien, hence 
tl bility to statements from these gentlemen. 

j tfully ed. o< 

Yours, Vv truly, CHARLES E. MAGoon, 
Gevernor. 
[ S Fr WAR 
Washington, D. C. 

(Inelosures: Affidavits from the Reverends Wise, Hendrick, Lov- | 
eridge, BEskins, and Jackson, and affidavit covering interview with | 
Reverend Larridan.) 

he VICE-I RESIDENT. The time of the Senator from 
Alabama has expired. 

Mr. BEVER IDGE. Mr. President, while I thought and still 
think that this matter had better be considered in the Senate, 
where it is about to go, nevertheless, since the motion to recon- 
sider has been made, I am heartily in favor of it, but for another 
reason and an additional reason to the one the Senator gave. 


It will be remembered by Senators who were here that when 
the amendment was originally offered by the Senator from Mas- 
sachusetts it covered the transportation not only of oil by pipe 


lin but of gas also. By some process which I do not remember 
the word “ gas’ went out of the amendment. I suggested to the | 
Senator from Massachusetts that there was no reason why gas | 
should be excluded from transportation by pipe lines and oil 


alone included, to which the Senator agreed. Upon two sepa- 


rate motions made at different times the Senate voted upon that 
proposition and voted to include gas transported by pipe lines | 
as well as oil transported by pipe lines, both having been decided 
by the courts to be interstate commerce. 

At a later time in the day, in the midst of considerable confu- 


a motion was made by some one, I do not now remember by 


” 


whom, striking out the words “ for municipal purposes.” A large 
number of Senators here—I know a great many of them— 
under a misapprehension, voted for that motion. But by that 
misapprehension the amendment was made not to cover the 
transportation of natural gas by pipe lines, a thing which the 
Senate had overwhelmingly on two former motions included. 


For this reason, Mr. President, in addition te the reason given 





only purpose of it is to transport our own gas. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. May I ask the Senator from Ohi 
question? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. : 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Might not precisely the ease w] 


Senator from Ohio is describing be also true with ref 


Mr. FORAKER. Certainly, 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. So the question recurs that I 
addressed, when this matter was up, to the Sen: 
Massachusetts, that if the transportation of oil in pipe 
why ought not also gas to be included? 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I am not concern 
but I am about gas. What the Senator from Ind 
as to oil is equally true, no doubt. If an 


it might be true. 


gests oil 


has constructed a pipe line for its own use and benefit, a1 


now make it a common carrier, and then prohibit all 
carriers to which this act applies from carrying t! 
products or any property that belongs to them, of cour 
pipe line company will have to go out of business so { 
own business is concerned. It can earry oil only for tl 

But going back to our own case, for I do not want to ; 
from it—— 

Mr. CLAY. Will the Senator let me ask him a qu 
should like to ask the Senator if these pipe lines are 
any except by the companies owning them? The) 
haul for thé public at all? They simply use them for 
pose of hauling their own oil and gas to distribute to th 


Mr. FORAKER. I think most of them do, from wh 
been told. I have no personal knowledge about it. 
Mr. CLAY. If they are prevented from hauling t 


| oil or gas, they would be prevented from doing any bu 
all, 


would they not? 
Mr. FORAKER. It is absolute confiscation. 
is, and nothing else. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 0! 
to the Senator from New Hampshire? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, | 
cerrect a statement made by the Senator from Ind 


That 
it 





this amendment was never adopted, but that in t! 
s208a—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; the Senator must have misu! 
me. If I made any suc h statement as that, I hast 


rect it. 


Mr. FORAKER. I hope the Senators will not take all 


Mr. GALLINGER. TI will not. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I thought the Senator rose in 


I did not make that stat 
If the Senator understood 

I stated it inadvertently. 

Upon that statement I have not! 


time to ask me a question. 
will say to the Senator. 
that it was so adopted, 

Mr. GALLINGER. 


hy 


Loy 


} 
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y. The Senate did vote te insert “except water and | ment adopted, on page 4, to w! a 
‘ural and artificial gas for municipal purposes,” tion at all in the Senat 
. y the words “ for municipal purposes” were stri Mr. TILLMAN Will not the § 
just made to that a d 
ORAKER. My time is passing. I only want to be | jyst refused to reconsid 
indicate the situation we will be in if we should |’ Mr. CULBERSOR rhe 


h ‘ the exception as to natural or | motion to reconsider in this ¢ ' I 
I do not know what the effect will be as to oil, Mr. TILLMAN. But there is t1 
know to what extent the pipes of the oil companies | ment exactly to suit at 
lusively for their own business; but when it com: Mr. <¢ ULBERSON. Chat wi 

I know what we are trying to do in that one Mr. TILLMAN. You wan ! 

are trying to put down a 16-inch pipe with a Mr. CULBERSON Chat j l. 

t will supply Cincinnati If when we g 


PPh . set to the} Mr. TILLMAN. I want to get the 




















ving spent our $5,000,000, which we are having | of the Who! 1 then we « l 
1 of trouble to raise, and which we could not raise at | in the Senats rr 
re known that this provision. would become a law, Mr. CULBERSON. It will LI I 8 
required to receive all the natural gas other people | no opposition at all to a sit 
to bring to our pipe and transport it from the place Mr. BEVERIDGI I 
ginia where the gas is found down to Huntington, } he will permit me, that hi 
dump out a lot of it there for the accommodation | jis reported to the Senaté [ . 1 J 
nd on to Maysville, and on to Portsmouth, and to | made a motion to reeonsider an amen 
supplying them, for that is what the business of } not sustain him. 
arrier means, we would have to increase the c: Mr. CULBERSON. I insist 1 
‘ haps put in another pipe and at another $5,000,000 | Mr. President. 
if we did not have to do that, assuming that we The VICE-PRESIDENT. The & 
llowed to continue to transport our own pro] re sider the vote | ' 1 tl 
ld have to quit absolutely. adopted, beginning on | 9 and « 
Mr. President, if we ad ypt the change su h as j is on agreeing to the 1 tion of 
from iar gives notice he will ask for, if we } sider. 
then we will have to reconsider the amendment The motion to reconsider S l to. 
have provided that no common carrier shall carry Mr. CARTER. Mr. Preside 
t that belongs to it except only in so far as it may Mr. CULBERSON. Wit it 
; for its own use. now, I ask leave to perfect t 
K. Mr. President, if the motion of the Senator from } ing to th ll by a bst 


» bill 
reconsider carries, then the entire amendment is Mr. TILLMA 
Mr. CULBEI 


No; it is then open to amendment. Mr. BEVEI 
vant to know the practical effect. What ex- } desk 














it W » . 
. ( Senator expect to make in lieu of it in order Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that the | 
c ny may operate across the Isthmus and yet The VICE-PRESIDENT. TI! 
r companies in operation under the effect of the law? | Chair has made an order in 1 
\PKINS. I had in mind only to strike out all after } DP! I 
‘water ” in line 3 of the amendment. { t which | l 
ERKINS. In line 3, after the word “ water,” to strike | and hle 
rds “at any place within the jurisdiction or within GI L 
ental authority of the United States.” I understand IN 4 
{ wr from Alabama dees not object. I 1 I 1 
E-PRESIDENT. The question is on the motion to re- | § ill ‘ ‘ 
de by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins]. | Mr. NELSO> Mr. Pre ri 
question.] In the opinion of the Chair, the noes} The VICE-PRESIDENT. The § 
| kindly state hi t rc 
\PKINS. I ask for the yeas and nays. | Mr. NELSOD rhe t 
and nays were not ordered. |} the Senator from Texas has pt l 
ICE-PRESIDENT. The motion to reconsider is not | upon the amendment of the S« 
to 1} } } : ( ‘ 
' LIDGE. I reserve this amendment - rr else it would be reported to 
VICE-PRESIDENT. It is not necessary to do so now. The VICE-PRESIDENT. ! C] 
done after the bill comes into the Senate. order is well taken. 
BEVERIDGE. Before the bill gets into the Senate, I Mr. BEVERIDGE. Let the : t of the § 
ve notice of my right to reserve for a separate vote | Texas be read. 
Iment or any part of it. The VICE-PRESIDI 
LLMAN. I suggest to Senators who wish to put ad mendment of the Sena 
.dments in the bill or to change amendments already | Te2¢. Is there object : 
e would facilitate business and get to a vote mueh | TCtt’y ba if read ti ‘ é 
we would pass the bill to the Senate, and then when DE ARY [In | ol 
eets in the Senate let Senators suggest those things | ! isert 1 follow 
tricken out or those things they want added without 3 4 
nsider now. Here is an instance right here. There 
rs here who want to reconsider, one for one purpose f 
for another, and they cut each other’s throats. If aa a 
ill just wait until we get the bill into the Senate, a } ‘ ‘ \ ‘ 


mendments will stand on their own merits. deemed guilty of a mist eanor. f 
VERIDGE. Will the Senator yield just a moment? | United St a 
» the Senator from Illinois and to the Senate when strued to prohibit the inter 
King a few remarks that I thought it much better to employees and members « 
juestion up after the bill was reported to the Senate, | | " - > od S y 

Committee of the Whole; but since the Senator | thing iz t 
is had moved to reconsider and that question was | Ppassen 3 Tree O1 
efore the Senate I was in favor of that motion. I ; pe oe # " 
h the Senator that it is wise and proper to take it up | ing cor, relief, and « 





enate, f offenses und thi 
VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The bill is in Committee of the 45; com natior nd a S 

| open to amendment. and any a mee 
CULBERSON. I make a motion to reconsider an amend- | Mr. BACON. Mr. President 
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Mr. 
the 


BEVERIDGE. Is it in order to move an amendment to 
amendment in the nature of a substitute? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands that the 
amendments are to be printed and lie on the table until to- 
morrow. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. But if in Committee of the Whole they 
in on the table until to-morrow morning, it 
follows we can not proceed further with the consideration of the 
bill, which is ready to be reported to the Senate with this excep- 
tion, it not? I understand that with the single exception of 
this amendment the committee is now ready to report the bill 
to the Senate. 

Mr. McLAURIN. If the Senator will allow me—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will in a moment, as soon as I complete 
my statement. If these amendments must be printed and lie 
the table until to-morrow morning, it follows that the Com- 
mittee of the Whole can do nothing further with the bill until 
to-morrow morning. = 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill can not be reported to the 
Senate until the pending amendment is disposed of. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘Therefore the proposition stands that 
we must immediately dispose of the amendment proposed by 
the Senator from Texas or else we must pass over the consid- 
eration of the bill until to-morrow morning. That the 
renson why I suggested to the Senator that we consider this 

mendment in the Senate. It simply blocks the wheels of leg- 
Since we are considering the amendment of the Sena- 
tor from Texas, I ask if an amendment to that amendment in 
the of a substitute is in order? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It not under the rule. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I should like to know why an amend- 
ment to the amendment is not in order. 

BACON. Mr. President, I submit an amendment which 
I intend to propose when in order. I ask that it may be now 


printed and lie 


are 


is 


on 


IS 


islation. 


nature 


is in order, 


Nir 
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Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then, if that is the pending ameng 
I offer the following amendment to the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The vote having been recons 1 
the question was upon the amendment as printed in t¢! . 
To that the Senator from Texas offered an amendmen: 
substitute. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
ment, and I ask- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. After the Senate voted uy t] 
amendment it was not in the power of the Senator from 
to withdraw it. It having been a subject upon wh 
Senate expressed its judgment, it was beyond the s; 
recall. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Very well; but at the same time it 
to be borne in mind that the Senate reconsidered the 
which it adopted the amendment. 

Mr. LODGE. That did not place it in the Senator's 
trol. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I offer, then, this amendment as a sy 
stitute for what is printed on page 4, so as to conform to the 
ruling of the Chair. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now that the Senator—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgian y 
recognized. The Chair will recognize the Senator from | 
ana after the proposed amendment of the Senator from | 
is read. 

Mr. FRYE. Sut has not the Senator from Texas the rich: 
to offer an amendment to that amendment? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so stated. 

Mr. FRYE. Then that is the whole amendment w)! 
pending. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
his amendment to the amendment made as in Commit 
the Whole and which was reconsidered. The questi 
agreeing to the amendment proposed as a substitute t} 
Senator from Texas for the amendment made as in Co! t 
of the Whole. 


I have withdrawn the printed ; a 





Senator from Texas off 


Mr. CARTER. Mr. President, I move that the Se 
journ. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I have the floor. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 
Mr. BACON. I will not yield until after the amendment | 


offer has been read. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment sent to the de 
by the Senator from Georgia will be read. 


The Secretary. In lieu of the amendment on page 4 

That no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall 
rectly or indirectly issue or give any interstate free ticket, 
or free transportation for passage to any Senator of the Ux 


| or Representative in Congress, or to any justice or judge of 


of the United States, or to any officer of either of the Kx 
partments of the United States. Any such carrier violati 
vision shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor and sha \ 


| offense pay to the United States a penalty of not less than ont ndred 


nor more than two thousand dollars. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, because it is | 
clear that the consideration of the amendment at this f 
merely lose an hour or an hour and a half when it may 
be taken up in the Senate for this purpose, I move 
amendment be laid upon the table so that we can take i 


| the Senate. 


| it 


read and ordered printed. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
meut sent to the desk by the Senator from Georgia. 

Mr. BEVERID¢( Before it is read I wish to say to the 
Senator from Georgia, that with the permission of the 
Chair 

Mr. BACON. I hope the Senator will permit the amendment 
to be read 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will in just a moment. 

Mr. BACON. I did not understand that I was offering the 
mendment in the Senator’s time. The Chair recognized me. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia is offer- 

ig the amendment in his own right. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I asked the Chair whether it would be 

rder to propose an amendment to the amendment at this 
tin and the Chair ruled it would not be in order. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ruled that it would not | 
be i rder to offer a further amendment at the present time, 

i ndment to the amendment is pending. 

Mr. BEVERIDG I merely asked the question for infor 

Mr. BACON. I off d the amendment in my own time, and 
I ask tft i? 4 j 

Mr. CULBE President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VIC} The Senator from Texas will state 
h int of order. 

Mr. CULBERSON. My point of order is that the amendment 
Ww rit 1 page 4 is not now the amendment pending; 

ing been made to reconsider, and that motion 
l ig led, I w entitled to substitute in lieu of that 
t! ] it hich was read at the desk, and that is the 
jment wh I understand to be pending now. 
SACON simp] sk that my amendment may be read 
{\ formation at this time. 

ir. CULBERSON. I have no objection to that. 

Mr. BACON. It will take but a minute to read it. 

T) VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state to the Sena- | 
tor from Texas that the vote having been reconsidered, the | 
amendment was brought before the Senate, and the question 
Ww 1 agreeing to that amendment. The amendment was open 
to amendmert, and the Senator from Texas proposed a substi- 
tute, which is an amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. CULBERSON. The Chair misunderstood me. The mo- 
tion by which the amendment printed on page 4 was adopted 
having been carried, the amendment was under my control as 
the mover of it. I ask leave to substitute— 

Mr. CLARK of Arkansas (to Mr. CuLBerRson). Withdraw it. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I withdraw it and substitute in lieu of it 
the an iment which was read at the desk. Consequently, the 
latte the pending amendment and not the one that is printed, 
I sul to the Chair. 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana ves 
that the amendment and the amendment proposed by the Se 
tor from Texas to the amendment be laid on the table. 
The motion was not agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that the bill be reprinted as 1 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, it is so « 
Mr. CARTER. I move that when the Senate adjour 
be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow. [“ No!” “No! I 
made the suggestion at the request of the Senator fr \ 
bama [Mr. Morean]. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ask unanimous consent that I m 
the reason for the request. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Alaba) sks 
unanimous consent that he may state the reason for thie 
just made by the Senator from Montana. Is there ob 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I will ask the Senator—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Mississippi? 

Mr. MORGAN. I ean not yield. 

On to-morrow the Committee on Interoceanic Cana! ve 
agreed to meet at 2 o’clock and come to a final conclt ol 
some kind in regard to the type of the canal. The meetile e 
of very great importance to the members of the commit d 
to the country, and if we can get an hour’s additional! i 


from A 





» morning we probably can get far enough along with 
ss to enable the committee to hold that very important 
| therefore request that when we adjourn we will 
orrow at 11 o’clock. 

b-PRESIDENT. ‘The question is on agreeing to the 

*the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer]. 

TT. What is the motion? 

ICE-PRESIDENT. The motion is that when the Sen- 
s to-day it be to meet to-morrow at 11 o’clock. 

KINS. I move to amend by saying 10 o’clock. 

\RTER. I withdraw the motion, in view of the mani- 
tion to it, and move that the Senate do now adjourn. 
LAURIN. I hope the Senator from Montana will 
the motion for a moment. 

ICE-PRESIDENT. 

f the Senator from Montana that the Senate do now 


| to-D 


I¢ 


n was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 5 minutes 
Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Wednesday, May 
at 12 o’clock meridian. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Turspay, May 15, 1906. 


use met at 12 o’clock m., and was called to order by 
NDER McDoweELL, its Clerk. 
-AYNE. I move that Mr. DALzeEtx be elected Speaker 
n was unanimously agreed to. 
LZELL assumed the chair as Speaker pro tempore. 
by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

THE JOURNAL, 

ial of yesterday’s proceedings was read. 

AKER entered the Hall and took the chair. 
AYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be 


VILLIAMS. A parliamentary inguiry, Mr. Speaker. 












The question is on agreeing to the | 


Mr. BABCOCK. Mr. § 


reference to this amendment. 
The SPEAKER. The pre 
unanimous consent. 


Mr. BABCOCK. 

the bill—— 

Mr. 
| The SPEAKER. The 
| to the Chair, unless obj 
|} cover the two amend! 

Chair wil! call the 





The 
Sissippi to the fact that 
1 
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| « 


FOSTER of Vermor 


|} and inserting, provides f 
| . . . . 
| the Commissioners ; prior 


vacancies, It provi 
court. 


nmnrema 
eu} Iii 


| le illy the other would follow. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. They a b 

mutter. P 

The SPEAKER. P tically s 

} will be taken on both amendn 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. BABCOCK. I would ask 

| of the amendment, or else I wi 

| 


sO myself. 


les that 


Of course 


Mr. GILLETT of Mass 
The SPEAKER. Tl 
mendments have been 1 


amendments. 


The question was tak 

ayes seemed to have it 

| Mr. BABCOCK. Divi 

| Mr. CRUMPACKER. 

| proposition. 

| The yeas and nays were order 
|} Mr. McCLEARY of 


A vote 
Mr. 


“yea” a 
GILLETT 


oer pa : : : Mr. McCLEARY of Mi 
AKER. The gentleman will state it. ca . : 
[LLIAMS. A moment ago, during the temporary al The SPEAI r 
. . . . . i¢ i é \ A’ 
the titular Speaker, the gentleman from Pennsylvan rh a ‘ 
LL] was elected Speaker pro tempore. My inquiry = a es aa 
he was elected for the day or for the period of the siete A - _ 
sence of the Speaker. 
SPEAKER. Probably it will take both of us to run the I 
izhter. ] 
LLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, with that response, I will not | 1 ic I 
ry any further. I am inclined to think it will. : 
’ . ’ 
ignite r.} ( ( 
> ke 
tion was agreed to; and the Journal was approved. ‘ 
SCHOOL-TEACHERS, ETC., IN THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA. ‘ 
-FAKER. A separate vote was reserved yesterday ( 
; ‘ ; a ( 
position relating to the appointment of members of rex ( 
( ation. ‘Colo. ‘ 
will now report the amendment. ii 
read as follows: ; n 
word “members,” in line 9, page 1, strike out ev ] 
ord “ of,” in line 4, page 2, and insert “all of w m sl I Pa. 
five years immediately preceding their appointment , 
the District of Colur i rhe members of t ( 
| be ar p inted Dy the supreme court 1dg ae ( A 
end as follows: ( I 
| t the control of the public schools of the Distri of | ‘ I 
eby vested in a board of education to consist « ( I 
hom shall have been for years ir i I 
ntment bona fide residents of the District of ¢ Mint , 
s of the board of education shall appointed y Vi 
dges of the District of Columbia, for te: 
pt that the original appointnx under t : 
d 
1 2, page 2, line 10, strike out the word “Co 
I ges of the supreme court.” 
A parliamentary inquiry. a 
AK LP ry rer 1 y vi} ++ : 
AKER, The gentleman will state it. 
is. Can this amendment be divided and voted « 
| 
AKER. The Chair will state a separate vote was : 
m two amendments. The second amendment, of | “ ‘ 
» first should be agreed to, would necessarily have ‘ n, M ( 
the other. } 
is. It is the first amendment on which I desire 14 ; 
iR. The Chair will state that the amendment | B 
3 an amendment striking out and inserting, which | ! 3 
ble. ‘ 
IMS. Then it can not be divided? , 
c tL 1 ’ . . . 1 7 ( I $ 
SPEAKER. No; a simple motion to insert probably ( "Oo i 
— 1 : . ew ell, ) 
, but to strike out and insert is not divisible. | 
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ANSWERED “ PRESENT ”—18. 


Adamson Currier Howard McGavin 
Bartholdt Deemer Humphreys, Miss. Patterson, 8S. C. 
Boutell Edwards Johnson Reid 

Chapman Fuller Lee 

Clark, Mo. Laskins Littauer 


NOT VOTING—155. 





Allen, N. J. Fordney Landis, Chas. B. Schneebell 
Ames Fowler Legare Scroggy 
Bannon Fulkerson Lever Shackleford 
Bartlett Gaines, Tenn. Lewis Shartel 
Bennet, N. Y. Garber Tilley, Conn. Sheppard 
Bennett, Ky. Gardner, Mass. Littlefield Sherman 
Bingham Gilbert, Ky. Livingston Sibley 
Birdsall Goebel Lorimer Smith, Ill. 
Blackburn Goldfogle Lovering Smith, Iowa. 
sowersock Granger McCall Smith, Ky. 
Bradley Griggs McCarthy Smith, Md. 
Brick — Grenna McDermott Smith, Wm. Alden 
Broussard Grosvenor McLachlan Southall 
Brown Gudger McLain Southard 
Brundidge Haugen McMorran Sparkman 
Burke, 8S. Dak. Hearst Madden Stanley 
Burleigh Hey Mahon Steenerson 
Butler, Tenn. H Mann Stevens, Minn, 
Byrd Hi Martin Sullivan, N. Y. 
Clark, Fla. H Maynard Talbott 
Cockran i Michalek Tirrell 
Conner H Moore Townsend 
Cooper, Pa, Hogg Nevin Trimble 
Cushman Hopkins Norris Van Duzer 
Darragh Hubbard Otjen Van Winkle 
Davey. La. liuff Overstreet Wachter 
Davidson James Padgett Wadsworth 
‘ner Jenkins Palmer Waldo 
Kahn Patterson, Tenn. Wanger 
Keifer Pou Watson 
Kennedy, Nebr. Rainey Webber 
Kennedy, Ohio Ransdell, La. Weems 
Ketcham Reynolds Weisse 
Kinkaid Rhinock Welborn 
Kitchin, Claude Richardson, Ala. Wharton 
Klepper Richardson, Ky. Wiley, N. J. 
Kline Robinson, Ark. Wiison 
Knapp Rodenberg Young 
Lamar Ryan 





The SPEAKER. (The Clerk will call my name. 

The Clerk called the name of Mr. CANNON, and he voted “ no,” 
above recorded. 

So the amendments were agreed to. 

The follovy-ing pairs were announced. 

For the session: 

Mr. WANGER with Mr. ADAMSON. 

Until May 24: 

Mr. FurLer with Mr. RicHarpson of Kentucky. 

Until May 18: 

Mr. CHAPMAN with Mr. HopxKINs. 

Until further notice: 

Mr. Davipson with Mr. LEE. 

Mr. SourTHARD with Mr. Patrerson of South Carolina. 
Mr. Wa. ALDEN SmirH with Mr. SHEPPARD. 

Mr. WELBORN with Mr. GUDGER. 

Mr. Nevin with Mr. FIevp. 

Mr. HasKINS with Mr. LEVER. 

Mr. JENKINS with Mr. SmiruH of Kentucky. 

Mr. ScCHNEEBELI with Mr. Parrerson of Tennessee. 
Mr. Burke of South Dakota with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. Hirr with Mr. LEGARE. 


Mr. Littey of Connecticut with Mr. Rerp. 
Mr. GROSVENOR With Mr. Crarxk of Missouri. 
Mr. FULKERSON with Mr. CLAUDE KITCHIN. 


Mr. McGavin with Mr. Smita of Maryland. 
Mr. Driscoti with Mr. RANSDELL of Louisiana. 
Ir. OTJEN with Mr. PADGETT. 

' 


i MANN With Mr. Howarp. 

Mir. DEEMER with Mr. Kine. 

I McCaLnt with Mr. Broussarp. 
Mr. DovENER with Mr. SPARKMAN., 
ol day 

Mr. LiITrAUVER with Mr. CocKRAN, 

ir. KeEIFER with Mr. JAMES 

Mr. Currier with Mr. BARTLETT. 


DwiGcuHtTt with Mr. GARBER. 

Mr. BINGHAM with Mr. Hearst. 

Mr. BouTeELtL with Mr. Griaes. 

Mr. SHERMAN With Mr. SuLLivan of New York. 
Mr. Knapp with Mr. LAMAR 

Mr. WapswortH with Mr. VAN Duzer. 

Mr. TrereL_t with Mr. STANLEY. 

Mr. WacntTer with Mr. WEISSE. 


Mr. Srprey with Mr. Roprnson of Arkansas. 

Mr. Smirra of Iowa with Mr. Tarsort. 

Mr. KEN NI of Ohio with Mr. Ricuarpson of Alabama. 
Mal N with Mr. SHACKLEFORD. 











Mr. KetcHam with Mr. RAINEY. 

Mr. Kaun with Mr. RYAN. 

Mr. OVERSTREET with Mr. Pov. 

Mr. Hurr with Mr. Moore. 

Mr. Hupsarp with Mr. MAYNARD. 

Mr. Heesurn with Mr. McLaAIn. 

Mr. Gronna with Mr. Lewis. 

Mr. FAssett with Mr. GRANGER. 

Mr. GorBEL with Mr. GoLDFOGLE. 

Mr. BuRLEeEIGH with Mr. FINLEy. 

Mr. DARRAGH with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. BANNON with Mr. BRuNDIDGE. 

Mr. BrrRpSALL with Mr. Botier of Tennessee. 

Mr. Bowersock with Mr. Byrp. 

Mr. Brown with Mr. ELLerne. 

Mr. ReyNowps with Mr. Giipert of Kentucky. 

Mr. LortmMer with Mr. HumMpuHreys of Mississippi. 

Mr. Watson with Mr. Crark of Florida. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT with Mr. LIVINGSTON. 

Mr. ConNeER with Mr. RHINOCK. 

Mr. BenNeEtT of New York with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

Mr. BRADLEY with Mr. McDermorrt. 

On this vote: 

Mr. RopENBERG with Mr. Gaines of Tennessee. 

The result of the vote was then announced as above r 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third 
and it was read the third time, and passed. 


On motion of Mr. Foster of Vermont, a motion to reconsider 


the last yote was laid on the table. 


FISHING IN ALASKAN WATERS. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (S. 267 
prohibit aliens from fishing in the waters of Alaska, wit! 
tain House amendments disagreed to. 

Mr. HAMILTON. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House 
sist on its amendments to the Senate bill, and agree 
conference asked for. 

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the ¢g 
man from Michigan that the House do insist on its amendme 
and agree to the conference asked by the Senate. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to 

The SPEAKER appointed the following conferees on the pa 
of the House: Mr. Powers, Mr. Hig@ins, and Mr. STantey. 

WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


The SPEAKER laid before the House the request of Mr. Hay: 


to withdraw from the files of the House, without leaving co 

the papers in the case of Thomas Cox (H. R. 8895), 1 

ninth Congress, no adverse report having been made ther 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolye 
self into the Committee of the Whole House on the sta 
Union for the further consideration of the naval appropr 
bill. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itseif into the Committ 
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the furt! 
sideration of the naval appropriation bill, with Mr 
PACKER in the chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. When the committee rose on Frid 
paragraph had been passed, to a portion of which a 
order was pending. That will be taken up now for cons 
tion and determination. Does the gentleman from lI! 
[| Mr. Foss] desire to discuss the point of order? 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the poin 
was made upon lines 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, and 13 of page : 
Chairman, I hold that the point of order is not well tal 
this provision is in order under Rule XXI, and I may) 
the outset that it is a common provision adopted by © 
for all public works which are in process of construc 
river and harbor work, and a similar provision was ado 
the rebuilding of the Naval Academy and also of the } 
Academy at West Point, but points of order were n 
upon those provisions at that time, and it is fair to 
that the House when it passed upon that had in m 
these provisions were nothing more or less than | 
upon the appropriation. 

The gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERwoop] |! 
the point that the deficiency act of last year contained 
vision directly in point in the consideration of this 
order, and refers to section 3679. Mr. Chairman, I | 
this section does not apply, and a careful reading of it, 
will show that fact: 

No Department of the Government shall expend in any one 
any sum in excess of appropriations made by Congress for 






‘ 














m « 


Mr 


n goes out of the bill. 


uses and approved, it is the law. 


Alp 


VV 


‘ 


\tr 








nyolve the Government in any contract or obligation for the 
yment of money in excess of such appropriations, unless such 
r obligation is authorized by law. 


“ 


might go further and say, “ Unless such contract or | 
P P ae ce as : | 
n is authorized by law in a regular appropriation bill; ” | 
ner: 
ropriations made for contingent expenses or for other general 
except appropriations made for the fulfillment of contract 
s expressly authorized by law or for objects acquired or au- 
by law without reference to the amounts annually appropri- 
for. etc. 
it it will be seen the exception is made as to those | 
vhich are authorized by law presumably in the regular 
tion bills. 


NDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman per- | 
nterruption there? 
FOSS. Yes. 


UNDERWOOD. How does this Congress make law—on | 
ropriation bill or by separate acts? 

-OSS. Why, the appropriation bill itself makes law. 
UNDERWOOD. Is it not contrary to the rules of the 
a law to be made on an appropriation bill? Is it} 





for 


expressly contrary to the rules of this House to make law 


ppropriation bill? 
FOSS. No; I do not understand so, if in order under | 


{ q NDERWOOD. As I understand it, it unquestionably is. 


OLMSTED. Does the gentleman understand that when 
s been made on an appropriation bill it is not law? 
UNDERWOOD. Oh, no; not at all; but it is contrary to 

3 to make law on an appropriation bill when the point 
ier is made against it. 

rTAWNEY. In that case the law is not made, for the pro- | 


OLMSTED. Certainly; but when the point of order is 
and it stays in the bill, and it is passed by both 


wile 
suc, 


UNDERWOOD. 
3 [Mr. Foss] 


Undoubtedly ; but the gentleman from 
is arguing that this provision of the de- 


act contemplated that law should be made on appro- | 
expressly what the rules of this House do not con- | 


in bills— 


+ 


nALe. 
* McCLEARY of Minnesota. I understood the gentleman 


Illinois to say that the law had been made in an appro- 
, hill 
1 Dill. 
FOSS. The law, as far as the establishment of this train- 
tion is concerned, has already been made. That was 

two years ago, and we hold that it is an object already au- 
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guage: “Two steel cruisers, of not more than 3.000 nor less than 
2,000 tons displacement each, and one dispatch boat, as recommended 
by the naval advisory board in its report of December 20, 1882 
$1,300,000.” I make the point of order that there is no a t 
law for the construction of those vessels, that this is a new ite d 
therefore is out of order in this bill; and further, under the law as it 
now stands the Secretary can not make a contract binding t G 

ment beyond the appropriations made by law, and yet there i 

sition providing a portion of the sum and giving him autho ) 
make a contract for more. The language is explicit. 

So that this proposition was fairly brought to the attention of 
the Chair, and the Chair ruled, Mr. Page, of California, then be- 
ing Chairman of the Committee of the Whole: 

The Chair is of the opinion that the point of order is not well taker 
The Chair thinks that under section 717 of the Revised Statutes this 
House may make appropriations or not, as it chooses, for the con 
struction of new vessels of war. That is what this paragraph does 
and it only limits the appropriation, as has always been the rule It 
has always been held by former Chairmen that a bill making an 
appropriation for a specitic purpose might limit the purpose. 

And from that decision Mr. Blount took an appeal to the 
committee, and the committee sustained the opinion of the 
Chair. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, from that time down, for twenty-two 


| ond session of the Fifty-fifth Congress (p. 3458, vol. 1 


|, already established, and that it is proper to authorize | 


retary of the Navy to make a contract to carry out the 
ruction of it. 

UNDERWOOD. The law that the gentleman from Illi- 
eeks to write on the statute books is not in reference to 


' station, but it is a law that will authorize the making of a 


t that is not authorized now. 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, the intent and purpose of this act 
ly to curtail the deficiency from appropriations made on 
cular appropriation bills, and, in my judgment, it does not 
ind can not be applied to the provision before the House. 
vv, we come to the general proposition of whether it is in 
to authorize the Secretary of the Navy to enter into a 
t for a greater sum than the appropriation provided in the 
1 that is the real proposition before the committee. In 
ien we started in to build a new navy, in the act of that 
point of order was raised by Mr. Blount, of Georgia, 
» paragraph for the increase of the Navy, and the point 
* was made to the whole paragraph. That section pro- 
r the construction of the steel cruiser of not less than 
is displacement now specially authorized by law, two 
lisers of not more than 3,000 or less than 2,500 tons dis- 
ent each, and one dispatch boat, as recommended by the 
lvisory board in its report of December 20, 1882; and this 
further provides the limit of cost for those ships as 


to be proper by this advisory board, and, furthermore, | 


ision contains an appropriation for $1,300,000 less than 
1 cost of the construction of those ships, so that the 
\ is fairly presented here whether or not it is proper or 
* to authorize a contract for a greater amount than the 
ropriated in the bill. Now, Mr. Chairman, this was at 
3 I stated, when we first started the construction of our 
vy and related to those ships, the Atlanta, the Boston, 
cago, and Dolphin, sometimes called the A, B, C, and D 
ew Navy. Mr. Blount raised the identical point which is 


here, and on the point of order he said: 


k we will save time by having the questions of order passed 
the outset. 


years, the precedents are all one way upon this questi 


mn 


whether you can authorize a battle ship, authorize the mak 
of a contract for a battle ship, fix the limit of cost upon it, : 


yet not appropriate a 
time and time again. 


single dollar. That has been 


of the Whole in the first session of the Fifty-first Congres 
page 3221, volume 106, where he decides in substance the 
question. I will not read that decision, but if the Ch 

sires to read the decision I would be pleased to 


have 


S 
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nd 
decided 
I can call special attention to two de 

sions, one by Mr. Butterworth, as Chairman of the Committee 


hin 


Then the same decision was made by Mr. SHERMAN in the 


ti, 
GRESSIONAL REcoRD), all sustaining the point that you cal 
thorize a ship without appropriating a izle dollar 
authorize the making of a contract, and fixing thereon th 
of cost. So I say, Mr. Chairman, there is an unbroken 


decisions all to this one end. 


sit f< 


. 


] 








} 


) 


ne 


1 


‘ 


us? A lesser proposition than the provisions which wer 
cided by those decisions. Do we ask an authorization 
naval training station? No. Do we want an establishment 
one? No. That has already been authorized and estab 
by Congress. Not so in the case of a battle ship, not so 
case of new vessels, but here Congress has already estab! 
and already authorized this naval training station by the 
sage of a law two years ago, and this provision simply car 
out the plain manifest intention of Congress to go on and 
struct that naval station. 

Why, the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERwWoop] sa 
will be perfectly in order to appropriate $2,000,000 he 
and build this naval training station, the full amount ri 

| for the construction of buildings. He says there will 
| question about that; that that would be in order. He is r 

Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the Chair whether it 
be contended that we could appropriate $2,000,000 here fi 
construction of the buildings of this naval training stat 
year, and yet not be able under the rules of this House to d 
lesser thing—to authorize the contract and only DpProy 
$750,000 toward it? Is the lesser greater th: t \ 
Now, Mr. Chairman, why should not this prin 
been so clearly declared in favor of ships, apply to 
Admiral Farragut once said that the Navy consisted 
and men. Can you hold that the principle author e 
gress to construct a battle ship and fix a lit of 
any appropriation and authorizing the President 
contract shall not apply also to the training of 1 to 1 
ship? Is not the principle one and identical and the s 

Now, Mr. Chairman, just a word in conclusion. The 
question as to the plain, clear intent of Congress t 
this naval training station. Are our rules made fi 
pose of carrying out the clear, plain intent, purp 
of Congress to do a thing, or through technical « s 
they to be used to subvert that very purpost 

Mr. Chairman, I have presented what I a 
proper view with which to look at tl 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairm the ( , 

a conclusion about this matter, I do 1 r ) 
time of the committee any further. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is 1 ly to decide the 
tion. The paragraph provides for th 
and other necessary improvements at tl 
on the Great Lakes and carries an ap} . ( 
among other things, provides that, befo1 
is expended, complete plans are to be prepare dd 
by the Secretary of the Navy covering tl 


I raise the question of order on the following lan- | 





i 
I 
limit 


What is the proposition before 
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buildings al tra which shall involve 
total expenditure of not m« than $2,000,000. 

Ni ed respecting the provisions in the para- 
as I have read, but the question of order is raised 


8 a} “4 } ag Pl ss 
, which reads as follows: 


ining station, 


a 


re 


juestion is rais 


That after the 7 ration and approval of the plans herein provided 





fi & Nav 1uthorized to enter into contract or 
ce y ap] ved to an amount not to 
ex: $2,000,000, to be paid for as appropriations may from time to 
ti! y 

The question raised by the point of order is whether it is in 


order on an art ropi ion bill of this 


character to authorize 


an executi ‘of the Government to contract for a building 


or public improvement over and in excess of the amount of the 
appropriation \ ral statute upon the subject, section 373% 


A general 
of the Revised Statutes of 1878, provides: 


No contract shall be entered into for the erection, repair, or fur- 
nishing of any public building or for any p improvement which 
shal ind the Government to pay a la . of money than the 


amount in the Treasury appropriated for the specific purpose. 


TI 3 of the Revised Statutes provides that— 

Every officer of the Government who knowingly contracts for the 
e ion, repair, or furnish of any | building or any public | 
improveme to pay a larger amount than the specific sum appropriated 
for su I e shall be punished by an imprisonment of not less than | 
six months nor more than two years, and sl pay a fine of $2,000. 


express legal authority 
e the right to contract 


Now, it is clear that in the absence of 
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ie ry of the Navy would not hay 

for the erection of buildings mentioned in the paragraph above 
the specific amount appropriated. All contracts in excess of 
that sum would be void. The Chair is of the opinion that the 
pl ist year’s deficiency act to which his attention has 
bee iS not applicable. if the law as it now exists pro- 
hi contracts for more than the amount appropriated, any 
provis that would confer that authority would of necessity 
change existing law. 

The Chair is somewhat familiar with the decision cited by 
the i m Illinois [Mr. Foss] respecting contracts for 
the rl of war vessels. Without passing upon that par- 
tic r be suggested that the statutes that have 
been quoted « I ntion and probably do not include war 
ve s. J e st S apply to pu buildings and improve- 
I Ss a matter of serious doubt, at least, whether 
v S ne within the designation of public buildings and 
I 

Hi | itions for objects 
y law rhe naval ti ng station on the 
G assu 1 for the ] es of this decision 
t lay But the 1 s provide that no provi- 
S le sh be 1 any general ap- 
| é ment th ( ‘he existing law 
\ ( I f buildings and im- 
t sp appropriated. The 
1 ( ( ig é - jaw. It repeals 
of st I h the Chair has 
I W het he House respect 
eral ¢ I ion will operate bene 
f ‘ otl iS a matter the 
‘ » « er The Vv I vids th eon 
) i No ] ion contrary to 
( n an appropriation in a general ap 
I point of order is sustained. 
S Mr. ¢ I n, I de e to er an amendment. 
( AIR N ry oe em f lilinois offers an 
e Ulerk Wi rep 
( 7 ind pre 
N l 1d rea 
l l mol 
¢ thre 
e per 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chair1 , I would state that that provision 
I i that was adopted here after some 
ee ling of the Military Academy at West 
I 
I ALD I h to 1 ntleman from Tl] 
I 1 that an 1itect has already 
t work des ig this improvement. 
| 
\ has been em yed by the Secretary 
have no architect in the Navy Department 
t ! ! s and sketches; but it is perfectly 
| tt t ake any provision it may see fit. 
\I \ I wish t is under what | 
t 4 t ‘ i The 4 





in regard to the rebuilding of the Naval Academy wa 
architect was paid 5 per cent of the amount authori: 
5 per cent on $8,000,000 is $400,000. It was claimed 
cent was the ordinary and regular architect’s fees, 
wish to ascertain is whether the contract or arran; 
ready made contemplates the payment of 5 per « 
cost of these improvements? 

Mr. FOSS. I have not seen the contract, but I hav: 
formed that the contract as made was for the usual 
fee, and as soon as I learned of that I drafted this pr 
cause I think that, knowing the sentiments of ¢ 
should be left on the same basis as in the case of th 
Academy. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. As a matter of fact, under t! 
contract, this architect will receive $100,000. 

Mr. FOSS. Under the present contract. Well, I do 
how far that contract extends, whether it extends si) 
preliminary plans or goes further, to the superint 
the whole construction, or not; I have not seen it, but 
it does. But if so, if the Secretary of the Navy ma 
contract, and if he had authority to make such a « 
perfectly in order for this House to pass this provi 
would allow him to purchase the plans and leave t! 
tendency as provided for in this bill. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I wish to offer an amend: 
if the Secretary has made an arrangement or cont 
arrangement to pay 5 per cent, undoubtedly he w 
that as a reasonable fee to pay. 

Mr. FOSS. I believe the architects usually separ 
derstand, this 5 per cent to include superintendency 
tion of the materials as well as the plans. They cl 
told, 1 per cent for preliminary plans, sketch plans, 
cent for working plans, and 1 per cent for detail 
superintendence about 14 per cent. I think that 
way that this matter is divided up. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. What I want to ascertain 
much can possibly be paid to these architects for 
tion of these plans if this particular amendment will 
upon the theory that the cost of the building yw 
$2,000,000? 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know; it is left to the § 
Navy to make the best terms he can, just the sa 
in the case of the Military Academy, leaving it to t 
of War to make the best terms he could; and n 
limit of cost, because usually the rule is that wl 
put in the officer takes that a direction to 
amount. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. But unless Congress exp 
ion in a definite manner that 5 per cent is more 
paid, it is very likely that the Secretary of the 
the usual fee of the architects or the reasonable f 
sociations of architects throughout the country will 
ably bring all the powers and influence they can to 
per cent is a reasonable charge. 

Mr. FOSS. I should hope the Secretary of t! 
not be any more liberal than the Secretary of W 
ing for the plans of the Military Academy. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. How much did the 
pay? 

Mr. FOSS. 
form me. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. 
of War paid. 

Mr. FOSS. 
per cent. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, then, I will move to 
amendment, Mr. Chairman, before the last pro 
event shall he pay to exceed 34 per cent of the « 
templated improvements. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman moves an a 
the amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Before the proviso whic! 
the employment of a consulting architect at $5,000 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I will ask my 
New York if he will yield to a suggestion? I 
take the gentleman from New York off his feet. 1 
to ask him if he does not believe that 
the buildings at the Military Academy was speciall 
at an annual compensation of $5,000, 24 per cent 
merely drawing the plans would be sufficiently g 


ads 


Seer 
I have been told. Perhaps the gé 


I do not know how much 


I am of the opinion the Secretary of 


ct 


the supe 


as ] 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I will offer the amendme 
cent, and that will make, with the $2,000,000 « 
and the $250,000 already provided, something lik« 


ask the Cl 


the mere preparation of the plans. I 


riticism that was made | report the amendment in the form that it would be as As 












at 
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SLAYDEN. 
ng his amendment, if I may be permitted, I want to sug- 





OSS. 
cet an architect? 


['TZGERALD. 


Does 


not 


the 


I do 


| is quite exorbitant. 
-e 24 per cent and have his name associated with a 
tal improvement of the character proposed. 


CHAIRMAN. 


3 amendment. 
orporating it. 


While 


the 


not know. 


gentleman 


I think the price here- 
Many an architect will be will- 


from 


gentleman think that ought to be 


New York 


The gentleman from New York had better 
The Clerk seems to have some difli- 
} 
} 


is | 


ny friend from Illinois, that for the mere preparation 


jans I think 24 per cent is adequate compensation, if 
irries, as it probably will carry, a stated compensation 
ittendence during the period of construction. 
kely, and very properly so, too, that the man who drew 
hould be employed for that service; and as it would 
bably take all of his time, he will still have an opportunity 
I think the compensation which Congress 
cases is usually a liberal one, and would ade 


; 


the 
Lit 


» business. 


ompensate the gentleman. 
I will say to the gentleman that I do not think | 


FOSS. 


FITZGERALD. 


t to limit the price; 
as we treated the situation when it came up on the 


wyer, the laborer, the doctor, or anybody else. 


Academy Dill. 


we ought to 


vy to make satisfactory terms. 


5 


one 


about 


which 


there 


is 


treat this 


I think 


matter 


We ought to leave it to the Secretary 


| tendent 


The subject of mak- | 
im- | 
I believe the architect is entitled to his fee the same | 


much 


erroneous 


There 


y gentlemen who think that the work of making plans 


Mr. FIT 


ZGERALD. 


simple matter, but it is a very long proposition. 
Let me ask the gentleman if Congress 


leave to the Secretary of the Navy discretion in this | 
“connection with the Naval Academy, and did not the | 
ry of the Navy pay $400,000 for plans and supervision, 


+ 


ra 


OSS, 


KOSS 


5S.,! 
C%¢ 


100.000 ? 


yngress 


made 
get around that proposition by offering the amend- 


to do something. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask that the amendment be 


‘AWNEY. 


1 


| 


i) 


¢ 


in 


> 


ore al 


[AIRMAN. 


ly 


action 
The Clerk will report the amendment of 
the amendment 


is ti 


no 


iken, 


provision 


gentleman from Illinois and ther 
endment offered by the gentleman from New York. 
rk read as follows: 


» 


i, 


after 


the 


word 


ns herein provided for, 


»bligation 


incurred for 


* dollars, 
retary of the Navy shall pay a fair 
thereafter 
architects, 


and 


whatever. I 


I submit to the gentleman—— 
Congress did not do anything in that case. 


am 


Here 


“And provided further, 


no 


except 


money 


that the §S 


and reasonable price 


} 


shall be 


ere- | 


» Navy is hereby authorized to employ in his discretion a 
rchitect at a compensation not to exceed $5,000 per annum. 


mendment to the amendment 


t] 


1e 


words 


t 


rrovide 


d for” 


is as follows: 


the 


> 


words 


‘in no 


r cent of the estimated cost for the improvement.” 


AWNEY. 


} 


1 


Illinois 


event to 


Mr. Chairman, if the amendment offered by 
an from New York is not adopted, I take it from 
rs of the original amendment as offered by the gentle 


that 


it would then be 


in 


the 


discretion 


tary of the Navy to allow for the preparation of plans 
might see fit, including the superintending of con- 
or for any other expenditure that might be neces- 


} 


ht to be some limitation. 
authorize 


incident to the preparation of the plans. I 
If it is the purpose of the 
Secretary 


¢ 


LT 


on 


] 


employ 


+} 


Illinois 


to 


the 


of 


think 


the 


some one to prepare the plans, and that per 
be employed to superintend the construction, then 
entage specified in the amendment will be less than 
been in the habit of paying. 
ws 5 per cent, but that includes not only the prepara- 
1e plans, but the superintendency of the building as 


The Treasury Depart 


f it is the purpose of the gentleman from Illinois to 
the Secretary of the Navy to employ some one to pre- 
plans for these improvements and not go any further, 
‘re ought to be a limit, or otherwise he will charge 5 
of the estimated cost of the building for the prepara- 
these plans, leaving the expense of the superintendency 
truction to be met hereafter. 


{ 


he 


FOSS. 


tion of superintending construction, and that will be | 
ler a consulting architect at $5,000 a year. 


gen 


tleman 


from 


I think, if that is the pur- 
Illinois, the amendment of the 
n from New York should be adopted. 
The purpose of the amendment is to shut out 





This 


Mr. FOSS. Two hundred and fifty thousand 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. And how much |! 
approximately ? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. About $10,000, I thin! 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; to January 1, 1906. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. What was the estin 
| plant at the time it was undertaken by the Gi 


of | 


is 
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the identical provision that was adopted by 


Military Academy bill. 


There it 


was 


War to make the best terms for plans that he 


under this provision 
construction was superintended. I 


for a 


consulting 
am 


thy 
left t 
arcl ‘ 
informed th 


tect received only 34 per cent instead of 5 


the plans. 
Mr. 


Mr. FOSS. 


TAWNEY 


was the 


is the 


on the Military Academy bill. 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
is what we are interested in. 


Yes: 


for the preparation of plans? 


Mr. FOSS. 


Y 
Mr.. TAWNEY. 


es. 


Now, this provision contemplates 
. Does the gentleman s: 
| lar provision on the Military Academy bill the 
34 per cent for the preparation of plans, 
of construction 
ceived $5,000 a year? 
Yes; that provision 
but what was d 
Now, did he recei 


ry 


_ 


a year for superintending the construction? 


Mr. FOSS. 


Mr. FOSS. I 
length of time. 
Mr. BEALL 


mittee, a questi 


of 


Yes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


do 


m. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Mr. FOSS. 


Yes. 
Mr. BEALL of Texas. I 


Texas. 
gentleman from Illinois [ Mr. 


not know; I 


Mr. 


How long was he preparin 
presume 


Chairman, I 


Foss], the chi 


Does the gentleman y 


appropriation for this naval station 


appropriated ? 


Mr. FOSS. 
ago, but 
about 


between one 


There 
it was presumed that this naval 
as much as the one at 
million 
ther improvements and remodeling which th 


was ho est 


and a half 


want to know wl 


timated cost 


Newport, wl 


and 


and 


nent} 
consuiting 


tha 


whic 


7 


me under 


ial 


how muc] 


is 


And the consulting architect receive 


$? 000.000 


of $750,000, will cost in the neighborhood of two 1 
millions and a half of money. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. 


gentleman’s 


the 


committee 


Is it not a 
two 


the cost would not exceed $750,000? 


Mr. 
Mr. 


FOSS. 


BEALL 


this proposition was up in 1904. Mr. Ch 
there is a provision in this bill for the 1 
for the construction of this plant. I und 
of the committee to state a few moments ag 
of the Navy had already prepared and ad 
specifications. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. BEALL of Texas. I want to a tl 
what authority the Secretary of the Na 

Mr. FOSS. The appropriation of two 
$250,000 for the establishment of a stat 
| the Navy—at that time Mr. Morton—l | 
the authority to consult an architect to 


plans or sketches upon which he 
here to Congress, fi 


Mr. BEALL 


authority to do that much, 
the 


provision in 


Oh, 
of Texas. I 
of the gentleman from Wisconsin [Mr. Coop 


ol 


no. 


got 


xr the constructi 
Texas. Well, if 
why is 

present bill? If 


prepared preliminary plans, would 
have the completed plans prepared’ 


Mr. FOSS. 
thority. 


It 


is doubtful 
I should think that 


whe 


$250,000 might cover the question. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas 


Mr. FOSS. 


whether he had authority to 
liminary plans, and yet I am not going to p 


tion. 


Mr. BEALL 


Yes. 


of 


Texas. 


I think 


there 


o 
{ 
ZO 


Will 


years 


that 


t 


is a questi 


any further than 1 


the 


Fact 


staten 


could base e 


n of tl 


The gentleman thir 


gentlema 


under 

here any ne 

he had aut 

he not AVE 


‘ther he would 
the matter of the 


| who was the architect employed by Mr. Morton? 
Mr. Jarvis Hunt, of Chicago 


Mr. FOSS. 


Mr. BEALL of Texas. 
| pensation it was agreed that he should receiv: 


Does the gentleman kn 
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am informed. 


; 


‘ cent, it would 


it is 5 per cent. 
g » preliminary plans, 
f1 y other architects? 


the gentleman know how he 


irplt rily selected somebody to 


1a good architect, too. 





























according to the discussion | 





Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, the statement 


would necessarily have to put up an est iblish ; 
~,000 men. Now, those buildings alone which ar 
| this amendment are to cost $2,000,000. It se. 
some limitation should be placed upon the amou 


paid for the preparation of the plans, and, in ; 
per cent of $2,000,000—$50,000—is sufficient. Any 


| ber of the House believing that a larger sum shou 


at liberty to offer an amendment in confor mity 
Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I would say to the gentleman, do . 
is fair to leave this matter entirely upon tl ie 


il I 


it 
Military Academy, and—— 
Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman will perm 
Mr. FOSS. I will accept your first amendment. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. I have the law under wi 
the Military Academy were prepared, and I will 
tleman there is no such provision in here as is cont 
amendment. There is a limitation upon the amoun 
after plans are prepared, but there was no attem; 
of Congress to limit either to a reasonable sum 
the amount to be paid for the preparation of 1 
notorious fact that great dissatisfaction was ox 
gress when it was ascertained that for the mn 
the Naval Academy 5 per cent was paid upon the 
cost of $8,000,000. The limit since then has | 


$11,000,000——— 


Mr. FOSS. Not $11,000,000; $10,000,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Well, $10,000,000 at least. 

Mr. FOSS. It was done by Congress. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Of course it was done by (; 
the limit has beén raised from eight to ten million d 
body, as far as I know, in the House knows whetlh: 


| on the additional $2,000,000 has been paid to the ar 


| ask the gentleman this further | 
it is time to apply another coat 
s not involved here to-day. 
» gentleman has ¢ xpired. 
I move to strike out the last 
g question. The total aggre- 
here under these plans is 
truction of the building. 
pe ent is t amount which was 
é 1 tl under the same 
an has « ed—plans that were 
de 
amendment of the gentleman from 
y | to, namely, limiting the | 
in pay for these plans to 2} per 
ld be $50,000 merely for preparing 
the tleman from Illinois if he 
ou can get a first-class architect 
24 pe ( not include the 
not, but the architects them- 
superintendence. This ques- 
t preliminary plans and sketches 
of plans for working plans an 
ng for n and months, is 
y to the gentleman from Illi- 
- a power plant here, or propose to 
rity heretofore given by Congress, 
e 7 as submitted a proposal 
ie construction of that plant, the 
t al 1 and a million 
+} 
‘ i 
lans 
mn I < 
’ ( 
I quorum < ‘ 
the gentleman from Mississippi 
the point that there is no quorum 
1 from Mississippi defer 
the ; lem the House have 
where they are now lunching? 
ing a pluto myself, I think 
A hundred Members are 
( { Mr. Chairman 
l » ¢ { m- 
{ Ss] I he ] h is 
I | t c te im 
I y only limits the 
ldings 1 As I understand 
ul f 1 il training 
0 to |} lt igs in Ww h 
1 it s th | 1ally to 
‘ the training of 2,000 men. 
intention of the committee. The 


Mr. PERKINS. Will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Certainly. 
Mr. PERKINS. Was the price paid for prepar 
only? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 


FI It included everything. 
Mr. PERKINS. } 


Plans and superinten 
Mr. FITZGERALD. It included every . 
provision to make provision for the preparation of 
my judgment, there should be some reasonable 
upon the amount. I repeat, in my opinion 24 per « 
sonable limitation. That is why I offered the a 
Members think a greater sum than that should | 
an offer an amendment. But I have no doubt t! 





( 





gladly accept the $50,000 for the preparation of 1 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the an 
by the gentleman from New York [Mr. Fitz 
amendment offered by the gentleman from Illi 

The question was taken; and the Chair annou 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 14, 1 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
serting the same amendment, with 3 per cent inst 
cent. 

Mr. FOSS. If the gentleman will insert 34 per « 
as for the Military Academy, I will accept it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. If the gentleman can eall 
to any provision of law making it 34 per cent f 
Academy I will change the amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


i he amendment by inserting, after the word 
the following: “In no event to exceed 3 per cent of t 
of the improvement. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, I move to stril 
word. In yoting fer the original amendment offer: 
tleman from New York [Mr. Firzcerarp] I was not 
bunecombe. I believe that amendment carried an a: 
pensation for the making of these plans. Appal 
jority of the limited number of gentlemen pres« 
mittee did not agree with that view. They voted « 
per cent limitation. Now the amendment is rem 
only “to the extent of fixing that compensation at 
Very pertinently the gentleman from New York 
ALD] has suggested that there is no evident autho1 
the payment of 34 per cent at the Military Academ) 

Mr. Chairman, if there were such a law exhibited he 


1 











till support the amendment for a 3 per cent limitation 
fees in this case, because I do not believe that the 
of the Government were sufficiently safeguarded in 
truction of the buildings at the Military Academy in 
er of limiting the fees paid for the plans. 

I lition, Mr. Chairman, we will unquestionably have to 
uperintendence during the construction of these build- 
| it is notorious that the Government pays liberally for 
ices as that. And I believe that if the Members of this 

Wi ill seriously consider that they are proposing to give 

rge compensation for an amount of work which did not 

: ny prolonged period the talents of the architect, they 

ort the amendment offered by the gentleman from New 

| believe it ought to prevail. 

| HAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of the 
n from New York [Mr. Firzerratp] to the amendment 
y the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss]. 
estion was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
ared to have it. 

[ZGERALD. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

use divided ; and there were—ayes 14, noes 31. 

S :mendment to the amendment was rejected. 

\ {LL of Texas. Mr. Chairman, I think on a question 
portance of this there ought to be a hundred Members 

I make the point of order that there is no quorum. 
HAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas raises the 





' order that there is no quorum present. The Chair will 
( After counting.] There are 100 Members present, and 
th of order is overruled. 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
amend the amendment offered by the gentleman from Illinois 
‘Mr. Foss] to inelude in the amendment 34 per cent commission 
to the architect. 

LOSS. Mr. Chairman, I accept the amendment. 
HAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 


I Tered by the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BurLes]. 
M LAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, is it in order to offer an 


4 ent to the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Pe lyania? 
The CHAIRMAN. It is not in order. 
Mr. SLAYDEN. A substitute would be in order, would it not? 
CHAIRMAN. It might be. 


\ir. SLAYDEN. I move to substitute 34 per cent, to include 
c] for superintendent during the period of construction. 


BUTLER. You ean not get an architect to do that. 
CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 
( y the gentleman from Pennsylvania. 
rk read as follows: 
e amendment by inserting after the words “ provided for” 


in no event to exceed 34 per cent of the estimated cost of 
ment.” 


AGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNITED STATES. 


mmittee informally rose; and Mr. O.LmstTep having 
e chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message, in writing, 


f he President of the United States was communicated to 
th ise of Representatives by Mr. BARNgs, one of his secre- 
tal who also informed the House of Representatives that 


sident had approved and signed bills and joint resolu- 
the following titles: 
On May 9, 1906: 
Res. 149. Joint resolution extending the thanks of Con- 
» Gen. Horace Borter ; 
15334. An act to authorize the construction of dams and 
tions on the Coosa River at Lock 2, Alabama; and 
1796. An act for the diversion of water from the Sacra- 
ver, in the State of California, for irrigation purposes. 
( May 10, 1906: 
16521. An act directing the Secretary of the Interior to 
conyey a certain parcel of land to Johnson County, 


$226. An act granting an increase of pension to Laura 


YY 
0251. An act granting an increase of pension to Sarah 
"A 
A nan; 
11685, An act granting an increase of pension to Jere- 
nsford ; 
15397. An act granting an increase of pension to Edward 


. 15687. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
.1Ce ° 
15907. An act granting an increase of pension to Lewis 
Di re; and 
' 16215. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary 
) eld. 
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On May 11, 
H. R. 15435. An act to empower the Secretary 
Minneapolis certain lands 
other lands to be used for flowage purposes. 


vey to the city of 


APPROPRIATION 
The committee 
The CHAIRMAN. 

fered by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Sr! 
The Clerk read as follows: 


its session. 


tion of said bu 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvyani 
question now? 
CHAIRMAN. 
Chair begs to say 
the business of the reading ck 
they are sometimes announce: 
for the Clerk to | 


ys rliamentary 


is difficult 
they belong. 
The Chair holds 


amendment to an amendment 
is on the amendment offered by the gentlen 
vania [Mr. 
The question was taken; and the amendmen 
ment was agreed to. 
The CHAIRMAN. 





The question is on am 

by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] as a 
The question was taken; and the amendment 

was agreed to. 

Mr. Chairman, I gave notice the 

I desired to strike out the words 

provements.” 


“and for other 
It is a mistake to insert them on line 25 
We received this other provision from the Navy Dep: 
words should 
dollar of this appropriation sl 


necessary 


1all go to the construction of build- 


Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. They were stricken out the 
other day. 
gave notice that I would 
them out. 

The CHAIRMAN. Will the gentleman send 
to the Clerk, so that the committee may know what 
It is to strike out the words ‘ 


on page 34, line 25 


Mr. FOSS. 
essary improvements,” 
the money that is appropriated shall go to 
buildings. 

The CHAIRMAN. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
: 5, page 34, strike out 
improvements. 
FITZGERALD. 
in opposition to the amendment. 
the Secretary of the Navy were in somewhat different 
provision 
* For necessary improvements,” 
provision, which I will offer in 
complete plans should be made not only 
erected at this naval training station, but 
improvements to be made at tl i 
mittee would be inclined to believe that t! 
paring this naval station 
if the provision be adopted in its present 


for other ne 


The Clerk will read the 


Mr. Chairman, 


estimates 


S2.000.000. 


$250,000 has been made available 
ground and for other improvements in conn 
there should 
the entire cost, and when the plans for 
prepared, they should include plans for ey 
templated at 
the cost of improvements 
charge of the work 
knowing how much they could expend on that 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
the Naval Committee an idea as to what 
limit of appropriation should be? 
FITZGERALD. 
Mr. JOHNSON. 
FITZGERALD. 


the place. whatever 


should go ahead W 


committee it was stated that 
dred thousand dollars in addition to the $2 
hearings it would appear that they had no defin 
las to just how much it would cost to make 
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ments. In this connection, I am inclined to think that it was 


the belief that this was a restriction of the cost of the buildings 
alone. Now, there sheuld be some limitation upon the amount 
of money which will be eventually expended in putting this 
training station into proper shape. This ultimate cost should 
be fixed, and I hope the gentleman from Illinois, in his desire 
to make this a proper station, having due regard to economy, 


will accept an amendment that will include complete plans for | 


1 


all the improvements, and fix some definite limit upon the en- 


tire cost of the station 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- | 


ment offered by the gentleman from Illinois. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I will state this: That the De- 
partment in sending us these estimates, could only send the 
plans and estimates for the construction of the buildings; that 
while there were things which would necessarily follow, as for 
instance, the water supply, sidewalks, and the distribution of 


light, heat, and power, yet the estimates could not be deter- 
1 





cated and under way. Here was a large tract of land with- 
out anything but trees and foliage on it. It is very different, 
for instance, from the rebuilding of the Naval Academy or the 
Military Academy, where the buildings were put largely on the 


old sites. But these other expenses which would come in, and 
which were comparatively small, can not be determined until 
later. And, as anyone knows, when they are building a house, 


the would first build the house and afterwards improve the 
grounds. All these would naturally come later. There were 
250,000 appropriated for the purchase of land and the estab- 
lishment of the station at the beginning, but which now is 
available, by reason of the donation of the land, for these in- 
cidental improvements. Now, these matters will always be 
under the control of Congress, anyway. 

Mr. JOHNSON. How much land was donated by Chicago? 
All that will be needed? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; all that is needed. One hundred and 
seventy-two acres, worth $1,000 an acre, which was donated by 
the citizens of Chicago for this naval training station. 

Mr. JOHNSON. Have you the preliminary plans that have 
been made, and can you give us any idea as to what this station 
will cost? 


Mr. FOSS. Yes; there are these estimates. Now, the full 





estimates were $2,000,000 for the construction of the buildings 
and $528,000 for the incidental matters, such as sidewalks, 
drainage, steam distribution, electric distribution, fences, break- 
water, rifle range, telephone system, etc.—$528,000 additional 


estimates, but some of these the committee say will not be 
necessary. I will say to the gentleman that I hope that this 
$250,000 already appropriated, which was rendered available 
by reason of the donation of the land, which would have had 
plied to the purchase of land, will take care of the great- 
est mart of these things. 

The whole spirit of the Navy Department and the committee 
hold this training station down in its cost to what is rea- 
ble and economical. I call for a vote. 

Che question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. KELIHER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
extend remarks made by me on the naval bill. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 


unanimous consent to extend in the Recorp remarks made by 
him during the discussion of the naval bill. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the amendment 

ch I send to the desk. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 

On 1 35 ne 5, after the word “ building,” insert “‘ and complete 

{ each and every purpose connected therewith.” 

M FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, in the estimate sent to 
Congress by the Secretary of the Navy that is practically the 
language that was used: 

Naval training tation, Great Lakes—buildings: Toward the con 

ion <« buildings, and for other necessary improvements at the 
{ tion, Great Lakes: Provided, That before any part 
this sum expended, complete plans shall be prepared and approved 
Secretary of e Navy covering all contemplated new buildings 
provements at the naval training station, Great Lakes, and for 

d every purpose connected therewith. 
\ FOSS. But the Secretary of the Navy did not fix any 


Mr. FITZGERALD. The question of limit is not involved in 
I dinent: but what is involved in this amendment is 


That before they commence to make the improvements 

hall prepare complete plans for all of the contemplated 
provements, and with the complete plans whatever the limit 

of cost may be it will be proper to fix it in this bill. Personally 
I believe the expenditure of $2,250,000 should give a very ade- ! 











quate naval training station for men who are to spend ; 


than four months in training at the station. If the ¢ 
from Illinois thinks it will cost more than $2,250.00 


increase the limit of cost. This provision as it now 
ingeniously drawn. It only limits the cost of the bui! 
does not require plans to be prepared for other improy 
be had in connection with the buildings. So that ins 
naval training station costing $2,000,000 it may cost 
or $4,000,000 or whatever else it may be contemplated, 

Mr. FOSS. Oh, no, no; that is ridiculous. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let me eall the gentleman's at 


ral 


the hearings before the Naval Committee. Captain 1: 


is in charge of this place, stated that it would cost 


for the main building to train 1,000 men; but he said 
be necessary, in order to have a proper training statio) 


facilities for training 2,000 men. If it cost $1,500.00% 
1,000 men, it will cost $3,000,000 for buildings to ¢, 


| men. In addition to that, fourteen single officers’ qu 
mined wholly as to that until they had got the buildings lo- | 


required for one unit of 1,000 men, and these officer 
are to cost $12,000 apiece. 

So, if there are to be 2,000 men, there must be t 
single officers’ quarters, each costing $12,000. So. ] 
is the time to fix the limit and to make the Secret 
Navy have prepared complete plans so that © 
know what it is about to do, and in authorizing son 
thing it may do so intelligently and not be told after, 
the authorization was only to train 1,000 men, and it 
after be necessary to double the facilities at a cost 
three million dollars additional. As this is the recon 
of the Secretary of the Navy himself after, I sup, 
consultation with the architect who is now at work, 
the gentleman from Illinois will have no objection to 
such an amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. I would say that this is not the recom 


| 
i 


May 


of the Secretary of the Navy. The Secretary of the Nay 


not fix any limit to the cost at $2,000,000. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. I am not fixing the limit of 


offering this amendment, but it is the recommendat 
Secretary of the Navy, and I read it from the esti 
mitted by him. 

Mr. FOSS. I understand that in the provision 
man offers it includes everything within the lin 
$2,000,000. Is not that true? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Not necessarily, because I hay: 


amendment that I will offer. 
Mr. FOSS. The Secretary of the Navy never mad 
recommendation. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. The Secretary of the Navy re 
the language that is used in my amendment; he re 


that it be enacted into law, and I read it from his reco 


tion in the Book of Estimates. 

Mr. FOSS. Not if they were to limit the cost at 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I did not put that limit on it 
tleman from Illinois put that limit on it. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, we had a very full hea 
whole matter. The Secretary of the Navy in the o1 
mates that came before the committee in regard to 
a provision for plans for everything connected with 
training station did not fix any limit of the cost. 
hearings, after discussion of the whole matter wit! 
mandant of the training station and also with the ¢ 
Bureau of Ordnance a provision was seyqt to me b) 
Department with this proviso, word for word, whic! 
mittee inserted in the bill. I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendnx 
by the gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demar 
FITZGERALD) there were—ayes 16, noes 34. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


. 


i 


j 


Naval magazine, Mare Island, California: One magazine | 


by 8O feet, $7,000; extension of building ““A5” 50 feet, 
sion of primer house 20 by 20 feet, $1,200; in all, $11,50 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
word. That motion is made for the purpose of refer 
to the statements made by the gentleman from Lowa 
bURN] when the naval bill was under discussion on | 
The gentleman from Iowa said: 

The gentleman has omitted that other case, quite recent, 
our larger and more valuable vessels was run into a dock 
of New York. One would suppose these gentlemen would 
with such waters. 

After citing this, among other instances of alle 
by commanders of our war ships, the gentleman from 
on to say: 


f 


Mr. Chairman, these are only a few that occur to me frot 
edge gained from the newspapers of these instances of Ii 


( 


ov, 


Mr. 














handle these great vessels. We are spending millions of 
up a , I think it is the part of patriotism to | 

i l be some guaranty, some assurance that 
e such vessels they will not be recklessly destroyed by | 
» inefficiency. 





ers of the committee will see that the gentleman 
{Mr. Hersurn] indulged in a very severe stricture 
captain of the vessel which run into the dock in New 
or. We all know the gentleman from Iowa to be a 
right character, a man who would not knowingly criti- 
son in or out of the Navy unless in his judgment that 
was thoroughly merited, and from my knowledge of the 
n I feel sure that when the facts of this particualr case 
d to bis attention he will be the first to acknowledge 
, was in error in what he said with regard to this particu- 
t. This accident happened on June 29, 1897, under 
the ving conditions : 
battle ship Maine was proceeding down East River, 
ie navy-yard and Brooklyn Bridge, very carefully, 
re happened a collision between an excursion steamer 
' ¢ towing some barges immediately ahead of the Maine. 
rles D. Sigsbee, now a rear-admiral of the United 
g Navy, was then in command of the Maine and on the 
! Seeing this accident, the captain turned his vessel 


{ shore to avoid a collision, when another vessel, the | 
( belonging to the Mallory Line, I think, came down the | 
r w of a tug and filled in nearly all of the space be- | 
{ » piers and the two vessels in collision. The captain | 


took to go between these vessels and the pier, and 

it time an excursion steamer from New Jersey, carry- 

ird some 800 women and children, appeared from be- 

wado in the narrow opening toward which the Maine 

, ng. There was a crisis that no seamanship could 

} ‘eseen, and the problem for the captain of the Maine to 

yas whether he would keep on his course, the excursion 

eing on the wrong side of the river, run into her, 
j 


















r, and possibly sacrifice hundreds of lives, or run his 
pier; and on the moment, with rare judgment and 
the captain of the Maine chose the latter alternative, 
vessel into a pier. Mr. Chairman, a court of in- 
ld upon that accident. The papers of New York 
‘ang with praises of the seamanship and the pres- 
i displayed by Captain Sigsbee in avoiding an awful 
human life. The board of inquiry which sat upon 
{ er reported that the captain was entirely blameless. 
rt had been made to the Navy Department by the 
Sigsbee received a letter which I will take. the 
ading. It is as follows: 
Navy DEPARTMENT, 
é Washington, August 4, 1897. 
ng are extracts from the report of the board whic! 
mstances connected with the collision between the 
Maine, under your command, and a car float and pier in the 
New York, on the 2 ultimo 
; to the board that the situation was forced upon the 
lisions which occurred between other ships ahead of 
fusion resulting therefrom; and that the command 
he Maine, having steered toward the New York side to 
4 n with those vessels, and there finding the Isabella 
’ people coming through the narrow gap which he intended 
gecond phase of the situation was also forced ym him, and 
‘ft to him to choose between the collision with the Jsabelia 
» New York pier. 
. is disaster which might have resulted from collision with 
ind the comparatively slight injury liable to occur from 
w the New York piers leaves no doubt in the minds of the 
judgment of the commanding officer of the Maine was 
I rrect, and that he probably avoided serious disaster and 
the Isabella by taking the course he did 
my shows that good order and discipiine prevailed and 
lers and signals were clearly understood and promptly 
partment congratulates you upon the promptness and cor- 
t which you solved the problem as to which of the alter- 
es you should pursue in the critical situation in which, 
. t of your own, you found yourself upon the n re 
rhe readiness with which you met the need sion 
possess those qualities which are ll 1 ¢ 
You have reflected credit upon yourself m the 
which you belong. 
respectfully, TyroODORE ROOSEVELT, 
Acting Secretary 
IARLES D. Sicspen, U. S. Navy, 
manding U. 8. S. Maine, 
North Atlantic Station. 
Mr. Chairman, in the face of such a letter as that, 
any officer in any service might be proud, the criti 


the gentleman from Iowa [Mr. Hrersurn] of this par 
ise are wholly unmerited, and I am sure he will be the 
Imit it. 
erk read as follows: 

spital, Norfolk, Va.: For the renovation of the present hos- 
I ings and the erection of new wards, $100,000. 
SS. Mr. Chairman, after the word “wards,” in line 
- > 88, I move to insert the words “the cost not to ex- 


exceed 


‘ 
so 


mittee to what extent tl 
current appropriati 
Mr. 


The 


P: 


hi 
not t 





ceed $200,000 
1 
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VU ie" 1 


TTL\T 
iQ) 


} That 
it it will read, 


roy 


) @X¢ eed $v 4) (HOO), 
> CHAIRMAN, 
The Clerk read as 


38, 


in li 
o-V00,000 


, 


ne 


6, a 


ry 


pfu. 


should have ¢g 
‘and the erect 
$100,000,’ 
The Clerk will 
f yllows: 
fter the word “ war 


The question was taken; 
The Clerk r 


Tot 


al pul 


ic 


Mr. FOSS. 
They 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. 


The Clerk r 


$4 ns 
cri 


simply relate to the tot 


1 


ke out lir 


read 
work 


as 


Ss under 


LOLIOWS : 


Navy 


Those two lines, 1 


ead 


les 1 


Mr. TAWNEY. 


FOS 


S. 


R 


Mr. TAWNEY. 


Mr 


Foss. 


[ thi 


Mr. TAWNEY. 
tion is $20,000, and tl 
u wi 


a 


like 


Mr 


to ask 
LOUDENSI 


LAGER. 


and Surgery? 


, 


into tl 


De 





l a 
I 


il 


The Clerk 

follows: 

nd 12, y 

desire ) 
lS aj 

ibl works? 





informa 


iS 


Mr. TAWNEY. Y T 
of Medicine and Su a 
increase of $137,000. 

Mr. FOSS Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Are I 

Mr. BUTLER f Pe 

Mr. FOSS. a W 
one. 

Mr. BUTLER of Penns 
the gentk : ym M 

ld hos] 1 ] n S 

The qypure SsTion 3 f en 

The Ch l follow 

( tab 1e1 Bu : 
Pr I t \ lI I vr 
$1 ”) assista 
$10 s nt k, 
at 3 > 1a > S24. 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. Cha 
word lL w 1 the chairma 
my formation, what ing 
rations: What is the objec 
fications do they make in tl 

Mr. FOSS. The new ra 
present one in very few tl 
added, and aiso fresh inst 
the ration is just the sal 

Mr. PERKINS. The cha 

Mr. FOSS. Very slight 

Mr. PERKINS. Mr. 
| amendment. 

The Clerk read as f vi 

Tn «al \ ‘ . 3 
32.28; and » other f a 
payment - such servi 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Cl 
word. I want to ask 

ffairs if he would not 


Treasury the 


riation for two years 


the dry dock at Guantanamo? 


VW 


7 
I 


u 
i 
; 
i 
f ~~ 
$72 
2 
i 
S r 
a 
sy) > 
rid 
A 
ges 
iT 
- 
Ai’ 


Mr. FOSS. I will say to the 
I do not feel I could accept the 
that item anyway. 

Mr. RIXEY. I propose to of 

Mr. FOSS. Well, it ld 
to the civil establishment 

Mr. RIXBY. Well, I will wi 
present. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF Ss 

Construction and repair f 
of vessels on the st ks and n 
stores of all kinds; steam stee 
steam windlasses, and a ) aux 
foreign stations; pur Ss f } 
‘arrying on work of exper nta 
construction and repair « ird 
and repair of vessels afl . 
the Navy in the line of consti 





9 


and the am 


Sano 00H 


Departmeé 


a, 
=o 
ona 


nara 
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and navy-yards, inspect 
oreign postage, te ris 
ooks, professional magazines stationery, and instruments for 
lrafting room, $7,600,000: Provided, That no part of this sum shall be 
plied to the repair of any wooden ship, when the estimated cost of 
repairs, to be appraised by a competent board of naval officers, 
exceed 10 per cent of the estimated cost, appraised in like man- 

ner, of a new ship of the same size and like material: Provided, how- 














That of the above sum $100,000, or such portion thereof as may 
necessary, shall be used to repair, equip, and restore the frigate 
Constitution, as far as may be practicable, to her original condition, 
it not for active service: And provided further, That the sum of 
$300,000 from the unexpended balance under appropriations ‘‘ Construc- 
1 and repair of vessels” for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1904, is 

y reappropriated for ‘“‘ Construction and repair of vessels” for the 


scal year ending June 30, 1907. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment to the paragraph just read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On page 50, in line 14, strike out all after the word “ dollars,” down to | 


nd including the word “ material,’’ line 19, and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: “‘Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to 
any ship when the estimated cost of h repairs, to be 

praised by a competent board of naval ull exceed 5 per 
nt of the estimated cost, appraised in like manner, of a new ship of 
like material unless estimates for such repairs shall 








officers, 











been submitted to and approved by Congress: Provided further, 
That nothing herein contained shall deprive the Secretary of the Navy 
of the authority to order repairs of ships damaged in foreign waters 


or on the high seas, so far as may be necessary to bring them home.” 


Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that the | 


paragraph and amendments thereon be passed without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
asks unanimous consent that the paragraph just read and 
amendments pending thereto be passed without prejudice. Is 
there objection? 

There wa. no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

BUREAU OF STEAM ENGINEERING. 


Steam machinery: For completion, repair and preservation of 








hinery boilers of naval vessels, in zr cost of new boilers; 
stillir refrigerating, auxiliary machinery; preservation of and 
all repairs to machine and boilers in vessels in ordinary, receiving, 





nd training vessels; repair and care of machinery of yard tugs and 
laut es: $3,500,000, 


[Mr. RIXEY addressed the committee. See Appendix.] 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman’s time has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. I merely wanted to ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs if there was additional evidence 
on this point. 

Mr. FOSS. There is, and it appears in hearing No. 113. 

Mr. RIXEY. Will the chairman of the committee state what 
the hearing shows in that respect? 

Mr. FOSS. We had before our committee, I will say, the 


‘rs’ offices, and bureau, such as ad- | 
telephone service, photographing, | 


Chief of the Bureau of Steam Engineering, and we went into 


rather exhaustive hearing with regard to this whole matter. 
nd while the chief did not present any itemtzed statement of 


of this appropriation, yet in general terms he furnished a 
statement showing where the money went to, as appears on 
page 1049 of his hearing. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have five min- 


RMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 

t that he may continue his remarks for five minutes. 

Chere vy as no objection. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I was very sure that I had 
d no explanation by the bureau chiefs in regard to this 

Admiral Rae requested an increase from $2,500,000, car- 


in the last hill. to S3.500.000., I was one of the members | 


‘ the committee who was opposed to granting this increase 

we had an accounting of how the last appropriation had 

nt, and, so far as I know, this information has not been 

hed in the detail asked for. I will look at the statement 

I 1 to by the chairman, but I have seen no satisfactory 

ex tio \dmiral Rae stated that it had to be furnished 

by the Paym r-General, and when the Paymaster-General 

as called upon he said his accounts were not kept in such a 
iv that he could show how the $2,500,000 had been spent. 

Mr. FOSS The Bureau of Supplies and Accounts sent the 


letter, which the gentleman will see on page 1046, containing a 
statement of expenditures under this appropriation. 

Mr. RIXEY. Was that subsequent to the hearing? 

Mr. FOSS. That was subsequent to the hearing. 

Mr. RIXEY. If that is true, Mr. Chairman, I am satisfied. 
io not think, however, that the letter and statement referred 


riven in the correspondence read by me. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment which 
I desire to offer to this provision which is identically in line 


I 
to gives the information asked for by the committee and not | 
‘ 





construction, and both of them can be considered at 
time. I am in doubt as to whether it should be offey; 
end of this paragraph or at the conclusion of the proy 


the bill in respect to repairs of machinery on the | 


which is page 55, where it reads: 
In all, steam machinery, $5,505,000. 


I will offer the amendment here at the end of the Jas; 


the bottom of page 54. 


Mr. FOSS. I ask 


that this paragraph and the ame; 


thereto be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the ame: 
read and then considered and inserted at the proper p 
impression is that it ought to be inserted at the botto, 
| 54, but I do not know whether it should be a limitati 
entire appropriation or only on a part of it. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. May I ask why it is that 
tleman passes these sections over in this way? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from * 


{Mr. CLark] frankly that the effect of these amendme 
offered is to establish practically a new policy in res; 


reconstruction of the 


Navy. 


At the present time we have a policy of reconstruct 
policy of original construction. The policy of ori: 
struction is under the control of Congress; the policy 
struction is absolutely within the discretion of the Se 


the Navy, and under 


the title of repairs to vessels a 


to machinery, and under the appropriations which ars 


these two purposes, 


the Secretary of the Navy is t 


gaged in the reconstruction of vessels to an extent th 
the expenditure of as much as $800,000 on each y« 
was never intended and should be stopped. It is fo 
pose of limiting this discretion of the Secretary of 
that I offer both amendments, and the gentleman in 


the bill has asked that both of them be passed for the 


so that the committee can proceed with the reading o 


Mr. CLARK of Missouri. 


many of these boats have been run aground? 


Mr. TAWNEY. I 


do not know whether anybod) 


f 


7 


Is anybody trying to tind out 


to do that or not, but I think the information Congress } 
present is quite full and complete on that subject. 


Mr. MUDD. Is there a request for unanimous ¢o 


pass this now? 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The first thing in order is for 


to report the amendment offered by the gentleman fro: 


sota. 


The Clerk read as follows: 
On page 54, after the word “ dollars,” in line 25, insert 


ing: “ Provided, That 


no part of said sum shall be 


repair of engines, boilers, and machinery of ships where 
| cost of such repairs shall exceed 5 per cent of the estin 

new engines and machinery of the same character and 
| estimates for such repairs shall have been submitted to 


by Congress: Provided 


further, That nothing herein cont 


deprive the Secretary of the Navy of the authority to ord 


the engine, boilers, and machinery of ships damaged in f 


or on the high seas so far as may be necessary to bring th« 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The gentleman from Illinois 


mous consent that the paragraph just read, with th 
ment, be passed without prejudice. 

Mr. MUDD. Reserving the right to object, I do 
whether the paragraph is subject to the point of or 
do not want the amendment to be considered as per 
as waiving the point of order. I reserve the point of 
reserve the right to object further. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Does the gentleman reserve t] 


order against the amendment? 

Mr. MUDD. I will not object if we can have 
standing that these two paragraphs be recurred to an 
of before the increase of the Navy is considered. 


The CHAIRMAN. 


Is the point of order reserved a 


amendment or against the paragraph? 
Mr. MUDD. Against the amendment. I do 1 


whether it will lie or 
The CHAIRMAN. 


not. 
The point of order is reserved. 


Mr. TAWNEY. The point of order is not reser 


former amendment. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


Is there objection to the requ 


gentleman from Minnesota that the paragraph be p: 
| out prejudice, with the point of order reserved thereto 
Mr. MUDD. I reserve the right to object, and w 


it is not disposed of 


‘ 


before the increase of the Nav 


up. I do not want to wait until we shall have finis 


thing else in the bill. 


Mr. TAWNEY. That is entirely within the discre' 
committee. The gentleman in charge of the bill can 
| whenever he sees fit. 
with the amendment I offered a moment ago in respect to re- | tee. 


He is the chairman of your ow! 








Mr 





FITZGERALD. 


\IUDD. With that understanding, I shall not object. 
CHAIRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
ears none. 

Clerk read as follows: 


vord master, at $1,500; one assistant, at $1,200, and two as- 
t $1,000 each; one instructor in gymnastics, at $1,200; one 
rian, at $1,800; one assistant librarian, at $1,000; one 
the Naval Academy, at $1,800; two clerks to the super- 
at $1,200 each; one clerk to the superintendent, at $1,000; 
to the commandant of midshipmen, at $1,200; one writer to 
indant of midshipmen, at $720; one clerk to the paymaster, 
- one clerk to the paymaster, at $1,000; one dentist, at 
ie baker, at $600; one mechanic in department of physics, at 
mechanic in the department of ordnance, at $951.52; one 
325.503 one messenger to the superintendent, at $600; one 
it $649.50; one chief gunner’s mate, at $529.50; one quarter 
$469.50; one coxswain, at $469.50; one seaman in the de- 
seamanship, at $397.50; one attendant in the department 
ion and one in the department of physics, at $300 each; 
ndants at recitation rooms, library, store, chapel, armory, 
and offices, at $300 each; one bandmaster, at $1,200; 
first musicians, at $420 each; seven second-class 

at $360 each; services of organist at chapel, $300; one as- 
tructor in gymnastics, $1,000; one clerk to the superintend- 
one assistant baker, $540; one mechanic in department of 
£720; one cook, $600; two instructors in physical training, at 
- one clerk to the commandant of midshipmen, $1,000; one 
chinist in department of physics, $1,000; two seamen in 
ent of seamanship, at $397.50 each; one chief cook, $1,200; 

it $600 each, $1,200; one steward, $1,200; one assistant 














class 


e600: one head waiter, $720; two assistant head waiters, at 
$960; two pantry men, at $420 each, $840; one assistant 
): necessary waiters, at $16 per month each, $13,440; in all, 


\WNEY. I offer the following amendment. 
erk read as follows: 
» 60, after line 24, insert: 
rson shall be admitted for instruction at the Naval Academy 
lis — any foreign country except upon authority of law 
enacted. 
FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I accept that amendment. 
estion was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
Clerk read as follows: 
Naval Academy, $388,663.08. 
‘iTZGERALD. I offer the following 
rk read as follows: 


63, after line T, 


7 


amendment. 


add : 

That no part of the appropriations herein made for the 

* the Naval Academy or for buildings and grounds of the 
emy shall be expended for compensation of clerks or cler- 

f any nature except as herein provided for, unless the 
i clerical service are specifically authorized and appropria- 
for specifically made.” 

OSS. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order upon that. 

Well, I do not care to discuss it. It is 
limitation of the appropriation. 

OSS. Reserving the point of order, I want an expla- 

FITZGERALD. I do not concede that it is subject to a 
rder. It is a limitation upon this appropriation, and 
care to diseuss it. 

FOSS. Then, I ask the Chair to decide the point of 


MUDD. One word upon that, Mr. Chairman. In that 
nn I desire to read from the original act authorizing the 
tion of buildings and improvement of grounds at the 
\cademy. I heard the amendment indistinctly I 
’ know just what is its purpose. But, as I understand it, 
of this appropriation shall be used for anything except 
t, I will ask the gentleman? 
iTZGERALD. Well, have the amendment read again. 
MUDD. Will the Chair have the amendment reported 


so 


mendment was again reported. 


MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I want to be heard on that 
It is likely that the provision does no harm, but it 


» clear that it does not. 

ITZGERALD. Is the gentleman talking on the point 

or on the amendment? « 

[UDD. On the point of order. You can not impose by 

tion anything that operates as a repeal of a permanent 
of law. Now, in that connection, I want to read 

u might term to be the organic act providtng for the 
at the Naval Academy, which will be found in the 
ved June 7, 1900, Fifty-sixth Congress. I will read it: 
s and grounds, Naval ee Toward the construction of 
and for other necessary improvements, at the Naval 
Annapolis, Md., $350,000: Provided, That before any part of 
is expended, complete plans shall be prepared and approved 
‘etary of the Navy covering all contemplated new buildings 
vements at the Naval Academy and for each and every pur- 
ected therewith. 

in connection with some of these buildings it may be 

y to employ a slight clerical force; it may be necessary 
AXL——433 
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and others 





to employ an inspector, timekeeper, accountant, 
who may act as clerks, and they would properly 
the description involved in this language—* for e: 
purpose connected herewith.” This was the language of this 
provision provided in an amendment to an appropriation bill 
by the present Speaker of this House, who was then chairman 
of the Committee on Appropriations. 

The money we are appropriating now in this bill for build- 
ings and improvements at the academy is in pursuance of a 
subject to the provisions of that act that contemplates “ each 
and every purpose connected therewith.” It may be that 
serious harm might be done if we were not allowed to employ 
and pay inspectors, accountants, timekeepers, and others out 
that fund, and if that was the effect of the ame 
would, under the guise of a limitation, repeal a p 
vision of law. 


come und 





1dment 


rinanent pi 


The decisions are uniform to the effect that you 
can not under the form of a limitation repeal a permanent pro 
vision of law. That is why I insist on the point of order 


The CHAIRMAN. 


The Chair is of opinion that the amend- 
ment is clearly a limitation upon the appropriation contained in 
the paragraph to which it refers. It does not repeal any pro 
vision of law and does not purport to. It is within the power 
of the House to so amend appropriation bills as to limit ap 
priations to one particular line of objects and exclude 
other particular line of objects, even though they be autl 


ized by law, and the Chair therefore overrules the point of order. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of t 
amendment is to prevent the use of funds for the payment of 


clerks not contemplated in this appropriation act. I hay 
desire to accomplish what the gentleman from Maryland fea 


would be accomplished by this amendment, and I do not think it 
would be. I have information which I consider reliable that 
there is a clerk in the Naval Academy being paid out of the 


contingent fund, a clerk who was appointed 
and then promoted to a clerkship, and his compensation paid 
out of this contingent fund for the Naval Academy. 


as a laborer first. 


Che desire 
of Congress has always been to prevent such p ct ry 
Naval Committee has and does authorize all the clerical service 
that is required in the Naval Academy and for the civil est 
lishment under the control of the Navy Department. Nobod;: 
should by subterfuge use funds appropriated for a certain 
specific purpose, for a purpose not authorized by Congress I 
not in contemplation by the members of the com r 
Congress, when the appropriation is made. It is to stop th 


practice that I offer the amendment. 
Mr. RIXEY. Does the gentleman’s amendment apply to the 
contingent fund alone? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. No; to all the appropriations. It ¢ 
empts all appropriations that are specifically made and - 
empts clerks that are authorized; clerks necessary to the b 
ing no dovbt would be construed as within the aut t 

Mr. RIXEY. I will ask the gentleman if un { contin 
gent Naval Academy fund he does not think the Su 
would have the right to employ a clerical fore: f he { 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think not, except a cleri: 
the board of visitors. 

Mr. RIXEY. “Contingent, Navy.” Does not that give br 
discretion to the party at whose discretion the fur s \ 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It does not state that t 
fund is for expenses alone. It enumerates with g 
larity all things that would be included, and they 
spend the money except for purposes specifically ment 

Mr. RIXEY. It does particularize a great deal, 
| graph does not limit it to the particular items. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I think the decisions of the Cor 
of the Treasury have been such that unless t Day 
penditure has been mentioned in these itemized matters t 
expenditure could not be made. 

Mr. RIXEY. My understanding of the funds rried 
the head of “contingent” has been very d I \ 


every bureau in the Navy Department has a larg 


fund at its disposal. My understanding was that he had . 
lute discretion over that and could expend it and did 
as he chose. I tried on several occasions when tl 


was up to reduce those amounts or to place 


| . » 
gent fund under the authority of the Secretary of 


I was always unsuccessful in accomplishing that end It « 
seem to me that when we place a fund under the head 
gent” it gives the superintendent or the bureau f hority 
to spend that sum as he may think proper 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, think not. In s 


I 
I can not put my hand on 
Mr. Chairman, may I interrupt the 


places in this bill 
Mr. MUDD. 
moment? 


+} , 
Like l 





gentieman a 
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Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. MUDD. Does not the gentleman think if his amendment 
is agreed to it would prevent the payment out of the general 
fund of ten millions which we have provided for this work for 
accountants, clerks, and others that may be needed 
with it? 
FITZGERALD. 


necessary 
in connection 


Mr. If the gentleman thinks that, I suggest 








































the words “buildings and grounds at the Naval Academy ” 
should be stricken from the amendment. 

Mr. MUDD. You had better pay the money out of that fund 
than appropriate extra for it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Let the gentleman move to strike out 
“buildings and grounds at Naval Academy,” and I shall not 
( t. 

ir. MUDD. Well, Mr. Chairman, I think we better vote on 
1 endment. 

tr. FITZGERALD. Thaé would except that particular fund 

the « ation of this amendment. But I say I have infor- 

m which is reliable that a clerk is being paid out of the 

( gent fund of the Naval Academy, and if the gentleman 
rege of the bill desires that practice continued, he will 

» the amendment, but if he desires to have the civil estab- 

nent at the Naval Academy just what his committee au- 
zes it to be, he will be in favor of some such amendment 

s this. 

fhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
b he gentleman from New York. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
Mr. FirzGERALD) there were—ayes 21, noes 41. 

tle endment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Cor ent, Marine Corps: For freight, tolls, cartage, advertising, 
v f bed sacks, mattress covers, pillowcases, towels, and sheets, 

xpenses of marines, including the transportation of bodies 
f ep of de o the homes of the deceased in the United 
State ati d other paper, telegraphing, rent of telephones, 
I nd repair of typewriters, apprehension of stragglers and 
d per n of enlisted men employed on constant labor for a 
] 1 I s than ten days, employment of civilian labor, repair 
‘ d water fixtures, office and barracks furniture, camp and garri- 
juipage and implements, mess nsils for enlisted men, such as 
Ss, plates, s knives and tin cups, pans, pots, etc. ; 
packing boxes, wrapping paper, oilcloth, crash, rope, twine, quarantine 
1 , camphor and carbolized paper, carpenters’ tools, tools for police 
purposes, iron es, purchase and repair of public wagons, purchase 
: repair of | ic harness, purchase of public horses, services of 
surgeons, and medicines for public horses; purchase and 
hose, purchase and repair of fire extinguishers, purchase of 
‘ des ; rchase and repair of carts, wheelbarrows, and 
I wers; purcl ind repair of cooking stoves, ranges, stoves, 
i ac \ e ‘re are no grates; r se of ice, towels, soap, 
for offices; postage ; for foreign postage; 
} se of 1 Ss, newspapers, ‘riodicals ; improving parade 
re f and whar iying drain, water, and gas 
r. in ras, and , gas oil, and introduction 
> light aw for bedding, mattresses, 
pillows, sheets; wire bunk bottoms for enlisted men 
furniture for Government quarters and repair of 
nd r all emergencies and extraordinary expenses arising at 
1, but impossible to anticipate or classify, $255,800. 

‘R. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 

I which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 

Clerk read as follows: 
i1, » 14, t the word “ doll insert as follows: 
of 1 ne bar and officers’ quarters, $15,000, which 
e ir ion to »,000 appropriated for this object in the 
t approved Mar« 3, Af , and $6,500 provided 
{ approved April 2 1904, for the naval 
New Orleans, I $15,000. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order 


( that pending an explanation from the gentleman from 

Mr. MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I hardly think that provision is 

t to the point of order, as it is simply an addition for an 

‘ blishment heretofore authorized in two appropriation acts. 

t ides 1 it shall be in addition to $15,000 appropriated 

f his object in the naval appropriation act approved March 3, 

1 1 $6,500 provided in the naval appropriation act ap- 

proved April 27, 1904, for the naval station at New Orleans, La. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. Has the gentleman these original appro- 
priations? Was there a limit? 


Mr. MEYER. It was specified. 
Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘Take the 1901 appropriation; was it a 
MEYER. It was simply $15,000. It was supposed at 
that time that such sum would be adequate for the construction 
e barracks. 


Mr. LIVINGSTON. And it was a limit, was it not? 
Mr. MEYER. Yes; undoubtedly. It developed subsequently, 


} O71 t] 


it was inadequate, so that the $6,500 additional 
was appropriated in the naval appropriation act approved April 
LIVIN 


‘STON. That was to complete it. 


Mr. MEYER. Yes; it was supposed that would con 
but it was ascertained, by reason of the increased cost , 
rial, that that was inadequate; hence the Department ¢ 
make any contract, under the law, and now we want 
making the total cost $36,500. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. But the gentleman does not sg: 
amendment that this shall be the final cost. ; 

Mr. MEYER. I have no objection to having that stat, 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to ask the ¢ 
from Louisiana a question. This appropriation is in 
to previous appropriations made for the marine ba) 
New Orleans? 

Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
authorized? 

Mr. MEYER. The first authorization was in the nay 
priation act of March 3, 1901. 

Mr. TAWNEY. On the 3d of March, 1901, there y 
propriation for the construction of a naval barracks 
Orleans, and the amount appropriated was how much? 

Mr. MEYER. Fifteen thousand dollars. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Was that the limit of cost? 

Mr. MEYER. There was no specification as to the 
cost. We simply appropriated $15,000, and the infe) 
that that amount should be the limit, although it 
specified. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
on Naval Affairs? 

Mr. MEYER. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And I understand that since this fi: 
was appropriated Congress has appropriated $6,500 mor 
$21,500 total appropriation for the construction of t! 
racks. 

Mr. MEYER. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNBEY. The gentleman is a member of the ¢ 
on Naval Affairs, and I would like to ask the gentle: 
is, if this is necessary, the amount was not carried in ¢ 
appropriation bill if it was reported from the committ: 
House? 

Mr. MEYER. It was not reported from the Nayal 
tee to the House. The Naval Committee, desiring to | 
aggregate amount of the bill, concluded not to recomn 
the buildings proposed for marine barracks at any p! 
I was quite content with that, but it seems 

Mr. TAWNEY. The committee did not include this 
cause it did not want to increase the aggregate of 
tions carried in the bill? 

Mr. MEYER. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. And left the gentleman to submit 
tion to the House of whether or not that aggregat 
increased? 

Mr. MEYER. 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
increase the amount? 

Mr. MEYER. Permit me to state that since that ti! 
vestigation has been made, and the Assistant Secret 
Navy visited the New Orleans Naval Station. Uy; 
turn he insisted that we should provide for these bar 
reason of the fact that the marines at that station are 
in unsuitable farmhouses, the construction of these 
not having been begun yet, and the quarters were 
and unwholesome. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Do I understand the construction « 
racks has not yet begun? 

Mr. MEYER. They are not yet begun. 


Yes. 
When was the construction of the } 


The gentleman is a member of the ( 





Permit me to explain. 


Mr. TAWNEY. Although the first appropriation \ 
years ago? 
Mr. MEYER. Yes, sir; because it was found—in 


quartermaster of the corps concluded that it was 
law, in his judgment, to make a contract for mor 
amount specified in the appropriation. Another re 
the appropriation was not originally made larger W 
of an error in the computation on the part of the offic 
Marine Corps. It was their desire to make the exp 
moderate as possible. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What assurance has the House tl 
$15,000 is allowed that it will enable the Department 
and construct barracks of sufficient capacity to ac 
the marines who are stationed there? 

Mr. MEYER. 
pears in the hearings of Colonel Denny, quartermas! 
Marine Corps, whom I questioned on the subject. ! 
positively that this will be adequate. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Was this estimated for by the De] 

Mr. MEYER. Yes, sir. 


May | 


Is that a good reason why the Hous: 


Well, we have the positive statemen' 





~ 


Jv; 


at 


so 


the 
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rAWNEY. Was it sent in the annual estimates or sent 
ipplemental estimates? 

[E YER. 

rAWNEY. Was it in the regular annual estimates? 
EYER. Yes, sir. Now, permit me for a moment to 
. report of Colonel Lauchheimer, colonel, adjutant, and 
- of the Marine Corps, in which he says, dated April 16, 


submitting the usual report of my recent inspection of the 
rracks, naval station, Algiers, La., I deem it my duty, owing 
ney of the situation, to submit to you this special report, in 
ntion is invited to the condition of said barracks, which bar- 
» opinion of the undersigned, are in all respects uninhabita- 
sanitary. 
ommand is living in two farmhouses which were upon the 
1 at the time of its purchase. These houses are very old, 
odern or sanitary arrangements, are in a dilapidated condi- 
re in thoroughly bad repair and incapable of being placed 
habitable or sanitary condition. ‘They are in all respects 
- the housing of men, especially so in a climate such as that 


‘AWNEY. Are those 
ent reservation? 
EYER. Yes, sir; they are. 
AWNEY. Do you think it is a greater hardship to the 
to house them in farmhouses than for the farmers of 
try to house themselves in farmhouses? 
EYER. By no means; but these farmhouses are in an 
y condition. They are very old and dilapidated and 
occupied now as a temporary measure. 
\WNEY. I make the point of order that it is not in 
here seems to have been no authorization for the con- 
of barracks. An appropriation was made for the con- 
1 of barracks, $15,000, and then subsequently an appro- 
of six thousand and some odd dollars in addition for 
‘pose, and now they come back here with the informa- 
t they erroneously estimated the cost of constructing 


two farmhouses situated on the 


‘acks and with no authorization for the construction of | 


racks whatever; and until the Department can show the 
first for the barracks there, and then submit an accurate 
I do not think Congress should be called upon to ap- 
te any more money for the purpose. 
CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman think that has any- 
lo with the point of order? Is it not a public work or 
lready in progress? 
rAWNEY. No; it is not already in progress. It has 
weeded to the extent of being in progress, because the 
iment has not had the money to commence it. It can not 
‘ogress until they have commenced the construction or 
has been authorized. It has not been authorized. 
MEYER. Mr. Chairman 
CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair overrules the point of order. 
rAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I wart to say, in opposition 
nendment, that if this is a meritorious proposition the 
ition would have been carried in this bill. We all 
the gentleman from Louisiana [Mr. Meyer], and we know 
be one of the most estimable gentlemen in this House. 





that when his colleagues on the Naval Committee refuse | 


rt an item of this kind in the bill which he himself has 


| in preparing it is absolutely impossible for the House | 
tify itself in incorporating a provision of that kind merely 


iis recommendation. 
FITZGERALD. Will the gentleman yield for a moment? 

rAWNEY. I yield. 
FITZGERALD. I desire to call his attention to the 
t there were estimates submitted for marine barracks at 
fferent naval establishments throughout the country, 
ting $575,400; that the Naval Committee refused to in- 
one of the recommendations in the bill, and the De- 
nt has estimated for every place it is possible to put a 
The gentleman can see this from the list of esti- 
and I doubt very much whether this is anywhere near 
st meritorious recommendation contained in these esti- 


MEYER. Well, Mr. Chairman 
TAWNEY. I submit, Mr. Chairman, that we have no 
before the committee that would justify us in appro- 
the additional $15,000 for this purpose, and, in my 
if the Committee on Naval Affairs was justified, 
the knowledge they had, with all the facts they had be- 
mi, in declining to incorporate this provision in the bill, 
very good reason why the Committee of the Whole 
not inelude it. 
MEYER. Mr. Chairman, I concede that the Naval Com- 
s quite ready to yield at times to proper arguments of 
centleman from Louisiana” and I was quite content, 
iS appropriation should be omitted at the time the naval 
s before us in committee inasmuch as other meritorious 





| 


It was sent in in the regular annual estimates. | 





similar projects were excluded. But, 
information received renders it, in my judgment, imperative 
that these barracks should be constructed. If not, accordin 
the statement of the Assistant Secretary of the Navy, 


since 


sir, that time tl 





a personal inspection, the marines will have to be wh 
| from that station from want of proper accommodati i 
seems impossible, in view of the insanitary condition, for them 


to remain there. I have no desire to press any appropriation on 
this committee, and do so only in instances when I know such 
to be justified and entirely proper. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 
Mr. MEYER. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


How many marines are stationed there‘ 
There are now about fifty. 


And it is proposed to erect a building « { 

ing $35,000 in which to house fifty marines? 
Mr. MEYER. It is the purpose of the commandant of the 
| Marine Corps to secure quarters for at least 200 men there. It 





| quently depicted in recent speeches on this floor—a y: 
ij ance, I fear. 


affords a very good place for recuperation of marines who 
return from service in Panama or the Philippines, and who m 
be suffering from the effects of those eneryating clim 


of course, for the healthy ones as well. The barren statio 
Guantanamo is now used mainly with this view, and I have 
from the lips of men who have been there that they sicken f 
ennui and total absence of any means of amusement to vary 


the monotony. 
Mr. TAWNEY. 


You say this is a good place for t 
to recuperate? 

Mr. MEYER. It is a good place. The proximity of 1 
affords means for diversion and recreation so healthful to | 
diers when not on duty. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Is it especially healthy? 

Mr. MEYER. It is especially healthy. I would s to t 
gentleman that last summer during the prevalence the yel 


low fever in New Orleans there was not a sin 
of that disease 


cle de th or <« 


amongst the marines there stationed. N 
Mr. Chairman, I would submit that if we have soldiers in the 
Army or in the Navy we should most certainly give them 
proper accommodations and proper quarters. 


If we ean not 
afford to protect our defenders in that way, we ought to abol 
ish our military establishments altogether and rely upon tl 
policy of peace among the nations which has been 


Mr. Chairman, that I 
amendment without 


may 
pro} er 


not appear as proposing this 


warrant, I beg to submit ext 


The CHAIRMAN. “ Erection marine barracks and officers’ 
ters, $15,000, which sum shall in addition t l 
for this object in the naval appropriation act approved M 
and $6,500 provided in the naval appropri 
1904, naval station, New Orleans, La., $15,000.” 

How many $15,000 have you got in there? 

Mr. Rrxey. That makes $36,000, does it not? 

Colonel Denny. Thirty-six thousand five hundred 

Mr. Rrxey. How many quarters does that 

Colonel Denny. A barracks and one set 1 
will be so constructed that they will be convenient for tw 
probably a place for a man and his wife, and upstaiz 
quarters. 

Mr. Rrxey. How many men have you 

General ELLIoTT. We are going to 
have a place to put them. 

The CHAIRMAN. You do not need many men , do yx 

Colonel DENNY. That is on the way to the Panama < 
there ought to be accommodations for men and ofl 
living in two little huts now—old plantation houses 

The CHAIRMAN. They are the m 4 | 

Colonel DENNY. No; they are not 
demned them. They told us not to keep ou 

The CHAIRMAN. 1 wish you would fi 
racks we bave built for the Marine Cor; las 

Colonel Denny. I can give you that now. Philadel 
lis, and Norfolk, in about thirty-eight years 

The CHAIRMAN. How much was Philadelphi 

Colonel DENNY. One 


hundred thousand dollar 
The CHAIRMAN. How much was the Naval Acad 
Colonel DENNY. One 


hundred and twenty-five thousand dollars, 
three officers’ quarters. 


The CHAIRMAN. How much was Norfolk? 

Colonel DENNY. One hundred thousand dollars. Al t S350 
about twenty years on new barracks and officers’ quarters 

The CHAIRMAN. Of course your Marine Corps has been tre 
the Jast few years? 
Colonel Denny. That is why we 
at least more accommodations. 
(Informal discussion followed.) 
Colonel DENNY (continuing). The 
twelve years certainly has been to Oo 
one barracks a year. We have got from ¢ 
twelve years. 

Mr. Meyer. I notice the first appropriation for the marin 


of 


be 


ition act 


rive you 


have more men 


st dk 


Sanitary. I 











are urging 
or 





at New Orleans was made five years ago, in 19017 

Colonel DENNY. Yes. 

Mr. Meyer. Why were not those barracks started? If I 
correctly it was contemplated then that the plan w d 1 »d 
to admit of an extension in case a larger numl» f men y 
placed there? 

Colonel DENNY. We did not have enough money. We could 1 


build anything with that sum. 
Mr. MEYER. But didn’t we give you what you asked for? 
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General Evuiorr. Yes; but we didn’t ask for enough. 

Mr. MEYER And you got the second appropriation ? 

Colonel Denny. Six thousand five hundred dollars. 

Mr. Meyer. And that proved inadequate? 

Colonel Denny. Yes; we advertised again and received no bids 


whatever. 
knowing 


no possil 


The bidders of course knowing—or at least the contractors 
what the appropriation was, they concluded they could 
ly build the barracks, even the smallest frame structure 


that could be designed that would accommodate 100 men, for that 
money; and then the architect endeavored to get contractors in New 
Orleans by personally going to them and trying to get them inter- 
ested, but they positively refused to have anything to do with it, and 
would not bid on the building, and the effect is that we have stood 
still. Now we are asking for an increase which we know will be 


suflicient to build a simple, substantial, small frame building to accom- 
modate 100 mer 
M . “yy 


Meyer. You are satisfied that this additional appropriation will 
enable you to finish the building? 
Colonel DeENNy. Yes; I know it. We could do it by day labor if 


necessary. 

The following extract from report of Brig. Gen. George F. 
Elliott, commanding, United States Marine Corps, summarizes 
the situation as to the New Orleans Station: 








Under the a¢ f Congress approved March 8, 1901, and April 27, 
1904, $15,000 $6,500 were respectively appropriated for marine 
barracks and officers’ quarters. Three unsuccessful efforts have been 
made to construct said barracks and quarters with the appropriation 
now available, and it is estimated that at least $15,000 additional will 
be required to construct a frame structure as modest in design as is 
consistent with strength for the comfort of the enlisted men. It is 
believed that with the additional $15,000 asked for a bid can be ob- 
tained to build said barracks and quarters, which are urgently needed, 
as the command is now temporarily in several old plantation buildings 
assigned by the Navy, which not only constantly require extensive 
repairs, but must soon be torn down to permit of the building pro- 


of the Navy being carried out. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following as 
a substitute. 

Che CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York offers a 
substitute for the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Meyer], which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

rection and equipment of laundry for enlisted men, marine barracks, 
vy-yard, New York, $6,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call the atten- 
tion of the committee to the fact that this is one of the recom- 
mendations made in the Book of Estimates, contained in this 
$575,400 worth of buildings asked by the Department from Con- 
gress. 

Now, it seems to me that where there are ample accommoda- 
tions for marines, and where the buildings are habitable and fit 
for the marines to occupy them, it is much more important, if 
nnything is going to be done, to provide for the proper laundry 


gramme 


na 


accommodations rather than to provide buildings for the marines 
themselves. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, did I understand the gentleman 
from New York offered an amendment? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I offered that as a substitute. 

Mr. FOSS. I want to reserve a point of order on it. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is too late, Mr. Chair- 
man. I have been debating this amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The amendment was read from the desk 
a little time ago, and debate had begun. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I do not see why the gentleman should 
object to providing a laundry there. In the vicinity of New 
York, where ships are coming in continually and where marines 
are laid up and ships laid up for repairs, it is necessary that the 
marines be encouraged in cleanly habits. This can be done at a 
saving of $9,000. 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the gentleman? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes. 

Mr. FOSS. I did not catch the reading of it from the Clerk. 
I would like to ask him what his amendment is? 


Mr. FITZGERALD. It is to provide for the erection and 
equipment of a laundry for enlisted men at the marine barracks 
at the navy-yard at New York. 

Mr. FOSS. I was under the impression that it provided for 
the construction of barracks at New York. You say it is fora 
laundry ? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. It is for a laundry for these marines, 


and I e¢all the attention of the committee to the fact that it is 
the fifth in the list of recommendations submitted by the De- 
partment, while the appropriation asked by the gentleman from 
Louisiana [Mr. Meyer] is the thirteenth. So that evidently a 
] 
I 
( 





aundry for the marines at New York is considered much more 
essary than the barracks at New Orleans. Now, if anything 
all is to be appropriated under this heading out of these rec- 
mendations, I submit that at a place where they have several 
thousand marines continually that it would be much better to 
give them proper laundry facilities than it would be to erect a 
barracks where they may station marines if a ship ever happens 
to go there. I called the attention of the House the other day 
to the fact that they had employed at this place at New Orleans, 


ve 
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during the year, an average of thirty-nine men, and it 
great misfortune that I was unable to point out to the 
tee how many of these men were employed as watchmen 

Now, under all the circumstances, I submit to the go 
of the committee that if any of these recommendations : hes 
allowed in this bill, that the amendment that I have sy} 


entitled to more consideration than the amendment of hr 
the gentleman from Louisiana, so I hope that this eo hin 
if it thinks it can afford to do anything more in this | i] 
not fail to provide proper laundry accommodations for { eat 


number of marines stationed in the vicinity of New Yo 
Mr. MEYER. May I ask the gentleman from N; Yor} 


whether or not his proposition is in the nature of a subs 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MEYER. And not in the nature of a further d- 
ment? Ray 

Mr. FITZGERALD. I imagine that perhaps the « ron 
would only accept one amendment, and that mine was h 


more meritorious and $9,000 less the committee wil] | 
inclined to take that. 

Mr. MEYER. I am inclined to believe, Mr. Chair 
an appropriation for a laundry at the naval station at N 
would be a proper one, and for my part I should not 
vote for it. I took occasion the other day, referring to th, 
tleman’s remarks, to explain to the committee why so f men 
have been employed at the New Orleans Naval Station during 
the past year. It is scarcely necessary to repeat this. [) l be 
remedied in the near future upon completion of the buildings 
course of construction and the installation of the s 
machinery for work. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offey 
by the gentleman from New York as a substitute for the amena- 
ment offered by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The question was taken; and the substitute was re 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend. 
ment offered by the gentleman from Louisiana. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Total Marine Corps, $4,705,353.48. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 
changing the total. The total for the Marine Corps s 1 be 
$4,705,283.48. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
agreed to. 

There was no objection. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I ask that we may go back to 
two amendments offered by the gentleman from Minnesota |) 
TAWNEy], one relating to the Bureau of Construction and 





Without objection, the amendment will be 


I - 
pair and the other to the Bureau of Machinery and St En- 
gineering. The amendments are the same in effect, and there- 
fore can be discussed together ; and I call for the reading of both 
the amendments for the information of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk wil ort 
the first amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 50, in line 14, strike out all after the word 1 ; 
down to and including the word “ material,” in line 19, a ert 
in lieu thereof the following: “ Provided, That no part of t sum 
shall be applied to the repair of any ship when the estimated t of 
such repairs, to be appraised by a competent board of ! s, 
shall exceed 10 per cent of the estimated cost, appraised i! h- 
ner, of a new ship of the same size and like material unles mates 
for such repairs shall have been submitted to and approy Con 
gress: Provided further, That nothing herein contained shal ve 
the Secretary of the Navy of the authority to order repai 3 
damaged in foreign waters or on the high seas, so far as may be leces- 
sary to bring them home.” 

Mr. CALDER. I make the point of order against the amend- 


ment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I make the point of order that the point of 
order comes too late. The amendment has been offered the 
proposition passed without prejudice. 

The CHAIRMAN. In the opinion of the Chair, tl 
order comes too late. The paragraph was read, the a en 
was proposed, and unanimous consent was given to pass | 
paragraph without prejudice. The Chair thinks that such ac 
tion has been taken by the committee as would make 
of order too late. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in order to explain 
pose of this amendment, I want to call attention to a | sion 
of the bill now before the committee which has for it: WISE 
the same object which the amendment I have offered 
tended to accomplish : 


Provided, That no part of this sum shall be applied to the 
any wooden ship when the estimated cost of such repairs 
praised by a competent board of naval officers, shall exceed 1! 
of the estimated cost, appraised in like manner, of a new s 
same size and like material. 


Mr. Chairman, this bill carries appropriations for the 


t 


pur 





vessels. All of them have been constructed of steel 
commonly known as “steel construction.” The bill 
expenditures for repairs on wooden ships, which we 
er constructing, and places no limitation on the | 
t may be expended for repairs of steel ships. No- | 
es for a moment that there is a wooden ship to be | 
i under the authority of this act. Every man on this 
ws that we have not for many years constructed 
essels, and yet we have been carrying from year to | 
provision limiting the amount that may be expended 
pairs of wooden ships. 
rman, when the urgent deficiency bill was before 
at the beginning of this session we were asked to 
e for a deficiency in the item of steam engineering 
nery of about $2,000,000. What was the reason for 
ney? Because of the number of vessels which during 





] r had been ordered out of commission for “‘ recon- 
”» +i cost of which in some cases amounted to as 


50,000. This fact, Mr. Chairman, shows that the 
has without authority of Congress embarked upon | 
reconstructing our Navy, which policy is to-day 
ed on solely within the discretion of the Department 
lless of the amount appropriated for the repair of 
ls. The amendment I have offered simply presents | 
the question, Shall the House control the recon- | 
the Navy as it controls the original construction, or 
imn the Treasury of the United States over to the 
rtment with unlimited discretion’ as to the amount 
e expended in the reconstruction of the Navy? 
s important in the past to adopt a policy that would 
he reconstruction of the Navy when naval vessels were 
i entirely of wood, how much greater is the necessity 
policy now when we are constructing steel vessels | 
ir and five million dollars. If in the judgment of 
( it was necessary to limit the amount to be expended | 
ir of wooden ships, how much greater is the necessity | 
limitation in the expenditure for this purpose when the 
present ships is ten times greater than the cost of | 
Why, Mr. Chairman, the Secretary of the Navy 
pending in his discretion more out of these two ap 
and without any accounting whatever to Con 
Congress appropriated for the original construction 
in the Forty-seventh Congress. 
HAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman from Minnesota 
AWNEY. I ask that my time be extended five minutes. | 
[AIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from Minnesota asks unan- 
sent that his time be extended five m 
tion? 
as ho objection. 
\WNEY. In the second session of the Forty-seventl 
which was in 1883, Congress authorized the con- 
a naval vessel, the Atlanta, at a cost of $617,000. 
session the Boston was authorized, at a cost of 
In the same Congress the Chicago was authorized, at 
$889,000, and the Dolphin, at a cost of $315,000. 
the beginning of our modern Navy, and yet to-day | 
ry of the Navy is expending more money in the 
of naval vessels, the original construction of 


thorized subsequent to the Forty-seventh Congress, 


Lint 





nutes. Is 


£ s 


ress itself appropriated for the construction of the 
I have just named. 

to this committee, as a matter of good business sense, 
should allow this unlimited discretion in respect 
truction of the Navy to continue, or whether we 
place a limitation upon the exercise of that discre 


l ‘onstruction of naval vessels is necessary beyond 
the Secretary can come to Congress and submit his 
1 give Congress an opportunity to review the esti- 
ubmitted, and thus determine whether or not they 

iry or extravagant, or whether or not they should be 

‘extent to which he recommends. 

business proposition. We are responsible to the 

the appropriation and expenditure of the publi 


d when the proposition involves the expenditure of 
or eight hundred thousand dollars it is our duty to 
limitations upon the discretion of the officer : 
to make the expenditure as will insure its wise, 


1 economical expenditure. 
Mr. Chairman, suppose under an appropriation carried 
mndry civil bill for the repairs and maintenance of pub 


wre 


ings the Secretary of the Treasury should propose to 

a public building, rip out the inside, and reconstruct 
ling, at an expense of five or six hundred thousand 
without authority from Congress. I venture to say, | 


1906. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD 














timated by the 
of the Navy will have to sub 
| the necessity for f 
then Congress wi 


pass upon the q 





The CHAIRMAN. The time of 
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* ROBEI 
‘rom Minnesota to s 


Mr. TAWNEY. 





Minnesota 














FITZGERALD. In 





“Mr. TAWNEY. 


under the 


the armor 


VREELAND. \ 
Suppose the boilers of 


TAWNEY. 





69LS8 


‘own 





1@ boiler, whereas if the boiler is worn out and you have to re- 
it with a new one, that is not repairing that boiler, but 
hrowing the old one away and buying a new one. If a ship 
comes so deteriorated as to require renewal, you do not repair 
t by renewing it or buying another ship. You throw it away 
and replace it by coming to Congress and getting authority for 
the construction of a new vessel. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to oppose this amendment. 
If this committee were a board of naval experts, and knew 
enough about the subject of repairs of naval vessels to say when 
repairs should be made and when they should not be made, then 
I think this amendment would be a very sensible proposition ; 
but unless we are going to constitute ourselves a board of naval 
experts to pass on the repairs of ships every year when they | 
come up, and to hold up those repairs until the estimates are sent | 
in then 1 think we had better not adopt this prop- 
osition. There was, as the gentleman says, a limit placed upon | 
the repairing of wooden ships back in 1883, and it was done for | 
a detinite purpose. At that time and before that time there had | 
been an evolution revolution—in the construction of | 
ships from the old wooden ship to the steel ship, and that pro- 
vision limiting the cost of repairs was put there by reason of this | 
evolution of reconstruction of ships. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman permit a 


sheet of a boiler needs to be replaced, that is repairing | 
nace | 


to Congress, 





yes, a 


question ? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Does the gentleman admit that that limita- 


tion was proper when it was first placed in the appropriation bill 
as a limitation upon the repairs of wooden ships? 

Mr. FOSS. Yes; I think it was. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Inasmuch as we are not constructing wooden 
ships any longer and we are to-day constructing steel vessels, 
why should there not be a like limitation upon the discretion of 


























the Secretary of the Navy in respect to the repair of steel | 
vessels? 
Mr. FOSS. Well, let me read the gentleman what the con- | 
structor Says 
Mr. TAWNEY. Well, but I am asking the gentleman the | 
question as the chairman of the committee, and I think his | 
judgment is just as good as that of the naval constructor. We | 
have passed from the wooden ship to the steel ship. We have | 
done away with the wooden ship in the Navy. We have | 
already done vay with them. Why do you carry a limita- | 
m upon the repair of wooden ships when there is not a scin | 
lla of evidence here that you propose to construct a wooden | 
ship and admit that the construction of wooden ships has | 
sed entirely 4 
Mr. FOSS. Well, they have practically ceased except as | 
T | 
Mr. ROBERTS. The gentleman will pardon me if I say we | 
ow constructing wooden ships in the Navy and have in- | 
creased the limit of cost of them in this very bill. 
Mr. FOSS. You refer to the two training ships? 
Mr. ROBERTS. Yes; they are wooden ships. 
Mr. FOSS. I want to tell you frankly when we first con- | 
idered this in the committee I was of the opinion that it might 
be per to limit the cost, and after careful consideration of it 
~ . » oe ° . ® ° 
I ie to 1 entirely different conclusion. The chief con- | 
uctor, Admiral Capps, speaking of the limitation to be placed | 
1 hese vessels, Says: | 
' 
d ‘ { f such a limitation was fully recognized at the | 
f lication, since the deterioration of the hulls of | 
1 iore serious than that of the hulls of steel | 
ved suitable attention. In fact, prior to the 
é en f the oviso above noted instances had arisen where a | 
| W |! had been buiit under the guise of repairs. Such | 
ney with respect to steel vessels is wholly impossible, since 
rare that any portion of the outer hull of steel vessels are re- 
1 except f damage due to stranding, collision, or other | 
% r portions of the hull are subject to serious 
‘ i n, I ti inner bottom under boilers and the lower | 
I s af il l ilkheads. The care and attention bestowed upon 
wever, that the major portion of the hull does 
not seri ( rate It is, however, necessary to make changes 
j er 1cements, arrangements of magazines, ammunition 
ipply, and structural changes or repairs necessitated by the removal | 
s for repairs or renewal, renewal of wooden decks, overhauling | 
* renewal of auxiliary machinery, etc. | 
Wher steel vessel of the Navy fs surveyed for a general overhaul- | 
wit view to putting it in efficient condition for service, such 
changes as may be necessary to bring the vessel up to date, as far as | 
1 able, from the military point of view, are undertaken along | 
vi the items of general repair necessitated by deterioration in sery- | 
i It is possible under these conditions that the total cost of altera- | 
t ! rs, etc., may, in unusual cases, approach 25 or 30 per cent | 
‘ vil of the vessel. tut it should be borne in mind | 
t ve om fully overhauled under such conditions is really 
t \ el fre military point of view than when originaliy 
‘ d would hardly be justifiable to impose a limit on the cost | 
pairs and alterations, which really improve the military 
efficier of the vessel, unless such limitation was a very liberal per- | 
centage of the total first cost of the vessel. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


| great machine shop. 


| would we do? 


| to do this job; 





May ] 5, 


Then I would state, Mr. Chairman, when the con 
came before the committee we asked him what vessels 
posed to repair during the present year and also tl, 
those repairs upon each vessel, and it is here in the he: 
the committee. 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. 
before the committee? 
to it? 

Mr. FOSS. Hold him down to what? 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. ‘To what he suggested what he y ca 

Mr. FOSS. He is bound by the amount of appropria: : 
that would not set a limit to repairs on each particular 

Mr. LIVINGSTON. That is just the objection the . 
of the Appropriation Committee is urging, that you ha 
limit on the repairs of vessels. 

Mr. FOSS. But he is the proper man to say what 
the amount of repairs and what should not be. Is it 
man from Alabama or the gentleman from Minnesot 
we have not any confidence in our naval constructors 4) 
bureaus down here we had better disband, but the 
Congress should pass upon the question of repairs as to 


Is he bound to follow that sy 
Is there anything to hold hj 


4) 
ul 
9 


|} a particular naval vessel ought to be overhauled or w)} 


ought not to be overhauled is a ridiculous proposit fy 
beginning to end. Not only that, but it has the whok ect 
holding up the work in our navy-yards until Congress 1 Dage 
upon a particular proposition of repairs to this vessel . uit. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit me? 

Mr. FOSS. Just one moment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. You have just stated that the Navy Dp 
ment has already advised the committee what repair 
tend to make on different ships this year and what tl. 
would cost. 

Mr. FOSS. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Would it be any more difficult or barrass 
the Department any more to require it to give that ini 
in a detailed statement than to come before the com 
untarily and give it? Would it embarrass or delay 


any more, if they can give that information now, fo) to 


give detailed estimates next year in accordance wit! pro 
sion of law? 
Mr. FOSS. Yes; and your provision provides thx 
use any of this money for repairs on a ship where ¢! R 
more than 5 per cent, and that is the trouble with t! 
The gentleman speaks of overhauling. Yes; we do 0\ 
naval vessel now and then a good deal as you overh 
chine shop, for after all a naval vessel is nothing 1 
Every ten or fifteen years you 
the machine plants are overhauled, modern machinery 
and that is what we do with our naval vessels sometimes. A 
as Admiral Capps says, the cost of overhauling amounts to 25 
per cent, but that only comes in about ten or a d 
The hull, that was first constructed, is just as good «as 
Was, There is no limit of age to a hull. But as 


terior arrangement, as to the electrical apparatus, as 
| munition hoist, as to guns and armaments, and all tl 


improvement has been going on year after year, and 
comes important to have an overhauling of the inte) 
you would overhaul the interior of a machine shop 
new machines. And that, as I have said, comes on! 
ten years. ‘That is what the gentleman complains of 
Now, suppose we should insist in putting a limit 
upon these repairs or overhauling. What will be the 1 
all? And after we had gotten all of the information | 
Should we say that the Wyoming sh 
repaired and that the Minnesota shall be repaired’ |) 
know anything about it? Are we experts in machin rhe 
gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNEy] may be, bl 
rest of us experts in machinery, with sufficient know to 
pass upon this question? Are we going to transforn S 
into a board of experts? We would turn back to th 
ment and say, “Go and do as you please. We have |! you 
now, go ahead and do it.” That woul 
position of this House. Why, gentlemen, it al ulous 
proposition, in my judgment. 
The CHAIRMAN. The 
expired. 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, just one moment more. 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. BuTLer] in a moment ' show 
you how carefully and how systematically this whole s\ ol 
repairs is gone into by the Department, and how it sed 
upon by board after board, how it comes before eac! eau 
chief, and how the Assistant Secretary of the Navy has 
make a personal inspection of every vessel before re) 
made. } 
It seems to me, Mr. Chairman, that such a propositi re 


is 


time of the gentleman |! gain 








lay the repairs of our ships and do a great deal to de- | mi 


efficiency of our Navy. To put the responsibility 
1 Congress and say when repairs shall be made and 
shall not be made would have a tendency to destroy 
e up our work in the different navy-yards, because such 
dependent entirely upon repairs. And the whole propo- 
limit the cost of repairs would be demoralizing to the 
ciency of the naval service. 
TLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I move to 
it the last word. 
irman, I believe that it would be better for Congress | 
ts hands always upon the appropriations that it | 
ke. I have always advocated that appropriations 
ade by item; that they should be carefully made, 
{| be so limited that those who may have the duty 
ng them will not increase them, waste them, or divert 
ier purposes. 
know, Mr. Chairman, what I would do if the advisa- 
repairing a ship were submitted to me by the authori- 
Navy Department. What would I know about it? 
| rily would have to take the advice of the officer. 
that he would estimate the repairs would cost 25 per 
that the ship is worth, after we expend the 25 per 
» repairs, aS much as a new ship, how would I know 
would be or not? I would have to be informed 
who had the information and in whom I had confi- 


irman, I ask the Clerk to read a statement which will 
e membership of the committee the care with which 
ites are made and the care observed by the officers 
sartment before a ship can be repaired. 
HAIRMAN. The Clerk will read. 
read as follows: 


of routine required by law or regulations for repairs 
of United States naval vessels in navy-yards. 


ip is in commission the captain of the vessel is required 
the Department when the condition of the ship under his |} 
such as to require repairs or alterations in one or more 
3 beyond the capacity of the enlisted force available, and 
must be submitted without delay when there is a proba- 
the vessel under his command is to be sent to a navy-yard. 


much show, on one or more separate sheets for each 

1 from which it came and the bureau under whose 

the work falls, with the items of work classified under the 
headings: (1) Immediate repairs necessary for cruising 


* the prevention of deterioration, or for sanitary considera- 
further repairs which it is desirable to have made when- 











s of the ship can be spared for a sufficient length of 
necessary alterations, and (4) alterations desirable but not 
In each case the reason for asking for the work must 


orts are forwarded through official channels to the | 
which decides upon the time when the vessel shall be 
y-yard for examination and estimate of cost of the items 
: bureaus under whose cognizance the work falls 
1 of the Department’s decision as to the time when the 
e sent to the navy-yard for examination, and the bureaus | 
instructions for the examination and report on the | 
the heads of departments at the navy-yard. 

he ship at the navy-yard. the heads of the depart 
en make detailed examination of the vessel wit! 
of work contained in the commanding office 


















ith reference to any further items which their examina- 
to be necessary for putting the vessel in an efficient con 
tailed estimates are made for each item, with plans, if nec- 


ne 
are embodied in reports by the heads of departments con 
ether with a statement of eonditions and the recommenda 
eads of departments on each item. 
ts and estimates are forwarded to the Department through 
dant of the navy-yard, who makes such observations and 
ms as he deems proper. The reports are then referred 
ment to the respective bureaus for examination and com- 
ter such examination and comment are usually referred 
rd on Construction for coordination and final recommenda- 
» Department. After such recommendation if any modifica 
» work proposed are deemed necessary they are made, and if, 
the expense on the hull and spars exceeds $3,000, and on 
nd rigging $1,000, surveys must be ordered at the navy-yard 
nee with sections 1538 and 1539 of the Revised Statutes. 
remarked that these limitations were originally made in 
still adhered to, though hardly suited to the conditions on 
ls, which cost from five to ten times as much as those 
» date in which the act was passed.) 
is then held, each item proposed or modified is consid 
stimates previously prepared revised by the board of survey, 
liled statement in the form of a survey is prepared for each 
irtment having work to do on the vessel. These surveys are 
the Navy Department for further examination by the bu 
erned and recommendations made to the Department as to | 
ition of each item of the survey. 
t is determined what items are to be executed, the comman- 
the navy-yard is notified and authorized to direct the repairs to 
ded with. If the repairs are at all extensive, it is usually 
to procure greater or less quantities of material for such 
ind, under the system of purchase prescribed by law, the pro- 
t of such materials as may not be in stock usually requires 
» to three months, unless the Department considers an emer- 
) exist which will permit the materials to be purchased without 
ment. The repairs are undertaken as fast as material is | 
and if, after one up of any work, it is found that fur- 
urs not contemplated in the original survey must be made re 
ring such additional work as may be then required are sub- 
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struction, and putting one of the other and, possibly, newer 
vessels into commission that is now out of commission, be- 
cause we have not the men to man her. The Secretary of the 
Navy, in a report to Congress at the beginning of this session, 
said that more than one-half of the tonnage of the Navy to-day 
is out of commission. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Including the tinclads. 

Mr. TAWNEY. He said that more than one-half of the ton- 
nage of the Navy is out of commission to-day. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, then, whatever 
our ideas may be as to a large or small Navy, I think we all 
must agree that the Navy should always be in a state of pre- 
paredness. Now, the gentleman’s amendment would fit in 


nicely in time of peace, but in the case of a sudden conflict | 


and the resulting necessity for war vessels, would it not be dan- 
gerous to have a vessel out of commission until the ponderous 
machinery of Congress could be exercised to make the neces- 
sary repairs where they are over 10 per cent of the cost of the 
vessel? Unless the chairman of the Committee on Appropria- 


tions can solve that problem for me, I shall be obliged to vote | 


against his amendment. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman that this is not 
a new policy. Wehave had anavy fora great many years. . We 
have had wooden vessels which cost the Government of the 





tion of the limitation, and I believe that 5 per cent wou 


able the Secretary of the Navy to make all of the or 
repairs that are reasonably necessary to any vessel 
Navy, but this limitation will not be sufficient to enable ¢| 
retary of the Navy to do what heis doing to-day—makine 
hundred thousand or a million dollars’ worth of repairs on 
sel, and I do not think he should have that authority. It | 
been the policy of Congress, Mr. Chairman, to vest that 
of discretion in any administrative officer. Take it in 
to the construction of public buildings or in the admini 
of public affairs, and it has never been the policy to vest 
one officer the discretionary power of repairing, or 1 


| that which was originally authorized by Congress, wlx 


United States $360,000, $434,000, and $480,000. But notwith- | 
standing the fact that we have always maintained a navy of 


larger or smaller size, we haye always likewise had a policy 
in the Navy which was to limit the reconstruction of the Navy 
and the discretion of the Secretary of the Navy in the matter 
of reconstructing it to 10 per cent of the cost of these vessels. 
In other words, take it in 1873 to 1876, we authorized the Nipsic, 
a wooden vessel, which cost $860,000. Another one, the Esser, 
cost $434,000, and another one, the Enterprise, cost $480,000. 
Now, the matter of making repairs for all these ships has been 
limited to-day to 10 per cent of the cost of these vessels. In 
other words, on a vessel costing $360,000, $36,000 of repairs 
can be made by the Department. 

Mr. ROBERTS. At one time. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 


chusetts has expired. 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I ask for five minutes | 


more. 
There was no objection. 





Mr. TAWNEY. And so on with the others. A vessel cost- | 
ing $434,661, the cost of the repairs of that vessel, within the | 


discretion of the Secretary of the Navy was limited to $43,000, 
and the other to $48,000. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. The gentleman is in error. In 1887, in 
the Forty-ninth Congress, second session, the provision on 
wooden vessels was 20 per cent, and it was not until steam ves- 
sels of the Navy were being built and it was deemed unwise to 


continue the wooden vessels in commission that a reduction to | 


10 per cent was made. It is made since 1887, and I will find 
the exact year. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Made since 1887? 

Mr. FITZGERALD. In the naval appropriation bill ap- 


> 


proved March 3, 1887, the provision is that— 


No part of said sum shall be applied to the repair of engines and 
inery of wooden ships where the estimated cost of such repair 


exceed 20 pet ent of the estimated cost of new engines and | 
hinery of the same character and power, but nothing herein con 
tained shall prevent the repair of machinery and boilers for wooden 
e hulls of which can be fully repaired for 20 per cent of the 
estimated cost of the ship of the same size and material. 


Mr. TAWNEY. That has nothing to do with the policy; it 
only increases the extent of the discretion of the Secretary in 
the matter of making repairs. What I am contending for here is 
that there should be some limitation upon the discretion of the 
Navy Department in the matter of reconstructing the Navy 
that is to-day costing us more than $100,000,000 annually. I 
say that it is bad policy, that it is bad administration, to vest 
in the head of any one Department of this Government a dis- 
cretionary power that would enable him, or authorize him, to 
expend a million or two million dollars without any report to 


Congress as to the necessity for the expenditure, or without any | 


ounting to Congress as to how he has expended the money. 


If 5 per cent is too small a limitation, increase it to 10 per cent; | 


ke it the same as it is to-day on wooden vessels, and then you 
vould have double the amount for making the repairs, as the 
limitation to-day is fixed upon existing appropriations. 

Ir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I understood 
the gentleman to suggest that if, in the judgment of the com- 

ttee, 5 per cent was too low, it should be increased to 10 per 
cent. Does not my friend think it would be better to consider 
this well before we change the figure from 5 to 10 per cent? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will say that I have considered the ques- 


volved an expenditure of half that amount. 

Mr. WALDO. I would like to ask the gentleman if 
a fact that the only policy, in the line of which the « 
speaks, that the Government has had in the limitatio: 
of repairs has been in regard to wooden ships since we 
to make the steel Navy, and that was to prevent th 
struction of the old wooden ships, so as to make new « 
time when the Government had decided that it would on 
new steel ships? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not know when the policy of 
the Secretary of the Navy to the reconstruction of y 
gan. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman fro: 
sota has expired. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask for five minut 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 
his time be extended five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, | 
like to ask the gentleman from Minnesota a question. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I will yield to the gentleman fro: 
chusetts. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I would like t 
whether, in view of the letter from the Naval Constm 


| the effect that sometimes repairs are necessary that 


for 25 or 30 per cent of the original cost of the vessel, | 
tation of 5 per cent of the hull and 5 per cent on the m 
is not too low? 

Mr. TAWNEY. It may be. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then why not r: 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no objection to increasing 
per cent. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Ten per cent on \ 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ten per cent in each case. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then I will vote 
gentleman if he will do that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, what I contend fo 
We are building up a tremendous navy. In 1910 it w 
ond to only one in the world, and it is costing the peo; 
United States a hundred million dollars annually to 
it. Now, an institution like the Navy that has cost the ‘ 
ment of the United States hundreds of millions of d 
construct, and that, too, in less than ten years from the 
original construction, will necessarily require reconst! 
I maintain that Congress should not longer delay in 
the policy of putting some limitation upon the head of t 
Department in the matter of the reconstruction of such 
institution as our present Navy, and as it will be in 11! 
the ships now authorized are completed. I am simp 
taining that it is bad policy. I admit that there may 
sion for the expenditure of more than 10 per cent or | 
20 per cent of the cost of the vessel, but that is an extra 
repair, and when it becomes necessary to expend that : 
money I maintain that before the expenditure is made 
be passed upon by the Congress of the United States and 
to the discretion of any single administrative officer \ 
sponsible to nobody for that expenditure and who is not 
to report to anybody in regard to that expenditure or its 

I maintain that it is bad policy, it is bad administi 
allow the reconstruction of a navy such as we have to-d 
on here without any limitation whatever, and if it was 
adopt this policy in respect to wooden ships, it is of 
greater importance and it is far more necessary that ws 
adopt it in respect to the reconstruction of steel vesse! 
we are to-day building at a cost of many million dolla: 
cess of the cost of wooden ships. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask if | 
tleman has not conveyed a wrong impression here, 
what I have heard from the Committee on Naval Affairs 
he has, that repairs to the extent of 20 per cent are 
dinary repairs. As I understand, if these steel vess 
been in commission for quite a while repairs to the ex! 


Ma y 1 oe 


Massa- 


+ 
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but are absolutely necessary, and I would like to have 
t} oint cleared up. 
rAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, the chairman of the Commit- 
Naval Affairs himself stated, and the letter which he | 
orroborates the statement, that the life of the hull and 
ior of a vessel are practically without limit. Neither 
or nor the hull of a vessel requires any repair, and there 
epreciation and no deterioration there, and yet the hull 
armor of a vessel are the principal items of the original 
a vessel. 
eliminate that from the cost of the vessel and then 
cost of repairing the machinery to 10 per cent and 
» cost of repairing the interior construction of the other 
the vessel to 10 per cent, and you have provided amply | 
ordinary repairs to any vessel that is afloat to-day. Gen- 
nust bear in mind that this limitation does not apply to 
re cost of the vessel. This proposed limitation applies 
the part of the vessel that is to be repaired. In the one 
vould eliminate the machinery and in the other case it | 
eliminate the interior construction as distinguished from | 
hinery. But, Mr. Chairman, I desire to submit this to | 
ibers as fair-minded men: Here is a bill that carries | 
« 5,000 which can be expended within the discretion of one 
idministrative officer without any limitation—without | 
essity for making any report or any accounting to Con 
We propose to allow him to go into the Treasury of the 
States and take out over $11,000,000 for the repair of 
ssels without any investigation as to the necessity for 
enditure and without requiring him to render any ac 
( to Congress, from which he must get the appropriation, 
submit that it ought to be stopped; that there ought to | 
mitation. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to amend the amend- 
| offered by increasing the amount from 5 to 10 per cent 
1 case. | 
CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota asks | 
ous consent to insert the word “ten” instead of the 
‘five’ in the particulars he has suggested. Is there | 





| e was no objection. 
ir, McNARY. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last | 
I have listened very carefully to the argument of the 
n from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], the chairman of the | 
( tee on Appropriations, and while we may sympathize | 
his main proposition and agree that there ought to be | 
limitation, it must be quite apparent to the other Mem- | 
s it is to me, that his limitation in the beginning, of 5 
ut was altogether too small, if a limitation was to be 
| on the bill at all. I submit that he reasons from wrong | 
es when he takes the limitation on wooden vessels as a 
rd, because it is apparent to my mind that that limita- 
as placed there for the purpose of preventing the re- 
iction of wooden vessels, practically putting them out 
ission in order to make way for the new steel Navy. 
vhile there may be reason behind the idea of having a 
tion, it seems to me it ought not to come here or be 
in the form of an amendment to this bill, but ought to 

y carefully considered and the facts carefully gone into 
Naval Committee, in conference with the Navy Depart- | 
flicials, so that if a limitation is to be placed on it at all, 
iid be a fair, reasonable, and judicious limitation. [I do | 
we have quite reached that point yet. My mind is not 

n the subject that a limitation ought to be placed at 10 
on one form, such as machinery, and 10 per cent on 
such as the hull, as it seems to me that it might rea 

vy go to 25 per cent, and in some cases to 35 per cent total 
1 would be quite willing to vote for some limitation 
power of the Secretary, but I am not willing to vote on a 
judgment, placing the limitation at some figure simply 
e the gentleman has in view the limitation on the wooden 
nd has confounded the two. If this thing is to be done 
t ought to be done after a careful consideration and re 

y the Naval Committee, and sp to the time it has been 
idered the House ought not to vote for any limitation 


RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have the amend 
ow reported as it has been amended by the gentleman 
Minnesota. 

e CHAIRMAN, Without objection, the amendment will 
be reported, as amended by the gentleman from Minne 
through unanimous consent. 
re was no objection, and the amendment as amended was | 
ed by the Clerk. 
WALDO. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just one word. | 





place this 10 per cent limitation 
Secretary of the Navy in the expe 
600,000. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts 
strike out the last word. I wish t 
man from Minnesota that neith 
Massachusetts who have opposed 
navy-yard district, and 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentleman 


know I did not refer to him, because 
crease the limit to 10 per cent he would supp 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I 


cent and 25 per cent and 33 per cent are not extraordinary | It may be, as the gentleman from Minnesot 


iid, bad p 
to allow the Navy Department to have unlimited d ‘ 
| but it will be a much worse poliey to now start on a new 
in violation of Rule XXI of this House, and n I 
for the Navy Department that will pract e up : 
portion of our Navy so it will be useless, for that is wh 
be the result. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to say just one \ 
more. The gentleman from New York and the itlen 
are contending against this amendment I realize are fe 
that it may interfere with the empioyment of men in tl 
eral navy-yards which they represent on this floor, vl 
that is the principal reason that they are opposing this 
sition; but I submit, Mr. Chairman, that there is not a 
one of them who has given any reason why we should not 
the same policy in respect to the reconstru 1 of ow 
vessels that has obtained for more than a quarter of a « 
in the reconstruction of the wooden ships. Now, we ‘ 
on at a tremendous rate with the expenditure of pub 
and I candidly think that if gentlemen will not allow thi 
to be influenced by those who are located in the vii 
hnavy-yards and those who are afraid that this limitation 
operate somewhat to check the power of the Navy Depart 
that we will as a matter of good administration and good 
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an executive officer of this Gove 
strongly in the case of repairs to 
other cases. 
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officer who is informed both as to the needs o 
ally and the necessity of the repairs in the 
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of the gentleman from Minnesota 


expenditures would be better, and that great care shor 


Member of 


et, may 


Il, 


achusetts 
if I woul 


he mot 


ned to do 


“utter liste 


Massachusetts 


; aa 
Lau 


iat proj . 

Ss 3 iit 

2 é 
pu | 


Ll would 


one-half, but 1 thin 


2 % 
f preparedness it is 
t is in a condition t 
erefore, whene 
ther VesSst ( 
made promptly. 1 
re pl \ 
t , } » +3 
e dis 
l ent oes ‘ 
naval sels as it 
the 1 | officer 
that d oO ( g 
lot med 
f 1 N: 
pratll i i 
I think the « s ‘ 
concerning the s t 


exercised in the selection of the naval officer 


this large discretion. It seems to 
be reposed in him, and it is for 
visory power upon the manner in 


cretion. If the Committee on Naval Affairs 


me a large 


Congress t 


which he 


wl 


the expenditures made by the naval constructor 


committee is derelict in its duty. 7 
it has been negligent or not in tha 


ought at once to begin to scrutiniz 


extreme care. 


I do not think that any officer of this Gove 


permitted to expend $7,600,000 wit 


some one, and there is a prov ision 


hout ll 


. } } . 
in the tay 


accounting. If that provision is not enforced 
edy it is not, it seems to me, to 
the officer, who has the necessary 


ta] 


Ke 


e those e 


informatio! 





6922 





presumably capable reising that discretion wisely, and 
invest that power in a committee of Congress or in Congress 
itself, which, from the very nature of its composition, is not 
fitted to deal with the highly technical subject of the extent of 


of exe 


repairs necessary for vessels of the Navy. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 


cl tts [Mr. SuLtivan] on the pending amendment is ex- 
I 1 ¢ d 

Vir. McNARY. I move to strike out the last three words. 

Mr. ¢ irman, I would not reply to the gentleman were it not 





referred to the gentlemen from Massa- 
( et as 1 navy-yard districts. If it were cor- 
( that 1 resented navy-yard districts, his remarks would 
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the appropriation made for repairs to the reconstruct 
vessels. 

Mr. FOSS. There is no diversion whatever of the ap 
tion, and never has been. It is simply a question of the 
of repairs. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. What I want to know 
all repairs made in the Government navy-yards, or 
any repairs made under contract? 

Mr. FOSS. <A very few, sometimes in foreign waters. 
are made by a private contractor. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. But when a vessel gets 
repair 
Mr. FOSS. 
own navy-yards. 
Mr. McNARY. I would like to ask the gentlem 
would happen if we placed a limitation of this charact: 

Mr. FOSS. I have already answered that question 
say. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to thy 
ment offered by the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 1 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced 
noes appeared to have it. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 36, n 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, reserving the palp 
of order, I would like to suggest to the gentleman that 
that the committee do now rise. 

Mr. FOSS. We have just the same proposition 
gentleman on another paragraph. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I reserve the point of order. 

Mr. FOSS. I will ask the gentleman from Minn 
willing to take the vote now? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I take it, from the 
had, that it is the sentiment of the committee that the 
of the Navy should have unlimited discretion in the ex 
of this $11,000,000 for the repair of vessels, including 1 
struction of a navy that has cost several billion of dol 
I will therefore withdraw the other amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. Now I desire to eall the attention of tl 
tee to the fact. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I reserve the point of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota 
to withdraw the amendment to the other paragraph, : 
be so ordered unless there is objection. 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to call the attention of the « 
the fact that we have reached the increase of the N 
know many Members are interested in this provisio 1 
will now move that the committee rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker h 
sumed the chair, Mr. CRUMPACKER, Chairman of the ¢ 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, rey 
that committee had had under consideration the n: 
priation bill and had come to no resolution thereon. 

STEEL DREDGES FOR THE PANAMA CANAL. 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the following 
from the President of the United States; which was 
ferred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign C 
and ordered to be printed: 

the Senate and the House of Repres 

I transmit herewith copies of correspondence between 

of War and myself on the subject of the purchase of two 
lé 


or 
al a 





Repairs, generally speaking, are mac: 


no 


is 


T'o entatives: 


for the Panama Canal. 
THEODORE R 
Tue Wuite Hovussz, May 15, 1906. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The SPEAKER announced his signature to enroll 
the following titles: 

S. 5668. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Sealey ; 

S. 4488. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Amis; 
S. 5780. An aet granting a pension to Lorenzo E. Jo! 

§.394. An act granting an increase of pension to 
Lucas; 





S. 442. An act granting an increase of pension to | 3 
| Colton: 

$.522. An act granting an increase of pension t 
Worrall; 

S.557. An act granting an increase of pension to M: 


have L¢ iit; but neither my colleague nor myself 
I esent a : listrict, but, on the contrary, I represent 
ect which is a shipbuilding district, and I can easily con- 

\ repairs were limited to 5 per cent, the money which 
v i be saved, according to the gentleman’s argument, on re- 
I would not be turned back into the Treasury, but would be 
put into new ships, and therefore I may be arguing against the 

t sts of my own district in that particular respect. 

I do not believe that even if the limitation of 5 per cent advo- 
cated by the gentleman were adopted, there would be any de- 
crease in the yunt appropriated for the Navy Department, 

the people would not be taxed 1 cent less than they are at 

1 present tir I do think it is a fair statement, as made 
colleague from Massachusetts [Mr. SurxitvAn], that if re- 

: » to be made at all they should be sufficiently and prop- 

d completely made, and under the jurisdiction of a proper 

I tain, which, I think, will be agreed to by every 

this body, that a committee of Congress, or a committee 

ny legislative body, is not a proper body to supervise repairs 
ival work or any other work. The gentleman undoubtedly 

S od point for the foundation of his argument, but he has 

fully considered this subject, and has not placed a fair 
and proper limitation upon the power of the Secretary of the | 
N: nd in vi f that fact I am not willing to vote for his | 
: 

my own part I believe in building a good navy, one sufii- 
( for our } ls, not extraordinarily large one, but if we | 

ive a navy at all we ought to have a good one, ready to 

) ( r at all times, and in good and cemplete repair. We | 

t to 1 our n -yards so equipped that they are ready 
re d have the proper kind of a mechanical force 
tr 1 in all departments to make these repairs quickly, in 
» our shi per condition to meet the enemy, if 
led upon to do so. 

I { itlem amendment ought to be voted down. 
I t! matter to be limited, ] uught to have intro- 

{ h ] Ss aw f nd ive it before the 

{ rAWNEY n ll pe t me, I will say 

MI McNARY It j rly before this Committee of the 

H e, | not the Naval Committee, wh it ought to 
een s ially considered and reported upon. 
TAWNEY. If the gentleman will pardon me, the chair- 
the Ce littee on Naval Affairs said that it had been 
lered, d this word “ wooden ” had been stricken 
1 i r iside 1 they had « luded to put it 
Cries of “ Vote! ’’} 
SS. J Chairman, I do not want to delay the com- | 
] relation to this matter, but I do not want 
to have the impression go forth here that the Navy Department 
{ matter of repairs, and that repairs are not 
| 1 wl the ship goes into the yards. Upon 
th p at the navy-yard the heads of the depart- 
I 1 foreman make detailed examination of the ves- 
the items of the work and repairs: then 
! e made on each item and are sent to the 
) le} tment and then they are referred to the 
mstruction, and after the board of construction | 
upon it, vey is ordered, and after the survey they 
] < to the Department and get the word to go ahead with 
I do not want the impression to go out here to-day | 
Navy Department does not exercise care and consider- 
1 the matter of repairs. 
Mr. TAWNE) If the gentleman will pardon me just a mo- | 
I am not ending that there is any carelessness in the | 
ot making repairs, nor is this limitation intended to 
restrict tl Department in making ordinary repairs. What I 
{ gz to do to prevent the Department from diverting 
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act granting an increase of pension to Albert 


pension to Mary BR. Bronaugh;: 


an 


increase of pension to Thomas 


61, An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
: % An act granting an increase of pension to Job Rice: 
Ol, An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 
son 
of. An act granting an increase of pension to Louis A. 
10. An act granting an increase of pension to Ann J. 
son 
25. An act granting an increase of pension to David 
Oo 
s. 4969. An act granting an increase of pension to Augustus 
\ ns; 
Ss. 4692, An act granting an increase of pension to Adaline M. 
Con; 
S. Uod. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
rd; 
‘4718. An act granting an increase of pension to George 
son; 
8.4702. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
ell: 
76. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorenda 
So. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
a's 
US2. An act granting an increase of pension to David N. 
- |. 
S. 9163, An act granting an increase of pension to John 
-47. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob 
S fs. AN act granting an increase of pension to Ernest 
dwell 
i). An act granting an increase of pension to William 
Robinson ; 
S . An act granting an increase of pension to William 
\\ 1° 
9%. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto A. 
hl. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
tts; 
t. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. 
--. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles 
2. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon A. 
-o. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
v1. An act sranting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 
re; 
79 An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 
505. An aet granting a pension te Kate §. Hutchings : 
fol. An aet sranting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
a: 
40. An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton B. 
Steen: 
vot An act granting a pension to Hannah McCarty : 
O41. An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
O71. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard f. 
0673. An act granting an increase of pension to Hilton 
gsteed : 
OSO. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
‘02. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna C. 
am: 
135, An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew D. 
ey 





An act granting 


an increase of pension to Ruth P. 


! 


| 


| 


| 
| 
| 
| 


an increase of pension to Harriette | 


Or me Te 
Wolf : 
S. 57386. An act granting an increase of pension to M 
S. 2194. An act granting a pension to W il H 
S. 2978. An act stanting an increase of yy ns 
Knowles: 
S. 3033. An act granting an increase of pe 
Patton: 
S. 8040. An act sranting a pension to May C. Vi 
S. 3219. An act granting an crease of 1 
Allison : 
S. 3271. An act granting an increase of pension te 
E. Brown: 
S. 3299. An act granting an in rease of pension 


| 


i 


S. 2467. An 


act granting an increase 
Clark : 
S. 1705. An act granting an increase of 
George: 
S. 2851. An act granting an increase of 


Chambers : 


S. 2043. An 


act granting an increase 


Stillwell - 


S. 3483. act granting an increase of pensior 






Sheaff : 
S. 3788. An act granting an increase of pensior 
Judd; 
S. 3485. An act sranting an increase , Dp i 
Hammes : 
S. 38798. An act granting an increas f S 
Faull: 
S. 38797. An act granting an increass of 
E. Ward: 
S. 4005. An act sranting an increa of pens 
Quill ; 
8.4048. An act granting an increas. of 
Knecht : 
S. 4177... An act eranting an increas. 
Cobb : 
S. 4665. An act gr inting an increase of pens 
Bois: 
8.5536. An act £ranting an in f 
O. Clark : 
8.9959. An act gt inting an incress 
Muehlberg : 
S. 4175. An act grant Y n I 
erly; 
8.5562. An act granting an 
Hull: 
S. 5659. An act granting an in IS¢ 
I. Bre wer: and 
S. 5658. An act sranting an ‘ f 
Pruit. 
ENROLLED BILLS PRESENTED rO THE PRES 
Mr. WACHTER. fr m the C4 } 
ported that this day the had presented to the Py 
United States. for his approval. t} 
H. J. Res. 134. Joint resolutior utho 
and maintenance of x rves, ers l 
Michigan, adjoining certain lands in I e ¢ 
H.R. 15095. An act author et 
easements needed in connecti n with 
improvement at the expense of persons 
tions; 
H. R. 18204. An act to ith the N 
Bridge Comp ny to construet l t 
or hear Weldon, N. C.: 
H. R. 18946. An act for the relief of ¢ ries | 
H.R. 6101. An act for the f of the « ‘ 
Demarest. deceased, 
WITHDRAWAL OF PAP} { 1 
The Clerk read as follows 
Mr HAYE S asks leave to with« S 
out leaving copies, the | I s in 
Fifty-ninth Cong "eSS), D dvers« 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Spe er, | e ft 
granted 
The motion was agr ed to. 
COMMITTEE ON } BLIK 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Sp I 
for the present consid ration of this reso 
Mr. WILLIAMS. itar Mr 
The SPEAKER 1) S 
Mr. WILLIAMS 1 tl < 
printing and binding. t be dk ‘ 





The SPEAKER. The 
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The Clerk read ie | i S 
| { ( n Pul Buildings and Grounds be 
zed to } d 1 g done as may be required 
t s during 1 Fifty-ninth Congress. | 
The SPI <B] Che Chair is of opinion that it can not be 
a é t is « sent } 
WILLIAMS. Will the gentleman yield to me for aj 
] BAR) LDT. |] | 
M \ IAMS. I will y that once before I have taken 
1 1 th ( 1 matters were not within the line 
( I shall not make objection in this 
e { ol procedure ony. 
Mh P] ER. 7 ( r hears no objection. | 
rhe question was t ; and the resolution was agreed to. 
\ FOSS. Mr. § I move that the House do now 
I 1 LP 
y t5< ; and 20 minutes p. m.) the House 
¢ by Gen. Horace Porter, LL. D., at Annapolis, 
t ( i/ emorial ceremonies in honor of 
An a j ip 4, 1906 
Printed in pursu e of Joint Resolution of Congress.] 
y Amel! reclaims her illustrious dead. We gather 
] 1 the pre ce of the Chief Magistrate of the nation and 
( vast concourse representative citizens of the Old World 
New y < homage to the leading historic figure 
early annals of the American Navy, to testify that his 
t dead memory, but a living reality, to quicken our 
( of appreciation and to give assurance that the transfer 
( . to the land uw whose arms he shed so much 
hi rt ng in distinction by reason of the long delay. 
Ol John Paul Jones reads more like romance than 
re It is 1 e like a fabled tale of ancient days than the 
An can sailor of only a century and a quarter 
a As ] | shade produce the most attractive effects in 
n Ire ) r contrasts, the str xe vicissitudes of 
his eventfi 1d | with an interest that attaches 
te it few of the world’s celebrities. His rise from the humble 
I Ss appl e to th ymmand of conquering squadrons; 
his 1 ( 1 tl low-born peasant boy to the favorite 
( yurts; crour ig at times within the shadow of 
‘ { t other S nding on the highest pinnacle of 
fan ese f the features of his marvelous career 
t il to ition, excite men’s wonder, and fas- 
1e 1 vho make a study of ! life. 
ires he possessed lend a peculiar interest 
He displayed the fierce temerity of the 
; combined with the knightly courtesy of 
l ! At one time we find him aboard the Bon- 
j I frail hant ship he had hurriedly con- 
f , juipped with condemned guns, whose 
‘ 1 e decimated his crew, attacking the Serapis, a 
§ r Br 1 ship just off her own shores, his vessel soon 
a yr, most of his guns disabled, half of his 





I Cl f A I i French lying about him dead 
‘ g, t ‘ running with human blood, his ship a 
‘ r 200 prisoners confined in the hold rushing 


of his 


herous capta 


he remnant 
rt ev , with her trea 


Cii- 
in, 
flame and 


the ma 


smoke issuing from 


1 carnage raging till 


el | 1 her hire 


with splinters, 








f had usurped the place of earth, the 
the very thickest of » combat, hat- 
h powder, the very nation of battle, 
ng purty and try this one desperate 
hen asked by h antagonist who saw 
] ‘ whether |] had struck his flag reply- 
it! Chen, | he inspiration of 
l orging Vv rs » giants, capturing his op 
1 t r Vi from defeat 1 transferring his 
prize just in time to s his own ship sink beneath 
\ the f still floating d ntly from the mast. 
we irrayed the height of fashion, 
‘ l i irked el nee ‘in the brilliant 
S e courts of Eu e, replying gracefully 
f 3 and princes in fluent English, 
S] , Showing that he could tread the polished 
| s becomingly as the blood-stained deck 
5 n. On the water he was the wizard | 
( on t land he showed himself an adept in the | 
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| tleties of diplomacy. 








realms of diplomacy. While his exploits as a sailor « 1 
by their brilliancy his triumphs as a diplomat, he often 1 
himself a master both of the science of statecraft and 1 

He early urged upon the Govern 

policy of weakening the blockade so disastrous to the 


| which were essentially commercial, by sending war 


Great Britain’s home waters, attacking her vast comm: 


| the sea, compelling her to keep fleets at home to protect 
| ing her coasts, and bringing to her people an awakening 


the realities of war in order that they might tire of 
aimed to save his prizes, so that he could exhibit captur 
ish war ships in French ports, show the people the ho 


| of the cause of the colonies, stimulate the Government 


power, and encourage it to send armies and fleets to o1 
His chief diplomatic triumph was when he took the « 
Serapis and Countess of Scarborough into the principal! 
of Holland for the express purpose of raising irritat 
tions regarding the rights of belligerent vessels in neut 
and embroiling England in a war with Holland. He w 
this mission of his own initiative and against the 
such experienced diplomatists as De Vauguyon, tl 
ambassador to Holland, and Dumas, the eminent inte 
lawyer, and by his tact, his ingenuity, and the signal 
his correspondence he succeeded perfectly in his und 
and England soon had another foe arrayed against li 
rare tact he escaped giving offense to Holland and at 
time avoided wounding the susceptibilities of rance. 
So much was our Government impressed by this : ' 
exhibitions of his rare diplomatic skill that it intn 
with the delicate and difficult mission of collecting int 
claims. 
Washington said of him, in a letter addressed to C 
Hewes: 


Mr. Jones is clearly not only a master mariner within t 
the art of navigation, but he also holds a strong and profou 
the political and military weight of command at sea. 

Jefferson, by direction of Washington, intrusted hi 
diplomatic mission to Holland to see whether that §S 
be induced to join us in an expedition against the | 
the Barbary coast, and made known that it was the P: 
desire to give him command of a squadron for such 
But his death intervened before the necessary shi] 
furnished. 

Paul Jones had written in French an exceedingly 
phlet entitled “ Treatise on the Existing State of the 
Navy,” which produced a profound impression. Napole 
first consul, was so struck by it that he had it reprint 
title page bore the inscription “ Written by the great 
and Russian Admiral.” 

When Paul Jones took his prizes into the ports « 
the English minister there distinguished himself by 
alluding in official correspondence to the conquer 
Serapis as “a certain Paul Jones, a pirate.” N 
Admiral’s able and complete refutation of this unfor 
acterization, made to the Dutch States-General and 
them, perhaps his best answer was the explanation 
gave some time afterwards in a conversation. 

Having been alluded to as a pirate— 

Said he 








I looked up the authoritative definitions of that epitl 
among them “ Pirate—one who is at war with mankind.” 

a regular commission as a naval officer in an honor 
making war only upon the armed enemies of my countt 
at war with America, France, Holland, and Spain, d 


provoking war in several colonies, and it seems to me t 
pirate, not I. 
When he landed a force in England and his sailors « 
a quantity of silver plate from Lord Selkirk’s estate, 
purchased it from the crew, who then owned it and 
value as prize money, paying for it over $700 out 
pocket, a large sum in those days, and as soon as he ¢ 
eure the means of communicating returned it and 
handsome acknowledgment from Lord Selkirk. Lord ] 
* British and To! 


f 


on the contrary, heading a party of 


pletely ravaged the plantation on which Paul Jones h 
lished himself in Virginia, burned to the ground his 

mill, destroyed his wharf, killed his cattle, and carr 
able-bodied slaves of both sexes to be sold in Jan 


piracy there was, the record stamps not Paul Jone 
Dunmore as the pirate. 

One of the most conspicuous traits in the chara: 
illustrious sailor was his pronounced and enthusias 
to America. In a letter to Jefferson in 1788 he said: 


I can never renounce the glorious title of a citizen of t 
States. 


t 





1906. 


4, 


> 


He 


ivingston, 
t bad companionship for a “ pirate,” 


Aronr 


ng his closest friends and most ardent admirers were 


1other time he wrote: 

ot wish to engage in privateering. My object is not that of 

but to serve the public in a way that may reflect credit 
ant Navy and give prestige to our country on the sea. 

yet this is the man whom calumny has called a pri- 
an. 

. outbreak of the Kevolution, after he had presented to 

by request, his celebrated suggestions for the organ- 

of an efficient navy—a plan as applicable fundamentally 
rvice to-day as then—he wrote: 


iln, 


s; is to be the foundation, or, I may say, the first keel timber 


y, which all patriots must hope shall become the foremost 
* 8 * 


rid 
lin: 


exceedingly desperate fighting one of our ships shall conquer 


| played a wit that could cut the st 


‘irs of markedly superior force, we shall be hailed as the pio- | 
new power on the sea with untold prospects of development. | 


tic words from the man who was destined to fight just | 


battle. 
Jones never sailed in a man-of-war whose quarter-deck 
thy of being trodden by his feet. His battles were won 
his ships, but by his genius. Employing the feeble 
yen him or which he himself procured he sailed forth 
to strike the enemies of his country’s liberty wherever 
| find them and paused not till he dipped the fringes of 
ers in the home waters of the mistress of the seas. 
i some thirty vessels from the foremost of naval powers, 
ur bold descents upon the land, seized large quantities 


He | 


| Adams, and it was long before he 
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Notwithstanding the gravity of hi 
and gild disappointment with a plea j 
He fashioned epigrams in prose and pe 

Mrs. Livingston, in speaking of him in he 
sationalist, said: 





He by turns delighted, amazed, and 
The Duchess de Chartres wrote: 


Not Bayard or Charles le 
lady’s feet with su 


Tén 
h knightly d 

The Marquis de Vaudreuil, the Fren 
Paul Jones once made a yoyage, 


rire c% ld 
ignity. 
h ad ] th w 
said: 

His talents are so wonderful ar 
brings forth some new proof of cl 

Franklin spoke of the “strange magnetism of 
the undescribable charm of his manner. 

His criticisms and retorts were at ti 
made him enemies. When Mr. Adams, at a reception | 
delphia, attempted to relate an anecdote of 
French, Paul Jones, upon ’ 
thought of Mr. Adams’s French, replied, without 
the remark might repeated : | 
Mr. Adams wére as English 
the greatest Tory in the land.” Tl! 


d of 


evernes 


h dive ity tb 


1 7” 1 , | } 
peing asked by ne ti 1s ne 


be 


Lor 


| criticism. 


s and military stores, destroyed more than a million dol- | 


rth of property on the sea, and took hundreds of. prison- 

e capture was used to force an exchange and release our 

» were being slowly tortured to death in the loathsome, 
tial prison hulks in Brooklyn. Congress afterwards 

i him by resolution for “ his bold and successful enter- 
to redeem from captivity the citizens of these States who 
len under the power of the enemy.” 
as the very personification of valor. 

» manliest of human attributes. 
d cowards. He believed that there was scarcely a sin 
vhich courage could not atone. He showed this trait 
| the aphorisms he uttered, such as: “ Boldness, not caution, 
“Men mean more than guns in the rating of ships; ” 

m not caleulating risks, but estimating the chances of 
> “The sources of success are quick resolve and swift 
“Bravery is that cheerful kind of spirit that makes 
unable to believe that there is any such word as ‘ danger’ 
dictionary, or, if so, not able to see why it should be 


He ranked courage 
He loved brave men; he 


ng as manly courage is talked of or heroic deeds are 
ed there will remain green in the hearts of brave men the 
name of Paul Jones. 
admiral had that tenderness of heart which is usually 
with true courage. While he could resort to stern 
ives in enforcing discipline and suppressing mutiny, he 
ed his crew more by attaching them to him by kind acts 

t treatment than by administering corporal punishment 
ring to his command of the Providence, he wrote: 

was no cat-o’-nine tails aboard, because I threw the only one 
e sea the first day out. 


he said: 


nie 


1 


in tn 


all my men to be contented and happy. 
as as generous as the sun itself. For a long time he 
| his personal expenses and abstained from presenting 
ds for pay to our poverty-stricken Government. When in 
seas he found that the Government regulations did not 
ze the pay the handbills of overzealous recruiting officers 
omised to his sailors, he paid the difference out of his own 
so that his gallant crew should not feel that they were 
of a deception. 
who lived in an age of loose morals and spent his 
il years amidst the temptations which then beset a sea- 
man in the merchant service, he was singularly free from 
fo of dissipation. He had no fondness for revelry, 
ffee-house dinners, or drinking bouts, which formed the 
il amusements in foreign ports. While others were ca- 

g ashore he was studying in his cabin, perfecting him- 
1 history and languages, pondering upon the maneuvering 
ips and the grand strategy of naval warfare, and paving 
way for his future victories, which were won first with 
brain, then with the sword. 


me 





hington, Jefferson, Franklin, Lafayette, Hamilton, Wayne, 
the two Morrises, and other eminent Americans. 


But his heart was not often attuned to mirt 
frequently set to strains of sadnes 
in a struggle against insubordina 
lect at home, and abuse abroa 
fought opened their 
tation of his acts was too 
monstrous. These well-concerted attacks of the 1 wer ! 
tended to set him before the Old World in an ;: ect that w a 
vicious caricature of his true 
roneous an impression of h 
a 


a. 
floodgates of calumny. No 


gross, no distortion o 


nature, and 





m in this country that 
century of time to correct it. 


devote much time to reading it, but he 
of his enemies: 

_One may often correctly 
abuse. 

He had to learn that “ reproach is a concomitant to 
as satire and invective were an essential part of a Ro! 
umph;” that in public life all wound, the last on¢ 
He lived to realize that success is like sunshine, it 
vipers, and that the laurel is a 
from sleeping. 

Worn out with the fatigues of arduous 
age of 45, alone in a foreign land, he surrendered to death, 
the only foe to whom he ever lowered his colors. B 
strange and unaccountable fatality he was covered imm«¢ 
with the mantle of forgetfulness. In all the an 
there is not another case in which death has 
of so conspicuous a man to drop at once from 1 
prominence to the depth of oblivion. 

He had been counted of the rarest cont 
“earth’s contingent of master spirits.” 
distinction of being the first to h the } it f 
flag upon an American man war, the first » receive a 


hours 
harcotic that prevent 


ser t the 1 


as one 


to it from a foreign power, tl 
war ship of superior strengt! 
command that banner 
supremacy. He 
landed an Americ 
Congress complimented | , lu re } 
to itest victory, i roe 
privilege of the floor of both Houses; he r 5 
from the Constitutional Convention: the peoy thic 
organized public dem I 
knighted him, XVI presented h d 
sword, Denmark pensioned him, Cathar of R 
him an admiral, conferred upon him ji 
loaded him with marks of distinction. 
longer he would in all probability | 
France. The rugged 
genius; the Scottish | 
of caste. 
In life he was pet 
continents, and yet 


f 
I 
} 


wi 





commemorate his gre 


lande nst 
imnas ils 


Louis 


if 








aps the 1 


the moment 


ground some strange fate seemed t 
snatched from history and 
‘ was engraved upon his coflin, no statue 
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no ship was given his name, no public building was called after 
him. It required six years of research to find the apartment in 
which he had lived in Paris and held his brilliant salons, which 
were attended by the foremost celebrities of the peried, and as 
long a time to discover his unmarked and forgotten grave. 

When finally his exact place of burial had been definitely lo- 
cated by authentic documents and other positive evidence, the 
ground exhibited so repulsive an appearance that the aspect was 
painful beyond expression. There was presented the spectacle 
of a hero who had once been the idol of the American people 
lying for more than a century, like an obscure outcast, in an 
abandoned cemetery which had been covered later by a dump 
pile to a height of fifteen feet, where dogs and horses had been 
buried and the soil was soaked with polluted waters from un- 
drained laundries. As busy feet tramped over the ground the 
spirit of the hero who lay beneath might well have been moved 
to cry, in the words of the motto on his first flag, not in defiance, 
but in supplication then, “ Don’t tread on me.” No American 
citizen upon contemplating on the spot these painful circum- 
stances could have shrunk from an attempt to secure for his 
remains a more deserving sepulture. 

When the body was exhumed it was fortunately found per- 
fectly preserved, with all the intact, in consequence of 
having been buried in a leaden filled with alcohol 
usual method embalming in days. There were only 


flesh 
coffin 
those 


ot 


five leaden coffins in the entire cemetery, four of which were | 


identified as those of strangers. While the features of the | 
body in the fifth coffin were easily recognizable when compared | 
with the accurate busts and medals of Paul Jones, while his 


initials were found upon the linen and the identity was convinc- 
ing from the first, yet it was deemed prudent, on account of the 
importance of the subject, to submit the body to a thorough 





—the | 
| No. 








scientific examination by the most competent experts in the pro- 
fession of anthropology, in order that the proofs might be au- 
thoritatively established and officially placed on record. The 
t eminent scientists of France, to whom we owe a lasting | 
ce of gratitude, contributed their efforts to this task in the 
presence of the members of the American embassy and the con- 
su » and the highest officials of the municipality of Paris. 

The identification was rendered easy and was established | 
with absolute certainty by reason of the authentic busts and | 
medals obtainable for making the comparative measurements, 
the abundance of accurate information in existence descriptive 
of the dead, and the excellent state of preservation of the body, 
due to the aleohol, which enabled the scientists to perform an 

utopsy that verified in every particular the disease of which it 
was known the subject had died. 

Twelve American or French persons took part in the identi- 
f m, and after six days passed in the application of every 
( eivable test, their affirmative verdict was positive and unan- 
imous and was formally certified to under the official seals of 
their respective departments, as may be seen from their reports 
filed with the Government, both in Washington and in Paris. 

All that is»mortal of the conqueror of the NSerapis lies in 
yonder coffin. He bore the standard of his country for the first 
time to France; he returned with it draped upon his bier. That | 
generous land, our traditional friend and former ally, now | 


sends a squadron of her noble warships to unite 
to the memory of an illustrious brother sailor. 

When the present form 
flag, it tion 


of the 
the appointment of 


Congress 


adopted 


embodied in the same resolu 


Capt. John Paul Jones to command the ship Ranger. When he 
received the news, history attributes to him this remark: “ The 
flag and I are twins; born the same hour from the same womb 
of destiny, we can not be parted in life or in death.” Alas! 
they were parted during a bundred and thirteen years, but, 
happily they are now reunited. 

It was deemed well to bring back his body, in the belief that | 
it would bring back his memory. Time has shed a clearer light 

mn his ac distance has brought him into the proper focus 
to be viewed. <A tree is best measured when it is down. His 
honored remains will be laid to rest on this historic spot in a 
mausoleum befitting his fame, but his true sepulcher will be 
the hearts of his countrymen. Generations yet to come will | 
pause to read the inscription on his tomb, and its mute elo- | 
quence will plead for equal sacrifice should war again threaten 
the nation’s life. 

Ife was a lesson to his contemporaries; he will ever be an 


tion to his successors: 


and patterns better followed than rules. 

taken all too soon from the living here to join the 
other living, commonly called the dead. When he passed the 
portal te earth mourned one hero We shall 
stands forth to answer to his name at roll 


are 


less. 


till he 


for example teaches more than | 


in doing honor | 


American | 





call, when the great of earth are summoned on the morn; 
the last great reveille. Till then, farewell, noblest of al! . 
bravest of all hearts. The simplicity of the rugged gsqjj| 

mingled with the heroic grandeur of your nature. W)| 
blows fell thickest, your crest was in their midst. The «: 
your life rises to the sublimity of an epic. Untitled k; 

the blue waters, “ Wrathful Achilles of the Ocean,” ¢ , 
of the conquerors of the sea, the recollection of your de 
never cease to thrill men with the splendor of events and 
them with the majesty of achievement. You honored tly 
ation in which you lived, and future ages will be illun 
the brightness of your glory. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following execut 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and 
as follows: 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasury, 
mitting a statement of rents collected from property 
No. 148, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the Acting Secretary of the Treasur 
mitting a statement of rents received from property 

324, Washington, D. C.—to the Committee on 
Means, and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from Horace Porter, transmitting, in accord 

the request of Congress, a copy of his address at the 


W 


\\ 


| nies at Annapolis, Md., in-memory of John Paul Jones—to { 


Committee on the Library, and ordered to be printed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resolu s of 

the following titles were severally reported from committees 


delivered to the Clerk, and referred to the Committe 
Whole House, as follows: 
Mr. GARRETT, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 


referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3268) for the relief o 
Henry O. Bassett, heir of Henry Opeman Bassett, deceased, 


reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a re 
port (No. 4213) ; which said bill and report were referred to th 
Private Calendar. 


PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS 

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, a )- 
rials of the following titles were introduced and severally 
ferred as follows: 

By Mr. GILL: A bill (H. R. 19308) to authorize t! 
courts of appeals, or the senior judge thereof, to des 
district or circuit judge to try criminal cases in the d 
circuit courts, and for other purposes—to the Committ 
Judiciary. 


By Mr. ADAMS of Wisconsin (by request): A bill (1. f 
19209) authorizing and directing the Attorney-General! 
United States to institute a suit or proceeding in the 
court of the District of Columbia by application for a writ of 
quo warranto against the Washington Gaslight Com for 
the purpose of having determined and adjudged the legality of 
the act or acts of said company in issuing $2,600,000 tl 
eates of indebtedness of said company and delivering | to 
its stockholders as a gratuity—to the Committee on Ju 


diciary. 

By Mr. LESTER: A bill (H. R. 19310) to provide for th 
erection of monuments, respectively, to Gens. Daniel Stewart 
and James Screven, two distinguished officers of the A 
Army—to the Committee on the Library. 


By Mr. KENNEDY of Nebraska: A bill (H. R. 19511) t 
amend an act entitled “An act to establish a uniform s; ot 
bankruptcy throughout the United States,” approved y A, 
1898, as amended by an act approved February 5, 1903—t‘o the 

| Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. HUGHES: A bill (H. R. 19312) to authorize tl 


Mingo-Martin Coal Land Company to construct a bridy 
Tug Fork of Sandy River at or near mouth of Wolf C 
the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R. 19313) to construct 
along the south bank of the Anacostia River—to the Co! 
on the District of Columbia. 

By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 19314) to restore to 
citizens the proceeds arising from the sale of their lands | 
the several acts levying direct taxes, and for other purpos to 
the Committee on War Claims, 


1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL 





Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bill (H. R. 19315) 
x for a survey of South Edisto River, in South Caro- 
, the Committee on Rivers and Harbors. 
Mr. SMALL: A bill (H. R. 19316) appropriating the re- 
mi the sale and disposal of publie lands in certain 
o the construction of works for the drainage or reclama- 
‘swamp and overiiowed lands—to the Committee on the 
I nds. 
OTJEN: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 155) directing 
retary of War to make a survey or preliminary exam- 
ith a view to the reduction of wave action—to the Com- 
1 Rivers and Harbors. 
Mr. SULLOWAY: A resolution (H. Res. 521) directing 
hase of copies of “ Matthews’ Legislative, Pension, and 
Dockets for the use of Senators and Representatives in 
to the Committee on Accounts. 
. BOWERS: A memcerial of the legislature of Missis- 
elative to Gulfport Harbor—to the Committee on Rivers 


Ors. 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 


- clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions of 
ying titles were introduced and severally referred as 


| Vr. ADAMSON: A bill (H. R. 19317) granting an in 
pension to Samantha B. Marshall—to the Committee 
Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 19318) granting an increase of 
to Mary E. Rivers—to the Committee on Pensions. 
bill (H. R. 19519) granting an increase of pension 
h Spruell—to the Committee on Pensions. 
\ a bill (H. R. 19320) granting an increase of pension 
J. Pratt—to the Committee on Pensions. 


to 


to 


bill (H. R. 19321) granting an increase of pension to 
Turner—to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 19822) granting an increase of pension to 
ibella Rykard—to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 19823) granting an increase of pension to 
L. Levy—to the Committee on Pensions. 
i. bill (H. R. 19324) granting an increase of pension to 
M. Long—to the Committee on Pensions. 
i bill (HA. R. 19825) granting an increase of pension to 
\ppel—to the Committee on Pensions. 

\ a bill (H. R. 19826) granting an increase of pension to 

rgaret R. Van Diver—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BARTLETT: A bill (H. R. 19327) for the relief of 
| Ousley—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

_a bill (H. R. 19328) for the relief of Orin J. Lucas—to 
Committee on Military Affairs. 
By Mr. BURTON of Delaware: A bill (H. R. 19329) granting 
ase of pension to Elizabeth N. Dunn—to the Committee 
lid Pensions. 

\Iso, a bill (H. R. 198380) for the relief of Thomas Watson— 
Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 19331) grant- 
increase of pension to Neoline H. Ash—to the Committee 
i SIONS. 

By Mr. CROMER: A bill (H. R. 19332) granting an increase 
sion to Earl W. Soper—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 
Mr. CURTIS: A bill (H. R. 19333) granting an increase 

nm to John W. Painter—to the Committee on Invalid 
a bill (H. R. 193834) granting an increase of pension to 
Husson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

. bill (CH. R. 19335) granting an increase of pension to 
J. King—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

a bill (H. R. 19336) granting an honorable discharge to 
Carroll—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

Ir. DRAPER: A bill (H. R. 19387) granting an in- 


f pension to Elizabeth C. Kennedy 


to the Committee on 


> 


t. 19338) granting 
to the Committee 


FOSTER of Indiana: A bill (H. I 
rease of pension to John S. Brayfield 
lid Pensions. 


Mr. FULKERSON: A bill (H. R. 19339) granting a pen- | 


Robert Wilson—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. | 


Mr. GILL: 
A. MceKewen—to the Committee on Pensions. 


a bill (H. R. 19341) granting a pension to Elizabeth 


y—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. HEPBURN: A bill (H. R. 19342) granting an in 
of pension to Thomas J. Cooper—to the Committee on 
| Pensions, 


A bill (H. R. 19340) granting a pension to | 
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| By Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 19243) for the reli 
| the legal representatives of the estate of Jar M 
ceased—to the Committee on War Claims 
Also, a bill (H. R. 19344) for the relief of the k ! ‘e 
| sentatives of the estate of James Money, deceased—to the ‘ 
| mittee on War Claims. 
By Mr. HUFF: A bill (H. R. 19345) granting ar rease of 
pension to George M. Hobaugh—to the Comun 
Pensions. 
| Also, a bill (H. R. 19346) granting an increase of p n to 
Frank Brothers—to the Committee on Invalid Pensior 
Also, a bill (H. R. 19347) granting an increase of pens to 
David W. McClure to the Committee on Invalid Pen 
| By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (H. R. 19348) Me 
W. D. Farron—to the Committee on Claims. 
By Mr. LACEY: A bill (H. R. 19349) granting 
of pension to John M. Fales to the Comm e n i d 


Pensions. 


By Mr. LEVER: A bill (H. R. 19350) granting an incre of 





pension to Benjamin F. Dawkins—to the Co! ttee a 
sions. 

By Mr. LOUDENSLAGER: A bill (H. R. 19851) grant 
pension to William C. Mankin—to the Committ on In 1 
Pensions. 

By Mr. McKINNEY: A bill (H. R. 19352) ¢ I L x \ 
to Philip Killey—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions 

By Mr. MACON: A bill (H. R. 19353) for the A. ( 
Mays, administrator of the estate of BE. A. Mays, de 
the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. MAHON: A bill (H. R. 19354) granting thre 
pay proper to Henry C. Pearson—to the C t 
Claims. 

By Mr. MUDD: A bill (H. R. 19355) r tl ( f of M 
tilda Pearson, widow of William E. Pears the Cx ‘ 
on Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South C A bill (H.R. 1 ( 
for the relief of the trustees of Steep Bottom Baptist C! 
to the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19357) grantir n of 1 
Anna Lamar Walker—to the Committee on Pension 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: A bill (H. R. 19358 
the relief of the heirs of the estate of Dr. W. D. Bar 
ceased, of Edinburg, Cleveland County, A1 ‘ 
on War Claims. 

sy Mr. SCHNEEBELI: A bill (H. R B59) ¢ y 
increase of pension to Levi Brader—to the Con ttee « I 
valid Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Texas (by request): A bill (H. R. 19360) 
granting a pension to J. M. Dragoo—to the Committee on Pet 
slons, 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 19361) g a pens 
B. C. Dragoo—to the Committee on Pensi Ss 

Also (by request), a bill (H. R. 19362) ¢ g 1 to 
Jack W. Long—to the Committee on Pensi 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19863) granting an in of 
Theodore Bland—to the Committee on Pensio1 

By Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts: A 1 (H. J 
granting an increase of pension to Anna Ri he ¢ ‘ 
on Invalid Pensions. 

sy Mr. TAYLOR of Ohio: A bill RR iS 
increase of pension to Joseph K. B field » the C 
on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. THOMAS of North C A} ) 
reimburse John A. Norris for property des g e 
civil war—to the Committee on War Cl 

By Mr. WOOD of Missouri: A bill (H. R T) 
pension to Thomas Corten—to the Committee o1 \ lL Pe 
Sions. 

By Mr. ZENOR: A bill (H. R. 19368) for the J 
H. Lagle—to the Committee on Military Affairs 

By Mr. WELBORN: A bill (if. R. 19869) 
crease of pension to John F. G. Cliborne—to t ( 

Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (Hf. R. 19870) for 

Daniel Welch—to the Committee Milit \ 
CHANGE OF REFERENCI 

| Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, 

from the consideration of bills of ls 

were thereupon referred, as follows 

A bill (H. R. 19276) granting an increase sion to A 
Wylie Whitaker—Committee on I lid Pens discharg 
and referred to the Committee on Pens 


I 


A bill (H. R. 18921) granting a 


pen to Marv Fl hath 
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McCann—Committee on Invalid Pensions discharged, and re- 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

\ bill (CH. R. 15712) granting a pension to Amanda Ricks— 
Committee on Pensions discharged, and referred to the Commit- 
tee on Inyalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and 
papers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Division No. 1, Ancient Order 
of Hibernians, Blue Earth County, Minn., for statue to Commo- 
dore John Barry—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Joseph 
J. Brangan—to the Committee on Pensions. 

Also, papers to accompany bills for relief of Margaret Van 
Diver, Mary E. Turner, Orlando L. Levy, George Oppel, Susan 
M. Lang, Mary Isabella Rykard, Mary E. Rivers, Elizabeth 
Spruell, and Louise J. Pratt—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of K. C. Russell, of Takoma Park, 
DPD. C., against Sunday closing of the Jamestown Exposition—to | 
the Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 

Also, petition of Erie (Pa.) Typographical Union, No. 77, 
favoring the Chinese-exclusion bill—to the Committee on For- 
eign Affairs. 

Also, petition of V. A. Burchard, secretary of the U. C. T., of 
Meadville, Pa., against bill H. R. 4549, consolidating third and 
fourth class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office 
and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of George Spitler, of Saegerstown, Pa., for re- 
peal of revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

Also, petitions of F. W. Thornton, of Springsboro, Pa.; Fink 
& McLaughlin, of North East, Pa.; the Union City Canning 
Company, and W. L. Mitchell, of Union City, Pa., and the Sayer 
Company, of Meadville, Pa., against subsection 3 of section 7 of 

he pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 


Also, petition of Dawson Brothers, of Corry, Pa., for two 
classes of mail only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and 
Post-Roads 

Also, petition of Grange No. 131, of Mill Village, Pa., for the 
Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on Interstate and 


Also, petition of Hamilton Brothers, of North Girard, Pa., 


g st subsection 3 of section 7 of the pure-food bill—to the 
Committee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the American Humane Society, against bill 
H. R. 47, relative to transportation of live stock—to the Com- 

ttee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also. petition of Edward C. Moon, for two classes of mail 

only—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Roads 

Also, petition of F. W. Nick et al. of Erie, Pa., favoring the 
Mann bill (H. R. 8102)—to the Committee on Patents. 

Als petition of C. W. Everts, of Salamanca, N. Y., against 
tl Culberso 1endment to rate bill—to the Committee on 
Inte ite 1 Foreign Commerce 

] Mr. BROWN: Petition of C. O. Marsh, against the tariff 

l J machines—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

{lso. petition of S. R. Adams, Henry E. Voigt, Herman | 
R x, R. H. Johns Cc. O. Marsh, and J. E. Himley, all of 
Wiseonsin, for amendment of section 14, chapter 180, of the | 
Postal Laws and Regulations—to the Committee on the Post- | 
Office and Post-Roads. 

| Mr. BURNETT Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
KF. M. Bruce—to the Committee on Military Affairs. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of the West- 

I - Presbyterian Church of West Chester, Pa., for a consti- 

ndment for the suppression of polygamy—to the | 

( iitte Jud ry 
Also. petition of C. P. Barnard, master of Grange No. 1263, 
revenue tax on denaturized alcohol—to the Com- 

\\ and Means. 
Also. petition of J. F. Lantz, master of Grange No. 1306, of 


and Sellers Haffman, master of Grange No. 1231, | 
, 
) i 





I d to the Committee on Interstate 
1} gn Commerce. 
\ , petition of the General Federation of Women’s Clubs, | 
1 club of Media, Pa., for an appropriation to investigate 
istrial ndition of women in the United States—to the 








By Mr. CROMER: Petition of Divisions 81 and 355, Amalga- 
1 Association of Street and Electric Railway Employees | 
America, of the city of Eaton, Ind., and the Trades Assembly 





of Alexandria, Ind., for the present Chinese-exclusion 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of Isaiah Dudleston et al., of Alban, 
against bill H. R. 48, relative to a parcels-post law—to ¢)\, 
mittee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petitions of the Enterprise and the Witness, ag. 
tariff on linotype machines—to the Committee on W: 


Also, petition of J. C. Peters and 41 other citizens, az 
ligious legislation in the District of Columbia—to the 
tee on the District of Columbia. 

Also, petition of Dr. J. M. Miller et al., of Adams 
Ind., and J. A. Sprague, for repeal of revenue tax on dep: 
alcohol—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

Also, petition of Local No. 
sicians, for bill H. R. 8748, relative to relief of civil; 
cians—to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. DALZELL: Paper to accompany bill for 
Mary Stone—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Paper to accompany bill for 
the State of Missouri (bill S. 567)—to the Committe 


American Federation 


By Mr. DUNWELL: 


By Mr. FULLER: Petition of the Presbyterian | 
Sandwich, Ill, for an amendment to the Constitution 
ing polygamy—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 
Petition of citizens of Californi 
for consolidation of third and fourth . 
Committee on 
Also, petition of the Carpenters’ Union of San 
1inst proceedings in case of Moyer, 
bone—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the pres 
faculty of Princeton University and citizens of Du! 
for bill H. R. 4547—to the Committee on the Post-0 
| Post-Roads. 

$y Mr. HOAR: Petition of the Worcester Board 
favoring consolidation of third and fourth class mail 
| to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 
By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Paper to accor 
relief of Thomas McElroy—to the Committee 


By Mr. HAYES: 
matter—to Post-Office 


Haywood, 


ty Mr. HUFF: Paper to accompany bills for relief 
M. Hobaugh and Frank Brothers—to the Committee 


By Mr. KELIHER: 
Association I 
system—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post 
Petition of the First Presbyte 
Iowa, for a constitutional amendment 
pression of polygamy—to the Committee on the Judi: 
Petition of Washington 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, of Hellam, Pa., 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immig: 
Naturalization. 

Also, petitions of the D. E. Winebrenne Company, o1 
Devilbiss, of Stewartstown, 
the Delta Packing Company, 
| B. Hyson, of Bridgeton, Pa., for the elimination of su 
of section 7 of the pure-food bill—to the Committee 
state and Foreign Commerce. 

Mr. LESTER: 


Petition of the New England 


executive committee, 


By Mr. LACEY: 
of Newton, 


Mr. LAFEAN: 


Canning Company ; 


Petition of the Midway Society, « 
. Ga., for a memorial to Gens. James Screven : 
Stewart—to the Committee on the Library. 

By Mr. LINDSAY: Petition of the American Hu 
| ciation, against concessions made in bill H. R. 47, 

roads and stock shippers of the country—to the Con 

Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

Also, petition of the Religious Liberty Bureau, 
| clause in the bill appropriating money for the Jam« 
position that provides for Sunday closing of same—to 1 
| Committee on Industrial Arts and Expositions. 
By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to: 
bill for relief of the trustees of Steep Bottom C 
Committee on War Claims. 
accompany 
Walker—to the Committee on Pensions. 

By Mr. SMITH of Maryland: Paper to accompa! 
relief of Joseph Flewheart 

Also, petition of Oscar Nichols, of Federalsburg ; 
Dulany, of Fruitland; Willard C. Todd, of Williston; t 
Company and W. G. Winterbottom & Co., of Cambrid 
Maryland, for an amendment to the pure-food bill 
canned goods 
measure—to the 


for relief 


to the Committee on 





t 


Committee on Interstate 
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paper to accompany bill for relief of John H. Cox and 
Ford (H. R. 16935)—to the Committee on Claims. 


John H an 

py Mr. SMITH of Texas: Papers to accompany bills for re- 
: rheodore Bland, J. M. Dragoo, B. C. Dragoo, and Jack 
WW to the Committee on Pensions. 


I Mir. THOMAS of North Carolina: Paper to accompany 
pill for relief of J. A. Norris—to the Committee on War Claims. 
py Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of the Diamond Rubber 


(‘0 ny, for two classes of mail matter only—to the Commit- 
tee the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

4 petition of the Civic Improvement Society of Burton, 
Ol or preservation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on 
R ind Harbors. 


\ petition of G. H. St. John et ..., of Warren, Ohio, favor- 
ng triction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigra- 
i i Naturalization. 

Ry Mr. VAN WINKLE: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
E ,| Mapes—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

py Mr. WANGER: Petition of 250 citizens of Norristown, 


P eainst liquor selling in Government buildings—to the Com- 
: on Alecoholie Liquor Traffic. 

\Iso, petition of 250 citizens of Norristown, Pa., for Sunday 
closing of the Jamestown Exposition—to the Committee on In- 
ane Arts and Expositions. 

By Mr. WOOD of Missouri: Petition of citizens of Mis- 
g yy investigation of affairs in the Kongo Free State—to 


( mittee on Foreign Affairs. 





SENATE. 
Wepnespay, May 16, 1906. 


r by Rey. THoMAS VAN Ness, of Boston, Mass. 
Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s 
ngs, when, on request of Mr. GALLINGER, and by unani- 
nsent, the further reading was dispensed with. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Journal stands approved. 


HOUSE BILLS REFERRED. 


following bills were severally read twice by their titles, 
rred to the Committee on the District of Columbia: 
2.17133. An act to amend section 558 of the Code of Law 
District of Columbia; and 
18666. An act to provide for the reassessment of bene- 
» matter of the extension and widening of Sherman ave- 
the District of Columbia, and for other purposes. 
JOHN PAUL JONES. 
-PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communi- 
Gen. Horace Porter, inclosing copy of his address 
polis, Md., April 24, 1906, upon the occasion of the cere- 
n memory of John Paul Jones; which, with the accom- 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


VICE 


m 


ner 


y Pp iper, 
ESTIMATES OF APPROPRIATION. 
VICE-PRESIDENT laid before the a communi- 
rom the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a letter 
Director of the Mint recommending that the appro- 
for wages of workmen at San Francisco, Cal., con- 
the legislative, ete., appropriation bill for the fiscal 
(7, now pendir in amount 


Senate 


ng, be amended and increased 
$150,000 to $175,000; which, with the accompanying pa- 
s referred to the Committee on Appropriations, and or- 
be printed. 
sO laid the Senate a communication from the 
of the Treasury, transmitting a letter from the Secre- 
the Interior recommending that the appropriation for 
expenses, Territory of Alaska, contained in the leg 
appropriation bill for the fiscal year 1907, now 
e amended and increased in amount from to 
which, with the accompanying papers, was referred to 
ttee on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 





before 


; 
¢ . 


$2,000 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


e from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. 
its Chief Clerk, announced that the House 
amendment to the bill (S. 267) to prohibit aliens from 
the waters of Alaska, disagreed to by the Senate, agrees 
nference asked for by the Senate on the disagreeing 
the two Houses thereon, and had appointed Mr. Powers, 
INS, and Mr. STANLEY managers at the conference on 
f the House. 
essage also announced that the House 
R. 18442) 


<a ° 


I1NSISts 


had passed 


the 


cers, and other employees of the board of 
xX L——_434 


f education 


to fix and regulate the salaries of teachers, | 





of the District of Columbia; in which it re yu 
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————————— 


rence of the Senate. 


The 


S. 394. 
Luc 


"as > 
S. 442. 
Colton: 


S. 522. 
Worrall ; 
S. 557. 
Losure: 
S. 678. 
Butler : 
S. S69. 


message 


An 
An 
An 
An 


An 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 


further announced that the Speaker of the 

House had signed the following enrolled bills, and t were 
thereupon signed by the Vice-President : 

act granting an increase of pension to Amanda 

act granting an increase of pension to Fra 3 

act granting an increase of pension to Emma 

act granting an increase of pension to Mariot 

act granting an increase of pension to Albert 

act granting an increase of pe! 1 to Bal I 


Mowan; 
S. 993. 


An 


Langdon ; 


S. 1223. 
S. 1508. 

Murch; 
S. 1513. 


Rawles: 


S. 1705. 


George os 


An 
An 


An 


An 


act granting : 


in increase of 


act 
act 


granting a pension to 


granting an increase of pension 
act granting an increase of pension to Harriett A. 
act granting an increase of pension to J 3 § 


S. 2045. An act granting an increase of pension to Ar i] 
Wolf: 

S. 2194. An act granting a pension to William H. § 
; 

S. 2467. An act granting an increase of pension to Mar 
Clark ; 

S. 2851. An act granting an increase of p to Georg 
Chambers: 

S. 2978. An act granting an increase of pension to J W 
Knowles; 

S. 3033. An act granting an increase of pension to A ] 
Patten: 

S. 3040. An act granting a pension to Mary C. Wilsey 

S. 3219. An act granting an increase of ; nto J I 
Allison ; 

S. 3271. An act granting an increase of pension to M 
E. Brown; 

8.3299. An act granting an il s to S; 
Stilwill; 

S. 3483. An act granting an in ‘ \\ I 
Sheaff ; 

S. 3485. An act granting an t 
Hammes; 

S. 3738. An act granting an i se « ! 
Judd ; 

S. 3797. An act granting an increase ¢« to A 
Wood ; 

S. 3798. An act granting l ( 
Farrel ; 

S. 4005. An act granting a 
Quill ; 

S. 4048. An act granting : 
Knecht: 

S$. 4175. An act g g J 
Caverly ; 

S$. 4177. An act gra ng 
Cobb; 

S. 4259. An act gr g 

S. 43558. An act zg g t 
McCormick 

S. 4361. An act granting l ( J 
Daley ; 

S.4401. An act granting an incre f 
Tomlinson ; 

S. 4457. An act granting an 
Tyson ; 

S. 4460. An tg iting r 
Thompson ; 

S. 4488S. An act g vy 
Amis: 

S.4525. An act zg g 
Oglevie 

S$. 4569. An act gr g re 
A. Nevins; 

S. 4665. An a g ‘ L 
Bois; 
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S. 4692. An granting an increase of pension to Adaline M. 
Thornton ; 

S. 4718. 
Gilson; 


S. 4752. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 


Tidswell; 


An act granting an increase of pension to George W. 


S. 4796. An act granting an increase of pension to Lorinda J. 
White ; 

S. 4983. An act granting an increase of pension to John M. 
Farquhar; 

S.5054. An act granting an increase of pension to George H. 
Woodard ; 

S.5082. An act granting an increase of pension to David N. 
Winsell; 

S.5163. An act granting an increase of pension to John 
M irah; 

8.5247. An act granting an increase of pension to Jacob | 
Wigal; 

S. 5848. An act granting an increase of pension to Ernest H. 
Wardwell; 

S.5849. An act granting an increase of pension to William 
H. H. Robinson ; 

S. 5359. An act granting an increase of pension to William H. 
Ward : 

8.5379. An act granting an increase of pension to Otto A. 
Risum ; 

8.5492. An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph F. 
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T I betts ; 

8.5504, An act granting an increase of pension to Joseph 
Dickson 5 

S.5516. An act granting an increase of pension to Alfred M. | 
li : 

S. 5522. An act granting an increase of pension to Charles E. 
Sisch 

S.5523. An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. 
P 

S.5532. An act granting an increase of pension to Simon A. 
Sny I 

S. 5 ) An act granting an increase of pension to Hermann 
Mue g 

Ss » An act granting an increase of pension to John Hull; 

8.5 An act granting an increase of pension to Betsey B. 
W e; 

: (9. An act granting an increase of pension to Henry T. 

03. An act granting a pension to Kate S. Hutchings; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Isaac M. 
An act granting an increase of pension to Clinton B. 
} 
An act granting an increase of pension to John W. 
] 
8. An act granting an increase of pension to Nancy 
Pr 
. An granting an increase of pension to William I. 
] 
s. An act granting an increase of pension to George P. 
Se: : 

S.5671. An act granting an increase of pension to Richard L. 

I ; 
673. An act granting an increase of pension to Hilton 
s “dl ; 
An act granting an increase of pension to Thomas J. } 
] ' 
»702. An act granting an increase of pension to Anna C. 
] 

S t. An t granting an increase of pension to Ruth P. 
I 

3.5735. An act granting an increase of pension to Andrew D. 
D 

8S. 5786. An act granting an increase of pension to Mary Clark ; 

8S. 5754. An act granting a pension to Hannah McCarty; and 

S. 5780. An act granting a pension to Lorenzo E. Johnson. 

PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 

Mr. MARTIN presented a petition of Goodwill Council, No. 26, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Richmond, Va., 
- for the enactment of legislation to restrict immigration ; 
S vas referred to the Committee on Immigration. 

KNOX presented the petition of the Board of Trade of | 

] burg, Pa., praying for the enactment of legislation to | 

pre tl lestruction of Niagara Falls on the American side 

l the diversion of the waters for. manufacturing purposes ; 
‘ red to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

il ] ted pe titions of the Smithfield Street Meth dist 








May 


2 
6, 





es 


Episcopal Church, of Pittsburg; the Woman’s Home 4; 
Society of the First Methodist Episcopal Church, of « 
of sundry citizens of Allegheny; the Woman’s Home \ 
Society of the Oakland Methodist Episcopal Church, ( : 
Pittsburg, all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying ; the 
direction of the schools of Alaska be left with the P 
Kducation; which were referred to the Committee on 
ries. 

He also presented petitions of Local Council No. 429 
Order United American Mechanics, of Etna; Council] \, -;- 


i 


Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Aliquipp : 
cil No. 520, Junior Order United American Mechanics, , ‘ 
ton; Camp No. 359, Patriotic Order Sons of America. a 
of Philadelphia; John Steinbronn, of Philadelphia: 3 in 
Patton, jr., of Pittsburg; George W. Arold, of Phil > 
Moses Dietrich, of Tower City; William E. Franklin, 0; ota. 
ville; A. H. Leslie, of Hoboken, all in the State of Pen en 
and National Committee on Legislation, Patriotic Orde, a 
America, Odenton, Md., praying for the enactment of le: : 
to restrict immigration; which were referred to the ( 
on Immigration. 3 

He also presented the memorials of H. E. Gilpin, of : 
dale; H. P. Daugherty, of Mahoningtown, and I. M. K cae 
Greenville, all in the State of Pennsylvania, ren: . 


against the adoption of the amendment to the railroad 
prohibiting the issuance of passes to railroad emp! nd 
members of their families; which were ordered to 

table. 

He also presented petitions of the Mellon National 1] of 
Pittsburg; the Chester Clearing House Association. of F 
the Wilkes-Barre Clearing House Association, of Wi 
L. Snowdon, of Brownsville, and of sundry citi 
all in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the en 
legislation providing that banks be allowed to loan 1( 
of their capital and surplus; which were referred to | 
mittee on Finance. 

Hie also presented petitions of the Woman’s Christiaz ner 
ance Union of Collegeville, of sundry citizens of Pitts! 
byterian Congregation of Freeport, 8. P. Gaston, of ‘J 
Conowingo Woman’s Christian Temperance Union, 

Creek; Henry Small, of York; W. D. Snyder, of ( 

Alice K. McCombs, of Scottdale; Rey. Charles H. } 
Columbia; H. E. Walton, of Berwick; C. VY. Merri 

ford; Young People’s Society of Christian Endeavor 

burg Conference, of Pittsburg; C. D. Antrim, of Ph 

Lucy A. Poole, of Scottdale; Dr. J. Frank Small, of \ 
Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of York; 
of Pittsburg; Charles W. Stevenson, of Columbia: I J. 
Boyce, of Damascus; J. R. Watkins, of Cochranyill 
Woman’s 


‘Ai 


sund 


west Philadelphia Christian Temperance 
Philadelphia; Dr. Martha M. De Graw, of Scranton; I 

erts, of Swarthmore; Theodore McAllister, of Gettys! Rey, 
J. C. Kelly, of Williamsburg; S. O. Hawking, of Ric! Dr. 
EK. E. Pownall, of Richboro; J. Beli Austin, of Philad M 


EK. Pappine, of New Wilmington; Rey. Alexander H: of 
Philadelphia; the Homewood Avenue Presbyterian ( 
Pittsburg; Shady Avenue Baptist Church, of Pittsburg; | 
Young, of Johnstown; Dr. B. T. Caldwell, of Johnst 

D. Hicks, of Altoona; Rev. E. J. Bond, of Strasburg: 
citizens of Colegrove, George R. Crosgroye, of | 


Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of Linwood; N. A. 
Meck, of Strasburg; Arthur Shrigley, of Philadelphia; J M. 
Shrigley, of Williamson; John Coates, of Cochranville; \ n’s 


Christian Temperance Union of Baxter; S. H. M f 
Rochester; Thomas Parks, of Rochester; A. J. 1! of 
Rochester; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of |! 
A. C. Schreiner, of Hydetown; Woman’s Christian T¢ 
Union of Russellville, W. W. Mumford, of Starrucca; ns 
Christian Temperance Union of Lackawanna County, . 
ton; H. O. Garber, of Berwyn; Rev. John M. Jenkin 
tingham ; the Woman’s Home Missionary Society of Phi hia 
Conference M. E. Church, of Philadelphia; 8S. G. Mck 
Philadelphia; Rey. Arthur B. Herr, of Hallstead; th 
Christian Temperance Union of Carlisle; George A. 


Pittsburg; Woman’s Christian Temperance Union of | rg, 
Rey. Lawrence Keister, of Mount Pleasant; Woman’s ( a 
Temperance Union of Allegheny County, of Alleghen) ae 
gheny County Woman’s Suffrage Association, of Bellevu B. 
Chase, esq., of Hallstead; H. M. Peoples, of Lock Haven ry 
I.. Heiner, of Kittanning; Little Britain Woman's ‘ an 
Temperance Union, of Quarryville; Rebecca B. Cha! of 
West Grove, all in the State of Pennsylvania, prayin; i 
investigation of the charges made and filed agairst H 


Smoot, a Senator from the State of Utah; which were ! 
to the Committee on Privileges and Elections, 
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i iso presented memorials of the Marvindale Chemical | 


v. of Bradford; Alton Chemical Company, of Bradford ; 


ae 1] Chemical Company, of Bradford; Coryville Chemical 
Cor y. of Bradford; Lewis Run Manufacturing Company, of 
Pra rd: Wyman Chemical Company, of Port Allegany; | 
sjandard Charcoal Company, of Bradford; Nusbaum Chemical 


(Co! y, of Bradford ; 
‘sai Liberty Wood Product Company, of Portage Creek; 
ri Run Chemical Company, of Bradford; Straight Creek 
al Company, of Straight; Lackawanna Chemical Company, 
of straight; Nansen Chemical Company, of Bradford; Barclay 
Chemical Company, of Laquin; R. J. & W. S. Gaffney, of Brad- 
Elisha K. Kane, of Mount Jewett, and J. C. Greenwald, of 
rd, all in the State of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against 
¢he passage of the bill to remove the duty from alcohol; which 
' eferred to the Committee on Finance. 
Hie also presented petitions of S. R. Nissley, of Manheim; 
Charles Palmer, of Chester; sundry citizens of Troy; Grange 
1177. Patrons of Husbandry, of Meadville; Grange No. 393, 
3 of Husbandry, of Polk; Grange No. 533, Patrons of 
isbandry, of Clearfield; Grange No. 131, Patrons of Hus- 
of Mill Village; Grange No. 1199, Patrons of Husbandry, 
etville; Grange No. 1250, Patrons of Husbandry, of Jen- 
ile: A. H. Heilman & Co., of Williamsport; the Trades 
League of Philadelphia; Grange No. 1085, of Sadsburyville, all 
in the State of Pennsylvania, praying for the enactment of legis- 
to remove the duty on alcohol used for industrial pur- 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
DRYDEN presented a petition of the Manufacturing 
rs’ Association of Newark, N. J., praying for the enact- 
ment of legislation to prohibit the importation, exportation, or 
carriage in interstate commerce of falsely or spuriously stamped 
; of merchandise made of gold and silver or their alloys; 
was ordered to lie on the table. 


Noses ° 


Mr 


Iie so presented sundry petitions of citizens of Montclair, | 
N. J.. praying for the enactment of legislation to establish a 

dren’s bureau in the Department of the Interior; which 
were referred to the Committee on Education and Labor. 


lso presented petitions of the Prohibition Organization of 
c _of the Board of Trade of Elizabeth, and of the Board 
, of Newark, all in the State of New Jersey, praying for 
the tment of legislation to remove the duty on denaturized 
alcohol: which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
\ir. RAYNER presented a petition of Cambridge Grange, No. 
909, Patrons of Husbandry, of Cambridge, Md., praying for the 


ent of legislation to remove the duty on denaturized | 


which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 
GALLINGER presented a petition of the Sorosis, the 
Wo ’s Health Protective Association, and the Society of 
P 1 Study, of New York City, N. Y., praying for the enact- 
if legislation to regulate the employment of child labor 
District of Columbia; which was referred to the Commit- 

n Education and Labor. 

le also presented a memorial of the Citizens’ 
Suburban Association, of Washington, D. C., 


+) 
t 


he enactment of legislation taking away from the Com- 


Northwest 


ag st 
ication and placing the appointment thereon in the judges 


‘red to the Committee on the District of Columbia. 
also presented the petition of Charles F. Roberts, of Ana- 


of Columbia; which was referred to the Committee on 
\ riations. 
WETMORE presented a petition of Washington Council, 
Junior Order of United American Mechanics, of Provi- 
R. I., praying for the enactment of legislation to restrict 
gration with the educational test and property qualifica- 
which was ordered to lie on the table. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 


FULTON, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
i the bill (S. 1430) for the relief of George Stoll and the 
of Charles P. Regan, Marshall Turley, Edward Lannigan, 
Manley, and John Hunter, reported it without amend- 
and submitted a report thereon. 
CARTER, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
referred the following bills, reported them severally with- 
nendment, and submitted reports thereon : 
ll (H. R. 17114) to provide for the disposition under the 


land laws of the lands in the abandoned Fort Shaw Mili- 
iieservation, Mont.; and 


bill (8. 6165) granting to Beaver Lodge, Independent | Schmoele tract of land at the Norfolk Navy-Yard, Va. 


jradford Chemical Company, of Brad- | 





ners of the District of Columbia the control of the board | 





remonstrating | 


supreme court of the District of Columbia; which was | 


l). C., praying that an appropriation be made for the | 
ch of the new bridge across the Anacostia River, in the | 


| and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 


Order of Odd Fellows, of Ekalaka, Mont., cert ] 


tain land for publ 


|} cemetery purposes. 


Mr. 


McENERY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to 
| whom was referred the bill (H. R. 16307) authorizing the * 
retary of the Interior to have a survey made unsurveyed 
public lands in the State of Louisiana, reported it without 


amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


Mr. HANSBROUGH, from the Committee on Public Lands 
to whom was referred the bill (H. R. 17411) for the resurve 
of certain townships in the State of Nebraska, reported it w 


out amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 


He also, from the same committee, to whom was referred the 





bill (S. 4400) to grant certain lands to the town of Fruita, Co! 

| reported it with amendments, and submitted a report thereon 
Mr. WARNER, from the Committee on Indian Affairs, to 

whom was referred the bill (H. R. 10133) to provide for t! 
annual pro rata distribution of the annuities of the Sac vl 
Fox Indians of the Mississippi between the two branches of the 


tribe, and to adjust the existing claims between the two 
branches as to said annuities, reported it without amendment, 
and submitted a report thereon. 


BILLS INTRODUCED. 


Mr. KNOX introduced a bill (S. 6175) granting an incre: 
of pension to Neoline H. Ash; which was read twice by its ti 


Mr. PETTUS introduced a bill (S. 6176) providing for p 
of expenses of district judges; which was read twice by 
| title, and referred to the Committee on the Judiciary 

Mr. MARTIN introduced a bill (S. 6177) granting 
crease of pension to Louisa Anne Morton; which was read tw 


by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred to the 


Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced the following bills; which were severally 
read twice by their titles, and referred to the Commi 
Claims: 

A bill (S. 





6178) for the 


relief of the trustees of Lo 
Street Presbyterian Church, of Winchester, \ 
A bill (S. 6179) for the relief of the trustees of Mount ¢ 
ford, Va., Methodist Episcopal Church; 
A bill (S. 6180) for the relief of the trustees of the M 


dist Episcopal Church South, of Williamsburg, Va.: 






A bill (S. 6181) for the relief of the heirs of Rol I 
Martin; and 

A bill (S. 6182) for the relief of the estate of H. F. Cocke 
deceased (with an accompanying paper). 

Mr. CULBERSON introduced a bill (S. 6183) for the 1 f 
of Zachariah Leatherman; which was read twice by its t 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. TELLER introduced a bill (S. 6184) granting an 
crease of pension to John Reed; which was read twice by 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pensions 

Mr. DILLINGHAM introduced a bill (S. 6185) for the 1 
of Frances A. Bliss; which was read twice by its title. and 
ferred to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. DRYDEN introduced a bill (S. 6186) granting an ine 
of pension to James L. Estlow; which was read twice by 5 
title, and referred to the Committee on Pe . 

Mr. TILLMAN introduced a bill (S. 6187) granting 
crease of pension to Martha Jane Bolt; which was read t 

| by its title, and, with the accompanying paper, referred t 
Committee on Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6188) granting ;: of 
pension to Sarah Young; which was read twice by its title, and, 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the ¢ t nD 
Pensions. 

He also introduced a bill (S. 6189) nting a pension to D 
D. Walker; which was read twice by its title, and referred to 
the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. BURKETE (by request) introduced a bill (S. ¢ 


| authorizing the Omaha tribe of Indians to submit claims t 


Court of Claims; which was read twice by 
to the Committee on Claims. 


its title, a 


AMENDMENTS TO APPROPRIATION BILLS 
Mr. KNOX submitted an amendment pr 
$861.11 to pay Clara A. Carter, widow of 


oposing to appropri 


Martin J. Carter 


| consul of the United States to Yarmouth, Nova Scotia, being the 


balance of one year’s salary due him, ete., 
posed by him to the sundry civil app 
referred to the Committee on 
printed. 

Mr. MARTIN submitted an amendment proposing to 
priate $15,000 for the completion of marine barra 


intended to be pro 
‘opri bill; which was 


Appropriations, and ordered to b 


ation 


ADD 


AS li 





6932 


im to the naval appropriation bill; | their homes or not? And would it provide for surg, 


the acco 
Affairs. 

proposing to 
sage Colorado 
‘ proposed r him to the gen- 
which was referred to 
t ads, and ordered to 


1, and, with 
on Naval 
endment 


1aste = 


mpanying 


postn 


to be 


COLU MBIA. 
Osteopatl 


DISTRICT OF 

from the 
a, rela 
. th at th ic pa 


per be 


» Senate the folloy 
ited States; which 
ill, referred to the 


ving 
was 


ite bill Nc . 

1Sl 1 to Vil lia 

ne that the records 

v died on April 1, 1906, 
erefore be inoperative should 


3454, en- 


m 


THEODORE ROOSEVELT. 


BILI 
and reg 


1 


REFERREI 


te the salaries of teach- 
ona 
na 


other en 


‘olumbia, was read twice by its title, 
i on the District of Columbia. 
F RAILROAD RATES. 
tESIDENT. The 
} 


S be penate 


business is 


1 business. 


morning 
> the unfinisher 
the Whole, resumed the con- 
S87) to amend an 
ved February 
en] arge 


f he 
iore th 


in Committee of 
> bili C2. BR Ia 
late commerce,” appre 
thereof, and 
Commission. 
ESIDENT. The m is on the amendment 

titute proposed by the Senator 

to the a ent made as in Commit- 


1887, 


4, 
the powers of 


datory to 
; rnme»rce 


questi 
mendn 


line 9, 


ending 


» bill, 


and 


On page 4 of the 


vith that line in line 18 


hning 


to know whether the amer 


wish 


ne 
oa 


an amendment to 


1ic | 
ive to the practice | 
printed i 


loyees of the board of educa- | 


closed, rm * 
| ing sealed that by an almost unanimous vote of the S 
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appro- | 
for | 


the | 
be | 


M AY 


physicians going to a wreck in case passengers and oft 
ple were hurt? Would the railroad be allowed to carry 
geons and physicians to that wreck and return them 
homes? I think this is a very important amendm 
should be properly considered before it is adopted. 
like to ask the Senator from Texas if he thinks his an 
covers those two points? 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, 
of the Senator from West Virginia, 


in answer to thx 
I will state that t] 


| ment seeks to deal entirely and wholly with free pass 


covers only the cases which are specifically mentioned. 
So far as commutation tickets are concerned, 
duced rates are concerned, both for passengers and f 
that is still covered by the provisions of section 22 of 
nal act, as amended finally February 8, 1895. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I should like to 
Senator from Texas whether he will not perfect his a) 


so f 


| by adding the words “ and physicians and surgeons ” 


Comnit- | 


Wilson,” | 
f the | 
car | does not care to accept that amendment I have 

| to make to the Senator in the way 


| bill. 
| a desire to do equal and impartial justice, 





|} upon this railway rate business. 
from | 


strike out the | 
and | 


rf - | of 
1dment is | 


| slight 


be in the third de- | 


to the amendment? | 


idment to the amend- 


» read 
The 


ESIDE NT. 
1 pag 


read. 
the bill, 


amendment will be 
4 of the last reprint of be- 

in line 18, in 

interstate ymmerce 
rive any interstate 


ngers excep 


shall hereafter di- 
free ticket, free pass, or 
fficers rents, and em- 
its actual and 
1 inmates of hospitals 
to indigent, destitute, 
this provision shall be 
r each offense pay to the 
undred nor more 
sion shall not 
rs, agents, 

to owners 
l * when 
int of y, nor 
prohibit ny arrier 
arity from 


shall anything in 
from carrying pas 
to places visited by gen- 
y destroyed by fire, water, 
vith the object of provid 
inhabitants. Jurisdic- 

1¢ Same as that provided 
‘ther regulate 

approved February 19, 


1- 
Cc 
asi, 


id like to the Senator from 
endment of his would provide for the re- 

lerks when they have finished their week’s run? 
they should be left in Cincinnati, and their 


Texas if | 


Bop | co 1% 6 . ine rar 20 sy «it daar 
act entitled | tors literally tumbling over each other in orde1 


| and, 


word “attorneys,” in line 6, so that his amend 
include the company’s physicians as well as attorneys? 
Mr. CULBERSON. I think probably it is already 
in the word “ employees.” 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Of course it is not; but if 
of perfecting the 
Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, if the public 
any reason to doubt that the Senate of the United 
sponded quickly to any wave of public sentiment, 


| certainly would have been dispelled had the public 


to look upon this Chamber the other day after a few { 
had come to individual Senators relative to the 
On one day the Senate 


acted with great soler 
and 
mination that no preferences should be given to 
under the sun in the matter of railway transportation 


very next day, after a few telegrams came in, we f 
to 
first amendment to undo what they had done the d 
Mr. President, that but demonstrates r ather clear] 
the dangers I suggested in the very beginning of the 
In an address on 
referring to this very same subject, I stated: 


Mr. President, there are about one and one-fourth n 
employed by the railroads of the United States. At 
of this great army must deal separately with the orgar 
controls the pee railroad in which he is employ 
those railroads, which are operating upon their own sy 
their own theories, contemplate improvements in one dir 
them in another direction; and all these matters of ex 
improvements are considered in determining what they ca: 
employees; but, now, when you substitute and project 
body into the management of the railways of the country, 

degree, does anyone for a single moment believe ¢ 

mense political influence will not make itself felt, first, 
before this Commission for higher wages; second, for 
third, for smaller train loads, etc.? If they appeal t 
does anybody for a single moment believe that they wil 
pendous power felt in the only body that is back of this gr 
power—the Congress of the United States? 


Mr. President, I hardly thought that this prophecy w 


} 
in 


| true during the very discussion of the pending bill. 


| strates very clearly the dangers I pointed out, 
lieu of the matter | 
|} and further 


than two | 
be construed | 
and employees | 
and care takers | 
going to point of | 


that 
one step we are irretrievably forced into another st 
into the realm of paternalism, or Governn 
ership of the railways of the country. 
Mr. President, I speak of this simply 
that is certain to follow, unless we seek to do exact ji 
nothing further. We either ought to limit transpo1 
the lines in which the company is using its own em] 
we ought to leave it to a great extent to those compa 
selyes. What reason is there for us to say, aS an e3 
the rule, that any agent or employee of a company n 
transportation not only over the lines of the company 
he is operating, but he may secure that transportation 


to indicate 


| self and also for any member of his family over any « 


| in 


the 
Can 


United States, and except him from the gen 
any Senator give a good, honest, just reason fol 


| that exception? 


commerce | 


| 


Mr. President, I do agree with the principle th 
in the employ of the railway company should have 
to take any member of his family to his place of busin 
place of business is on the line of the railway where he 
ing. sut, for instance, in the case of a teacher in < 
schools, who has given ten month of strenuous labor to 
the children of this city, it would be a crime to all 
person to have free transportation 10 miles to any Pp 


‘ 
< 
1 
hci 


, would it provide for their return to | she might regain her health, and yet at the same time t 








. ke free the aunt or cousin or sister of an employee of 
lroad company. 
simply determine by law that they not only shall have the 


» travel over the same line, but they may have transporta- | 


ver any line in the United States, and I think some of the 
iments would insure also free transportation to Europe, 
could. Now, it all hinges around this keen desire to 
exceptions to the rule, and it seems to me it ought not 
ny further than that rule requires. 
is another thing in this amendment; and I especially 
; » attention of the Senator from Texas, who introduced 
endment, to this matter. 
1 of the Senator from Texas. 
CULBERSON. I am listening. 
McCUMBER. I will wait until the Senator gets through 
s little conversation, because I wish to amend his amend- 
r, rather, to make a suggestion and ask him if he will 
CULBERSON. Very well; I will listen to the sugges- 
McCUMBER. In the first instance, I wish to give a lit- 
{ tition which exists in my part of the country, which I gave 
day. It is almost impossible for the agriculturists 
Dakotas to secure a sufficient number of laborers during 


ryvest season. 


7 ) i 


to ice such laborers to go to the farmers’ fields. 

Mir. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from North Da- 

k yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. McCUMBER. I certainly do. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
this effect the other day I called his attention, and I call atten- 
again, to the fact that this amendment does not undertake 


i a mt 


ied exclusively to the question of free transportation. 
Mr. McCUMBER. The bill as it now stands and as it will be 


ended by this amendment would prohibit even reduced fare | 
and the proper place for an amendment of this | 


re iployees, 


kind is to the amendment which has been offered by the Senator | 
from Texas. This being necessary, I shall not vote for the pend- 
ing amendment unless it is understood that we can include these 
laborers to such an extent that we may secure the necessary 


yi‘ I can not see that the Senator should have any serious 
objection to that amendment going in. 


sh to call the Senator’s attention to another matter, which | 


I sider a defect in the amendment which he has proposed. 
( re 1 it provides: 
no carrier, etc., shall give, etc., transportation for passengers 
to its officers, agents, and employees and members their 
te families, to its actual and bona fide attorneys, to ministers 
mm, and inmates of hospitals and eleemosynary and charitable 
ons, and to indigent, destitute, and homeless persons. 


¢ 
ol 


It is probably true that hundreds of thousands of lives of 

‘rsons are saved by reason of the charitable action of the 

r iy companies in taking consumptives or other persons to a 

d nt section of the country, where by reason of their poverty 

{ could not go except for this assistance of the railway 
{ nies, 


Senator’s amendment allows them to take a person from 
these institutions—that is, granting free transportation 
inmates of these institutions. Will the Senator say that 
vuld include free transportation to a crippled child whom 
dy desired to send to one of these institutions? I do not 
1 it would. On the contrary they could take them from 
f these institutions, but could not send them to those 
I would suggest to the Senator to strike out after 
’ in line 6, down to “ persons,” in line 8, so 
thout mentioning those institutions it would read: 
ny destitute or indigent sick or injured or crippled or home 
would give them the right to take them to a charitable 
‘mosynary institution, and it would give them the right 
e them from those institutions without particularly men- 
¢them. It seems to me, Mr. President, that that would be 
er amendment. If the Senator will not accept it, I would 


tions, 


se 


rd “ religion,’ 


CULBERSON. I suggest to the Senator that there is no 
1 why every sick person should be permitted to be carried 
and that the words “ indigent, homeless, and destitute ” 
include the passage of persons sick and in a position de- 
ng charity. 
McCUMBER. 
ny amendment. 


The Senator undoubtedly did nct under- 
It reads : 


Jess | 


rsons,” 


6. CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. President, I want the at- | 


It would be impossible to secure a sufficient | 
‘ unless the railways were allowed to give reduced fare | 


After the statement the Senator made to | 


al with reduced fares or commutation tickets, but it is con- | 


n the fields of the Dakotas during the proper season of the | 


) any destitute or indigent sick or injured or crippled or home- | 
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That is, they will have to be destitute or i rent 





injured or crippled or homeless person 

| Mr. CULBERSON. Under the present end n 
digent, whether sic’. or well, they may be « dl 
sequently that includes the suggestion of the & 


| Mr. McCUMBER. I did not understand the 

| Mr. CULBERSON. I say the amendment proposed 

| indigent persons, whether they are sick or well. 

| Mr. McCUMBER. No; the Senator will observe tl vord 
| “or” between “ destitute and indigent” without th 

| between the others. That shows that destitu nd 


are conditions that modify sick, injured, crippled, or 
that they must be both destitute and indi 


Mr. GALLINGER. Will the Senator allow m 
| Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. I want to ask the S = 
Texas—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that t 


time of the Senator from North Dakota h: 
Mr. BACON obtained 
Mr. GALLINGER. 

to me just one mon simply for 
Mr. BACON. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I wish to ask the Sei r f 


the floor. 
Will the 


nt 
nt, 





whether he holds that if the ai iment ed 
of the existing law is repealed or not That is I 
| simply for information. 
Mr. CULBERSON. It is repealed to that ex 
| Mr. GALLINGER. It is to that extent? 
| Mr. CULBERSON. Yes, sir. 
| Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator repeats some of 1 Dp 
ology of the existing law. I should hardly t] g 
to be done. 
Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I understand that the measure 
pending is a substitute offered by the Senator from Texas, and 
| that as a substitute it is now open to amen dment. 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of opinion th 
|} not open to amendment. 
Mr. BACON. If the Chair will permit me to 1 \ 
| gestion, I understand that there is offered by the Senator f 
Texas a substitute for a provision in the pending ll. Am I 
correct? 
| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The provision in the bill is an 


amendment itself, and the amendment proposed by the Sen 
from Texas is an amendment to that amendment 
Mr. BACON. Will the Chair pardon an inquiry rhe pro 
vision in the bill is not an amendment offered by anyone « 
It is a provision of the bill, and this is a substitute for tl 
vision, and under the well-recognized rule o | 
law—— 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, will the S tor allow 
to make a parliamentary inquiry? — 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator f1 G 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina? 
Mr. BACON. Certainly, if it relates to this matte 
Mr. TILLMAN. It relates to this matter 
Mr. BACON. Very well. 
Mr. TILLMAN. As I understand it, tl S ( 
reconsidered the amendment that was incor] i 
at the instance of the Senator from Texas. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 
Mr. TILLMAN. And that amendment is 1M 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is the pen 
and to that amendment another amendment has be¢ 
by the Senator from Texas. 
Mr. TILLMAN. Therefore there are two ts ] 
ing, and we are at the end of our row on ame 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is of that « 
Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President, I rise to 
order. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The § tor f Ni H 
will state his question of order. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I make the 
vision now in the bill, being an Me 
Committee of the Whole, is not ! ul ll g 
to the Senate. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will stat 
by which that amendment was placed in the bil 
sidered in the Committee of the Whole, and it I 
ment as though still pending. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I beg pardon; I was not aware of 
fact that it had been formally reconsidered 
Mr. BACON. If I understand the provision which is now 
| pending, it is found on page 4 of the bill, beginning at 1 9 
' and ending at line 18. Am I correct in that? 
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VICE-PRESIDENT. 
BACON. Very well. 





That is correct. 
The Senator from Texas offers a 


The 


Mr. 


substitute for that provision, and those are the two measures 
now before the Senate. According to a well-established and 


recognized rule of parliamentary practice, where there are two 
one in the nature of a sub- 


independent propositions pending, 


stitute for the other, it is within the province of the parlia- 
mentary body to amend each proposition, so that the Senate 
may choose between the two when thus perfected. 

Otherwise, Mr. President, it will be seen that the Senate | 


would be limited in its consideration to a choice between the | 
as they now are, without any opportunity on the 


two measures 
part of the Senate to perfect them. If it is not in order to 
amend the proposition of the Senator from Texas, then it must 
be voted on in its entirety as it stands, 
Chair, would be of great 








manifestly inconvenience if there 
were any such rule of parliamentary practice as that. To avoid 
that, to enable the body to perfect a measure, it is a well-recog- 
nized rule that where there are two pending propositions, one 
in the nature of a substitute for the other, the parliamentary 
body has the undoubted right to perfect each, so that the Sen- 
ate may choose between the perfected measures and not be lim- 
ited to a choice between two measures neither of which may 
have been put in the position that they desire. 

Of course I yield with all deference, but there is no question 

my mind that that is the parliamentary rule. It is the same 
subject of debate, the Chair will remember, that was brought 
to the attention of the Senate some weeks ago, when a similar 
question was before us. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
to strike out and 


The 
notion insert. The Chair would further 
state that 
Texas to the amendment which appears in the bill is not satis- 
factory to the Senate it can vote it down, and the amendment 
pending would then be open to amendment. 

Mr. BACON. The Chair, then, holds that the proposition of 


the Senator from Texas must either be voted upon affirmatively 


or negatively and that it can not be amended? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair holds that to be the 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I should like again to call 


which, I submit to the | 


The Chair understands this is not | 
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if the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 


the particular attention of the Senator from Texas to the sug- | 


ion that he insert, after the word “ attorneys,” 
‘and physicians and surgeons.” 


gest 


the words | 


| sires to express respecting the surgeons, and I 








Mr. CARTER. Mr. President- 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator 
yield to the Senator from Montana? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I yield. 

Mr. CARTER. 
I thought the Senator from Indiana had concluded. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I very much, ing 
sire to vote for the amendment of the Senator from Te 
I am convinced that the amendments suggested by the 
from North Dakota are both wise and necessary, and, 
that they are not covered by the provisions of the amen 

I call the attention of the Senator from Texas to the { 
probably it would not be unbecoming to be a little more 
to the suggestions of Senators. This original amend) 
drafted by me before or at the same time the Senat 
Texas drafted it, and I offered it to the Senate before 
ator from Texas offered it. But the President of th: 
called attention to the fact that the Senator from Ty 





from | 


| asked to be recognized for that purpose, and so I imi, 


withdrew my substitute, not having any pride of opini 
it, not earing for credit for it, in order that the Sens: 
Texas might move his amendment, which was accerdin 

Thereupon it became clear to several Senators that t! 
ment was defective in the exact particulars the Sen 
since perfected his amendment. I suggested certain 
be used instead of the phraseology employed, but tly 
did not see fit to accept them. On two or three oceans 
ators have suggested, solely for the purpose of perfi 
amendment, and for no other reason, amendments whic! 
ator has been able to oppose on the ground of reason 
The Senator has accepted the suggestion to insert the 
“and physicians and surgeons,” but the amendments t!] 
suggested by the Senator from North Dakota, which ar 
in the nature of perfecting the amendment of the Sena 
Texas, and which can certainly do no harm, and whi: 
we are on the subject, we ought to dispose of, instead o 
them up independently in the Senate and discussing t! 
subject over again, are not considered as necessary 
Senator from Texas. 

I sincerely trust that he will enable all of us w! 
heartily to vote for his amendment to do so, by acce; 
amendments which were offered by the Senator fro 
Dakota, and which all Senators admit could not i: 
amendment and which will certainly perfect it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 
yield to the Senator from Virginia? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. DANIEL. I am in sympathy with the object of ¢ 
ator from Indiana, to express clearly in the bill wh 
suc 
there are two ways in which we may get this subj 
cumbered of its present awkward parliamentary posi! 

Tirst, the Senator from Texas offered an amendnx 
was adopted, and it has been reconsidered. The Sei 
dently does not intend to adopt that amendment. | 
therefore, give him unanimous consent to withdraw 
the present amendment offered in the bill be consid 
stend of as an amendment to an amendment. Or 
from Texas might withdraw his amendment and let 
ments be withdrawn and vote down the Culberson 
as an original proposition. 

I suggest that if the Senator 





Senator from 


the 
tll 
ane 


from Texas will ask 


| original and reconsidered amendment may, by unanin 


before 


sent, be withdrawn, it will disencumber us of this 
situation, in which we may be compelled to vote for a 
it is perfected. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. BACON. 
offer an amendment at this time, I 


That is precisely the situation. 
Mr. President, as it is not in order for 
desire, in a word 


| why I do not favor the amendment of the Senator fro 


Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia will 
state his point of order. 

Mr. BACON. It is not a point of order; but, with the per- 
mission of the Senator from Indiana, I would suggest that the 
Chair has just ruled that there can be no amendment— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I am not proposing an 

mendment. 

Mr. BACON I beg pardon. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I am asking the Senatcr from Texas, 
and in my own time, whether he will not consent to perfect his 

ndment by the insertion of the words “and physicians and 
£ is I hope to be able to vote for the Senator’s amend- 
ment if he will permit us to do so, and whether he will or 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Indiana 
\ 1 to the Senator from Texas? 

ir. BEVERIDGE. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. CULBERSON. As I stated to the Senator from Indiana 

oment ago, I think, under the term “ employees,” physicians 

e included, but while I am of that opinion I have no objection 
to the insertion of the words “surgeons or physicians of the | 

pany ” to make it certain. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Then let that amendment to the amend- | 
ment be made, 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas mod- 
ify his proposed amendment to the amendment? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I will change it to add, after “ attorneys,” 


yhysicians and surgeons.’ 


1 
"RESIDENT. 


1 modification. 

(he Secrerary. After the word “attorneys” insert “ and 
physicians and surgeons,” 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Now, Mr. President, I wish to ask the 


from Texas whether he will not also accept the two 
( ously needed amendments suggested by the Senator from 
North Daketa [Mr. McCumMBErR]? 


LBERSON. I think the amendment covers the sug- 


the Senator from North Dakota, and I decline to 


The Secretary will state the pro- | 


and to suggest that the proposition which I have offer 
proper one for the Senate to favor. 

The numerous suggestions made by Senators of ind 
eases where the application of the rule proposed by tli 
ment of the Senator from Texas will result in ! 
indicates the very great difficulty of laying down a gene 
where all cases of hardship will be relieved simply in tli 
exceptions. For that reason, it seems to me it vel 


Is 


| wiser to designate the particular persons to whom pass 





not be issued rather than to make a general prohibition : 

endeavor to specify who shall be the excepted classes. 
I therefore want to have read for information, as |! 

iffer it: the proposition which I will ask the Senate to }: 


( 
I ask that the Secretary will read to the Senate the ame 





I desire to make an independent suce. 


\ 
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ll be proposed by me in case the amendment offered 
tor from Texas should not be adopted. I ask the 

of Senators to the reading of the amendment 

SIDENT. In the absence of objection, the 

guested. 

the reading, I desire to again state to 
its attention, that the theory of this 








nt j signate the parties to whom the issuance of 
ill be prohibited, rather than to proceed upon the other 
naking a general prohibition, and then endeavoring to 
trouble by exceptions. Now, I ask that the amendme 
ead. 

ICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the amend- 
ended to be proposed by the Senator from Georgia. 
SecreTarRy. In lieu of the amendment of Mr. CULBERSON 
sed to insert the following: 

















irrier « 1 in interstate commerce shall hereafter di- 
lirectly issue or gi any interstate free ticket, free 
rtation or passage to any Senator of the United § 
itive in Congress, or to any justice or judge of the 
{ States, or to any officer of either of the Executiy 
United States. Any such carr lating t 
l leemed guilty of a misdemear sha f é 
to the United States a pena of than $100 





$2,000 

LAY. Mr. President, I rise to a parliamentary inquiry. 

ICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Georgia will 

3; parliamentary inquiry. 

LAY. I understood the Chair to rule that the a1 
was adopted by the Senate and reconsidered w 

that amendment being the amendment propose 

Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLperson]. That amen 
till pending before the Senate, the Senator from 




















( 1. substitute for it, and the only question which 
vote upon is either the adoption or the re 
that amendment. I desire to ask the Chair this 
If that amendment should be adopted in lieu of the 
mendment, would it be still subject to an 
ICE-PRESIDENT. It would t at the ent r( 
A) If t presen’ situ mn continues, tl s 3 
elled to » I at ame ty t I ) ‘ ime ‘ 
I PRESIDEN The ¢ so | 5 i 
( 
NELSON. Mr. President 
! RESIDENT. Does tl Sena fre G a 
ie Se or from Minnesota 
AY Certainly 
LSON That an dment would be su rye ) me l 
bill gets out of the Committee of the W 
mend the amendment which had b ‘ 
Committee of the Wh 
LY. Mr. President, just a few words further 
ther amendments yet pend in the Sei N ! 
n be acted upon at this time. I am anxious to vote 
ition of passes to executive, legislative, and judicial 
what Congress to do with venting ds 
> | S to priv t tz S$ who old , c { 
ment I am unable to understand. i 1 understand 
izht not to ride on free pas I can underst 
ie a ress ought to ride on a } I « 
i why judicial officers ought to |! ] ved of 
both from a Federa id a State standpoi: \ 
I { private citize vnho S ho ¢ e, it J 
entirel liffe it question For that re I } é 
li ( il ed by ivy colle y i M LA N ol 
dmen ottered y i@ LALOL rom Mississ M 


MALLORY. Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 
or from Georgia how he differentiates 
nsportation to an individual for himself 
giving of reduced rates to an individua 
wrong, if the railroad does wrong in discriminati 
individuals in granting reduced freight rates, how d 

tor reconcile himself to saying that the giving of a 
for the transportation of a passenger is not also in 
f the law? 

“oad corporation is ere ated for the lx I efit f the pul ] 
ight to discriminate in favor of one person, 
he be a public officer or a private individual, as agait 

I should like to hear from the Senator in reference to 
‘rimination. 
CLAY. The Government official and the private citizen 
different relations to the public. Members of Congress 
ed upon to legislate for the American peopte and to pass 
lestions as between the railroads and the people. The 











is ho 








( e Glv! 
rier to ] 
matters ol 
where f 
‘ree pass f 











ply say tl 
| i wil 
1 | Mr. 
created 

» right, 
ca SA 

he D 
disc 

L privy 





private ci 
o » 7 1 . 
£0 = tO y t exa 
8 I ] rere me 
rrier to g 
United States 1d 
> i i Ai 
"eSSs j rivat 
different light; so do 
MM MALLORY I 
cy a pa o = 
a omitant of ft 
ybliged to allow his « 
I see no obi« n 
road but bey 1 1 
not to be | 1. 
I do WW I 
I ! 1 
( r s 
Mr. CAR t i 
Oo 
pas i 
» tal ¢ 
it i mat ‘J 
Vt ' ; 
relat e ) 
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> 


line ¢ 


that by transposition the paragraph beginning on 
> stock 


2, reading owners and care takers of live 
traveling with such stock or when going to point 
returning from point of delivery,” having been 


ss 
to 


when 


y 
Ol 


placed after 


] 


», page 


of shipment | 


the words with reference to the interchange of passes by an | 


inadvertence in writing it out, or stenographically, it is, I 


think, susceptible to the objection suggested by the Senator from | 


Montana. I 
words suggested by the Senator from Montana “ issue or,” 
the word “the,” at the beginning of Z 2 


" after 
line 2, on page 2, 
the ainendment will speak the purpose of the drafter. 

Mr. President, I want to say in reference to this matter—— 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator allow me to ask him 
that point whether he has modified his amendment in any other 
respect? I was for a time out of the Chamber, and I under- 
stand that there have been some other modifications. 

Mr. CULBERSON. At the suggestion of the 
Indiana [Mr. BevertpcE] the words“ physicians and surgeons ” 
were added after the word “ attorneys.” 

Mr. President, I desire to say that I have no special desire to 
introduce or to pass any particular amendment on the subject 
of free passes. I have said once or twice in the Senate that 
my purpose in introducing the amendment several days ago was 
to avoid a very disagreeable and a very vexatious subject in the 
Southern States. That was my particular object, though in- 
cidentally I am opposed to the issuance of passes, and would, 
if I could, make it as general as it is possible to do under the 
circumstances. With that view and in that spirit, Mr. Presi- 
dent, I have consented to the modification of my amendment, 
wherever the suggestions of Senators have met my approval, 


and without reference to whom or by whom such suggestions | 
were made. 

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. BrEveRrIpce] a few moments 
ago, as I understand—though I did not hear him—suggested or 


with refer- 
notwith- 


part to him 
had suggested, 


intimated a of 


certain 


lack courtesy on 
amendments which 


ny 


ence To he 






Senator from 


have no objection, Mr. President, to inserting the | 


so that | 


at | 
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| Senator BAILey, that he believed Senator BAILEy 


standing the fact that I had already accepted a suggestion made 
by himself with respect to the insertion of the words “ physicians 
and surgeons’ of railway companies. I do not understand 
what the Senator meant by that language if he uttered it, al- 
though, as I say, I did not hear it. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator wish me to make a 
statement here? 
Mr. CULBERSON,. I wish to know what the Senator meant. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. Mr. President, I simply said 
that I thought, in view of the history of this particular amend- 
ment, the Senator could afford to be a little more generous than 
he had been up to that particular moment in listening to the 
restions of other Senators, which suggestions were made 
solely for the purpose of perfecting his amendment. I called 
1 to two or three instances where suggestions had been 
made and which, without much consideration, had been sum- 
! ly rejected by the Senator from Texas. I said, in view of 
the history of this whole proceeding, when Senators were 
erely ‘ to aid the Senator, as we are all attempting to 
id each other, I thought he might be a little more receptive. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair will state that this dis- 
ion is out of order, as each of the Senators have heretofore 
ke 
Mr. CULBERSON. Then if I may not refer further to this 
{ I will rise for another purpose. Appreciating the sug 
made in several parts of the Chamber with reference 
t attitude in which Senators may be themselves placed 
vote on this matter, although I do not yet understand 
\ e so-called “ parliamentary situation,” I ask -unani- 
nsent to withdraw the amendment which is printed in 
lics on page 4 of the bill, and to offer in lieu of it the printed 
l t proposed by myself, which is on the desks of Sena- } 
tors S mol so that the amendment which is now pend- 
ing may be amendable by the Senate, if it sees proper. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
made by the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Before the Senator takes his seat, I 
want to ask him a question merely for the purpose of expe- 
diting this matt Does the Senator in making this request 
f inimous consent to substitute another amendment for 
he one pending include in the substitute amendment the words 
ysicians and surgeons ” which the Senator included in his 
endment a moment ago? 
Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. Very well. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 
of the Senator from Texas? The Chair hears no objection. 


Mr. DANIEL. 


This is disposed of, is it? 








Mr. BAILEY. 
sonal privilege. 


Mr. President, I rise to a question 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas 
a question of personal privilege. The Senator will stat 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I send to the Sec 
desk—— 


Mr. DANIEL. Had I been recognized? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator had been re 
but the Senator from Texas rose to a question of perso: 
lege. 

Mr. DANIEL. Of course I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BAILEY. I ask the Secretary to read from the 
Tribune of May 15 the matter between the pen mark 
article which I send to the desk, beginning at the loy 
of the first column. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
quested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 


The Secretary will read 


[From the Chicago Tribune, Tuesday, May 15, 1906.) 
BAILEY A STUMBLING BLOCK. 


It is a fact, however, and there is documentary proof of 
has not yet been produced, but which is none the less in ex 
I know, that Senator TILLMAN could not control his own part 
he could not control the real party leader in the Senate, Jor | 
Texas. It was Senator BAILEY who stood in the way of an 
and Senator TILLMAN was suspicious of him and said so i: 
words to former Senator Chandler. It was Mr. Chandler w 
to the White House the statement that Senator BaILey had 
extraordinary amendment prohibiting the lower courts of 
States exercising the right to issue interlocutory orders f 
purpose of defeating the railroad bill. It was Mr. Ch: 
vouched for the statement that Senator TILLMAN was 
was trea 
hoy 
to i 


did not want a rate bill passed at all, or, if passed, 
inserted in it some amendment which would be fatal 
tionality and which would destroy its effectiveness. 

The story was told as coming from Senator TILLMAN t 
BAILEY was not honestly in favor of the rate bill, and that 
have opposed it openly if he were not afraid it would 
seat in the Senate, as the Texas people are not fond of stat: 
defend railroads or any other of the octopus class. 

HAVE CHANDLER IN WRITING, 

I think I am safe in saying that former Senator Chand 
a distinguished member of the Administration that he 
TILLMAN were both suspicious of Senator BAILEY and that 
undoubtedly was shown to President Roosevelt himself. |! 
conversations the word was carried from the TILLMAN 
ator BAILEY was suspected of holding secret conferences 
ALpricH himself, and by skillful support of his anti-injunct 
ment Senator BaILey intentionally had split up the Dem 
and had managed things so that Mr. TILLMAN could not 
thing like the unanimous Democratic vote for anything at 
ter whether approved by the Administration or not. 


cal 


That Senator BAILEY was under suspicion by Senator T: 
other prominent Democrats is positively known. That 
ground to believe that he or other Democrats were in co 
Senator ALDRICH almost all the time, and that they were 
to unite with the ALDRICH crowd to “down the Presid 


ceptible of proof, if the distinguished people interested s! 


produce the documents. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I had taken no pai 
question of veracity which had been raised by the 
between him and ex-Senator Chandler; I had not « 


any public expression of my opinion as to the questio 
faith which the Senator from South Carolina [ Mr. 
raised with the President, because personally I knev 
about either transaction. I had never conferred 
President directly, nor had I conferred with him 
ex-Senator Chandler. It was, therefore, a matter 
surprise this morning when a Senator called my att 
the communication in the Chicago Tribune of yesterd 

That communication, it is understood, was sent by 
spondent who close to the White House, and w! 
sumed to speak with some degree of authority « 
inatters there. I do not know this to be true, and 
decline to charge that it is true. Bet, sir, I denou 
statement as an unqualified, a deliberate, and a malici 
denounce that correspondent as an unqualified, deliber 
malicious liar; I denounce the man who furnished hi! 
formation on which it was based or who inspired its 
tion as an unqualified, deliberate, and a malicious 
ever he may be, and however high the office which he 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the an 
of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON]}. 

Mr. DANIEL and Mr. McCUMBER addressed the Ch 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Vir 
entitled to the floor. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I rise to a question of personal pr 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South ‘ 
will state it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. My name having been mention 
article which has been read as the one who had con 


r 


is 


] 


Mr. Chandler the information that I suspected the goo 


May 1 


, 
) 


t 





+] 
it} 











Senator 


ething 


from Texas [Mr. Battey], I feel called upon to 
I have read the whole of that article, and I am 

it the Senator from Texas did not allow it all to go in, 
hile it is not 

-AILEY. I want to say that I did not feel at liberty 

any part of it printed except that which related to me. 

ri{LLMAN. Then, perhaps, Mr. President, the Senate 
e to hear it all now, and I ask that it be all read, so 
wh comments on it may be better understood. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Is there objection to the request 

Senator from South Carolina? The Chair hears 
1 the Secretary will read as requested. 

(GALLINGER. Let the Secretary read the portion which 
een read. 
cretary read as follows: 


the 






RAITOR ON THE RATE BILL—CHARGED BY CHANDLER THAT 
HT ALLIANCE WITH ALDRICH TO BLOCK TILLMAN’S EF 
EVELT QUICK TO ACT—PRESIDENT’S PROMPT WORK IN 
UNITES REPUBLICANS AND DEPRIVES DEMOCRATS OF CREDIT. 

[By Raymond. ] 
WASHINGTON, D. C., May 14, 1906 
letter of President Roosevelt to Senator Allison and the 

Attorney-General Moody to the President, | le public to 


so back of the sensational statements of Senators BAILEY 














in the Senate on Saturday, is still another story which I 
itted to make public for the first time 
Roosevelt did conduct negotiations with the Democrats 
itor TILLMAN. As he himself said, the conference lid not 
him, but the suggestion came from Senator TILLMAN 
h former Senator William E. Chandler, a Republican, but 
mal friend of Senator TILLMAN 





MAN and Mr. Chandler have visited each other during vaca 

d in spite of the difference in their politics have been ex 

se friends since they first became acquainted. They used 

e Senate just for the fun of the thing and then go out to 

er. Mr. TILLMAN visited Mr. Chandler at his New Hamp 
and the visit was returned. 

rILLMAN’S LOVE FOR CHANDLER. 
Mr. Chandler was beaten for reelection through the influence 





d Maine Railroad, which he had persistently fought, 
was < of who helped the New Hamps! 
soft job he now holds at the head of the Spanish 
This curious tribunal L ge patron 
salaries, does no work, and is in itself the ideal Govern 
the like of which does not really exist in Washington. 
riILLMAN was not on good terms with President Roosevelt. 
tion to the White House had been withdrawn and a 
inistered by the President because of his unseemly 


nis 


VIAN 
the 
Commission 


ne se 








possesses a li 





oor of the Senate which resulted in his suspension. 
riLLMAN, by force of circumstances, had been made the 
» Democrats, and also to a certain extent the representa 


Administration element 







in the Senate on which the President 





















d It was quite natural, therefore, for the South Carolina 
talk over the situation with his boon companion and cor 
Mr. Chandler. It was Mr. Chandler who went first to the 
and not the White House which went to Mr. Chandler 
the story is not new, although it is revived by the Presi 
vent and the report of Attorney-General Moody. It is nec- 
it it, however, b use it exp is the circumstances 
1, the Presi thus far ha indly suppressed, 
of both for Mr. Chandler and Senator TILLMAN, 
‘ h in favor of rate regulation. 
TILLMAN’S POLITICAL ENDS. 
vas a twofold reason apparently which influenced Mr. TILt 
1 negotiatio with the President. By the action of S$ itor 
i the Republican majority on the committee Senator TILL 


t in charge of the bill. 












He would be sure to make a sorry 
nless he had some assurance of support by the Adminis 
licar Senator TILLMAN is a violent man in his lan 

he has honest convictions. He belicved in rate ré ation 
to see it put on the statute books. He was ent ly in 


with the President on the matter of principle, and owing t 














of his purpese he was willing to forget the old snub and 
Chandler to the White House to see if some sort of a thor 
d not be devised on which both the President and the 
suuld travel, leaving ALDRICH and his crowd out in the cold 
yas one na al political trick to be turned, which was to s¢ 
country the credit of passing the rate bill. Senator 


see that 


smart enough to at if Senator ALDRICH cou!d com 
rer portion of the Republican vote, and if the Iminist 
, ve to depend upon the solid Democratic 
gainers. I political reasons, theref as 
votion to principle and his personal desire to 
ill s Ss through the Senate, Mr. TILLMAN was more 
to negotiate with the President, and while he would not 
House he was willing to and did repeatedly to see 
reneral, who was the President’s personal representative 





the 
honest d 
fully 





m his 


ro ro 


y-f 


DEMOCRATS BADLY SPLIT. 











s the situation down to about the time of the Democrati 

1 there was developed such a great split in that party as t 
resident and those nearest him extremely doubtful whether 
ats could deliver solid support even if the Administration 
t upon a compromise amendment satisfactory to them 
Roosevelt, as Senator TILLMAN’s own negotiations show, and 
rt of Attorney-General Moody proves conclusively, was er 


ng to work in harmony with anyone who would aid in the 
i satisfactory rate bill. 

sure had been passed through the House unanimously and 
tal obliteration cf political lines. It was not a party meas 
sense of the word. It had been reported out to the Senate 
vote of a majority of the Republican members of the 
n Interstate Commerce, and it was actually dependent 
lative, day by day, of a Democrat as the floor leader. It 





ny 


(‘om 
upon 
was 
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entirely proper, therefore, that the President sl l 
TILLMAN, and if that had been all there was 
would still be in entire irmony 
[At this point in the article appears the matter he 
read at the request of Mr. BaAILey. | 
| ‘The Secretary resumed the reading of the art s 
NEW TASK FOR ROOS! 
| It was, therefore, when it was discovered that t I 
hopelessly split up, and when it was found tl ut 
| Self was openly ont of tou with and spici f Ser 
} the ged leader of the min n tl 
necessi he Administration to make a fin ef t 
publi her on some rt of a rate ill ‘ V 
} tact ntry ro have notified Senat riLouM 1] 
wor ¢ d this purpose entirel Se AI 1 
as ! tt get at S tor TILLMAN, and Senat | ! 
} I tt l wel! re ly the 
j ifte \ il was » $a t 
it I tior anyor d 
| remar) to s ] t, that it w s d 
| it was done is tol | in Attol y-( M 
} in which he says, letailing t ‘ fers s Ss 
just after the Democratic S 
I then said that in 1 pinion ar r l 
i representing the executive nch ¢ eG ‘ 
vi inspired from heaven, would not i 
the Senate; that that Ww t | nd t 
exact language of an en 0 ‘ i d l 
agreed upon i d n } e Se t el 
gested Senat nf ' 
the matter, so W ‘ ‘ ed, ended 
Nw AM DM r ¢ 
As the President said, tl now l A I 
| brought to him by Senators ALLIs 1 < I 
} lated in the Senate for some little time ! i 
fore it was hown to the ] ident ] 


i as 


as much ¢ 


was 
onsid 
remarkal 
‘nl Moody at 
mise was I 
aw it until he read it in the newspar ift 
his public approval 
ter, but he had, in effect 
sted that the compro! 


I 
the Administration. 


[At this point the article 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. 
myself this remarkable article 
lls us: 


ert 











from 


| Mood 
sent to the ad ' ’ 
President, the points } I 
In ( P t 1 of ’ 
And | eu ng 
I «¢ n a I 
All 1 d d 





address 


ridge t 


in 


This correspondent 











house the handle Lor or wh I ha id h i { I 
} not say. But in the brief time I ha iad 
| article I counted eight distinct an l absolute fals« : l 
|to myself. But the one more particularly ‘ ( 
| tion is that I ever lost faith in the integrity and } 
| dealing and purpose of the Senator fr: eX Mr. 1] 
| There never has been tlhe s] ghtest dis Y ‘ ‘ » 
from the beginning of tli rate d t S 
| and I have never at any time or anywhere l 
| I have said that there were suggestions 
Rhode Island |[Mr. ALpricu] to the Senator 
| BAILEY], and to myself also, urging £ ‘ 
| Democrats and his friends on the ‘ 
| to consider. But there has nevet 5! S 
|} on my part of the good faith « 
| business. Therefore 

being sent abroad by ‘ Ickoo d | es of 
| lican machine to ende muddy 1 
| situation, is only indicative of the d ( ' 

some people have brought themsely 

The observation of the Attorney-Gens that f 

nothing that might be drawn in the way of ling ! 
ever be accepted bD é u S ~ r ¢ ‘ 

adroit effort to give color to the Pr ‘ etl 

Allison amendment as embodying ! ‘ 

notwithstanding the repeated de r ms 

his conversation with Senators and his 
|} newspaper men that he would 1 é 

posal. 

I do not care to pursue the questio ( 

fully acquainted with the situation But, as | ( 

and the Senate is undoubtedly t 1 of this I 

to put in one more exhibit, so that the R ) I 

future historians come to sift the question wl ‘ 

this important transaction—they m ‘ 

that I have. I therefore send to the des nd € | 
|} a personal letter addressed to me by tl LI \\ 


| Chandler, of this date. 
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Knox had declared it to be unconstitutional unless 


amer 
| that was the general position of the opponents of limited 
| view which led the President on that day to conclude 

| best to expressly grant the jurisdiction to review, but to rie 
it to the two objects named. The only harm that I can see 
come in the whole business was the abandonment of any at 
earry that limitation of the review without any previous 


Senators TILLMAN and BAILgey. 
On the whole, perhaps I ought to consider myself fortunat 
old imperialist days had been fully revived at 


the White Ii 
whom I considered the best of friends—Senator LopGr 1m 


would have cut off my head and taken it to President Roos 
charger, and I should have spoken no more. Now, at least 
left to me the power of speech. But I shall never use it 


missionary from 
Sincerely, 


President Roosevelt to the Democratic pari 


yours, - 
Wm. B. Cra 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, since I had the article { 
Chicago Tribune of yesterday read from the clerk’s ¢ 


| attention has been called to substantially the same ki 


| rather 
-| President is fit for his high office—will pay for it wi 


slander in the New York Tribune of to-day. I suppos 
deemed proper to send it to Chicago a day in advance, 
the calumnies would reach Washington on the same 
will say, and I say it upon the statement of more t 
reputable newspaper correspondent in the gallery—-a: 
rule, they are as honorable as are the Senators on thi 
that the two chief cuckoos among the correspondents 
of the Chicago Tribune and the New York Tribune. 

it seems to me conclusive that this slander proceeded 
White House. I hope, for the honor of my country, 
did not proceed from the President himself. But if 
man of a high sense of honor he will see to it that Sen 
not slandered by his subordinates. 

The miserable wretch who communicated to these n: 
and who sought through them to communicate to tl 
this slander upon me, in order that the public may 
than the other issues which have been raised 


tion ; and if the man who did it holds his place, eviden 
it with the approval of his chief. 

Mr. NELSON. What is the 
Senate? 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


question pending bet 


The question fis on agre 


| amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas 
BERSON]. The Senator from Virginia [Mr. Danrez] 


the floor before the Senator from Texas [Mr. BaAILey 


| a question of personal privilege. 


Mr. DANIEL. After the words “except to its,” 
page 1, of the Culberson amendment, { move to inse 
lowing words: 

Actual and bona fide officers, directors, attorneys. 

If those words are there inserted, a consequenti 
ment will be necessary in lines 5 and 6, to strike out 
‘to its actual and bona fide attorneys.” The eff 
amendment is simply to treat the attorneys of a ra 


| pany like their other agents and employees, and to 


l Vit PRESIDENT. Without objection, the Secretary 

VV “ad pueste I 
he Secreta! read llow 
VASHINGTON, D. C., May 16, 1906. 
M MAR M riLLMAN A he telephonic denial by President Roose- 
\ to the § te t $ tor LODGE remains in the CONGRES- 
LEK May 12, it seems » that I should take some no- 
» whi I do by now reat the essential truth of the 
t I made to you and whicl epeated in the Senate. Much 
I ec t the hast action <« or LopGE and the President 
reed an is » between the President and myself, the extreme lan- 
used kes such an issue unavoidable, and I can not shrink 
evade though I can not use toward the Chief Executive 
nation lage like his own Upon ir respective statements 
I it the D versy, with confidence to the judgment of those who | 
] n 
I tho Ww io not know me there is fortunately circumstantial 
of a ! 1 order w *h shows that tl President could not 
} itted 1a} stance the statement which he denies. 
Ni ad he have then made the whole statement which he now sub- 
His impulsivenes s led him into serious error upon a point 
‘ iporta itself, mly as affecting his attack upon me. 
I to you a her stat ent as follows: 

1 to March 31 I bad t en the President for 4 long time. I 
did t go to tl re e of Senator TILLMAN, 
but becat 1ere by the letter from 
M , and I ybject. It was unmis- | 
tal state ‘ILLMAN, who had the 

in charg 1ate, for the purpose 
ring tt of a court-review 
* 1i tt 1e Commission had 
ex 1 its ty id e utional rights of the | 
carrier I knew and he knew that it was impossible for him to open 
neces W Mr. TILLMAN, unless he was fully satisfied that the 
Pr dent had absolutely given all intention of coming to an agree- 
with the Senators who been making the contest for an un- 
] i yurt review, and, in stating his object, he said that he had 
» final naming Senators Knox, FoORAaKkpR, and 
tl Ser rs who had made the arguments in the Senate 
i t ew, and he used, as nearly as lI 
I d s t >t l Mr. T 
S I and 4 e 
, Q i ‘ da t 
V ‘ t 3 vi it t support 
\ ’ I 1 Mr. T {AN i told him my mission 
f I distr l suspicious. He ques 
) I ad said, I related to 
I tl e by President to 
I if d T Dp 
\ enat sn rndvocates « al 
I VW at ed st ca 
i t e I i it | l 
. SA t res v 1 he did, s y 
n the right N 
l it - e I = to 4 
n ai . 1~ “ 
‘ > ra 1¢ ma 
y ff I vu i ‘m l I 
I g sndmen he paper 
Mood 1 later by Messrs. | 
BA Was t natur ential that 
ed hat he | arated 
r f f 1 the § ‘re the 
stit i] ] L eat 1 his 
1 l f I t S > that 
i MA t Col i i po ) 
i false rd 7 
x t wh I t says he thinks 
f rat Se tor AKER, he 
i ! > : 3 staken Senators 
J l é ] t all that was said 
I x, that t President did not agree 
} Ir t ¥ , 
iS 
' i to « ( 
t l n in 
. : March ge 
f I had nt Ct ni r 
i 1 so re rted r 
I 3 looking t L "e, 
that had in nvyers 1 at 
l t t I made to M 
1 ely rmless and 
f 1 e advoca of an 
f vyer Senate, naming 
\ 1 F re « lefeat 
al ar that had come 
: l s ild give 
. ed? ‘J were the great constitu 
wre f the Senate al r ingenious arg ients against any 
I V Vv, a t y were ] e and likely to be 
‘ Ip ) r the J Mi , limitation through 
f r more Der rats and 20 or less 
! ' 1 was the n President's say- 
: » f l di 1 them on the day 
Wi Hx a view to uniting 
i limitation of court 
it in or out of their 
) y strong ex- 
trying I r defeat the bill by 
I it not mean that they we 
trying if could be ¢ led to mee 


company to accord to them and to their immediate 
free passes in identically the same manner that tl! 
permitted to accord them to their other agents and em] 

I thought at the time the original Culberson amend! 
adopted that it was erroneous in qualifying the t 
neys ” with the word “ exclusive,” first, because the 
elusive” would require an interpretation about 
might be difference of opinion, and, second, becaus« 
itself without a sufficient substantial basis. Like 
had similar views, I sustained the Culberson amendme 
ing its author of my objection, and relying on the assui 
tunity later to seek the change now asked. 

In the great cities of the country—Baltimore, P 
and New York, for instance—the attorneys of great 
tions are somewhat like the attorney-general of a Stat 
country. They are so occupied in their offices that 
neither the opportunity nor the motive to desire private 
ment. But in the towns and villages of my own 


1 





| south of us, west of us, and in many of the towns and 


of the more populous States, the attorney of a railr 
pany has to associate with railroad employments 
practice, and it would be unwise to say that the railr 
pany could not grant to him a free pass because, i! 
eke out his salary and to make a respectable living, he i 
eases in the courts for the people. 

I hope that this amendment will be satisfactory, and \ 
as other Senators have already said, that I am in r 
a voluminous correspondence, by letter and telegram, 
subject and its connate topies of free passes to be ac 
employees. I will not read any of these communicat 
they come from all directions. They are accredited 


most respectable names: They represent interests whi 














! re . * * . : . 2 
t their views, | to be regarded, for what is asked is right in itself. 
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estraining railroad companies from the general system 
passes to men in the public service and others there is 
male in requiring them not to use their own property 
s that enable them to get better service and perhaps 
rated or cheaper service from the attorneys and agents 
they employ. 
President, especially is this applicable to the families of 
. i employees. There are in the State of Virginia, which 
; tless like other States in this respect, railroad shops 
sus points to which workingmen are called from time to 
; Very often, too, other artisans have to move from one 
another. If the railroad company were to pay their 
it would be proper, but as they can accord them free 
ortation it is proper. Sometimes the family is living in 
and the artisan in another. It tends to the respecta- 
i to the decency of life and to all good ends of society 
tate these communications between the artisan and his 
id. 
it think, sir, that we should be prudish in dealing with 
ject. There are substantial equities and sound public 
and many individual accommodations about it which 
( 1 themselves, in my humble opinion, to reasonable and 


rILLMAN. I should like to know the parliamentary 

Mr. President. 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Did the Senator from Virginia 
an amendment? 

DANIEL. The clerks took down the amendment. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
nt which the Senator from Virginia proposes to the 
nt of the Senator from Texas. 

DANIEL. Strike out the word “ officers” in the fourth 

d insert “actual and bona fide officers, directors, at- 

Secretary. Before the word “ officers 
and bona fide.” 

DANIEL. That is correct. 

SecreTaARY. After the word “ officers” insert the words 

tors, attorneys.” 

Mr. DANIEL. That is correct. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Let the Secretary again read it. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will again read the 
ent to the amendment. 

SECRETARY. sefore the word “ officers,” in line 4 of the 
nt, insert the words “‘ actual and bona fide,’ and after 

rd “officers” insert the words “directors, attorneys; ” 

it will read: 


” 


insert the words 


and bona fide officers, directors, attorneys, agents, and em 

id members of their immediate families. 

fter “families ” strike out “to its actual and bona fide 
ys”? and insert in lieu “and physicians and surgeons.” 
HANSBROUGH. I suppose it will be in order now to 
e of the amendment offered by the Senator from Virginia? 
VICE-PRESIDENT. That is first in order. 
HANSBROUGH. And then another amendment will be 
eT ¢ 
VICE-PRESIDENT. It will. 
NELSON. I should like to hear the amendment read as 
read when amended. 












VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as _ re- 
( ed. 
SecrRETARY. AS amended the amendment would read: 
no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall hereafter 
ndirectly, issue or give any interstate free ticket, free pass, 
nsportation for passengers except to its actual and bona fide 
directors, attorneys, agents, and employees and members of 


diate families and physicians and surgeons, to ministers of 
nd inmates of hospitals and eleemosynary and charitable 

, and to indigent and destitute persons, etc. 
TILLMAN. Mr. President, I hope the amendment will 
dopted. It is too broad, and practically covers almost 
ing and everybody that can be drummed up. For instance, 
d “ agents ” would embrace a lobbyist, while if you would 
word “station” in front of it to describe it you could then 
to those who are employed by the railroad to look after 
ness at the depot. The word “ officers” is broad enough, 
oO not see any use in the world to put “ bona fide” there 
re than I do to put the words “ bona fide” in the amend 
efore “ attorneys.” The Senate has already adopted once 
rd to attorneys the words “ exclusively employed,” so as 
the issuance of passes to the regular attorneys, those 


e employed and who do no other work except for the | 


d. One of the curses of this free-pass system is that it 


en advantage of, and every lawyer anywhere within the 


v of the railroad business or in its territory who is will- 
accept a pass, if you will give him one, that allows him 








to go where he chooses and when he please nd 
have no other connection with the road tl 

mediary in the town in which he lives, or t ‘ 
if necessary, at the State capital when tl leg 
may come under this provision. 

Therefore I hope if the Senate is going to d I 
honest in this business, and not a mere pretens« 
amendment which will limit the attorneys t ) 
in the employ of the railroad, as we have e 
and will put the word “station” before th vo 
so as to keep out the designation, in wr g, of Mi 

| as the agent of the Pennsylvania Ra iv, f t 
him go anywhere he pleases or wherever he is s 
dirty work of the road. We want to give th ili 
ally in the employ of the road every convenience : 
for going about the country that they m need 
and their families also, but we ought not to make th 

so broad that it will actually be a laughingstock 
in the eyes of the country. 

Then if we will incorporate a provision which 
the other day by the Senator from North D: 
CUMBER] making it a penalty or a crime or a 
do not know what was the exact word—* unlawf 
for any officer of the United States to accept tl 
will have gone as far as legislation can go to sto] 

Mr. DANIEL. That is already in the amendment 

Mr. TILLMAN. When did it get there? 

Mr. DANIEL. “Any carrier violating this pr 
be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor.” 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am not talking about th rl 
not want to punish the poor carrier. We want to 
man who goes to the carrier and gets a pass and 
pass when it is sent to him. 

Mr. DANIEL. We want to put that in. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I hope it will be put in. 

We are already tangled up here, and I hope 
from Virginia will withdraw the amendment 
Senator from Texas accept an amendment l the 
through with this matter and go on. We have 
down something in order to vote in anything, and 
the amendment of the Senator from Virginia be 
table. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think that is a very unjust w 

Mr. TILLMAN. Or let us vote on it, then. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not intend that you shall 
it in my opinion and sit still. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator has already spoke 
speak any more. 

Mr. DANIEL. I can not allow a passionate d 
it to be made without making a reply to it. 
always wants people to sit down when he yw ts 
speech. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will retain the floor and wi 
temper, which the Senator from Virginia seems nm 
to do just now. 

Mr. DANIEL. I do not wish to be tre ML il 
fashion by you or anybody else 

Mr. TILLMAN. I beg the Senator’s pardo1 
anything that really needs it. I am not cor 
pose of that sort. 

Mr. DANIEL. Your manner is very gh 
| gentlemen debating an amendment with you 

Mr. TILLMAN. As I said, it was t my pul 
I am a rude man, but it was unintentional. I 
floor so that the Senator may speak, be he 
otherwise, under the rules. 

Mr. DANIEL. I wish to make brief answe 
travagant statement of the Senator fr South ¢ 
says my insertion of the word ttorneys ” here 
a laughingstock. 

Mr. ‘TILLMAN. The word “ attorneys s 

Mr. DANIEL. I know the word “ 1] 
in, but I transpose it so as to include their f 
sider that the attorneys of this country a1 
a class of men as other railroad i es. | 
State. The Senator can speak for his 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have not said anyt gy ag 

Mr. DANIEL. You say it will make a laughin 
mit their families to accept free tickets I t 
consider it an absurd notion. 

Mr. TILLMAN. If you put it so that will 
neys who are engaged exclusively in the No} 
actual employment and no others, I will agree to it 
are going to make it apply to every law 1 tl 


| ginia, or any other State, who is give 
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travel free on the road and get no other compensation for his 
work or pretense of work except his pass, I object to it. 

Mr. DANIEL. Is the Senator objecting to putting in there 
“bona fide attorneys? ” 

Mr. TILLMAN. Bona fide means nothing. 

Mr. DANIEL. I think it does mean something. That is just 
the difference between the Senator and myself. It does not 
mean a disguise, but a thing done specifically for an honest 
reason. That is what it means in my comprehension, whatever 
the Senator may conceive about it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I know a little Latin, 
¢ood faith. 
DANIEL. 





and I know it means 
in 
That is what it means. 

Mr. TILLMAN. An attorney who is employed by the railroad 
in good faith will act in perfect good faith, but when the rail- 
road company says I will give you a pass for what you do, and 
with no other compensation involved except a pass, he is not 
an attorney bona fide. 





Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I wish to explain what was 
my motive in offering the amendment. At the court-houses 


and in the small towns where railroads have to have attorneys 
those attorneys can not afford to abandon their other practice. 
Where a railroad employs an attorney, I think it generally tries 
to get about the best man that it can. That has been my ob- 


servation in my own part of the country, but these gentlemen | 


large pay, because the rajlroad practice is not large 
ley are obliged to pursue their profession in the 


not get 
Tl 








courts. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
question? 

Mr. DANIEL. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Can not the railroad pay in money when- 
ever a lawyer is needed at a given place, and then when the 
lawyer wants to ride around can he not pay for his trans- 
portation the same as anybody else? 


Mr. DANIEL. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 


Of course he ean. 

Then why give him a pass? 

Mr. DANIEL. Because the pass will be regarded as part of 
the compensation, and it is cheaper to both parties. That is 
the reason. Why do you not say the same about the other rail- 
road men? 

Mr. TILLMAN. The other railroad men are running the 
railroad and this man is running something else. 

Mr. DANIEL. The other man very often represents the rail- 


road in the business of the carrier, going to and fro from sta- | 


tion to station. I do not consider that every lawyer railroad 
attorney of this kind, whether exclusively in its service or not, 
i suspicious character. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I did not say so. 


is a 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 














May 16, 


to be treated as the families of others in the service of t) 
road company. 

Mr. FORAKER. I understand they are already in the j;) 

Mr. DANIEL. The term “attorney” is already in th |. 
and while the officers, agents, and employees of a railro 
pany, other than attorneys, are permitted to have the .« 
of a railroad pass from the company, the attorney’s f, 
excluded. 

Mr. FORAKER. 

Mr. DANIEL. That is all. 

Mr. FORAKER. But I want to know in what way t! 3 
tor seeks to accomplish his purpose by inserting {| ord 
“attorneys” at some point. : 

Mr. DANIEL. To strike out the words in the fifth 
its actual and bona fide attorneys,” those words being ; 
in the amendment, and insert after the words 
to its,” in line 4, the words “actual and bona fide 
directors, attorneys,” so as to read: 

Actual and bona fide officers, directors, attorneys, agent: 
ployees and members of their immediate families. ~ 
Then, after that comes the other changes. This is 
ment which I offered to the Culberson amendment. | 
that amendment to the Senator, that he may read it. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from Virginia wish: 
in the word “directors” there, as though a director 
an officer of the read, and I see no use for it in t! 
The Senate has already, in two instances, I think, « 
in one, ineorporated in this free-pass paragraph the rds 
“exclusively in its employ” after the word “ attorney.” As | 
said, I can not offer the changes which I suggest as a sy)sti. 
tute for the proposed change of the Senator from Virginia, | 

ranted to put in, after the word “ officers,” the word “ sto. 
tion,” so that it will read, “its officers and station agents:” 
and then after the word “attorneys,” in line 5, put in 1 
words “exclusively in its employ” and strike out “ its 
and bona fide.” 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. TILLMAN. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I call the attention of the Senator from 
South Carolina to the fact that the term “ station agent” would 
prevent the companies from granting passes to their tray 
agents and other passenger agents 

Mr. TILLMAN. They are officers. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Freight agents and claim agents, and a 


I understand that. 





| good many others. 


Mr. TILLMAN. I said a while ago that the word “agent” 
embraces all creation, because all you have got to do is t 


| and say “I hereby appoint John Smith agent of the Sou 


Mr. DANIEL. I know you did not. I think there is no 
reason for making so much to do about a small thing. It is | 
an accommodation to them, and it is one where there is no 


public policy to be subserved in attempting to sit upon them 


and discriminate between them and other railroad employees. | 


I consider the legal profession an ] 


and the men who follow it just as honest in the mass as any 
other large body of men, and I do not like to see it discriminated 


ionorable and a noble one, | 


Railway,” for instance, and he will become eligible to a pass 
under this amendment, but you can not hedge them off evyery- 
where, and I shall cease trying. I am endeavoring to stop this 
granting of passes to attorneys who may be appoint 

fide, and who will take nothing else as their compen 

cept the riding on a road free and giving their families | 

Mr. MALLORY. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from § 
olina yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I do. 

Mr. MALLORY. I suggest it will meet the Senator's 
tion if he strikes out the word “agent” entirely. <A 
ployee is an agent really, and the term “ employee” | 
enough. 

Mr. TILLMAN. “ Employee” is broad enough. Ii 
broad it would almost cover John Smith being appoint 
something. 

Mr. MALLORY. 





9 


If you say “station agent,” you 


| to make it entirely too limited, but strike out “ag 
| tirely—— 


against. It is not just. Most of the young lawyers in our State 
are young gentlemen who have been educated at schools and 
colleges. Many of them have had to borrow money to get an | 
education. If one of them is selected as the attorney of a rail- | 
road in a small town, I do not see that he or his family should 
be specially pointed at by Congress and told, “ You shall not 
have free pass on this railroad, but the detectives and all the 
other agents of the railroad, and their families, may have free 
{ am simply speaking against a piece of invidiousness. It is 
not called for nor demanded by any sound and reasonable pub- 
lic policy. There are some people who raise a great hue and 
( by denouncing lawyers and politicians. There are honest 
lawyers and honest politicians; and the mass of both are hon- | 
est, according to my best judgment and experience in life, al- 
though sorry characters are found in all callings, trades, and 
professions. I do not like to see the profession of the bar in- 


vidiously characterized and discriminated against. 
Mr. FORAKER. May I ask the Senator from Virginia 
what 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from South Caro- 


lina yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TILLMAN. With pleasure. 

Mr. FORAKER. The inquiry I make is as to the modification 
of the amendment by the Senator from Virginia. 


is 


Mr. DANI 
only anect 


EL. It a very slight modification, and one that 
s partially the attorneys, and permits their families 


‘ 


Mr. TILLMAN. Can we agree to strike out “ agi 


and leave “employee,” so that it reads “officers and « 
ployees?” 
Mr. CULBERSON. The amendment.of the Senat 


Virginia is pending. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I was trying to get an agreement 
Senator from Virginia so that something would be done 
to expedite the business and get an end some time 
upon something that we would agree on, and go along ' 
bill. 

Mr. FRYE. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Sout iro- 
lina yield to the Senator from Maine? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I yield the floor entirely. 


; 
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RYE. I do not wish the Senator to yield it. I think | shall not accept these fay f 
r from South Carolina is generally right and 1 lots | there. I do not know by h 
k n sense, but I think he is entirely mistaken when he | that a railroad company s! 
add there tl “exclusively employed.” The | railroad company fri ra I 
who are exclus employed by railroad rpora- | tom and usage ever since rail 
ive enormous Si nd can afford to pay their far« Mr. President, I do not think 
he slightest pecu loss, and they have no necessity | than the law now on the statu 
on the road. | have here in some way to mal 
il attorneys are the attorneys who are compelled to | the prosecution of the railroad « 
er the road to do the business of the road. It is when | or by imposing penalty ny 
er occurs that immediately the local attorneys nearest | assist the rail i s viol: 
of the disaster are ordered to go and examine into | deal of time over . 1 when 
ter, to examine witnesses, and all that sort of thing. | declaration such ; I by 
the men who are really compelled to travel on the road, | will find that tl ‘ C 
exclusively employed are not compelled to travel on | where passes sl d | Ww 
1 at all. | or whatever it n 
LLMAN. Would it not be an easy matter for such an It does s¢ to 
that to keep his accounts? Let him, in his contract | complaint w h ve 
4 railroad, have it understood, “I will buy my transpor- | ought not to have pa 3s. when 
same as any other man whenever I am on your busi- | that category specifically and di 
when I go to settle I will just send you in the mem-| may know we are prol ibited : 
howing how much I paid.” He could get the mo! Now, Mr. President, I want t 
month if he would ask the railroad every mo yers. I know something 
omiscuous and general use of passes by lawyers who | heard of anyone in my p of 
anything else that I am trying to stop. act for a railroad company for t 
RYE. I never heard of a local attorney yet who was}! yer that the railroad « my 
an attorney simply for a pass. I never heard of | their employment on such term 
thing in New England. I do not know how it is else- | “ exclusively.” I know case ¥y 
tice of the law had an annual 
TILLMAN. Your lawyers are richer than some of ours. road company and did perhaps § 
rELLER. Mr. President, the act of 1887 contained 4 /| side, so that his income r: 1 
tion ¢ inst the issue of passes. That is, I understand, | years. He would not 





w. Itis true it has been a dead letter. I never have 
railroad company that entirely refrained from issuing 
Yet the law is sufficiently explicit, I believe, if it was 


s some complaint about railroads issuing passes, an 

pal complaint is that they issue passes to men in pu 

nembers of the National Legislature and of State legis- 
to judges, and officials who have to do with the admin- 
of State affairs. I think if we will adopt the amend 
red by the senior Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], 
understand is not before the Senate just yet 

BACON. No; I propose to offer it as soon as the present 
it is disposed of. 

'ELLER. The Senator from Georgia has given notice of 

want to read it: 

engaged in in 


, issue or 


no carrie commerce shall hereaf 
indirect terstate free ticket, fi 3, 
sportation or pass: y Senator of the United States or 
ve in Congress or to any justice or judge of the courts of 





ly ‘ee pa 








States or to any officer of either of the Executive Depart 
United States. Any such carrier violating this pr« 
deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall for each 





e United States a penalty of not less than $100 nor m 


Pp ( sident, 
th a penalty that any man who accepts or receives from 
road a pass shall also be guilty of a misdemeanor and 

e fined. 

HANSBROUGH. Mr. President—— 
T 

» the Senator from North Dakota? 

TELLER. Certainly. 

HIANSBROUGH. I desire to say to the Senator from 
») that when this debate was opened on the question of 
ses I introduced such an amendment as the Senator has 
nd, and it was voted down. I intend, however, at th 
time to offer an amendment to the amendment of 
from Texas so that a penalty may be imposed uj 

accepting free transportation. 

TELLER. That is the only way you will prohibit th: 
es, if it is desirable to prohibit them. I do not 

ve that the evil is as great 


as is complained of, but I 


; willing to adopt such a provision, because I have be 
iat the act of 1887 prohibited Senators and Members 
r eiving passes from railroads; and that certainly is th 


ugh there is no penalty attached, of course, for so 


it believe it is worth while for us to waste time het 
ne whether a railroad company shall give to one of its 
F ees a pass, or whether the company will transport the 
ee’s wife or son or daughter if they see fit; nor do I be- 
is necessary to say they shall not give a free pass to 
unless a pauper or an invalid, or unless an earthquake 
ething of that kind has happened. I think you can best 
with this subject simply by saying that men in public life 





that is a good amendment, provided you fol- | 


VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Colorado 


he had been exclusively confi 


He was at the same time the 


dent of a railroad, and the gen 
the country. It was one of the 


I think it is a mistake to sup] 


are employing young me! 
y 


} s ; 
them by giving 





pay them, say, $2,500 or $1,500 
knowledge, for 1 have 1 a f 
did employ any attorney on be 
ith for a ] I I 
right hen Ss 3 tl 
I should e to see 
believe it is me sary to f 
I vy shall do 1 shall 1 ‘ t 
th se an 1\dments. 1 eca 4 
11 1 Georgia. 
Mr. PILES. Mr. P1 l 
the railroad m«¢ of my State 
amendment I would n e 
after this question has be« 
respect to it. I have re ve 
numerous telegrams on this 
the following telegram: 
Hon. S. H. I 
United State ( if } 
All ra id S \ 
iment r 
I t ke it t} ‘ ( +} + } Q¢ 
t] railroads in tl s ‘ 
lL have u le d that 1 
ho re not en I rs 
( ed by t ) ( 11 
Ww repres t tl Orde! fc R 
f R way Tra o tr 
est of t cle d 
of the railw el » of t 
in the employ of the railro ‘ 
under this bill be entitled to 
have enjoyed for a great ma ' 
are entitled to receive, as r 


ment of the railway service o 
So far as I am personally 


of those who believe that the 
free transportation: but th 
to determine for himself 


are opposed to his riding w 


should bow to the will of the 


other hand, I can see no har 


road men, who travel over 


; employ of the railway comp: 


i 
1 


{1 
( 
¢ 

) 
} 
I 

ie 

lii¢ 





6942 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


I can readily understand how no great harm could be done to | 


the public by a young man turning his face westward to carve 
out a fortune in that great country for himself receiving, at 


the hand of some officer of the railroad company who is a | 


friend of his, free transportation to the West, or of a young 
man or an old man, so far as that is concerned. who may have 
been unfortunate receiving free transportation from the West 
to his old home in the East. 

These are questions, it seems to me, Mr. President, which are 
already regulated by law. If this bill shali be enacted into 
law, it will, in my judgment, vest in the Interstate Commerce 
Commission the power to regulate any abuses that may arise 
by reason of railway companies issuing free transportation. 
Section 4 of this bill provides: 


That section 15 of said act be amended so as to read as follows: 

‘Sec. 15. That the Commission is authorized and empowered, and 
it shall be its duty, whenever, after full ‘hearing upon a complaint 
made as provided in section 13 of this act, or upon complaint of any 
common carrier, it shall be of the opinion that any of the rates, or 
charges whatsoever, demanded, charged, or collected by any common 
carrier or carriers, subject to the provisions of this act, for the trans- 
portation of persons or property as defined in the first section of this 
act, or that any regulations or practices whatsoever of such carrier 
or ‘arriers affecting such rates, are unjust or unreasonable, or unjustly 
discriminatory, or unduly preferential or prejudicial, or otherwise in 
violation of any of the provisions of this act, to determine and prescribe 
what will, in its judgment, be the just and reasonable rate or rates, 
charge or charges, to be thereafter observed in such case as the maxi- 
mum to be charged; and what regulation or practice in respect to 
such transportation is just, fair, and reasonable to be thereafter fol- 
lowed; and to make an order that the carrier shali cease and desist 
from such: yiolation, to the extent to which the Commission find the 
same to exist, and shall not thereafter publish, demand, or collect any 
rate or charge for such transportation in excess of the maximum rate 
or charge so prescribed, and shall conform to the regulation or practice 
so prescribed 


Therefore, Mr. President, if the Interstate Commerce Commis- 
sion shall find under this proposed law that the railway com- 
panies of the country are abusing this pass privilege or extend- 
beyond their officers, agents, and employees and their 
families and those who are justly entitled to receive this trans- 
port ition, it will be within the power of that Commission, if it 
proposes to perform its duty, to compel the railway company 















to desist from the practice which it has been in the habit of | ecutive, legislative. aan JUMNU! ellicers. 





employing in the promiscuous issuance of passes. It seems to 
me, therefore, sir, that this bill as it now stands, if it be en- 
‘ted into law and shall be honestly enforced, will give to the 
railroad commission of this country the power to see that the 
people of this country are not injured by the free and indis- 
inate issuance of free transportation by the railroad com- 
panies of the country. 
Mr. President, I do not like to read in any law that the rail- 
id people of this country may have the right to issue trans- 
ortation to the poor and unfortunate. I take it for granted, 
Mr. President, that humanity would dictate to the railroads 
‘this country, and should dictate to this Senate, the right of 





cTl 


any man or of any set of men or of any transportation company 
to give the poor and the unfortunate free transportation to any 
section of this country. I do not think it is becoming in this 
legislative body to hold that class of people up to public con- 
tempt or public ridicule, as the case may be, in a law of this | 
el I ‘ter 


[ have confidence in the courts of my country; I have confi- 
dence in the Commission which the President will appoint to 

force and carry out the provisions of this law, and, Mr. 
President, if section 4 is honestly complied with the free trans- 
portation of this country will be relegated to the past so far 

it has been abused, and no man who occupies a position as a 
publie official will have a pass if the railroad commission shall 

y that the issuance of such passes is a practice which the 
railroad company should not indulge in. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to— 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President—— 

Mr. FRYE. Can we not have a vote, Mr. President? 

Mr. - L Sea Not yet, Mr. President. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississippi. 

Mr. Mc +e BIN. Mr. President, it were well for the Senate 
to keep in mind the extent of the power of Congress to remedy 
this evil, if it be an evil. I do not believe, and I do not think 
he opinion of any other Senator here, that it is within 
the power of Congress to prohibit the use of free transportation 
within the confines of any State in the Union. Congress can 
only regulate interstate transportation of passengers or freight. 

Again, I do not believe it is within the power of Congress to 
prescribe the contracts that may be made by a railroad with its 
employees, so that if an attorney of a railroad sees proper to 
make a contract with the railroad company, and the railroad 
company agrees to such a contract, it can be provided as one 
of the terms of his compensation that there shall be free trans- 
portation over that railroad, at least, given to the attorney 


it is t 











for himself and for his family. So it is with other emp! 
of the railroad company. 

The evil which has been suggested by the Senator from 
Carolina [Mr. TimLMAN] can not be avoided or remedi, 


any enactment of Congress, because if the railroad coy», 


sees proper, within any State in the Union, to issue its 
good only in the State, Congress has no power to prevent { 
within a State on free passes. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President——- 

The VICH-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Miss} 
yield to the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. Trmtman}? 

Mr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 

Mr. TILLMAN. The Senator from South Carolina 
rectly well aware of the legal question which the Senator 
Mississippi raises; and the amendment of the Senat 
Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON], as printed, only applies to passes 
in interstate commerce. 


South Carolina made the objection that the railroad con 
would issue passes to its attorneys and that those atto 
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wT 


ne 


i sued 
Mr. McLAURIN. I understand that; but the Senator fy 


om 


pany 


. . : y8 
would go about over the State doing the work—I believe he ys, d 


the words “dirty work,” though I am not sure of that 

railroad company. That can not be prohibited by any | 
tion of Congress. The only thing that Congress can do, ¢! 
power of Congress, is to prevent the railroad company gr 
permission to a man to ride on its road free from one S| 
Territory to another State or Territory. It can not say \ 


they shall issue free passes or not. It can only make it a | 
offense to transport passengers from one State or Territory 


another State or Territory. 


= Sid 





I have prepared an amendment, which has been printed and, 


I presume, is on the desks of Senators, which I intended to 
yesterday evening; and I think that amendment is as far 
should go. When the time comes that I can offer it—if 


time shall come—as a substitute for the amendment offered 
the Senator from Texas, I shall offer it as such substitut 


think in a few words it covers the entire case. It reads 


That no free interstate pass shall be issued by any interstate 
carrier of passengers to any officer of the United States, inc! 


When you begin to select those who should be exempt 


the operations of a provision prohibiting the granting of 


passes or free transportation it is a difficult matter to say 
should be exempted from its operation. 

It seems to me that all of the evil of the free-pass syst 
be remedied by preventng officers of the legislative, exe 
judicial departments from riding on free passes. The 
railway companies see proper to issue free passes to ot! 
ple, I do not think they will issue them in sufficient abu 
to affect materially or appreciably the transportation of 
gers throughout the United States. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mis 





| yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 








Mr. McLAURIN. With pleasure. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I have the Senator’s an 


before me, and I ask him if he thinks that it would preve ; 


issuance of passes to Members of Congress? 
Mr. McLAURIN. Surely it would, because it expressly 


“ineluding executive, legislative, and judicial officers,” 


Members of Congress are legislative officers of the United 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. But if the Senator will re 
have been decided not to be officers of the United States, 

Mr. McLAURIN. I do not recall anything of that ki 
that has been decided, it has not come to my reading. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. It has been so decided. I 
eall the attention of the Senator to the fact that, in o1 


make his amendment effective, I think he should include 


words “ Members of the Congress of the United States.” 
Mr. McLAURIN. I am willing to do that, if such a d 


has been made; but will the Senator from Wyoming refer ! 
a decision which has been made by the Supreme Court of 


United States that Senators and Representatives are not « 
of the United States? 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I can not refer the Senator fron 


+ 


Mississippi at the moment to the particular decision; but 
been so decided. 


Mr. BACON. If the Senator will permit me, I will stat 


not only has it been so decided by the courts, but it bh: 


solemnly decided by the Senate when articles of ee h 


were presented against a Senator, and the Senate decide 
he was not amenable to the process of impeachment becai 
was not an officer of the United States. 


Mr. McLAURIN. In the case of a Senator it is provided 


he may be removed by a two-thirds vote of the Senate—ma 


fr 
Tree 


who 
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<sitiiitliacamili 
‘ 1. There is an express provision in the Constitution for 
BACON. That is not the point at all, if the Senator will 

me. The question raised is whether or not a Senator is 
r of the United States. I am calling the attention of 


t! ator from Mississippi to the fact that, aside from the 
d of the courts, the Senate itself has decided in the case 
- nt. who was impeached while he was a United States 
w _ that he was not impeachable because he was not an 


f the United States. 
cLAURIN. Impeached for what? 
BACON. For the offenses charged—disloyalty and things 
id. The point in controversy does not relate at all to 
tion of whether he was punishable by expulsion. I am 
ling the attention of the Senator to the fact that an 


i the United States only is impeachable, and that the | 
5 f the United States decided that Blount could not be | 


d because, however guilty he might have been of the | yield to the Senator from 


; he was not an officer of the United States. 


\MecLAURIN. There being an express provision, Mr. 
I t, for the Senate dealing with a Senator by expulsion, | 


juires exactly the same number of votes as it does to 
in officer, it is very natural that that process should be 
der to get rid of a United States Senator. 


Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Not at all; but if the § I 
wants to make the legislation effective, I would be glad have 
him make it effective in those quarters where thet 
complaint, and not have an amendment agreed t y 
reach the very people whom he seeks to reac! 

Mr. McLAURIN. I surely understand w! you sp f 
“legislative officers” that Senators and Repres 
legislative officers, and I surely desire—and the desire is shown 
by that—to reach Senators and Representatives, and 7 le 
them from traveling on free passes. Congress is the ( 
of the United States, and I can not understand | 
if officers at all, are not officers of the United States If s 

| they are legislative officers, and surely tl ‘ é 
| officers of any State. They can not legislate for a 


They must legislate for the United States. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President ~ 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mi 
Georgia? 
Mr. McLAURIN 
Mr. CLAY. 


Certainly. 
If the Senator will turn to his ow 


there are only three lines of it—it reads: 


That no free interstate pass shall be issued by any inter 
carrier of passengers to any officer of the United St 
utive, legislative, and judicial officers. 


I do not | 
§ t any decision on that subject could be anything further | _ If he will add after the word “ officers,” the words “ 
i er dictum if the Senate were to decide in a case of | bers of Congress,” that will cover it. | 
ent that he was not impeachable because he was a Mr. McLAURIN. _I am willing to do that. 
but will the Senator now refer me to any decision of | Mt. CULBERSON. I rise to a point of order, and t 
reme Court of the United States holding that a Senator | that the pending amendment is the amendm 
entative is not an officer of the United States? momaner Srems. 5 oe ' 
,ACON. I have not the memorandum here, but I do not rhe \ I¢ E-PRESIDENT. rhe Senator tron “ 
re is any possible doubt about the legal proposition. = the Chair was about to call the attention of S s to t 
LAI RIN. I must say, if there is such a decision as | Me MotAURIN: That fe all tren, Theat ie the amendment 
{ ias never come within my observation. | : : : 
7 . aed : ; |} to which I addressed myself, but I had the right sur 
RK of Wyoming. Mr. President—— | oleae Scale . anit “gate a 
Can. SUAS earn : “soa f go Se plain my reasons for objecting to it, and to state that I 
yICK-I RESIDENT. | Does the Senator from Mississippi | an amendment, which I think is a better one. which I read 
y the araner ‘ons oo the Senate. I do not think that I was out of 
LAURIN. With pleasure. | Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, what 1 
CLARK of Wyoming. I did not interrupt the Senator | waiad of ae — to aie oe tion to the fact 1 
\ ew of entering into a discussion, but only to call his | ment in the nature of a substitute of a q, 
to what 1 understand the fact to be—that the courts | \fississipni could not be amended nov A 
led, not only once but often, that members of tb | tor from Georgia [Mr. CLAY]. 
e not officers of the United States. The last time the | Mr. McLAURIN. I have not offered 
( rose was in this Chamber at this very session, when, in | eycc< ng how I would offer 
ng over from the House, it was provided that if cer- | Mr. CULBERSON. I understand 
1 rmation were given out and acted upon by officers of | Georgia was suggesting that th C e | 
1 ted States they should be subject to a penalty. The | amended. I did not know but that , a : 
J Committees of the two branches of Congress finding, | would be believed that the at 
vestigation, that that would not reach some officers | Virginia has been disposed of. 
t was intended to reach, to wit, Members of Congress, The VICE-PRESIDENT. The } 
provision applying that law to Members of Congress. | proposed by the Ser r from Vireg Mi DD 
1 so, after a thorough investigation of the matter, and | »mendment of the Senator from T\ a. a 
the decision to be, as has been correctly stated by the | ‘The amendment to the amendment was 
from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], that Senators were not Mr. BACON. I move to amend 
( f the United States. | Senator from Texas by st © out 
LAURIN. Mr. President, I can understand how com- | gers.” at the end of the tl 
! of the Senate and committees of the House, and how | the words which I now s 
( s, out of an abundance of caution, should put in certain | The VICE-PRESIDEN’ Che 
‘ st they might not embrace all that it was intended and | ‘he Secretary. On page 1 of Mr. ¢ 
( by Congress to embrace. mendme! r the i “pas 
CLARK of Wyoming. The Senator misunderstands me. | jt is sed to st t 
] say that the committees inserted that provision afte nd insert 
t 1 found from the decisions of the courts that Members | to ; Ss t f the 1 S 
( ress were not officers of the United States. st I 
McLAURIN. Will the Senator from Wyoming eall - = 
to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United | » ear and 
Ss , because there is a great deal of diversity of opinion be y of : 
the decisions of different courts, and I should like to ir. BACON. I , Mr. I t 
e decision of the Supreme Court of the United States, | of the Senator from Texas may be read : 
ist admit that up to this time I have never yet seen one, | if the amendment I have just p! sed 1 
ive never yet had one referred to me. Mr. HANSBROUGH. Mr. Pres 
CLARK of Wyoming. I will be pleased to furnish one | Mr. BACON. Let the amendment be 
Ss Of course, I can not do it by citation at the | Mr. GALLINGER. I t be 
| moment. Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have beet 
McLAURIN. I will state to the Senator from Wyoming, | hours to get my little : 
lesires to make it beyond question, beyond peradventure, | Of course, | not t 
1 have no objection to the insertion of the words which he | off 1 eet almost ever e | 
suggest. What are those words? The VICE-PRESIDENT The ¢ 
CLARK of Wyoming. I will say to the Senator that I | desire and looked in his dil 
suggestion to make as to what he shall do with his | Georgia | Mr. Bacon] rose first 
ent. I only made the suggestion out of deference to| Mr. HANSBROUGH. I appr 
because I am opposed to all legislation upon this bill thoroughly, but I want to su: 
character. I have no suggestion to make. Mr. BACON. I am perfectly \ y : 
McLAURIN. Surely, if the Senator from Wyoming is | offer his amendment as soon as the amend the §S 
| to it, he would like to take the least dose of it possible. | from Texas, as it is proposed to | ed 
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Mr. HANSBROUGH. I have heard that amendment read six Mr. CULBERSON. Let us have the yeas and nays oy 4 
or seven times. _ | amendment of the Senator from Georgia, Mr. President. sa 
Mr. BACON. No; it has not been read as it will be if it is The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to ¢) 
amended. amendment of the Senator from Texas as it has been a; ded, 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I know what it is. I simply want to Mr. CULBERSON. What I desire is the yeas and * a 
offer a suggestion to the Senator from Georgia, if he will allow | the adoption of the amendment of the Senator from Ge. \ . 
me to do so, and that is that he modify his amendment by ex- | my amendment. to 
tending the penalty imposed upon the carrier to the person ac- The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
cepting a pass. to call the roll. ; 

Mr. BACON. I will do so, Mr. President, if the Senator will Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am , Lired 
offer it at the proper time, and that is not until after the amend- | with the senior Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. te 
ment of the Senator from Texas as it is proposed to be amended The roll call having been concluded, the result was o, 
is read. : nounced—yeas 33, nays 42, as follows: oT 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. The Senator from Georgia can accept YEAS—3 
it now, if there is no objection. } er es 

. = a _ : sacon Dillingham Hansbrough Perkins 

Mr. TILLMAN. I rise to a question of order. , ; Berry Dolliver Hopkins — he 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from South Carolina queers Dryden Kittredge Rayner 

BOR ibe: Male ati . ae Carmac Elkins Lodge Smoot 
will state his ques tion of ord re ia celia zi Carter Flint McCreary Teller 

Mr. TILLMAN. While I am on the floor, want to make | Clark, Mont. Fulton McCumber Warner 
an appeal to Senators to do something in the way of voting. | Clay Gallinger Martin 
We are now at a deadlock, because, under the rules, we can not | Crane Gamble Nixon 

S : » : Cullom Gearin Penrose 
offer substitutes for an amendment to an amendment, and we 

, , 9 
can not amend an amendment to an amendment. We have got : NAYS—42. 
to that stage that if we only vote down something we can then ee Se See ooo erate 

. 1: ‘ : . . S PAOrAca é ae oeco 

vote in something. I beg Senators, in the interest of progress | ankeny Daniel Long aes 
and to get to a final determination of this question, that we | peter ee McEnery Spooner 
ake nome actie Ton hava talikad ; alke ‘ ore are everidge Woraker McLaurin Stone 
take some acti m. We have talked and caine d, pa Pcie wns | Blackburn Mester Mallory Sutherland 
three Senators on their feet now trying to get in and they can | Brandegee Frazier Millard Taliafer: 
not. Why not let us do something? Burkett Frye Nelson Tillman 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the — ney ae Wetmore 
amendment of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] as it | Clark, Wyo. Knox Pettus 

oO st: , » § iti of > ame > ) > Senator Se a 
w uld st und by the addition of the amendment of the Senat NOT VOTING—14. 
from Georgia. Aldrich Depew Heyburn Proctor 

The Secretary read as follows: Allison Dubois Money Warren 

That no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall hereafter | Bulkeley Gorman Morgan 
directly or indirectly issue or give any interstate free ticket, free pass, | Burton Hale Patterson 
or free transportation for passengers to any Senator of the United So Mr. Bacon’s amendment to the amendment of Mr. Cvutsrp 
States or Representative in Congress, or to any justice or judge of the —s ERs 





courts of the United States, or to any officer of either of the Executive | S56N Was rejected. 
Departments of the United States. Any such carrier violating this Mr. McCUMBER. As I understand, the substitute of the 
prov eaten shall 7 —— ss of eee _— feo fae | Senator from Texas is now subject to amendment? 
ET S8 S en Len ee ee SON ee , The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 
- afVTT ‘Dp - ‘ . 
Mr. BACON. I will accept the amendment of the Senator |. see aaa hi eames ae ee I ve to add, 
from North Dakota, if he can make it fit in there. after the word ~ inhabitants,” in line 12, page 2 of the amend- 


» » " re 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer it not as an amendment, but | ™ nt, the following : 
Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall prevent 1 
: Sie ; ‘ earrier from giving free or reduced transportation to laborers trans 
Mr. BACON. No; I will not accept that. ported to any place for the purpose of supplying any demand for | 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. If it is in order to offer an amend- | at such place. 


ment, I offer it in the following language—perhaps it will be The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Dakota 


S 


modification. 


a 


accepted proposes an amendment, which will be stated by the Secretary. 
Mr. BACON. It is not in order as an amendment, Mr. Pres- The Secretary. On page 2 of the printed amendment, after 
ident. | the word “ inhabitants,” in line 12, it is proposed to insert: 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I will offer it as follows: Ys ——. F ony none, ‘oo contained shall prevent s 
sin . 9 . } CE e Or y ng Be educe ortatio ‘ aborers trans 
st _— an k yh ne as eee tat a ported > aay place for the puspese of cenkinie aie Gemans for la r 
a like penalty and fine. | at such place. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Does the Senator from Texas object to 
having those words inserted? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I have no objection to that particular 
| amendment. It may be incorporated in the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. ‘The Senator from Texas acce] 
the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move, after the word “ persons,” in lil 
8, to insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Hampshire 
proposes an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 1 of the printed amendment 


the word “ persons,” in line 8, it is proposed to insert 


Mr. BACON. I am perfectly willing to accept that, and will 
do s 


so as an addition. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Yes; as an addition. 
Mr. BACON. Not as a modification; as an addition. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. As an addition. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the 
amendment. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a 
Mr. BACON. Let the amendment be read first. 
Mr. GALLINGER. Let the amendment be read as modified. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state the pro- 





















¥i amendme} Or destitute and homeless persons transported by charita 
oo ee eee . ae ties or hospitals, and the necessary agents employed in such t yorta 
rhe Secretary. At the end of the amendment it is proposed | tion; and to inmates of the National Homes or State Home D 
to add the following: abled Volunteer Soldiers and of Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orph fome 


including those about to enter and those returning home after d ge, 
under arrangements with the boards of managers of said Ho! 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to tl 
amendment just read. 

The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. McLAURIN. As a substitute for the amendment of the 
Senator from Texas, I offer the amendment I send to tle 4 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Mississ pr 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. 

The Secretary. In lieu of the matter proposed to be inserted, 
it is proposed to insert the following: 


Ln y person specified in this provision who uses any such inter- 

ite free one? free pass, or free transportation shall be subject to a 
penalty and fhne. 

Mr. BACON. I accept that as a part of my amendment, Mr. 

President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 

ndment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon], as modi- 

d, to the amendment of the Senator from Texas [ Mr. CuLBeEr- 

SON]. [Putting the question.] In the opinion of the Chair the 

” prevail, and the amendment, as modified, to the amend- 


‘nt is agreed to. The question now is on the amendment Tt free i t hall be issued } interst 

Mr. BACON. lid ar whi » Chair . Phat no free interstate pass shall be issued by any inters 

") ; A an DP i : id — he = wh u the ; h ir ruled. mon carrier of passengers to any officer of the United States, 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair ruled that the amend- | executive, legislative, and judicial officers, and Senators and ¢ 
ment of the Senator from Georgia, as modified, to the amend- | sentatives in Congress. 

ment of the Senator from Texas, was agreed to. The substitute was rejected. 
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\fr. BACON. I move to amend the amendment read, after 
the word “soldiers,” by the insertion of the words “ including | 
Confederate soldiers.” There are a great many of them who are | 
very much in need of the privilege. 

\ir. McLAURIN. If the Senator from Georgia will accept it, 
1 would suggest that he put it “ ex-Confederate soldiers.” 


\ir. BACON. There are at present no Confederate soldiers. 
They are all ex-Confederate soldiers. 

-McLAURIN. That is exactly what I know, and the pur- 
nose is to make sure of it. I think the § 


\fy 


Senator had better put | 
‘+ “ ox-Confederate soldiers.” 
\ir. BACON. I have no objection. I modify my amendment 


it extent. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed by 
Q tor from Georgia will be stated. 
e Secretary. After the word “ soldiers,” 
<ed to insert “ ex-Confederate soldiers.” 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Without objection, agreed to. 
\ir. BACON. Is the word “including” there? I am asking 
nformation. 
ie VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read. 
e Secretary read as follows: 
| to inmates of the National Homes or State Homes 
Soldiers, ex-Confederate Soldiers, and Soldiers’ 
Homes.” 


ine 


7 in line 7, it 


Disabled 


Sailors’ 


for 
and 


teer 


the | 


| 


| 
| 
} 


| 


is | 


stock or when going to point of shipment or returning from point of 
delivery, nor shall anything in this provision be 





deemed to prohibit any 
carrier from carrying passengers free on account of charity from and 
to places visited by general epidemic or pestilence or wholly or largely 
destroyed by fire, water, earthquakes, or other calamitous visitations 
with the object of providing succor, relief, and other assistance to the 
inhabitants: Provided further, That nothing herein contained shall 
prevent such carrier from giving free or reduced transportation toe 
laborers transported to any place for the purpose of supplying any 
demand for labor at such place. Jurisdiction of offenses under this 
provision shall be the same as that provided for offenses in an act 
entitled “An act to further regulate commerce with foreign nat ‘ 
and among the States,” approved February 19, 1903, and any amend- 
ment thereof. 
Mr. MALLORY. I call the attention of the Chair to the fact 
| that the Secretary omitted to read the last amendment adopted, 
namely, the one I suggested, in line 6, after the word “ attor- 
| neys,” to insert “and their immediate families.” It was 
adopted, and it ought to have been read by the Secretary. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The record of the Secretary does 
not show that it was adopted. 
Mr. MALLORY. I beg the Chair’s pardon. I think the Sen- 
ate will recognize the fact that it was adopted. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 
The Secrerary. After the word “ attorneys,” in line 6, it is 
proposed to insert “and their immediate families.” 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
| will be regarded as agreed to, in the absence of objection. 


SPOONER. I will ask the Senator from Georgia, would 
that bear the construction, if adopted, that all Members of the 
louse of Representatives and Senators who are ex-Confed- 
erate soldiers may have passes? 

- BACON. I think not; but if so, there are so very few of 
us left that it would not make any difference. 
lhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the | 
idment of the Senator from Texas as amended. 
as 


LODGE. 
dic read again. 
he VICE-PRESIDENT. 


I should like to have the provision about sol- 
It will be read again by the Sec- 
rhe Secretary. After the word “ soldiers,” 


ed to insert “ ex-Confederate soldiers ; ” 
read : 


in line 7, it is pro- 
so that if amended it 


stitute and homeless persons transported by charitable societies 
tals, and the necessary agents employed in such transportation ; 
inmates of the National Homes or State Homes for Disabled 
eer Soldiers, ex-Confederate soldiers, and of Soldiers’ and Sailors’ 
1 Homes, including those about to enter and those returning home 
lischarge, under arrangements with the boards of managers of 


es. 


Mr. LODGE. As the amendment now stands it limits free 
or reduced passage to volunteer soldiers in National Homes, 


vhereas it includes all ex-Confederate soldiers. It ought to 
lude all soldiers, and not be confined to those who are going 


to or from Homes, Confederate or National. 
had better stand as it is. 
the VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
dment of the Senator from Texas as amended. 


I think the law 


Mr. MALLORY. I have an amendment I should like to offer. 
After the word “ attorneys,” in line 6, page 1, I move to insert 


id their immediate families.” 
e VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Florida proposes 
an amendment, which will be stated. 
‘he SECRETARY. 


! On page 1, line 6, after the word “ attor- 
neys,” it is proposed to insert “ and their immediate families.” 
m 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


rs none, 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


Is there objection? The Chair 


I move to lay on the table the amendment 


of the Senator from Texas as amended. 
Mr. SPOONER. Let it be reported. I have some curiosity 


it read. 


LO il 


he VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read as re- 
ted by the Senator from Wisconsin. 
‘he Secretary read as follows: 

no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall hereafter 


or indirectly issue or give any interstate free ticket, free pass, 


transportation for passengers except to its officers, agents, and 
es and members of their immediate families, to its actual and 


de attorneys and physicians and surgeons, to ministers of religion, 
mates.of hospitals and eleemosynary and charitable institutions, 
) indigent, destitute, and homeless persons, or destitute and home 
rsons transported by charitable societies or hospitals, and the 
ry agents employed in such transportation; and to inmates of 
National Homes or State Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, 
nfederate soldiers, and of Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Homes, 
ng those about to enter and those returning home after discharge, 
arrangements with the boards of mauagers of said homes. Any 
er violating this provision shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, 
hall for each offense pay to the United States a penalty of hot 
han $100 nor more than $2,000: Provided, That this provision shall 
be construed to prohibit the issue or interchange of for 


pe isses 


rs, agents, and employees and members of their immediate families, 
to owners and care takers of live stock when traveling with such | 


XL-—435 


Mr. GALLINGER. It was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on 
motion of the Senator from New Hampshire 
the amendment of the Senator from 'Texa 

Mr. 


agreeing to the 
to lay on the tablk 
amended 


Ss AaS 


GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. OVERMAN. I understand the question is on agreeing to 
the motion to lay on the table. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It is. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. BLACKBURN (when the name of Mr. Morcan was 
called). The senior Senator from Alabama [Mr. MorGan] is 


paired with the senior Senator from Iowa [ Mr. 
The roll call was concluded. 
Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. I desire to announce the 
able absence of my colleague [Mr. WARREN], 


ALLISON ]}. 


unavoid- 

















and to state that he 
is paired with the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. Money]. 

The result was announced—yeas 23, nays 49, as follows: 

YEAS—23. 
Alger Clark, Wyo. Gallinger Platt 
Allee Crane Kean Scott 
Ankeny Cullom Kittredge Smoot 
Beveridge Dick Lodge Spor yne 
surnham Dillingham Millard Suther dead 
Carter Dryden Nelson 

NAYS—49 
Bacon Daniel La Follette Pettus 
Bailey Dolliver Latimer Pi 
Berry Elkins Long Rayner 
Blackburn Flint McCreary Simmons 
Brandegee Foraker McCumber Stone 
Burkett. Foster McEnery Taiiaferro 
Burrows Frazier Mallory Teller 
Carmack Frye Martin Tillman 
Clapp Fulton Newlands Warner 
Clark, Mont, Gamble Nixon Wetmore 
Clarke, Ark. Hansbrough Overman 
Clay Hopkins Penrose 
Culberson Knox Perkins 

NOT VOTING—lT. 

Aldrich Dubois Heyburn Proctor 
Allison Gearin McLaurin Warren 
Bulkeley Gorman Money 
Burton Hale Morgan 
Depew Hemenway Patterson 

So the Senate refused to lay on the table Mr. CuLBERSON’s 
amendment as amended. 

Mr. SCOTT. After the amendment offered by the Senator 
from Florida [Mr. MAtiory], which was adopted, I move to 
insert what I send to the desk. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment will be stated. 


The SECRETARY. 
ilies” insert “ 
war.” 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The 
amendment to the amendment. 


After the words “ 
and female 


and their 
nurses who 


immediate f: 


served during the civil 


question is on agreeing to the 


The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. If it is now in ler, I wish to offer an 
amendment by way of a substitute for the entire amendment as 
amended. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Indiana 


poses an amendment in the nature of a substitute, 


which w ill 
be stated by the Secretary. 





6946 


The Secretary. In lieu of the matter intended to be pro- 
posed, insert the following : 





hat no earrier of interstate commerce shall hereafter directly or 
lirectly issue or by any device give free transportation except to the 
ers, agents, and employees, and members of their immediate families, 
actual and bona fide attorneys and physicians and surgeons of the car- 






| 


rier issuing the same, to ministers of religion and inmates of hospitals | 
and eleemosynary and charitable institutions, and indigent persons: 
Provided, That said carrier of interstate commerce may, by arrange- 


ment with other carriers of interstate commerce, provide for free trans 





portation of its efficers, agents, attorneys, bona fide employees, physi- 
clar and surgeo ind their families over the lines of such other 
carriers in connection with said free transportation over the lines of 


the carrier providing said free transportation. Any carrier violating 





this provision shall be de d guilty of a misdemeanor, and shall for 
each offense pay to the United States a penalty of not less than $100 
or more than $2,000 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, I desire to say only one 
word in explanation of the amendment which I have offered 
by way of a substitute. It is an even briefer form of the orig- 
inal substitute of the Senator from Texas, with the addition 
of interchangeable transportation for employees, officers, agents, 
attorneys, physicians, and surgeons. The reason for offering the 
amendment must be clear to the entire Senate. The amendment 
originally offered by the Senator from Texas has become so 








involyed with numerous exceptions that the Senate can hardly 
understand what is excepted and what is not. I think it must 
be clear to the entire Senate that the original amendment 
offered by the Senator from Texas, and of which this is prac- 
tically a ex with the addition of the interchangeable feature, 
will more completely meet the situation. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, the Senate has voted down the 
a ndment of the Senator from Georgia [Mr. Bacon] which 
il ved depriving ourselyes and other political officeholders, 
executive and judicial, of the right to receive passes from rail- 
roads. It then refused to lay upon the table a proposition 
which is so grotesque, as it has been amended, that it can not 


be read through without laughter, and which so extends the 
field of exceptions that practically passes may be issued to 
anybody who wants them. The amendment of the Senator from 
Indiana is an improvement on what we now have before us, 
bu seems to me the greatest improvement would be to leave 
the law as it is. The law now prohibits, under the head of 
discriminations, the issuance of passes, and it excepts certain 
classes from that provision. They are reasonable exceptions 
which meet everybody’s view and permit the railroads to give 
passes to their employees and their families. 

It seems to me it would be just as well to leave the present 
tested law as to adopt such an amendment as that now pending 
before us, where the exceptions have been heaped up until it 


has become perfectly valueless, it appears to me, for the purpose 
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which it is proposed to fulfill. 
Mr. HANSBROUGH. I suppose an amendment is not in or- 
der to the substitute. 











The VICE-PRESIDENT. An amendment to the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Indiana is not in order. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I simply give notice that when the bill 
re es the Senate I shall propose an amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
amendment of the Senator from Indiana [Mr. BEVERIDGE] to 
the amendment proposed by the Senator from Texas as modified. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. FULTON. I ask if it would be in order to submit again 
the amendment that was offered by the Senator from Missis- 

: [Mr. McLaurin]? The amendment has been changed 

ince that amendment was offered and rejected. I do not know 
whether it would now be in order. If it be in order and the 
Senator from Mississippi himself will not offer, I will offer it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I was not paying attention, and I did not 
bear what the Senator from Oregon said. 

Mr. FULTON. The Senator from Mississippi a few moments 
ago offered an amendment proposing to provide— 

I » free interstate pass shall be issued by any interstate common 
( i f igers to ar officer of the United States, including 
‘ itive, le ative, and judicial officers 

If it is in order, I should like to offer that amendment at 
this time or to have the Senator offer it. 

Mr. McLAURIN. It is a good amendment. I have no objec- 
tion to the Senator from Oregon offering it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Is it exactly the same amendment 
as the one submitted by the Senator from Mississippi or is it 
a new proposition? 

Mr. FULTON. It is exactly the same. I will change it, how- 
ever, so that it will not be exactly the same. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. It would then be in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. ‘There seems to be one omissien in the 
al dment as it now stands, and I move the following—— 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 


Will the Senator from New Hamp- 








shire withhold his amendment unfil the Secretary stat; 
amendment of the Senator from Oregon to the amendmen; 
Mr. GALLINGER. Certainly. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Will the Senator from Oregon allow ,; 


| ask him if he offers it as a substitute? 


Mr. FULTON. I offer it as a substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment proposed | 
Senator from New Hampshire will be in order before t) 
stitute proposed by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move the following amendment 
purpose of perfecting the amendment of the Senato) 
Texas. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New Ha) 
proposes an amendment to the amendment, which wil! 

The Secrerary. After the words “ and their immedi 
lies” insert the words “and their sisters, their 
aunts.” [Laughter.] 

Mr. CULBERSON. In view of the fact that the Sena 
New Hampshire, so far as I have seen, has opposed a1 
sition to prohibit the issuance of passes, it is not surpri 
this motion to amend should now be made. I ¢all his : 
however, to the fact that he will not probably reduce 
ject entirely to ridicule. 

I move to lay that amendment on the table, if it 
necessary, offensive as it is. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is in order. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas : 
lay on the table the amendment to the amendment jus 
Mr. GALLINGER. I withdraw the amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from New 
withdraws the amendment to the amendment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Now, I wish to be heard on i! 
ment as it stands. 
Mr. FULTON. 

inquiry. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
kindly state his inquiry. 

Mr. FULTON. The amendment I offered has not ; 
stated. I have offered it as a substitute and I should 
have it stated. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will 
amendment proposed as a substitute by the 
Oregon. 

The SEcRETARY. 
proposed, insert: 


cousi 


I rise to a point of order, or 


The Senator from Oregon 


St 


Y) 
ilt 


In lieu of the amendment intended 


That no free interstate pass shall be issued by any intersi 
mon carrier of passengers to any officer of the United States. 
ing Members of Congress. 


Mr. GALLINGER. 


i 


Mr. President, if anything could p: 


bly be devised in the way of human language that would n 


an amendment more grotesque and absurd than the amendmen 


which is now under consideration, I certainly am inea; 
framing it. I have believed all along that it was not nece 
to meddle with this matter, and in that regard I differ wit! 


friend the Senator from Texas, and with all due deference 
the Senator, I suggest to him that I shall entertain my opi 


) 
Ll 


} 
1 


Alii 


with quite as much independence as he entertains his. 

The existing law is very liberal on this subject, Mr. 
dent. It denies free passes to the bulk of our people, bu 
them to certain excepted classes that are, I think, very 
as a rule. There are some exceptions I never have see! 
sense in. I have never quite understood why we sli 
eept, for instance, ministers of the Gospel any more t 
should except teachers. I have never known why we 
give free passes to a preacher who is getting a salary of 
and deny it to a person who is teaching our children and 
a salary of $900 a year. But I have no disposition 
that question, except to say that, to my mind, it is an ex 
which might well be omitted from the bill. 

Now, Mr. President, we are posing before the country 
posed to the issuing of free passes. I venture to say 


| exceptions which are in this bill will grant free passes | 


5,000,000 to 8,000,000 people in the United States. As an 
tration, the telegrams that came from Chicago stated th 
were 125,000 railway «mployees in the State of Illinois. 
be so, there are somewhere between one and two milli 
ployees in the country; and I believe that estimate is 


We now have extended the privilege to their families, a 


| we have (and I will not repeat them) extended this pri\ 


| 





innumerable classes, some of them perhaps deserving, 
them perhaps not so deserving. So if we adopt this 
ment—and I confess I am surprised that the Senate 
seriously think of doing so—if we put this amendment 
bill, we will have placed, in my judgment, in the bil! ex 
that will give the railroads the privilege of issuing to it 
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eighth of the people of the United States free transportation, 
| | do not know but perhaps to one-half of the people. I am 
vite sure as to that. 
President, I do not think we ought to do that. I think 
xceptions which are contained in section 22 of the act to 
te commerce as amended March 2, 1889, and February 8, 
are sufliciently inclusive, and that there is no particular 
n why we should seek to go beyond that point. 
ral SENATORS. Read it. 
_GALLINGER. I will read it: 


nothing in this act shall prevent the carriage, storage, or 
» of property free or at reduced rates for the United States, 
municipal governments, or for charitable purposes, or to or 
3 and expositions for exhibition thereat, or the free carriage of 
» and homeless persons transported by charitable societies 
ssary agents employed in such transportation, or the iss i 
_ excursion, or commutation passenger tickets; nothing it 
shall be construed to prohibit any common carrier from giving 
rates to ministers of religion, or to municipal governments f 
nsportation of indigent persons, or to inmates of the National 
State Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and of soldiers’ 
rs’ orphan homes, including those about to enter and those 
s home after discharge. 





nk that is a very liberal exception made to the general 
that free passes should not be given to citizens of the 
| States. I am quite willing to have it specifically stated 
they shall not be given to officers of the Government in 
nartment of the Government, and I voted for an amend- 
which was offered covering that point. But in this bill, 
a dignified measure, which deals with a great subject, | 
has engaged the attention and the ability in its con- 
tion of the ablest minds in this country and body, I do not 
e ought to put as grotesque and absurd an amendment as 
vy before the Senate. 
President, with those observations I am content to let 
ter go as it will. Apparently the Senate is in favor of 
iendment, and of course I could only register my vote in 
of laying it on the table. Having failed to accomplish 
result, I have no criticism to make of any Senator, nor do 
nk any Senator has any right to make any criticism upon | 
attitude on this subject. 
FULTON. Mr. President, I think it is the sense of the 
te that free transportation should be prohibited to officers 
United States and to Members of Congress. That far 
ns to me the Congress should go. I think the various 
.dments in the way of exceptions that have been offered | 
ite that further than that the Congress ought not te go. | 
st there are so many exceptions which occur to every 
on’s mind as proper that we had better simply prohibit | 
granting of passes to officials and stop at that, and leave 
) the railroads to determine how far beyond that they will 
ise the matter of granting free passes. 
ir. LODGE. Will the Senator from Oregon allow me? 
Mr. FULTON. Certainly. 
Mr. LODGE. We have just voted down that specific proposi- | 


+] 


‘ir. FULTON. I have reoffered it in somewhat different | 


nguage. 


Mr. LODGE. The Senate voted down the proposition of the 
tor from Georgia, which would deprive Members of Con- 
s and other officers of the Government of the privilege of 
Mr. FULTON. That is true. 
Mr. LODGE. I do not know whether it is in order to renew 
[ have not examined the form of the amendment. 
Mr. FULTON. I made inquiry, and I changed it so that it 
substantially different, or at least the language is different. 
I make this further suggestion: It is offered as a substitute 
measure that has been changed very considerably since 
last voted on this proposition, which, I think, also changes 
parliamentary situation. I ask for a yea-and-nay vote on 
substitute I have offered. 
CULBERSON. Mr. President, it is hardly necessary for 
io say to Senators that the amendment in its present form 
of my choice or of my seeking. Part of its grotesqueness, | 
hich allusion has been made, is due to the fact that the 
te, on the motion of Senators unfriendly to this character | 
cislation, added amendments to it. 
ie suggestion of the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. 
LINGER] that this subject is sufficiently dealt with by section 
the act of 1887 and as subsequently amended is sufficiently 
wered by stating that that section contains no penalty what- 
and that is one reason why the law has not been executed. 
'. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 
lhe VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Texas yield 
e Senator from New Hampshire? 


Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 





Mr. GALLINGER. 
Senator will agree, to attach a per 
CULBERSON. 
against the adoption of some of the 
been put to this antipass 
is better than no 
than the act of 1887. 


Of course it will 
alty to that 


amendment, 


substitute 


Oregon is concerned, I 
of Representatives ought not to feel calle 
officials of those two Houses and of ths 
the only ones who cu al 
and the ones who ought to be single: 
other words, Mr. President, it would 
| the Congress of the U 
that body and other officials 
the only ones who could be 
and against whom this leg 
President, y ot 
substitute, I will not make the 1 
I will move to lay the subst 
the table. 
SPOONER. 
call his attention to what 


The provisions 


of the requirement 
And section 


10 as amende 


penalty attaches. 
Mr. CULBERSON. 
which I refer 
transportation. 
on this question, I move 
Mr. FULTON. 
he makes that motion? 
*-- CULBERSON. 
FULTON. 


I do not t 


Will the Senator allow 1 


Any carrier violating this provision 
r, and shal! for 
s than $100 n 
I wish to make this change: 
That any person accepting any 
Mr. CULBERSON. 
perfect the substitute. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
fect his substitute. 
Mr. HALE. 


The Senator 


Mr. President, I should 
called from 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
substitute proposed by the Senator fr 
Mr. HALE. I desire to have the ent 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
gestion to himself, as well as to other 
Mr. HALE. 
Mr. TILLMAN. 
amendment, 
it is a laughingstock, 


Certainly. 
We have had an ame 
amendment, 


Senators that there will be : 


squeezing out of all 
can go along and do something 


proposition, and get the bill into the Sen 


desire to hear the amendn 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 
that the amendment shall be again stated 
Secretary will read. 

FULTON. 
have offered, so that i 


er Representative 





partments of the Ur 





United States : 


Mr. CULBERSON. move to lay 


VICE-PRESIDENT. 
| the restatement of the amendment. 
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Mr. CULBERSON. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will read the orig- 
inal amendment. 

The SECRETARY. 
tute the following: 


That no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall hereafter di- 
rectly or indirectly issue or give any interstate free ticket, free pass, 
ar free transportation for passengers except to its officers, agents, and 


Very well. 


On page 4, after line 9, insert as a substi- 


employees and members of their immediate families, to its actual and | ._: es : 
| Wisconsin has a right to perfect the amendment of the Se: 


bona fide attorneys and their immediate families, and female nurses 
who served during the civil war, and physicians and surgeons, to min- 
isters of religion, and inmates of hospitals and eleemosynary and 
charitable institutions, and to indigent, destitute, and homeless per- 
sons, transported by charitable societies or hospitals, and the neces- 
sary agents employed in such transportation; and to inmates of the 
National Homes or State Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, ex- 
Confederate Soldiers, and of Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Orphan Homes, in- 
cluding those about to enter and those returning home after discharge 
under arrangements with the boards of managers of said homes. 


carrier violating this provision shall be deemed guilty of a misde- 


meanor, and shall for each offense pay to the United States a penalty of | 


not less than one hundred nor more than two thousand dollars: Provided, 
That this provision shall not be construed to prohibit the issue or in- 
terchange of passes for officers, agents, and employees and members of 
their immediate families, nor to owners and care 
when traveling with such stock or when going to 
returning from point of delivery, 
be deemed to prohibit any carrier from carrying 
account of charity from and to places visited by general epidemic or 
pestilence or wholly or largely destroyed by fire, water, earthquakes, 
or other calamitous visitations with the object 
relief, and other assistance to the inhabitants: 
nothing herein contained shall prevent such carrier 


from giving free 


or reduced transportation to laborers transported to any place for the | 
| merely segregates Senators and Representatives in (Cv 


purpose of supplying any demand for labor at such place. Jurisdic- 
tion of offenses under this provision shall be the same as that provided 
for offenses in an act entitled “An act to further regulate commerce 
with foreign nations and among the States,” approved February 
1903, and any amendment thereof. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I have been called out of the 
Chamber. Who is the father of that provision? 

Mr. SPOONER. It has a good many fathers. 

Mr. TILLMAN. It had about sixteen paternities. 

Mr. OVERMAN. 

Che VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from North Carolina 
will state his question of order. 

Mr. OVERMAN. ‘The Senator from Texas made a motion to 
lay the amendment of the Senator from Oregon on the table. 

Mr. TILLMAN. ‘There has been no motion made, 
stand. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas made a 
motion to that effect, which was withheld in order that the 
amendment might be again reported at the request of the Sena- 
tor from Maine. 

Mr. HALE. Is it the motion of the Senator from Texas to 
lay on the table the remarkable proposition I have just heard 
read? 

Mr. CULBERSON. The motion of the Senator from Texas is 
to lay on the table the substitute offered by the Senator from 
Oregon [Mr. Futon]. 

Mr. HALE. 

Mr. CULBERSON. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. 


As a substitute for it. 


The To this amendment the Senator 


from Oregon proposes an amendment in the nature of a substi- | 
| why Senators and Representatives in Congress and other 
| cials of the United States Government should alone, out of the 
| whole 


tute. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Let it be read. 

Mr. HALE. As a substitute for the amendment just read? 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
just read. 

Mr. HALE. 
from Oregon. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. 
tute of the Senator from Oregon. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

That no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall hereafter di- 
rectly or indirectly issue or give any interstate free ticket, free pass, or 
free transportation or passage to any Senator of the United States or 
Representative in Congress, or to any justice or judge of the courts of 
the United States, 
ments of the United States. 


Now let us hear the substitute of the Senator 


Any carrier or person giving or accepting 
of a misdemeanor 
penalty of mu 

aol S. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Texas moves to 
lay upon the table the substitute just read. 

The motion to lay on the table was rejected. 

Mr. SPOONER. 
amendment of the Senator from Texas, to come in after the 
word “ soldiers ” where it first occurs. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The amendment to the amendment 
vill be stated. 

The Secretary. After the words “disabled volunteer sol- 
diers ” insert “ ex-Union soldiers and sailors.” 

Mr. LODGE. The motion, as I understood it, of the Senator 


and shall for each offense pay to the United States a 
than one hundred nor more than two thousand 


less 
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Any | 





takers of live stock | 
oint of shipment or | 
nor shall anything in this provision | 
passengers free on | 


19, | 


Mr. President, I rise to a question of order. | 


| same objection which I propose now to point out. 
I under- | 


As an amendment to the amendment just read? | 
| have paid cash for railroad tickets whenever I have traveled 


As a substitute for the amendment | 
| which affects others as well as us; and, as a Senator near me 
| says, “ we are no better or no worse in this regard than others.” 


The Secretary will read the substi- | 


or to any officer of either of the Executive Depart- | . . 
\ ! a | statement of which, however, is not necessary in detail, to the 
such free transportation violating this provision shall be deemed guilty | 


Mr. President, I offer an amendment to the | 





May 16, 


from Texas was to lay upon the table the substitute offereg b 
the Senator from Oregon. y 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That was the motion. 
Mr. LODGE. And the Chair declared that motion lost? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair so ruled. 
Mr. LODGE. Therefore the substitute is now pending 
nature of an amendment to this amendment. 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. That is correct. 


in the 


The Senato: from 

from Texas. a 
Mr. LODGE. Excuse me; I thought his amendment was. pro- 

posed to the substitute. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Wisconsin pro. 
poses an amendment, which will be stated. ; 

The Secretary. After the words “disabled volunteer go). 
diers ” insert the words “ ex-Union soldiers and sailors.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question now recurs on tho 
amendment in the nature of a substitute offered by the Senator 
from Oregon [Mr. Futon]. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President, while the amendment pro. 
posed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] has been 
loaded down by a large number of modifications, and while jt 


| is, therefore, through no fault of the Senator from Texas, not 
of providing succor, | 
Provided further, That | 


in as good condition as when he originally offered it, 1 think jt 
is much better than the proposition of the Senator from Oregon 
[Mr. Futtron]. The proposition of the Senator from Oregon 
Zress 
from the whole body of the people, and provides that these 
specified officials, and no others, shall not receive fre 
portation 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the 


trans- 


Senator from Indiang 


| yield to the Senator from Oregon? 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. I do. 

Mr. FULTON. My amendment not only prohibits free trans. 
portation to Members of Congress, but to all officials of the 
Government. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, sir; but that is just as open to the 
I intend to 
vote against the substitute proposed by the Senator 
Oregon, not because, Mr. President, I am not in favor of pro- 
hibiting transportation companies from furnishing free trans- 
portation to the officials named, but because they ought also to 
be prevented from furnishing free transportation to others than 
the officials named. 

The pass evil is a real evil; but it is a broad evil, and no 


from 


| doubt the injury worked through it is as great or greater in other 
| directions than it is here. 


I speak freely upon this subject, and 
shall vote freely upon this subject, because I have never yet, 
while I have been in public life, taken or used a pass of any 
kind on any railroad, or any frank of any telegraph company. 
I shall speak and vote freely against this amendment because I 


and for telegrams whenever I have used the wire unoflicially. 
And speaking thus freely, Mr. President, I can see no reason 
offi- 


of our people, be segregated and subjected to 
If the granting of passes is an evil, it is an evil 


body 
this provision. 


Therefore, Mr. President, not only should this evil be stopped 
with reference to people in public life, but it should be stopped 
with reference to people out of public life. It is not the 
business of the railroads to furnish free transportation, ex- 
cept in the few well-defined cases which were named in the 
amendment offered by the Senator from Texas. I can find, Mr. 
President, no reason in good policy for the adoption, but a great 
many objections, which can not be too forcibly stated, the 


substitute offered by the Senator from Oregon. 

Mr. President, all over the country this evil has been going on, 
and, now, to say that a few men shall be subjected to this pro- 
vision and that other men shall not be, is a proposition, Mr. 
President, not supported, so far as I have yet heard, by one 
single reason or by one single fact. For that reason, Mr. I’resl- 
dent, I shall feel perfectly free in voting against the substitute 
of the Senator from Oregon, which does not reach the ey! in 
its widespread meaning. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from Oregon [Mr. Futon] to the 
amendment. ie 

Mr. FULTON. On that I ask the yeas and nays, Mr. iresi 
dent. 





1906. 


e yeas and nays 
1 to call the roll. 
MALLORY 


were 


(when his name was called). I 
iir witlt the senior Senator from Vermont 
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ordered; and the Secretary pro-| The VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill, th 


still in Committee of the Whole. The 
from Mississippi will be stated. 


The Secretary. At the 


have a gen- 
| Mr. Proctor}, | 


end of the b 









is been called away and is not able to be present to-day. | a new section, to be known as s¢ 
eft to me a discretion in the matter of voting on these Sec 10. That t hall e unlawf 
dments; and on this amendment I will take the liberty | interstate commer 2 
ting. IL vote “ nay.” the trans} n of tl I ! 
FRYE (when Mr. MorGan’s name was ealled). The aa = ete . oe _ 
tor from Alabama [Mr. Morcan] is paired with the senior | not onstrued as a i ng in 
>from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON ]. lect as great compen 
roll call was concluded. ; ea ace - 
McLAURIN. My colleague [Mr. Money] has a general | ha jurisdiction of t LmM0 
with the senior Senator from Wyoming [Mr. CLarK]. I | &€ lant, recover do ex 
this announcement of his pair for the entire day. er ee eer eee 


result was announced- 


yeas 22. nays Mr. Me LAT RIN. L did desir 


48, as follows: 


YEAS—22. | amendment, but th , Se nate seems to b 
= ‘ , out of Committee of the Whole into the S« 
Gallinger Ilopkins Piles | . : de 

a Gamble Knox Teller ; tent myself with what I have l 
Gearin Lodge Tillman | delivered here on the 9th of las onth 
Hiale Long Warner j tl QS ‘ 

‘ . le Senate. 

Hansbrough McLaurin | . F 


lemenway 


NAYS—48. 





Perkins 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The que 


amendment of the Senator from Miss 









Clark, Mont. Frye Newlands Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I ; 
Clark, Wyo. Kean Nixon amendment again read. 
Clarke, Ark, Kittredge Overman The VICE-PRESIDENT. The ; ! ai 
Culberson La Follette Pettus ted 
‘ Cullom Latimer Platt | = © : 
rn Dick McCreary Scott The Secretary again read the amend t of Mr. Mc! 
Dillingham McCumber Simmons The VICE-PRESIDENT The aquest S 
m Dolliver Mcnery Spooner nae ‘ > at aS aa ' 
Dryden Mallory Stone ani ndment of the S« ah r fro \i s s 
kK Foraker Martin Sutherland Mr. DANIEL. I wish to offer substitute 
Foster Millard Taliaferro ment. 
= ix Re mies — The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senator from Virg 
nami NOT nee “19. . poses a substitute for the amendment of the § 
h aniel eyburn roctor Scainni ale eathl tue etated 
Depew Money Rayner os 5 Me hich will | : F : 
Dubois Morgan Smoot The SECRETARY. In lic I ‘ ‘ ! 
Elkins Patterson Warren McLaAuvrin, insert the following at the end 
Gorman Penrose 


Mr. Fcrtron’s amendment to the amendment was rejected. 





section: 





SEC oe t { e 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on the amend t pl si f this 
roposed by the Senator from Texas [Mr. CULBERSON] as | © 7 in. the aggregate 
(l d. i a eo y S 
GALLINGER. On that I ask for the yeas and nays. me di s] 
yeas and nays were ordered; and the Secretary pro- 1Ce I 
ric ‘ the t 
| to eall the roll. Saas 
MALLORY (when his name was called). As I have al-| That n ( ( 
ted, I have a general pair with the Senator from Ver- | ¥ 8 
Mr. Procror]; but as he would vote “ yea” on this ques- | ; Scene 
f present, I am at liberty to vote, and I vote “ yea.” Dro] y: d ( 
roll call having been concluded, the result was an t whi s 
i—yeas 60, nays 16, as follows: , * 
YEAS—60. t 
Culberson Hansbrough Ney ds BGions and adval : 
Cullom Hlemenway Nix Mr. DANIEL. Mr. President, I vy 
Daniel Hopkins Ove in | that amendment 
Dillingam Kittredge 1 ; oe Sadan siicinatainiae een . 
n Dolliver Knox Pett The VICE-PRESIDENT. Che S 1 f \ 
’ Dryden La Follette Plat pos substitute * the : nd se 
Elkins Latimer Rayner : y] } « 
Flint Long Sectt SISSIPpl, V \ 
Foraker McCreary s ions Che SECRETA I 
Foster McCumber Spooner McLAtrRI 
Vrazier McEnery St aad 
q Bry Mallory T: ro _— 
Mont. Fulton Martin Te S s 
Ark. Gamble Millard Tilh i S 
Gearin Nelson Warne { 
NAYS—16. a 
Clark, Wyo Hale Piles | ¢] ’ 
Crane Kean Smoot Fr 
Dick Lodge Ss rland t 
j Gallinger McLaurin Wetmore 
NOT VOTING—13. 
h Dubois Morgan Warren a ( 
l Gorman Patterson : . 
n Heyburn Penrose te ( 
Money Proctor > a h e j 
Mr. CULBERSON’S amendment as amended was agreed to. » ope f 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is still in Committee of | [, “- Tatald 
Whole and open to amendment. If no amendment be pro- | , lit \ 
the bill will be reported to the Senate. The Senate, as | tially similar. 
Committee of the Whole, has had under consideration an Mr. DANIEL. Mr. Presid c 
to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commerce ” brought up both in the amendment ( l s 


McLAURIN. 
sire to offer. 
LODGE. 
President? 
the ViCE-PRESIDENT. 
es t in the Senate or as in Committee of the Whole? 
Mr. McLAURIN. In Committee of the Whole. 


Mr. President, I have an amendment that 


We have not reached that stage yet, 


i 


Mr. McLAURIN 
will state that all but the 


\i ississippi 
offered. I 


have we, | tute I have offered is now section 4 « ‘ 
state-commert law. It introduces the | 
Does the Senator offer his amend- | and shorter hauls. I have reflected upon that subject 


deal, and enough to have reached the conclusio1 
be impracticable for Congress to formulate any 
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which 
of 
distance ean 
in 
ness of fabrie 


tances Cost 


eould 
evel 


osition 


a thing such 
he 
value as 
and 
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costs 
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differs m 
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cloth 
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ferent in 
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all Distance is not 
travel and traffic over all 
d at the same rate per yard. Distance 
uch as cloth of various textures and fine- 
differs in value. Some dis- 
than other distances, just 
than other cloth. A mile 
1 a mile on a plain are of very dif- 
. A yard of ealico and a yard of silk 
So there are particular natural advan- 
in seaports that introduce 
nees that affect freights. But 
great discriminations are 

ul than for the shorter 
needed. They are 
nsiderations I have men- 
should ponder the 
non charge for all distances. 
able of the body and its mem- 
both contemplations may pre- 
irregularities and difficulties 
hould not paralyze efforts 


fittingly cases. 


eover 


1 quality that 


re 1 tr 


averse 


much more 


conditions 
eireumsti 


such 


tl 

the 
nNesrions 
Quest Ss 
ju 


ROM THE DISCRIMINATION 
1e city of Lynchburg, where 

the city of Danville, near 

fine town of good people, 
In a number of 
is y ewn town, coming from the 
‘st, is han it is to the town of Dan- 
directions are like dis- 


7 hl 
foul 
hess 


f1 


industries. 


from a distinguished 
seen that he appre- 
seaports of the coun 

nd that he distinguishes 
the proviso which I have 
ls to seaports have been 


is as follows: 


tr 


ailroads 


| to sue 
k, and, in 
2 Int 


and iInkes, 


c be 
which the rail- 
1) 1 

ort 


of all 
are 


rtations 


ause 
e 


Fe 
dities 


ucers would 
f discrimination 


places undue 


ng the carriers 
hich there is 
discriminatins 


to deprive : 


pouthern 1 
it 
have 


pleaded before the 
1 


before the plac 


Pes ple 
ity in a faith 
"ve the one and 
ic debt, about 

strive to 
preciates 
the ruin 
tion of several 
10 get reducer 
man I > 


years 


invested 
that its 

reward 
one 
pay 
9 and 

that 


have 


other 


‘teen 


here 
I PROPORTI 


IN TO 


We 


too 


low rates. have 
that are low. 
gislation; and it has 
railroad company 
it ] take 
rule, no man needs any 
too low. The stimulus 
all he can for it. So in 
meti men have sinister 
ng property below cost. 
| ti they often have 
‘s too low in order to destroy com- 


es 


has 


leases. I issue 


ies 
selli 


rporations, 


| just 


; ated 


eee 


petitive lines and then to put up their rates as high 


ais 
please afterwards. Competition has been ealled, and may 
tinue to be, “ the life of trade.” But there is such a t! 
meretricious and illegal competition just as much as ft) 
and commendable competition. The most numer 
all cases that require the correcting hand of eyven-) 
justice are those in which railroad companies have dis 
nated against small communities and small houses by er 
a disproportionate lewer rate to their competitors and 
I will read on this subject just a few lines in the case of 
Interstate Commerce Commission v. The Cincinnati an 
Orleans Railroad, in 167 United States Reports. Judge ] 
says in that case: 

It will be perceived that nowhere in the act is there any 
of a maximum or minimum rate. The first section declaré 
rates shall be reasonable and just and prohibits every unr 
and unjust charge. Now, the rate may be unreasonable be 
too | well as because it is too high. In the former 
ee and unjust te the stockholder and in the latter 
shipper. 

1 assert, further, making an affirmation which j; 
broader than the statement of the court in this case, th 
inay be too low and illegal against the whole general pub 
against the people at large. 

If a railroad can get cost for its rate, it has no right 
it below cost. If it can get-a reasonable profit on its 
has no right to sell it below that reasonable profit, 
broad and general reason that every corporation and es) 
every public-service corporation is a general public trust 
that it must be just in all of its charges, just to each ing 
just to each locality, just to its stockholders, just to the 
and it is net just when it builds up one rival, if he is 
against another, or if it seeks to build up one place as 
another by giving it the favored condition of lower c¢] 
similar but lesser service. It is not right, as I see it, t] 
ville shall be discriminated against and made to suffer 
not imposed on other cities, with respect to which it 
stantially similar natural conditions and advantages. 


TH! 


ow as 


DISTINCTIVE COMPLAINT OF DANVILLE 

We may perceive wrongs, and find it very difficult 1 
a rule which will correct those wrongs, without bringin 
or greater injury in other directions. Therefore it do¢ 
to me to be practicable, or at least my own mind has 
able to prescribe any general and clear rule that would 
all But I conceive that the proviso which I h: 
pended to the fourth section of the original interstate 
act, and which appears with it in the substitute whi 
offered, may reach at least some of the inc] 
discrimination against the city of Danville. 

Now I will give more specifically the complaint of 1D 
In 117 Federal Reporter, page 741, is reported the case « 
terstate Commerce Commission v. Southern Railroad ¢ 
in the cireuit court the western district of Virgin 
Judge MeDowell, the district judge: and in 122 Fed 
porter, page 800, the Same case appears as presented to 
cuit court of appeals for the fourth cireuit, where the « 
below was confirmed. 

The syllabus of the decision in the appeal is that 


es 
\ 


AS JUDICIALLY ¢ 


Cases, 


cases, 


of 


here the rates charged by a railroad to a particu! p 
in themselves, the fact that lower rates are 
haul to other points does not create an unjust d 
st such point, in violation of the interstate-commerce 
rates are due to active legitimate competition. 

Circuit Judges Goff and Purnell sat on the cas 
District Judge Boyd, who gave the opinion. In th 
he thus stated the complaint of Danville: 

The grounds 
that the 


rr ter 


ereatel 


unreasonable 
a longer 


] 
h lower 


upon which the complaint is based 
through rates from the West via Lynchburg 
‘ than the rate to Lynchburg. and that the ra 
via Lynchburg is less than that to Danville, although th« 
is nearer to the shipp point than Riehmond. The pri 
ance complained of against the railroad is the rate c! 
So Railway for freight between and Dany 
x and Richmond are both reached by three railway 
Southern, the Norfolk and Western, and the 
railways. Prior to 1886 there were four independent r 
to Danville, but in that year three of them passe 
control of the Richmond and Danville Railroad Company) 
the last-named railroad company was succeeded by the Sout! 
way Company, which acquired control of all of the 
Richmond and Danville Company, and in 1899 the Southe 
the Atlentic and Danville, which was the remaining railroad 
inte Danville. Onaccount of the several lines reaching Richn 
Lynchburg, and from the fact that these lines, by reason of t 
tion, do business as carriers from the same points in the W 
is active competition both at Lynchburg and Richmond, which 
duced exceedingly low freight rates. 

Judge Boyd then said: 

‘rom the testimony it appears that the Chesapeake and ©! 
road, which competes with the trunk lines, and which comp 
the interstate-commerce act by charging no more for the si 
the long haul, is primarily responsfble for these rates. The 
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inville are very much higher 








en Lynchburg 
nd From the record we gather the following instances, 
will show the difference in the rates charged on 100 po 
t from the points named to Lynchburg, to Richmond, and 
n cents per hundred pounds to Lynchburg and Danville 
Class 1 Class 2. | Class 
Lynchburg 54 47 
Danville 71 63 
to Lynchburg vt 47 
to Danville 66 58 
o Lynchburg - iY 42 
to Danville bo 2 
( ei Rd Bh node Se edtthesinttaséatiee 108 a0 
( to Lynchburg 72 62 
7 ul Molasses Coffs Ri 
uns to Lynchburg = 26 10 
ans to Danville 43 7 51 
Tobacco rates to Louisville. 
¢ 
I id 
4 s ! Railway does not share in the competitive tl 
the West to Lynchburg, Richmond, and Norfolk charged 
V ~ d, and the water competition f1 p 0 
é e to |} direct ¢ iy 
] mc It is ft t 1 lay that ; 
t y yond its own lines, 1d tl 
‘ that there is nothing in he intersta 
! > ral l f I su 
ri I st ‘Tenness ini nd Ge Lr R road ¢ 
j S ‘ I ere cs on (181 TI s i 21 Ss 
| d ii it is } i rh 1 
enf the w e is ft t } kk ed 
opin ‘ this t that is } ) n 
In | id exe es a otent | hue t 
i nto 1 the diss ‘ 
ovided by the stat nd justifies ‘ Ss ‘ 
nd competit n ar nearer and 
oa | | des ead 1 ‘ 
) ) if r t ] I e ) 
t] € ne disk 1ina ' ' 
: to injure or disparage Lyne l nd would be w 
f to live nd let live. But nobody would be injured 
Danville, and everybody should desire it. If the <« 
1 make money by its Lynchburg rates, it would 1 
by the same rates to Danville, for they would 
less cost. i. e.. the cost of 60 miles of carriage. 
oO make money by a lesser charge to Danville | 
1s the amount of the cost of travel 60 miles farther 
burg 
being the facts the rates to Danville at the ex 
s—higher than to more distant places—are not j 
yw a lack of the sense of proportion, which is essent 
stice 
OTHER DISCRIMINATIONS AGAINST DANVILLE. 
in the fourth volume of the Report of Hearings before 
te Commerce Committee of this body ll be f 
ents of the people and representatives of Danville wl 
ld bring to your attention if I coul fittingly do so 
rs 3 too short. I commend to perusal the statement of 
er ie Withers on page 3438, volume 4, of the Hearings; 
rial of the city of Danville to the general assembly of 
ee 
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the White House held the office which now devolves upon him. 
I must t that I had some doubts about the probability, if 
not about the jility, of getting any real substantial legis- 
lation that would benefit the people who are entitled to benefit 
under such legislation as is proposed. But when I began to see 
he Republicans in the Senate, I did 
hope that they were in earnest about it, 
was in earnest about this legislation, 
of the Senate following out the doc- 
ine party on this question, that we would get some leg- 
islation which would benefit the shippers of the country. 

I know, and every other Senator here knows, that the shippers’ 
bill affects pretty well every citizen in the entire country. If itis 
for the shipment ; every man who flour that 
shipped must the payment of the shipper’s bill. 
And so is with every other class of freight that is shipped. 

But it did not take for me to discover that the Presi- 
dent and his party were more interested in getting some ad- 
to themselves out this agitation than they were in 


admi 


possil 


a division in the ranks of t 
have some considerable hoy 
and that the President 
and, with the Democracy 
tri of 


N 


its 
its 


' > 
ot flour, 


to 


uses 
contribute 
it 
long 
vantage of 
getting 
substantial rate legislation. 

I notice considerable discussion 
and a limited court 
that there 


about a broad court 
and I have heard Senators contend 
difference between a narrow court 
review and a broad court review; that there is no appreciable 
difference. But the President did not understand. He 
stated in his letter which was read in the Senate yesterday : 


review, 


is no substantial 


sO 


tedly stated that while it was entirely satisfactory to me 
urn bill in substance as it was—that is, with 
urisdiction of the but without any at 
tion that I was entirely willing that 
provided that this definition did not seek 

itl rowed it to the two subjects 
the courts would alone con 

ine the limits of their review; 
whether the Commission 
man’s constitutional rights 


I also repe: 
simply to leave the Hep 
é of e j 


on courts, 


yet 


1it it to the 
res and as to 
} 


question as to 
whether any 
been impaire 
there says that there is a difference 
review and the limited court 
in favor of the limited court review. 
stated that he in favor of the Allison 
a telegram that he sent on May 6—this month— 

ill and members of the legislative committee of the 
State Grange, Harrisburg, Pa., he 

1 that not only am 
legislation, but 


The President not only 
the bro: 


1d court 
he w 


how 


as 


is 


said: 


I stand 


it seems 


I am happy to tell you 
as regards rate le 
i OSitior 

the beginning 

' what the Hep 
l, and no genuine 
i imself. 
certain amendments, 
and Overman nendments, but 
the Hepburn bill, with the 
tly what I have both origi 
ted into law it will repre 
direction of solving the 


such as 


Lobel 


“HE 


Allison amendment 
must mean.” Let 


“ad from page 25 


ODORE 


ROOSEVELT. 


“ the 


urn 


President, 
the lhe | 


nmendment 


is 
us 
iS. of 
{th of } 

the 
or 
the 
may 
brought 
order or re 
the dis- 
offic 
trict 


courts of 

set aside, annul, 

ion shall be in 

* requirement 

fice, and may be 
And if the 

carriers then in 

incipal operating 

ffice in the Di 

ict where said 

r and determine 


circuit 


of 


carrier 


such 


ar and determine what suits? 


“suits brought 


Jurisdic- 
in any of the circuit 
nited States against the Commission to enjoin, 
or suspend any requirement of the 
it be made any broader? Any “suits.” 
‘ vested in the circuit courts of the United 

and deter! any suit that may be brought 
‘ommission to enjoin, set 


1 vente 
cetermine 


order or 
‘ould 
there 


nine 


requirement of the Commission. It is impossible 

to reconcile that with a narrow court review. If 
meant what he said when he sent 

late to be read yesterday, that he was originally in favor 

a narrow court review, limiting the court to the questions 

whether the Commission had acted ultra vires and whether the 

Commission 


if that 


ident 


was | 


| 


| 


is | 


a benefit to the shippers of the country by means of | 


review | 


review, | 


aside, annul, or suspend | 


the letter to | 


had violated any constitutional right of anybody— | 
is original intention, when he agreed to the Allison | benefit will accrue at all. 
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amendment he abandoned it. So there can be but one eo 
sion; that is, that the President, for some purpose 
surrendered his contention and went over to those 
fighting against railroad rate legislation. 

I do not know why the President surrendered thus: |] 
know the motives which prompted him; but there 
Senator, the Senator from Montana [Mr. Carrer], who 
that there is always some basic principle that will ulti 
get the Republican party together. He did not state wh, 
basic principle is, but if my observations since I have o 
the workings of the Republican party are worth anyth 
making up a judgment, that basic principle is the “¢ 
power of public plunder.” Why did the President suri 
That he surrendered there can be no question. Her 
will be known as “ Rooseyvelt’s surrender,” and if it sh 
be set to music it can be sung to the air of Bonaparte’s |: 
It may have been necessary or it may have been more in 
with the views of the President to get the Republica: 
together and to make this a Republican rate bill than 
it a bill that would benefit the entire shippers of the « 
It seems to have been more the intention to secure ad 
to himself and to the Republican party as a party than : 
to the shippers of the country. 

There is one thing about the President. The 
Texas [Mr. Barttey] the other day said he was a figh 
that he surrendered in his political contests. Ther 
thing the Senator might have added to that, which is th 
the President surrenders he does not quit fighting. [| 
over on the opposite side, swears allegiance to the en 
fights those who were his former allies. The President 
out as if to be an ally on rate legislation of the Ly 
Senators and the Democratic Representatives in Cong 
to bring his Republican contingent with him, but afte 
when it became necessary for him to surrender to th 
were his antagonists in this fight, he did not only suri 
quit fighting the common foe, but he went over to th 
of discrimination and extortion and commenced to fi 
who were formerly, and by his invitation, his allies. 

if we are to have any legislation that will really |x 
shippers of the country, let us adopt the amendment o 
myself instead of the substitute offered by the Sen 
Virginia. Had the amendment offered by the junior 
from Texas [Mr. BarLey] to limit the power of the 
the granting of injunctions and to prohibit their gran 
liminary injunctions been adopted, there would have he 
chance for the order of the Commission to go into ef 
wherever that Commission would make an order, it 
least give some temporary relief to the shippers. But 
of that, the Republican contingent of the President h 
with those who were fighting him in the beginning 
voted down that amendment. So that—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The time of the Sen 
Mississippi has expired. The question is on agreein 
amendment proposed by the Senator from Virgin 
DANIEL]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question recurs on 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from M 
[|Mr. McLAuURIN]. 

The amendment was rejected. 

Mr. McLAURIN. I have another amendment that | 
offer. Before it read, I wish to say that the kh: 
Senate seems to me disposed to vote down ever 
ment, and I suppose it would vote down the Lord’s I 
it were germane and offered an amendment. I 
amendment that I send to the desk, and I will say ju 
words on it. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Secretary will state 
ment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to add at the end of 
the following: 

It shall be unlawful for any common 
commerce to operate as such interstate common carrier fol 
tion any steam-propelled vehicle of transportation of pas 
freight between sunrise and sunset on the Sabbath day. 

Mr. McLAURIN. Mr. President, I was just about to 
moment ago that if the amendment offered by the Sen: 
Texas [Mr. Battey] had been adopted, there could hay 
some relief given to the shippers; but as it is, it will 
trouble for the carrier who is displeased at all with tlic 
of the Commission to go into court and secure the issuance 
preliminary injunction and keep that injunction in op 
for at least a couple of years; and by that time will con 
expiration of the time for which the order was made, and no 
I am going to discuss the amend 


ul 


or ¢ r 


w! 


ra 


Senat 
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as 
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carrier engaged i 








1906. CONGRESSIONAL 


i 


nt but a little. I should like to have the Chair 
about to read. I simply want to 
it the Lord’s Prayer—offered as an 


he: Wil 
state that while th 
mmendment to the pend 


ill, because that would not be exactly ge 


of the Ten Commandments, and it is germane to this bill 

nt to read verses 8, 9, 10, and 11 of the twentieth chapter 
dus, so that when a Senator, if there is any Senat 

who has not read this, comes to vote on this amendment 


e votes against it, he may know that he is voting 
of the Ten Commandments, and one 


his bill: 


that is also germane 


rember the Sabbath day, to keep it holy. 





- days shalt thou labor, and do all thy work: 

‘ venth day is the Sal h of the Lord tl in 
lt not d any work, thou, nor thy son. nor thy d tl 
vant, nor thy maidservant, nor thy cattle, nor thy st 
in x days the Lord made heaven and earth, the sea, and 

them is, and rested the seventh day: wherefore the Lord 


d the Sabbath day and hallowed it 


ir. RAYNER. I suggest that that applies only to persons. 
es not apply to corporations. 

ir. McLAURLIN. If:any corporation can run its 
Sabbath day without the agency of any person, i } 
tted to run them. But if it requires the services of any 
n—manservant or maidservant—to run them, then 
nandment applies-to such corporation. 

Mir. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from Mississippi 

to the Senator from Wyoming? 

fr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 

\ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I ask to what the amendment 
ed. Is it directed to the bill or does the Senator propose 

an amendment to the Commandments? 


trail on 
‘ 


this 


is 


fr. McLAURIN. I can understand how a man who has not 
d the Bible would not know, but one who is familiar with 
Bible knows that what I have read is itself one of the Com- 


unents. 
CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President - 
McLAURIN. But I will say to the Senator 
CLARK of Wyoming. The reason why I ask is because 
fact that a part of the Commandments is read from the 
side of the Chamber. 
Mir. McLAURIN. I did not catch the last that the Senator 
It seems not to be understood on the other side, and if 
side is to get any of the benefits of the Scriptures at all 
st be read from this. 
fr. DANIEL. Will the Senator let me ask him a question? 
fr. McLAURIN. Certainly. 


DANIEL 


Do you propose to stop telegraphic messages 
| n Sunday, too? 
icLAURIN. I would stop the whole business and let 
ody rest. I would let the telegraph operators and t 
1 employees—-the men who run trains on Sunday and 


Sunday and never know what a Sunday is—yrest. I 

top all those trains. I would allow the train crews and 
ers a rest of one day in seven, as commanded by the 
ity. That is what the Almighty, through Moses, com- 
and I would give Moses a fair chance in _ this. 


} oy | 


er, | 
DANIEL. Would the Senator also stop the street car 


; ir. McLAURIN. We could not stop the street car lines, be 
; they do not do interstate business. 

Mr. DANIEL. But in the District of Columbia they are 
he control of Congress. 

McLAURIN. The question of the Senator is academi 
‘ndment applies only to steam-propelled vehicles. 
DANIEL. I suppose the Senator would stop hotels. 

McLAURIN. The amendment does not apply to hotels. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on agreeing to the 
nent proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. 
e ainendment was rejected. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The bill is in Committee of the 
and open to amendment. If no further amendment be 
“d, the bill will be reported to the Senate 
e bill was reported to the Senate as amended. 
rhe VICE-PRESIDENT. The Senate, as in Committee of 
Whole, has made sundry amendments to the bill rhe 
ion is on concurring in the amendments made as in Coi 
tee of the Whole. If any 


lr. LODGE. I think the amendments had better be con- 
lered separately and in order. 

Mr. GALLINGER. That is right. 

Mr. LODGE. I object to concurring in any of the amend- 


ents in gross. 


™ 
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out the 1 wing \ | 
At } } ¢ ] 


The VICE-VRESIDENT. The aq 
ainendiment just read to the ame 
of the Whole [Putting the que 
Chair, the noes have 

Mr. HOPKINS Mr. President, | 


amendment to the amendment It 
understands the character of this 


be adopted 
h 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The § 


ands a division 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, ] 
further upon this question. This is 
adopted wl it ti « comil I 
Administration has permitted the 1 
fornia, to construct ‘ ws the Is 
cense, and the Administration | 
every oil company in the United St 
there. But i iy mmendament is vot 
that the company, which has e ‘ 
tank vessels and in the construct 
Isthmus, will be prohibited in ‘ 
ing a barrel of oil of its own ‘ 
country to the other through its 
In other words, we have, by 
ural products, including « 
mon carrier that owns the pro 
I said, the nu ( 
pe ‘ on the u ) \ 
the United §S sv e ‘ 
In ldition sof gre 
+7 ta pine ] Sey 
structed ross the Ist us in O1 
urposes. As conditions rN 
iv time on coal or oil or a 
nec I ) is 1 it the engl I 
railroad can be ti formed 
for the use of crude 
I t saving can be 1 i 1 ( 
fuel 
1 seems to M I 
S\ e, th ‘ I |} 
1 am sure ‘ » Ss I 
the nt t that was | 
desire to rras Ad nis 
use on the Isthmus 
ir, MORGAN. M Pr ‘ I 
s this s t is to conn ) I 
gy 1 te efend I ( . % 
ol ‘ ti = \ 
Here q ono ' ' 
| Se é to ed 
for that props , I me LL 
i. certain exception, tl s to 
has been granted by e Pres 
certain party in the Istl is of VP 
to granting any sp l exe I 
a law of the Congress of the | 


Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. Pres 
Mr. MORGAN. Lo not inter! 
Mr. HOPKINS. All r 
Mr. MORGAN I am opposed to 


being passed by this body in I 
I do not consider that that is g d 
is not gocd Democratic legisl 


none ’ is the old creed, and that is 


The Senator insists that it w 
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granted to the Union Oil Works, on the other side of the con- 

tinen The Union Oil Works, against the objection of Mr. 

Sh and against various other objections, have managed in 

some way or other to get a contract signed by the President of 
the United States that they shall have the privilege of laying | 
their pipe lines across the Isthmus. They have also a contract 

with the Government of Panama at Colon and at the city of 

Panama to put up pumping works, which are expensive works. 

The Senator says they have also spent a very large amount of 
ny rigging up boats and tanks to haul their oil down to | 
the Isthmus. 

After this contract was made by the President of the United 
State granting this peculiar and special and unauthorized 
and uprehensible concession, the other oil companies 
in the United States, especially in Texas, claimed the privi 
kk carrying their oil to the Pacific Ocean in competi 
1 th th company. ‘No,” said the company, “you can 
not do it; it is our ] erty and this was done for the purpose 
of tr port our oil to the Atlantic, but the oil coming from 
the Atlantic shall not go to the Pacific.” 

Th uck mi being a very one-sided sort of a partiality, 

nd : olutels njustified by any fact that came within the 

know uF of the Committee on Interoceanic Canals, who in 
vestig this subject very fully and have put all the facts in 
the Recorp. They are in the Recorp of yesterday. I offered 
them in on yesterday. 

If Congress had been called upon to make a contract of that 
sort ¢ to the Union Oil Company the special privilege of 
carl z oil across the Isthmus, Congress would have said to 
th mpany: “ You must also carry oil for other companies the 
othe! v. Let the Atlantic supply the Pacific as well as the 
] supply the Atlantic, and let competition be fair.” That 

Congress would have said. But that provision was 
‘ tl t, and when these other companies came 
‘ the right to carry their oil across these pipe 
li freight, paying for the privilege, this company 
s \ \ not grant it to you at all;” and when they 
\ e Sx ry of W: who had written letter which 
1 he vesterday to try to impress the necessity upon 
the Senate standing by the Administration, and when the 

s nt te ! Se ry f War that he should say 
+] oe] hould have the privilege of transporting oil 
f Atlant to the Pacific sid he said: “I will not 

’ 
V s tl ”b of the amendment proposed, and it is 
unworthy one. There is no question about at all. I 
it favors and I do » whom it opposes, 
s siol The Senator from Illinois is here 
( fte lav, pressing it, and he comes now with 
uj n party of the United States to 
\ ration on this que * 

I to se } he Administration has 
1 The President of the United States, con 
{ 1 s that I have stated h , all of which are 

1 g 1 contra! to Mr. Shonts’s obje 
yy ed th peculiar and special privilege What 
hit 1 President of the United States to do it? What law 

( vress has ever autl zed him to dispose of a piece of 
] f the I i Stat exclusively to any individual, or 
1 nd lual ut reference to the exclusive privilege? 
I] hes r gi { You say here it is a consideration to 
fi l é mey to educate the children down there. How 
é 1 ¢ sicte 1O} under any power that Congress has 

! ell to iblish pipe line across that 
I if he has a right to sell that, he has a right to sell 
t as al t to sell any mining privilege that 
be asked there for gold, and many of them have been asked, 
1 and other privileges, such as making gardens and 
Cl | r commerce, and the like of that. Various de- 
I | nade uy this supp 1 power of the Presi 
( he Unit States, this Spanish power of granting con- 
ess Che Preside of the United States is put in the atti- 
t1 ! of a Spanish sovereign, the owner of everything in 
t! ie, with ( ght to make concessions. That is all the 
! d all he pretends to have. It was attempted 
before the Committee on Interoceanic Canals 
{ old S h law was in existence there and authorized 

lon 

Mr. President, if there is any one thing removed out of that 
Zo I 1 more gratified at than all the balance, it is the 
Spanish power of granting concessions. It has not been de 

lved upon the President of the United States. He has not 

rt | all of this fuss that is being made over this little 


. » . . ‘ . so j 
nt is for the sake of compelling Congress to justify | 
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that unlawful act of the President of the United States. 1) 
is all of it. 

Now, I do not want to say anything more about it. I an 
able to speak longer. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I desire to make 4a 
remarks in response to the suggestions made by the s 
from Alabama. 

Mr. MORGAN. I ¢all the Senator to order. 

day in court, and so have I. 
Mr. HOPKINS. Mr. President, I deem it necessary to 
ct some of the statements made by the Senator from Ala} 
Mr. MORGAN. The Senator from Illinois has no right ; 
floor. He can not speak twice on the same amendment. 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair is inclined to th 
ion that the limitation of the unanimous-consent agree 
operative in the Senate as it was in Committee of the 
and that the Senator would be restricted. 

Mr. HOPKINS. If that is correct, I will not take the ti 
the Senate, although the Senator from Alabama has mis) 
sented the facts entirely. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Has not the Chair—— 


He has h: 


r'¢ 


VW 


The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Chair understands th 
sinendment of the Senator from Illinois is the pending 
ment. 

Mr. GALLINGER. Question! 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the ame 


proposed by the Senator from Illinois. 

Mr. SPOONER. Mr. President, I know nothing w! 
about this matter, except what is contained in the letter 
was read yesterday to the Senate from the Secretary of \ 
I think it received very little attention from the Sen 
there is any mystery about it, it is something that is 
parent at all on the face of the papers. 

The Secretary of War has charge, under the Presid 
the construction of the canal on the Isthmus. I think le 
of the most devoted public servants this country has or ¢ 
had. He states to me that he regards it as of the 
portance to the Government that this license and other 
of the same sort should be granted. In the first place, {) 
ernment the oil for fuel for the locomotives. 
a revocable license. He can make none which is not r 
He has made a contract with this company and is w 
make a contract on the same terms with a Texas com) 


ut 


needs 





other companies, five or six of them. He says in h 
that the Chief Engineer informs him 
that if oil can be furnished us at 90 cen barrel this + 





equivalent of coal of varying steaming qual 


and $4 per ton. 


That 


3 at prices lx 
is & very important matter. He has required tl 
ple a part of the contract, I understand, to 
the Government crude oil fit for fuel purposes in the 
ment of the railway and such other purposes as n 
manded in the construction of the canal, at not ex 
cents a barrel. 

Mr. MORGAN. That is the market price. 

Mr. SPOONER. I do not know whether that is the 
price or not, but, Mr. President, if they can 
cents a barrel to take the place of coal at $3.24 and $4 
it would seem to be in the interest of the Government t 
it done. 

If it were proposed here to give exclusive franchis 
concern, there would be objection to it: but as the Seer 
War states, and no one can gainsay, I take it, his st 
they offer the same permission precisely to anybody rv 
ing the Texas oil field, or to anybody representing other 
fornia companies. 

Mr. MORGAN. Mr. President—— 

The VICE-PRESIDENT. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Alabama? 

Mr. SPOONER. I yield. 

Mr. MORGAN. I call the Senator’s attention to the fa 
the pumping stations and the pumping privileges are 2 
by the State of Panama, and this pipe line is a conne 
tween those stations. The President of the United Stat 
not grant, of his own right, pumping stations within the 7 

Mr. SPOONER. Very well; if the company has secure 
the Government of Panama, the owner, pumping stations 
may be utilized in connection with this pipe line, wh 
Government of the United States may grant across the 
what objection is there to it? 

Mr. MORGAN. Provided you will put them on the footi 
all other pipe lines in the United States as common carrie! 
let them pay the freight. They offer to pay the freight 

Mr. SPOONER. But the situation in Panama is not the +s 


as agree t 


secure 


W 


7 
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n the United States. We are building there a tremendous 
work thousands of miles away from the United States. 
MORGAN. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques 


ir. SPOONER. Certainly. 
VIORGAN. Suppose the Beaumont Company wants to 
| across the Isthmus of Panama to the city of Pana 

i they not to be allowed to do so on paying the freight for 
i by the railroad commission? 

SPOONER. The Beaumont Company will be entitled to 

um the Department precisely the same privileges, if it 

runchise. The Secretary of War -says 


‘ Lait 
in this letter: 
S company 
HOPKINS. The Secretary, if the Senator will allow me 
ted to that company, and t that tl 
l | to this con 
They can never get them. Every! 
any privileges. 
SPOONER. Why not? 
rs Mr. MORGAN. Because they would be in competition with 
et. That is the re 
SPOONER 


» all companies 
same privileges that are granted 
\IORGAN. 


4 vill never get 


~2S0Nn. 


if it is a pet, if there is anything back of it 
not apparent on the face of the letter of the Secretary 
of War, that is another thing. 
Mr. MORGAN. I will say to the Senator from Wisconsin 
{ whatever action may be taken here upon this subject 
it is not going to escape further attention, because ft! 
( tee on Interoceanic Canals is going to take up this very 


m and consider it upon the facts. 
can then upon that 
t one, if it votes down this one. 
Mr. SPOONER. I hope the committee will report up 
If e is anything about this transaction or any ether down 
which will not bear the light of day, I hope it will be 
} ‘ht out into the open. 
Ir. MORGAN. We will 
y health. 
<POONER. I will aid the Senator to the extent of my 
‘it comes into the Senate, to do that. But 
nn here why it should be made a Common carrier, 
when this franchise is thrown open to one, 


We will report it, and 


te pass proposition as an inde- 


m if. 


be glad to do it, and we will, if I 


( ye my 
power, if it there is no 
n rive 


ems to me 


Two 











1 four, five, or six, if they desire to avail themselves of it 
panies of California, ciated with the Standard Oil C 
d the Union Oil Company be con ed t } 
carrie I ibmitted this proposition to the Union Oil ¢ 
1 its reply was, first, that they would need the pipe f 
pe tion of their own oil, and, second, that 
1e different qualities of oil would ive to | ( I 
he pipe would have to be cleaned Ya 
it the next kind of oil pumped g not “d 
The letter on this subject may seen 
’ | t 
1 the Secretary of War, in whom we all have co e 
explicitly and so fully to the Senate that th i 
st of the Government, that there is nothing « lusive 
. | think the Senate, in view of the necessity for it, 
t to be reluctant to leave the 1 r where t is de i 
be left. The Secretary says tl if it is made a 
er the effect of it will be to d y pipe line across 
< there is authority, Mr. Presid from two source 
think anything that will facilitate the construction of 
lon that Zone the President is authorized to do u 
l act. Second, there is the act approved July 28, 1892 
iB il] ovides 


thority be, is hereby, given 


and 








to the Se v\ 
s discretion it will be for the public good, to leas 
exceeding five yeiat and re ‘ le t any t e, h 
United States under his conti s may not for the ti 
r public use and for the leasing of which t eis! t 
existing law, and such least I l I 
( Pre led, That nothing in this act contained s l » held 
t to mineral or phosphate lands. 
iow nothing, as I said before, about this matter except 


s apparent in the papers, and the paper 
uught to lead the Senate to pay 


S certainly make 


; Which heed to the sugges 
the Secretary of War. 
CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President, I should like to : 
E Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] a question as to the 
BS cal effect of the words. As the bill now stands, I unde 
that the Union Oil Company, which has built or is buil 
Es s pipe line, if the wording shall remain as it is, will be 
j ely precluded from shipping its own oil through the pir 
2 Is that a correct understanding? 


bs ‘Ir. HOPKINS. That is correct. 
* lr, CLARK of Wyoming. 
the oil of any other company for transportation? 


oe 


a 
i 


And it will be compelled to take 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


Mr. HOPKINS. 


is right. 


That 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. May I ask the § * fro I . 
question? 
The VICE-PRESIDENT. The Sen I l 


to ask the Senator from Illinois 
Mr. HOPKINS. Certainly. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. I would ask * Senator fre 
what different position this pipe li 
oc" upies from pipe line « inpanies ih 0 i 
Mr. HOPKINS. In what respect does ‘ 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. I mean in respect to 
this law. If this law 


ad ques 


should apply 
why should it not apply >a pipe | 3 1 Ist! 
Mr. HOPKINS. For the reason ¢ ned in i 
the Secretary of War, which I had 3 l 
retary’s desk, and that is that the con 1s 
» peculiar. They are not su “as 
There is no compet there whateve ( 
competition. The Government, without 
position where combinations can e 
products which will be used upon the | i 
pelled to pay the highe p 


mitted to 


the 


be constru 
of 


Secretary War, the « 


price of oil shall be not to ‘ 
gallons. Then that puts them into « ) 
pani and other companies that ‘ 
pipe line across the Ist] S 


The Senator from Florida, if he has : 


seretary Taft sent to me, will remembe« 
retary says that it is tl uryx ‘ 
other oil companies to construct pip 
sO aS to get an ac ( itlo 
] am seeking to have « nated fre 
CLOSLEOY that ent e Ly F 
I rTALIAFERRO Mr. Pre i 
Ne retary raft on t $ sl ect 
Si d by the Se Lor ir \\ i r 
I ry Taft stated tl othe! 
fe i the privil of « . 
der re ocable l ( ses, | { S 
thus far which had \ i 
er unde ! 
VW thie ST \ 
Lo h to the $ i! E 
i the wo oO 
ere to sh i 
\\ l ( tru Cile 
HOVRINS : 
VICE-PRES iN 5 I 
LEIA ©. | 
\ HOPKINS I s _ 
} ! + 
| 
Ot , I ( | t 
i TALIAFERRO I do n 
coe ll the $ st 
Mr. HOPKINS. I \ say ) 
1) ‘ he Seeretal \ 
In eh su iT 
with is ! \ \M S 
- ‘ ry st 
} 3 = 
l t oO i n | 
© ¢ | to 
! TALIAFERRO 1” 
] er, except 1 t I 
| t 
the pipe lines exis ; Ss ! 
{ t as col ion car 5 i 
y i dopted, why sho 
apply with equal force to « | 
Zo If the St dl © { 
t ugh the country, | ] 
own oil, can do bu “Ss 1 
Ind ident Oil ¢ 
( nt to « S 1] 
, ‘ ble to ado its iy \\ 
! I pipe lines « us ¢ 
L « 1 see no re n 
ll | territo1 a l ‘ 
brought within the limitations « { 
| concede all that the Senator f \ 4 , 
« Secretary of W lle i l l é 
judgment, and an excellent gentk but even if he ; 
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ome here and ask a concession in fayor of one company over 


should not be willing to accord it. 

Mr. HOVKINS. Will the Senator from Florida allow me? 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. Certainly. 

Mr. HOPKINS. Does not the Senator know that the Secre- 
ry of War expressly ] giving any preference to this 


ther companies I 


disclaims 


nm any other company? 

TALIAFERRO. I 
t said that practically 
the Isthmus if he wanted it, 
Wilt hi the oVW 
k 


over 


have already stated that the Secre- 
anybody could get a concession across 
but nobody else has got it; and 
line the producers and mar- 
eters of what they transport in their pipe line across the Isth- 
[I shall insist that that pipe line across the Isthmus shall 
under the terms of the act. 
VICE-PRESIDENT. The question is on the amendment 
ed by the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins] to the 
ent made as in Committee of the Whole. [Putting the 
question.] By the sound the noes seem to have it. 
Mr. HOPKINS. I ask 


for a division. 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the yeas and nays, Mr. Presi- 
7 ; 
dent. 


ners of one pipe are 
mus 
be brought 

The 
propos 


amendn 


Che yeas and nays were ordered, and the Secretary proceeded 
to call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when 
nounce imy pair with the 
Proctor]. I understand if the se Senator from Vermont 

present he would vote “yea” on this amendment. I there- 
withhoid my vote, as I should yote “nay” if he were 


was called). I again an- 
nator from Vermont [Mr. 


his name 
senior Se 
iior 
were 
fi re 
pres 1 
Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired 
the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson], and therefore with- 

iIny vote. 
roll call having 


ve: to), NAYS Zo, 


concluded, the result was an- 


as follows: 
YEAS 


been 


Penrose 
Perkins 
Piles 

Scott 
Spooner 
Stone 
Sutherland 
Teller 
Warner 
Wetmore 


amendment to dment made as in 
ie Whole was agreed to. 
Mr. President, several have re- 

t in order that the bill 
‘nate may be printed, so that Senators may 
nity to examine it and prepare any amend- 
to offer to-morrow. While I am 


to do SO 


INS'S amen 
Senators 


, elt v7"? > , 
yan aajournment 


Am 


n anxious 


IVERIDGE. I think we can dispose of some additional 
ts 


[LLMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 


11 o'clock to-morrow morning. 
mn Was 


mot rreed to. 
ILLMAN. 


io meet at 


While I am on my feet, I will ask that the 
1 to-night, showing all the amendments that have 
1 


PEK ’ 
i 


[CE-PRESIDENT. 


SEVERIDGE. 


Without objection, it is so ordered. 
Mr. President, in view of the request of 
mn South Carolina [Mr. T1iLLMAN] I shall not now 
ndment I intended to present, but will let the bill be 

as suggested. 


EXECUTIVE 


‘inted 


SESSION, 
Mr. LODGE. I move that the Senate proceed to the consider- 
ion of executive business. 
motion agreed to: 
sideration of executive 


was and the Senate proceeded to the 

After eight minutes spent 
session the doors were reopened, and (at 5 o’clock | 
and 28 minutes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until were | 
Thursday, May 17, 1906, at 11 o’clock a. m. 


business. 


itive 
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NOMINATIONS. 


Executive nominations received by the Senate May 16, 19 


DISTRICT JUDGE. 
Bernard 8. Rodey, of New Mexico, to be United States q 
judge for the district of Porto Rico, vice Charles F, M 
who has resigned to take effect at the close of June 14, 1: 


DISTRICT ATTORNEYS. 


Potter Charles Sullivan, of Washington, to be United 
attorney for the western district of Washington, in the 
of Jesse A. Frye, whose term expires May 18, 1906. 

James K. Barnes, of Arkansas, to be United States a; 
for the western district of Arkansas. <A reappointment, } 
having expired May 10, 1906. 


REGISTERS OF LAND OFFICES. 


Fred W. Stocking, 
oflice at Olympia, 
(Reappointment. ) 

John W. Dudley, of Alaska, whose term will expire Ju 
be register of the land office at Juneau, Alaska. (Ik 
ment. ) 


of Washington, to be register of ¢! 
Wash., his term having expired 


RECEIVERS OF 
William E. Wallace, of Glenwood Springs, Colo., to be 
of public moneys at Glenwood Springs, Colo., vice J 
Ross, term expired. 
Patrick M. Mullen, of Alaska, whose term will exp 
1, to be receiver of public moneys at Juneau, Alask 
appointment. ) 


PUBLIC MONEYS. 


PROMOTIONS IN THE 


to 


NAVY, 


Capt. Morris R. S. Mackenzie be a rear-admira] 


Navy from the 13th day of May, 1906, vice Rear-Admira! (i: 


A. Converse, retired. 

Lieut. Commander Frank W. Bartlett to be a com 
the Navy from the 13th day of May, 1906, vice Co 
Nathan Sargent, promoted. 

Lieut. Adelbert Althouse to be a lieutenant-command 
Navy from the 13th day of May, 1906, vice Lieut. © 
Frank W. Bartlett, promoted. 

Lieut. Richard H. Leigh to be a lieutenant-commat 
Navy from the 13th day of April, 1906, vice Lieut. C 
John H. L. Holcombe, promoted. 


POSTMASTERS. 
ARIZONA. 

D. L. Robinson to be postmaster in Jerome, in the « 
Yavapai and Territory of Arizona, in place of Thomas | 
bell. Incumbent’s commission expires May 19, 1906. 

ILLINOIS. 

Arthur F. Duckett to be postmaster at Forrest, in t! 
of Livingston and State of Illinois, in place of Lucian 
Incumbent’s commission expired March 14, 1906. 

John A. Walter to be postmaster at Lockport, in 1 
of Will and State of Illinois, in place of John A. W: 
cumbent’s commission expired February 10, 1906, 

INDIANA. 

Marion F. Evans to be postmaster at Marion, in the 
Grant and State of Indiana, in place of Evan H. fF 
cumbent’s commission expired March 15, 1906. 

INDIAN TERRITORY. 

Hanson P. Warfield to be postmaster at Tishoming 

trict 22, Indian Territory, in place of John A. Porter, 
IOWA. 

Albert H. Brooks to be postmaster at Hawkeye, in thr 
of Fayette and State of Iowa, in place of Jacob EF. 
resigned, 

KANSAS, 

Zenas R. Detwiler to be postmaster at Wamego, in tl 
of Pottawatomie and State of Kansas, in place of Z 
Detwiler. Incumbent’s commission expired April 25, 

George Manville to be postmaster at Wathena, in thi 
of Doniphan and State of Kansas, in place of George } 
Incumbent’s commission expired May 8, 1906, 

LOUISIANA. 

Robert E. Rosenburger to be postmaster at Garyville. 

parish of St. John the Baptist and State of Louisiana 


became Presidential April 1, 1906. 


MICHIGAN, 
Horace G. Prettyman to be postmaster at Ann Arbor 
county of Washtenaw and State of Michigan, in place o! 
H. Pond. Incumbent’s commission expires June 28, 1900. 


May 16, 


—s 





1906. 





MISSOURI, 


Harvey B. Garver to be postmaster at Fulton, in the county 
of Callaway and State of Missouri, in place of William W. 
Arnold. Incumbent’s commission expired May 8, 1906. 

NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

John B. Cooper to be postmaster at Newport, in the county 

ef Sullivan and State of New Hampshire, in place of Elisha 


ii. Carr. Incumbent’s commission expires June 5, 1906. 

John A. Spalding to be postmaster at Nashua, in the county 
of Uillsboro and State of New Hampshire, in place of John A. 
Spalding. Incumbent’s commission expires June 25, 1906. 


NEW JERSEY. 

Tames P. Van Schoick to be postmaster at Manasquan, in the 
county of Monmouth and State of New Jersey, in place of James 
5. Cook, removed. 

NEW YORK. 

\lton C. Bates to be postmaster at Springville, in the county 
of Erie and State of New York, in place of Alonzo E. Hadley, 
deceased. 

\lbert E. Bonesteel to be postmaster at Troy, in the county 
of Rensselaer and State of New York, in place of Joseph A. 
Leggett. Inecumbent’s commission expires June 10, 1906. 

John P. Herrick to be postmaster at Bolivar, in the county of 
\llegany and State of New York, in place of John P. Herrick. 
Incumbent’s commission expires May 27, 1906. 

NORTH CAROLINA. 

fbomas F. Seehorn to be postmaster at Lenoir, in the county 
of Caldwell and State of North Carolina, in place of Thomas F. 
Seehorn. Inecumbent’s commission expired March 1, 1906. 

PORTO RICO. 

Robert A. Miller to be postmaster at Ponce, in the county of 
Ponce, Porto Rico, in place of Robert A. Miller. Incumbent’s 
commission expired March 2, 1905. 

TENNESSEE. 

Reuben Hurtt to be postmaster at Harriman, in the county 
of Roane and State of Tennessee, in place of Isaac A. Hill. In- 
cumbent’s commission expires June 9, 1906. 

TEXAS. 

Theodore Ray to be postmaster at Midland, in the county of 
fidland and State of Texas, in place of Theodore Ray. Incum- 
bent’s commission expired February 17, 1906. 

VIRGINIA. 

John M. Sloan to be postmaster at Chase City, in the county 
of Mecklenburg and State of Virginia, in place of John M. Sloan. 
Incumbent’s commission expires June 24, 1906. 


CONFIRMATIONS. 
Executive nominations confirmed by the Senate May 16, 1906. 
ASSISTANT COMMISSIONER OF GENERAL LAND OFFICE. 
George F. Pollock, of North Lawrence, Ohio, to be Assistant 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. 
REGISTER OF THE TREASURY. 
William T. Vernon, of Kansas, to be Register of the Treasury. 
PROMOTIONS IN THE ARMY. 
Infantry Arm. 


Lieut. Col. James E. Macklin, Third Infantry, to be colonel 
from May 8, 1906. 


Maj. Lea Febiger, detailed inspector-general, to be lieutenant- 
colonel of infantry from May 8, 1906. 
Corps of Engineers. 


Lieut. Col. James B. Quinn, Corps of Engineers, to be colonel 
from May 5, 1906. 


‘aj. George McC. Derby, Corps of Engineers, to be lieutenant- 
colonel from May 5, 1906. 


Capt. Clement A. F. Flagler, Corps of Engineers, to be major 
m May 5, 1906. 

‘irst Lieut. Gustave R. Lukesh, Corps of Engineers, to be 
}tain from May 5, 1906. 

scoond Lieut. Robert P. Howell, jr., Corps of Engineers, to 
‘ first lieutenant from May 5, 1906. 

POSTMASTERS. 
INDIAN TERRITORY. 
William H. Hilton to be postmaster at Durant, in distric 


or 
a, 
Indian Territory. 
IOWA. 
Hans Keiser to be postmaster at Elgin, in the county of 


tayette and State of Iowa. 
KANSAS. 


William E. Menoher to be postmaster at Lincoln, in the 
county of Lincoln and State of Kansas. 
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NEW HAMPSHIRE. 

John A. Spalding to be postmaster at Nashua, in the State of 

New Hampshire. 
NEW YORK. 

Reuben F. Hoff to be postmaster at Union Springs, 
county of Cayuga and State of New York 

J. Fenton Olive to be postmaster at Cuba, in the county of 
Allegany and State of New York. 

David O. Williams to be postmaster at Mount Vernon, in the 
county of Westchester and State of New York. 

OHIO. 

James D. Carpenter to be postmaster 
of Medina and State of Ohio. 

Eliza B. Lockwood to be postmaster at 
of Cuyahoga and State of Ohio. 

James H. Rabbitts to be postmaster 
county of Clark and State of Ohio. 


in the 


at Lodi, in the county 
Bedford, in the county 


at Springfield, in the 
TEXAS. 
George W. Hill to be postmaster at Saratoga, in the county 
of Hardin and State of Texas. 
William M. Nagle to be postmaster at Denison, in the county 
of Grayson and State of Texas. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, May 16, 1906. 

The House met at 12 o’clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be ap- 
proved. 

The motion was agreed to. 


WITHDRAWAL OF PAPERS. 


Mr. JOHNSON asked leave to withdraw from the files of the 
House, without leaving copies, papers in the case of Sarah 
Young, H. R. 19098, first session, Fifty-ninth Congress, no ad- 
verse report having been made thereon. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object. 

Mr. JOHNSON. I move, Mr. Speaker, that the request be 
granted. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair directs the Clerk to read section 


7, Rule XIV. tion 
The Clerk read as follows: 


While the Speaker is putting a question or addressing the House no 


Member shall walk out of or across the Hall, nor, when a Member 
speaking, pass between him and the Chair; and during the sess 

the House no Member shall wear his hat, or remain by the € <s desk 
during the call of the roll or the counting of ballots, or smoke upon t 
floor of the House; and the Sergeant-at-Arms and Doorke t 


charged with the strict enforcement of this clause. Neither shall 
person be allowed to smoke upon the floor of the House at any tin 


The SPEAKER. The Clerk has instructed the Sergeant-at- 

Arms and Doorkeeper to see that the rule is enforced. 
NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve i 
into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the U™ 
for the further consideration of the naval appropriation bill. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by 
WILLIAMS) there were—ayes 115, noes 12. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No quorum, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair will 
Two hundred and twelve Members 
ayes have it, and the gentleman 
PACKER] will take the chair. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

One first-class battle ship, carrying as heavy armor and as powerful 


Mr. 


count. 
present—a 
from Indiana 


fter « 
quorum rhe 
{[Mr. Crum- 


armament as any known vessel of its class, to have the highest | 
ticable speed and greatest practicable radius of action, and to 
exclusive of armament and armor, not exceeding $6,000,000: 
That before approving any plans or specifications for the const: 
of such battle ship the Secretary of the Navy shall afford 
tisement or otherwise, in his discretior 1 reasonabl I 
any competent constructor who may desire so to do, to su 
and specifications for his consideration, for which said plans 
the same be used by the Department and be not sul tted 
behalf of a successful bidder for the contract, suc! I 1 
be paid as the Secretary of the Navy shall deem just i 
out of the amount herein appropriated under the head ( { 
Navy.” 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike ou 
the paragraph beginning on line 25, page 71, and ending wit] 


line 14, on page 72. 


The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 


The Clerk read as follows: 


seginning on line 25, page 71, strike out line 25 and all of lines 1 to 
14, inclusive, on page 72. 
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Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the amendment be again reported, as there was so much 
confusion in the House we could not hear it. 

The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk will again 
read the amendment. 

The Clerk again read the amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to suggest to the gen- 
tleman from Ohio that we agree upon a time for debate for and 
against this amendment, and I would suggest that we have forty 
minutes on each side. 

Mr. BURTON of Obio. As far as I am concerned, I shall 
not require any considerable amount of time, but there are 
other Members who desire to speak. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I have an amendment to 
the s: and I would like to ask whether the forty 
minutes would include my amendment? 

Mr. TAWNEY. Ob, no; the time suggested is for this amend- 





same 


section, 





ment alone. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the chairman of the com- 
mittee to be a little more generous; I would like to have ten 
or twelve minutes myself. 

Mr. SULZER. I suggest to the gentleman from Illinois that | 
he 1 » it one hour on each side. 

Mr. FOSS. I suggest that there are other propositions in this | 
bill that immediately follow which I think will consume th: | 
rest of the day. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. But this is the most important proposition 
in the bill. 

FOSS. We are only seeking to limit the time upon this 


Mr. 
1endment. Of course there will be other amendments offered 
to this paragraph. 

i Cp 


‘ 
i 


Mr. SLAYDEN. This, I will say, is the most important 
amendment, and I think that we ought to have an hour on each 
side. 

Mr. RIXEY. I think the debate on this amendment will do 
away with other amendments to the same paragraph. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, in view of the fact that the senti- 
ment here seems to be that we have debate of an hour on each 


side, I will modify the request and ask that debate be allowed 
on each side, one hour to be controlled by the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Burron] and the other hour to be controlled by my- 
self. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani- 
mous nt that debate upon the pending paragraph be con- 
tinued for one hour on a side, two hours in the aggregate, one 
half to be controlled by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss] 
and the other half to be controlled by the gentleman from Ohio 
[ Mr. BurTron]. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 


1a 


conse 


1 t 


Mr. Chairman, I understood | 


the request was on the pending amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair understood it to be on the para- | 
graph. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I understand it to be on this 


} 


amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio. 
The CHAIRMAN. The request will be modified accordingly. 


+} 


Is ere rb jec tir n? 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, before I consent to that, I 
wonld like to know from the gentleman who has charge of this 
bill how much more time will probably be consumed. 

Mr. FOSS. 
vision with 


arine boats. 


D refere! 
It i 


*, and then in connection with this paragraph of 


ice to torpedo-boat destroyers and also sub- 


s wer 


ense 


t of cost on colliers and training ships and on the battle ship 


mnecticut, and I should say that that is likely to take an hour. 
Chen comes the armor-plate proposition, and it was in view of 
this fact that I desire to limit this debate at the start to forty 


minutes on a side, if I could, in order to get through to-day. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Chairman, we have an excellent rule 
for limiting debate on this question. 
bate, and the gentlemen who seem to be most anxious for 
the extension of this time have each of them had an hour or 


Well, following this, Mr. Chairman, is the pro- | 
s quite likely that that would take an hour or | 


of the Navy comes the provisions increasing the | 


We have had general de- | 
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| President Roosevelt as presented to us last December. 


The first one is this, that we have now a programme for ; 
construction of battle ships which will not be completed pe; 
the ist day of January, 1910, so that already provision | 
been made for the construction of battle ships for nearly ; 
years to come; and, as was conceded in the general discy 

the average delay on ships of this class is at least two ye). 
and it will therefore be January 1, 1912, before the battle <); 


will be completed. No man can tell what changes there 





more in-the discussion of this subject. I desire to remind the 
gentlemen that there are a number of important bills waiting 
the removal of this one from the consideration of the House. 
and up to this time I have not noticed that the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Foss], who has charge of this bill, has 
sought in any way to limit or terminate this interminable de- 
bate I therefore object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Iowa objects. The 
gentleman from Ohio is recognized. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, in support of the mo- 
tion to strike out the provision for this battle ship, I desire to 
present in the first instance several practical considerations. 


| 
i 
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Lue 
re 
Las 


now provided for, all but two of which are under constry 
Vi ] 
be in naval architecture during that time. Even more j)). 
portant, no one can tell what changes there will be in a. 
lations of nations of the earth in the settlements of dispytos. 
that time. If the cause of arbitration, if the making o: 
bitration treaties, continues at the same pace as from 
ginning of the century, we may indulge the hope t} 
January 1, 1912, there will be a general agreement on { 
of the strongest nations to suspend further increase o1 
navies and armies. The next point to which I wish to « 
tention is the fact that we are making provision for a 
ship the plan of construction of which, the efficiency of 

I may say the success of which, is altogether uncertai 
problematical. Skillful maval architects have said that a boa; 
of this size would merely afford a greater amount of sur to 
shoot at, and that it would be of no substantial advanta; 
the smaller boats now under construction and in use. Another 
practical point to which I call attention is this, th 
programme for construction we are altegether outstrippi 
provision for manning the boats. According to the report 
is filed here, the Navy lacks 5,500 men. What is the s 
course to pursue under the circumstances? Is it to go « 
on increasing the number of battle ships, or is it to stop : 
and get sailors, gunners, and mechanics tomanthem? N 
could be more expressive on this subject than the mess 
He 


n 


Modern war ships are most formidable mechanisms when y 
handled, but they are utterly useless when not well handled; and t 
ean not be handled at all without long and careful training. 

Again he says: 

To put a new and untrained crew upon the most powerf 
ship and send it out to meet a formidable enemy is not only t 
but to insure disaster and disgrace. To improvise crews at 
break of o war, so far as the serious fighting craft are conce: 
absolutely hopeless. If the officers and men are not thoroug cilled 
in, and have not been thoroughly trained to, their duties, it y i 
far better to keep the ships in port during hostilities than to send 
against a formidable opponent, for the result could only be that 
would be either sunk or captured. 


Whether it is because the genius of our people is not such 
that young men desire to enlist in the Navy, or what it may be, 


| we are very much short ef men, but here, with this unequal pace, 


we are maintaining construction altogether out of proportion with 
the essential service of manning the boats. I desire to call at 
tention to the report of the Committee on Naval Affairs upon 
the tonnage of war ships, the construction of which is under 
way. I will concede that in some smail degree that .X- 
plained by the slower construction in this country, but it 
pears by the programme here filed with the report, that on 
November 1, 1905, there was building of tonnage for war ships 
in Great Britain, 234,660 tons; of France, 181,000 tons, and 
Germany, 121,000 tons, and in the United States, 313,000 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Ohio 
has expired. 


is 


t 
ap 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 1 ask unanimous consent for 
minute. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Ohio asks 


mous consent to continue for one minute? Is there object 
{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Thus it appears that there is alr 
under construction in this country—and there are two 
ships not yet contracted for—nearly 80,000 tons more t! 


| Great Britain, and 10,000 tons more than in Germany 


France combined. Is it not time, gentlemen of the com: 
to eall a halt in this ambitious naval programme of cols 
tion? [Applause.] 

Mr. VREELAND. 
if he will yield. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. My time has expired. 

Mr. VREELAND. I ask that the time of the gentleman 1 
Ohio be extended for one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will recognize the gentle 
from New York. 

Mr. VREELAND. I rose for the purpose of asking a 4 
tion of the gentleman from Ohio. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman can ask it in his own t! 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. It is immaterial to me. 

Mr. VREELAND. I want to ask the gentleman from ©) 
if he thinks he was entirely fair to use the old figures of the 


I desire to ask the gentleman a qu 














1906. 





int of construction in the United States as compared with 
( t Britain or France or Germany, when he knows that we 
ni now ships not yet launched authorized six years ago; 
wl he knows that any one of the three nations, counting the 
‘ Js that they have finished in this time as well as what has 
heen authorized in this time, in the case of Great Britain will 
‘ three times the amount that they have now building com- 
p | with the United States? 
BURTON of Ohio. If the gentleman had done me the 
to listen to what I said, the gentleman would have heard 
it was to be conceded that the ships in those countries 
constructed more rapidly than in ours; but I want to say 
: further, in answer, that this slowness in our programme 
very strongest argument why we should not authorize 
ttle ship, because no one can tell what changes in naval 
ure will occur between now and the time the battle 
» provide for are finished. 
VREELAND. Is nof the fact we are building so slowly 
a reason why we should at least keep authorizing one 
be built each year? 
BURTON of Ohio. By no means. When the construc- 
if that boat will not commence for five or six or seven 
\ fter the date when we authorize it? Let us wait until 
1 near the time for beginning, and then we can settle the 
on wisely. 
VR 


. and that it may be a year and a half before the Navy 


I tment is prepared to contract for building that ship. 
BURTON of Ohio. It seems to me that in prompt and 
( t methods of administration there would not be so great 


vy, but even if that is the case, there is ample time after 


session or after this Congress to decide that question in | 
» commence when the present programme for battle ships | 


s leted. 
fr. VREELAND. We are not obliged to wait and start this 
until the others are completed. We have plenty of yards 

rk can be commenced. 
BURTON of Ohio. Ah, as the gentleman and members 
nomittee have been stating to us, there was to be an 
vent of the naval programme. If they intend to double 
uilding this ship cotemporaneously with the others, I think 
e committee should know it. 


ruction of this boat cotemporaneously with the building | 


» other battle ships, that, of course, is an argument why 
re not expecting to abate your naval programme, but to 
ise if. 

Mr. VREELAND. 
n from Ohio that the building operations authorized this 
as he must know if he has given it attention, at the end 

venty years will leave the American Navy less strong than 
to-day. That is the programme, and it is a programme of 

‘ration. It does not contemplate an increase in the Navy, 
nutemplates the building of such ships as will keep it up 
present strength only. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I believe it is in order to 

first, amendments to perfect the bill or perfect the 

clause before amendments to strike out. With that idea in 
[ wish to offer an amendment, which I shall read: 
after the word “ Navy,” in line 14, page 72, the following: 
] ided further, That whereas the British sea monster which we 
tating has been named the Dreadnaught—an archaic name 
‘f-war is hereby named the Skeered o’ Nothin’ as an expres- 


consider, 


+} 


e duty of the first captain who shall command her to challenge, 
nation’s name, the so-called ‘Dreadnaught’ to a duel a |’ou- 
to take place upon the sea somewhere in sight of Long Island, 
t upon the occasion of the combat the President and his Cabinet, 
f course, the Secretary of Agriculture, who is ex officio a non- 
int, being all of them fond of a strenuous life, shall be enter- 
on the quarter-deck as guests of the ship and of the nation.” 
ly object in offering this amendment, Mr. Chairman, is—— 
Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I make a point of order. 
Mr. WILLIAMS (continuing). To emphasize to all the world 
ou urage and our new national spirit—— 
he CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania makes 
nt of order against the amendment. 
WILLIAMS. A point of order? 
perfectly germane. It does not change existing law. It is 
new legislation. The amendment is a mere expression of 
true American spirit as we have lately discovered it. Now, 
) on from point to point conquering the world as a true 


r 


Upon what ground? 


their navy, but our big sea monster against their big sea 
ster. We have the men prepared to man her, we have the 
's prepared to command her, and we have the Chief of the 


EELAND. The gentleman knows the plans for build- | 
at ship we authorize this year must be commenced | 


If we intend to carry on the | 
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nation and the Cabinet ready and anxious to be on the quarter 
deck while the fun is going on. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of ord 
the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Wi.1ams] is not di 
cussing the question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman f: 
the point of order that the gentleman from 
discussing the question. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I am discussing the amendn 

The CHAIRMAN. The question before the 
question of order. The Chair is prepared to rule 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Upon what ground d t 
his point of order? 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, the amendment « 
the gentleman from Mississippi is a plain 








of this House. There is an act of Congress provid 
| sels shall be named. The whole amendment | 
legislation and in plain violation of the 1 
discussion. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, th 
acute sort of stage of naval procedure at w! lwe 
We are starting now on a new line of departure, 
| Old law does not apply, as I think the Ch 
The CHAIRMAN. There is no provision of law 
new and acute exigencies that the gentleman s 
The amendment is clearly out of order. T ( 
the point of order. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Such is my respect ] 
| good faith of the Chairman that I will pp 
cision of the Chair. jut, it seems to me, this ame! 
to be considered. [Applause.] 
Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I just want to cor 
stage of the debate, one impression which the ¢ 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] has evidently made s He 
Without debating the question at tl time, I wish to 
| that the impression which the gentleman has given 
mittee is one as to present construction. I submit at 
| hardly fair, as the gentleman from New York [Mr. Vreena 


| at the 
| building at the present time, or Frat 


i 


I desire only to say in reply to the gen- | 


has stated, to take the amount of tonnage which we are 
present time and it with what I 


* Ger! 


compare 


year. The only fair statement to make is to take 
ber of years. For instance, take it for five years 1 
| amount of tonnage authorized by the different n: Ni 
during the last five years England has authorized 6t ) 
of ships; the United States, 339,648. 

That is all I desire to state at this time 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. May I ask the gentleman to 
what the authorization is in France and Germany f 
that information at hand? 

Mr. FOSS. Germany, 284,589; France, 230,868; Japan, 20 
5938—during the last five years. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment is ex 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, in speaking in f 
| amendment offered by the gentleman from Ohio [M1 
striking from this bill the provision authorizing a $10¥ 
battle ship, I do so not because I am opposed to | 7 


f our true American spirit: Provided further, That it is hereby | 


ial power we ought to serve notice upon the nations of | 
world that we are not only ready to meet them, our Navy | 


| VREELAND], tor the necessity for this ittle ship 


maintaining a navy of sufficient size to meet all 
of the Government under any and all conditions, 
believe we have reached the era of universal ps 
Chairman, because I am t in sympathy with the 
announced by the chairman of the Com » on 
or the policy advocated by the Administration. 1 
policy the size of our Navy is to be detern lativ 
size of the navies of other countries regardless of our « 
sity. I do not believe that the American Cong 
proceeding upon the theory that, be 
authorized so much naval construction this year o 
should authorize a like amount. The policy 3a 
regard of necessity or expense and that, like children 
for the most glittering and expensive to; 
with the nations of the world in the constru 
and most expensive battle ships in order 
pride—vanity. [Applause. ] 

Mr. FOSS. May I interrupt the ge in 7 

Mr. 'TTAWNEY. I have only a few minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. The question of comparis 
the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron] and 
man from Illinois.” 

Mr. TAWNEY. The gentlem 
of the reasons, and so did 





rhe 
ho 


iuse otber cou 


mn fray 
in iro 


» gentleman from 


dented size. 


only 


Neither of them, 


however, ment 


recently England condemned seventy of her naval 
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and sent them to the scrap pile; nor did they mention the ex- 
tent to which this competition with the principal nations of the 
world is to be extended. We have under construction to-day 
thirty-eight vessels of all classes, with a displacement of 
384,780 tons. We have constructed, all told, 270 vessels, with a 
displacement of 711,262 tons. In other words, we have to-day 
in course of construction more than 50 per cent of the total 
tonnage of our present Navy. These thirty-eight vessels will 
not all be completed until 1910, and possibly not until 1912. 
Before that, the plan of naval construction, judging by the past, 
will have so changed that the plan of this battle ship will be 
comparatively obsolete, and, like the vessels of the English navy, 
will be on the way to the scrap pile. 

Mr. Chairman, I insist that because of the large number of 
vessels now under construction, with an aggregate tonnage of 
more than half of our present Navy, there is no necessity for 
Congress at this session to authorize the construction of a naval 
vessel which it is popularly claimed will cost $10,000,000, or 
twice the cost of any battle ship we now have or that we have 
heretofore authorized. [Applause.] 

THE COST OF MAINTENANCE. 

But, Mr. Chairman, will the people be as unmindful of or 
as indifferent to the cost of maintaining the Navy when the 
vessels now authorized are completed and in commission as 
they are to-day? Do they now know, do the Members of this 
House know, what it will cost every year to maintain our Navy 
when in 1910 all the vessels now authorized are completed? 
Based on the present cost, the estimated cost will then be not 
less than $76,091,000 annually. This is merely for maintaining 
the Navy; it does not include construction or reconstruction. 
Think of it, Mr. Chairman. That amount is almost as great as 
the total expenditure of the Government this fiscal year for all 
governmental purposes outside of the expenditures on account 
of previous wars and the cost of preparing for wars we an- 
ticipate. 

The total cost of maintaining a first-class battle ship is, in 
round numbers, including everything, almost a million dollars an- 
nually. We are also told that the life of a battle ship is not 
to exceed sixteen years. In view of these facts, Mr. Chairman, 
I respectfully submit that if it is not advisable to halt in our 
ambitious naval policy, it would at least be wise to mark time 
for a year or two, or until we can ascertain with some certainty 
the extent to which we are creating permanent burdens that 
must be met by taxes collected from the people. [Applause.] 


The following statement will show in detail the cost of 
maintaining our Navy: 
Vessels of all types in process of construction_..._.._---. 38 
Dl: GE TID einiiekracrctdicscitinngnnes cabanas tons. 384, 780 
Veonels in mavy Fees OO, DAO ccecitiatcenctescenmaninmeie 270 


ETE TCNOINE CEE GTI oases ncennitacstmieint Scipchiecinnnmecceeniatons tons__ 
Present estimated cost of maintenance__________---__-~ 
Iistimated cost of maintenance when vessels in process of 

construction are completed 


711, 262 
$60, 000, 000 
$76, 591, 000 


Statement showing cost of maintenance of a vessel of each type during 
the fiscal year 1905. 


art -cTs CN ec ctcicislenscncinserccntint aida $634, 255. 54 
eee go | eee ea eee aa 468, 729. 31 
TORE ION ais icieccenidlytestersccisstantain bibriaseaneiiat cerracgie iiiemtnae iinet ane 489, 206. 27 
Prebectel: Cate nn Seicicciccsbedsieciteieatenceetacaen 395, 624. 97 
Monitor sti deals hcharienilapiiiasndaiisicasaieist seit tania ti 209, 273. 56 
Cremeee CS TO ROD penis cc tie dennlossesaaeiaaen 175, 429. 43 
gk eh a | re ee ee a 133, 314. 46 
BE ee ee ee ee ee ee 117, 860. 89 
SURES DORL GORD  sccnsinsicsccgticncsboiasnsisocacneinnoainnn 81, 674. 90 
DOC REGO WORT [OTD occ csesescabanicteennsieniamitaeaan 34, 000. 00 
Bubmarine Corpete bet. cnn eemamanicnmedie 29, 879. 36 


THE EXPENSE OF THE NAVY COMPARED WITH THE COST OF THE PANAMA 


CANAL, 

But, Mr. Chairman, I want to call attention, by comparison, 
to the rate at which we are annually, in consequence of our am- 
bitious naval policy, expending money. We talk about the 
Panama Canal being the greatest undertaking any nation on 
earth has ever attempted. We speak of the cost of that great 
project almost in a whisper for fear that we may create an im- 
pression throughout the world that its enormous cost may 
impair our national credit or ultimately bankrupt the nation; 
and yet it may be of interest to Members of this House and to 
the people of the country to know that the Fifty-seventh and 
Vifty-eighth Congresses appropriated more than twice as much 
money for the Navy as it will cost to build the Panama Canal, 
according to the highest estimate that has yet been submitted. 
Let me give the exact figures. 

Appropriations for the Navy, Fifty-seventh and Fifty-eighth Congresses. 
Fifty-seventh Congress, first session: 
Regular appropriation bill 
Deficiency appropriations 


$78, 101, 791. 00 
6, 280, 760. 80 


OCA) niccnenssnimciiouninaethiceaiadnenhintinincianainaeal 84, 382, 551. 80 


Fifty-seventh Congress. second session : 
Regular appropriation bill 


papiaanindasdarlamebcescte ahd chatenisbnctiniie 81, 876, 7 
Deticiency appropriations __.. $81, 876, 791. 43 


Ss ere «, (95, 207. 3 

TE ces srninpententn eesinntsctnln quantita ames eaten te aecignmestinat 84, 672. 048 73 

——z atin 

Total, Fifty-seventh Congress_..__________. 169, 054, 600. 53 

Fifty-eighth Congress, second session : = : 

ee ee OR ee es Sree 97, 505 94 

pi ee ee ns 6, 127, 974. 46 
Total 63: 


Fifty-eighth Congress, third session : 





Regnier epprepriation Bc snc ncescctccan 100, 336, 679, 94 
Deficiency appropriations ~...........-........ 15, O84, 317. 81 
DO aaa ia sald a ne sbpaBat aga 115, 420, 997.75 
Total, Fifty-eighth Congress._........_........ 2 19, 054, 113. 15 


Total regular appropriations and deficiencies, 
Fifty-seventh and Fifty-eighth Congresses___ 388, 108, 713. 9g 
From these figures we see how insignificant is the cost of 

the Panama Canal when compared with the cost of our Nayy 

for which, in the Fifty-seventh and Fifty-eighth Congres nde 
appropriated $388,108,713.68. These two Congresses 
priated, therefore, twice as much money for the Navy 
highest estimated cost of the Panama Canal. 

Mr. COUSINS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him 
question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


es, We 
ippro- 
as the 


a 


I have not the time to yield. 

Mr. COUSINS. I was only going to ask the gentleman q 
question. How much did they appropriate for the Army during 
the same time? 

Mr. TAWNEY. 
establishments. 

Mr. Chairman, we have had wars in the past and we are 
to-day appropriating money in consequence of that fact, | 
trust, sir, the Members of this House will carefully note the 
amount we are expending this fiscal year to meet the cost of 
wars in the past and the amount we are spending this year in 
anticipation of war. The total amount we are expending on 
account of previous wars is $175,957,638, and in anticipation of 
war $199,702,081.44. This includes both the naval and military 
establishments. The total, therefore, expended this fiscal year 
for previous wars and wars for which we are now preparing is 
$375,659,719. Our total revenues for this fiscal year, excluding 
postal receipts, will not exceed $589,093,000. 

What, then, does this expenditure mean to the people? It 
means, Mr. Chairman, that we are expending this year for war 
and in preparation for war 63} per cent of the total revenue of 
the Government outside of postal revenues. It means an ex- 
penditure this year on account of war $28,000,000 greater than 
our total revenue only nine years ago. In other words, 6:3} per 
cent of our entire revenue, exclusive of postal receipts, will be 
paid this fiscal year on account of our military and naval 
establishments maintained in anticipation of war and for objects 
the result of wars in which we have heretofore engaged. 

Mr. VREELAND. Will the gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I have no time. 

Mr. VREELAND. The figures you have just given to the 
committee 

Mr. TAWNEY. I think it would be of interest to the com- 
mittee to have an itemized statement of these general facts, 
and I think also that it would be of interest to the country 

Mr. VREELAND. I desire to ask the gentleman if the figures 
he has just given include pensions? 

Mr. TAWNEY. With the permission of the committee, I will 
give the several items which go to make up this startling total. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will suspend until order is 
secured. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the committee will extend my time five 
minutes, I will give all the details. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will be in order. 

Mr. VREELAND. I ask unanimous consent that the time of 
the gentleman be extended five minutes when his time hus ex- 
pired. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Now I will answer the gentleman from New 
York by giving the detailed statement. 

Mr. VREELAND. Now, I want to ask the gentleman if tle 
figures he has given to the committee include pensions? Ani I 
will ask him further if he does not consider that the pen- 
sions this nation has paid is on account of lack of prepareducss 
for war? 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not. For the information of the Hozse 
and the country, let me read the statement I have referred to. 


I am about to give the total cost for both 





Is there objection? [After a pause.] 





























1906. 





Appropriations for fiscal year 1906 on account of wars. 
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| one-half 


lor 


| nk Sienna licencia aincicdti cr inininstvensickerss ceed $138, 250, 000. 00 
1 Re a a ancl as nt as a a ey 64, 500. 00 
1 ee ethene cies ei biiese oi 1, 937, 210. 00 
on Office, special examiners, salaries and per 
Sle nated ila tact ein cian anon dit hin plaice 512, 500. 00 
n Office, salaries, deficiency__....._.________ 2, 650. 00 | 
ney, Army and Navy pensions____.___.______ 4. 500, 000. 00 
ea cr a £25, 000, 00 
C rs’ Homes (including State Homes) ________- 4, 988, 259. 00 
ey ner I EI ceca cis an Ge sneered 173, 609. 03 
pay and bounty ‘ , sities tichanicccasbesiaticinicae Saecaiea 200, 000. 00 
rs of pay, cc., war with Spain................ 100, 000. 00 
nal 46CONNNE te en encecsonnnmemeane - 303, 810. 00 
pi ONE Gs ee Ci ioe ene nsine 24, 500, 000. 00 
a i i 175, 957, 638. 02 
Appropriations, 1906, in preparation for war. 
appropriation act i hcheibienienieaiinetenidind make ahd $70, 396, 631. 64 
icies, military establishment Se ee ee 935, 609. 16 
cies, War Department (specific) _....._____ DS1. O5 
Department, salaries ; ge RS = 1, 799, 356. vO 
appropriation act wh ea 100, 3: 
ncies, Naval Establishment. _..._________ 
Department, salaries_____- ion = aeons. 
itions appropriation act __ _-~- — 7 
Academy act _- Pes SE SE : ¢ 
and equipping the organized militia__._._.____ 1, 000, 000. 00 
posts - _ FS ia Nae =" 1, 200, 000. 00 
parks and other miscellaneous objects under 
Department Dtenkinans . : 578, 480. 50 
00 I a aaiiiddiceik cs ercs cinactntaetiindiaticds i eens 331, OOO, OO 
ORGS” cGieitas deeb citieidbnio abate dentist nwns 99, TO2, O81. 44 
Total appropriations for 1906 on account of 
and in preparation for war... _ -. 375, 659, 719. 46 


let me give you a few more facts in the hope that I may 


plishment of our present ambitious naval policy. 


A com- 


anticipated war shows that they are in excess of the total 
| receipts of the Government each year from 1880 to and 

iWding 1897. 

e statement is as follows: 

ee re 

ze of appropriations and expenditures for the fis- 
* 1906 on account of and in preparation for war 


ed receipts $589, 093, 000 


633 
1 appropriations for 1906 on account of and in prepara- 
r war exceeded receipts of the Government, as follows: 








1 of the total expenditures this year on account of war | 


ae i Oa --. $42, 133, 108. 48 
ious seca: eieeelaan aidan nd - 14, S77, 426. 89 | 

—_ ao a=—a 2, 130, 849. 54 

aecileesegnenncig tiniest tisems taseinrcipinigiantanchti .__ 51, 969, 013. 08 

= aoieatla = . shdiiht ian akabent os - 29, 219, 992. 40 

i ities. eae ‘ $f, 256, 441. 80 

<i . piecnadtientien et ilatetnbaiad with ze ’ » Dav. 22 

. sicprtiasceaiadlit a 7, TOO, 21 

laid ins enlace Seana a anced 9, 644. 35 

--- - = a 48, 683,519. OS 

ees aE a ih a as Bae a es 27, 938, 014. 30 


ler words, Mr. Chairman, I repeat that we are this year 
ing on account of war and in preparation for war almost 
00,000 more than the rey 





enues of the Government amounted 





lish-American war. 


LOUDENSLAGER. Does the gentleman consider the 


f£ cemeteries a proper charge in anticipation of war? 
ehter ]. 

TAWNEY. I did not include the care of cemeteries in 
mount appropriated in anticipation of war. I said na 


cemeteries cost $303,000—that is, on ¢ 
m is stated under that head. 

Mr. Chairman, my purpose in calling attention to these 
nd these expenditures during the current i 


iccount of war, and 


G 1 
HSscial 


year is 
‘ hope that I may arrest the attention of the House and of 
eople to the fact that if we are to give the interior of our 


try the appropriations that are demanded, that are required, 
necessary for river and harbor improvement, for Gov 
uildings, and for other governmental purposes, it will 
solutely necessary for Congress very soon to do one of two 
Kither commence curtailing expenditures in preparation 
var or increase the taxes of the people for the purpose of 
g those expenses and the current expenses of the Goy 
ent. [Applause. ] 
aintain that we can very safely dispense with the authority 
he construction of this battle ship at this session of Con 
at least. We have thirty-eight vessels that are to-day in 
of construction and will not be completed until 1910. 
ress will be in session every year, and if the necessity arises 
juestion will be made in favor of authorizing another battle 
, or two more if necessity requires it. But at this time, in 


ire 
I 


nt | 


‘ 


of the enormous expenditure of the Government on ac- 
XL——436 


» years ago, or in the fiscal year 1897, just before the | nation in the wot 


| eliminate 


f ‘ = : : } Inan 
e this House to at least mark time for a year in the further | 


count of wars past and anticipated, I submit in all fairness and 
in the interest of the people that we ought to postpone au ; 
izing this battle ship for at least a year, and thus delay « 
ing out this ambitious naval policy, which has been carried on 
during the last nine years far in excess of what ever « 
pected or contemplated when that policy was ad ed SS 
[ Applause. ] 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, when t 
with Spain began we had 55,000 tons of battle ships \\ 


battle ships now authorized are completed we will have 350,0¢ 
tons of battle ships. In other 
ized more than six times as 
had during the Spanish war. 
Another thing.- When the Spanish war began we had aut! 
ized 200,000 of all F 
naval policy. To-day we 
that. We 
war ships. The amount 
thorized and in course 
the completed battle 
the chairman of the committee on this | 
196,000 tons of bat | l 
that amount must be added the | s that were ul 
during the last s E 
not yet in 
ships you will find that 
all war 
amount of 545,000 tons, ‘luding those ithorize 
So, Mr. Chairman, it seem 
chairman of the Committee on I 
of the Committee on Rive lL 
appropriate at 
ized the most 
alone surpassing us. its and 
and the Dominion of Canada are perpetual 
with England. 
Navy is more 
poses. Fra 
against the 
imaginary line 
tunities for war between European npn ms with « 
than between us and any other 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
gentleman a question. I 
gentleman's ren 
have a 
Mr 


Ai. 


words, we hav 


many 


tons 


tons classes shij 
have 
times have au 
of 
of 


] 
SHIps. 


tonni 





constr 
The table att: 
tle ships in tl 


th Lilt 


ession of Congress, 16,000 tons ¢ i 
urse of 


it 


vyesse 


€ . | 
are the « 
Will Increase thie 


I 
> ? 
classes of is VW 


this time. 


effective 1 


“] 
iATKS 1 





hi VV as efficiet tas that « 
WILLIAM W. KITCHI 
ifficient for our purpos 


N \ 


cient to 


expected. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Should not 
parable t] r units ] 
Mr. LIAM W. KITCHIN | 
no. we have r ter } 


With Oo 
WIL 
that 


433 


from 
to 1890, we have a greater t lage 1 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then, I 


the total that the mmittes ves 





is cones 
man iggests 
Mr. WILLIAM W 


should be ma 


rned, should be 





@} 





ie I Z ni rake 


lent ay 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN B I 

f the gentleman » the fact that I 
United State in his 
su ‘ent number 
The CHAIRMAN Che 1 of 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCI 
mous consent to proceed f 
The CHAIRMAN. I) 
unanimous consent to proce 


Je 


, f a ’ 
OL U 5 ih our wN 


tion? 
There was no ol 
Mr. WILLIAM 
takes the position 
units. Why shou 
have one 
complete? 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 


W. KITCHIN. Mr. ¢ 
that we h ‘ 
ld we pro 1 to In L otl 


half of our authorized units s 


I si 
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this, that it is not altogether a question of units so much as it | 


is the efficiency of the unit 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KYICHIN. That is right. 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If it be true, and that I am not entirely enues for the defensive branches of the service then | 


advised about, that two or three or four of the great leading na- 
tions of the world have battle ships that are vastly superior to 
ours, in order to make our Navy equally efficient and effective, isn’t 
it really necessary to have at least one that will compare with 
the ships of that character, I would ask the gentleman? 
WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, the same argu- 
ment would require the gentleman from Maine [Mr. LiTtre- 


FIELD] to advocate a complete revolution of our Navy and the 
building of every one of our ships upon the greatest scale. Why | 
have only one mammoth battle ship? It can not cover all the | 
waters of the sea. Suppose we come in conflict with another | 


nation, this particular ship can be in but one place at a time. 


naval experts as to what is the best type of battle ship. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That raises another question. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yes; a question that I will 
‘rhaps raise later by an amendment. 
WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will par- 
is it not true, doesn’t he think it is true, that one ship, 
20,000 tons is not equal in fighting capacity to two 
10,000 tons each, for the reason that the one ship is 


‘isible? It is the old lesson of the Spanish Armada and | 


“s ships, is it not? 

WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I will state in reply to the 
man from Mississippi, that here are two things to be 
dered. In an actual battle there is an opinion that one 
ense battle ship of 20,000 tons would be as effective and 
ips more effective than two of the smaller ships whose ton- 

r would amount to that. Then there is this other 

le the one ship of 20,000 tons can be put at only one 

two ships, together amounting to 20,000 

o different places at the same time. Mr. 

» it there is not a man in this House who does 

a ship is constructed that it shall be of the 

nd of the greatest effectiveness for all practical 

There are many things to be considered in de- 

the type of battle ship. We must necessarily 

yield to the opinions of naval experts, but as 

should we deem it so very important to 

ship now, the exact character of which 

entlemen who appeared before our com- 

“1 plans in their own minds, as I re- 

that they desire. This great battle 

he Dreadnaught, recently launched, 

if the Japan navy, the Satsuma and 

n ill, are of immense ton- 

how the Dreadnaught 
‘ets, the location of her 
uct » not know. Indeed we 
great tonnage ships are the formidable 

that they are reputed to be. Let us see 
Dreadnaught behaves herself when in 

orize the Navy Department to build some 

ige to imitate her when we know so little 

<1 parts that will determine her efficiency as a 

I would be very glad to see the Navy De- 
ed to prepare the plans of what, in its opinion, 
‘modern battle ship and submit those plans to 
ext session. I have prepared an amendment 
1, which I shall later submit if the motion of 
1m Ohio [Mr. Burron] shall be defeated, 

ope will not be the result. I am in favor 

ion, but in case we fail in that, then 

rt of wisdom to call upon the Navy 

ugh investigation as to all the char 

iti of modern battle ships, considering 
points and to then report to Congress at its 
best type of battle ship. We can then adopt 


1O hot how 


authorize the construction of one, or as many | 


Amnnia » 7 
\pplause 


Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the figures 


from Minnesota should not be sent to the | 
some explanation. If I understand him cor- | 


» made a charge that this nation has gone to the limit 


» greatest extravagance, beyond the limit of prudence, in 


ing for its defensive branches of the service. In his fig- | 


s he includes - 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will pardon me—— 

Mr. HULL. I have only five minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Inasmuch as you are imputing to me some- 
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thing I did not say I want to correct it. I did not sa, 
gone to the limit of the greatest extravagance. : 

Mr. HULL. When it goes to 634 per cent of the enti, 


L 


rect in my statement. i 
Mr. TAWNEY. That is your conclusion; that is noi 
Mr. HULL. The gentieman includes in those figures 

a hundred and forty millions for pensions. He includes j, 


| figures several million dollars for the maintenance 


National Homes and national cemeteries. I want to sy) 
this House and the country that there is no other nat 
earth that pays more in pensions for a war that has 
more than forty years than the combined expenses of ¢} 
and navy except the United States of America. It 
question of defense in paying these large sums; it is 


| tion of gratitude of the people of the United States 
I desire to say there is very grave difference of opinion among | 


men who made it possible for us to have a great, united 
and prosperous country, and it is not fair to charge 

to current cost of national defense. [Applause.] 1 
naval appropriation this year, with its $100,000.000: 
Army appropriation for this year, with $70,000,000, and 
paying more of what the gentleman from Minnesota ; 
expenses for our pensions, our national cemeteries, 


| National Homes than the combined appropriations for t} 


for the defense of the country. I want to say to you 
who are opposed to this ship one other thing. In 
ment this great, strong, rich, prosperous country, y 
4,000 miles of seacoast, with our possessions in the Wy 
and on the China Sea and in the Pacific Ocean, that o: 
ship a year is an exceedingly moderate programme. 
not propose to build it now, and we will never propose ¢ 
it the same year that we pass its authorization. It is « 
ing over a period of years. These gentlemen seem t 
that France and Germany and the other nations , 


| building ships because they have not authorized as far 


as we. That will not be true. By the time their pr 
now authorized by law is carried out they will have 
beyond what they are to-day, and if this great peop! 
hope in the near future will dominate the seas, if it is t 
tain its prestige, if it is to maintain its greatness, it 
afford at this time to stop and say we have called 

upbuilding the new navy of the United States. Mr. Ch 


| I represent in part a State in the heart of the cow 


invasion can come to us from any foreign foe; but I re) 
people who believe that this Government is strong en 
great enough and patriotic enough to go on with the 
the moderate way proposed of building up the Ameri 
so that every nation on earth may know that we will m 
our prestige at home and abroad. [Applause.] 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I favor the amendment 
by the gentleman from Ohio. He has possibly an ad 
reason for opposing a ship which, when built, may not 
to use our harbors. He is chairman of the Committee « 
ers and Harbors, and perhaps fears that this great sh 
20,000 or more tons will have the experience that three o1 
of our present 16,000-ton battle ships have recently had 
harbors of New York and Norfolk. The baitle ships K: 
Kcearsarge, and Rhode Island have all been aground rec 
If sufficient depth of water is not found in the harbors ot 
York and Norfolk, it can not be found on the Atlantic « 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. You do not understand the ch 
of that committee expends all of this money in deepening 
bers? 

Mr. RIXEY. No; but he is to some extent responsil 
their deepening. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. I desire to assure the gentle 


| my views on this subject are entirely uninfluenced by 


I have to do with rivers and harbors. 

Mr. RIXEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, as I understand tl 
vision for this battle ship, it is not a business pro] 
Heretofore the naval bills have provided for ships and 
them in size and cost, the provision being for so many tl! 
tons’ displacement. The provision in this bill is withou 
the requirement being— 

One first-class battle ship, carrying as heavy armor and as | 
armament as any known vessel of its class. 

England is building an 18,500-ton ship. It is stated 
Japan is building one which will be of twenty or twent 
thousand tons. According to this bill the battle ship is 
as great as the greatest. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I ask the gentleman a questi 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If the indefiniteness of the pro 
is the criticism, does the gentleman propose to limit it b) 








1906. 


iment, or does he oppose it on that 
it should limit it? 

RIXEY. One objection to the provision is that there is 
nit of size placed on this vessel. 

LITTLEFIELD. What should be the limit of size? 


or 
> 


ound and then de- | 


RIXEY. I think I can show the gentleman before I get 
‘h, if the ship is to be authorized at all at this time, that 


he opinion of the Secretary of the Navy and the opinion 
Bureau of Construction and Repair that the ship ought 
exceed 16,000 tons. | 
reply to an inquiry as to what the cost of this ship would | 


eived the following Jetter from the Bureau of Ord- | ‘ 


Navy Department. | 
Navy Dep 

BuRBAU « 

Washington, D. 


4 


PTATE 


NT, 
(ORDNANCE, 












C., March 30, 1906. 
Dear Mr. RixEY: Replyiag to your letter of March 29, 1 have 
iat the following are the estimates of the cost of a battie ship 
f , 20,000 tons, said battle ship to carry twelve 12-inch guns 
t o h guns 
l ry > a i a ie . $6, OOO, VOD 
: — _— ae ~ ” 600, JOO 
- a os & 2, O50, COO 
| ee a aia oe i a 
& * + e x - ’ 
Yours sincerely, 
N. E. MAson. 
joun F. Rrxey, M. C., 
se of Representatives, Washington, D. ( 
Chairman, no recommendation came to the Naval Com- 
‘or a battle ship of this kind. The Secretary of the Navy 
report expressly recommended only 16,000 1 . The 
of the Bureau of Construction and Repair, the Bureau 
most intimately concerned in the building of the ship, 
nded only 16,000 tons, and stated there wa not suf 
depth of water in some of the harbors, and gave othel 
s. There was no evidence before the Naval Committee 


this kind. 
wing from The Scientific American of April 21, 1 
well con 


‘ovision oi 
7 
i 


kk 


90 


to ve sidered 


UNIPORMITY IN BATTLE SHIPS 








; long been recognized by naval men tha is mad 
is types of ships—tbat is, of ent ze 
ament, and protection—is ac a grea li fr 
int of view when it encounters a fleet of 2 tal 
nt whese ships are red in groups of identical 
ival operations have ed very strong the trut 
ple, and the best : navies of to-d: 
ps in groups or classes of four, six, or eight 








ve the great advantage that their speed, the ral ¢€ \ 
turning diameter are identical, and that in the various 
the vessels will, in their new positions, find themselves at 
es grouped symmetrically 

ly desired by our Navy Department that when new ships 

they s l conform to some existing design until tl! 
‘ought up to the proper number of units to form a class, 
if a dozen; and they are naturally opposed to the construc 


new type of vessel which is not likely to be repeated suffi 














en to form a new group. 
ecision of the House Committee on Naval Affairs ommend 
ropriation for the construction of a battle ship in size 
wer will surpass any ship at present under or ion 
¥ appealed to the nonprofessional world, or rather to that sec 
it which believes that there is a certain national prestize con 
y the possession of a ‘“ world beater;” but our naval con 
who have learned to ibordinate sentiment to reason and 
s, look very unfavorably on the proposition. They are el 
that, although we are perfectly well able to build a 20,000-ton 


20 knots speed, such 
en maneuvering in 


Ships would have 


ssel would be in a class all by it 
1e company of smaller, slower. and 
» accommodate herself to tteir | 





t 


limitat 














‘fore would unable to realize in action her full ef ‘ 
ns proposed f our latest ships, the Michigan } ; » Caro 

vill give us a magnificent ship, of which we ought to build 

lf a dozen before launching out into new types. 

h our earlier battle ships differ widely in type, our later ship 
themselves into classes, each composed of about five <« 
Thus, the three ships of the Maine type and the three of 
type give us a class of six approximately similar ships In 1 
t class we have five ships absolutely identical; in the Lis 

nt, and New Hampshire classes we have six practically nt 

ships, in which the Mississippi and Idako, were I ti 
i, might possibly be included, bringir the number eig 
the South ¢ lina and Michigan, our latest designs. we |! 

s whi as we have said, should be extended until it in 3 
x identical vessels. By the time Congress has made su it 
tion for this purpose, the Navy Department will have formu- 
ideas as to the best type of vessel to build, if we decide to 


t ships of 18,000 to 20,000 tons displacement. 

it will be an unhappy day for the Navy Department if the 
1 of Construction is to be controlled by any popular 

n”’ theories of war-ship construction. 


DAWSON. Will the gentleman allow 





\lpr T 
‘ A 


ne to ask 

Mr. RIXEY. I will. 

Mr. DAWSON. Has he not overlooked the statement of the 

retary of the Navy before our committee, in which he said: 

{ would prefer to see two 16,000-ton battle ships built rather than 
rger one. If we have to come down to yne battle ship, then I 


mend that it shall be the largest and strongest battle ship that 
yet known to be afloat. 
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The CHAIRMAN. 
has expired. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, 

The CHAIRMAN. 
mous to 
there objection ? 


rhere was no objection. 


The time of tl rentleman fro \ 


I ask for f tes more 
The gentleman from Virgit 


consent continue his remark r ive 





Mr. RIXEY. I will read from the report of t 
the Navy. Referring to the Japa huss ‘ 
AS 1 matter no ) 
placement was used eithe 
tion y Sf f I -O.O0OO 4 
ties 1 he ] t 
ab than batt ot if UU to a 
ind and } 
rhe D rt 1 I I 
d on Tt 1 i ‘ 
€X] idy 3 I : 
th: 1 tv ‘ 
16,000 » 18) i ‘ i 
reco endat i 
ithorization t 
each, d to ‘ ore 
that ft tw a 
this 1 ‘ 
at $7,500 
contemp ted 1 I South ¢ ‘ nd 
After very « weigchin ‘ 
not t \ tiv 
ships wv 1 have s 
Then on page 21 he says 
rhe same reasons wl 1 
the dimensior ( tl s af 
that the battle ships ae ; 
» board n nst! = 
stantially ul I us n 1G at 
tion of these ships is 
remodeled 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. May I 1 ‘ 
Mr..RIXEY. You may. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Doe 
controvert the fact stated | 
DAWSON] that, notwithstanding 
the Navy, he stated before 
what has been « y e g 
DAW SON |? 
Mr. RIXEY. I do not ! t r 
Secretary of the Navy befor ‘ ‘ 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. It vu 
your assertion. 
Mr. RIXEY. I think does ‘ 
recommendation o e Se 
subject, after stating that tl 
favor of the larger ship and the « fave 
ton ship—was that he favored i 
ships. 
Mr. DAWSON. What report was that ! 
was reading from? 
Mr. RIXEY. The report of the 
Mr. DAWSON. As submitted ( : 
Mr. RIXEY. Yes 
Mr. DAWSON. May I « 
to the fact that the staten t 1 L re . 
Secretary of the Navy be p ( 
March 22, 1906, several mo 
Mr. RIXEY. I underst 
if the Secretary did not, in ¢ 
Conumittee, adhere to his rec ‘ 
Mr. DAWSON. He recommend 
Mr. RIXEY. And only 16,000 
Mr. DAWSON. But if he « 
ommended the prov 1 which I f 
Mr. RIXEY. <And of only 16,000 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gent 
understood as saying that the Secre 
ease of one battle ship to one ot 1¢ (i 
Mr. RIXEY. No; I don 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I thought y 
that construction. 
Mr. RIXEY. But the S« , S ‘ 
the committee, as he was in his re rt, iat he 
recommended the programme of the Bureau of ¢ 


» Th OOM 


Repair, which for the } : 
Let us consider, Mr. Chairman, in the first place, tl 


was 





for this battle ship costing nearly $11,000,000. : 
of the Navy, in his report, on page 23, says, as I 
ie Navy at thi 


| there is no necessity for enlarging tl 
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Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
recommended two additional battle ships? 
Mr. RIXEY. I will read you what he states. 


If circumstances remain as 


He says: 

ii they now are I no reason to 
pose that the number of ships in our Navy need increase; on the con- 
trary, it is reasonable to anticipate that their number will be re- 
duced, and even reduced materially, within the next five years. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. As I understand it, notwithstanding 
that statement 
on two new battle 
tleman means? 

Mr. RIXEY. 
Same report. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
think he ought to take? 

Mr. RIXEY. I shall take the one that there is at this time 
no necessity for an increase. 

Mr. DAWSON. Will the gentleman 
statement in the report of the Secretary of 
tained in the last paragraph, on page 237 

Mr. RIXEY. 


of that same paragraph. 


see 


ships of 16,000 tons. Is that what the gen- 


What statement does the 


lief 
the Navy, con- 


just as 


I have not time to read it all. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
that the gentleman may have five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from lowa [Mr. Dawson] 
unanimous consent that the gentleman from Virginia may 
have five minutes more in which to continue his remarks. Is 
there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. RIXEY. In the same paragraph is the statement: 

In other words, the aggregate of our battle ships, 

vessels built, building, 

indi 
i ih mits of pro 
I suppose that 
Mr. DAWSON. 
hich just follows. 
Mr. RIXEY. In the next paragraph? 
Mr. DAWSON. The next two sentences. 
Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman did 
read them 

Mr. RIXEY. He his opinion practically what the 
President ited in He says the number of units 
ufficient at present for the Navy. 

»,AWSON. Does he not say in the next sentence that it 
be understood? 


IELD Misunderstood. 


asks 


or authorized would seem, ac 
itions, sufficient to provide for any contingen- 
vat ility 
is what my friend refers to. 

No; the sentence I referred to 


is the one 


not have time 


in 


message. 


says 
st: his 
was 

Mr. I 
should not 


\ir 


od. 


DS ; 


It does not at 
the contrary, 
place of those 


such, has 


on 
the 
to | 


ecome 


) We have 
1e obsolete. Nobe dv 


got to replace these 
questions that. The 
idding new ships to increase the Navy. There 
lips of the United States Navy that are obsolete. 
; one now in the second class of battle ships, 


. I am assuming that the Secretary of 
gent man and familiar with the Depart- 
that he estimates that in order to 

‘ilency of the units, by reason of the 
» growing obsolete; that must now 
iin practically the existing units 


and 


vessels 


maint 
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Notwithstanding the fact that he had | twenty-eight battle ships and twelve armored cruisers 


sup- | 


in the same report he recommends and insists | 
He recommends the two battle ships in the 
/ contracted 
read the | 


I am going to read that now—the last portion | a 


| according to naval experts, about twenty years. 
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The life of a battle shi 
Ther 
these ships have to be replaced every twenty years. Wit} ; 
ships, that is an average of two ships a year; and as x 
they become obsolete we have, therefore, got to continu: 
building programme at the rate of two great war Ships 
year. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
ing on? 

Mr. RIXEY. In the neighborhood of twenty years. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Then from your argument we ou: 


forty of the largest war ships. 


How long has the programme }), 


gentleman | have two battle ships in this bill now. 


Mr. RIXEY. No, because the present ships are not o! 
New ships can certainly wait until we pay for what w 
for and are now building. We still 
$50,000,000 on ships already authorized. 

The President in his annual message to Congress in | 
ber, 1905, stated : 


OW 


It does not seem to me necessary, however, that the Navy 
least in the immediate future—be increased beyond the p 


ber of units. 


The Secretary of the Navy in his report also sta 
circumstances remain as they now are, I see no reas 
pose that the number of ships in our Navy need incr 
the contrary, it is reasonable to anticipate that thei: 


| will be reduced, and even reduced materially, within t 


| five years.” 


This is rather more than I have ever « 


for. Let us omit the building programme for two , 


| off what we now owe on ships, and then go on and 


to | 


; | to replace the ships as they become obsolete. 
armored cruisers, | 


The CHAIRMAN, 
pired. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. 
five minutes longer. 

Mr. RIXEY. I will only take about two minutes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The gentleman has been i: 
a good deal. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maine ask 
mous consent that the time of the gentleman from \ 
extended for five minutes. Is there objection? 
pause.] The Chair hears none. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, in addition to this 
ment has been made, and is not questioned, that we 
building more battle ships than Great Britain, and, \ 
navy of France is placed in the table here as being su 


The time of the gentleman has : 


I ask that the gentleman 1 


tl 


| that of the United States, the fact remains that we | 


o have two battle ships of 16,000 | 


floats. 
Am 


the largest that 
nended one instead of two. 


one, 


1aintain the existing 
t, in the opinion of the 
this large battle ship. 


} 


lo not | it his opinion. 


ao Di 0 Laut If it is, 


I that is 
t well founded. 
IELD. Is that fair statement? 

Possibly, of his opinion, but not of the necessity. 
ships, and he placed it on the 
ber of the monitors were old and 
ttle ships. 


said a 


not 


l Lwo 


that a 


battle 
num 
1 with | 


irman, as 


ce 


al 
I 
hat battle ships and armored cruisers and other 


moment ago, there is 


no 


they become obsolete, must be replaced. We 


are building twenty-eight battle ships, and we | 


are building twelve armored cruisers. 


These 


tonnage in battle ships than she has. The statement w 
before the Naval Committee that in time of war the 
of the nation was really measured by battle ships ai 
smaller craft. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Is it not true that the 
the Navy and the President of the United States, \ 
muke their estimates on the present size of the Navy. « 
vessels under construction as a part of the units, 
recommend their programme upon the basis of 
sels when they are completed? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. If that is true, and we have bee 
ing ships for twenty years, and vessels have been goi! 
commission, by reason of becoming obsolete, two ever 
it not true that we have to have two vessels every year 1 
tain the existing number of units? 

Mr. RIXEY. I have just stated that we will have to 
two ships a year, and will have to begin that progr: 
few years. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. But this bill only provides on 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes; but there is now no necessity for 
have forty new battle ships and armored cruisers, 2! 
of which are not yet completed, and they are not paid 
$50,000,000, 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. That is a matter of no concern 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes: but the gentleman must realize t! 

a matter of considerable concern. It is time enough 1 
them when they become obsolete. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. I suppose I fully realize the fa 
a battle ship that is not now completed is not 20 years « 
suppose I realize the further fact that we began twenty) 
ago to build the Navy, and there are some ships now “0 | 
old. Those are the ships that are to be replaced by building 
ships every year. Now, if my statement is correct, we ous 
have two vessels in this bill to maintain the existing unit 
the 20-year-old ships go out at the rate of two every yeu! 
we ought to put in two ships. It is not a question of wh 
they are paid for. 


Si 


the 


41 , 
Lhiey 
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1t 


Mr. RIXEY. The gentleman’s premises are entirely wrong. 
Our ships are comparatively new, the oldest not over 15 or 16 
years, and one-half not yet completed. 

" Mr. TALBOTT. But they were not all authorized at once. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Of course not. 

Mr. RIXEY. They could not be built at one time. 
not a battle ship that is obsolete. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. What about the Teras? 

Mr. RIXEY. I will say that I understand the Teas is yet a 
cood ship. She never was a first-class battle ship. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. How old is she? 

Mr. RIXEY. I do not know. I understand it was author- 
ized in 1886. It was probably completed within four or five years 
after that date. It is probably 15 or 16 years old and I believe 
is the oldest ship in the Navy. We owe $50,000,000 on those 
already authorized, and we ought to divide it up and pay 
625,000,000 a year until it is paid, and we can then appropriate 








We have 


25,000,000 every year to take the place of the obsolete vessels. | 


if the naval bill is to be kept within the limit of $100,000,000 
annually, we should only replace obsolete ships. 

Mr. TALBOTT. Do we owe $25,000,000 or $1,000,000 on a 
completed war vessel? 

Mr. RIXEY. I do not suppose that we owe anything on a 
completed war vessel. 

Mr. TALBOTT. The gentleman means that we shall stand 
obligated to pay $25,000,000 when the vessels already author- 
ized are completed? 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes; we owe on contracts already let and to 
be paid when the vessels are completed $50,000,000, which will 
go to the shipbuilders and for armor and armor plate. 

Mr. TALBOTT. They are contracts under existing law and 
existing appropriations, and some of them will not be com- 
pleted for three or four years. 

Mr. RIXEY. Yes. 

Mr. TALBOTT. When we authorize this vessel there will 
be a time limit, and the next year the gentleman will make 
the same argument that on uncompleted vessels we owe so 
much money. We do not owe the money until the vessel is 
completed. 

Mr. RIXEY. It ts not to be paid except as the vessels are 
completed, but the contracts are made and we are obligated 
for the money. We are building thirteen battle ships and six 
armored cruisers, and we owe $50,000,000, and we can apply 
that money for the next two years and then there will be plenty 
of time to authorize new ships. We have not the men now to 
command the ships that are already in commission. The condi- 
tion will probably be worse when the thirteen new ships are 
dded to the Navy. 

Why not look to the question of providing officers and men 
for the new ships? Not much pressure for that, but unlimited 
pressure for new ships, costing nearly $11,000,000 each, the 
money for which goes almost entirely to the shipbuilders and 
the armor-plate trust. Little wonder at the never-ceasing de- 
mand for the authorization of more ships. 

The two battle ships authorized in the last naval bill, a little 
over twelve months ago, are not yet contracted for; and yet 
we are now urged on, as if the safety of the country depended on 
it, to authorize the Navy Department to contract for another ship 
to cost nearly $11,000,000. If this is done, then the Navy De- 
partment will be authorized to make contracts for three battle 
ships, costing over $25,000,000. In my judgment there is no 
justification for this condition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. DAWSON. 
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for vessels of an improved type to take the place of those now ri 
nized as obsolete, or evidently destined to 
plain and urgent. 





become such, has grown 


Our programme of naval construction for the future, in so far as it 
relates to our fighting fleet alone, should consist in substituting five 


new battle ships and two new armored cruisers for the oldest vessels 
of these types on our register, and five more battle ships for the t 
coast-defense vessels of the monitor type, and that 
should be made, at latest, within the next six years. 


en 
these substitutions 

Now, the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rixry] states that he 
is in favor of maintain‘ng the present efficiency of the Navy. 
The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron] has called attention to 
the fact that if the battle ship proposed in this bill is authorized 
it could not be built until 1910 or 1912, and possibly later. Be 
fore that time shall have arrived there will be at least four of 
the present battle ships and two armored cruisers which, in the 
opinion of the Secretary of the Navy, should be replaced by 
new and efficient ships. The battle ship 7Jeras was authorized 
by Congress in 1886, and, as the gentleman from Virginia states, 
the average life of a battle ship is twenty years. 

Mr. RIXEY. When was that battle ship completed? 

Mr. DAWSON. I could not tell. I do not know when it 
went into commission; but it seems to me it is fair, inasmuch 
as we are only making an authorization in this bill, to compare 
the dates of authorizations. In 1890 the Indiana, the Massa 
chusetts, and the Oregon were authorized ; so that in three years 
from this time twenty years will have expired since their au- 
thorization. Now, as everyone knows, the strength of the Navy 
is represented by, the strength of the ships that can take their 
places in the line of battle. The lesson of the war between 
Russia and Japan was that the Russian navy was crushed by 
the concentration of the fire from the heavy guns on the Japa- 
nese ships. The lessons of modern warfare have proved that 
efficiency in the line of battle rests with the big guns, and it 
rests in concentration of fire. The 16,000-ton ships which we 
are now building contain four turrets, with two 12-inch guns in 
each turret. Subsidiary batteries have been dispensed with to 
a large degree. Other nations appear on the sea with vessels of 
greater speed and better protection, carrying ten 12-inch guns, 
with turrets so arranged that they can point six of those guns 
straight ahead or six on a broadside. An enlightened naval 
policy dictates that in point of efficiency our-Navy should be up 
to the highest standard. 

The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry] has stated that we 
are building more battle ships than England is. I have 
the report of the Board of Admiralty of the British nation, sub- 
mitted by them to Parliament and through Parliament to the 


here 


| public. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the gentleman’s time be extended for five minutes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani- 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Virginia | 


[Mr. Rrxey] has ealled attention to the real point at issue in | 


this debate. The question is not, as some gentlemen seem to 
think, a question of the increase of the Navy; it is simply a 
question of maintaining the present efficiency of the Navy. 
\s the President said in his annual message to Congress last 
December : 


We have most wisely continued for a number of years to build up 
our Navy, and it has now reached a fairly high standard of efficiency. 


this standard of efficiency must not only be maintained, but increased. | 


It does 
at least, 


not seem to me necessary, however, 
in the immediate future—be increased beyond the 
number of units. What is now clearly necessary is to substitute 
efficient for inefficient units as the latter become worn out or as it 
becomes apparent that they are useless. Probably the result would 

attained by adding a single battle ship to our Navy each year, the 
iperseded or outworn vessels being laid up or broken up as they are 
ihus replaced. 


The Secretary of the Navy in his last annual report to Con- 
gress has this to say of our naval policy: 
_ The ‘aggregate of our battle ships, armored cruisers, and coast- 
lefense vessels built, building, or authorized would seem, according to 
present indications, sufficient to provide for any contingencies within 
the limits of probability. * * * ‘This does not at all mean that 
we should give up building new ships; on the contrary, the necessity 


that the Navy should 


present | 


mous consent that the time of the gentleman 
be extended for five minutes. 
There was no objection. 


from lowa may 


Is there objection? 


Mr. DAWSON. Mr. Chairman, I have heard it said that 
Engiand and the other great nations have decided not to build 
any more battle ships until the question of international d 
armament is settled by the next Hague conferenc wir 
report of the Doard of admiralty in this particular Ly f 
interest. Here is what they say: 

.t the present time strategic requirements necessitate n 
four large armored ships annually, and ess unfores 
arise, this number will not be exceeded The period $ 
to be two years, and therefore four ships will be laid down « 
and there will be eight ships in course of construction ir 
either in the dockyards or by contract While the I 
at present that the output of four large armored shiy s d 
suffice to meet our requirements, there would be no. dif it 
ever in increasing this output to whatever extent may I 
in consequence of any increase of naval power abroad. 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. DAWSON. Yes. 


Mr. RIXEY. The statement I made was based upon the 


port of the chairman of the Committeee on Naval Aff I 
is headed “The strength of the principal naval power and 
under the head of “ Great Britain, battle ships, first class,” he 
has the statement that they are building 99,050 tons; tl 
France is building 89,190 tons; that Germany is buil e 
78,000 tons, and the United States 196.200 tons, whik 
nearly twice what Great Britain is now building in battle ships. 


Mr. DAWSON. I do not any 
ment and the statement that I made. 
four battle ships a year. 

In the face of the recommendation of the President and the 
Secretary of the Navy as to the need of new vessels of 


connrict 


Hlere 


see between that st 
1 


is England buildir 


mn 


proved type to replace obsolete ships, opposition arises j t! 
House to the construction of a single battle ship, and a battle 
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ship simply to replace one of those which is now or must soon 
be put into the reserve. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
that we should measure our Navy by that of Great Britain? 

Mr. DAWSON. No; I do not. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 
we ought to have in the United States? 

Mr. DAWSON. I do not know as I would care to go into 
proportions, 
tain a Navy equal in size to that of Great Britain. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Then is not the comparison based 


on the statement that they are laying down four battle ships a | 


year fallacious? 


Mr. DAWSON. No; but when you come to compare four to 
nothing, it has a part in this debate. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. tut it is not four to nothing. 


Mr. DAWSON. But if the amendment of the gentleman from 
Ohio prevails it will be four to nothing. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. 


tion, finished year by year. One other thing, I would like to 


Does the gentleman from Iowa think | 
What share of its navy does he think | 


but I do not think it is necessary for us to main- | 
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May 16. 


The CHAIRMAN. The rule is that an amendment caley. 
lated to perfect a section or paragraph has priority over 
amendment to strike out or substitute for a paragraph. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Is this really an amendment to pe 
fect the paragraph? 

The CHAIRMAN. It is an amendment offered to perfect { 
paragraph, and it has priority over the motion to strike oyt. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. For the information of my friend fy, 
Ohio, I will say I made sure by consulting the Chairman be, 





| I offered this amendment, and this is the only way for it to 


considered, because in case the gentleman’s amendment g]jo) 
be adopted, there would be no chance for my amendment to | 


| voted upon at all; hence I offer it at this time. 


But there are ships under construc- | 


ask the gentleman from Iowa, what is the date of the docuinent | 


from which he read? 
Mr. DAWSON. This is dated November 
submitted to Parliament December last. 


30, 1905, and was 


Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Is it not true that the chancellor of 
the exchequer has said since that time that the reason for ecar- 
rying out certain recommendations was simply because it was 


a legacy from the preceding ministry and that he favored a | 


SUDST 


ntial abatement of the naval programme? 
Mr. DAWSON. I have not seen that statement. 


I did, how- | 


ever, see a statement, carried in the Associated Press dispatches | 
of last evening, that England was putting into her reserve a | 
large number of ships and supplanting them with active fighting 


ships—fighting vessels of new and improved types. This dis- 

been removed from the active list and placed in the reserve. 
Mr. BURTON of Ohio. That pertains, however, to the re- 

moval of those that have become useless or worn out. Is there 





Mr. BURTON of Ohio. In that case I will say to the gen; 
man there would be no occasion to offer the amendment of { 
gentleman from Missouri. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. There might be: 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. The rule is that a motion to perf 
the paragraph always comes before a motion to strike out. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, this is the amend, 
of which I gave notice in the course of general debate. 
which I am happy to say the American press has generally ; 
dorsed since it has been printed in the Recorp. I offer it iy 
good faith and in the hope that it may be adopted, believing 
as I do that a great majority of the constituency of eyer, 
Member on this floor will favor my proposition if it " 
explained to them. 

My position is different from the position of those who ar 
posing this battle ship for financial or other reasons. ‘To the 
inen interested in the movement for international arbitration 
peace it is immaterial how many battle ships the different 
tions are constructing to-day, and I, for one, shall not ant: 
onize this battle ship. I shall vote, if considerations of pati 


is ] 
> |) 


: y ; | ism demand, if the national safety demands, if consideratio 
patch states that since 1902 forty battle ships and cruisers have | 


of patriotism demand it, for ten or twenty more battle ships. | 
shall do it, of course, with all the scorn that is in me, because |] 
abhor the system which makes them necessary. But the peace 


| movement should not be confounded with any movement or an 


any promise in that paragraph or in any programme presented 
to Parliament that they are to be replaced by new ships? 

Mr. DAWSON. I will ask to insert the dispatch, as follows: 

LONDON, May 15. 

TI rapidity with which Great Britain is removing from the navy 
a it her really efficient war ships was evidenced by a statement | 
presented to Parliament to-day, showing that no less than forty battle 
s} nd cruisers have practically been removed from the list since 

t fig light battle ships, ten armored cruisers, and 

t t ‘emoved from the fighting effective, while three 

] ind sixteen protected cruisers were reclassed, placing them 

ships of the smallest fighting value. During the same 

pe d the construction of thirteen new battle ships, eighteen armored 
Cl rs, and four protected cruisers was commenced. 

If we are to maintain our Navy on a comparative basis to | 
the navies of the world we must pursue the same policy that they | 
are pursuing—that is, when a battle ship becomes out of date, 
put into the reserve, for coast defeuse or harbor defense, and 
replace it with a modern, up-to-date fighting machine, and that 
is all this committee proposes to do. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. VREELAND. I ask unanimous consent that the gentle- 
mins time be extended one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent that the gentleman’s time may be extended 
for one minute. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none 

Mr. VREELAND. I want to suggest to my colleague on the | 
connnittee that his statement of England’s building operations, | 
as I understand it, is entirely too modest. As I understand 
it, England in the last three and a half years has authorized 
thirteen battle ships and eighteen armored cruisers, vessels 
which cost as much as a battle ship, in addition to the great 
building of torpedo boats, submarines, and cruisers of different 
Types. 

Mr. DAWSON. I thank you for the information. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
amendment. 


rhe CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
rhe Clerk read as follows: 





oO ce 72, line 4, after the word “dollars,” insert the following: 

} l, however, That if at the second ague corference any 

! should be adopted for the limitation of the naval forees of 

wers, or for the settlement of international controversies 

decision and by means of arbitration treaties, the Secre 

the Navy ill have discretion to defer the construction of the 
provided for.” 

ir. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, a parliamentary in- 

quiry. Does not the amendment to strike out the paragraph 


Ought not that first to be voted upon? 


attempt to decrease naval expenses or military expenses 

and there. If that movement succeeds, if there will be an agre 
ment at The Hague this fall in favor of international arbit: 
tion, or in favor of some more civilized method by which to 
settle international difficulties than by war, why, then, the bat 
tle ships we are constructing now and which other nations ha 
constructed will become absolutely unnecessary. They will |x 
thrown in the junk shop. So I consider, Mr. Chairman, eyer) 
addition to the Navy and every addition to the Army will n 
defer but will hasten the moment when nations will be « 
pelled to come to an agreement of that kind. If nations go o: 
at the present rate, the time is near when they will have reached 
the point of exhaustion, when they will be compelled to meet 


|} around the green table and discuss measures for the settlement 


of international difficulties by resorting to arbitration instead 
of resorting to war. 

This amendment, as I said, does not antagonize the naval pro- 
gramme, but its effect will be to leave to the Government of the 
United States a free hand, so that if at The Hague an agree 
ment should be reached, the President and the Secretary of tl 
Navy will have discretion to construct or not to construct this 
battle ship. If an agreement is reached, of course, the constm 
tion will be unnecessary. If no agreement is reached, the nav: 
programme as outlined in this bill will be proceeded with and : 
ship will be constructed. But the amendment serves anot! 
purpose. It is the only chance, my friends, for this House and 
this Congress to go on record as saying to the other nations tlia 
we are in sympathy with the efforts being made all over tli 
world to reach an international agreement. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman hes expired. 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman have 
five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Pennsylvania [\M 
GRAHAM] asks that the gentleman from Missouri continue his 
remarks for five minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In this connection I desire to call to th 
attention of the House the action recently taken by the Hous: 
of Commons of England. It appears from press dispatches th 
a member moved a resolution calling on the Government 
take drastic steps to reduce the expenditures for armament, ©! 


| press for a resolution of armament reduction by internation! 


agreement at The Hague conference. This resolution was 4 

cussed, and finally the representative of the Government, 5)! 
Edward Grey, the foreign secretary, was called upon for an ex 
pression of opinion. He said he believed the declaration whic! 
was contained in Mr. Vivian’s motion was worth having for the 





> 
1906. 

A ] 
ofrect it might have on other nations. There was a growing dis- | 
sition, he said, in other countries for some reduction. He 
izht the question should be discussed at The Hague, but it 
would depend upon the responses of other nations. The Govern- 

t welcomed the motion. He hoped the other nations would 
ird it as an invitation from the British House of Commons 


to respond to their feelings in the matter. And then the re- 
voes on to say that the motion was adopted. Since the | 


‘er motion has been withdrawn, I take it, Mr. Chairman, 
it that motion was adopted unanimously by the House of 
Commons of England. 
[v amendment, gentlemen, gives you an opportunity to accept 
that invitation extended by England. It gives you a chance to 
to the world that the American Congress, too, is ready to 
itenance the efforts which are being made in behalf of in- 
tional peace. 
GILBERT of Kentucky. Is it not absolutely certain that 
a tle ship will be built if your amendment passes and you 
leave it to the discretion of the President? 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. It is not; because the amendme! 
if an agreement is reached as to the limitation of a1 i 
international agreement to settle difficulties by arbitration, 
in that case the Secretary of the Navy shall defer the construc 
tion of the battle ship. 
ir. COCKRAN. I should like to 
M uri a question. 
BARTHOLDT. Certainly. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I recognize him as 








ask the 


gentleman 


\Tr 


a great authority on this 


ion of international arbitration. Is it his idea that by 
{ tating the construction of this ship and thus increasing 
our armament we will contribute to a universal conclusion in 
{ x of disarmament? Do I understand him correctly? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. 
Mr. COCKRAN. 


I this 


re 
aw). 

I understand the gentleman is going to vote 
eular ship upon that ground? 

BARTHOLDT. 


part 


No; not entirely upon that ground. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I would like to know 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. I stated, as a general proposition, Mr. 


Chairman, that the increase of armament all over the world 
will have the effect of hastening the day when an international 
agreement will be reached. 


COCKRAN. I understand the gentleman abhors the ap- 


propriation of money for these engines of destruction; but, 
evertheless, will vote in favor of this particular one uuder 
the impression that by exhibiting this tendency to huge wili 
tary establishments in its fullest development the world will 
become disgusted with it. Am I right? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am very glad the gentleman asked 


this question, because it gives me an opportunity to 
what I had forgotten. 

The position of the friends of arbitration and peace upon this 
question is this: We say that as long as there is no interna- 
tional agreement, as long as nations must be ready to defend 
rights by armament, just so long will the friends of ar- 


emphasize 


} 


tration and peace be ready to vote for such armament as may 
be deemed necessary by the Government for the national de 


They will not go further. They will not authorize ar- 
mament for an aggressive war. But if the Government in its 
responsibility says to me that this battle ship is absolutely 
necessary for the defense of American interests, I am willing to 
vote for it. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I will ask, is the gentleman voting for this 
battle ship because somebody else has told him-it is necessary 
to our defense, or because in the exercise of his own judgment 
as a Member of this House, as well as an illustrious apostle 
of arbitration, he considers it necessary? Is he voting in favor 


of building this ship on his own judgment or on the judgment 
of somebody else? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am voting on my own judgment. 

Mr. COCKRAN. On his own judgment. I would like to ask 
the gentleman if on his own judgment he believes the construc- 

of this ship is necessary to our defense? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am not clothed with the authority 
with the responsibility—and I am glad I am not—to say 
hether or not this battle ship may become necessary for the 

defense of our interests; but the gentleman will admit that it 
night. It might become necessary as long as there is no inter- 

national agreement between the nations, as long as present con- 
ditions exist. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I can not see upon what ground it can be 
considered necessary, according to the gentleman’s own state- 
nt. But I ask the gentleman again, is he voting in favor 


or 


of this measure upon somebody else’s responsibility or his own? 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 


The CHAIRMAN. 
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Mr. COCKRAN. I trust the gentleman’s time will be ex 

tended a few minutes. 

| The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the time of th 
tleman being extended for two minutes? After a p 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I take it that when 
naval bill is proposed here containing a prov n fo 
battle ship that that naval bill has not only the 
the experts of the Navy Department, but that it has th 
of the officials of our Government who ars , 
| ducting the Government’s affairs. I take it that the I 
the Cabinet, and all the powers that are condu ‘ 
ernment to-day have been consulted and earnestly belie t] 
battle ship to be necessary. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Why does the gentleman, \ 
mire so much, exelude himself from the m 
powers? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Because this is a quest 
to diplomacy and not legislation 

Mr. COCKRAN. Then I understand 
that in voting for this battle he is it 
he considers the Houre of which Mi 
do with it, but outside parties think its cen i 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Not at all. 

Mr. COCKRAN. If the gentleman is ting | 
ship because he, exercising his own jude 
necessary to our defense, then I would like to I 
whom we are to apprehend danger, in order that I 
formed condition may get the bene! 3 
reaching a just conclusion. In discussing 1 
constructing this huge battle ship, the x n 
vote for it because it is necess iry for defens amd 1 
that he has not reached this conclusion upon his 
but on that of s body else. } »[ ask i 
of his duty as a Member of this House that he uld 
vote for the construction of this battle ship on someé 
judgment? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Now, I want to s to 1 
as one who has been to some extent identified w } 
ment for international arbitration and pe 

Mr. COCKRAN. That is the reason I asked ‘ 

e Mr. BARTHOLDT (continuing). That I 

expose this movement to the chai ‘ t | 
unpatriotic motives, nor do I want to se, fo 
attaining my objecz, the support of those who 
ing for a new battle ship. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The gentleman rely does 
vote for the construction of a battle ship in o 
ch vr of its advoeates in ord to e 1 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I simply do n wa 
interests of the cause I have at ! ri ta ) 
take. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Which cause? The cause < 
Member of this House or some other < se, supp 
body outside the House? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The cause of ar! 

Mr. COCKRAN. Do I understand the 
he is proposing to vote for this battle ship o 
eause he believes it necessary, but order to 
its supporters for a general scheme of 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, no; and 
knows better. 

Mr. COCKRAN. That is what I w ‘st 
man’s statement 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I sxated my position fairly. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I would like the gentleman to cor 
if I am in error. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. If the gentleman had o1 hon d 
with his attention 
Mr. COCKRAN. The closest. The gentl n 
faint justice when he suggests that I did not list 
every word of his. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, all I 
to the gentleman’s question is to rey wl I 
that the men who are responsible for the « wt of our ¢ 
ernment are the best judges as to what rn nts w 
and I take it that the legisjative branch the G 
but little connection with diplomacy; 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has ey 

Mr. SLAYDEN. Mr. Chairman, « I gs 
merits of two battle ships of 16,000 tons each a 
or more thousand tons I have nothing to { 
purely technical questions of the manner of consti 
| type of ships and of their relative fighting value I t ¢ 




















































































































































































































































































































































































































































































6968 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 





May 16, 





because I know nothing. My observations will be addressed 
solely to what I conceive to be the proper policy for this Gov- 
ernment with relation to the Administration idea of developing 
a large and aggressive navy, and particularly along the lines 
which I think will and should lead to international agreements 
for arbitration. 

Mr. Chairman, what I have to say and the way I shall vote 
will be found entirely consistent in that matter. I do not see 
how gentlemen can speak one way and vote another. It is im- 
possible to follow the reasoning of Members who preach peace 
and feverishly prepare for war. To support the ideas of The 
Hague tribunal with mere lip service is not an important con- 
tribution to the cause of peace. A reduction in the world’s 
armament is the chief purpose of The Hague court of peace, and 
this is an opportunity for the American supporters of that ex- 
alted idea to stand up and be counted on the side of right- 
eousness. 

The spirit of arbitration appears to be more in evidence in 
Europe, where one would expect to find greater difficulty in 
its execution, than here in America, where obstacles in the 
way of its application are so few and insignificant as not to 
be worth consideration. 

In the United States we have no disputed boundaries. The 
last we had was with the powerful British Empire. It was 
submitted to arbitration and satisfactorily adjusted. The his- 
tory of neither country suggests that a peaceful solution of 
the question was secured because either was afraid of the issue 
of war. A native of one and descended from the other, J am 
proud of the fact that both possess a high order of physical 
courage. I am still prouder of the fact that in a great crisis 
both have shown high moral courage also. 

The outcome of that case ought to be an inspiration for the 
submission of all international quarrels to a court of arbitra- 
tion. 

Before the last general election in Great Britain Sir Henry 
Campbell-Bannerman, now prime minister, in an eloquent speech 
at Albert Hall, in London, said: 

I rejoice that the principle of arbitration has made great strides, 
and that to-day it is no longer counted weakness for any of the great 
powers of the world to submit those issues which once would have 
been referred to the arbitrament of self-assertion and of passion to a 
higher tribunal. But it is vain to seek peace if you do not also ensue it. 
I hold that the growth of armaments is a great danger to the peace of 


the world. <A _ policy of huge armaments keeps alive and stimulates 
and feeds the belief that force is the best, if not the only, solution of 


international differences. It is a policy that tends to inflame old 
sores and to create new sores; and I submit to you that as the prin- 
ciple of peaceful arbitration gains ground it becomes one of the high- 


ests tasks of a statesman to adjust those armaments to the newer and 
happier condition of things. What nobler réle could this great country 
assume than at the fitting moment to place itself at the head of a 
- oe of peace, through whose instrumentality this great work could 
e effected ? 

Gentlemen who advocate a large and warlike navy in this 
country may question the sincerity of the prime minister’s 
speech, because the British naval budget again provides for 
an increase of the sea power of Great Britain; but they are only 
casual students of the European situation who do not under- 
stand that the Liberal Government in England is driven, against 
its will, into these extravagant military expenditures. 

Trade and political jealousies between England and Germany 
and the steady development of the sea power of the German 
Empire compel the British, who want peace and disarmament. 
to continue in a course which their better nature abhors and 
their judgment holds unnecessary if arbitration can be agreed 
upon. But these conditions do not vex the United States, and 
need not keep us out of the paths of peace, wisdom, and econ- 
omy. The geographical isolation of our country, its vast popu- 
lntion, and exhaustless resources put us into a class by our- 
selves. We have no neighbors who are dangerous, unless we 
ept the Japanese, who are near the Philippines, and who, 
if they are half as clever as we have been led to believe, wouldn’t 
take the islands if we offered them as a gracious gift. 

Menaced by no one, endangered from no source whatever, 
why should we commit the folly of undertaking this mad ship- 





ext 


building competition with Great Britain? Even if England 
were not, as I firmly believe she is, our sincere friend, Canada. 
which we could easily invade from the land side and no doubt 


eapture, is a hostage which she would not sacrifice. Canada 
is England’s pledge of peace with us. But I do not like to even 
consider our relations with Great Britain from the point of view 
of possible hostilities. England is governed by enlightened 
statesmen and controlled by public opinion, which in all intelli- 
gent and free states is a higher and greater power still. Public 
opinion in England would not tolerate the thought of a war with 
the United States. It would be justly condemned as a crime, 
and any government which even coquetted with the idea of war 
with this country would be kicked out of Parliament House 
by an indignant public. Then, this being true, British naval! 


| civilized government on earth. 





development is not aimed at this country. Her statesmen 4, 
not want to commit suicide. They appreciate the importayco 
to their own people of keeping the sea open to the great Anejo. 
American trade. Their people must be fed and clothed, ang 
the grain and cotton of the United States are essential. [,)), 
Lancashire looms and a hungry mob in London are more to }\o 
dreaded than a war with any power of continental Europe. [yy 
lish naval growth may be viewed as a suspicious and war!lil:o 
circumstance by Russia, Germany, or France, but for this coun. 
try it can only mean the certainty that we will continue to 
send cotton to Manchester and corn to London over a sea kept 
open mainly by British taxpayers. 

All we need to do, Mr. Chairman, to maintain peaceful rely- 
tions with the rest of the world is to adhere to the traditiona} 
American policies and stay at home and mind our own business, 
We ought at once to agree to treaties of arbitration with every 
We ought to begin by making 
such treaties with all the other American republics. 

It would be an act of generosity and justice from a great. 
strong government to weaker states that are sincerely trying 
to develop the same political ideas. For great states with un- 
disputed reserve military force to suggest such treaties to 
smaller and weaker ones would be an act of grace that would 
command the applause of just and peace-loving men throughout 
the world. Such treaties will surely come. A growing public 
sentiment will demand them. Shall we not secure for our 
country the honor of leadership in a cause so glorious? Shall 
we not secure the peace and happiness of America by doing 
this righteous and reasonable thing? It can not be denied that 
all the Central and South American countries view us with a 
certain degree of alarm. Ought we not to allay their appre- 
hension by giving them the assurance of solemn treaties of 
arbitration that will evenly match the smallest and weakest 
nation against the strongest? Let us put this great Republic 
at the head of the league of peace. 


THE LARGEST BATTLE SHIP. 


Now comes our Committee on Naval Affairs and asks this 
House to authorize the construction of the largest and most 
formidable battle ship afloat. The fierce spirit of the com- 
mittee is shown in the language of their bill, which asks for 
“one first-class battle ship, carrying as heavy armor and as 
powerful armament as any known yessel of its class.” But 
as extreme as this language is, it is mild compared to that used 
by gentlemen in their speeches. They say that we must have 
a ship which will steam faster and farther and be altogether 
a more powerful engine of war than the new British ship, the 
Dreadnought. Does this suggestion grow out of the fact that 
our liberty or the integrity of our soil is threatened by any 
power on earth? Surely, sir, the most unblushing jingo will 
hardly have the presumption to say so. Is it merely to gratify 
national vanity? And if so, is it worth while putting our peo- 
ple to this great expense just to have the privilege of boasting 
that the greatest fighting machine afloat sails under the American 
flag? It is a sad commentary on the wisdom of our legislation 
that we can go on increasing commerce destroyers—for battle 
ships, in the last analysis, are essentially commerce destroy- 
ers—whiie our merchant marine does not grow. 

It is generally understood that this unmatched battle ship 
will cost about $11,000,000 and that it will take nearly a mil- 
lion dollars per year to maintain and operate it. 

To my friends from the South I want to suggest that the 
prime cost of the vessel represents the value of 220,000 bales 
of cotton at the rather high price of 10 cents a pound. Your 
constituents and mine will have to produce 20,000 bales of cot- 
ton each year just to meet the operating expenses of the shi) 

One of the Representatives from Iowa [Mr. Dawson], I bhe- 
lieve, made an interesting speech here the other day in which 
he told of the bucolic glories of his State. Horses, ; 
sheep, and swine were eulogized for their contributions to tlie 
comfort and happiness of the human family. He grew wost 
eloquent in telling how the barnyard fowls of Iowa preserved 
the balance of trade. 

Even the wonderful fertility and industry of the Iowa hen 
will be worked overtime to meet these augmented and increas- 
ing expenses. At $1 per bushel, a price which is rarely received, 
it will take 11,000,000 bushels of wheat to pay for this one 
vessel that will certainly be worthless in twenty years, and may 
be obsolete even before it is finished. The farmers who are to 
earn this ship along with their daily bread by moistening the 
earth with the sweat of their faces will have to make an extra 
million bushels of wheat to pay for its operation for a single 
year. It will cost four or five million dollars more than we 
appropriate each year for our great Department of Agriculture. 
Yet we expect the Department to endure forever, and we kl 
the ship will be in the scrap heap in a few years. I hope these 
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facts will be well considered by the man who makes the wheat with the efforts of the gentleman from Missouri who will be 


end the cotton. 


‘ 


HOW IT MAY BE USED. 


rhe only possible reason I can see for this departure from our 
jeretofore relatively peaceful programme is that the great 
slip may be used in the Philippines. It will be so powerful 
in its armament and have guns of such wonderful range that 
even the most remote mountain fastnesses of the Philippines will 
vi likely be in the zone of danger. It will be a useful ally 
ef Governor Curry, of Samar, in his proposed war of extermi- 
nation against the Pulajanes. After a little target practice 
the smallest band of these naked savages hidden away in the 
eoast ranges will make an unavoidable target. 

In this connection, Mr. Chairman, I want the attention of 
the committee to the remarkable suggestion recently made by 
this same Governor Curry. It is taken from the Associated 
Press reports in the New York World of May 13: 

WEYLERISM FAVORED BY OFFICIALS IN PHILIPPINES—* EXTERMINATE 

THE BREED ” IS THE WATCHWORD BORROWED FROM SPANISH GENERAL. 

MANILA, May 13, 1906. 

Superintendent of Schools Hoover, of Samar, and several native offi- 


cials of that island have arrived here on their way to Baguio, Province 
of Benguet, the summer capital, to visit Governor-General Ide. Mr. 
Hoover says: 

“ Ninety-five per cent of the natives of Samar are anxious to have 
ihe fanatics exterminated and absolute peace established. The native 
officials are organizing volunteers, who are scouring the mountains, 


guarding trails, and capturing or killing outlaws. It is estimated that 
300 Pulajanes still remain in the mountains.” 


Governor Curry, of Samar, has proposed to turn over the Pulajane 
districts to the Federal authorities, have martial law proclaimed, and 
the fanatics exterminated. If General Wood agrees, he will put two 
regiments, backed by naval gunboats, on the island and in the adjacent 
waters, to keep the outlaws from escaping to neighboring islands. 

Governor-General Ide has reached no decision in the matter. 

rhe Pulajane leader is 64 years old, and has been in the mountains 


forty years. 

It will be observed that this wonderful school superintendent, 
Hoover—his name deserves to be embalmed on the roll of in- 
famy—says that “95 per cent of the natives of Samar are 
anxious to have the fanatics exterminated and absolute peace 
established.” 'This report goes on to say that “ Governor Curry 
has proposed to turn over the Pulajane districts to the Federal 
authorities, have martial law proclaimed, and the fanatics ex- 
terminated.” There it is again, Mr. Chairman. Extermination 
is what they want. 

No doubt this little plan of the worthy governor and his Chris- 
tian superintendent of schools will bring peace to the Pulajanes, 
but it will be the peace of the grave. Not one of these savages 
is to be left alive if the governor, engaged in “ benevolent as- 
similation,” and the school superintendent, engaged in the 
spread of Christian civilization, are to have their way. And who 
can doubt, after Mount Dajo, that they will be given their way? 
Against that, Mr. Chairman, I protest in the name of all true 
sportsmen and in the name of science. I demand, sir, that Goy- 
ernor Curry be compelled to give the Pulajanes the same peri- 
odical immunity we give to birds and other game in this coun- 
try. If the governor were a true sportsman, he would surely 
make provision for a close season. Even Filipinos should not 
be killed out of season. 
to restock the preserves. But he advocates a war of extermina- 
tion, unremitting and unrelenting. It is unsportsmanlike and 
will destroy the game. 

When these unhappy islanders have gone the way of the buf- 
falo, when only a few specimens remain alive, confined in some 
corral in the Philippines for the entertainment of tourists or 
exhibited in a dime museum in New York, students of ethnology 
will regret that the ardor of Governor Curry was not stayed 
somewhere short of extermination. Then, sir, while it is yet 
time, in the name of science and of sport I ask that a few speci- 
mens of the Filipino savage be kept alive, even if this great 
battle ship should never be put into commission. [Loud ap- 
plause. ] 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to perfect my amendment by inserting three words. 

The CHAIRMAN, The gentleman from Missouri asks unani- 
ious consent to amend his amendment. Is there objection? 

Mr. COCKRAN, Mr. Chairman, I will ask if the correction is 
ready? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
ment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Insert after the words “Hague conference”? the words “to be held 
within the next twelve months.” 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 
Chair hears none. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, I sympathize entirely with 
the purpose of The Hague conference. I sympathize entirely 


It is. 
The Clerk will read the proposed amend- 


[After a pause.] The 


They ought to be given an opportunity | 





| and in favor of arbitration. 


one of the representatives in that conference from this country, 
to impart to representatives of other great powers the knowl- 
edge that the United States of America stands to-day, as it has 
stood throughout all its history, in favor of a peaceful means of 
settling difficulties. 

But, Mr. Chairman, I can not support the amendment which 
is offered to this bill. I do not believe that by adopting this 
amendment the House would select the best means of conveying 


| through our representatives to The Hague conference the sym 


pathy of the American Congress to the object of that confer- 
ence. Mr. Chairman, the American people do not need to say 
to the nations of the earth that they are in favor of peace 
Through all our history we have 
taken the lead in settling great questions of national concern 
by submitting them to arbitration. We all remember the Ala- 
bama award. We remember the depredations of vessels built 
in England to prey upon the American merchant marine during 
the war between the States. 

We remember that at the close of the civil war the United 
States demanded damages of Great Britain for the depredations 
of those vessels. We know, and all the words knows, that we 
were in shape to enforce our claims. We had a million and a 
half of the seasoned veterans of Grant’s army. The iron ships 
which had been invented during that war had made useless 
the wooden vessels of the world. We were hardened by four 
years of warfare, we were flushed by victory, and yet under 
all those circumstances, with national pride and the national 


feeling aroused and indignant, we went into the treaty of 
Geneva and submitted that question to arbitration, out of 


which came the Alabama award. So that the American people 
do not need to convey to the world a new message, that they 
sympathize with the doctrine of arbitration. 

Mr. Chairman, we all know that these commissioners who 
meet at The Hague next year are clothed with no power. We 
know that they can resolve, but they can not bind the nations 
which they represent. We know that in every case they must 
go back to the nations from which they come to secure from 
them approval of any action that is taken there. We know 
from past experience that it may be one, two, three, or even 
five years before the last of the nations that take part in that 
conference shall have acted upon and either approved or dis- 
approved of the resolutions adopted in that peace convention. 


>In the meanwhile, what is the Secretary of the Navy to do 


i 





about this ship that we authorize? How long would 
under the amendment offered to this bill? Why, it proposes 
that in two cases the building of this great ship shall be sus- 
pended. If that conference shall resolve to curtail arma- 
ments, then in that case the Secretary of the Navy must sus- 
pend. In case they resolve that all future questions shall be 
submitted to arbitration the Secretary of the Navy is directed, 
in his discretion, to suspend the operations of building this 
ship. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that it-would put the Sec 
retary of the Navy in position where he would be criticised 

i 

I 


he wait 


whatever he did, where he would be unable to know, as 
practical proposition, what he should do. Mr. Chairman, 
stand strongly in favor of sending our able representative to 
The Hague clothed with whatever authority the American Con- 
gress can give him, showing the sympathy of the American 
people toward the peaceful settlement of difficulties. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. The gentleman seems to be laboring 
under the misapprehension that I am to be a delegate to 
Hague conference. That is not the case. 

Mr. VREELAND. Well, I am sorry that my friend is not to 
be a delegate, if that is true. 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. I want to call the attention of my friend 

to the fact that after the first Hague conference every goy- 
| ernment signatory to The Hague convention within a reason 
able time ratified the action of that body. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expir« 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to proceed for one minute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York asks 
unanimous consent to proceed for one minute. Is there ob- 
jection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, I am sorry that the gen- 
tleman from Missouri is not to be a representative from this 
country in that conference. If he were, I should feel that our 
interests were left in safe and able hands, but let me suggest 
to the gentleman that instead of pressing this amendment upon 


the committee, instead of seeking to tie up and embarrass the 
building operations of the Navy, let him bring before this Heuse 
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a joint resolution declaring the sympathy of the aaa’ 
Congress with the efforts of their representatives in The Hague 
to obtain peaceful methods of settling difficulties 
nations. I would almost guarantee that unless objec 
made by the leader of Democratic side such a reso- 
would go through by unanimous consent. 
WALDO. Mr. Chairman, there seem to be only 
made here the authorization of this 
made by the gentleman from Minnesota 
Tawney] that we have not the money to expend, and one made 
by the gentleman who put in the last amendment, the gentleman 
from Missouri {[Mr. Barrnotptr], and by the gentleman from | 
Ohio {[Mr. Burron], that we ought disarm in order to be 
leading the way ard the peace of the world. 

Now, in the first place, in regard to the objection made by 
the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations, it seems to 
me he is a little unfair in charging up to the Navy all the 
expenditures that have come result of the great civil war 
ind of all the wars and troubles that we have since had. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will pardon 
the gentleman from Minnesota made no such charge. did 
not charge tl expenditure to the Navy, but I said that on ac 
count of these things we were this year expending 63% per cent 
of the total revenue of the Government. 

Mr. WALDO. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield to the gen- 
tleman. I think he made that same statement four or five times 
uri his but he did make the o 
\diture we were now making as a result of the 
not to authorize this battle ship, and iit 
same thing in whatever words he sees fit to put 
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| power and influence of our country, 
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disputes and differences, but the only influence that the 1, 
States has in that way is on account of its power, on a: 
of its powerful Navy and great naval victories of late 
It is only a few months since our President received ti, 
gratulations of the world upon his success in bringing 
peace between Japan and Russia. The reason that he }: 
power and influence to do that, that he was called upon 
was because we had become one of the great naval pow 
the world. If our Navy had gone to ruin, if we wer 
disarming, we would have had little to say——- 

Mr. JOHNSON. May I interrupt the gentleman—— 

Mr. WALDO. I refuse to yield; I have only a minut 
and the gentleman can take his own time hater. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex) 


I 


Mr. PRINCE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous cons: , 
the time of the gentleman be extended five minutes. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a 
The Chair hears none. 

Mr. WALDO. do not intend to say that we mena R 


sia and Japan into making peace. Nobody believes 
a moment; but we all know that the peacemaker in the n 
hood is the strong man—among nations, the strong nat 
is not the weakling who has influence in the council of 
the council of nations. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Will the gentleman 

Mr. WALDO. I can not yielkl; 
This is one of the reasons “why, 


allow a questio 

I have only a few 

if we desire to keep 
we ought to keep . 
Navy at least to its present efficiency. There is another 1 
why we who live on the coasts, beth the east and west 
our country, think that there ought to be an efficient Na 


is not a great while since people on the Atlantic coast 
great fear of having their cities destroyed by the 
fieet. If the Spanish admiral had sailed to this countr 


stead of to the West Indies, the damage to our seaco 
have been many times the cost of our whole Navy. 
people who lived directly upon the ceast remember tl 
very well—that there was a general fleeing from all ex) 
quarters, and the harber lights were put out on our Ait 
eceast from Florida to the northern point 
recollection is something that appeals to us on the s 

I suppose those gentlemen who live on the prairies of Mi: 
seta or other parts of the West two or three thousand 
from either coast never felt that fear; but it was not an 
fear by any means. 

Another reason, it seems to me, why we ought to keep up 
Navy is because we are now considering the question 
great increase of our merchant marine. Because we had 
Navy at the beginning of the civil war, our merchant mari! 
was practically wiped off the sea. We have never 
to get it back, because there was such an impetus give: 
English trade that we never have recovered, and never y 
cover until Congress does something to that end. 

We have before us a great measure looking toward 7 
tion of a great merchant marine. There is little use in att 
ing to cover the seas again with American merchant vess 
we have not a powerful navy to protect our merchant 
all parts of the world. We have to-day the largest comme: 
any country in the world, but it is carried almost exc lusive 
foreign ships. You may sail the world over and scarce 
an American flag in a foreign port, except upon one of 
vessels. We are paying yearly an immense tribute in fr 
and other foreign countries to transpo! 
an immense sum that ought to sup] 
great fleet of American deep-sea going ships, enrich our 
and keep always in existence a great force of experienc: 


, 
hee 





hardy sailors to man our Navy and defend our coast and 
ests in case of war with any foreign power. It is impossi! 
| matter what pains we may take or money we may sp 


have any great merchant marine without a great navy to 
tect it. The two must go hand in hand. It is not proj 
warlike measure, but a measure that tends to peace f 

country, protection of its interests and its citizens in the fa 


| most parts of the world, and gives to us a great voice 


it. When we appropriated one hundred and thirty-nine millions 
here for pensions, that met with the universal approval of every- 
bn n the House. I do not recollect that the gentleman from | 
Minnesota [Mr. TAwwney] objected. We were all in favor of it 
That expenditure is a necessary and proper one and has noth 
ing to do with the question as to whether we ought to keep up 
our N: Vy 

In the first place, this authorization of a new battle ship does 
not call for the expenditure of any money at this time. It is 
left im the discretion of the President as to when it shall be 
built. No money is appropriated at this time and will not be 
before next year or some later time. If, as has been suggested | 
here, the gentlemen who are interested in rivers and harbors 
re opposed to any further expenditure for the Navy until they 
can get a large appropriation for the improvement of their 
rivers and harbors will wait until next year, they can then pre- 
sel hose considerations to Cengress and have it then decided 
whe ny money shall be expended for the further construc- 
tion of the Navy. 

It is objected by several gentlemen upon the floor of the 
Hy that there should be no further increase of our fleet; | 
th n the contrary, our nayal power should be decreased ; 

that we should commence disarmament as an example to 
other great naval powers of the world, and that such a step | 
( part would be a direct advance toward the arbitration 
of dispu tween nations and tend to general peace 
throughout the world. 

s to me that this is a mistaken view of the situation. 
No step toward disarmament can be taken by us until there 
Ss some general agreement to that end by the great powers of 

! No other great power is now taking any step toward 

‘ on of its navy. On the contrary, the navies of Italy, | 
I Ger! Japan, and especially Great Britain are 
eing tly increased both in number ef vessels and number 

( eht ef guns. We can not continue te be classed among 

g wor ers unless we not only keep our present 
Na epair and condition for service, but also largely in 
‘ res fieet. We need a great navy, not for the 
pul of men or war, but for purposes of peace, to defend 
tl I pine Islands and our other insular possessions, to 
~etect our citizens in all parts of the world from insult and 

, - i. 

i uestion, then, is whether the American people desire 

r the policy of this Government which was commenced 

SS2, to build ul maintain a powerful and _ ient navy. 
tl ‘eal stion. The Secretary of the Navy and the 
Pre nt have both stated that in order to keep the Navy up 

: eftliciency, not to increase it, but to keep it up to 

5 st etfici and strength, there ought to be one 
sh t least authorized each year, and that is al! this 

t pt » d It still leaves it in the hands of 

Col ss to decide next year whether we have sufficient money 
‘uction. I believe that our country ought 


ward peaceful solutions of international | long as we are armed and able to command it. 


fluence in promoting the peace of the world. 

The American people will never consent to the dismantli 
our fleet and the abandonment of our great navy-yards. 
a beautiful and iridescent dream to think that peace 
continually throughout the world, and that we shall be res} 
at home and abroad without the power and the Navy to e! 
respect and peace. We shall have peace ourselves, and ¢ 
greatly in enforcing general peace throughout the world ol 
I believe 


is to 








of Maine. That 
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the rrease of our Navy must go on, and that the repair and 
¢ of war ships will and must continue until our nation is 
ready to fall into decay. 


ventleman from Ohio has referred to the fact that our 
iips had been from two to four years behind in building, 
e that as one reason why we ought not to build any more 
vessels. If he will look at the paper he had before 
the time he will see that all of those ships that were 
four years. or even six years, behind in their date of 
ion were constructed in private shipyards of the coun- 


‘here never has been one ship constructed in a private 
<} rd until the last—the Louwisiana—that was constructed 


the 
it is no reason why 


very strong r 


ie time limit of the contract. This is no reason why 
» of war ships should be abandoned ; 
uld abandon our Navy. But it is a 


eason 


ve should keep our naval construction going on in the 
rds, to compel private shipyards to complete their war 


time and for reasonable prices. 


it is, then, only a question of policy as to whether the new 
chips shall be built and repairs on the old ones be made in 
or Government yards. The only objection made to the 


, of a proportion at least of the new war ships in our 


I ~ 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


cost 


navy-yards is the claim that it will cost the Government more 
in its own yards than to have the ships built by private cor 
tract. If this were so, which, to say the least, is very dou 
ful, that reason would not be enough to overcome t! 

strong and cogent reasons for building in Governme 1 
In the first place, the excess of cost of the Co cticut. | 
built at the New York Navy-Yard, according to present 

will not be over 94 per cent over the cost of the o1 | 
mate. The alterations in the Government yards have | 
very much less than the alterations on the Louis 


Newport News yard. It is not known whether tl 
yard will not bring in a bill for 
Louisiana on the ground that she has c 


loss in the construet 


- 
pected when they took the contract. Such 
made against the Government in the past, : 
to be in the future should it be found whi 
pleted that she has cost more than was expected when 
tract and original estimates were made. 

Naval Constructor Albert W. Stahl, at ft! hearing 


I 
Naval Committee of 
relative to certain 
of such shi 


the House, submitte 
private-! | 


built ships, show 





ps is considerably in excess of 1 


Comparison of contract price with total cost of certain sh ips. 


Monterey. 


eh I ae ik dds oeebercuendiinns 
itractors for authorized changes 
Government plans, inspection, 

gun protection 


~ remlums 


CPODS@s . - 2... - ~ 22 ~~ - en enn co ow ee nw ween wenn tone wo nn oes 


preservation , insurance, etc .-.....--....-. 


navy-yard at New York had to be prepared for the con- 
on of its first battle ship, the Connecticut. Many delays 
lin getting together the necessary plant, in obtaining the 
y force of experienced men. There were delays in ob- 
y material, while the private yards obtained their material 
ss delay. The men at the navy-yard worked eight hours 
lay, while at the private yards they worked from nine to 
rs. The pay at the navy-yard has been as much or more 
ht hours’ work than was received at the private yards for 
ten hours’ work. With all these difficulties, the excess 
s only 9} per cent at the Government yard. 
is litthe doubt that hereafter, provided work is con- 
that ships can be constructed at less expense than was 
Connecticut, so that on the question of cost there can be 
‘no advantage with the private yards. If we may take 
xperience of England, where shipbuilding has been con- 
is in public yards, the cost will be somewhat less in our 
ards, if we keep sufficient construction work there to 
ie plant in condition and a sufficient force of experienced 
istantly together. 
is absolutely necessary that we should have one or more 
vards on the Atlantic and on the Pacific coast constantly 
Wi sufficient plant and a large and efficient body of 
‘ienced workmen to make the large repairs that are neces- 
to keep our great fleet in seagoing condition and ready 


++} 
n a 


Such repairs must be made at once, whenever the 
r any of its ships go into harbor from a voyage. It can 


ie much better in the ¢ 
tion of the charges 
fem 


rovernment yards and will cost only 
at private yards. The difference in 
alone will make up many times any difference in ex- 
of constructing the vessels at the private yards, and that 
be done in order to keep a force on hand to make repairs 
whenever they come into port, so that the force of men 

‘ diverted from construction work to repair work. 
ar ship constructed at Government yards under the im- 
te direction and supervision of the officers of the Navy 
' better built than a ship constructed at a private yard. 
would be the same difference as between a house 
1 by day work under the direction and supervision 
ipetent builder for his own use and a house built by a 
‘tor only interested in building the structure as cheaply 
ssible so long as a sufficiently fair exterior is shown to 
a ready sale. A ship built at the Government yard 
ld practically be worth from 15 to 20, probably 25, per cent 
than one constructed at a private yard, and the difference 


con- 


expenses for repairs would more than equal the 10 or 15! 
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per cent difference 


tional cost. 


The Government p 


which it is now claimed would be 


lants for shipbuilding 
, 


have cost millions of dollars. If shipbuil z is 
the yards these plants will deteriorate and be i 
valueless and the Government would be w 


struct or repair ships in case of war or other gre 


Until the Government started into the ust mn oO 
itself the private yards have been from six months to fo 
months behind in the completion of ships, so that the 
interest in the money invested has greatly exceeded \ 
ence now claimed in the cost of construct t G 
yards. 

The Government ought to be prepared and abl ~ 
new torpedo boats, submarines, or war shi 
such new and secret improvements as may ha 
likely to be made in her yards if constantly engag 
struction, so that such new inventions and secrets 
come the property of other nations 

Lastly, it is absolutely necessary that the Gov 
have a certain amount of construction in the G 
in order that its officials and constru g eng 
any real knowledge of the construction of ships, o 
means, appliances, methods of building, of t and 
time of construction. Such knowledge can pn e obtained 
books or the casual supervision o nstruction as t G 
ment gives to ships constructed for it at private 

If the merchant-marine bill, which ha lreac 
Senate, should pass the House and become l 
be such an immediate increase in shipbuilding f f 
service that all of the private yards of this cou 
more new yards would be overloaded with work for 
persons and corporations. It is not proposed to al 
building of war ships in the private ya 
cumstances as these the Government w g 
don the building of ships in private yards u 
increased expense of cost of buildis rf at Gov i 

It is urged that only a small propor of the G 
shipbuilding should be done in the Govern vards 
cient proportion to keep the Government shipbu g 
repair and order and to keep together a s ent bk 
rienced and skilled men to be ready for ( 
cial construction work that ght | ‘ ry in ‘ 

There are now under constructio1 n private y: 
twenty-seven naval ships of various kinds, the total 


price for which is nearly $80,000,000. Of this $80, 


WO O00 there 
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still remains to be expended over $30,000,000. Certainly, under 
these circumstances at least, one ship») ought to be kept under | 
construction in each of the Government yards which is now pre- | 
pared to do such work. 

This country can not continue to be prosperous without great 
foreign commerce. It can not be assured that its commerce will 
not be swept away from the seas at any moment without a 
powerful navy. Congress has adopted the policy of sustaining 
and increasing the power of the Navy. ‘The people have sup- 
ported them in that policy, are supporting them, and will con- 
tinue to support them. Such a Navy can not be maintained 
and kept properly equipped without great Government yards 
for the construction and repair of its ships. The Government 
can not now abandon the policy of building; a portion of the 
ships to be added to the Navy in the Government yards with- 
out great loss in its shipbuilding plants and great detriment to 
its policy in maintaining and increasing its p.esent naval force. 

Mr. ROBERTS. At the opening of this debate the gentleman 
from Minnesota [Mr. TawNey], the chairman of the Committee 
on Appropriations, pointed out to the committee the great, and 
what I understood him to characterize extravagant, appropria- 
tions of the Fifty-seventh and Fifty-eighth Congresses along the 
lines of naval construction. Now, the gentleman from Min- 
nesota was a Member of both of those Congresses, and I have 
no recollection whatever of his rising in his seat and calling 
the attention of either of those Congresses to the great folly 
upon which they were embarking. Yet to-day he rises and by 
inference, if not by direct charge, warns this committee that we 
are following in the footsteps of those two Congresses. 

What are the facts? Why, Mr. Chairman, the programme 
recommended by the Naval Committee this year, of about 
20,000 tons of new construction, is the smallest programme, 
with but one exception, that has been recommended since the 
second session of the Fifty-third Congress, in 1894, that ex- 
ception coming in the first session of the Fifty-fifth Congress, 
in 1897. And I want to call the attention of the committee and 
of the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney] to a fact 
which seems to have escaped his observation, that the two 
Congresses which he has criticised for extravagant appropria- 
tions for war ships were on the down-hill side in the matter of 
appropriations. The high-water mark in the building up of our 
Navy was reached in the third session of the Fifty-fifth Con- 
gress, when there was authorized over 105,000 tons of new con- 
struction. And since that time, down to and through the Fifty- 
seventh and Fifty-eighth Congresses, there has been a marked 
and steady decline in the number of tons that has been author- 
ized, with the exception of the second session of the Fifty- 
seventh Congress, where there was a slight increase over the 
preceding Congress. But the next Congress after that reduced 
the tonnage so much that the average of reduction remained 
the same. Now, we are asking but 20,000 tons of new construc- 
tion, and in this connection, Mr. Chairman, it seems to me the 
Committee on Naval Affairs has been somewhat unfortunate 
in the use of language in framing the bill. They say that, “ For 
the purpose of further increesing the naval establishment.” 
It to me we should have said: “For the purpose of | 
maintaining the present efficiency of the naval establishment.” 

And I think I am warranted in that statement when we con- 
sider the message of the President of the United States and the 
Secretary of the Navy, both submitted to this Congress, in which 
they emphasize the fact that we should maintain the present 
efficiency of our Navy, and make no recommendation for further 
increase. I think I am fairly voicing the sentiment of the 
President, of the Secretary of the Navy, and of the members of 
the Nayal Committee when I say that the recommendations 
ar are not along the lines of further increase of the 
Navy, but merely to maintain the present efficiency of the Navy 
we now have. That, I believe, is the policy of the committee 
and of the Administration, and I believe it should be the policy 

Not many years ago it was thought that we should build up 
a great Navy, that we should have at least forty-eight or fifty 
battle ships and armored cruisers and other craft in that propor- 
tion, but now the sentiment is that the Navy is large enough in 
the number of its units, but those units should be kept to the 
highest of efficiency. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to have 
minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachustts asks 
unanimous consent that he may continue his remarks for five 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, what does the Secretary of the Navy 
say along those very lines: 





seenDs 


this ye 


state 


five 





minutes. 


I think it may be safely said that if the situation was not compli- 
ated by any unforeseen development, the programme of naval construc- 
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| two points from which to view it. 


May i6, 


tion for the future, in so far as it relates to our fighting flee: 
should consist of substituting five new battle ships ana { 

armored cruisers for the oldest vessels of these types on our ) 
and five more battle ships for the coast defense vessels of the 

type, and these substitutions should be made at latest within ; 
six years. 

Now, it seems to me the Committee on Naval Affairs . 
be charged with extravagance in following the recomny 
of the Secretary of the Navy, who asks this House to pro, 
only one new battle ship. 

And why do we ask for one new battle ship when the 
mendation of the Secretary was for two? Why, the tes; 
before our committee, uncontradicted, was that the bat;| 
now provided for in this bill would be the equal of a), two 
battle ships now afloat, and any two battle ships now afloat, of 
the class last authorized by Congress, would cost $15,000 (op 
and yet we have, if this bill becomes a law, one battle ship at ¢ 
cost of $10,000,000, which is the equal of any two that wo ild 
cost together $15,000,000. During the general debate on this 
naval bill the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Kerrer], himself a 
gallant soldier and an ex-Speaker of this House, made use of a 
gem of thought which it seems to me, Mr. Chairman, should pe 
emblazoned in letters of gold and spread over the desk of the 
Speaker of this House, where Members not only of this, but og 
all future Congresses might constantly have it before their eyos 
He said, referring to that great saying of the immortal Wash. 
ington, “In time of peace prepare for war;” he would amend it 
by saying, “In time of peace prepare to maintain it.” 

And that, Mr. Chairman, is the very purpose of the recomp- 
mendations of this year, not to enlarge the size of the present 
Navy, but to have every fighting unit in that Navy of the latest 
and most improved type. And the time has come, Mr. Chair- 
man, as anybody can see by looking at the ages of our present 
battle ships, when Congress must devote itself to a serious con- 
sideration of that point. Otherwise we shall see our present 
Navy deteriorate from year to year. And I do not believe it js 
the wish or desire of any Member on this floor, or of the Ameri- 
can people, that the present Navy, in which they take so much 
pride, shall be allowed to deteriorate from its present standard, 


MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE, 


The committee informally rose; and Mr. OLMstep having 
taken the chair as Speaker pro tempore, a message from the 
Senate, by Mr. ParKINSON, its reading clerk, announced that 
the Senate had passed bill and joint resolution of the fi 
titles; in which the concurrence of the House of Representatives 
was requested: 

S. 6128. An act to authorize the construction of a bride 
the Pend d’Oreille River, in Stevens County, Wash., by the Pend 
d’Oreille Development Company ; and 

S. R. 59. Joint resolution relative to the appropriation for the 
native schools and reindeer enterprise in Alaska. 


SENATE JOINT RESOLUTION REFERRED. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, Senate joint resolution of 
following title was taken from the Speaker’s table, and refer 
to its appropriate committee, as indicated below: 

S.R.59. Joint resolution relative to the appropriation 
the native schools and reindeer enterprise in Alaska—to 
Committee on the Territories. 


NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 


The committee resumed its session. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Gru 
PIE] is recognized for ten minutes. 

Mr. GILLESPIE. Mr. Chairman, I am opposed to thie 
in this bill providing for an additional battle ship, ca 
an expenditure of probably $10,000,000. I am oppos’ 
because I believe it is unnecessary and, therefore, will 
unjustifiable burden placed upon our people. Every right-t! 
ing American citizen believes in this country’s haying an ad 
Navy, but in considering the adequacy of our Navy there : 
One is a navy sufficient 
purely defensive operations and the other not only for defen- 
sive, but for aggressive operations as well. 

I insist that in view of our history and the general Ameri 
spirit that a navy strong enough for our self-defense is hat 
we ought to have. Our people are now burdened with an a! 
nual naval expenditure exceeding $100,000,000, a sum much too 
large, in my opinion. It is a folly scarcely short of | 
for us to enter the list with European nations in the stm 
for the largest, most destructive, and expensive navy. 1 
least, can appeal to the virtue of necessity behind their 
gramme. England, France, and Japan can reasonably saf 
“ Our foreign trade must continue or our people starve,” but t! 
United States can put up no such plea. Our country, com) red 
to theirs, is but in its youth. We have vast acres of und el- 
oped territory. Our boundless resources have scarcely 
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! 
hed. Our energies, properly organized and distributed, can | 
e £1 employment at home for a century to come. 
sides, Mr. Chairman, in every true sense, the American idea 
" smmerce is based upon the idea of peace and not war. Trade 
t ngements between nations, as between individuals, are the 
t of agreement, where the minds of the contracting parties 

come together by mutual consent, and I insist that it 


Is 


a un-American, it is un-Christian, it is against the boasted 

r zation that we claim, to look upon commerce as any other 
the product of peace, and he who views it from any other 

: standpoint has his face turned to the setting rather than the 

I ¢ sun. 

: Chairman, it strikes me as a cold, inhuman, dollar-blinded 

) 


vy that would throw this nation of ours backward and ¢all 
its lower rather than its higher virtues; that would place 


, re us the dollar and say to us: “ Sacrifice all to get this.” 
all attention to an able speech delivered on the floor of 
louse on Saturday, May 5, 1906, by a Member of this House 


Massachusetts, Mr. WEEKs, a gentleman for whom I have 
highest regard from a personal standpoint, and whose 
and patriotism none can dispute. I think this speech 
hes the keynote to the naval programme which is being, 
great adroitness, placed before the American people. The 
mental idea an extension of our commerce 

{ h the power of our Navy. 


ery 


is commerce 





Weeks says: 
rs of the future will be waged for commercial or humane 
as have nearly all wars since the time of the first Napoleon. 
mmon with all the great nations of Europe, have reached a 
where we produce more manufactured goods than we con 
We are all Jooking for markets. To insure our having a fair 








» trade with the whole world the open-door policy must be 
















1, es ally in the Orient; but if we were lacking in phy 
it is safe to say that the door to our trade in many lo- 
v ild closed. Gentlemen speak of the t: phs of diplo 
indicating the folly of maintaining a large navy, but diplomacy 
se many of its laurels if a navy did not exist to insure a 
and compel a respectful consideration of our demands. 
nh: 
commenced to increase about the time our Navy com 
to develop. Our Navy is our one advertising medium in tl 
the fact that we showed great strength during the Spanish 
var, great physical power, appeals to those people. They 
ds of nations which show to them tbat they have physical 
n: 
» fact is, Mr. Chairman, we need a navy large enough to meet 
{ mmercial rivals whom we would have to meet in se of diff 
( *r words, our building poli in my opinion, should be 
1 what our rivals are doing 
Chairman, while this picture drawn by the gentleman 


f Massachusetts to my mind has its cold, compassionless 
( ed upon the dollar, blinded to all else; while no impulse 
higher Christian civilization stirs its features; while its 








‘ pear to be deaf to the calls of the hig and nobler 
s of nanity, yet I must confess that the picture is true. 
Chairman, let us consider for a moment how much heart- 

ss, cruelty, and audaciousness, not only to our people, but 
peoples upon whom we depend for our foreign trade, 


in this proposition. This is a demand of the 
of this nat Only yesterday, in New York, 
nufacturers’ association with a whoop indorsed ship sub- 


ion. 





They long ago said to our consuming masses: 
us more for our products than you can get them for in the 
kets with free competition. Le build up a great Ar 
cturing industry, and through home competition you 
d products as cheaply as you can in t open world 
appealed to our patriotism, and we acceded to their d 
ud we have borne the burden through the heat of tl 
The tiae came when, through home competition, our jx 
ere getting cheap home-manufactured goods. The ho 
is preserved to our manufacturers. 
1 these same manufacturers made new demands upon our 
They said to us: 
‘ ven us aid. This aid is expressed in the increased 
ted by our stocks and bonds We can s 
it Lit ns a r is = ‘ 1 
rherefere you p tic Ar ins wl to 
dust ~ ist permit consolidat ind « ( 
rd, expressed in the Sherman antitrust law, we é 


i this demand, but 
etter we have acceded to 

i We 
row and 


by acts ll 


LHIS ia 





ation and com 
pread rapidly until no part of our country and no 


ry 18 free from its blighting touch. Home competition is 
illy destroyed, tariff duties are at their highest point, and 


to the extent that home competition has been destroyed our 
» have been forced to pay higher prices for home-manufac 
tu -ed artides, 
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Now the proposition is submitted to us: 














You Americans, through your patriotism, have poured f 
into our coffers. We have denied you the bene of | 
which we promised you; you have acceded t d I 
paying the additional heavy bonus to us W till I , 
patriotism and say to you the whole industrial fabric of A 
tumble to ruins if you do not agree to still k f 
and submit to our trust prices. It is true we |] 
our promises ; we are making more than you can con i 
wise for us to increase your consumptive capacity y lowe 
the cost of home-manufactured articles; we must keep the |} 
ket up, and therefore our surplus must go to tl f n 
You just be good Americans and submit to our programme f 
foreign market, and here it is: It is true the foreigne: 
send his ships to our shores and take ou d to f 
cheaper than we can carry them in our own shi it vy 
s! to act as commercial ent ind find 1 f l 
to col 
t 
I v 
¢ 
t f 9 
the 1 1 
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try have able champions here é 
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I ask, where is the committee of this House that 
and demands and insists u 1 ti gehts y 
only in spending a fe thous ~ ( 
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of the American manufacturer, but what have we done to pro- 
tect the American farmer? 

In his name and in the name of the highest and best interests 
the American pevple, in the name of the Christian civiliza- 


ot 
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| 


| world while 


tion which we claim, I object to this increase of the American | 


Navy. 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, for various reasons, amongst 
which my physical condition is the strongest, I did not intend to 
participate in this debate. The 
tleman from Ohio SURTON]|, however, involves so much 
that is essential, in my judgment, to the credit of this Republic, 
the welfare of this people, and, indeed, the prospects of humanity 
that I can not allow this discussion to close without doing all 
that may be in my power to impress its importance on the com- 
mittee. 

Mr. Chairman, at the outset 
dinary position assumed by 
BARTHOLDT]. 
enormous battle ship, not 


{| Mr. 


I ask attention to the extraor- 


he favors extensive arma- 
ments, but because he professes a desire for general disarma- 
ment. If I understand his argument, he proposes that we in- 
crease our armaments to such an extent that in time the waste 
will become so enormous and so obvious that we ourselves and 
all the world will recoil from it. Surely, sir, this means that 
in his opinion, the virtuous end at which he aims must be 

hed through immediate profligacy. For my part, I believe 


reachet 
that vice should be cured by abstinence, not by satiety; 


because 


capacity for indulgence shall be exhausted. I do 
the gentleman from Missouri will make creditable an ap- 
pearance before the next session of the International Peace Con- 
is his friends would wish, and as many of his admirers 
expect, having supported by his vote the very policy of 
lh he expresses abhorrence eloquently upon this floor 
sew here. 
Chairman, I 
‘ay of light on one aspect of this proposal to construct 
ship larger than any in existence, which seems to me 
‘ux of the entire question. Gentleman on the other side 
must an “adequate” Navy, but not one has 
what he means by that qualification. To the direct 
ion what kind of a navy is an adequate navy, the answer 
evasive though seldom temperate. When members 
Naval Committee are asked, “ Must we have a navy as 
that of Great Britain?” they answer, “ No;” “ Must we 
large as that of Germany?” gentlemen become 
ent; “ Must we have one as large as France?” 
‘ome still me indistinct in meaning, though much more 
in rhetoric. If that werd “ adequate” could be de- 
en we might at least have a basis of intelligent dis- 


as 


Zress < 
may 


sO 


we have 


re 


among the supporters of this proposal will tell 

, in his opinion, constitutes an adequate navy, they 
unanimous and vociferous in saying they want a navy, 
navy, solely for not to make war, but to main- 
‘e. This phrase to soothed 
averse to violence and to have converted advocates of 
to supporters of huge armaments. The gentleman from 
iri [Mr. Barruonpt], for instance, seems to have per- 
himself that it consistent to vote for armaments 
ing disarmament; that in voting to retain this 

h 4 animated by an abhorrence of the very thing 
hich it provides. The gentleman from Missouri may not 
t it, but when he professes to be animated by a desire 
ace while voting preparations for war he is not by any 
original. He is using the language by which every in- 

r, every aggressive eonqueror, every land pirate, every dis- 
of the peace of the world since the beginning of time 
“1 his Did Napoleon Bonaparte ever admit 
e W listurbed the peace of nations for the mere 
not every proclamation by which he began 

against Russia, declare it was undertaken 
ie sole purpose of establishing peace and making it per- 
On that with that avowed object, did he 
el more than once all the nations of Europe to take up 
l engage in struggles which their own interests would 
led them to avoid? Has the gentleman from Missouri 
BarTHOoLDT] forgotten that when Napoleon III stran- 
tepublic and established on its ruins his 


aetense 


seems have consciences 


I": 1] 


is 


vel 


violences. 
intonly 
Did 


even that 


war? 
itest, 
pretense, 


‘OID 


French 
corruption and aggression he launched that enter- 
treason, of bloodshed, and of violence with a declara- 
at “The Empire is peace?” Yet, with 
of men the most prone to war, the most lustful of con- 
the most reckless in aggression, the most pitiless in 


he 

nh 
ryi? » t 

{ / { 


prise of 


Tion th 
recor l 


quest 


plunder, always professing love of peace while planning schemes | 


the gentleman from Missouri [MTr. | 
He proposes to vote in favor of constructing this | 


| constructed in the world, apparently under the impressi 


of violence, the gentleman from Missouri [Mr. Barrnorp; 
lieves that he can bear an effective part in promoting ce 
disarmament and establishing the reign of peace throughoy 
he comes in here and votes for an incre 

armament by adding to our Navy the largest battle shi; 


engines of war and carnage and destruction are effective | 


| ments of peace. 


amendment offered by the gen- | 





Mr. BARTHOLDT. Of course, the gentleman does yp 
sire to misrepresent me. 

Mr. COCKRAN. It is the last thought in my mind. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. In one word I can definitely sta 


| position. 


Mr. COCKRAN. With the understanding, of course, 
will not be taken out of my time, I yield the floor for as | 
the gentleman may desire. 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I do not go as far as some who 
sisting that we shall have a navy as big and as power! 


| would be strong enough to enforee the peace of the world, »s 


instance, our friend Captain Hobson. 
Mr. COCKRAN. How far in that direction does the 
man from Missouri go? 


Mr. BARTHOLDT. But on the other hand I do not w 


| go to the other extreme and deny to the Government that 


it says it must have for defense. 
Mr. COCKRAN. How far will the gentleman go 


| moneys to build naval vessels professedly for defens 
by refraining from it altogether, not by indulging it until! the | 


not think | 


have looked through all this debate for a | 
| ture of public money. 


poses? My object in taking the floor is to get light on t 
ticular point. What dees the gentleman fix as the limit 
complaisance? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. I am willing to trust to the judg 
the Government on that. 

Mr. COCKRAN. There I differ with the gentlema: 
ically and irreeoncilably. I believe that he and I and 
Member of the House have taken an oath each one to ey 
his own judgment on every proposition involving the « 
There is but one way by which : 
of the public treasure can be spent, and that is through 
propriation made by a vote of this House. There 
excuse fer an appropriation, and that Is a conscientious 
by the House that it is necessary to provide for some pui 
quirement. On the existence and sufficiency of that requ 
each Member of this House must exercise his own jud 
under the dominion of his own conscience. 
House can conscientiously vote for any disposition of 
money on any judgment but his own. He can not ac 
judgment of another, for that would be to abdicate his ow 
tions, which would be a renunciation of his duty and a \ 
of the oath which he has taken to discharge it. 

I do not think the gentleman from Missouri is in a credit 
position at home or abroad when he stands on this floor and 


is it 


| nounces that he will vote an enormous sum out of the Tr 


of the United States for the construction of a battle shi; 
eause he who is charged with the duty of guarding the | 
funds believes that the expenditure is necessary, but b 


is judged advisable by somebody else upon whom the Constitu 


tion places no responsibility for public expenditures 
whose hands it places no authority over them. 


No Member o! 


¢ 


i 


MISA 


i 


Mr. Chairman, we are not trusted with the public purse 


| dispose of its contents as a matter of courtesy between «i 


ments. Before that trust was reposed in us we were I 
to give our solemn oath that we would exercise it for th« 
interest of the American people according to our own con 


of what is most likely to promote their well-being. \: 


| the gentleman from Missouri nor any other Member | 
| right to open the doors of the Treasuty and allow one do!! 


| be 


withdrawn from it unless he is satisfied, according 


| own judgment and his own conscience, that the appropriati 


essential to the public welfare. ‘The surrender of his auth 
by a Member of this House into the hands of any other } 


whoever he may be, whether an officer of the Government, ! 
| ever exalted, or a suppliant for its favor, is an evasion of | 
| and that is not a creditable attitude for the gentleman 
| fame is dear to the people of Missouri, and whose intellige! 


ercise of his own judgment on the propriety of every expend 
is due to this House, of which he is a Member, and to the « 


| try, whose interests this House is bound to safeguard. 


The CHAIRMAN. from 
York has expired. 


Mr. FITZGERALD. 


The time of the gentleman 


Mr. Chairman, I 


| sent that the gentleman from New York have time to con 


this unbroken | 


his remarks. 
Mr. FOSS. 


| time. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I will not be very long—not over ten minutes 


I think, Mr. Chairman, that we ought to fix 


N 


ask unanimous « 


M AY ] 6, 


; 
i 


t 


tha 
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‘rr. FOSS. I will not object to ten minutes. 
CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from New York asks that 
his colleague’s time be extended ten minutes. Is there ob- 
one 
phere was no objection. 
ir. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, Iet us see whether the gen- 
aman from Missouri and the other gentlemen on that side do 
ieceive themselves utterly and egregiously when they tell 
iat they favor the construction of this enormous ship, this 
engine of destruction, solely as a precaution for preserv- 
I ence. 
. gentleman from Pennsylvania [ Mr. 
: in the Recorp of the 10th, which had for its caption: 
man with the gun; is he an evil?” 
iost rhapsodical, he is painted as the hope of progress, the 
rt of peace, the bulwark of civilization. 
ding that interesting effusion, I was struck with what 
; to be a glaring injustice perpetrated, though quite uncon- 


l 


i iit 


s sly, by the gentleman from Pennsylvania. Why has he 
ed all his praises on one exponent of force while exclud- | 
mm the seope of his panegyric all other agents of violence? 
While he rejoices in the activity and hepes for the permanence 
of . man at the gun, why does he not lament the disappear- 
¢ “the man with the tomahawk,” who may have been 
of less actual efficiency, but who was eertainly of equal enthu 


siasm in the destruction of human life? Why does he begrudge 
a word of praise to “the man with the bludgeon,” whom people 
less enlightened than the gentleman frem Pennsylvania send 
or the scaffold when in the exercise his activities 
he beats or kills a traveler on the public highway? Why is 
t eentleman forgetful of “the man with the brass knuckles,” 
though he does not rise to the dignity of homicide, is yet 

y convinced that peace is demoralizing, and who, though 

» does not often destroy his neighbor’s life, yet always does his 
humble but diligent best to reduce the pulchritude of hic neigh- 


of 


bor’s countenanee? [Laughter and applause. ] 
Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that notwithstanding the care- 
fully studied language employed by its supporters it is the 
of savagery that has been let loose in support of this 

sal to eonstruet the biggest engine of destruction in the 

iN i. Not one single argument has been advanced to the rea- 
s : intelligence of this House. There is but one redeeming | 


- in all this rhetorie. It shows that this country is still 

rned by a strong love of peace, since the men who favor 

ng this battle ship pretend it is intended not fer aggres- 

ut for defense. But, sir, this assertion is more creditable 

eir ingenuity than to their eandor. Defense against whom? 
Where is the fee that menaces us? The transparent character 
pretense becomes obvious the moment we examine it. 
face of this action, any attempt on our part to take the 

in a movement for peace becomes extravagant and farcical. 
in we pretend to be sincerely desirous of peace while we 

‘ taking the lead in constructing machinery of war? The 
gentleman from Missouri apparently believes that we can es- 
tablish peace upon the basis of eloquence; that while we are 
multiplying the engines of war we can become effective agents 


for peace merely by professing attachment to it. If peace can 
be established upon the basis of eloquence, we have but to send 
him to attend an international conference and the white dove | 
v spread her wings over this continent and all the civilized | 


world. [Laughter and epplause.] 
Mr. BARTHOLDT. Oh, Mr. Chairman, I would substitute for 
myself there the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran]. 
COCKRAN, 
Missouri [Mr. BarrHo.ipr], I would be glad to accompany 
as his humble acolyte. But I do not mind now taking the 
tiouse into my eonfidence and saying that in my jedgment there 
is but one way to secure peace throughout the world, and that 
s to make justice its basis. All the arguments for arbitration, 
the treaties that cam be put upon paper will not make men 
submit to injustice. While one single element of injustice en- 
ters into the government of men, there will be resistance, and 
that resistance will cause either redress or war. 
Mr. Chairman, the whole eivilized world was once under the 
inion of a single government. There was no organized 
power on earth to dispute its authority. But it was built upon 
injustice, on conquest, on servitude, on plunder; it depended 
on ftoree and coercion, and although there was no organized 
vernment anywhere to resist it, from the depths of the forest 


age tribes emerged in swarms, swept across its plains, 
devastated its fields, burned its villages, sacked its towns, 


ittered its legions, razed its very foundations, so that not a 


sment ef that vast empire remains in existence to-day. 





peace could not be maintained upon wrong, though one goy- 
eriment exercised all the power of the world, do you suppose 
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SUTLER] published a | 


where, in rhetoric that | 


If I had the same faith as the gentleman | 


And 

















6975 


| it can be made permanent on such a foundation now throu 
a combination of independent governments each 1 
jealousy and anxious to share the plunder y 
| them has been successful in levying? 
Mr. Chairman, peace will be establ lL th 
world, and will be permanent, when all tion 
| the moral law is binding on government ss t 
viduals. The moral .law of nations is embodied 
Declaration of Independence, in the pri le tl 
| first time formulated that the sole, legitim: b 
ment is the consent of the governed. When tl 
universally applied, no disturbance of international 
| be possible. Not merely has this untry, it ro 
| own independence, announced the doctrine which 
more be the moral law of nations, and therefore 1 
dation of peace, but it has preached the m f 
peace for a hundred years when, th I e 
wholly unarmed, it proved itself the most erf 
| the most fruitful in industry—the most 1 me 
the family of nations, not through the si ‘ a 
but through the virtue of its people : 1d of 
achievements. What people has ever bet » po t 
| influence or so prosperous in their possessions Is 
|}man here ashamed of our history? Is y gentle 
| ashamed of the record that we mad 18 w he ) 
per cent of the tonnage which we faced, Ov ew 
premacy of our foe upon the sea l 
chapter in the annals of nations it the 
triumphing in the struggle? 
Is any gentleman ashamed of thi we ’ 
recent years when we accomplished the fp u 
arbitration by compelling submis to CH 
| of questions between England and thi yY g 
| the civil war? And at that time I do no we | 
vessel that could be called a first 3s itt! 
| have we enjoyed greater consequence 4 
world than when we were pract l 
will say that times have changed: th 
power, and as the scope of our influs 
of attack have mulitiplied. This v 
the disguises behind which y us e 
If gentlemen be sincere in the ( 
structing this ship as a pre n ag 
hesitate to point out the direction fron h é 
| to come? Where is this enemy why ’ 
| foe that threatens us? Against w! "e g 
| Human nature has not changed si Si 
| pictured so eloquently by the g le m | - 
| [Mr. Butter]. Men still pursue profit as I 
| except that they have become more intel 3s tot 
|} which it can be reached most rapi ‘ c 
abundance. If we had anything 
if we held anything to which a1 r nat nu 
sonable claim, I would acknowled | by 
keep it, and thatis by arms. But what h we tl 
| covets? What have we that any n I 
offered it? Does anyone here believe th 
present of the Philippines t ( 
gave along with the island; $2 
inhabitants? [Laughter and applaus 
;} on either side of this Charnber wh 
| of these islands was a nacional calai : 
ti was a grievous er! r which th 
tion. Others tell us it was a \ ) 
this country obeyed the will of He wl 
| were forced into subjection; that f 
agents of progress when they fir g 
bodies of natives who would not eC] eSS 
tion through their intellectuals. But we rreed 
acquisition of the archipelago was i be 
the assumption of an onerous national burden 
Does anyone suppose that in view of our ex} ( 
tion of the world would take these island 
If they ever do go to another power, then 
mine enemy. [Laughter.] What else d SES 
other power would accept even pt Does 
suppose that if we offered to present a State this 1 
one of our Territories, to any nation in th et] 
would be accepted? And if there be nothing tl 
this globe which we possess that any other 1 S 
there anything possessed by any other nation that w : 
that we would take by force of arms, or that we would be wil r 
to accept? About what, then, can we ever go to war? On wil 
ground can anyone assail us, or are we likely to attacl 
other power? What, then, in the nan common sense, be 
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comes of the pretense that this increase of armament by the 
addition of an enormous battle ship is necessary to our defense? 
I admit a certain force in the appeal to imagination and national 
pride when we are urged to place among our possessions any- 
thing which is the biggest of its kind on earth. Mr. Chairman, 
I am somewhat to an appeal of that character myself. 
This is the biggest country in the world, and the biggest things 
proper to the sphere in which she moves are her natural posses- 
sions and her suitable adornment. 


sensible 


for preeminence. I would like to see the largest engine of pro- 
duction developed by American genius. 
that 
effective engine of destruction. [Applause.] What is there 
that would justify us in arming against our neighbors? I ask 
once more, gentlemen on the other side, especially the gentle- 
inan from Missouri [Mr. BArTHOLDT], since there is no thirst 
for territory on our part to gratify or on the part of any other 
nation that we are concerned to resist. 
There is and there can be none. 

‘ly about an open door in China, as though 
an active and commerce with a 


Some gentlemen seeu 


none some 
Vvairue 


i + 
Luce 


12-inch 


prosperous 
east an American war ship must be near by, but I don’t 
anyone seriously believes war ships can be turned into 
sels for transporting freight. 
Does anybody beli 
Do not gentlemen realize that to the extent we 
national treasure in constructing these destructive 
withdraw it from the productive enterprises which 
zitimate fields of peaceful and profitable competition 
ivlized men? 
itting down I any gentleman on the other side 
me single tangible, comprehensible reason why our 
increased. Now, Mr. Chairman, I believe that 
far in excess of our needs; certainly a 
ess of any need that has been pointed out upon 
ld like to know if there be any reason which 


erce ? 
ste our 


es we 
} 


gale 
asix 


a navy 


not disclosed that could justify such an increase 


val armament? 
interrupt the 


this bill in our n: 


roposed by i 
LANDIS. May I 


‘ p) 
CHARLES B. gentle- 
. COCKRAN. Certainly. 
fr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. 

nt ‘s constituents in New 
rican Navy be sent 

the metropolis of 


York City demanded that 
to New York Gity and to 
the Republic against the 
he not that a navy large enough for 
ought to be established in case we have 

ion again? [Applause.] 
r. Chairman, I am delighted to 
iry t well told always amuse the 
never heard any such demand 
York City. I myself live on Long 
summer time, between the } where a hostile 
aching New York by the Sound would be most 
r, and Willets Point, which is one of the main 
city on that side. Had the Spanish war ships 
house would have been ex- 
exchanged between vessels 
hat fell short of their objective would 
ned on my roof, yet I never thought 
tion. I never lost a 
thunder for the roar of 
» anybody was more 
by hope of an 
at least 


thing 


wel- 


ales 


lace 


ck, my 


shots 


ig peals of 


appropriation. That 
expression of 


quickens 

sion. L, ipplause. ] 

[AIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired. 
COr five minutes more. 
I 1it a question? 

shall be glad to answer a question. 
Do you know what brought about the war 

land and the United States in 1812? 
KRAN. Yes, sir; I think I I think I 
vy ignorant of my country’s h 
. TALBOTT. 


WIRAN, a lor 
rr the gentleman per! 


} 


i 

i 
y 
i 


cu 


do. am not 


ny istory. 
Was it not because 
sa navy to search and 


we denied 


seamen 


the right of 
from 


impress 


Ir. COCKRAN. 
Mr. TALBOTT. 


< mY ‘a 


Certainly. 

Do you believe that if we had a navy to 
np with that of Great Britain at that time they would 
laye dared to do that or attempted to do that? 
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I abhor the thought | 
we would engage in a competition to produce the most | 


I pause for an answer. | 
gentlemen talk | 
we could insti- | 
gun. | 
1 to think that if we want to sell goods in | 


ieve that force can play any part in peaceful 


In view of the fact that in 1898 | 


disturbed than | 


our | 
| fisheries. 


May 16, 


Mr. COCKRAN. I know that we made Great Britain cop.. 
that she ever attempted it, and I know this much—— _ 

Mr. TALBOTT. Do you think the English Government uld 
have attempted to take what they claimed were their ¢jjj,<, 
from our vessels of the American Nayy—— 

Mr. COCKRAN. I have never been able to fathom +; 
tentions of the English Government. When the gentlem;; 
me to explain what the British Government would hay, 


| in a certain case, he manifestly asks me to enter a do) 
I want the biggest things on earth in every field where our | 
history, our tradition, our civilization invites us to compete | 


speculation where I could accomplish no useful result 
know that with an armament not 10 per cent so strong 


| of Great Britain we drove her forces from our shores ay 


on the seas. In the 
the 


her supremacy 
would rather stand upon 


light of that his: 
resources of Amerie: 


| whenever danger may arise than adopt a policy throug) 


the treasure of the country must be wasted in enormous : 
every year under a groundless apprehension. 

Mr. TALBOTT. There is no trouble standing upon 
tory of that question. Does not the gentleman think 
have stopped the impressment of American seamen o1 
chant vessel if we had had a navy then in comparison 
one we have now? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, there is no prouder 
American history than the page that tells the story 
insult and the way it was avenged. It was wiped 
completely and effectually by a people who armed t! 
when occasion for using arms arose, and who prov: 
selves invincible in war, though they had not previo) 
years wasting their treasure in ridiculous and unnec 
maments. 

Mr. CHARLES B. LANDIS. I would like to ask i 
man if he does not think, if we had had a larger nay; 
quate navy, that this Republic would have been 
against the humiliation of seeing its Capitol burned in 

Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, again I can not 
to say what might have happened if something els 
curred. I decline to enter into that domain of spe 
[Laughter.] But this I do say, that we have spent u 
perfectly useless and senseless preparations for events 
in all human probability never occur more than « 
build a capitol as fine as this in every State of the | 
to establish broad and easy highways between all ot 
the benefit of the American people and the promotio: 
course and commerce between the States. [Applause. 

Mr. SLAYDEN. I would like to ask the gentleman 
thinks would be the result if Great Britain would 
with the Navy that we now have to enforce any dema 

Mr. COCKRAN. Into that speculation I decline to « 
have never had any confidential relations with th: 
Government which would justify me in speaking with 
of its aims or proposals. [Laughter and applause. ] 

Mr. COCKS. I would like to ask the gentlem: 


| tinguished colleague, if we did not have some fear at 


of the Spanish war? 

Mr. COCKRAN. Ican not answer for the gentlemai, | 
ing at him here now as he appears on the floor of th 
must say if he ever was afraid he has recovered from t! 
so completely that by this time he must have fo 
[Laughter.] And after all, when it comes to pa) 
000,000 or $150,000,000 a year—I think we have sp 
a billion since the Spanish war. for naval purpose 
the roses of confidence in the gentleman’s cheeks, it 
a large price even for such a valuable result. I thin! 
be the part of patriotism to seek some other and | 
method for preserving his happiness. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, there has been one valuable s 
running through all these interruptions, and I desire t 
it to the sober judgment of this committee. There m 


Naw 
AOW, 


| been plausible excuses for huge armaments in the p 


the questions to which gentlemen have referred were s! 
ing, but when, nevertheless, we managed to sustain 01 
and protect our interests successfully without a big « 
the euphonious term now current, an adequate navy. 

a few years ago since we had several—I will not say 
but certainly pressing—questions in different directi 
existence of Cuba as a Spanish possession at our d 
such a serious and constant menace to our peace that 
have justified extensive military establishments. \ 
ada we had a series of disputes touching bounda! 
Of these the most important are all now sett! 
have not to-day with any nation in the world a single 
question undecided that I know of. And at.this mome! 
there is less occasion for a navy than ever in our whole h 
this House is invoked in the sacred name of patri 
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establish a bigger navy than we found necessary in the midst | of the Atlantic Ocean that summer had we not had faith in the 
of distracting complications. Against that course of folly and | efficiency of those vessels which I have just named? 
extravagance I protest. [ Applause. ] I desire also to call the attention of the gentleman from New 
Mr. VREELAND. I desire the gentleman to state during the | York to another fact. 
remainder of his time how large a navy, in the opinion of the Mr. COCKRAN. I would like to ask the gentleman a question 
gentleman, the United States ought to maintain, if any. Mr. BATES. I would ask the gentleman if he is mindful 
COCKRAN. I will answer very frankly, Mr. Chairman, | the fact that the life of one of these battle ships is onl bout 
tl a navy equal to that which was strong enough to force | twenty years, and that twenty years has now passed sinc ‘ 
arbitration upon reluctant England after the close of our civil | authorization of the Texas and of these battle ships and ¢1 s 
W when our credit was so low that gold commanded a high | which I have named. or will before any ship we can to-d: I 
premium in our currency, would be, in my judgment, a big] thorize can be taken from the docks or be available? 
enough navy now, when we have no question to settle and no Mr. COCKRAN. Does the gentleman ask my opinion as a 
nowerful country to coerce, either by moral or physical force. naval expert? 
a CHAIRMAN. The gentieman’s time has again expired. Mr. BATES. I merely call the attention of the gentleman to 
Mr. BATES. Mr. Chairman this fact. ; 
Mr. COCKS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that Mr. COCKRAN. I beg to say there might be some d 
th ne of the gentleman may be extended. to whether I could qualify as a nav il expert, but the ¢ tleman 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman | can tell us whether these ships and cruisers are out of s 
} eave to conclude his remarks. or in service. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I am practically through, but I am ready to Mr. BATES. Why, Mr. Chairman, the I till in sery 
‘ er any question that may be asked. [Applause.] As no] but their time is drawing to a clos 
or nswers, Mr. Chairman, I will not detain the committee fur- Mr. COCKRAN. Who fixes the time? 
tl Applause. ] Mr. BATES. The naval constructors of the Na I 
\ir. BATES. Mr. Chairman, just a word in answer to the gen-| of this Government give it as their opinion that the aver 
t | from New York. In 1890, sixteen years ago, the Congress | life of a battle ship or cruiser is about twenty years, and 
of the United States authorized the building of three first-class | ship that we would authorize to-day could be finished tl 
hat ships. Their names were the Indiana, the Massachusetts, | these battle ships and these cruisers will p1 
the Oregon. Within the next two years Congress authorized | come to an end. 
lilding of two cruisers and a battle Ship, the Minneapolis, Mr. COCKRAN. I would like to t] cent ! 
t] Srooklyn, and the Iowa. Those vessels were all authorized | sized navy he thinks we ought to have in ord »n ( 
within three years—six first-class battle ships and cruisers | defense perfect? 
three years and in time of profound peace. And they Mr. BATES. I will answer the gentleman. I 
arcely been in commission, they had not more than | naval establishment of this country ought to be carried or 
| their way through the waters, when events broke out] the lines which were adopted in 1883. 1884. and 1885. whet 
made the names of those battle ships and cruisers house- | first decided that we would have a first-class mod 
l words. I would like to ask the gentleman from New York | In time of profound peace, before any excitement 
\Ir. CockRAN] if he or any other American became ashamed | the Spanish war had arisen or before public opinion 1 
names of the Indiana, the Massachusetts, the Oregon, the | especially aroused on this subject, from 1885 up to th 
apolis, the Brooklyn, and the Jowa, and the deeds of valor | the Spanish war, one ship annually on the 
ed by them in a war for humanity in which this Gov-] thorized by Conyvress. and that is what we favor 1 
nt and this country engaged? The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman | 
COCKRAN. Does the gentleman wish me to answer Mr. COCKRAN. I ask that the gentleman ha‘ 
that’ ute. 
[r. BATES. Yes; if you please. Mr. MAHON. Regular order! 
j Mr. COCKRAN. Why, Mr. Chairman, I think I was the first The CHAIRMAN. This is the regular order 
country, at the first public meeting ever held in this Mr. BATES. I ask unanimous consent that my time 1 
try, before the close of Mr. Cleveland’s Administration, to] extended one minute in order that I may answer t 
ntervention in Cuba to stop the fusion of bloodshed and |} of the gentleman from New York 
rpetration by the Spanish Government of the very out- The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection‘ 
that government is organized to prevent. But I was Mr. COCKRAN. Make it five minutes for the f 
then to say that this country would be glorious in in-| Pennsylvania. 
ng for liberty and justice, but if she undertook to make The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair hears no object 
ntervention the excuse for perpetrating ccnquests herself, Mr. COCKRAN. I ask the gentleman now 
sition would be indefensible. And I believe so yet. [Ap-| what he considers a proper navy, not in general terms 
on the Democratic side. ] many ships he thinks we ought to have and of what 
BATES. Yes; the gentleman was very eager for war Mr. BATES. In a day of profound | e sixt 
spite of his pacific remarks to-day; but could we, would | in 1890, we authorized a tonnage of 38,000 
ve dared to have entered into that war in 1898 had we | day of profound peace, when no war was dr 
ith forethought and prudence authorized, six and eight | thorized a tonnage of 29,000 tons 
before, the very ships which, when once engaged, shed so Mr. COCKRAN. Is the gentl n speaking of tl 
luster on the American Navy and the American name? | nage in existence during those years or of the new s! 
s former remarks he used the words “a useless and sense- | each year? 
vent which never can occur.” I would like to ask the gen Mr. BATES. I am giving the-total in tonnage 
n from New York how he knows now, in the year of grace | each year—that is, battle ships, cruisers, gunboats, « 
what may occur in the next few years any better than he Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I am afraid tl 
have known when these battle ships and cruisers were | man and I are talking at cross purposes. 
‘ized by Congress merely on the assumption that some- Mr. BATES. The total can be easil; lL S 
might oecur in the future which never then was dreamed | 35,000 tons were authorized, about as } as 
, \pplause. ] last year. Now, in answer to the question wh 
COCKRAN. The gentleman, I suppose, desires me to | navy for this country, I believe that the efficiency of t 
r. I have endeavored to point out that every question | Navy ought to be maintained. To do this it is nece 
which there was any possibility of foreign complications | one or two ships each year to replace those which 
een settled. We, to-day, have nothing that anybody covets } lete and are laid aside. 
body has anything we covet, and so long as there is no The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired 
ground for war I do not believe that this country Mr. BATES. The country at large, t people who S 
| rush in and make it for the mere fun of doing it. here, desire a strong Navy, and I believe it should 
BATES. Mr. Chairman, I remember that as late as the | to its present efficiency, and that we ought to aut 
r of 1898 some able writer in one of the great magazines | one of the largest class of fighting machines this year. 
Ss country wrote a series of articles with splendid irony | applause. ] 
Our late war with Spain,” treating as absurd the idea that Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I think we have had : ‘ 
ild ever occur, and within ninety days this country, | debate upon this proposition, and I move to close debat: 
lled by the wishes and demands of all our people, with- | paragraph and amendments thereto in fifteen 1 I da 


regard to party, was engaged in a foreign war. What, 


, Mr. Chairman, would have been our chances in the waters 
XL——4387 


that 
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sire to state of that time I 


[Cries of “ Vote! 
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The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois moves that 
all debate upon the pending paragraph and amendments thereto 
be closed in fifteen minutes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I trust that out of that time the author of 
the amendment may have the other five minutes. 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to make a few remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question-is on the motion of the gen- 
tleman from Illinois, which is not debatable. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the ayes appeared to have it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Division! Divide the time equally. 

The committee divided; and there were—ayes 136, noes 42. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I now yield three minutes to the 


Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, the associations in opposi- 
tion to the building of a battle ship in this House to-day must 
excite considerable interest among the Members on account of 
their seeming incongruity. I have no fault to find with the 
gentleman from Minnesota for opposing this bill. The position 
of chairman of the Committee on Appropriations in this House 
during my membership in it has carried great weight on this 
floor. But that, Mr. Chairman, has not been because of any 
power conferred upon the chairman of that committee by the 
rules of this House. That great power and authority has come 
to the chairman of the Committee on Appropriations by reason 
of the great power and knowledge, the fairness and candor in 
debate by that man who during my term here was chairman of 
that great committee and who to-day is the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives. [Applause.] 

Mr. Chairman, I believe that the gentleman who succeeded 
him, my friend from Minnesota [Mr. Tawney], has in him the 
maierial to make a great chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations, but I believe he never will be able to exert the in- 
fluence in this House to which he has a right to aspire, except 
by proceeding in debate with candor, with strict accordance to 
the facts, and with accuracy of statement, which attributes, I 
am sorry to say, did not characterize him, in my judgment, in 
the attack he made on the bill before the committee. 

I believe the statement of the chairman of that committee 
going out to the country conveys a false impression. It conveys 
an impression of extravagance in naval expenditure under cover 
of facts presented by him which does not exist. I believe it is 
unfair to state to the country that expenditures for pensions, 
expenditures for care of parks, expenditures for cemeteries are 
necessary by the pxesent military programme being car- 
ried out for the United Staies. 

I asked the gentleman the question if he did not consider pen- 
sions rather the result of lack of preparedness on the part of 


made 


the nation than as a result of preparation for war. Why, Mr. 
Chairman, suppose we had not been prepared for the war with 
Spain? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from New 
York has expired. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, while I believe the 


adoption of the amendment of the gentleman from Missouri 
would place the naval programme in a better position than the 


adoption of the provision in the pending bill, I can not see my 
way clear to support it. It would leave the decision as to 


whether we should proceed with the battle ship to the result of 
The Hague conference. One of the chief glories of a nation, as 
well as to an individual, is to be a leader, to do something 
ve. Why need we wait for The Hague conference? We 
are strong enough with the nations of the world to take this 
right here to-day that we will not proceed with this 
ssal battle ship. [Applause.] But it is said that the build- 
ing of the proposed battle ship is merely maintenance; that it is 
not extension. Can you call the building of a ship greater than 
any ever constructed on this side of the Atlantic, as large as 
any ever constructed, maintenance of the Navy? What will be 


? Saf 
Geecisi 


stand 


cok 


the result when this ship is built? On the one hand it may 
prove to be a failure, but if it is a success every influence will 
be brought to bear to substitute for every other battle ship in 


our Navy one of the same type. 

{nd so I say the construction of two battle ships, or three 
battle ships, might not mean as much for the enlargement of 
the Navy and for the continuation of this ambitious naval pro- 
rramme as does this one ship which is provided for in the bill. 

trust that the House may to-day strike out this provision and 
proclaim thereby that this country stands for peace, and that in 
this great progressive era we are ready and willing to run the 
risk of war, provided we are able to take the leadership for a 
time when the disputes between nations shall be settled as those 
between indivyiduals—by peaceful methods. [Applause.] 


+ ji 5 


Japan in one of the greatest conflicts of the ages, where {he 





Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, as I understand the questioy 
fore the committee, the vote will come first on the amend o.: 
offered by the gentleman from Missouri to postpone the eo» yy)... 
tion of this battle ship until we hear from the peace confer, 
We had the first meeting of the conference in 1899, |; . 
called by the Czar of Russia, and in that call special eyy).. 
was laid upon the question of the disarmament of the 1 
forces. What was the result? After a resolution had 
passed by that peace conference the nations of the world sj; 
in to build their naval establishments larger than ever jos, 
France has authorized 340,000 tons of ships since the pes ; 
ference of 1899; England has authorized 662,000 tons; Jaya), 
191,000 tons; Germany, 350,000 tons ; and, in addtion to that +. 
United States, Russia, and Italy, nearly 600,000 tons of shin: 
in all 2,000,000 tons of ships since the last peace conference ,. 
what is equivalent to 100 battle ships of 20,000 tons each. os 

Not only that, but the Czar of Russia has been at war wit) 
engaged in battles on the land numbered more than ; i 
any previous battles in the history of the world. And ; at 
war there occurred the greatest naval engagement the world jac 
ever seen, where there was the greatest tonnage of ships and tip 
deadliest instruments of warfare. So I say, Mr. Chairman, js 
that has been the result of the last peace conference it is ridiey. 
lous to postpone the building of this battle ship until the nex; 
peace conference meets. In this connection I would like to peaq 
the call for this next peace conference, issued by the Czar of 
Russia. It is as follows: 

The Imperial Government, believing that it is necessary on)! 
amine questions which press with particular energy, inasmuch’ 
arise from the experience of recent years, and without touc} 
those which belong to the limitation of military and naval forces. py 
poses therefore as a programme for the conference the following poin. 


nts 





aps 
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Mr. Chairman, the Czar of Russia in his call for the secon 
peace conference eliminates the whole question of the disarm, 


ment of nations. Now, if under the first peace conference the 
result was that the nations of the world built larger nayal ani 
military establishments than ever before, when the Czar 0; 
Russia called them together to determine upon that question, 
what will be the result now that he has eliminated that whole 
question from the second peace conference? 

Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield’ 

Mr. FOSS. I must decline to yield, for I have only just a 
moment. 

It is very amusing to hear gentlemen on this floor talking 
about peace, wonderful words of peace, beautiful words of peace, 
lovely words of peace. I wish that some of these distingutshed 
gentlemen who talk about peace in times of peace might be per 
mitted to go out on the firing line and meet the enemy in 
of war and deliver these magnificent eulogies on peace, beautiful 
peace, lovely peace! 

Mr. COCKRAN. Does the gentleman apprehend war? 

Mr. FOSS. I do not believe in that kind of peace, Mr. Chair- 
man. I do not believe in that sickly, sentimental kind of peace 
that is not backed up by preparation for war. [ Applause. 
That is the kind of peace that surrenders upon first demand. But 
the kind of peace that I believe in is the peace for which our 
fathers always stood—that peace that is honorable among 
and justifiable of God; that peace that never makes surrender 
of national duty or of national obligation or of national honor: 
that peace, in other words, that is always backed up by prepara- 
tion for war. [Applause.] 

There are other questions that have been introduced into 
this debate. The gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Burron] tle 
other day impressively raised his hand and said, “ Who would 
fight us?” and the gentleman from New York [Mr. Cockran 
asked that same question upon this floor to-day. One montli 
before the Spanish-American war broke out the gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. Burton] might have raised that same hand and with 
the same emphasis asked that same question, yet one month 
later he himself voted for war upon this floor. [Applaus 

The gentleman from Ohio has spoken of the size of sil 
Of course there are arguments on both sides. 


ARGUMENTS ADVANCED AGAINST BiG SHIPS. 
1. GREATER TARGET AREA. 

True, and by this much: 

The length of the Connecticut, of 16,000 tons, is 450 feet; 
beam, 77 feet. 

The length of the Dreadnought, of 18,500 tons, is 500 feet ; her 
beam, 82; which figures exceed the Connecticut by 50 feet and © 
feet, respectively. 

This makes a greater target area of about 250 square feet, not 
a very serious matter. There would be some increase duc tv 
extra height, but it would be as unimportant. 
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DECREASED HANDINESS DUE TO SIZE. 

while if the Dreadnought had a single rudder she would not 
turn so well as a smaller ship, yet even then that fact is not of great 
importance, since in fleet actions ships follow each other, as did 
the Japanese battle ships, and there is not the same necessity 
for great handiness as there was in the old days of single-ship 

1ons. 

it happens, however, that the Dreadnought is to have double 
rudders, and these, with her four screws, are expected to give 
her much greater handiness than is possessed by the present 
pattle ships. The advantages of double rudders have been 
demonstrated and no doubt is felt that the Dreadnought will 

ye great handiness. 

INCREASE IN DRAFT WITH REFERENCE TO DRAFT OF HARBORS, AND IN 

BEAM, BOTH AFFECTING SIZE OF DRY DOCKS. 

The Dreadnought will draw 28 feet, which is a few feet more 
than our deepest battle ships and armored cruisers. We already 
have merchant ships entering our principal harbors drawing 
over 30 feet, and steps are in progress which will give us deep- 
channels for any vessels which enter our principal 


bi: rbors. 


water 


DEPTHS OF VARIOUS HARBORS, EXISTING AND PROJECTED—-REPORT 


CHIEF OF ENGINEERS, UNITED STATES ARMY, FOR 1905. 

Boston.—The river and harbor act of June 13, 1902, provides 
for 35 feet depth at mean low water from Charleston Navy-Yard 
to the sea. June 30, 1905, the channel was dredged to 27 feet 
nd more at mean low water. Twenty-seven feet draft can 
be carried at low water and any draft at high water. 

Vew York.—Gedney channel to be 30 feet at mean low water. 
June 30, 1905, channels navigable at mean low water by ships 
drawing 30 feet. Mean rise of tide 44 feet. Project adopted 
1899 to make East channel 40 feet deep at mean low water. 

Delaware.—River and harbor act of March 3, 1899, provided 
for a 30-foot channel from Philadelphia to the sea. June 30, 
1905, at mean low water and at shoalest part of river 22 feet 
draft could pass. 

Baltimore.—Thirty-foot draft at mean low water can now be 
carried to this city. 

\orfolk.—June 30, 1905, at mean low water vessels of 28 
feet draft can go to navy-yard. tise of tide about 3 feet. 

Charleston.—The depth of 27 feet at mean low water has 
been secured. The freight steamer Manhattan, drawing 26.5 

t, entered the port during 1904, and was the largest vessel 
which ever entered the port. Rise of tide 5.2 feet. 

Key West.—Key West Harbor accommodates vessels draw- 
ing about 27 feet. Rise of tide 2.6 feet. 

lampa Bay.—Project of 1899 contemplates channel from sea 
to Port Tampa of 27 feet; so far secured 24 feet at mean low 
water. Rise of tide 1.5 to 2 feet. 

Galveston.—Harbor has in part 30 feet depth. 
outer bar 27.25 feet. 

Pensacola.—Thirty-foot channel to city and bay. 

\Jobile (Ala.).—About 25 feet draft can be carried. 

\[ississippi Passes.—At present 30-foot depth, work 
to secure 35 feet. 

It must not be forgotten that our battle fleet is not expected 
to enter many of our ports. Its work is on the high seas, and 
only the principal harbors should be visited by them. This is 
really the case now, because, except to give liberty, the battle 
ships are kept where drills and exercises can be carried on. 

Necessity really only exists for our battle fleet to visit stra- 
tegical points of importance, such as dockyards and naval sta- 
tions or possible naval bases. 

As far as dry docks go, our best docks are of feet depth. 

!. The greater fineness of hull necessary for high speed makes 
it diflieult to carry heavy end weights. Probably quite true. 

5. It is stated that there would be a serious decrease of struc- 
tural strength if important structural members are damaged 
owing to heavy end weights and great length. 

Verhaps true; but greater protection gives less likelihood of 

1 damage. In any event, it is an architectural question, 

e the building of a bridge, and it would seem that the strength 

ould inerease with size. 

6. The results due to disabling motive power or steering gear 
f a big ship would be more serious than for a smaller ship, as 
here would be fewer big ships than small ones; but the chance 
i such disabling would be very much less, owing to the greater 
invulnerability of the bigger ships in these details. 

T. Inereased cost.—Seven million five hundred thousand dol- 

rs for 16,000 tons to $10,000,000 for 20,000 tons. 

True, but you get more in proportion; and if it is necessary 
to win, the cost will not count. 

The claim that a greater number of small units was better 
ian fewer large vessels was not difficult to sustain when the 
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mall battle ships carried practically the same number of big 
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guns as the larger ones; but now we propose a step which h 
so much gain in big guns and so little further liability to dam 
age on account of size that it becomes worth while. The in 
crease from the Jowa, of 12,000 tons, to the Connecticut, 
16,600 tons, was not accompanied by an adequate increase of 
battery power, though other less important gains were made 
It is true that any considerable increase in size 
accompanied by some material gain in battle power 
to justify the increased cost. The Michigan and & 
lina, of 16,000 tons, while not throwing a more metal than th 
Connecticut class of the same size, yet will be militarily more 
efficient, because they carry a uniform number of 12 
having eight of these, they have twice as many as the Connecti 
cut. The Dreadnought, of 18,500 tons, carries ten, giving the 
same broadside of eight as the Michigan class, and our 


hould 


i 
sufficient 
uth Caro 


ny 


inch guns; 


nronposedc 
I | 
iit 


battle ship of about 20,000 tons should carry twelve 12-inch guns 
As to when we have reached the point where increase in 
size involves too large a loss in proportion to the whole 


losing one unit, that is a question for most serious con 
tion. While all advantages lie with a fleet of 


the largest bat 


| tle ships, there is yet a limit to size, determined by the los 


which one unit would be to the whole force, and the effee 
this might have on the conduct of the war. At the beginning 
of the Japanese-Russian war the loss of two Japane batt) 


ships—which was such a large proportion of their whole fo 
of battle ships—was a source of much embarrass! 
Japanese, and materially modified their plans. 
What the limit of size must be, due to this e 
yet to be determined, and it must pri: 


nent to the 


nsideration, is 
rincipally be left to experts 
to decide; but it may be stated that so far we have not 
reached it since the greater naval powers are agreed on a 
eral increase in size. Of them all, the only one with modern 
war experience, Japan, builds the largest, one of 
It is evident she has no doubts. 


yet 


19,400 


ARGUMENTS FOR BIG BATTLE SHIPS. 

1. By a considerable increase in displacement such as we 
template, we obtain a substantial increase in battery power, 
which more than doubles the fighting efficiency of our battle 
ships. The Maine, Kearsarge, and others of about 12,000 ton 
had four 12-inch guns, the 16,000-ton Michigan and South Car¢ 
lina will have eight 12-inch, while the 18,500-ton Dread 
earries ten 12-inch, and a 20,000-odd tons, if authorized by 
House, may be expected to carry twelve 12-inch. What is } 
sible on the limit of cost fixed by this House has not been fully 
worked out, but it is certain that the battle ship produced und 


eon 


this appropriation will not be surpassed in efficiency by any 
thing which floats. 

The Dreadnought, of 18,500 tons, and our 20,000-ton ship 
could, with her enormous battery and greater speed, take their 
own position away from a half dozen or more Kentuckys or 
Maines and destroy them in detail, the bigger and newer ves 
sels’ heavier armor protecting them at the creater range tf] 
would choose from the few 12-inch carried by the smaller 


vessels. 

2. For a given efficiency as a fighting vessel, we build chea 
in large vessels than in a number of smaller ones; we 
crease materially the cost of maintenance and operati 
ton of displacement. 

Mahan says: 

It is much more expensive to put the same aggregate tonr 
two ships than in one. You get less military efi ncy 
You need two captains for one, nearly twice as man 
crews which, while they may not be double o 
ceed it by a very large percentage. 

He uses this argument in favor of the survival of the | 
ship, though personally he is in favor of small or medium | 
ships. 

3. In big ships we are able to secure a more stable gun plat 
form, and carry the heavy guns higher, thus being able to 
fight the battery in weather which smaller vessels 


would be 

seriously hampered by. The /ndiana class and the Jovca, 
7 
i 


' 
Aliso ¢ 


rt 


indeed, the later battle ships of this size, are re 
line battle ships,” as they were called, which carry 
so low that they are seriously hampered in anything of a 

It must be borne in mind that the ship is of no im; 
except to carry guns which are able to fire in all weathers 

$4. Since the weight of hull for the same strength is relatively 
less in the larger ship, there is more margin of weight for ad 
ditional speed or coal. By the ability to carry more coal 
the bigger ships are less dependent on colliers and coaling 
stations and more able to keep the sea and pursue their legiti 
mate functions. 

The greater displacement provides greater engine weight, 
which, combined with the increased fineness of the ship’s bull, 
gives a considerable increase in speed from 18 to 20 or 21 


] y “ coast 
he 


rm ory 


6980 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE. 


May 16, 





knots. This means a considerable strategical advantage in 
being able to reach a given locality or scene of action quickly 
and an increased tactical ability to maneuver on the day of 
battle, which enables an admiral commanding such ships to 
get the advantage of position and destroy his enemy ship by 
ship. 

In the battle of the Sea of Japan the Russian battle ships 
at the head of the column were driven out of the firing line 
one after the other by the Japanese battle ships of greater 
speed, while those Russian battle ships that were opposed by 
the Japanese armored cruisers escaped any serious injury. The 
big guns on the big ships did the work. 

5. The same tonnage in big ships, giving better sea speed, bet- 
ter protection, and more big guns, would triumph over the same 
tonnage in a greater number of smaller vessels. 

G6. A fleet of big battle ships occupies less sea room than the 
same tonnage of smaller speed and is more easily controlled, 
especially in smoke or fog. 

By concentrating big guns in big ships we can have much 
closer formations—a short line or column—permitting more 
rapid maneuvers, far more effective fire at long range, and more 
perfect control by the flag officer over his command. This last 
is of prime importance, since successful signaling can not be 
accomplished at long distances. 

This ability to maneuver with facility, combined with the 
greater speed in big ships, enables the admiral to concentrate his 
fire on and destroy a portion of the enemy’s ships to the exclu- 
sion and isolation of the others—where the enemy’s fleet is 
composed of smaller battle ships. 

7. The bigger battle ship has stronger hull, thicker armor, and 
better all-around protection to vital parts. She can therefore 
continue fighting long after receiving a fire which would disable 
smaller and not so well protected vessels. She has an all- 
around armor belt, and practically all her men are behind armor, 
so that she is not so likely to suffer disastrous losses in person- 
nel as smaller ships would of the present-day type, and as the 
Russians did. 





8. By having a uniform battery of big guns much space is | 


saved in storing ammunition, more can be carried, and greater | 


speed made in getting charges to the guns, owing to greater sim- 
plicity of apparatus and less confusion. 

9. Handiness, which was formerly such a great factor in 
single-ship actions, can no longer be considered of importance, 
as ships now fight in fleets and do not require close manéuver- 
ing and quick turning. 

10. The Japanese have the advantage, which no other nation 
ith a strong fleet possess, of practical experience with battle 
hips in an important sea fight; for this reason, the decision of 
Japan—and her ally England, who alone of other nations has 
been given the benefit of her experience—for big battle ships 
must carry exceptional weight. 





HAT OTHER COUNTRIES ARE BUILDING IN THE WAY OF BIG SHIPS. 
Isigland.—The Dreadnought, of 18,500 tons, and ten 12-inch 
guns (authorized 1904). 
Two battle ships of about 19,000 tons, carrying 


Germany. 


‘ither fourteen 11-inch or sixteen 11-inch guns; speed about 21 


{ 
knots. One armored cruiser of 15,000 tons, with eight 11-inch | hs ; ; 
: | pay out freight charges to foreign shipowners, so that | 


runs and six 6.7-inch guns, and ten destroyers of 570 tons. 
Six battle ships of about 18,000 tons, with 21 knots 
speed, four 12-inch and twelve 9.6-inch and sixteen 5-inch guns; 
ten destroyers of 490 tons; twenty submersibles of 398 tons. 
The programme given above for France is to be supplemented 
in 1907 by a seventh battle ship of 18,000 tons, and this will be 
followed by laying down six battle ships of 20,000 or 21,000 tons, 
with speed of 19 knots and batteries of six 12-inch and eight 
%.4-inch guns. This programme will provide France, by about 
1918, with fourteen first-class battle ships of from 18,000 to 


21.@00 tons. 


rance. 


Russia.—The Czar has approved the following programme, 
spread over nine years: Twelve battle ships of not less than 
17,000 tons, four cruisers of 12,000 tons, seven cruisers of 12,700 
tons, four cruisers of 6,700 tons; forty-six destroyers of 400 
tons; eighteen torpedo boats of 300 tons; ten submarines; 
seven gunboats of 100 tons; nine monitors for home ports: one 
mining vessel. Total cost of programme, about $190,000,000. 

EXPERT OPINION ON WAR LESSONS AND BIG SHIPS. 

French naval experts say the battle ship must be more promi- 
nent than ever in the navies of the future, and are loud in their 
denunciation of their past policy which has resulted in a lack 
of battle ships in the French navy, and a predominance of small 
vessels and torpedo and submarine craft. They are resolved 
now to lay down and build as quickly as possible six of the 
largest size, like the Dreadnought. The authorities who voice 
this opinion are M. Pelletan, the present minister of marine; 


} 
| 
| 





ee 


M. Lockroy, former minister of marine; M. Bertin, chief no 
constructor; Admiral Fournier; Admiral Gervais, and M 
Charles Bos. 

Secretary of the Navy Bonaparte has announced himse|; 
favor of the big-gun big ship, going so far, indeed, on the 4,7. 
vice of the Chief Constructor of the Navy, as to advoeat. . 
battle ship larger than any now building; i. e., of about 20 
tons, to carry twelve 12-inch guns. 

Admiral Dewey is strongly in favor of big battle ships, car. 
rying a uniform battery of heaviest guns, and has adyo, ed 
one of about 18,600 tons trial displacement, to carry ten 12-)).) 
guns. 

In an interview last September, in the New York Hery}q 


Admiral Dewey was asked what lessons the American vy 
has learned from the Japanese-Russian war, and he replied: ~ 

More big ships, more big guns, and good shooting. The A n 
Navy needs, more than anything else, battle ships of 18,000 ton a 
rying 12-inch guns, with a few—like 3-inch—for defense agai: t 
pedo-boat attacks. 

The Admiral further said: 

I have changed my mind on this subject. When the Oregon x 
out, I agreed with a great many other naval officers that it n 
ideal craft, ready to meet the enemy at each and every rang t I 
now realize that the modern battle is fought at a range of 3 or 5 
and at that range your 8-inch guns are nothing but so mu dead 
weight on the ship. You might as well be firing with a pist N 


it is the big ships, such as the English are building, and the 
that decide the battle. 


The results of the discussion of Admiral Dewey’s vik 


| favor of big battle ships in England show that there 


tical unanimity of opinion among naval officers as to th« 
sity for big guns and big ships, in England, France, Ger 
and the United States. 

Count E. Reventlow, a well-known German naval « rt 
stated that he entirely concurred with Admiral Dewey's 
as to the lessons to be derived from recent naval actions the 
Far East. In doing so he stated that he voiced the opi: ° 
a majority of German naval experts, who believe that in future 
naval battles will be decided by heavily armored battle s! 


possessing primary batteries of 12-inch guns and secondary )at- 
teries of small, quick-firing guns to repulse torpedo boats, 
Count Reventlow believes a new type is to be built for Ger- 
j} many of at least 18,000 tons. The question of larger ships, 
with heavier armor and guns, has passed, as settled, fr the 


field of naval experts. 
OUR NEED OF A STRONG NAVY. 
No nation can exist commercially and exert its proper | 
ical influence emong the nations of the world without 


| strong in proportion to its wealth and the ambitions and « 


mercial necessities of its population. 


The United States for years has been in an agricultural 
period, but it is now getting deep into a manufacturi: re, 
So involved is the country now in manufactures th: t is 
already beginning to make more than can be sold at home and 


is seeking foreign buyers. 

The time is near when we must turn our serious attention 
to the capture of the trade of the undeveloped countri nd 
there compete in safety with the commerce of other 
With expanding foreign commerce we can no longer afi to 


up of a new commercial fleet will be a necessity. This fleet 
and this trade will lead our citizens in the different }: f 
Africa, South America, and the Far East, where A) 
commerce has not yet made much impression, and in th 

gle which will ensue no weapon which will advantage our 
should be withheld. Our business men, our consular and « 
matie officers can not do without that security and | g 
which is afforded by our flag floating over a fleet of ad 
strength. In the comparatively uncivilized regions wl Ir 
trade must seek customers, our men-of-war must acc V 
the merchant and protect him and the American i! s 
which he represents. sesides the American goods wh 
introduced in foreign countries to our interest, there is t! st 
volume of American capital seeking profitable investn 
of which must be adequately protected by our men-ol 


American money is constantly looking for opportunities to !uild 
railroads, establish steamer lines, engage in building operations 
of all kinds, and compete in such enterprises with enter) g 


foreigners. This money will not be risked unless securit) 
it is certain. To-day American capital is hesitating on ac 
of the unsettled conditions in China, and it will not be invested 
there until reasonable security is assured. 

The Navy is the long arm of the nation, the force whi 
is able to swing to any given locality to enforce its policy l 
guard its commercial and political interests. 

Our foreign commerce is growing, and a navy is neede:! to 
protect it; and even without an increasing carrying trade our 
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foreign interests require and must be given complete protection. 


History shows that no nation has had a large fleet of merchant 
vessels for any great length of time without a corresponding 


naval force for its protection. The merchant fleet may rise be- 
fore or fall after the naval fleet, but its existence is short in 
the absence of a strong naval fleet. In the history of nations 
the decay of commercial power and wealth may be generally 
seen to have been due to loss of naval power, though occasion- 


ally it has been due to other causes; but it is certain that the 


existence of one is a sure sign of the existence of the other. 

Carthage, Athens, Venice, and Holland all had at one time large 

naval fleets and great commerce, which fell together. Holland’s 

trade was destroyed after the defeat of De Ruyter by the 

English, and what little she has since regained has been under 

the tolerating protection of stronger nations possessing navies. 
DEFENSE OF OUR COASTS. 

We have an enormous extent of coast line, we have Alaska, 
Porto Rico, Hawaii, and the Philippines, and we have the obli- 
cation to guard and protect Cuba and maintain her neutrality. 
To satisfactorily perform these obligations we must have a 
strong sea-going fleet; we can not have a fort at every impor- 
tant point on account of the cost in money and men, even if 
forts were an absolute defense, which Port Arthur shows they 
are not. Forts are very necessary to us for the partial protec- 
tion of our richest cities, behind which lie our navy-yards and 
supply stations. If we have a strong, efficient navy our forts 
will probably not have to fire a gun. 

It must be ever remembered that the only sure defense of any 
country, and the only permanent assurance of peace, is for the 
fleet to seek out its enemy on the high seas and cripple or de- 
stroy it, so that the offending country can be placed under ade- 
quate bonds to keep the peace. It does not suffice to simply 
drive the enemy a few miles away from our coast and then wait 
in uncertainty for another attack, for during that period of 
anxiety commerce is paralyzed and the business of the country 
is held up. Safety can only be assured by the destruction of the 
enemy’s fleet, and such victory can only be accomplished by con- 
centration of the fighting fleet and its efficient use against the 
enemy. We can not afford to seatter our fighting vessels along 
our coasts in response to the ignorant demands of frightened 
towns and cities. We must keep our ships together and get out 
and fight on the high seas to properly defend our coasts and our 
homes. 

MONROE DOCTRINE. 

The humorist of the House has said that “the Monroe doc- 
trine is as big as the Navy and no bigger,” and that is a truism 
we may easily forget. 

PANAMA CANAL, 

While the Panama Canal will strategically give us a great ad- 
vantage in that we can move our battle fleet from one coast to 
the other, and thus meet an enemy from any direction, yet owing 
to the great volume of trade which will fiow through it and the 
consequent increased responsibilities we will confront, our need 
for a very strong navy will not, in my opinion, be lessened in 
the least. With the opening of the Panama Canal the trade 
routes of the world will instantly readjust themselves, and the 
Caribbean will*become a scene of great activity and commercial 
strife. The islands and ports of the West Indies will assume 
greater importance and our dominant influence of right must be 
maintained by sea strength. We will have such fortifications 
at the ends of the canal as will enable us to temporarily stand 
off an enemy until the fleet can arrive, but our fleet must be 
able to defend that canal and maintain its neutrality. We have 
guaranteed its neutrality and must be prepared to maintain it. 
We have a treaty with England which gives us reasonable se- 
curity in that quarter, but with no other power. We do not 
want to spend two hundred millions for a canal which could be 
destroyed in twenty-four hours by a nation having a navy supe- 
rior to our own. We must have an adequate fleet to defend it 
and keep it open. We need a navy to back up our foreign policy 
and protect our growing interests the world over. [Applause.] 


APPENDIX. 
OUR NEED OF A STRONG NAVY. 
[By Benjamin S. Baker.] 

The chief functions of our Navy are: 

(1) To prevent war— 

a. By making other nations fear to attack us. 

b. By giving weight to our diplomacy through which the causes of 
war may be avoided. 

2) To wage war successfully when a conflict is decided upon. 

(3) To redress isolated violence to our citizens or trade by show of 
force or actual use of force. Our dealings with Turkey and the 
Algerine pirates are examples. 

Our Navy is already large enough to protect our citizens. It is 
conceivable that some isolated hostile act or acts might precipitate 
a war, but that possibility is slight and wholly overshadowed by other 
considerations demanding a strong fighting force. 








Trade is the source from which the cause of future wars are likely 
to spring. International law, with regard to private, individual rights 
has made armed redress in the case of other first-class naval powers 
unlikely. There are, however, possibilities of serious trouble when the 
commercial interests of two nations clash. 

The attitude of other powers toward our commercial interests abroad 
will be largely influenced by their feeling that we are able and ready 
to protect those rights by naval force. This is a mere truism, but 
will bear restating. The views on certain topics of a physically big 
man command a respect that is due as much to his size as to the 
justice of his opinions; this, of course, in instances when one side 
or the other believes in fighting for his views. The Chinese boycott 
is an example. If China had our present naval power and we her 
lack of it, the Peking Government could, with perfect safety, have 
given official encouragement to the recent attacks on our trade and 
forced us, by means of damage to our business, to change our exclusion 
laws. The result of even the unofficial boycott shows how our foreign 
trade is our chief vulnerable point. Another instance was provided 
by the Russo-Japanese war. f Japan’s navy had been overwhelm 
ingly superior to Russia’s at the beginning of the negotiations of 1903, 
there would have been no war. Had Japan been too weak in her navy, 
Russia would either have won the war or secured full control in Man- 
churia and Korea without a war. In that event the threat and prob 
ability of commercial exclusion from Manchuria, in defiance of treaty, 
would have been transferred to the United States and other powers. 

If we alone should choose in such a case to urge our rights under treaty 
with China, only superior naval force, or better, adequate naval force, 
at our disposal could make Russia respect our rights. Other 
within the range of possibility can easily be imagined. 

Trade as the subject-matter of war not merely involves national 
prestige and self-respect, but it concerns the very essence of national 

rosperity. It is obvious that the greater our foreign trade the greater 
s our stake in its security, the greater the possible damage to us of 
hostile action, and the greater the need of guarding against that damage 
by the only possible instrument—a strong fighting Navy. Here the 
matter of isolated injury comes into the chief category, for violence 
to our merchants or their goods and ships abroad means a lessening of 
prestige that carries money loss, unless a navy is available to force a 
righting of the wrong. If trade is to be safe, the flag must be ready to 
follow trade wherever trade is threatened with unjust treatment. 

Great Britain furnishes an example which the United States 
soon parallel. The prosperity of the British Empire is absolutely 
dependent on the security of her seaborne commerce. That security 
has been obtained by her great navy, the cost of which has been in the 
strictest sense an insurance cost, an outlay absolutely effective and as 
obviously needed. The United States will not parallel the opium coer 
cion of China, but it will use every fair means to increase its foreign 
trade, and with every increase it will become more vulnerable through 
that trade. 

“Commerce insurance ”’ is therefore a perfectly sound term to apply 
to the cost of our naval establishment. 

The need of this insurance may be questioned. 
more complete than reliance on the idea 
another war. 

With the possibility of war in the future, it is easily demonstrable 
that the prevention of war through possession of a strong navy is 
cheaper in dollars and cents than the cost of even a brief war. A 
calculation of the cost to America of the war with Spain—counting as 
cost the direct outlay on Navy and Army, destruction of material. 
pensions, damage claims, and the disturbances to business—will show 
that a navy of such strength as to have prevented Spain from going 
to war would have been far cheaper than the war. This is regarding 
only the financial side and omitting entirely human misery and suf 
fering. 

A strong navy is additionally necessary through the tendency, for 
which the United States is largely responsible, to make private property 
not meant for use by the belligerents exempt from capture. 
destruction is one of the most effective forms of naval warfare, and 
most quickly and surely disastrous to the losing side. We have 
tried to do away with that, and the end will probably be soon reached. 

But in narrowing thus the area of attack, we have intensified the 
process of waging a naval war. In confining the outcome of wars to 
the armed navies of the 


instances 


will 


But no folly can be 
that there can never be 


Commerce 


belligerents, we have made war far mor 
critical. When once a war might be spread over the whole seas, it 
is now restricted to the issue of a very few great combats. We have 
put all our eggs in one basket, and staked everything, so to speak, 
on one chance. The improvidence of taking chances under such an 


arrangement is too obvious t® require argument. 

With the issue of wars narrowed to relatively so small a question, 
and with a growing foreign trade making us more yulnerable, it is the 
part of prudence to make our naval provision with reference to con 
flict with such powers as may most possibly come into serious con 
flict with us. While we do not need to follow the British two-navy 
standard, we ought to remember that the geographical situation which 
gives us immunity from land invasion enlarges our naval needs 

We must have an Atlantic fleet strong enough to cope with any possi 
ble attack on this side of the continent,*and we must have a Pacific 
fleet strong enough to strike a decisive blow in the Far Fast, when 
every power strong enough to engage us in war has interests through 
which it is peculiarly assailable. 

China, also, is a coming problem. She will one day have a navy, 
and that navy could do us the gravest harm without taking the trouble 
to visit our Pacific coast. 

Our possession of the Philippines is a point of the greatest importance 
in our favor. An adequate fleet based there will not only smooth the 
way of our diplomacy in the Far East, but in the event of war would 


enable us to deal a decisive blow at any European power Every Euro 
pean power would appreciate that fact. With reference to conflict 
with any European power in the East, our Philippine fleet should have 
measurably the advantages that Togo’s fleet had over the Russian 

In regard to commerce destruction, we must consider the temptation 


an adversary would have to destroy or capture our goods in 
even if it had already pledged itself to their immunity. The fortune of 
some future war might easily be determined by commerce destruction 
It is unreasonable for us to rely on our enemy’s regarding his pledge 
not to destroy commerce if he should think himself able to win the war 
by violating his pledge. 

The precedent of the Alabama arbitration 
with this supposition. 

If it be urged that an enemy who destroyed our commerce might be 
forced to arbitrate afterwards, the answer is that 


transit. 
is not really in conflict 


the only adequate 


force would be an American Navy strong enough to have defeated him 
in the first place. 


This brings up the value of a strong navy in promoting interna- 
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tional arbitration as a substitute for decision by means of war. Abun- | atmerent army corps, the railway system, the number and situnt; 
dant precedent shows that it is the strong power, not the weak one, | of fortified places. In a modern army all of these belong toget 
that secures arbitration A big navy justly used is like the policeman | and form the national defense which each people has organized 





or the civil process that brings the delinquent into court. | cording to its character, its history, and its traditions, takine 
| account its economical resources, its geographical situation, and a) 
WHY WE NEED A BIGGER NAVY. incumbent upon it. I believe that it would be very difficult to 


[By Walter Scott Meriwether, in Harper’s Weekly, March 10, 1906.] | tute for such an eminently national task an international convent 
: It would be impossible to determine the extent and the force of 








According to a_recent_ estimete by Representative Gnuorce E. FOSS, | singie portion of this complicated mechanism.” * * 
chairman of the House Navy ul Committee, our naval appropriation act | He then proceeded to amplify the reasons mentioned ade to maini 
for the current year carried $100,000,000, and yet, on the basis ef per | ¢tnat in order to preserve the equilibrium as to armaments governm: 
capita, this is a little more than $1 for each man, woman, and child in | must be left free to chose the means best suited to their requirems 
the country. It is only about 4 per cent of our foreign trade during | Notwithstanding the support given to the Russian proposition 


the past year, which amounted to about $2,500,000,000. It is 14 per | France, one of the most martial of the nations, and by various ot 
cent of our annual governmental expenditures, a less percentage than | governments, the objections voiced by the German delegate were 
was expended upon the Navy one hundred years ago. It is only one- | serious to be overeome. The sentiment of the members was that 
tenth of 1 per cent of our national wealth. It is about one-third of | conference should avoid forming majority and minority parties, and he 
what this country annually expended in premiums on fire insurance, yet | nothing should be put forth as its action which could not comma 

















one hostile ship war winning to New York's harber approaches | practically unanimous support. The most that could be accompli 
could start a work of destruction that would bankrupt every insurance | {herefore, was a general expression of sentiment on the subject 
company here and abroad, while the amount of damage she could cause | fo|jowing declarations, which were unanimously ad »pted : 
be more than sufficient to maintain for more than one hundred ! “The conference is ef opinion that the restriction of military cha 
i navy thrice as big as the one we now possess. which are at present a heavy burden on the world, is extremely 4 
‘re will be many to assert that this is inconceivable, many to | able for the increase of the material and moral welfare of mankind 
contend that no nation has fleets powerful enough to force an entrance “The conference expresses the wish that the governments, 


past the batteries which guard New York. Thanks to the panic which | into consideration the proposals made at the conference, may ex 











the Spanish-Ameri — ito the seaboard citizen and which | the possibility of an agreement as to the limitation of armed 
¥ oe 1 sas o! slation, that is doubtless true, but | py land and sea and of our budgets.” 
‘ t Y 3} ul slitior 1 rs ag ? ™ rhe : 

cn should coalition of powers against this Republic? | “While there was much regret felt at the failure to adopt some 





saat 8 Hot incom a and, according to one well-known English | ative for the limitation of armaments, it was something gained ft! 
observer, not even unll . ‘ = fone ee eaten oe | PUUUC declaration by such a body was made that the present m 
It is only the knowledge that the sea barrier is impenetrable, establishments are a heavy burden on the world, which it is ext 




















writes Lieut. Carlyon Bellairs, of the royal navy, “ which will effectu- | gesirable, in the interest of the material and moral welfare of ma 
ally prevent the expanding Teutonic, Slavonic, and Latin races of | should be restricted, and that it is the duty of the governments of 
Europe from contem| ng aggression on the American continent. If | garth to seek to reach an agreement to that end. 
ul to do so singly, nothing but sea power will prevent them from 
t to effect their purpose in combination.” ae 
the credit of our own Navy men, it may be said that they long | Tonnage of vessels authorized since Hague Conference. 
rged this type; long before the eastern war had proved in practice | wranee eee 24 
had so long asserted in vain. They had also insisted that | pncland ___________.._......_..._._...___ &i 
ships are bad economy, for the reason that the smaller the | Japan a 1 






































1age the greater the cost of fitting out. In illustration of this, it Germany - 2° 
I » St hat for their size torpedo boats are the most expensive | 
vesse : : s . : Total , 54 
I .’ says the admiral (Admiral Sir Cyprian Bridge), “ not a : 
1 sing an ship attacked, muc h less destroyed, by torpedo boats For which money is appropriated. This does not include the G 
until been seriously maltreated by the Japanese guns, and it | Programme, whic h is outlined and authorized until 1917. The 1 
3 rfe e ti if there — not been a single Japanese torpedo | for the ships is appropriated from year to year, and the prograr 
within 500 miles of the scene of action not one of the Russian | Subject to change—such as the recent change to 18,000-ton battle s 
ships which were destroyed would have got away. All such probably | 
CN ee eee ee ee Orrice oF NAVAL INTELLIGENCE, March 7, 
ee eer ‘i ae Tonnage of ships authorized from 1900 to 1906. 
DISARMAMENT. FRANCE. 
{From Arbitration and The Hague Court, by John W. Foster.] | 1900. 

In the circular letter of the Russian minister of foreign affairs of | Armored cruisers: : 
January 11, 1899, following the rescript convoking the conference, | Condé _~__~--~---~--~---~~--------------------------- , , 
the subjects to be submitted for consideration were set forth in detail, | Jules Verry__----- . i } 
ind the first of these was as follows: Léon Gambetta__-_ l 

1. An understanding not to increase for a fixed period the present | Destroyers, 6 of 300 tons l 
effective of the armed military and naval forces, and at the same time Torpedo beat destroyers, 11 of 40 toms_---------~--~~~-~-~-- 
not to increase the budgets pertaining thereto, and a preliminary ex- | Submarines, 6 of 46 tons... -- - = -5 
1ation of the means by which reduction might even be effected in | ad 
future in the forces and budgets above mentioned | Tote]... 2 et rem miniate mens v 
ference with the British ambassador, following the rescript, | 1901. 
the minister of foreign affairs said that the Emperor, al- | Battle ships: 
th ly impressed with the desirability of a general disarma- NN 14, § 
me ot look for an immediate realization of the aims he had | ND ss ed ere ees ed . 24,8 
s heart, but he desired to initiate an effort, the effects of | Armored cruiser—Victor Hugo___.____--~ 12 
wl only be gradual. : . | Torpedo-boat destroyers, 10 of 305 tons__- 

\ conference came to consider the question, while there was | Torpedo boats, 12 of 88 tons__.___.____-.---_----_--------___- 

i nupathy felt with the noble ideas entertained in the Czar’s | Submarines, 8 of 106 tons__________-_--_-----______-_____- S 
rr ipt, was found that the subject was of a very complex char- | - 
acter, and that it would be difficult, if not impossible, to reach any i a a 47 
agreement which would meet the Czar’s desires. The long discussion | 1902 
which ensued is of much interest, but I can indicate something of its | y. Sate " 
spi it by extracts from the speeches of the representatives of Germany | a 14 
and France. General von Schwarzhoff, in the course of a discourse of I as = 14 
some length, said . — 2 

“I can hardly believe that among my honored colleagues there is a Justice 4 
single one ready to state that his sovereign, his Government, is en- Verité - - : 
gaged in working for the inevitable ruin, the slow but sure annihila- a ee 10 5 
tion, of his country. I have no mandate to speak for my honored col- Jules Michele i 
leagues, but, so far as Germany is concerned, I am able to completely i Ernest Rénan_-——-——--~~—--—-~----------------- ------- _ 
re re her friends and to relieve all well-meant anxiety. The Ger- | Sees : 
man people is net crushed under the weight of charges and taxes; | Stylet ---------~------------------------------------ 
it not hanging on the brink of an abyss; it is not approaching /|,, . rrombion aie” cha sin i sani Ri Nab Sh 
exhaustion and ruin. Quite the contrary; public and private wealth Torpedo boats, 16___----------------------~~------------ 
is increasing, the general welfare and standard of life are being raised | Submarines, 13 ~---------------------------------------- 

m one year to another. So far as compulsory military service is ae 
ce ‘rned, which is so closely connected with those questions, the Total ~------~--~-~--~--~~-~-~--~-------~~~---------- 
German does not regard this as a heavy burden, but as a sacred and 1903. 
patriotic duty to which he owes his country’s existence, its prosperity, | Armored cruiser Edgar Quinet__-.____--_----_---------~-- ] 
and its future. i RIO... i, GEIR * SEIN cn cescercerendition <eeationisn vertninabeeenlapeinttconiacamiainnits ities I 

‘T return to the propositions of Colonel Gilinsky (Russian) and to | Torpedo boats, 25, each §80------~~-~~-~~-~-~-~--~~-~-~-~-~-~------- a 
the arguments which have been advanced, and which, to my mind, are Submarines, 10; CRON Dl sed esstsninenmenedinn . 
not quite consistent with each other. On the one hand, it is feared | “ 
that excessive armaments may bring about war; on the other, that gE  ccinciissccicniaciniasdnentteomsilaeaiatabani manips deAbla dita aan “ 

t exhaustion of national wealth will make war impossible. As for 1904. 
ne, I] ave too much confidence in the wisdom of sovereigns and na- | Armored cruiser, 1-.-.----------------------~-_-- a ee 
tions to share such fears. On the one hand, it is pretended that | Destroyers, 2, at 355 ---._----------___----_~--------_ ei 
nothing asked but things which have existed for a long time in | Tor edo boats: oe 
: countries, and which, therefore, present no technical difficulties ; PY ok ei ee ee ee 
» other hand, it is said that this is truly a very difficult ques- 50 at SRP De ARPES EADS ES BA 1, 
tion, the solution of which would require a supreme effort. I am a ee ee eee a 
entirely of the latter opinion. We shall encounter insurmountable Total ints wD, 
: ose which may be called technical in a somewhat wider 7 Ee, eee a ee 
» of term I believe that the question of effectives can not 1905. u 
regarded by itself alone, disconnected from a number of other ques- | Armored cruiser, C 17, Waldeck Rousseau_..------~ ------- 13, 
tions to which it is quite subordinated, Deatrowers, 4; GOGR DOR ici mastic neatammionnnminesn 1 
Such questions, for instance, as the state of public instruction, the | Torpedo boats, first class, 20, each 80.._.._---------------- 1,' 
length of time of active military service, the number of established | Submarines, 16, each 301_.............-________--_------ 5 
regiments, the effectives of each army unit, the number and duration 7 , 
of the drills or military obligations of the reserves, the location of the ! eR ac csies cscs i ciel ae anand a eaneinain 21,0 
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| following amendment, 





Shipbuilding programme of 1906 to Ait. 


| Naval programme of 1900, 














and new estimates. ITorpedo-| i ; . 
Year of first installment. | T . _ boat arman 
Battle | Large | Small |4estroy-| (millic 
| ships. | cruisers. oruisers.| “Ss | marks 
i ik:daenchisitn Spinitiehienamnta 2 1 2 12 " 
SIT TA di &tuses. oh teh inten adie ietainenined eu 2 1 2 12 ' 
SIS Ti adh to abdnis Wisanalid inreiginiceheliee 2 1 2 12 
FREES 2 1 2 2 ‘2 
BG adie ded nsoieeeid ke loetmene 2 1 2 12 42 
SI ah inn edicts opalatiicthamasdeadin 1 2 2 12 7 
Si cieincuyenctinnbaninanisnineel 1 2 2 12 ‘4 
Th csoniee stdtcheaintananadiae 1 1 2 12 
NE pens, cesses 1 1 2 12 98 
Mi icciietineoksvayssccaenendcaeien 1 1 2 12 19 
rat ennive-b ses escenaabtabaonsiaiialipaae 1 1 2 12 19 
OE sitenncemntenn ineedaciionaen 2 Jncocenenee| 2 12 | 13 
DDE snk ceakins tal | a8 Be b13 | © 24 haa, ; 
t } 
@ Including one battle ship of former naval programme, 
>Including six under new estimates. 
¢ Including one of former naval programme. 
This increases the force of 1917 by six armored cruisers (first clg 8), 


forty-eight torpedo-boat destroyers, submarines. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Missouri. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Ohio, to strike out the paragraph, 

The question was taken; and on a division (dem: inded 
Mr. Burton of Ohio) there were—ayes 93, noes 129. 

Mr. BURTON of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I demand tellers, 

Tellers were ordered. 

Mr. Burton of Ohio and Mr. Foss were appointed tell 

The House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes 
noes 135. 

So the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
which I send to the desk and 


by 


> 


1f) 
LUO, 


the 


to 
have read: 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Strike out, on page 71, in line 22, all after the words 
States”? down to the end of line 14, on page 72, and insert i 
thereof the following: “In aecordance with the latest improve: 
in the construction of ships and the production of armor and arma- 
ment, the Secretary of the Navy is hereby directed to prepare 
and specifications for the best type of seagoing battle ships, carryin 
the most suitable armor and armanent, and to submit to Congress ; 
general description of such type of battle ship on the first Monday ir 
December next; and said Secretary, in preparing said plans an 
scription, shall review and further consider what should be its di 
placement, what should be the form and location of its turrets, what 
should be the number and kind of its guns of various sizes, what 
torpedo tubes, if any, it should contain, to what extent elect ty 
should be used for auxiliary purposes, and all other questions which 
have arisen and are now pending among naval architects and peGuanee 
experts concerning the construction of battle ships under moder n 
ditions ; and the said Secretary shall, to such an extent as he may deem 
expedient, report to Congress in connection with said descrip tion | 


“ TInite 


1S 


| opinion upon the foregoing questions.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 


| by the gentleman from North Carolina. 


GERMANY. 
1900. 
Battle ships 
RN ahaa einer eons sin ei neidsisininigtiiatanncnihinial 11, S30 
I i neck ab einslprcn dn apd aanliantataaasithinipaliati aan 11, 830 
PORE “Gee TE DBRINOES oe nnieicitiiemmtcminitenmaels 9, 050 
Protected cruisers : 
acca emanate dabelagliecanee eee alae 2, 660 
I i i sai tts el a manasa cde eae a 2, 660 
Gunboat Panther das sins uhininis Lacteisibed teadcapedicaebnaciieeceneaaaeae 977 
Torpedo-boat destroyers , $10 > to $107 (400 tons each)_-_----~ 2, 400 
UN © escsc insincere hacia elite teal tsliaatiaal aie abaliaiel 41, 407 
1901 
Battle ships: 
UII: ccc elles aden 13, 200 
i a ag jaemainealineaslaitsiveastiatateidosinenliienmnanseiaaiaalae 13, 200 
meeenen ere BLSMrich COC... .n nine nea 9, 050 | 
Protected cruisers: | 
DID sacle cerca entices cessed ststs cevhim secede lginiewencce rede aiinceaigg eine 2,718 
IN es i hie ics chaccmnisssabes venues echon tab dennndebeainaemiancccadeeoe » 715 
I a ae a a alc arene nied etaaianiaes 410 
Torpedo-boat destroyers G “108 to. G 113 (400 tons each)----. 2, 400 | 
I, cethathstci esos hendinntnds costes cninnencsesbieminenactaceaainen sibs libideliniadnats 45, 995 | 
1902. 
Battle ships: 
I a cick icant taibeileetieenccen maaan 13, 200 
I a Sa a ee 13, 200 
errr IN ONIN se ood bpnaamniiinabieaaseineseamianaiien 9, 500 
Protected cruisers: 
INN a ee 3, 250 
ae ae RS Ee eae Se ae ek Se ae <= 3, 250 
BNI Waikiki iain Sheds ea a eee eae aieinenice aaa tome 3, 250 
SI i ee 977 
I MEI TN isaac eae aalersic ares devtaodieneeanevveveehs aeheaia eaten 168 
Torpedo-boat destroyers $8 114 to S 119 (420 tons each)-_----~_ 2, 520 
OA <ccinstecnmseconnecnindtatgei aerate aldintcladakgcmimnsalias adele 49, 315 
1903 
3attle ships: 
UII = rier ccacgil ei eee eee ee = 18,200 
TI as eee eee 13, 200 
PPEOEOE CORIO TF GI pee kithci ec cctandotemimamncermeniaens 9, 500 
Protected cruisers : 
NN i ee 3, 250 
Liibeck  — as ea 3, 250 
Torpedo-boat destroyers 81: 20 | to § 125 , (420 “tons: each) wiandsas 2, 520 
MENU: cichessctccteicsesiasitensartia ang hailiadiddicsiidetanaadainahé samedi iceibiininitiessccaaiedliaa .~ 44,920 
1904, 
Battle ships: 
ca iN ah aa Dek Sa aa 13, 200 
III io. nin occ cece nvas aa cgee aesculus miniiaaeia aan 13, 200 
Ree SPORE i cccd cage auniiibiand a ietmmiasineimamee 11, 600 
Protected c Tuise rs: 
Le ip DUDA .. cncccdelamnincaiptin adits sees malic eatsdalges tena taalansciaiamnidheniitiadiacds aioli 3, 250 
Danzig cw ict epee niin cli cei tia ad i Ra slice 3, 250 | 
PER scans insite bis ra teecltincnianiiieamamadaa 3, 250 
Trair ne WI SOO aii ics ascent inien iced ena eeaedaamnaicetaniaadial (?) 
Surveying vessel RMN cass. sores ninhintcerhebiaeidaaian eihcshececnbauaae a ain 650 
Torpedo-boat destroyers S 126 to S 131 (420 tons each)--____ 2, 520 
OTR ic wk ceccacieds ene weds teietaanenin eee ee 50, 920 
1905 
sattl e sh lips 
TNMAL ('-.  hdnh ticipate taligioapsiamaihiba aiaia ee 13, 200 
“R” MINE RE ALL SERS EAD NR OS EFA 13, 200 
DeTROre CL eI ania sehen eerinenaecinnpesnnigemibtasapemaaeaaeaaia 11, 600 
Protected cruisers: 
I a Oe eee 3, 420 
SEIS WU MOINDD 5sanisscccdscsecs onesie oeerdoondnviceer eee duaenagiaaacceeeea tel 3, 20 
Ersatz Blitz isin Gini cca aac a aa a 3° 42 0 
Or TNE iii ck ncnseiessnauencicesemhnaeabceeli aaaieopiini aaa 168 
Tender Ersatz Hyiine_ icici Saale ith aherieaimalia ae (?) 
ee Te ee accent ineren nenaececeisealioniamadtilaaniiaeees 65 
Mining steamer “A’’. . a a inhi (?) 
Torpedo-boat destroyers ~G 132 to G 137 “(485 ‘tons each) ____ 2, 910 | 
IU a cnsnciciinctisoniccnitn nisin cianihnleias abana laine 51, 988 
1906 
Battle ships: 
B 600s. BOGOR ance ccmietiobunebeiaaen #18, 000 | 
I TERIIOUD. ac. issiikiccnnvnescheen envi epiciipicainiliamstiii iil acti ascent 418, 000 
EE Ce cniccscnusecmensscttvintatulnibtntagitimipiniininadiae #14, 500 
Protected cruisers: 
WI. EINE it. it cic wis sin cia ai a 43,500 
E rsatz Comet ealaitie ipiei sn eigenen oaainaiaimidipiaad ams ae @ 3, 500 
Mining steamer “B” sorsistiak ue ituanyietias teeta tail tcetetadadmaiadintaeaenee (7?) 
T epede-boat destroyers, 12 -¢700 tens GRGR) Woke £8, 400 | 
I | ass cis cin ‘nnsninis cn emecigaetbiea enc eile Sk a a -@ 65, 900 
SUMMARY FOR GERMANY 
Ty CPD wicacc<csianininitasamsche, itd nis cela ciabie taeaameemandibataaiasibaihtinade death ieeatadlcakieaiatatemae eae 41, 407 
1901 5 sacle seta fasta te leech aebbasocstai sini canada 45, 995 
1902 - celina nsec dines toeinigiaianenian chaise, it testinaintshbiainiicibanmiiid 49, 315 
1903 = italiane ap entteinanalicicimacanal = —cainieaaticnaieksaal 44,920 
1904 a tel la ae seacaniih a éisiipicectesiepiel tia sdaenmlen eo 50, 920 
1905 Sicnae aginst cade cvorhchsoalansoeptalaanSeiaiees a 
1906 si sigieetpsianiediiceicbeteaimet ta tese aaa aa, ae ae ee . 65,900 
TORO. cncantavimncieteisietetnabee Gee ee 350, 445 


* Probable displacement. 





| and to cost, 


The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the folloy 

amendment, which I send to the desk and ask to have read. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 71, strike out all, commencing with line 25, page 71, 
and including line 14, page 72, and insert: 

“One first-class battle ship, carrying the heaviest armor and st 
powerful armament for a vessel of its class upon a trial displac« 
of not more than 16,000 tons, to have the highest practicable speed and 
great radius of action, and to cost, exclusive of armor and armament 
not exceeding $4,400,000.” 


The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 


down to 


| by the gentleman from New York. 


The question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Three torpedo-boat destroyers, to have the highest practicable spec 
exclusive of armament, not to exceed $750,000 each. 
Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Amend by inserting, after line 12, page 72, as follows: 
“One steel floating dry dock, to be so constructed as to ser 
purpose of a repair ship and capable of being propelled or towed te 
place that may be necessary for the use of the fleet, or any part the 


for such purpose, to cost not exceeding $1,250,000, of which amo 
the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated.” 


Mr. JOHNSON. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of order 
that. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of ord 
that that is a violation of clause 2 of Rule XXI. 


-o 





} 


amendment. 


1906. | 








Mr. MUDD. I cdo not disguise the fact, Mr. Chairman, that 
; amendment is substantially a reinstatement, if it should 
ail, of the provision in the bill that came from the com- 
ec, and it is in the nature of a committee amendment for 
t purpose, and I offer it by authority of the committee. Mr. 
irman, this amendment occupies a somewhat different foot- 
under this paragraph than it did under the paragraph of 
hich the original provision was a part. The beginning of this 
tion reads as follows: 
at for the purpose of further increasing the naval establishment of 


United States, the President is hereby authorized to have con- 
cted by contract or in navy-yards as hereinafter provided. 


My contention is that anything that by fair intendment can 
be said in pursuance of this language to constitute a part of 
the naval establishment or be considered a natural necessary 

ident thereof, is in order under this paragraph. Now, 
Chairman, the amendment upon its face states in effect that the 

dock shall be capable of following the fleet anywhere for 
he purpose of repairs to ships, and it is to be especially so 


ary 


istructed as to serve the purpose of repair of ships. In 
t connection, in addition to the observations I made the other 


ir to inquire now whether what I state in the amendment 
accurate in point of fact or not. The amendment on its face 
states that the dock shall be so constructed as to be in fact, a 
repair ship, and a ship capable of being propelled cor towed to 
follow the fleet. Now, to read from Hind’s Precedents: 
Mr. TAWNEY. What page? 
Mr. MUDD. It is 355 of the Manual; not the Parliamentary 
Precedents. Mr. Chairman, I read from the Manual, which was 
prepared by the same gentleman who prepared the Parlia- 


1 

day. I want to call attention to one decision. It is not for the 
( 

| 


mentary Precedents, on page 355, as follows: “The admissi- | 


bility of an amendment should be judged from the provision of 
its text rather than from the purpose which circumstances may 
suggest.” I refer also to a decision made by the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. SHERMAN] in the Fifty-seventh Con- 


eyenth Congress, first session. 


Mr. | . 
| against that amendment. 
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I think it was on page 889 of the Recorp of the Fifty- | 
The present Speaker of the | 


Ilouse, who was then chairman of the Committee on Appro- | 


priations, offered a provision for the establishment in the vicin- 
ity of Manila of a military post, including construction of bar- 
racks and quarters for officers, hospitals, ete. 
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authorities are in harmony upon the proposition that dry docks 
are not an essential part of the equipment of the Navy proper. 
The present occupant of the chair so held a few days ago, and 
this amendment, the Chair thinks, is within the principle laid 
down by the Chair in that decision. The Chair 
point of order. 
Mr. MUDD. 


sustains the 


Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland [Mr. 
Mupp] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by adding after line 17, page 72, as follows: “ One large steel 


vessel, capable of lifting, receiving, and docking the largest battle ship 
afloat, to be so constructed as to answer the purposes of a self-docking 
dry dock and repair ship, to cost not exceeding $1,250,000, of which 
amount the sum of $100,000 is hereby appropriated.” 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I make the point of 
It is the same amendment, and of- 
fered for the accomplishment of the same identical purpose as 





order 


the amendment which the gentleman offered a moment ago 
contemplated. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Chair is of the opinion that the 


amendment is obnoxious to the rule, and sustains the point of 
order. 

Mr. MUDD. Mr. Chairman, I respectfully appeal from the 
decision of the Chair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Maryland appeals 
from the decision of the Chair. The question is, Shall the de- 
cision of the Chair stand as the judgment of the committee? 

The question was taken; and the decision of the Chair was 
held to be the judgment of the committee. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

And the contract for the construction of said vessels shall be 
awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the lowest best responsible 
bidder, having in view the best results and most expeditious delivery ; 
and in the construction of all of said vessels the provisions of the act 
of August 3, 1886, entitled “An act to increase the naval establish- 
ment,” as to materials for said vessels, their engines, boilers, and ma- 
chinery, the contracts under which they are built, the notice of any 
proposals for the same, the plans, drawings, specifications therefor, 
and the method of executing said contracts shall be observed and fol 
lowed, and, subject to the provisions of this act, all said vessels shall 


be built in compliance with the terms of said act, and in all their 
| parts shall be of domestic manufacture; and the steel material shall 
| be of domestic manufacture, and of the quality aed characteristics 
best adapted to the various purposes for which it may be used, in 


The point of | 


order was made against it, and the chairman of that committee | 


admitted that the point of order would lie. 


changed his amendment to the following form: “ For the proper 
shelter and protection of officers and enlisted men of the United 
States lawfully on duty in the Philippine Islands, to be ex- 
pended in the discretion of the President, $500,000.” It was 
\dmitted in the debate that the amendment was for the same 


purpose as the amendment that had been previously offered, to | 


which the point of order it was admitted would lie. I will read 
the language of Mr. Richardson, of Tennessee, upon page S889, 
in which he said: 

This is simply an indirect effort to carry his point and accomplish 
t which the gentleman could not accomplish directly. 

That was admitted to be the fact, but the ruling of the Chair, 
which is found’on page 895 and from which I read briefly, is to 
the following effect: 

It is for the Chair to look * * * at the text of the amendment 
and not at the purpose of the amendment. That idea of the Chair is 
strengthened by rulings of former occupants of the chair. 


In the last Congress, when the amendment for irrigation was pro- 
amendment after amendment was ruled out of order by the then 


ed, 


cupant of the chair, the committee understanding all the time that 
ch preceding amendment was intended for the same purpose as the 
‘ceding was, until finally an amendment was proposed in such form 
it the Chair ruled it in order, holding at that time that it was the 
xt — must govern the Chair rather than the purpose back of the 
endment. 

it seems to the Chair that the question to be determined here is 
iether this amendment as it appears, as it reads, regardless of the 


pose that may be back of it, is an appropriation provided for by | 


‘isting law. It is not for the Chair to determine what is the privi- 
’ of the amendment. Jefferson, in his Manual, says, “It is not for 
Chair to draw the question of consistence within the vortex of 


ler. 
Mr. Chairman, I could read from several competent expert 
ithorities to convince the Chair that the floating dry dock of 
the character that we are now building, and propose to build 
vith further improvements in the future, can be fairly consid- 
ered as one of the boats of the fleet, but I do not have to prove 
that because, according to the ruling which I have just read, 
the amendment upon its face is regular and within the rule, 
the Chair can not look behind that into its purpose or to dis- 
cover a contrary purpose, and that amendment practically is 
for { purpose of including in this bill a repair ship for the 
he fleet and to follow the fleet wherever it goes, and 


if 


use ¢ 


comes ; operly under the head of increase of the Navy. 
the CHAIRMAN. The Chair is prepared to rule. The 


Immediately the | 
chairman of the committee, the present Speaker of the House, | 


and not more than one of the vessels provided for in this 
built by one contracting party: 


act shall 


accordance with specifications approved by the Secretary of the Navy 
t 
} 


Provided, That the Secretary of t 


Navy may build any or all of the vessels herein authorized in such 
navy-yards as he may designate, and shall build any of the vessels 
herein authorized in such navy-yards as he may designate should it 
reasonably appear that the persons, firms, or corporations, or the 
| agents thereof, bidding for the construction of any of said vessels 
have entered into any combination, agreement, or understanding tl 
effect, object, or purpose of which is to deprive the Government 
fair, open, and unrestricted competition in letting contracts for the 
construction of any of said vessels: Provided, That the limit of cost, 
exclusive of armor and armament, of the battle ship Connecticut, 
authorized by the act of Congress approved July 1, 1902, be increased 
to $4,600,000, and that the limit of cost, exclusive of armor d arma 








ment, of each of the two training vessels authorized 


by the act of Con 
gress approved March 3, 


1903, be increased to $410,000: And provi I 
further, Thet the limit of cost, exclusive of armor and armament, of 
each of the two colliers authorized by the act of Congress approved 
April 27, 1904, be increased to $1,550,000. 


Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman from California offers an 
amendment, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 72, line 21, after the words “ 
following : 

*“ Provided, That any bid for the construction of any of said ve 
upon the Pacific coast shall have a differential of 4 per ce 
favor, which shall be considered by the Secretary of the 
awarding contracts for the construction of said y s 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, this is thé 
provision that has been in nearly all naval appropriation bills 
for some years, and it is necessary in order to permit the in 
stitutions engaged in the building of ships on the Pacific 
coast to have opportunity to secure some of these contracts 
This differential is rendered necessary on account of the highe 
price of wages on the Pacific coast and the high price of 1 
terial, and the fact that freight must be paid from the East 
the armor plate and all heavy material used in the construction 
of these ships. Heretofore, I believe, this House has pursued 
policy, because it has been thought wise maintail 
Pacific coast, or to enable private persons to maintain plant 
where large ships of this kind may be constructed. As before 
stated, I believe that this is substantially the same provision 
has been incorporated in most of the naval appropriation | 
for many years. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I would state that for a number 
of years this preferential was allowed, but during the last few 
years, or since the bidding on the part of some of the ship- 


expeditious deliver 





to 


iS 
11 
DLLIS 


building companies on the Pacific coast, they have demonstrated 
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that they could build as cheaply there as they can on the eastern 


t 


coast. ‘There was one case that I recall where their bid was less 
than that of the eastern shipbuilders. And I say that, in view | 
of this fact, the Department has not in the last few years 
recommended this differential. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Mr. Chairman, in relation to 


this amendment I desire to say only a few words. A few years 
ago a differential of 4 per cent was allowed to ships built on 
the Pacifie coast. I understand also there was a bid made in- 
dependent of such a differential, for which a loss was suffered. 
Now, it seems to me that the policy of maintaining a navy- 
yard on the Pacific, a yard in which war ships can be con- 
structed and repaired, is a wise one and should be encouraged. 
There are thirty-eight vessels in the course of construction to- 
day, as I understand it, in the United States. Of these there are 
but two in the course of construction on the Pacific slope. They 
are about completed. In a month or two the work will be done. 
Therefore we ask Congress at this time, considering the con- 
ditions existing there in San Francisco, to extend to the 
this favor. It is true that we can not build vessels on 
the Pacific coast as cheaply as they can be built in the East, 
on account of wages being higher there and on account of the 
expense in transporting material to so great a distance; but we 
can build 1d ships on the Pacific coast as can be con- 
structed in any yard in the world, as was evidenced by the con- 
struction of the great battle ship Oregon. 
of San Francisco, the mechanics and laborers resting there now 
within their tents and huts, are seeking a job. They want 
employment and are deserving of it. We want to keep the 
mechanics and laborers of the Union Iron Works employed, and 


coast 


as Fort 


therefore we ask that we have a chance to bid on this battle 
shi I do not believe that the Government will lose much in 
doing it, because let it once be known that this differential is 
given in favor of the Pacific coast, and it will force down 


bids on the eastern coast. 
we ask for, and the bids will be high; but if eastern builders 
must bid against the coast, knowing we have the advantage in 


But the people | 


Leave out of the bill the differential | 
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the bidding by reason of this differential, it will force their bids | 
down, and if the Pacific coast does not secure the prize the Gov- | 


ernment will get the advantage of lower bids. We 
Members of this House to do what has been the practice in 
the past, allow this differential, and give our mechanics and 
laborers on the coast a chance to get a job at this time, when 
their are so great. We have only two vessels on 
the coast being constructed, against thirty-six now being con- 
: in the East. The East will furnish the material, the 
laborers in the East will make the material, and all that is 
asked is to permit our laborers to build the ship, and thus 
secure their share of what it costs to construct the magnificent 
ship which this bill calls for and which will be the greatest 
war ship in the world. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amesd- 
ment offered by the gentleman from California [Mr. Haygs]. 

The question was taken; and the Chair announced that the 
noes seemed to have it. 

Mr. GILLETT of California. Division, Mr. Chairman. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 74, noes 86. 

Mr. HAYES of California. Tellers, Mr. Chairman. 

Tellers were ordered; and Mr. Foss and Mr. Hayes of Cali- 


necessities 


structed 


fornia were appointed tellers. 
The House again divided; and there were—ayes 78, noes 76. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I want to offer an amend- 


ment at the end of line 10, page 74. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. Taw- 
NEY] offers an amendment, which the Clerk will read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

(At the end of line 10, on page 74, insert: “ Provided, That no part 
of this appropriation shall be expended for armor for vessels herein 
uthorized, except upon contracts for such armor when awarded by the 
Secretary of the Navy to the lowest responsible bidder, having in view 
the be results and most expeditious delivery.” 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I reserve the point of order. 


Mr. TAWNEY. The amendment is a limitation upon the ap- 
propriation, or so much of the appropriation as carried here 
for armor to be used in connection with the construction of the 
vessels authorized. 


Mr. FOSS. I want to say to the gentleman that the amend- 
m<¢ should be offered to the paragraph down below, I think, 
headed “Armor and armament.” The paragraph above is exclu- 
sive of armament. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I withdraw the amendment until we reach 


the bottom of page 74. 
Mr. DUNWELL. Mr. Chairman, as a Member of this House 


Ih the honor to represent in part that noble metropolis 


which comprises in its citizenship one-twentieth of the popula- 


ask the | 
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tion of this great nation, and a more enlightened, broad-ji; 
intelligent community does not exist on the globe. It ; 
their name and in their interest that I desire to say a 1 
regarding these battle ships and their construction. \ 
the confines of the great city from which I come is locat; 
most important navy-yard in the United States. A few 

ago it was determined by Congress in its wisdom to 

for the building of one of the new United States battle 

at that yard. Accordingly the order was issued: t!] 

was furnished with machinery and the other essentj 
construction ; a foree of men the equal of any ever ass 

was called together, and the great work began. It 
practically finished. The ship is named the Connecticy; 

a glorious State—one of the original thirteen. There 
on the placid waters of the bay, the pride of modern 
architecture, the grandest ship the American Navy ha 
known, the noblest specimen of the shipbuilder’s art now 

ing on the waters of the world. 

Mr. Chairman, we want more ships like her. We wan} 0 
of them constructed, as she has been, in the navy-yards 
United States. We do not consider that it would be 
just or creditable to the country to permit that splendid 
of American artisans to disperse, never to come together ; 
that wonderful machinery, procured and constructed at so | 
expense and with so much care, to rust away and decay. 

The plant and equipment of the Brooklyn Navy-\ 
among the very best in the country, manned by upward of 2.009 
of the best shipbuilders in the world. 

The time allowed for the building of the Connecti: s 
forty-one months, and she will be in commission before the ex 
piration of that time. Never before has this happened 1c 
our modern naval programme began. 

It is claimed by some of those who oppose the Govern 
building its own ships that the Connecticut has cost 9 
more than her sister ship, the Lowisiana; but, conside 
average amount of time over the time limit consumed 
construction of ships heretofore built in private yards, 
is fully two years, and computing the interest on the contract 
price of these two ships, we have these results: 


Cost of Connecticut in excess of cost of Louisiana 
Interest on $8,400,000 for two years 1,0 
It is an acknowledged fact that the construction of th 
Louisiana would have been delayed to the extent that every 
other battle ship has been heretofore, had it not been for the 
splendid work and hustling powers of the builders of the 

Connecticut. 
Leaving all the various indirect benefits of this descrip 
and they are many, out of the consideration, we claim th: 


| the vastly superior construction of the Connecticut and 


fact that she will not so soon or as often need repairs, makes 
her worth at least $500,000 more than her sister ship. 

One of the principal causes, moreover, of the increased cos 
of the Connecticut over the Louisiana lies in the fact th 
working day in the navy-yards of the Government 
hours long, while ten hours represents the day in private yards 
The Government day is fixed by law made by the Governny 
Would it be just, then, think you, for the Government 
fixing the working day’s duration, to deprive its citizens 
privilege of working for their bread because they enjo) 
benefit of this benign Government regulation regarding la} 

There can be no doubt, in my judgment, that if the cons 
tion of battle ships is continued in the navy-yards there 
be a still further reduction of time consumed in their bui! 
ing, and, besides that, a great additional reduction in cost, ani 
that a still further advance will be made in the perfectioi 
their sea power. 

We believe that the work is better and more carefully d 
and that the difference in the merit of the work is paralle! 
the difference between building houses by contract and by «a 
work. It would be far better, it strikes me, for the Govern 
to pursue a generous policy toward their own shops and 
own men than to shut them out entirely from any competi! 
and permit all the work of the Navy to be done by tlie ‘ 
tract labor of the private yards. 

Many gentlemen on this floor are advocates of the be! 
ment of American labor. Here is an opportunity to prove ‘ 
good faith in this matter and to sustain the eight-hour ¢ 
which the Government has prescribed, ‘by causing the build 
of one of the three great battle ships already provided for in 
one of the navy-yards of the United States. 

I am wilking that it be put down as a part of my creed 1! 

I believe in peace, that I also believe in a great American | 
as a conservator of peace. I believe, too, that the more pov 
ful the nation is, the more it can command peace. Our 1 
eountry is now the wealthiest and most powerful on eartu 


is ¢ 
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le to take the position which of right belongs to her. 
re Macgregor sits, that is the head of the table.” Let us 
per that and take Macgregor’s place at the board of the 
;. for of right it is clearly ours. 

GOLDFOGLE addressed the committee. 


RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I 
‘ d my remarks in the Recorp. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrxry] 

nanimous consent to extend his remarks in the REcorp. 
I re objection? 

» was no objection. 

Clerk read as follows: 


See Appendix. | 


ask unanimous consent to 


ecretary of the Navy is hereby authorized, in his discretion, to 
for or purchase subsurface or submarine torpedo boats, to an 
not exceeding $1,000,000, after such competitive tests as he 
e fit to prescribe, to determine the comparative efliciency of the 
boats for which bids may be submitted: Provided, That such 
tive tests shall take place within six months from the date of 
ige of this act. 


UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, I desire to amend this 
on n by striking out the proviso, in lines 16 to 18, on page 74, 
t] eads, “ Provided, That such competitive tests shall take 


ithin six months from the date of the passage of this 
d offer the following proviso in lieu thereof. 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Alabama 
nt, which the Clerk will report. 

Clerk read as follows: 


offers an 


ut the proviso, in lines 16, 17, and 18, page 74, and insert: 

i further, That the Secretary of the Navy is hereby authorized 
der designs for improved submarine torpedo boats presented 
idual or corporation who may have patented or designed or 
arine torpedo boats; and if, after careful consideration, the 
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a foreign enemy; but I believe it is an e m. It 
in its infancy to-day. I do not believe it has reached the p 
where it has passed beyond the experimen age. And I 
lieve every opportunity should be given t) Navy De 
and its otlicers to test the efficiency OL such bouts 

Mr. ROBERTS. I make the point of order th 


; Nan is not talking to the point of order. 


| the point of order that the 


The CHAIRMAN. from Ma 


The gentleman 
from Alal 


“itleman 


2" 


| fining his remarks to the point of order. 


|} an amendment that would 


y is of the opinion that any of said designs embody features | 


licate 
than has 
uilt or in course of construction for the United States Navy, 
ch ease the Secretary 
to have constructed by contract or in navy-yards, under such 
ons as he may prescribe, one or more submarine boats upon such 
hereinbefore mentioned as fulfill the foregoing requirements as 
rior efficiency; and the Secretary of the Navy is furthermore 
ed to purchase said designs at such reasonable compensation as 
his discretion, appear suitable, if said purchase is considered 
cessary for the best interests of the naval service; and in the 
said purchase of designs by the Secretary of the Navy, the 
shall specifically guarantee the Navy Department, by suitable 
otherwise, to the satisfaction of the Secretary of the Navy, 
ill liability for the use of any and all patents which are 
é ed or used in said designs.” 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I raise the point of order 
amendment, that it is clearly legislation. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Can I have order so that I 

ntleman’s point of order? 

CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts raises 

iestion of order that the amendment changes existing law. 

UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, in reference to the 

f order I will state that the object of this amendment is 


n widei the door of competition for building submarine 
lo boats. 


ean hear 


clearly the development of greater efficiency in actual | 
been or probably can be obtained in submarine boats | 


of the Navy is authorized, in his dis- | 


The section to which the amendment is offered | 


les that a million dollars shall be appropriated for the | 


se 


or contract for of 
section further provides 


subsurface or submarine boats. 
that competitive tests of these 


different boats shall be made—that is, of boats already built a 


, the result of the passage of this section of the bill with- 
iendment would be this: There are but two companies 

build boats and have got submarine boats built to-day in 
United States. One of those companies is known as the 
trie Company, which builds what was formerly known as 
t lfolland boat. The other, the Lake Company, builds what 
own as the Lake boat. They both have boats that could 
this competition. But the Navy Department takes into 
ideration the question of speed in considering these boats; 


ll take place within six months after the passage of | 


| the Chair can not fairly hold that plans can be 


is I understand it, it is generally conceded that the old | 


ind boat, built by the Electric Company, can make 


hour of speed, while the Lake boat, although a very 


73 | 


il boat for submarine diving and some other purposes, as | 


resent built, is generally conceded to have a speed limited 
knots an hour; and that would be considered in the test. 
effect of this section as it appears in the bill would limit 
competition to the boat of the Electric Company and 
nate all other competitors. In other words, the effect of 
section, if you pass it as it stands to-day, is a provision 
we shall appropriate a million dollars to buy boats from 
Electric Company. 

uilding submarine boats. 


I believe it is an evolution in 
| affairs. 


ire be the greatest protection to the shores of America from | House for five minutes this afternoon. 


v, they are good boats; they are effective boats; I believe | 


I believe an effective submarine boat will in the | 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. Well, Mr. Chairman 
plain what the seetion provides, and then what 
will provide, and see whet! 


iS eXist 





her it Li f i 
not under the amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Well, Mr. Chairman, th ‘ 
gentleman is in favor of the amendment 
of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman w 
the point of order and continue in order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I am trying to ntinue in o1 I 
do not see how I can show that it is not contrary to ex y 
unless I can first show what is the provision of the s 
But I will try to observe the admonition of CC 

Now, as I stated, Mr. Chairman, this provision be 


committee provides for these submarine tor 
vides how this competition shall take pla 
ment limits the competition to one compa! 
case, and believing that we ought 
competition, I have prepared for 


to open the door 
the purp 
open the door of compet 
the world. 

Now, the question of order is as to whether this 
is applicable and germane to the section. No point of 
been made against the section of the bill rl 
ment that is germane and a limitation, a proj 
the section of the bill must be in order, bet 
order has been made against the 
will not, without the Chair 
argument on that point. 

Mr. BOWIE. Mr. Chairman, I have anot! 
the House is not in order. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The committee will be in order. Doe 
gentleman from Massachusetts desire to 
of order? 

Mr. ROBERTS. The amendment 
from Alabama is clearly legislation, in that 
thorizes the Secretary of the Navy to pure! 
There is no law to-day allowing the Secretary of the 
purchase the plans of any boat. That point of order 
part of the amendment is clearly good; 


good; and if one part of 


- . ro 
provision of 


desires me to 


offered 


amendment is subject to the point of order, the whole ‘ 
ment is bad. 

The CHAIRMAN. The paragraph authorizes the Secr 
of the Navy to contract for the purchase of subs ,} 


marine torpedo boats to an amount not exceeding $1,000,000 


provides for a competitive test to determine the bette: 
boat. It is probable, although the Chair does not undert 
decide that question, that the provision for competitive 
not in order, but no point of order having bet made to 
provision is subject to amendment by any proposition 
germane to the idea of competition; and the Ch 
this amendment to mean the elaboration of that propos 
therefore holds it in order. 

Mr. ROBERTS. If the Chair will pardon me, the pr 
in the bill provides for a competitive test of boats, 1 ( y 
or plans, but actually constructed boats, and it seems to 


put in fair] 


onstructed b 


that language in competition with thi 


The CHAIRMAN. The Chair holds that the purchase 
plans may be an incident to the element of compet 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Now, Mr. Chairman, I would é 
the courtesy of the committee for ten minutes to « 
amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. I would like to finish this bill to-night 
think we can do so, for we are practically at 1 end <« 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman Al 1a asks 
imous consent that he may proceed for ten minutes in d S 
ing his amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. I will not object to five minutes 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Oh, I am entitled to five minutes. 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania I dislike very 1¢] M 
Chairman, but I think I must object. I am member o 


Naval Committee, and have not asked the 


attention of t 
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Mr. COCKRAN., 

Mr. BUTLER of 
House. 

Mr. COCKRAN. It is the loss of the House, I insist. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, if the House will listen 
to me, I will try and explain the substance of my amendment in 
the five minutes that I am entifled to. In the first place, I want 
to say the amendment was not prepared by myself, but was 
prepared by the Navy Department at my request. The Navy 
Department is taking no part in this matter, but they prepared 
an amendment at my request that would open this question of 
competition to everybody. This amendment was prepared by 
the Navy Department so that competition will be open to any- 
body who wanted to submit plans. 

Now, I understand that there are gentlemen who have boats, 
who desire to enter into this competition, boats that they claim 
will produce a speed of 25 knots an hour. I am reliably in- 
formed that one of these boats has been tested, in miniature 
boat, and the report is on file in the Navy Department showing 
a production of 22 knots of speed an hour. Now, if that is the 
ease, and I understand it is a fact, that there is a miniature 
boat that has been tested that will produce 22 knots an hour, 
isn’t it folly for this House to tie the hands of the Navy Depart- 
ment and say that we shall not have any competition, that you 
shall only buy the old boats, boats we have tried before, that 
have only shown a speed of 74 knots an hour, when it is possible 
to produce a boat that will bring the speed up to over 20 knots an 
hour, that can run down a battle ship in the offing? I think it 
would be folly for us to make such a limitation on the bill. 

The only provision in this amendment I offer, the only desire 
I have is to open the matter to fair competition to every one, 
so that everybody may have a fair test and that there shall be 
no moropoly in the building of these boats. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yield 
for a question? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Does the gentleman in- 
form the House that there is no competition in this matter? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I stated that this competition as it 
stands limits the competition to boats that are built and to plans 
and specifications as we usually build ships. My understanding 
is that there are but two companies that could compete within 
the six months. One is the Lake and the other is the Electric. 
I am further informed, and I believe from a reliable source, 
that the Holland boats show a speed of 74 knots, and the Lake 
boat only about 5 knots, and as the Navy Department construes 
the speed as an element in the competition, it practically limits 
the competition to the Holland boats, and therefore there is no 
competition. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
to open the door of competition wider? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. So wide that these men who claim that 
they have a boat—they may not have it—may enter the compe- 
tition. Give them a chance to demonstrate whether they have 
a boat that can make 22 knots an hour. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. And the gentleman antici- 
pates that the Government will thereby probably get a better 
boat at less cost? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. That is what I hope to do. 

Mr. MUDD. I understand that there is another boat that can 
get ready for the test in six months. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I don’t think it could. 

Mr. SULZER. Why not make it twelve 
months? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
ordinary boats 

The CHAIRMAN. 
The Chair will 
| Mr. Roperts]. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 
the time of the gentleman from Alabama be extended for one 
Ininute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair has already recognized the gen- 
tleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I will yield one minute out 
of my time that the gentleman may ask a question. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know why 
twelve months would not be long enough. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Twelve months might be long enough, 
but it is customary in building ships of the Navy to take com- 
petitive plans as well as competitive boats. As a matter of 
fact, the taking of competitive boats is a new departure in 
building a navy. 

Mr. SULZER. 

Mr. 


That is the loss of the House. 
Pennsylvania. Rather the relief of the 


And the gentleman seeks 


instead of six 
Because it has been customary to build 


The time of the gentleman has expired. 
recognize the gentleman from Massachusetts 


These boats can be built very quickly. 
UNDERWOOD. I will say to the gentleman that the 
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form of this amendment is not mine. It was prepared ; 
Navy Department. It is what the Navy Department 
would bring about the proper thing. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Chairman, I can not yield any | 
Mr. Chairman, there is one thing I wish to call to the att, 
of the committee with regard to the amendment offered },, 7. 
gentleman from Alabama. This matter of plans bein; a 
mitted to the Navy Department has been thoroughly go1. 
in the committee, and it was decided that that was , 
proper thing to do, and for this reason: When the Gove; 
started out on the development of submarine boats it ady, 
for plans and it got plans, and the result of that advert): rent 
was universal disapproval by those whose plans were ;, ni 
cepted, and the plans that were accepted turned out to jo . 
failure; so that the boat built under them was not a syecosg 
and the parties who built it had to refund to the Governm.)); its 
money. In view of the trouble the Department has hai! jjore. 
tofore in this matter of plans, the Department prefers no) that 
we should have boats, and when anybody has an idea t\at jg 
of any value it is desired that they shall incorporate th into 
a concrete form and bring it to the Department, and within the 
provisions of a bill reported by the committee there js scope 
enough to give the most complete competition and the ' 
latitude tests possible. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts Mr. Chairman, wi!) the 
gentleman yield for a question? 

Mr. ROBERTS. If I can have my time extended I 
I must decline to yield under the circumstances. If we are io 
go back after thirteen years of progress in the development of 
submarine warfare to the first principles of considering plang, 
then we are practically at a standstill in this important arm 
of national defense, and I submit that the Department shoul 
keep advancing in this matter. 

I want to call attention to one point in the amendment of the 
gentleman from Alabama, which provides that the men syp- 
mitting plans shall furnish a bond to the Government to pro- 
tect the Government from any infringement suits. The gen. 
tleman says his amendment was drawn up by the Department. 
As a matter of fact, that amendment was suggested by the at- 
torney of a man who has a submarine boat in his head, and he 
admits and has admitted to the Committee on Naval Affairs 
in a communication over his own signature that he was tied up 
in lawsuits; that he is being sued for infringements and for 
failure to comply with his contracts, so that if this provision 
were adopted the result of it would be to bring the Government 
into a lawsuit over certain patents which may or may not have 
any effect on the matter of the development of these submarine 
boats. I believe if anybody has a boat built we should try that 
boat. I want the broadest competition. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD rose. 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the pending amendment is ex- 
hausted. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I call for a vote. 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
word. I would like to ask the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. 
UNDERWOOD] what he knows with reference to the statement 
made by the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. Ropervs} that 
the amendment offered by the gentleman from Alabama was 
prepared by an attorney in this city. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman asks me 
whether this was prepared by an attorney of another boat com- 
pany. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Not of another boat company. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I will state that an attorney in the 
city of Washington who wanted to come into competition in 
this matter presented an amendment and asked me to 0 
it. I told him that I would not offer it until I had submitted it 
to the Navy Department. I did submit it to the Navy De- 
partment. It was not satisfactory to them and they returned 
the amendment that I have offered—not the one the attorney 
presented me—as one which they said would open this question 
to competition, and which the Navy Department sent back to 
me. Now, if they had some attorney in the Navy Department 
who prepared this plan I do not know about it, but I received 
this amendment back in a letter under the signature of the 
Secretary of the Navy. 

Mr. ROBERTS. May I ask the gentleman a question? 
the gentleman wish the committee to understand that the Navy 
Department approves of this amendment? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. No; Ido not. I did not say so. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Did not the Secretary of the Navy send 
another letter to the gentleman expressly disapproving oF 
rather withdrawing any supposed approval of this? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have not said that the Secretary of 
the Navy approved this amendment. 


he 
think 


~eT, 


sub- 
ver 
the 
ent 


tised 


Widest 


l, but 


fler 


Does 
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Mr. ROBERTS. That was the impression the gentleman 

ight to convey when he said the Department prepared it. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I did not seek to give that impression 

all. I simply said that I asked the Navy Department to pre- 

re an amendment that would open this whole question to com- 
petition of everybody, and they sent back the amendment that I 
have sent to this desk, and I did not say that they approved it 
r that they would disapprove it. 

hey sent me that amendment as one that would open this 
iestion to fair competition. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Now, is it not a fact that amendment was 
epared by the bureau chief and not by the Secretary or As- 
sistant Secretary? 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. 


letter. 


I do not know as to that; it came in 


‘Mr. ROBERTS. Does not your letter expressly state so? 
‘ir. UNDERWOOD. I think not. 
Mr. ROBERTS. I have a copy here. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. It came in the letter, and whether it 
s prepared by a bureau chief, an attorney in the Department, 
the Secretary himself, I do not know, but it came to me from 
Secretary of the Navy, and I wish the House to understand 

I do not say that the Secretary is taking any active part 
this one way or the other, that he is in favor of the proposi- 
n or against it, but I say he is authority for the fact that if 
; pass that amendment you will give free competition to 
rybody and not create a monopoly in passing this proposi- 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I desire 

address the committee briefly, and I move to strike out the 

two words. Mr. Chairman, it seems to me that the Com 

on Naval Affairs is taking an extraordinary interest 

the apparent attempt to shat out competition in the purchase 

ibmarine boats. I am a good deal of a landlubber, and do 

know anything about submarine boats, but I understand the 

ication of the principle of competition, and the amendment 

‘ed by the gentleman from Alabama is to provide competi 

n, so that the United States may buy better boats at less 

t, and I do not understand how gentlemen of the committee 

( defend a proposition that seeks to exclude competition, to 

the Government in the clutch of a monopoly, and provide, 

sibly, inferior boats and increase its bill of cost for that 

I have not heard any clear explanation yet of the ex- 

wdinary attitude of the Committee on Naval Affairs, and 

ll say that since I have been a Member of this Congress my 

ls have been flooded with literature pointing significantly 

state of affairs in connection with submarine boats that 

is something more than a mere glossing over by this House. 

elieve it needs to be looked at beneath the surface; that 

igress itself should conduct a little submarine investigation 

this question. [Applause.] Now, the gentlemen says that 

House ought not to provide a means of competition in order 

give good boats at a fair price, and he bases that argument 

on this facet and this fact alone, that thirteen years ago, for- 

th, plans were submitted and the scheme went awry, and be- 

ise there was failure thirteen years ago to provide an effect- 

ineans of competition, that the Naval Affairs Committee 

| turn its face forever against all plans for providing com- 
tion. 

it seems to me that, after the lapse of thirteen years in the 

cress of time and in the march of invention, some means 

have been found to provide boats better than those that 

re designed and constructed thirteen years ago, and the Goy- 

ment ought not to deny to itself the benefit of the march of 

and the progress of invention. But if it follows the 

| of the Committee on Naval Affairs it will do so. We ought 

give to the Secretary of the Navy, what obviously he would 

giud to have, the means of getting competition upon these 

narine boats, so as to give the people of the United States 

that they can get for their money and the very best article 

E it that money would purchase. I say I am a stranger to the 

e ject, but it has a most sinister aspect, it seems to me, and I 

it boldly, and I ask that some gentleman give a better ex 

nation of the attempt to exclude competition than has so 

¥ far been given by the Committee on Naval Affairs. [ Applause. ] 

BE Mr. GREGG. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 

three words. The chief argument of the gentleman from Mas- 

zB chusetts is that this committee by the provision in its bill is 

trying to cut off competition. Now, such is not the case. When 

(his matter was up before the committee it was understood that 

(there was a wrangle between two institutions which make the 

submarine boats—that is, the Lake Torpedo Boat Company and 

Be the Electric Boat Company. We understood that the Lake Tor- 

: pedo Boat Company contended that it had not heretofore had a 

lair chance in the competition, and the provisions of this bill 


ce 


ce 





were submitted to two gentlemen of the committee for the pur- 
pose of preparing it and so wording it that both concerns should 
have a fair chance and a square deal in the competition. At 
that time we did not know of any other concern in this country 
proposing to build submarine boats. 


Mr. HILL of Connecticut. May I ask the gentleman? I 
have understood there were no hearings before the committee 


on this subject. How could it be possible for them to be 
I never heard of them asking to be heard. 

Mr. GREGG. The matter was discussed—that 
plaint of the Lake Torpedo Boat Company. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. By whom? 

Mr. GREGG. By the committee. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. But I 


heard? 


is, the 


col: 


understand that hearings 

were not held on the subject. 
Mr. GREGG. That matter was up, and we understood that 
the Lake torpedo-boat people claimed that they had not had 


a fair show, and it was referred to two gentlemen of the con 
mittee, and they worded this provision in the bill so as to meet 
the criticism that had been made upon the Navy Department 
before. 

Mr. PARSONS. Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GREGG. I have but five minutes, and the 
ean talk after I get through. It not a question of openi 
up competition by this amendment at all; but the effect of this 
amendment, if adopted, would be to: prevent the construc n 
of any torpedo boats at all. There has sprung a 


grentienial 


is 


Ss hew 


mond in the field.” It is the J. P. Holland Torpedo Bi 
Company, which does not propose to offer a boat for « 1 
tion, but only plans for a boat. 

The Government tried accepting plans once and got bad 
left. Since then its policy has been to make anybody th 
wanted to sell the Government a torpedo boat build a |! 
and present it to the Government, and the Government wou 
then test the different competing boats and decide w ‘ 
they wanted. This provision as drawn in the bill l 
formity with that adopted plan. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Just a moment. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Will the gentleman yp t a 
question? 

Mr. GREGG. I have said I could not yield, and I can not 
I only have five minutes, and it is so late I could not ask a 
extension of time. If we adopt this amendment it will be 
backward step, and if we go to experimenting with plans 
again we will meet another failure, as we did with our first 
experiment, which will discourage the buying of such b 


and will, in my judgment, amount to our having no more for 
some time at least. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massechusetts. 
Mr. GREGG. I judge by our pa 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
diction. 
Mr. GREGG. 


How do you know that? 
st experience. 
You are making a pre 


If these people want to build a boat, and « 


up and present it to the Government and have it compete with 
other boats, they can do it under the provisions of t! bill I 
is claimed that they can not build one in six months. M i 3 
Holland, in a letter to the chairman of the Naval Affairs ¢ 
mittee [Mr. Foss], says that his b 1 be built in six me 

If they can do so why de they not build their boat and « 

and compete with other boats? The fa is that th 

want to build a paper boat instead of 1 actual boat 

want to sell to the Government their plans—their b 
paper—and have the Government take all the chances 1 the 
boat being a success. I want us to buy a boat and not ideas as 


to how to make a boat. 


Mr. PARSONS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the las 
three words. I wish to call the committee’s attention to th 
fact thet the proviso providing for a competition of boats 
that the competition must take place within six n ths | 
not even six months from the time the appropriation 1 
effect, but six months from the date of the passage of t! 


From the Navy reports it requires eighteen months to build 
submarine torpedo boat; this proviso for 
tition among boats provides only for a competition an 


that are practically already constructed. Cri 


consequel ly 





Mr. COCKRAN. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike « the |] 
four words. I would like to ask the chairman of the Nayal 
Committee what objection there can be to acce] ¢ the amend- 
ment of the gentleman from Alabama [ Mr. UNbDERWoopD] What 
is the objection that swayed and governed the committee in ex 
cluding competition by Mr. Holland, who is himself the original 
inventor of the boat which will be built under the operation of 
this provision? 

Mr. FOSS. I would rather the gentleman would ask the 


question of the gentleman from New York [Mr. VREELAND], who 
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had charge of the framing of this provision. I must confess, so 
far as I am concerned, that I have very little faith in submarine 
boats, anyway. 

Mr. COCKRAN. The million dollars, then, it seems, would 
go where the gentleman has no faith. It is e-ident money 
travels much more swiftly than faith. 

Mr. FOSS. The committee, however, saw fit to put it in, and 
I shall stand by the action of the committee. 

Mr. COCKRAN. A million dollars is a very substantial monu- 
ment to faith, Mr. Chairman. Those of us who do not have 
that faith now, for lack of information, surely have the right to 
ask for enlightenment. What is the objection, I want to ask 
some gentleman on the committee, to giving the Secretary of the 
Navy discretionary power to avail himself of such improvements 
and inventions as may be made in this field, which is admittedly 
novel, by adopting the amendment proposed by the gentleman 
from Alabama [Mr. Unperwoop]? 

Mr. VREELAND. When the gentleman has concluded his 
remarks, I will answer. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I have no 
wanted to put a question. 

Mr. VREELAND. The gentleman seems to be making re- 
marks. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I am merely propounding a question. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Does not your proviso 
exclude competition from everybody but two concerns? 


remarks to make. I merely 


Mr. VREELAND. I have not the floor at present. When 
I am recognized, I will answer the question. 
Mr. COCKRAN. I have submitted the question. I have 


only taken the floor for the purpose of asking information. 
Mr. VREELAND. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the 
last five words. 


Mr. Chairman, it is true that I heiped to frame the provision 
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we want him to put his own ideas and his own money into ¢) 
boat and present it to the Government and submit it to 
tests as the Government shall see fit to prescribe. Then. 
comes up to those tests, the Secretary of the Navy is aut) 
eet pay out the money of the Government in pure! 
ng it. 

Mr. COCKRAN. On that status, if the plan for a pon: 
vastly superior to any now in existence and the inventor , 
not happen to have the means to construct that boat hin 
the gentleman’s policy would be to deny the Governmen; 
chance to get the benefit of it? 

Mr. VREELAND. I think the gentléman from New \ 
[Mr. CocKRAN] will acknowledge that he never met an iny 
in his life who did not have plans for something superi 


SI 


| anything else. 


Mr. COCKRAN. That is not my question. Will the co 
be denied the benefit of the invention even if the Gove: 
be convinced of its merit? 

Mr. VREELAND. I have stated to the gentleman t! 
do not desire to have the Government purchase plans 
if indorsed by the inventor and by the gentleman fron 
York. 

Mr. COCKRAN. 
Department. 

Mr. VREELAND. We want those plans to be incorp 
in the vessel and that vessel tested according to tesi 


But I speak of the approval of the 


| scribed by the Government, and then we are willing to 
| the Government shall pay out a million dollars for it if it 


on submarines that has goneinto the bill, but I do not want the 
House to assume too much on that account. Iam not strongly 
attached to submarines upon their performances todate. There 
was no desire on the part of the Committee on Naval Affairs to | 
shut out competition. They desired the mest open and free 
competition. My personal wish was to turn the whole sub- 
ject over to the Secretary of the Navy without reserve, and to 


turn over to him $500,000 or $1,000,000, and leave it absolutely 
at his discretion as to where it should be spent if he should think 
best to spend it. We have no facilities for testing submarines 
in our committee rooms; there are no facilities in this House 
for testing them. I therefore desired to turn the subject over 
to the Secretary of the Navy, where it could be treated upon 
its mer 

Mr. TAWNEY. 


a question, just for 


Will the gentleman from New York permit 
information? 

Mr. VREELAND. Yes. 

Mr. TAWNEY. What information did the committee 
to justify it in fixing the limit of time to six months? 
is the thing that is bothering me. 


have 
That 


Mr. VREELAND. The gentleman from Texas [Mr. Greece] 
has stated the reason why the committee finally put in the pro- | 
vision as to six months’ time. We all remember the contro- 
versy between the Lake and Holland people a few years ago, 
when Members of Congress were ready to exclaim: “A plague 
on both your houses.” We remember the recriminations that 


were thrown out each side, and we remember the dark hints 
as to what they could tell to the country if they wished. We 
desired to avoid that. We knew that there were only two sub- 


marine establishments at present building boats in this country. 
Our judgment is that if there is any other firm that wants to 
build submarine boat it has ample time to build it before 


the time limit in this bill expires. sut we were not willing, 
Mr. Chairman, to leave it open until another year, and for the 
man who has no yard in which to build boats, 
who has simply plans to sell to the Government from which the 
Government could build a boat and test it at its own risk and 


benefit of some 


its own expense. We have all received this literature from 
these different interests. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I merely wish to ask a question. This 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama does not make 


incumbent 


anything upon the Secretary of the Navy, as I 
understand it, but it leaves him free to accept these plans, if, in 


up to the ideas of the inventor. 

Mr. COCKRAN. I will ask the gentleman this questio 
see if I am correct in my interpretation of his position 
ever perfect the invention may be according to the pla: 
ever satisfactory it may be to the Navy Department, tly 
of the Naval Committee is to prevent the Department fr 
ting the advantage of that invention, unless the inventor | 
a boat himself? 

Mr. VREELAND. That is it; unless the man who proposes 
this submarine were to put up his own money or the mo 
somebody else whom he can interest—perhaps the ge: 
from New York [Mr. Cockran]—and test these boats 
they are purchased by the Government. That is precis 
opinion of the committee. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
yield? 

Mr. VREELAND. I would be glad if the gentleman 
permit me to complete another paragraph. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Just a simple qu 
I desire to ask the gentleman. 

Mr. VREELAND. Very well. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Suppose we bought 1 
plans of the inventors and after accepting them, constructio 
began. Would not the Government have the right to reje 
the finished work if it did not stand the test, just the sa 
as if the Government did not buy the plans originally? 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The time of the gentleman has expired 

Mr. VREELAND. I ask five minutes more. 

Mr. BOWIE. I object. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr 


Will the gent! 


| GARDNER] is recognized. - 


his judgment, they embody a distinct imprevement upon the | 
| derstanding that it is to be pending. 


submarine boats now in existence. Does the gentleman’s un- 
derstanding of the amendment concur with mine? 

Mr. VREELAND. I would say, Mr. Chairman, it is not the 
purpose or intention of the Committee on Naval 
have the Government buy plans. 
been bought by the Government at a large expense have been 
any too satisfactory. We do not want to buy the plans and the 
imaginations of the inventor as incorporated in the plans, but 


Affairs to | 
None of these boats that have | 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. I desire to offer an a1 
ment, which I wish to have considered pending until this a) 
ment is disposed of. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts w 
recognized at the preper time to offer his amendment. 


[Mr. GARDNER of New Jersey addressed the com 
See Appendix. ] 


The CHAIRMAN. 
The gentleman from 
amendment to offer. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
which I desire to be pending. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Page 74, line 17, strike out the word “six 
“ twelve.” 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 


The time of the gentleman has expire: 
Massachusetts [Mr. GarpNer] ! 


I offer an ame! 


” 


and insert th 


I offer this with the 


The CHAIRMAN. ‘The gentleman is entitled to the floor 
discuss the amendment. 

Mr. FOSS. I desire to move that all debate on the para 
and amendments thereto end in five minutes. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Regular order, Mr. C! 
man, 


Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer that 
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endment, which strikes out the word “six” in the words of 
proviso and inserts the word “twelve,” for this reason: I 
ve been very much impressed with the statement of the gen- 
man from Texas to the effect that a competition of a paper 
n is not what we want, but a competition of real boats. 
I think, is very forceful, and for that reason I would 
ther see that these vessels practically should be stricken out 
then receive something in construction rather than pencil 
| paper and submit those boats to a test. But, on the other 
1, I am very much impressed by the argument that six 
mths is too short a time to give to Mr. J. P. Holland, or any 
r inventor, in which to prepare a boat for that sort of com- 
tion. 
\ir. FOSS. I will say to the gentleman that I am willing to 
ept the amendment as far as I am concerned. 


\ir. GARDNER of Massachusetts. On the statement of the 
rman of the committee, who says he is willing to accept the 
ndment, I will yield the floor. 

Mr. FOSS. Now, Mr. Chairman, I move that debate on the 


ding paragraph and all amendments be closed. 
\ir. GARDNER of New Jersey. Mr. Chairman, I rise to op- 
the motion. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is not debatable. The ques- 
s on the motion of the gentleman from Illinois that all 
te on the pending paragraph and amendments be closed. 
1e question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 
fhe CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 
rhe question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
rhe CHAIRMAN. The question now is on the amendment 
offered by the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. UNpERWoop]. 
» question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
T swoop) there were—ayes 84, noes 90. 
UNDERWOOD. I ask for tellers. 


aon 


rellers were ordered. The Chair appointed as tellers Mr. 
VrREELAND and Mr. UNDERWOOD. 
rhe House again divided; and the tellers reported—ayes SO, 


\ 
So the amendment was rejected. 
GARDNER of New Jersey. 
the following amendment. 
ie Clerk read as follows: 
74, strike out all from line 11 to line 18, inclusive, and insert 


Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer 


lowing ° 
For purehase of the even-keel submersible torpedo boat Lake 
$ w00 is hereby appropriated out of any money in the Treasury not 


se appropriated; and, further, the Secretary of the Navy may 
for the purchase of submersible, submarine, or subsurface 

lo boats to an amount not exceeding $725,000 : 
tary of the Navy shall, in contracting for the expenditure of this 

provide for one cruising even-keel submersible torpedo boat 
> an actual radius of action of 1,000 miles.” 
CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 
it offered by the gentleman from New Jersey. 

» question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 
Clerk, proceeding with the reading of the bill, read as 


lows: 


The 


mor and armament: Toward the armament and armor of domestic 
manufacture for vessels authorized, $15,145,000. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Mr. Chairman, I now offer the amendment 
which the gentleman in charge of the bill has agreed to accept. 
he Clerk read as follows: 
\fter the word “ dollars,” in line 25, page 74, insert: 

Provided, That no part of this appropriation shall be expended for 
for vessels herein authorized, except upon contract for such 
when awarded by the Secretary of the Navy to the lowest re- 
le bidder, having in view the best resulfs and most expeditious 

erv. 

‘ir. FOSS. I understand the gentleman only seeks to get 
pen, free, and fair competition? 

Mr. TAWNEY. That is all. 

Mr. FOSS. I will accept the amendment. 

CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing to the amend- 

nt offered by the gentleman from Minnesota. 

he question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 
Mr. REXEY. Now, Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment in 
very words of the last appropriation bill. That provision 
‘ts the Secretary of the Navy to cause a thorough inquiry 
‘made as to the cost of armor plate and of an armor plant, 
report of which shall be made to Congress. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will send his amendment 

to the desk. 

he Clerk read as follows: 

A id as an independent section, after line 25, page 74, the words: 


‘nd provided further, That the Secretary of the Navy shall cause 
thorough inquiry to be made as to the cost of armor plate and of an 


tmor plant, the report of which shall be made to Congress.” 


Mr. DALZELL. I make a point of order against that that it 
new legislation. 


rhe 


2 
1 
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Mr. RIXEY. 


Mr. Chairman, this provision was carried in the 
bill which was passed about a year ago, and is the present law. 
When the Secretary of the Navy was before the commi » he 
stated that he had not made the investigation, that h 
tion had not been called to it. 

I suppose it is conceded that there is not time to t 
investigation between this and the Ist day of July, and 1 
amendment is for the purpose of giving the Se 
time. The amendment is drawn in the identical wi 
provision carried in the last appropriation bill, and 
now. I suppose if it was proper a year ago itis proper n 
cially as the Secretary of the Navy has not made that 
He has not the time to make it before the Ist of Jul s 
is to give him the opportunity to do what he was ordered ) 


a year ago. 
The CHAIRMAN. 


The Chair is prepared to rule on tl 
of order. 


The Chair is of the 


Opinio! 


volves new legislation, and the point of order is st 

Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Mr ! man, I 
strike out the last word of the paragi he | 
it seems to me remarkably strange that the Navy D 
has not made investigation into the cost of armor plat i 
armor plant, and has not made report to Congress as t : 
Congress directed it to do. That law was enacted on tl 
day of March over a year ago. Over fourteen months 
elapsed since that law was approved, and yet the Navy 1» 
ment, one of the executive branches of t Governme 
apparently treated this mandate of Congress with contem] 
ignored its provisions. 

The price of armor plate is a question th is been 
in every Congress for many years. Il ; been char 
edly, and as I believe truly, that the Governme 
held up by these armor-plate companies, and that these « 
panies have charged the Government exorbitant prices. ‘| 
Rohrer board some years ago reported to Secretary Her 
that the cost was less, as I recollect it, than $250 a 
the Fifty-sixth Congress some of us filed our views in whi 


we discussed this question. For years we paid $545 per t 


We made a fight against it. Then the price came down 
$100 a ton. Last year the Midvale Company bid $598 a 
which was more than $50 less per ton than the Carn 
Bethlehem armor-plate factories bid for Class A arn Vv 
that low bid the Midvale Company got the contract for o 
about one-third of the armor needed—the old mp s 
ting the balance at the higher prices. Congress, aft 
discussion of that question for years, writes into the st 
books a requirement that the Secretary of the Navy |! 
investigation of the cost of armor and an armor plant 

| report to Congress, but our law is treated, as I have said, w 
apparent contempt. What excuse has been given for it? W! 
defense can any Member on the other side give for Ss] 

of the Navy Department? Did we not have a right to 
that requirement? Were we not within our constitut 
powers when we called upon an Executive Department 
make this investigation and to report? Will any disput 


right to do it? Can any deny that we did it according to 
Yet this great body that holds the purse strings of the 


will remain silent at this failure to observe the la \\ 
this law is attempted to be rewritten into the statute tl 
tleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. DALzeLL] raises a yx 
order against it. 

It seems to me the gentleman from Pennsylvania w l 
glad to again write this into the law and to again 
attention of the Navy Department to this omission on its 
{Applause.] Why should anybody object to again calling f 
this information? Is there anybody that will say that we d 
not want it? Is there anybody who will say that this ¢ rres 
is not entitled to have the information sought? Is the 
body who will say that these great armor-plate compa! 
above and beyond the right of Congress to investigate \ 
they only to be considered? Are the people of this com 
to have no rights in regard to armor plate? I will be iM 


Chairman, to hear some defense of this Department : 
some reasons from any advocate on this floo! hy tl rev 
ment should not have been obeyed by the Navy 
I shall be glad to learn the objections to this 
of the law and why it has been ignored. Applause. | 

Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Chairman, I would like 
in reply to the gentleman from North Carolina, my colleagu 
upon the committee, to promise here to join him in obtaining 
an answer from the Department to that resolution, which w 
appended to this bill last year. I agree with 
Navy Department should have answered it. 


pia 


him that the 
The only excuse 


for failing to answer lies in this statement, that the Secretaries 
of the Navy 


have changed. Mr. Paul Morton was Secretary 








6992 





when this resolution was directed to the Department. Mr. 
Bonaparte is now the Secretary. The law exists, and the pass- 
age of this bill will not repeal the amendment made to the bill 
last year. I will join with the gentleman in the request that 
the Navy Department answer that resolution, so that we may 
have the facts inquired for. [Applause.] 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to know if an amend- 
ment to the section last read—armor and armament—is now in 
order? 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state that we have not yet 
passed that paragraph, and an amendment to it is in order. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, I desire to say one word in 
response to the gentleman from North Carolina, as to the infor- 
mation sought to be had by reason of the resolution to which he 
refers. There are on file now a number of reports upon this 
identical subject, made by the Navy Department in pursuance 
of resolutions of Congress, and I have in my hand a letter 
which is addressed to the chairman of the Committee on Ap- 
propriations by the Secretary of the Navy, which I will read. 
It is as follows: 


_NAvVY DEPARTMENT, 
Washington, April 11, 1906. 























SI Replying to your letter of the 4th instant, in which you refer 
to the provision in the current naval appropriation act to the effect 
“that the Secretary of the Navy shail cause a thorough inquiry to be 
I e § to the cost of armor plate and arn plant, the report of 
which shall be made to Congress,” and request to be advised whether 

investigation has been made under this direction, and, if so, that 
y of the report be sent you, I have the honor to inform you that 
ves yn has as yet been undertaken under the above-mentioned 
‘ tion h, as you will observe, Congress fixed no time for the 
ation of the report. 
ntion is respectfully invited to the exhaustive investigations 
ese matters which have been made in pri years by Congress 
t Navy Department. The results of these investigations are 
in the following public documents: Senate Report No. 1453, 
f 1 Congress, second session, February 11. 1897; Senate Docu- 
N 147, Fifty-fifth Congress, first session, June 9, 1897; House | 
I nt No. 154, Fifty-fourth Congress, second session, January 5, 
L897 tatements before the Committee on Naval Affairs, United States 
i M 19, 1897; Senate Document No. 127, Fifty-fifth Congress, 
sess February 8, 1898; House Document No. 95, Fifty-fifth | 
( ss ynd session, December 7, 1897. | 
s fi r invited to the fact that since the dates of these | 
s the Midvale Steel Con ny has entered as a com 
t of armor manufacture, and is now supplying armor 
“ | than are other companies. 
Ve I ectfully, 
CHARLES J. BONAPARTE, 
Secretary. 
T. A. TAWNEY, 
Chairman Committee on Appropriations, 


ntatives 


House of Represe 11 


In addition to that, I desire to say that we have the cheapest 


1 the United States that is furnished to any nation in | 

ld We have the best armor-plate factories in the | 
Ss s that exist anywhere in the world, and there is 
p On the contrary, there is very active com- 


Mr. Chairman, the gentleman from Pennsyl- 
n that the S« ry of the Navy treated | 
gress with just sufficient respect to write a let- | 





Mr. WILLIAMS. 
] Ss Geariy SHOW ret 


f Con 





to the chairman of some committee referring Congress to some | 
stig ns tl had taken place away back in 1897. Every- | 

\ ws th the cost of making armor plate has changed 
from that time, and that American manufacturers 

ce it very much cheaper now than they could at that 
seems to me that what the gentleman from Penn- | 

said d what he bas read does not at all an- 

S has be said by the gentleman from North Caro- 
It remains true that the Secretary of the Navy has | 

1 a solemn resolution of request passed by this body with | 

( He not only has not answered it in the | 

ive and official manner in which he should have 

I has treated it cavalierly and as a matter 

| dismiss by writing a letter to the chairman of | 

e of this House It seems to me that the gentle- 

I s lia, his colleague [Mr. But rer], is right, 

Seere y of the Navy owes it to the House to | 

Swe S jues The gentle does not contend that there | 
s ly sp rep to this specific resolution. [Ap- | 


Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, I desire to offer an amendment 





I CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the same. | 
ibe Clerk read as foll ws: 

\ the word “4d s,”’ in line 25, the following: “jneenditil 

this ‘opriation shall be used for armor for the } 

§ 38 Car nd Michigan to cost over $398 per ton.” | 

Mr. RIXEY. Mr. Chairman, as I understand it, all the | 

mor plate which is necessary for ships under contract has | 

be ted fi and the contracts given to the Bethlehem | 


Midvale companies. The last contracts aggre- 
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16, 
gated about 16,500 tons. On that proposition the Midvale ¢, 
pany bid $398 and the Bethlehem and Carnegie companies | 1 
identically the same amount, $445. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit, he is mista) 


about the last contract. The amount was 3,676 tons, and {oy 
the next to the last contract the amount was 14,420. : 

Mr. RIXEY. Perhaps the quantity was divided. I do know 
this, that there has been no good reason shown why the contract 


for all was not given to the Midvale Company. Admiral O0’Noe.) 
one of the best bureau officers of ordnance that we }y,:, 
ever had, stated that the Midvale Company was pre; 1 
to make as good armor plate as either the Carnegie or {ho 
Bethlehem companies; but the Navy Department only 

6,000 tons of the 16,500 tons quantity to the Midvale Com) 
and gave the balance of the contract, about 10,000 tons, to 
Bethlehem and Carnegie companies, at $55 a ton more. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit another int, 
tion? 

Mr. RIXEY. I will. 

Mr. TAWNEY. The amendment which I had the ho: 
offer a few moments ago, and which was accepted by th \- 
tleman in charge of the bill, I think will correct the . of 
which the gentleman from Virginia is complaining, which 
not heretofore accepting the lowest bid when that bid was 
by a responsible bidder, willing and capable of complying 
the plans and specifications submitted by the Department 

Mr. RIXEY. I was in favor of the amendment w! 
gentleman from Minnesota offered, but the impression 
cently gotten out that the Midvale company is now in tlx 
combination with the Bethlehem and Carnegie companies. 

Mr. DALZELL. I deny that. 

Mr. RIXEY. I do not assert it as a positive fact, but you aq- 
mit that the Bethlehem and Carnegie companies have an 
ment on prices. 


Mr. TAWNEY. I will say to the gentleman from Virginia 
my information, and I get my information not only fro . 
bers of Congress, but from people interested in the sul t, is 


that there is absolutely no combination between those t 
cerns and there can not be under present conditions. 

Mr. RIXEY. If there is no combination it would not tak 
them long possibly to make one. Now, this fact ren s: In 
the last two contracts the Midvale company offered to 1 
as good armor plate at $398 as the Government was bu 
the other companies for $445. If the Midvale compa: 
make as good armor plate and can furnish it for $398, 
should not pay beyond that for whac is needed, and this l- 
ment should be adopted. 

Mr. DALZELL. Mr. Chairman, just one word. I 
agree with the gentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rrixry] e 
United States ought to get its armor plate at the \ st 
possible cost, and there ought to be competition. And that there 
is a very bitter competition is a conceded fact at this 
seems to me, with the provision that was put on this p 
by the amendment offered by the gentleman from M 
[Mr. Tawney], that these armor-plate coutracts shal! 
let except after competition and at the lowest and best 
will be very foolish for us, purely as a business matte 
that the Secretary of the Navy shall not be able to 
It does n 
to be a particularly good business proposition. 

Mr. RIXEY. Does not the gentleman remember tl 
years ago we paid this Bethlehem company and the | g 
company $545 a ton? 

Mr. DALZELL. I do. 

Mr. RIXEY. We then put a limitation on that. W: 
not pay over $445, and this provision is simply in line 
policy that was adopted at that time. 

Mr. DALZELL. It seems to me the Government 
protected by the amendment offered by the g 
Minnesota, and, as I said, it is not a good business 
tion to say that the Secretary of the Navy shall not 
for armor plate unless at a specific sum named by Cong 

Mr. OLMSTED. Is it not a fact that at 


is 1 
is 


gentlem 


+ 


one Tt 


| Congress put a limit on armor plate the Secretary of th 


was unable to get any? 

Mr. DALZELL. That is true. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I move to strike out the last two ' 3. 
I offered the amendment requiring the Department to 
the lowest bid for armor plate, with knowledge of 1! 
that there is active competition between the manufactu 
armor plate in this country. And, believing that that 
petition must necessarily and will continue, I am sat 1 
the Government will get its armor plate at the lowest pos 
cost if we require the Department to avail itself of this 
petition and accept the lowest bid. I will state, Mr. ‘ I 
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why I believe this. The Bethlehem and Carnegie com- 
es, which now belong to what is known as the “ steel trust,” 
the Krupp process in the manufacture of armor plate. The 
vale people use their own process, which is the only Ameri- 
process. The Krupp process is owned by an international 


ient parts. 

‘ir. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Only the Carnegie. 
‘ir. TAWNEY. The Carnegie Company. My purpose in 
ing that amendment was this: I do not think that the 
Department has treated the manufacturer of armor plate 
the Ameriean process with fairness in the past, because, after 


i them a contract for 6,000 tons in 1900, when it came to 
on the next contract they were refused the contract, 
ugh their bid was very much below the other bidder. 


lly, the Secretary of the Navy bet the Midvale Company 
usand tons of armor that it could not complete the con 
it then had. That the then Secretary said to the Midvale 
e, “If you wil! manufacture and .deliver the armor you 
have a contract for, you can then have a contract for a 
and tons of armor.” The Midvale people accepted this 
tion. They proceeded with the manufacture of the armor 
ided in their first contract. That armor made by an Ameri- 
mpany with the only known American process has proved 

the most severe tests to be equal, if not superior, to the 
r made with the Krupp, or foreign, process, and the Mid 
people have won the bet by getting the contract for the 

ficant amount of 1,000 tons. 

eving that this company can manufacture an armor equal 


manufactured in the world, and the competition be- 
the manufacturers using these two different processes 


ntinue, I think it is better to have the price of armor 
to be determined by competition which, in my judgment, 
result in securing armor plate at a lower cost than if we 


s the limit of cost the lowest amount bid on the last 


FINLEY. Has the gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. 
NEY] any doubt that the Government will to 
irmor plate at $398 a ton? 

TAWNEY. I have. The Midvale Steel Company’s last 
is $398 a ton. It was not known, however, at that time 
! will say in justification of the action of the Department 
ertainty that the Midvale company would be able to pro 
this armor. They have since that time produced it. It 

s stood the test and they are fulfilling their contract. There 
reason therefore why their bids in the future should not 


onsidered, and if the lowest, that their bid should not be 
tor] 


be able ob 


FINLEY. I think the gentleman misunderstands my 


tion. I asked him if he had any doubt that the Govern 
would be able to obtain armor plate at $398 a ton? 
TAWNEY. Class A armor plate at $398 a ton, and 
Class B armor plate at $393 a ton. 
FINLEY. Then, if it is a fact that the Government 


iin armor plate, is there any good reason why it should 
TAWNEY. I think there is. I believe they are capable 
ll be able to produce armor plate at less than $398 a 
id if this limitation is on you will never get it for less 
that amount. But if you will continue the provision and 
the matter of price to be determined between these two 


titive manufacturers, you will get armor plate at a 
price than $398 a ton. 
FINLEY. Just there, if that is true, is it not a fact 


this limitation 
S398 to the 


TAWNEY. 


will prevent the Government 
sethlehem Steel Works? 
It would certainly prevent the 


paying more 


paying more than $39S a ten. 

FOSS. Mr. Chairman, I move to close the debate on 
ragraph. 

WILLIAMS. Before that is done, I would like to ask 


ntleman from Illinois [Mr. Foss} a question. It will not 


ver a minute or two. I would like to ask the gentleman 
er he knows why the Secretary of the Navy did what 
sentleman from Virginia [Mr. Rtxty] has shown that he 
wit, that notwithstanding the fact that armor plat 
riced to him at $398 a ton, he bought armor plate from 


sat $55 a ton more than that? 
Department about that? 
FOSS. I will say to the gentleman that when those 
de the Navy Department looked into the capacity of 

it, and at that time they gave to the Midvale Steel Com 

S inuch armor as they were capable of making 


WILLIAMS. OL 


Has any explanation come 


bids 


bp PeALd 


pinion of the Navy Department? 
XL——438 





In the opinion of the Midvale Company or 


| 


Mr. FOSS. 


Of the Navy Department. The Navy Depart 
ment investigated the capacity of this company. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Did the Midvale Company say that that 


was all they were capable of manufacturing, or did they cont 


nd 


| that they could manufacture it all? 
st, of which the Bethlehem and Carnegie companies are con- | 


Mr. TAWNEY. The capacity of the Midvale Steel Con 
plant is equal to the demand of the Government, if that ny 
was required to furnish all of the uor plate at the present 
time, but it was not in 1903. 

Mr. FOSS. At that time the Midvale Company had just 
erected the armor plant and had just gone into the manufactw 
of armor plate. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I wondered if there was any good excu 
or reason for the conduct of the Department I w ted the 
country to know the facts. 

Mr. FOSS. There was a good reasor 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Midvale Company at that t ’ l 
mitted it could only manufacture a thousand ns 

Mr. FOSS. In the first contract th they got the S { 
of the Navy, as I recall it, advertised for 16,000 tons | 
Midvale Company got 6,000 tons, and the 10,000 tons r« 
was divided between the Bethlehem C nd the ¢ 
Company. That is as I recall it now Phat done after 
investigation into the capacity of the M e | f \ 
Department were willing to give the M ‘ n 
could take and manufacture ithin ft t 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Did the Mid ( ! 

6.000 tons? 

Mr. FOSS. I think they bid for more I 

Mr. WILLIAMS I hear the suggestio1 
for all of it and offered to give the De 
it. Now, does the gentleman | 
And if it is true, then what reason had N Il) 
for spending any more money for armor plate tl \ re ed 

Mr. FOSS. I do not know whether tl! 

I do know at the time the Navy Depa t le 

ful investigation into the capacity of 1 Mid ( ) 
carry out their contr dg I l l i 
they were capable of manufacturing, so to « 

struction of our ships 

Now, Mr. Chairman, I will move t the deb 
graph and amendments be closed 

The CHAIRMAN. The gent! I] 
the debate on the pending | ‘ l 
thereto be now closed 

The question is on the motion of the g 
[Mr. Foss]. 

The question was taken; and tf! g 

The CHAIRMAN, The question is « 1 iendment offered 
by the gentleman from Virg , 

The question was taken and tl ( l t 
the noes appeared to have it 

Mr. RIXEY. Divisio 

Mr. WILLIAMS I suggest that t 

Mr. FOSS. I will say to the gentle: 
the last paragraph in the bill: s 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Well rig 

The committee divided; and there we yes 58 

So the amendment was rejected 

The Clerk resumed and concluded the re g of 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Chair I 
and report the bill, with tl ! 

The motion was agreed to 

The committee accordingly rose S 
sumed the chair, Mr. CRUMPA ( ( 
of the Whole Hou ( he s 
that con ttee had had ler « 
priation bill id had 1} 
cme ts, with ( 
agreed to and that the bill | 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Spe I us 
bill and amendments to its final passag 

The previous question was ordered 

Mr. ROBERTS Now. Mr. S I 
vote on the amend! t on pag j 
ask a roll eall. I suggest to 
he move the House ad 

Mr. FOSS. I would 
Serts 

The SPEAKER Is thet s 
other amendment? 

Mr. ROBERTS. None other that I 

rhe SPEAKER. Does 
vote on any other of 
will be taken on t ‘ 
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Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask the attention of the 
gentleman from Illinois. The understanding was that at this 
stage of the proceedings a motion was to be made to adjourn. 

Mr. FOSS. I am about to make the motion. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The Speaker was about to put the question 
on the adoption of the other amendments. I suggest that we 
adjourn now and take the matter up to-morrow. 

Mr. FOSS. There is no opposition to these other amend- 











ments, I will say to the gentleman from Mississippi. The pre- 
vious question has been ordered. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I understand that; but the Chair, be- 
fore I interfered, was just about to put the motion to the House 
on the other amendments, when I objected. 

The SPEAK . That is correct. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, that is what I do not want done this 
evening. 

Mr. FOSS. Is there any objection to these other amendments? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. ‘hat is what I do not know. That is 
what I want to find out. [Cries of “ Regular order!”] I hope 
the gentleman will move to adjourn now. That was our under- 


tanding. 


[Cries of “ Regula 
lo now adjou 
The question was taken; and the Speaker announced that the 
noes appeared to have it. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for a division, Mr. Speaker. 
he House divided; and there were—ayes 60, noes 113. 
Ir. WILLIAMS. There is no quorum present. 
ir. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. Yeas and nays! 
The SPEAKER. It does not require a quorum on a motion 
to adiour! 


r order!’ ] I move that the House 


rT) 


r. WILLIAMS. I beg pardon. 
Mr. PAYNE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 
Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I call for the yeas and nays. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I shall now call for a separate vote on 
( 1 al nap # 


Ir. PAY NI 
‘he SPEAKER. 


demand is too late. 
We will first dispose of the motion to ad- 


Mr. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I am still trying to ask for 


tl >< ‘ nd Lays. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I call for a vote on the first amendment, 
| following that on « h amendment. 
The SPEAKER. A demand for a separate vote, in the opin- 
f the Chair, is in time upon each amendment. 


WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. 
» SPEAKER One moment. 


WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I renew my demand for the 


I ask 


for the yeas and nays. 


nays. 
SPEAKER. One moment. The Chair is trying to as- 
nt f The Chair takes the word of the gentleman 


North C 


olina that he wa 


to ar 


s on his feet demanding the yeas 
{journ. 
» parliamentary 


WILLIAMS. Th situation now. I bope 


. ker will not forget that the demand has been made 
10 eparate vote on each amendment. 
| SPEAKER rhe fact will dwell in the memory of the | 
Ned | 
Ir. PAYNE. I hope the Speaker will not forget that the de- 
] i was made after the motion had been made to adjourn. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. I beg the gentleman’s pardon. 


SPEAKER. Both gentleman happen to be at this time 
oul f order. 
he question was taken on ordering the yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. A sufficient number—— 
Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania. Mr. Speaker, will it be in 


he House idjourn? 


( lor 1 LO & 
rhe SPEAKER. Well, there is nothing in order, the yeas 
s having been ordered under the Constitution; but it 
r. WILLIAM W. KITCHIN. I ask unanimous consent that 
the ll of the roll be dispensed with, and that another vote be 
taken on the motion to adjourn. 
Mr. FOSS. If the gentleman will just withdraw his demand 
for t] yeas and nays. 
The SPEAKER. The Chair will state the question. The 
gentleman asks unanimous consent to vacate the order for the 
eas and nays, and that a vote may be taken de noyo on the 


mn that the House adjourn. 
sLIAMS. Reserving the right to object, I would like 
e gentleman from Illinois in charge of the bill a ques- 








f the unanimous consent is granted which is now asked, 
gentleman himself move to adjourn? 
ir. FOSS. I will. 
The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The 
Chair hears none. 
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Mr. FOSS. I move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to. 

And accordingly (at 6 o’clock and 8 minutes p. m.) the Howse 
adjourned. 


EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS. 


Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, the following executive . 
munications were taken from the Speaker’s table and ref; 
as follows: 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit: 
copy of the journal of the executive council of Porto Ri 
the second session of the third legislative assembly- 
Comniittee on Insular Affairs. 

A letter from the Secretary of the Interior, transmit 
with a copy of a letter from the Commissioner of Indi: 
fairs, a protest of Sac and Fox Indians relating to 1 
ment of certain annuities—to the Committee on Indian 
and ordered to be printed. 

A letter from the assistant clerk of the Court of Claims, t 
mitting a copy of the findings filed by the court in the 
T. B. Norman, administrator of estate of William B. 
against The United States—to the Committee on War 
and ordered to be printed. 


Afi 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND 
RESOLUTIONS. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, bills and resolutions of t) 
lowing titles were severally reported from committees 
ered to the Clerk, and referred to the several Calendars 
named, as follows: 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on | 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Hous 
17293) to authorize the leasing of the Batan Island Mi 
teservation for coal-mining purposes, reported the sa: 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4214); wh 
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the 
House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was refer 
bill of the House (H. R. 17661) providing that the inh 
of Porto Rico shall be citizens of the United States, rep 
same with amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 
which said bill and report were referred to the Commii 
the Whole House on the state of the Union. 

He also, from the same committee, to which was referred 1 
bill of the House (H. R. 18206) to provide for the exe 
from taxation of all bonds issued by the government of |’ 
Rico for the construction of public highways, bridg 
other public improvements, reported the same with ame! 
accompanied by a report (No. 4216); which said bill 
port were referred to the Committee of the Whole Hous 
state of the Union. 

Mr. CUSHMAN, from the Committee on Interstate and 
eign Commerce, to which was referred the bill of the 
(H. R. 19108) to authorize the construction of a bridge 
the Pend d’Oreille River, in Stevens County, Wash., 
Pend d’Oreille Development Company, reported the sa 
out amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4217) ; 
said bill and report were referred to the House Calend 

Mr. COOPER of Wisconsin, from the Committee on | 
Affairs, to which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 
defining the qualifications of jurors for service in the | 
States district court in Porto Rico, reported the same w 
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4218) ; which s 
and report were referred to the House Calendar. 

Mr. ALEXANDER, from the Committee on the Judiciary 
which was referred the bill of the Senate (S. 5533) to a) 
an additional judge for the southern district of New 
reported the same without amendment, accompanied by a ! 
(No. 4221); which said bill and report were referred t 
Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unio 

Mr. HEDGE, from the Committee on Coinage, Weigh! 
Measures, to which was referred the bill of the Senate 
6022) to amend section 6 of an act entitled “An act to « 
and fix the standard of value, to maintain the parity « 
forms of money issued or coined by the United States, to r 
the public debt, and for other purposes,” approved Marc! 
1900, reported the same without amendment, accompani: 
a report (No. 4222); which said bill and report were ref 


to the Committee of the Whole House on the state of the | 
REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE BILLS AN! 
RESOLUTIONS. 
Under clause 2 of Rule XIII, private bills and resoluti 
the following titles were severally reported from committees, 
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“1 to the Clerk, and referred to the Committee of the Whole 
_as follows: 
ir. GRAHAM, from the Committee on Claims, to which was 
-red the bill of the House (H. R. 7548) for the relief of 
V. Shaw, reported the same with amendment, accompanied 
report (No. 4219) ; which said bill and report were referred 
Private Calendar. 
DAWES, from the Committee on Military Affairs, to 
was referred the bill of the House (H. R. 3507) to correct 


t 


| of the estate of Zachariah 
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A bill (Hi. R. 
Leatherm: 


By Mr. BEALL of Texas: 


19388) for the rel 


to 


the Committee on 


| War Claims. 


ilitary record of George H. Keating, reported the same | 


amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 4220); which 
bill and report were referred to the Private Calendar. 


ITBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS. 
ler clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials 
. following titles were introduced and severally referred as 


Mr. JENKINS: A bill (H. R. 19371) to authorize the pur 
of portraits of certain ex-Chief Justices of the United 
; Supreme Court—to the Committee on the Library. 
Mr. HINSHAW: A bill (H. R. 19372) to authorize and in- 
the Secretary of the Treasury to pay for paving the street 
of 12, 13, 14, and 15, in block 51, in the city of 
Nebr.—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds. 
Mr. SMITH of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 19373) 
retary of the Interior to lease certain 
Committee on the Public Lands. 


lots 


permitting 
mineral lands 


Mr. MORRELL: A bill (H. R. 19374) to prohibit shang- 
n the United States—to the Committee on the Mer- 

Marine and Fisheries. 

Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 19375) to increase the efli- 


of the classified civil service of the Government, for the 
ent of superannuated and disabled employees therein, 
» create a retirement fund therefor at the expense of the 
ees thereof—to the Committee on Reform in the Civil 
Mr. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 19376) to confirm the 
‘ line between the Creek Nation, Indian Territory, and 
a—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. i 
. NEEDHAM: A bill (H. R. 19377) to create a United 
court appeals and to define and regulate in 
cases the jurisdiction of the courts of the United States, 
‘ other purposes—to the Committee on Ways and Means. 
\ir. SHERMAN: A bill (H. R. 19378) to amend section 7 
ct of Congress approved May 1902—to the Committee 
lian Affairs. 
Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 19379) providing for the 
er of selecting and impaneling juries in the United States 
in the Territories of the United States—to the Commit- 
he .Jndiciary. 
Mr. SCOTT: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 156) providing 
purchase of material and equipment for use in the con 
n of the Panama Canal—to the Committee on Interstate 
reign Commerce. 
Mr. MILLER: A joint resolution (H. J. Res. 157) per- 
e the waiving of the alien immigration law in the case of 
Margaret Zeigler—to the Committee on Immigration and 
ralization. 
Mr. BOWIE: A resolution (H. Res. asking the 
‘to appoint a committee to investigate the existing tariff 
to the Committee on Rules. 


\ r 


of customs 


Or 
ami, 


roo 
ao) 


ules 


PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS. 
r clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions 
following titles were introduced and severally referred 


Mr. ACHESON: A bill (H. R. 19380) granting an increase 
nsion to Nancy A. Trover—to the Committee on Invalid 


S 


, a bill (AH. R. 19881) granting an increase of pension to 


el R. Caldwell—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
Mr. AIKEN: A bill (H. R. 19882) granting a pension to 


es J. Tribble—to the Committee on Pensions. 
a bill (H. R. 19383) granting an increase of pension to 
Tucker Catlett—to the Committee on Pensions. 
so, a bill (H. R. 19584) granting an increase of pension to 
n E. Hernandez—to the Committee on Pensions. 
so, a bill (A. R. 193885) granting an increase of pension to 
ih. Calvert—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Mr. ANDREWS: A bill (H. R. 19386) granting an increase 
nsion to Robert Stewart—to the Committee on Invalid Pen- 


30, a bill (AH. R. 193887) granting an increase of pension to 
| N, Enearl—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. CHAPMAN: A bill (H. R. 19389) granti1 





of pension to Lewis Marquis—to the Committee on In Lr 
sions. 

By Mr. DAWSON: A bill (H. R. 19390) iting 
of pension to William R. Sears—to the ¢ 
Pensions. 

By Mr. DENBY: A bill (H. R. 19391) 

Margaret A. Murrihy—to the Com I 1] 

By Mr. EDWARDS: A bill (HB. R. 1! 2) ! 
James H. C. Mann—to the Committe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19393) for the 
| the Committee on War Claims. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19394) granting yn to 
Prewitt—to the Committee on In l : Ss 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19395) gran ; pens 
son to the Committee on Vensions. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19396) granting ne » ¢ 
Johnson—to the Comn e on lid P 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19397) granting . 
Benjamin Roberts—to the Com tee on lid Pe 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19398) granting an 
Counsel F. Dye—to the Committee on J | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19399) gra I f 
Charles B. Love—to the Committee « In 1 Pens 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19400) gra g an 
Washington M. Brow1 to the Committe. I 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19401) gr in 
Campbell Cowan—to the Comn ‘ i J ii 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19402) n sf 
Benjamin J. Bowman—to the ‘ ! 

Also, a bill (H. R. 194 ) gran y 
Serena Johnson—to the Committee | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19404) granting an 
Elias S. Falkenburg—to the Committ 0 { 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19405) granting 
John Sadler—to the Committee on I] d j 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19406) granting an ease 
John W. Sexton—io the Committee on Pensio1 

By Mr. FASSETT: A bill (H. R. 19407) to 
tary record of James Hoffma » the ¢ 
Affairs. 

By Mr. FLETCHER: A bill (H. R. 19408) 
crease of pension to Elisha Brown—to the C 
lid Pensions. 

By Mr. FOWLER: A bill (H. R. 19409) g 
of pension to William VPhipps—to the Committee on 


s 


Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of Massachusett 
granting a pension to Lydia A. 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. GARDNER of New 
granting an increase of pension to James L. Est 
nittee on Invalid Pensions. 


Tar 


Lil 


By Mr. GARRETT: A bill (H. R. 19412 
crease of pension to Jefferson K. Smit! ) ( 
Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. HARDWICK: A bill (H. R. 113) ¢g 
crease Of pension to Sarah A. Allen—to the Co 


S1o1ls 


By Mr. HASKINS: A bill (H. R. 19414) 


Frances A. Bliss—to the Committee on W ( 

3y Mr. HOUSTON: A bill (H. R. 19415) 
crease of pension to Sara Ann Reyis ( 

By Mr. KNOWLAND: A bill (HH. R. 1941 
crease of pension .to Antonio Macell ( 


Invalid Pension 


Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R 7 
relief of Charles N. Warner—to the Com 
Affairs. 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19418) S 
Bell—to the Committe on Im iP 

Aiso, a bill (H. R. 19419 y 
Walter Reynolds—to the Committee on | | 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19420) granting : S 
Eliza A. McKean—to the Committee on ] i] 

ty Mr. MEYER: A bill (H. R 
pension to Ella A. Hodges—to t 

Also, a bill (H. R. 19422) to ~ 


to in nevs l by » United 


Treasury none colle 
on War Claims 


States 


refund cert: 
—to the Committee 


By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: A bm CH. R. 
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19423) for the relief of Bethesda Baptist Church, of Bamberg 
County, S. C.—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. SMITH ‘of Arizona: A bill (H. R. 19424) granting a 
pension to Alice I. Simpson—to the Committe on Invalid Pen- 
s10nNS. 

By Mr. SMITH of Iowa: A, bill (H. R. 19425) granting an 
increase of pension to Henry C. Tucker—to the Committee on 
Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. SPERRY: A bill (H. R. 19426) granting an increase | 


of pension to George N. Griffin—to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. SPIGHT: A bill (H. R. 19427) for the relief of the 
heirs of Nancy Baker, deceased, of Senatobia, Miss.—to the Com- 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STANLEY: A Dill (H. R. 19428) 
John Anderson—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: A bill (H. R. 19429) provid- 
ing for the restoration to the rolls of the Klamath Agency, in 
the State of Oregon, of certain Modoc Indians in the Indian Ter- 
ritory—to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


CHANGE OF REFERENCE. 

Under clause 2 of Rule XXII, the Committee on Pensions was 
discharged from the consideration of the bill (H. R. 10394) 
granting an increase of pension to John Behymer, and it was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 


Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, the following petitions and pa- 


pers were laid on the Clerk’s desk and referred as follows: 

By the SPEAKER: Petition of Wadsworth Post, Grand Army 
of the Republic, Rocky Ford, Colo., against the proposed monu- 
ment to Captain Wirz, executed for cruelty to prisoners at An- 
dersonville, and calling for legislation prohibiting display of 
the Confederate flag—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. ACHESON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
George W. Trover—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. AIKEN: Paper to accompany bill for relief of Lucy 
Tucker Catlett—to the Committee on Pensions. 


Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Agnes E. Calvert— 
to the Committee on Pensions. 
By Mr. BARCHFELD: Petition of the Leader, of McKses 


Rocks, and the Signal, of Carnegie, Pa., for an amendment to 
the post-office regulations to make legal all paper subscrip- 
tions—to the Committee on the Post-Office and Post-Roads. 

Also, petition of the Patriotic Order Sons of America, favor- 
ing bill H. R. 18673, favoring restriction of immigration—to the 
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

By Mr. BATES: Petition of Grange No. 1034, of Saegers- 
t . Pa., for the Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Committee on 
Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BURKE of Pennsylvania: Petition of the Patriotic 
Order Sons of America, favoring bill H. R. 18673, favoring re- 
striction of immigration—to the Committee on Immigration 
and Naturalization. 

Also, pet 1 of Walter M. Booth, of Pittsburg, Pa., against 
subse on 3 of section 7 of the pure-food bill—to the Com- 

tee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. BUTLER of Pennsylvania: Petition of E. F. Firth. 
master of Grange No. 1085, and C. P. Barnard, master of 
Grange No. 1263, for the Heyburn pure-food bill—to the Com- 

on Interstate and Foreign Commerce. 

By Mr. DAWSON: Petition of Germania Kranken Unter- 

tuetzungs Verien, of Davenport, Iowa, for bill (H. R. 18024) 

ervation of Niagara Falls—to the Committee on Rivers 

i] ors. 
| M DUNWELL: Petition of the American Humane So- 
, against bill H. R. 47, relative to continuous time limit 
ve s c on rs in transit—to the Committee on Interstate 

il Foreign Commerce. 

by M FULLER: Petition of the Building Contractors’ 
( neil of Chicago, against the anti-injunction bill (H. R. 
1S171)—to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. GARRETT: Paper to accompany bill for relief of | 

J ‘son K. Smith—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

Mr. GRAHAM: Petition of Elmer L. Coombs, 1311 Wesley 

S Wilkinsburg, Pa., favoring restriction of immigration— 
t Com! ee on Immigration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of the Patriotic Order Sons of America, head- 

~ i onal committee, favoring bill H. R. 18673, 

g restricti of immigration—to the Committee on Im- 

9 d N lization. 

\lso, p to pmpany bill for relief of James R. Mullen— 
to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
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By Mr. HARDWICK: Paper to accompany bill for relic; 





Sarah R. Allen—to the Committee on Pensions. : 
By Mr. HENRY of Connecticut: Petition of the North st 
| Hardware Dealers’ Association, for a parcels-post syste jy 
the United States—to the Committee on the Post-Office d 
Post-Roads. 
| By Mr. HINSHAW: Petition of citizens of York, Nebr., fo, 
| an appropriation for laying a sidewalk in front of the G, 
ment property and paying for paving in district No. 1 the 
| of $2,500—to the Committee on Public Buildings and Gr ls 


By Mr. HOWELL of New Jersey: Petition of H. FE. Pickors. 


gill, of Perth Amboy, N. J.—to the Committee on the Post- 


| and Post-Roads. 


for the relief of | 


By Mr. KNOWLAND: Paper to accompany bill for 1 
Antonio Macells—to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 

By Mr. LACEY: Petition of 68 citizens of Newton, 
against all liquor selling in Government buildings—to th: 
mittee on Alcoholic Liquor Traffic. 

By Mr. LAMB: Petition of citizens of Third Congr 
district of Virginia, for Sunday closing of the Jamesto 
position—to the Committee on Industrial Arts and Exyos 

By Mr. LEGARE: Paper to accompany Dill for 
Susan E. Hernandez—to the Committee on Pensions. 

$y Mr. LILLEY of Pennsylvania: Paper to accompa 
for relief of H. W. Bardwell—to the Committee on Invyal 
sions. 

By Mr. LOUD: Petition of citizens of Michigan, aga 
ship-subsidy bill—to the Committee on the Merchant Ma: 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. McKINLEY of Illinois: Petition of Decatur 
No. 219, United Commercial Travelers of America, agai 
sage of bill H. R. 4549, for consolidation of third and 
class mail matter—to the Committee on the Post-Office a: 
Roads. 

By Mr. MACON: Paper to accompany bill for relief of e 
of E. A. Mays—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. PATTERSON of South Carolina: Paper to 
pany bill for relief of Bethesda Baptist Church—to the ( 
mittee on War Claims. 

By Mr. ROBINSON of Arkansas: Paper to accomp 
for relief of W. D. Barnett—to the Committee on War ( 

By Mr. SHERMAN: Petition of the wholesale g1 
Oneida County, N. Y., for bill H. R. 18279, relative t: 
cent on teas and coffee from Canada—to the Com 
Ways and Means. 

By Mr. STEPHENS of Texas: Petition of Childress 
No. 146, International Association of Machinists, for b | 
10069, relative to pay of mechanics of the first class in the Gun 
Factory of Washington Navy-Yard—to the Comn 
Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. SULZER: Petition of the national committe: 
Patriotic Order Sons of America, favoring bill H. R 
favoring restriction of immigration—to the Committe¢ 
migration and Naturalization. 

Also, petition of General William F. Barry Garrison, Regu- 
lar Army and Navy Union, No. 30, against House joint 
lution 31, relative to changing the name “ Regular Ar 
Navy Union of the United States” to “Army and Navy 
United States of America”—to the Committee 
Affairs. 

Also, petition of the American Federation of Labor, f 
full representation of the Federal Government at the 
town Exposition—to the Select Committee on Indust 
and Expositions. 

Also, petition of the National Business League, of ( 
Ill., for the merit system in appointments to the consu 
ice—to the Committee on Foreign Affairs. 

Also, petition of William J. Mallory, for the Cald 
relative to compensation of employees in navy-yards w! 
lost arms or legs by accident through no fault of the 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

By Mr. THOMAS of Ohio: Petition of the United 
terian Church and the Presbyterian Church of Northfiel 
for an amendment to the Constitution abolishing polys 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. TYNDALL: Paper to accompany bill for reli: 
V. Le Sieur—to the Committee on War Claims. 

By Mr. VAN WINKLE: Petition of Prosperity Cou! 
| 250, Junior Order United American Mechanics, of Wes! 

ken, N. J., favoring restriction of immigration—to the ‘ 
tee on Immigration and Naturalization. 
By Mr. WEBB: Paper to accompany bill for relief of 
Waldrup—to the Committee on Pensions. 
Also, paper to accompany bill for relief of Nancy Bak 
| the Committee on War Claims. 
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SENATE. The Secretary read as follows: 


r n — , 
TRSDAY, Ja 90 hington Ma 
Trt RSDAY, Me Y 17, 1906. Hon. SHELBY M. CULLOM, : 


The Senate met at 11 o’clock a. m. Chairman of the Cor ttee on I Rel 
r ‘ * ’ I ted f 
Praver by Rey. Utysses G. B. Pierce, of the city of Wash- , : ; . , : 

J o . Sir: Referring to the President me ige of M , 190 
eton. ba ’ ; honor to inform you that the Argentine Rep i \ i 
the Vice-President being absent, the President pro tempore, | omitted from the list of countries y 1 expl ed t 

FRYE, took the chair. ee Sens om acenent 06 the dian n 
“ . li e he honor o be, s ve ; ‘ 

the Secretary proceeded to read the Journal of yesterday’s ; 
oceedings, when, on request of Mr. Scorr, and by unanimous PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS 


sent, the further reading was dispensed with. Mr. PLATT presented the petition of a =. 


rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Jour- | York City, N. Y.. and a petition of the National Grange. P 
is approved. of Husbandry, of the United States, pm ng for the « tine 
SAC AND FOX INDIANS OF THE MISSISSIPPI. of legislation to remove the duty on denaturized al t 


were referred to the Committee on Fir 


rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a com- Mr. KEAN presented the petition of 7 . Pi 


nication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting a | 4), N ra ps ae : , 
: ; “ : : Amboy, N. J., praying for the adoption of an a ‘ ) 
er from the superintendent of the Sac and Fox Indians | postal laws relative to newspaper subscriptiot 
the Mississippi in Oklahoma remonstrating against the | forreq to the Committee or . ale macnn gat 
tment of legislation providing for the readjustment of the | yy, alco presented i tee ee a ; eee . 
uities of the Sac-and Fox Indians of the Mississippi between | patrons of ushandry of ¢ ‘ a NV J Sea 5 : 
: se residing in Oklahoma and those in Iowa, and to adjust | joiment of legis: eee eee cee oe r 
sting claims between the two branches in regard to their er ic] ei vr or oo ame cue * — ; -— 
uities, etec.; which, with the accompanying papers, was | He al ed ee ee nee ee 
erred to the Committee on Indian Affairs, and ordered to be | x ; — — —_— sundry petition tizens Ol , 
ted. ddiatat cal ee ae Seen: = , at an [ Sed 
a -_— Ee \ s | ns ) “i l ie epartment ol ile rite I 
EXECUTIVE COUNCIL OF PORTO RICO. | patent dn the Siemdiben am: Bidmention and Lakes 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Senate a | Mr. ALLEE presented petitions of I. T. Parker, lis 
nunication from the Secretary of the Interior, transmitting, | governor, and sundry other citizens of Wilmington, D 
suant to law, a copy of the journal of the executive council | State Council secretary, Junior Orde United A \l 
Porto Rico, third legislative assembly, second session, Jan chanies, of Wilmington, Del., and of Uni Coun 0 
8 to March 8, 1906, etc.: which was ordered to be printed, | Junior Order United American Mechanics e 
with the accompanying paper, referred to the Committee | Va., praying for the enactment of leg i 
Pacific Islands and Porto Rico. tion; which were referred to the Co ttee on , 
MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. Rage el presented a petition of the executive « 
\ message from the House of Representatives, by Mr. W. J. the Delaware Peace So wee - = Bt Del., p ns i 


enactment of legislation 


vNING, its Chief Clerk, announced that the House had overnments 1 ; { sens i : 
: ; : gove ents to make the Philippine Islands ne territs 
eed to the report of the committee of conference on the dis- - — neut 

. F ‘ which was referred to the Com: tee on | eign Re 
eing votes of the two Houses on the amendment of the oo 



















. on : > ° : He also presented petitions of s aly , gs of & . 
te to the bill H. R. 395, concerning foreign-built dredges. cd : ee . 
Castle, and Wilmington, all in the State of TDs 
DISASTER AT SAN FRANCISCO. for the en: ment of legislation to re e ‘ 
CULLOM. Mr. President, I ask to have read at the | ized alcohol: which were referred te ; 
nd put into the Recorp a letter from the Acting Secretary He also presented memorial of tl trustee 
State. giving a translation of a note received in relation to | Castle County, Del., Workhous: the State of ID 
San Francisco disaster. It did not get into the general | monstrating against the enactment of 
I ask that the letter of the Acting Secretary of State | interstate transportat 1 of prise 
the accompanying paper be read. referred to the Committee on b« 
e PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Secre- He also presented sundry men . ( 
will read as requested. and Wyoming, in the State of De 
he Secretary read as follows: the enactment of legis m to olish 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, were ordered to lie on the table 
Washington, May 16, 1906. He also presented petitions of A » I ( om I> 
SHELBY M. CULLOM, Md.: of the Westchester W*< ' ‘ eo oN 
Chairman of the Committee on Foreign Relations, } ft eneuniel a 
United States Sena tiie Soros s, of Ne \ ee 
Referring to the President’s message of May 3, 1906, I have the men's Ciubds o1 Nev LOrK ¢ t t SS J 
to inclose a translation of a note from the Austro-Hungarian | praying for ( nt oL | s ' 
sador at Washington, conyeying messages of sympathy from both | ment of chil he ID ( 
> = the Reichsrath in view of the disaster which has occurred at referred to e { on |] 
rt 1¢c1sco . 
I have the honor to be, sir, your obedient servant, He also presented : . mn of e Ore 
ROBERT BAcon, Slocum Survivors Ne \ ( \ 
Acting Secretary. en of 
‘ ‘ I f legis : 
Inclosure from ambassador of Austria-Hungary May 10, 1906.) élen : d 
7 f elo tt ~ ~ 
tee on ¢ ms 
[ Translation. ] i ' a : s 
. ISU jl eu 
IMPERIAL AND RoyaAL AUSTRO-HUNGARIAN EMBASSY, Tel remonstrating 
Washington, May 10, 190 2 = ; ee - = 
EXcELLeNcy: As I am informed by the l i a : Forake P ) 
of foreign affairs, the Lower House of the wrath author were ordered to lie on the 
its president, at the session of April 24 last, to express to the Mr. GALLINGER ‘ 
i States Government through diplomatic channels the deep-felt Artif 11 Silk Comnat of } ‘ “ 
thy of the Austrian Lower House on account of the earthquak ae _ So —— " - . Ne J 
trophe at San Francisco. the enactinent of legisiation to re ) ‘ 
ewise, the first president of the Upper House requested 1 it aleohol: which was referred to ‘ 
royal premier, on behalf of said House, to convey tl igh t Hle also preserted the petitior ¢ 1 , Pp 
ter of foreign affairs to the United States Government . == pI a pene on i» 
f the warmest sympathy at this great and deeply ington, D. C., praying for the « 
. ‘ : erease the salaries of justices « é ‘ , 
uance to instructions received, I have the honor hereby t: Columbia: which was referre ‘ 
inicate to Your Excellency these expressions of sympathy on the sypgrger-cors aera aS reterred - 
of the Austrian Lower House and the president of the Upper | trict of Columb 
and I avail myself of this opportunity to renew to you the as Mr. SCOTT presented the petit Oo R.? 
e of my most distinguished consideration. , State of West Virg _pr of ‘ 
HENGELMULLER. ; ; 
lis Excellency Mr. E.rHv Roor, | to restrict Immig! on; whi efe i to the ¢ 
Secretary of State, Washington, D. C. | on Immigration. 
Mr. CULLOM. I ask also that another letter from the Secre- HOT SPRINGS RESERVATION, AR 
tary of State be read with reference to another government. Mr. BERRY. I am directed | eC 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It will be read. Lands, to whom was referred the bill (H. I 
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line of 


the 
serve avenue, to report it favorably without amendment, and I 


the reservation 


ask unanimous consent for its present consideration. It is very 


1 


short, and will take only a moment. 
The Secretary read the bill; and there being no objection, 
the Senate, as in Committee 6f the Whole, preceeded to its 


consideration. 


The bill was reported to the Senate without amendment, or- | 


cered to a third reading, read the third time, and passed. 


REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 
Mr. BERRY, from the Committee on Public Lands, to whom 
was referred the bill (S. 5913) to authorize the sale of certain | 


Mena, in the county of Polk, in the State 
Arkansas, reported it without amendment. 
Mr. KITTREDGE. I am directed the Committee on In- 
teroceanic report a bill providing for the construc- 
tion of a sea-level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic 
and Pacific oceans. 
Calendar. 
The bill 6191) to provide for the construction of a 
level canal connecting the waters of the Atlantic and Pacific 
oceans, and the method of construction, was read twice by its 
title 


lands in 
of 


the city of 


Dv 


Canals to 


on tne 


CS. 


sea- 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The bill will be placed on 
the Calendar. 

Mr. McLAURIN, from the Committee on Claims, to whom 
wis referred the bill (S. 1816) for the relief of the Citizens’ 
Bank of Louisiana, reported it without amendment, and sub- 


mitted a report thereon. 
Mir. FRAZIER, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 


referred the bill (H. R. 12252) for the relief of the heirs at 
law of Massalon Whitten, deceased, reported it without amend- 
ment, and submitted a report thereon. 

Mr. PERKINS, from the Committee on Forest Reservations 
and the Protection of Game, to whom was referred the joint 
resolution (H. J. Res. 118) accepting the recession by the State 
of California of the Yosemite Valley grant and the Mariposa 
Big Tree Grove, and including the same, together with frac- 
tional section 5 and 6, township 5 south, range 22 east, Mount 
Diablo meridian, California, within the metes and bounds of 
the Yosemite National Park, and changing the boundaries 
thereof, reported it without amendment, and submitted a re- 
port thereon. 

Mr. CLAPP, from the Committee on Claims, to whom was 
referred the bill (S. 6166) for the relief of Edwin S. Hall, 
I rted without amendment, and submitted a report thereon. 

MORGAN. I am instructed by the Committee on Inter- 
oct * Canals, to whom was referred the bill (S. 5965) to 
establish the plan of ship canal to be constructed in the 
Panama Canal Zone, ceded to the United States by the Republic 
of Panama, 1 er the provisions of the treaty promulgated on 

26th day of February, 1904, to report it back adversely. I 
that it be put upon the Calendar with the adverse report. 
I that the report of the minority of the committee may be 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Alabama 

sks that the views of the minority on the bill which he reports 
from th mn ee may be printed. Is there objection? The 
Chair rs none, and it is so erdered. The bill will be placed 
on { la 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

Mr. CULLOM introduced a bill (S. 6192) granting an in- 
crease of pension to John Coker; which was read twice by its 
1 ( and 1 ed to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mir. ALLEE introduced a bill (S. 6193) granting an increase 
of pension to Elizabeth N. Dunn; which was read twice by its 
{ and referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

PERKINS introduced a bill (8S. 6194) to inerease the 
efficiency of the classified civil service of the Government, for 
the retirement of superannuated and disabled employees there- 
in, and to create a retirement fund therefor at the expense of 
he employees thereof; which was read twice by its title, and 
I red to the Committee on Civil Service and Retrenchment. 

DICK introduced the following bills; which were sey- 
erally read twice by their titles, and referred to the Committee 
on Pensions: 

\ bill (S. 6195) granting a pension to Margaret Hawthorn: 

\ bill (S. 6196) granting an increase of pension to William 
R. Perdue; and 


\ bill (S. 6197) granting 


i. Henry. 

\ DICK introduced a bill (S. 6198) to correct the naval 
record of Charles A. Bradley ; which was read twice by its title, 
and referred to the Committee on Navai Affairs. 


also introduced a 


Hie 


bill 


(S. 6199) 


for the relief of John 
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at Hot Springs, Ark., and of Re- | 


I ask that the bill be read twice and placed | 


an increase of pension to Charles | 
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Thomas Power; which was read twice by its title, and refe; 
to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 

Mr. LONG introduced a bill (S. 6200) granting a pensio) 
Charles W. Helvey; which was read twice by its title, and 
ferred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. CLAY introduced a bill (S. 6201) for the relief of 
village of Graysville, in Catoosa County, Ga.; which was | 
twice by its title, and, with the accompanying papers, refe; 
to the Committee on Claims. 


IMPROVEMENT OF CONNECTICUT AVENUE EXTENDED. 
Mr. GALLINGER submitted an amendment proposing t 
propriate $20,000 to grade and improve Conneticut ayen 
tended, intended to be proposed by him to the District of 
lumbia appropriation bill; which was referred to the Con 


on Appropriations, and ordered to be printed. 
PRESIDENTIAL APPROVALS. 

A message from the President of the United States, by \l, 
B. F. Barnes, one of his secretaries, announced that the | 
dent had approved and signed the following acts: 

On May 16: 

S$. 4094. An act to amend section 4426 of the Revised Stat 
of the United States; regulation of motor boats ; 

S. 4976. An act to grant certain land to the State of M 
sota to be used as a site for the construction of a sanit: 
for the treatment of consumptives ; 

S. 2296. An act restoring to the public domain certain | 
in the State of Minnesota ; 

8.5498. An act granting additional lands from the Fort 
Douglas Military Reservation to the University of Utah; ang 

8.5796. An act to authorize the construction of a brid 
across the Missouri River and to establish it as a post-road 

TRANSPORTATION OF PETROLEUM. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the Sen 
following message from the President of the United § 
which was read, and, with the accompanying report, referr 
to the Committee on Interstate Commerce. 

To the Senate and House of Representatives: 


I transmit herewith a full report of the Commissioner of the I 
of Corporations in the Department of Commerce and Labor on 
ject of transportation and freight rates in connection wit! 
industry, referred to in my message of the 4th instant, it having 1 


. 


| delayed in printing. 


THEODORE Roos 
THe WHITE Hovusr, May 17, 1906. 


REGULATION OF RAILROAD RATES. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The morning business j 
closed, and the Chair lays before the Senate House bill 12987 
The Senate resumed the consideration of the bill (i. R. 


| 12987) to amend an act entitled “An act to regulate commer 


approved February 4, 1887, and all acts amendatory thereof 
to enlarge the powers of the Interstate Commerce Commissi 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is 01 
curring in the first amendment made as in Committee 
Whole as amended. Without objection, it will be concurred 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. I believe the first amendment is on pag 
1, beginning at line 7. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 


It is. 


I desire to move to strike out the 


“and” on line 8, and the words “except natural or arti 


gas,” on line 1, page 2. 

The PRESIDENT pro 
amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 1, strike out the last word on 
page, the word “and,” and at the top of the page, the fil 
words on that page, * except natural or artificial gas.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Is an amendment to the amendme! 
order? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
the Senator from Indiana. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Is an amendment to that amendmen 


tempore. The amendment to 


One has just been offere 


| order? 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I ask the Senator from Indiana to « 
sent to a modification of his amendment. I send it to the desk 
and ask to have it read. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. If there is no objection, 


| proposed amendment will be read. 


The Secretary read as follows: 

Except natural gas for municipal purposes. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will say to the Senator from Flo: 
that I shall, after a moment, be very glad to accept his sus 
tion as a modification of the amendment which I have jus! 
moved. At the present time I wish the amendment to stand 
as I have offered it. 





1906. 


Mr. President, I do not desire to delay, and I shall not delay 
Senate at all except to call attention to precisely what it 
that we will vote on in voting upon this amendment. As 
imendment was originally proposed by the Senator from 
sachusetts [Mr. Lopez] it included the transportation of oil 
eas by pipe lines. The question was asked of the Senator 
Massachusetts, when the word “gas” had by some means 
other gone out, why gas should be excluded and oil alone in- 
d in the transportation ef these substances by pipe lines, 
he Senator said gas ought also to be included. 
hereafter the Senate twice upon this subject voted the word 
into the amendment, so that the transportation by pipe 
should include gas as well as oil. Thereafter the words 
municipal purposes” were added. So the Senate on this 
n twice voted to include the word “ gas” as well as the 
‘oil.” Thereafter a motion was made late in the day 
[ remember it very well—in considerable confusion, striking 
the words “except for municipal purposes.” Many Sen 
yoting under a misapprehension voted for that, and when 
s carried, it was found that the effect of it was to take 
| gas transported by pipe lines out of the operation of 
rovision. 
for the purpose of restoring natural gas to the pro 
of this act, so that it will include natural gas as well 
that I make the motion to amend by striking out the 
‘and except natural or artificial gas.” In that way, 
\ir. President, gas as well as oil will be included in the opera- 
of the bill. 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
na accept the modification suggested by the Senator from 


S 


‘ BEVERIDGE. Not just yet. I will do so in a moment. 

he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
e amendment of the Senator from Indiana to the amend- 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 

FORAKER. Mr. President, I want to address the Sen- 
pon this amendment, and we will not be in a hurry about 
« on it, I imagine, if it is to be insisted upon in this form. 

already addressed the Senate two or three times in re 
this matter. I think it is one of the most important 
ters connected with this legislation. 

to call the attention of Senators to what we have 
» and what we are now invited to do with respect to this 

f property interest. I have illustrated by telling of our 

n at the city of Cincinnati. The interest I have in this 
ment is one that belongs and pertains to that locality. 

already explained that we are just now taking steps to 

large investment of money. Five million dollars it 

ed will be required. The money is now being raised for 
of constructing and putting into operation a pipe 
om the city of Cincinnati to the natural-gas fields of West 


\ ia, a distance of 274 miles, where the parties interested 


wisl 
wish 


is 


pose 
i 


acquired large fields from which they expect to draw 
ral gas. 

iat is a purely individual enterprise. It requires the 
int I have indicated, because, according to the estimates 


engineers, it is found that that is the amount which will 
juired to put in the kind of a pipe which is necessary, a 
h pipe, as I am informed. The object is to expend that 
int of money in order to take natural gas to the city of 
nnati, not alone for municipal purposes, but also for manu 
cturing purposes, because the people engaged in manufactur 
. tl the people who have factories, mills, foundries, and 
» shops want cheap fuel for those purpeses. If when 
have done that they are to be required to open the pipe 
o everybody who may have natural gas to send to market, 
‘ it to the other towns that may be along the line through 
the pipe will pass; if that should be required, in addi- 
to what they want to do for the city of Cincinnati, it will 


} 


it 


¢ 
( 


f $5,000,000, so that the people who have no thought 
ming common earriers, who are simply trying to take 

of their own local business, will be put into the business 
mon carriers against their will and be required to spend 

only the $5,000,000 which their necessities require, but 

0.000 mere for a doubtful enterprise, in order that they 

meet the requirements of the whim of somebody. 

Ir. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator permit me? 

Mr. FORAKER. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I will take no time except to address to 

he Senator the same question I addressed to him yesterday, 

Wi Might 


7 


hen he was making the same speech he is making now. 
t the same situation the Senator describes be also true of oil 
nsported in pipe lines? 


, 


tr 


! 
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Mr. FORAKER. Yes; I imagine it would be true of oil, and 
I do not think you have any more right to do it 


in the 








than you have in the other. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. That is the whole thing 
Mr. FORAKER. In other words, I think the or 

the corporation, because you may speak of it in er V 

the terms of this amendment are “ corporation or a 

son or persons ”—any individual, therefore, has right 

ing on his business in connection with it, to make uss ) 

make use of natural gas, or to make use of water, and may 

own expense put down pipes to meet the nec ties of that bus 

ness. I do not think the Cong s of the Un i States h 

right to make of that man a mmon carrier because | pipe 

line happens to cross a State line 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. ‘Then the Senator is not f r $ 

provision with reference to oil any more that 

to natural gas. 
Mr. FORAKER. I am not speaking out <« 

natural gas. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The only point is that you 

both alike. 
Mr. FORAKER. To treat both sv I 1 

do; and I say you have no right to make a 

of a private individual who is transporting for his 

lar business and has no thought or purpose of a i 

the public. 
Now, Mr. President, we adopted this amendment | 

I call the attention of Senators) before we had ado l ‘ 

amendment offered by the Senator from West Vir ! 

ELKINS], which prohibits any con nm « er f g 


re still another pipe line, I suppose, and another expendi- | 


| 


Yes; if the Senator does not take too much | 


any preduct or commodity in which it has any interest, dire 
indirect, as an owner of any kind 





Now, what will be the consequence? We spend. $5,000,000 ft 
carry our own natural gas from West Virgin to ‘ 
Cincinnati. When we spend that money and l S 
to serve our purposes, we are told by the Cong s of the 1 
States, “ You are a common carrier and 1 
body except only for yourself. You can not carry a y 
belongs to you.” What is that except confiscation of prom 

It may be that it is confiscation of oil. I leave that 
Senator to comment upon; but it is confiscation of 
property to do the same thing: and I wan » Say tT 
creditable to the Senate of the United St so to 
On the contrary, it seems to me it is entirely dicredit 

Now, Mr. President, just one word. It seems to me the d 
culty about this is not met by the addition of th ( 
municipal purposes,” for that is but a very limited and rest 

|} use. It is a municipal purpose to light tl ! 
pality, but it is not a municipal purp t 
to citizens under private contract, to supply 
foundries, and machine shops Phat is 1 ! 
pose. The way to remedy this is not, the 
words of that kind, for they do not he but by ! 
word “ transportation,” as I suggested to the S« 
sachusetts when he offered it, the words “ for | 
only person who is a common carri« S who 
the public. 

It has been said that these pipe 
statutes that call them common ¢ 
certain extent, but it does not necess 
riers in the sense that th have the g ! 

f eminent domain—certainly S 
‘reation, where this TPO has ¢ 
To give the power of eminent « 
vate property is being taken for l 
publie generaily, not for the interest of s | 
particular lecality, such as may | 1 l f 

Now, what is the objection to putt y in the 
ing for the public? ” 

Mr. BACON. Mr. President, I should 
the Senator, but when he turns his fae the 
is impossible to do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. I thank the Senator for « 
tion to the fact that I was not speaking 1d 
to hear, for I want everybody to hear, for if G 
about this bill I am in earnest about it is 

It seems to me, when we adopted this a lt oy 
unwisely, if I may say that without app * to eriticise th 
Senate, and surely it was unwise when later on w oted t 
| we would not only make a private pipe line a common ¢arri¢ 
but that we would deny to it the right to « y the very 


uct that it was organized and constructed to carry 
The result would be as I have said, and that is all I e: 

and it seems to me that enough. If our people b 

pipe line, it is for our use and for our benefit 


Sr \ 
is uild 


th 


pub- 


, not for the 









7000 





lic. We do not want to go into competition with anybody else. 
If anybody else is to pipe gas out of that same territory, let 
him put in a pipe line, as we are doing. 

Mr. BACON. Will the Senator permit me to ask him whether 
or not he has suggested any phraseology which will meet such 
a case as that which he now has in view? 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. And at the same time not destroy the general 
purpose of the provision? 

Mr. FORAKER. I think I have. I would be glad if the 
Senator from Georgia, who has the bill on the desk before him, 


‘ 


will look at line 8, page 1, and see what I have suggested, 
namely, that afte. the word “transportation,” the first word 
in the line, we insert “for the public,” for I understand that 


any pipe line transporting for the public we would have the 
right to treat a common carrier. But surely we have not 
reached the point where an individual can not have a pipe 
line of his own for water or for gas or for oil, or for anything 
he may want it for. I called attention to the fact that 
this applies to persons as well as to corporations. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I ask the Senator if his purpose is not 
earried out in the phrase beginning at line 3, page 2, “ who 
shall be considered and held to be common carriers within the 
meaning and purpose of this act,” because in the case he men- 
tions the company will not be a common carrier when only 
carrying gas for itself, and it will not be brought within the 
meaning of this act according to its own provision? 

Mr. FORAKER. TI have not heard of anybody putting that 
interpretation on that language. I called attention to it when 
the matter was under consideration a few days ago, and a dif 


as 


else 


ferent view was taken of it. It does not make it very clear, 
but if you were to put in the words “for the public,” after 
‘transportation,’ then there could not be any question about 


it, and I can not understand why that should be objected to. 
If there is anybody transporting in a pipe line of any com- 
modity, no matter what it may be, for the public—— 
Mr. STONE. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Missouri? 


Does the Senator from Ohio 


Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. STONE. I desire to ask the Senator from Ohio a ques- 
tion. He speaks of the situation at the city of Cincinnati and 
the purpose to connect the city with gas fields in West Virginia. 
Suppose his amendment should be agreed to, inserting the words 

for the public,” if gas should be transmitted to a reservoir, as 
I suppose it would have to be, and stored in that way in the 
city of Cincinnati and from thenese transported to foundries and 
individual homes, would not that be a transmission for the pub 
lic as much as if you transmit oil through pipes to reservoirs 
for sale? So how would that amendment help the Senator’s 
case? 

Mr. FORAKER. That shows the wisdom of having two or 
three minds directed to the same point. The Senator misap 
prehends what was in my mind, and what the Senator has just 
n expressed did not occur to me, the force of which I recog 
nize What I had in mind was any pipe line that is transport- 
ing for the public in the sense that it is transporting for all who 
bring to it the commodity which they want transported. I 
think that would be a common carrier under the law, and there 


is no objection to regulating it. 
Mr. TELLER. I to the Senator 
could use the term “ transportation for hire” 


suggest 


that perhaps he 
or “ for compensa- 


tion.” I think that is better than the term he suggests. 
Mr. FORAKER. Anything at all which indicates that when 


we get our property into operation it is not to be confiscated by 
act of Congress will satisfy me. I am not stickling for words, 
but I am for the substance. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio 
yield to the Senator from West Virginia? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. Mr. President, West Virginia perhaps is more 
interested in the discussion of this question than any other State 
in the Union, and I want to say that we have a number of pipe 
lines that are owned by corporations and that are owned by indi- 
viduals to carry and transport gas from West Virginia out of 
the State. We have the West Virginia Natural Gas Company, 


we have the Manufacturers’ Gas Company, and we have a num- 
ber of lines that run to Pittsburg to individual manufacturers, 
vho own their territory, driil their own wélls, and carry their 
own gas to their own mills, 
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So I say, Mr. President, that this provision which the Se; 
from Indiana is trying to put into the bill will be a grea¢ j 
tice to our people and a great injustice to the people wh,» 
taking the gas out of our State. Now, Mr. President 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Will the Senator allow me? 

Mr. SCOTT. No, sir; I do not yield. I have not th, 
of language which the Senator from Indiana has, and . 
quently I do not want to be interrupted. 

Mr. President, the fact is we can not bring the large 
facturing establishments of Cincinnati and Pittsburg ini 
State of West Virginia. If we could, we would be very ¢ 
build a wall around our State and keep the gas with ' 
own borders. But as we can not do that, we yw es 
have all the privileges that we can possibly get, so th, 
people can dispose of their gas and territory to these d t 
manufacturers, to these different companies, and get a: | 
for it as they can. With this restriction, it will stop « 
ment, just as the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKER]} says. 'Tjjo 
Cincinnati company which is coming into the southern | of 
our State at an expense of $5,000,000 is not going to « 
there if the privileges under which they started out t 
this line are taken away from it, and I hope it will not 
pleasure of the Senate to strike out, and insert the ame: ut 
the Senator from Indiana suggests. 

Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, I think the amendme 
originally stood, “ excepting natural gas for municipal pur 
was the correct form, but the question of natural gas 


tirely secondary question to my mind. ‘The question ed 
here is the great traffic in oil. If you put in the 


” 


“transportation for hire” or “transportation for the 

you absolutely destroy this amendment so far as its « ( 

ness is concerned. The method of getting the oil is, as 

that the Standard Oil Company or the Pure Oil ¢ 

which are the two great carriers of oil, buy it of | 
owner and carry it, and they would immediately say t] “ea 
not carrying for the public; that they were carrying fo: 
selyes. That is the reason why the word “ public” or 

portation for hire” put in there would immediately wr 
amendment. 

My object, I state frankly, in this amendment is 
the pipe lines of the Standard Oil Company within 
risdiction of the Interstate Commerce Con:mission I do 
not see why that great corporation, with its enormou I 
in this article, should alone be exempted from the super 
and regulation of the Government. I care very little al 
natural-gas feature in the amendment, but I do want 
the Standard Oil Company somewhere within the re 
law, and, owing to the method in which most oil is boug ul 
handled, if you put in the words “ for the public,” afte: 
portation,” you practically kill the amendment. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President—— 

Mr. LODGE. Wait a moment; I should like to finis! 
companies have the right of eminent domain, as I sh 
other day. They are declared to be common earrier: 
ute in many of the States in which they operat \ 
was forwarded to me from a counsei of the Standard Oil ¢ 
pany hostile to this legislation, in which he admitted t! 


| were common carriers east of the Mississippi. 


Mr. 


President, there is no reason in the world why 


poration, with that great traffic in one of the most ess 


articles of use, should alone escape. They ought to 
where where they can be supervised and regulated. Th 
oil for independent refineries. The independent ret! 


other parts of the country try to get oil from their own 

from other wells, and sometimes they will carry it and 
times they will not; but they carry for independent rr es, 
showing that they are ordinary carriers when they choose 
They hold, as it is now, the entire oil industry of th« 

by the throat. If there is nothing wrong, if everything 

if they are public benefactors, they will not suffer fron 

the Interstate Commerce Commission look into this ma 


see that the business is properly carried on. There ne 
be any apprehension in that regard. 

Now, the additional amendment, known as the “cv d 
amendment,” has been brought up, and it is said it would al 
great hardship on them, because they will not be able to ry 


their own oil under that amendment, as the railroads 1 
bidden from carrying their’ own coal, if they own the | , 
for general sale. It does not prevent them from carryilg tle 
oil, I suppose, for their own use, but it will prevent them, un 
doubtedly, if they own the wells. Suppose it becomes heces- 
sary to separate these pipe lines and make the carrying of oil 
a distinct business from the production or refining of oi), !S 
there anything wrong in that? We are about to compel tlie 
railroads to make some arrangement to get rid of their coal 




















— 
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nds all over the country, and either sell them or put them in 
he hands of holding companies. 
fraid that it is going to be a great hardship on the Standard 
il Company if they are obliged to make an arrangement that 
heir carrying lines shall be independent and that the carry- 
ng shall be general for all the oil producers of the country? 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Vassachusetts yield to the Senator from Ohio? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. Who has been talking about hardship upon 
he Standard Oil Company? 

Mr. SCOTT. The Senator from Ohio was talking about gas. 
Mr. LODGE. I am talking about oil. I am not disturbed 

ut I am talking about the effect of the amendment the 

itor from Ohio proposes, inserting the word “ public.” 
Vir. FORAKER. I have not offered any amendment, 


Senator from 


Zas. 


Mr. 


esident; I only suggested it,and what I said to the Senator | 
ie I say to him on the floor of the Senate—leave the amend- | 





| fusion and did not know what it was doing when 
Why should we be so much 


700 I 


it adopted this 
amendment. 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from New 

| Hampshire yield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. GALLINGER. While other Senators have declined to 
yield, I know the Senator ought to have a chance, and I yield 
to him. z 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I wish to say to the Senator that he 
will see by looking at the pages of the CoNGRESSIONAL RecoRrD 
that that interpretation can not be correct for this reason: It 
shows that earlier the amendment was adopted which inserted 
“natural gas;” that then another amendment was adopted 





nt as it is. I do not care anything about the other pro- 
ion. I want to protect natural gas in the way I have| 
eated. 

Mr. LODGE. I did not suggest that anybody had said it 


uld be a hardship. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 

rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Mas- 
husetts yield to the Senator from Florida? 

LODGE. I yield to the Senator from Florida. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I wish to ask the Senator from Massa- 


io 
il. 


usetts if he will not address himself to the constitutionality | 


in act that brings one of these pipe lines under the operation 
this law and excludes all the balance of them. I am 
wver, and I should like to hear from a lawyer on that subject. 
Mr. NELSON. Will the Senator from Massachusetts yield 
ie a moment? 
Mr. LODGE. Certainly. 
Mr. NELSON. 
| call the Senator's attention to a decision of the Supreme 
urt bearing on the point. 
Mr. LODGE. All pipe lines owned by any company within 
United States and within the Territories of the United 
tes are made common carriers. What the Senator alludes 
s a peculiar case in the Zone of Panama, an area which is 
er a peculiar jurisdiction and where the Government 
to give a revocable license to anybody who chooses to lay 
e lines there. I do not care to enter into that discussion. 
ok the floor to say this only because I want to preserve 
I regard as the essential part of this amendment, 
is to bring the Standard Oil Company, which is the prin 
| carrier, and the other carriers of oil within the jurisdic- 
i of the Interstate Commerce Commission. I think it would 
gross injustice to leave them out. Owing to the manner in 
ch the oil business is done, I have not the slightest doubt 
if you put in the words ‘transportation for hire,” or 
“transportation for the public,’ you immediately re- 
' all those lines, because their method of doing business is 
uy the oil first at prices which they make themselves, be- 
ise they alors are able to take it to market. 


is 


1 
as 


\ir. GALEINGEre Mr. President, the Senator from Indiana 
ir. Bevertpoe}] has twice suggested that the amendment as it 


vy stands was agreed to at a late hour in the day when there 
s great confusion in the Chamber. 
furning to the CONGRESSIONAL Recorp of May 4, it will be 
nd that the debate on this amendment commenced on page 
2 and that the Senate adjourned, after it had indulged 
ite covering seven pages of the CONGRESSIONAL REcoRD, at 
‘ hour of 5 o’clock and 5 minutes p. m., having held an execu 
e session in the meantime. It will be noted on page 6504 
t on the amendment proposed by the Senator from Massa- 
usetts as amended there was a roll call and there were sey- 
ty-five Senators who responded to their names. So it is per- 
tly apparent that the Senate perfectly understood what it 
as doing with reference to this matter. 
it was the Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. Lopce] who sug- 
sted to the Senator from Ohio [Mr. ForAKeER] that 
inake the purport of the amendment clear it be made to 
id ‘except natural or artificial gas.’” Upon that the amend- 
ent of the Senator from Ohio was adopted. Afterwards the 
Senator from Rhode Island [Mr. Atpricu] moved to strike 
it “for municipal purposes,’ and that amendment was like 
ise adopted. Then, as I have said, upon a roll call, to which 
eventy-five Senators answered, the amendment of the Senator 
rom Massachusetts as amended was agreed to. 
[ simply rose for the purpose of showing that the Senator 


from Indiana is mistaken when he says the Senate voted in con- | 


not a} 


I will in my own time answer that question | 


and | 


the | 


In | 


“in order | 


which excepted “ natural gas for municipal purposes; he 
Senate had twice expressed its opinion upon this subject, and 
finally that they struck out “ natural! 


ras ltogether So the 
Senate understood it in the first two votes but did not under 
stand it in the last vote. 
Mr. GALLINGER. That does not follow at all 


It simp! 
emphasizes what I have said, that the Senate, with great | 


eration, went over this entire subject, and the fact that the 
Senate changed its views upon the question afterwards do 
not prove that the Senate did not understand what it was doing 


in the first place or in the latter case 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
Mr. GALLINGER. 

changes his views. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. But, Mr. President 
Mr. GALLINGER. If he did not, I would not regard him as 


highly as I do, because I know he does not belong to 


Then the Senate did change its views 
Certainly ; and 

And in fifteen minutes. 

And the Senator f 


tUill 


Indiana frequent 


who never change their views. 

Mr. President, that is all I care to say. The Senate pe 
fectly understood what it was doing. If the Senate wishes to 
reverse its action, that is within its competency; but it is not 
proper to have it stated and let it go undisputed that » acted 

| without intelligence in adopting the amendment which the S« 
ator from Ohio desired to have incorporated in the bill. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, I desire briefly to call atte: 
tion to one feature of this controversy, in regard to the propo 
sition that pipe lines carrying oil can not be placed unde! 
Interstate Commerce Commission unless they do a x 
business for the public. The question principally involved 
that matter has been passed upon by the Supreme Court « 
the United States in a case which came from Minnesot I 
1893 the legislature of that State passed a law providing t} 
all warehouses and elevators for storing and handling grain 
along the route of any railroad should be subject to the control 
and jurisdiction of the Minnesota railroad and warehouse 
mission. An elevator company at Lanesboro, in the southern 
part of Minnesota, denied the right the State to exe 
jurisdiction over that elevator, because they insisted 
were simply buying grain for their own use, for their <« bus 
ness; that they were not doing a general public-el 
ness; that they bought grain from the farmers and s 
to their own consignees at terminal points, and hence 
subject to public control. 

The Supreme Court held that that position was 
that they were there occupying a m o% pub 
place, buying grain from every farmer who came t 
ing it, and grading it on their own s, and there 
was a public business, and that the public had a rig » €O 
trol it. 

So, Mr. President, with the oil pipe lines. The § lard 
Oil Company has a large pipe line running through the 
That pipe line has many feeders. Private parties | d pipe 
lines to the trunk line to run the oil from theit 
which are connected with the pipe lines of the Standard Oil 
Company, which company buys from these various s 
ers. ‘The different parties who have these feeding lines f 
their wells ship their oil to the trunk line. Their re to 
the public is exactly the same as that of the elevato 

| to which I have referred in Minnesota. We have as 1 y 
to control such pipe lines as the public have a right to control 
that grain elevator at Lanesboro, in Minnesota. The Standard 
Oil Company purchases oil from the independent shipping oil 
owners, who have built little feeding lines connected with tl 
trunk line of the Standard Oil Company. It purchases their 
oil and holds a monopoly of the use of the main line nad 
unless it is put under the contro! cf the Interstate Commerce 
Commission, it can carry on its business with impunity, and 


practically destroy all the independent dealers and the 
pendent lines. 
If you put into the amendment of the Senator from Massa- 


indeo- 
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chusetts such an as has been suggested, that these 
, jurisdiction of the Inter- 
numerce Commission unless they do a general business 
public, you will thereby entirely destroy the whole 
mendment, and will make it of no force and effect whatsoever. 

endment as it now stands is all right, and in respect to 
matter should not be emasculated or changed. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

Mr. NELSON. 
particular interest in that, but I think the amendment proposed 
by the Senater from Massachusetts ought to stand in the bill 
unamended and unchanged. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator from Minnesota allow me 
to say a werd in his time, as I can not do so in my own time? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. FORAKER. There seems to be a misapprehension among 
Senators as to why I contend that this amendment as it now 
stands shall remain without any change. The debate has arisen 
upon the metion of the Senater from Indiana {[Mr. BeveripcEe] 
out the words “natural gas or artificial gas.” 
endment to stand just as it now is. 
TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I inquire if the Senator 


amendment 


companies shall not be subject to the 


state (ol 


for the 


The az 
that 


to strike 
the an 
Mr. 


suggested? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Flor- 
ida vield to the Senator from Indiana? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I yield to the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. For the purpose 
ator from F offer the amendment which he has sug- 
gested as a modification of mine, I withdraw the amendment 
which I offered in order that the Senator may move his amend- 
t I think that his amendment is better than the one 


‘lorida to 


ly use 


I have 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. 
bill I m 
ineluding 
imsert the 
The 


offered. 

Mr. President, on page 1, line 8, of the 

ve to strike out, after the word “except,” down to and 

the “ artificial gas,” 

language I send to the desk. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment to 

ent made as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 
RETARY. On page 1, line 8, after the word “ except,” it 

sed to strike 


insert 


words 


as’ and “except natural gas 
semen” 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I have no interest near 
oY rel ty 
Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator allow me just a moment to in- 
hy limit the amendment which he is 
not put in the word “ manufacturing?” The great bulk 
mu out of our State is for manufacturing purposes. 
ALIAFERRO, Because, Mr. President, I want to show 
Senate that the very line sought to be excluded from the 
operatic * this act by the Senators from Ohio and West Vir- 
in the interest of the public, be 
visions of the act. 
terest whatever, near or remote, in oil pipe Tines, 
or anything of that character, but I do desire to 
ill become a law in such a form as will meet the very 
tural and just demands of the public at large. I am in 
if having these provisions extend to every agency en- 
in interstate and I no reason whatever 
including the pipe lines of this country a nmatural-gas 
» should be excepted. 
ONE Mr 
VRESIDENT pro tempore. Does 
da yield te the Senater from Missouri? 
TALIAFERRO. Certainly. 
STONE. I ask the Senator what is his reason for inelud- 
ater pipe lines under the provision of this act? 
TALIAFERRO. In consonance with my suggestion that 
commodity, every agency entering into the interstate com- 
ree of this country sheukl be brought within the provisions 
» act. That is my reason and my only reason. 
I do not concede that the act applies except where the com- 
engaged in the business enter into the interstate com- 
merce of the country, and where they do enter into the interstate 


the gas take 
Mr. T 


TO The 


conmmerce, see 


President 


the Senator from 


Panes 


COD M 
the provisions of this act. 

The 
dressing himself te this subject on Tuesday last, stated, in part, 
as follows: 

If when we get to the oil fields, having spent our $5,000,000, which 
we are having a great deal of treuble to raise - 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator will allow me to say that 
should be “gas fields.” I was not going into oil fields. 
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| to Huntington, we will say, dump out a lot of it there for the 


s ; | 
As to the question of natural gas, I have no | 


I want | 
he would prohibit eny person from laying a pipe line for 
| own use exclusively? 

frem Indiana [Mr. Bevertpce] has accepted the modification I | 





in line 1, on page 2, and | 
| that that pipe line would not come under the provisions of 
the | 


brought under the | 


ree of the country I think they should be brought under | 


distinguished Senator from Ohio [Mr. Foraxerr], in ad- | 


May 17, 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. I presumed the Senator referred to « 
but I have read the Recorp as it is. The Senator from 0) 
continued : 
and which we could not raise at all if it were known that this 
vision would become a law, we shall be required to receive q!| 
natural gas ether people may see fit to bring to our pipe and t; 
port it from the place in West Virginia where the gas is found 4 


. . . al 
modation of that city, and on to Maysville, etc. 


Mr. President, I want to know what the purpose of this 
is unless it be to bring these carriers into such relations 
the public that the public may be served by them? [1 
natural-gas pipe line from the gas fields of West Virgin 
Cincinnati is conveying that gas for interstate commerce, { 


| is no earthly reason why it should not be brought within 


provisions of this act. 
Mr. FULTON. Mr. President 
The PRESTDENT pro tempore. Does 
Florida yield to the Senator from Oregen? 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. I do. 
Mr. FULTON. Do I understand the Senator to contend 


the Senator 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. Idonot. I make no such content 
say that when the article conveyed enters into the int 


| commerce of the country the medium of conveyance— 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. The agency of conveyance ought 


| brought within the provisions of this law. 
of permitting the Sen- | 


Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 
Florida yield to the Senator from Qhio? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I do. 

Mr. FORAKER. I do not take any issue with that p 
tion of the Senator, but that is not this case. The case | 
is one where we are not transporting an article in order { 
it into the interstate commerce of the country. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Then my contention is, Mr. P: 


Senator f) 


act. 


Mr. FORAKER. All I want is to make it clear that it a 


| not, and it is clear as it now stands. 
out “ water and except natural gas or arti- | 
for municipal pur- | 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. We can not make it clear, Mr. Pres 
by inserting the word suggested by the Senator from Ohio 
out destroying the entire provision. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I do not want any ot 
words. I want it to stand precisely as it stands now, 


| there is to be any change I want it to be so changed that it 
going to offer? | 


preserve what the Senator says already appears in the 
ment. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The Senator from Indiana [Mr 
ERIDGE] was correct when he stated that the Senate had 
twice passed upen this question. Subsequently, under thx 
agement—the skillful management—of the Senator from I 
Island, the Senator from Ohio, and the Senator from Mont 
the position, the judgment, the expression of the Senate ha: 
absolutely changed as it appears in this bill to-day. Th: 
tion was distinetky put by the Senator from Ohio to exclucd 
particular pet line from the operation of this bill and the 
as distinctly voted it down. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator referred to me in son: 
that I could not understand, as there was so much con! 
Will the Senator please indulge me to the extent of rep 
what he said? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. It is almost impossible, Mr. Presi 
for me to repeat what I said. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, the Senator referred to the §S 
from Ohio about something, and I should like to know wh 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I think I stated that the Senator: 
Ohio distinctly submitted to the Senate a proposition 
Clade his pet company from the operation of this act, and 1 
the Senate quite as distinctly voted it down, and yet w 
here in the bill this morning, as it lies on the desks of Sen:' 
the action of the Senate, taken soberly and distinct!) 
debate of the question, absolutely reversed on this impor 


| point. 


Mr. FORAKER. 
Senator concludes. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from F) 
ida yield to the Senator from Wyoming? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I yield. 

Mr. CLARK of Wyoming. 


Very well. I will wait, however, until 


I desire to say to the Sena! 


| from Florida that there is a very great fear, and, I thin 
| justifiable one, that if the word “ water,” which he propose 


strike out of his amendment, is stricken out, it will work :rrep- 
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ple damage to the great irrigation works now operating 
under construction in the West; and unless the Senator 
some special reason why he desires that to go in, I suggest 
» Senator that no harm will be done by not including that 
he words to be stricken out. 
BEVERIDGE. I hope the Senator from Florida [Mr. 
\FERRO] will heed the suggestion of the Senator from Wvyo- 
{| Mr. CLARK]. 
ir. TALIAFERRO. I will ask if that will make the amend- 
! t satisfactory to the Senator? 
ir. CLARK of Wyoming. I prefer the words as they are 
» bill upon our desks, but if the Senator’s amendment is to 
lopted, I do not think it can be adopted without irrepara- 
njury to those irrigation works of which I have spoken. 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. 1 think water should be excluded when 
: | for irrigation works and other public purposes. 
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| recognizing, as they expressed 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President, I have no objection to 
the suggestion. ‘Water enters so slightly as a commodity into 
the interstate commerce of this country that I have no objection | 
to putting into this bill anything which, if omitted, would 


se a hardship en my friends in the West—none whatever— 
if the Senator desires to propose a modification of the 
ndment which will meet his views, I shall be glad to hear it. 
Mir. CLARK of Wyoming. I will ask the Senator if he has 
insuperable objection to excepting the word “ water” from 
his amendment to strike out? 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. I will not object to that modification 
of the amendment, so that the amendment will read “ except 
r and except natural gas for municipal purposes.” 

Mr. President, if I were a lawyer I would feel disposed to 
ress inyself to the question of the constitutionality of an 
that impeses conditions upon one set of people and excepts 

rs in the same ¢lass of business; but, not being a lawyer, 

i shall content myself with speaking merely of the equities 

here involved. I know that the only ground upon which we 


general in its application. I favor extending its provisions 
to all of the important agencies engaged in interstate commerce. 
It is for that reason, and that reason alone, that I have sug- 
gested this amendment, being moved to it by the fact that the 
Senate has already, as I said, on two different occasions voted 
to sustain it. 


\ir. FORAKER. Mr. President——— 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. On yesterday, Mr. President, the bill 
wis emasculated, on the suggestion of the Secretary of War, 
by eliminating the pipe lines being constructed acress the 
Isthmus of Panama. 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the 

I la yield to the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I will, in a moment. 
Mr. FORAKER. I thought the Senator’s time had expired. 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. To-day an effert is being made further 
emasculate this bill by inserting the exception suggested by 
e Senator frem Ohio. Mr. President, it is practically asked 
iis Senate to write the word “ discrimination ” in this para- 
graph of the bill. We can not afford to go before the country 
on & proposition to prevent discriminations when we ourselves 
propose to write discrimination in the law in this conspicuous 
uner. I hope that the Senate will go back to its original 
position, agreed to after this ease was fully discussed, and 
this amendment in the bill as it was before. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator from Florida referred to me in 
course of his remarks, but there was se much confusion in 
Chamber, er rather in this part of it, that I did not hear 

( netly what he said. I asked him to repeat what he said. 

\fter 1 had been teld the nature of his remarks, he did repeat 
part what I am told he said. The Recorp will show whether 
repeated all of it. Senators sitting about me say that the 

‘nator remarked that, after twice defeating my proposition 


Senator from 


place 


hive natural gas lines excepted, then later, “under the 
ul manipulation of the Senator from Ohio, his pet measure 


was taken care ef.” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
l in error? 

\ir. TALIAFERRO. My recollection is that 1 said “ under the 
skillful management,” but if the Reporter says I used the word 

uanipulation,” I stand by that. 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, all I wanted to know was 
whether or not the Senator had said it, in order that I might 

to the Senator that there is no excuse whatever for him to 

make such a remark as that. 
senate, and it was debated very theroughly. 

rs attention, if he will honer me with it. 


Mr. President——— 
Did the Senator make such a remark or am 


iim that this bill is a fair and proper one is to make | understand, that the Recorp was banded to 





= 1) 6 
1003 
abandoned it. Other Senators sitting about me in the C! 


themselves here on t 








that they had done an unwise thing and an unjust thing—sonv 
other Senator, without my knowing he intended to do it, offe: 
the amendment which was adopted by the Senate by a u 
mous vote. I did not know it was to be offered. I did no 
anybody to offer it. The first I knew of it was presented 


the Senate, and when it came to 


a vote, without one word 
said by me, it received seventy-five votes and not on 
against it. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from ‘ 


yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 
Mr. BAILEY. Does the Senator refer. 


unanimously adopted, to the vote on the pipe-line amen 


when he says 
] ly 


Mr. FORAKER. To the vote on the amendm 
natural gas. 

Mr. BAILEY. Well, as a matter of fact, the exe 
| not adopted by a vote of 75 to nothing, but the gener 
| ment was adopted. 

Mr. FORAKER. Well, the general amendment was. 


| in my time, and he might accord me an i 


Mr. BAILEY. Including the particular amendmen 
the Senator has referred ; but that by itself was not a 
vote of 7D to nothing. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes 
Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 
Mr. FORAKER. Wait just a moment. 
Mr. TALIFERRO. I understood the 


to 


lopte 


Senator was spe: 
interruption 


Mr. FORAKER. I said in a moment I 


uid prant 1 
ator the privilege. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The time of th 
| from Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO] has expired. 
Mr. FORAKER. I want to say now, so 


| called to the vote. I 
| unanimous 


| Until 


from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER], and my attent 
said, when I made 
vote, that the vote had direct 
amendment to the amendment; but I recall, sin 
from Texas [Mr. Bartey] reminds me of it, that the 
bly was on the acceptance the amendment as it now st: 
This particular amendment was agreed to, as the 
New Hampshire now px to me, without d 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 

Mr. FORAKER. 
please allow me to proceed. The ame 
discussed. The Senate certainly Knew wh S « 
it was thoroughly informed, a1 
want to call the Senator's a ‘ 1 
error when he says it was due to my n remeut o1 
nipulation or my lse. I do not 4d 
surreptitious way. I do not do anything, so far as ] 
except in the open, where everybody can 
derstand. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The Senator 
my mouth, Mr. President, that I did not use. 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Senator tell me wh vi I 
in his mouth? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I 
notes of the 
skillful manag 
land and Mont: 
Now, the Senator from 
ing to aceord the credit to 
Mr. FORAKER. I knew the Senater would recall bis 
far as I am concerned, when he vw 
As I have stated, I 
to be offered, and was 
I heard it read from 
of getting the kind of amendment I 
Now, Mr. President, I do not 
the merits of this question. 

Mr. CLAY. Mr. President, w 
him a question? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 


ol 


ints out 
No; that 
Well, however 


Was SOL 


if may be, M Presid 


anything « 


Senator ought 


Tx eas the ; 


Bald a 


w hil fo, as I 


stenegrapher 


will bear out 






pent of the Senators fro Ohio id 
the action of the Senate had been revi 
Ohio disclaims, 1] 1 enti 
the other ge I 

} 
SO 
had no knowledge that the amendnm« 


qui 


t surp 
the desk 
thought we ought t Mive 


nt to 


Wil 


ill the 


Senatol 


Does t Ohio 


| yield to the Senator from Georgia? 


I presented the preposition to the | 
I want the Sena- 
After it had been | 


Mr. FORAKER. 
Mr. CLAY. 
vote on it. 


Certainly. 
I want te understand this question 
I understand these gas companies 


in order to 
to which th 


vuling 
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their own gas, and the contention of the Senator from Ohio is | 


this: In the event they are not excepted, then the Elkins amend- 
ment will apply to them and they can not haul their own gas, 
and, consequently, can -not do business. Is that the contention 
of the Senator from Ohio? 

Mr. FORAKER. That is the effect 
taking these two amendments together. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The same would 
Similar circumstances. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let 
after that. 
perhaps studied that 
man knows. 

What I want to make clear is that I do not want to change 
this amendment. This upon a motion made 
by the Senator from BEVERIDGE] to strike out 
from the amendment it in Committee of the 
Whole. I do not want that ion to prevail. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
yield to the Senator from Texas? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, if these companies, although 
incorporated, are engaged only in carrying their own gas and 
not the right of eminent domain, then no law 
f Congress could make them earriers; but if they 
lave e the great right of eminent domain, then they 

iot be heard to say that they engaged only in their 
business, because neither individuals nor corporations 
in private enterprises are permitted to exercise the 
nent domain. I the Senator from Ohio if the 
any which has in mind has exercised the 
rht of en t domain? 

Mr. FORAKER. It has not—that is, not yet. 

Mr. BAILEY. Then no law can make it a common carrier 
nst its will. 

Mr. FORAKER. 


} 
1) 
OnLy i 


of it, as I understand, 


be true of oil 


those who are taking care of oil look 


feature, but it is true with us, as every 


discussion arises 
Indiana [| Mr. 
as we adopted 


mot 


ive exercised 


common 
] 


rercise 
rercised 


are 


ack 
ask 


he 


F emi 
lar com] 
i 


he! 


If the Senator will allow me to conclude, 
the preliminary stages. They are just now 
he company and raising money to put in these pipe 
may have to exercise the power of eminent domain 
get to the gas fields, 300 miles away, but they hope 
sar Sarat 

Mr. BAILEY. Then they can not be heard to say, after having 
that right, that they exercised it for a private purpose. 
Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I think if the Senator will 
efully at the authorities, he will find the test not 
e the power of eminent domain, but whether 
is exercised in the taking of private property 
uage of the authorities a public use. I 
would c 

It can not be taken for any but a public use. 
Well, there a authorities, and authorities 
and while it is true 


1 


Sy 


is 


mea 
Iie 

re 
re 


? sift v7 . . 
10 statute can confe 


( an 
thi Tnior take 


© authority on 
private property ex- 


remember that a was 
United States within the 
I the Senator 


I believe 
about it—where there 


case 


c, * the st 
to exercise the 


' ground 


power of eminent do- 
along which to dig an irrigating 
i through 
That is a public use. 
Senator 

sSupre 

, said they 
facts, that 
be construed as 


is a very 


t was, somebody’s premises, 
without 
Court of 
would hold 
was a public use, but 


Says, 


trouble, 
United 


any 
the 


me 


instructive 
that, ar 


cause my time 


case. I do not 
to discuss 
ass on, be 
nator to understand 
in this 

ere be no change 
BACON. Mr. President, I 


th his perm 


is about to expire. 

amendment. I am simply asking 

Leave it just as it 
desire 


to ask the 


made, is. 


Senator a 


ission. 


PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Ohio | 


to the Senator from Georgia? 
Mr. FORAKER. Certainly 
Mr. BACON. I want to ask the Senator as to the intention 
this proposed pipe-line interest. Is it 
, or whoever will own this pipe line, will own its 
‘lis, or will it take gas from other producers? 


under | 


I refer that to the Senator from Indiana, who has 


Does the Senator from Ohio | 


atutes of Colorado, the | 


in that case, | 
a broad one applying | 
1 the Senator will ex- | 


is that I am not ask- | 


understood that the | 








Mr. FORAKER. It owns its own. It has gone into 
territory and acquired these gas lands and is boring its 
|} and making the necessary preparations for securing the 

and raising the money with which to put in the pipe lin 
| transport the gas. 

Mr. BACON. There is no contemplation of taking 
| from other people? 

Mr. FORAKER. None whatever. 

Mr. BACON. No power in their charter to do so. 

Mr. FORAKER. None whatever. It might become 
sary, possibly in order to get the gas, to buy the gas fron 
body else; but there is no purpose at any time to trans) 
gas of anybody except its own gas. 

Mr. BACON. Very well; it will be its own gas if it 
from other people. 

Mr. FORAKER. Yes. 

Mr. BACON. But the point to which I desire to as! 
tention of the Senator is this: If they accumulate thei 
| of gas, not only by using the product of their own wells 
purchasing the product of wells of others, and, after th 
mulation of it, transport it through their own pipes to < 
nati, in another State, for the purpose of distributin;: 
selling it out to other parties to be used for manufactu 
| other purposes, I suppose the Senator would concede 
der those circumstances that would certainly be interst 

merce. It would be on all fours with the case cited by 

tor from Minnesota, where the private elevator men bou 
individuals the product of their grain farms and aft 

it through their elevators sold it to other individuals. 

Mr. FORAKER. It is gas which it supplies to its 
tomers at its own place of doing business. This 
brought to Cincinnati, turned into the pipes through wh 
cial gas is now supplied, this gas being substituted for 
and that is all. The Senator may call that inters 
merce or the business of a common carrier if he lik« 
does not strike me it is either. It wants to substitut 
for artificial gas. It gets a permit, it goes to where t! 
and it transports it for its own particular purpose. 

Mr. BACON. Does the Senator dispute the propos 
if a municipality buys gas in West Virginia from other | 
of gas, transports it through its own pipes to Cincin 
then sells it to individuals for manufacturing pur] 
would be clearly an interstate-commerce transaction 

Mr. FORAKER. It might be; but we do not conte: 
ing that. There might possibly arise in the future 
gency when they would do that. That illustrates o 
difficulties of making a pipe line like this a commo 
Only the individuals who want to transport their 
would construct it or put it in operation, for who ki 
the gas will become exhausted? It may last one y: 
Sooner or later we are bound to expect it will become e 
Then you have to take up your common-carrier 
do something else with them. Who will help do that? 

Mr. BACON. If the Senator will pardon me a mo: 
provision of the bill, while it affects directly his 
interest, is one intended to be entirely general and 
all pipe lines used in transporting gas. Now, if the: 
a pipe as that which I suggested to the Senator, 
owners of the pipe line buy gas from different prod 
then transport it through their pipes to another St: 
distributed to consumers, that would make a 
would be eminently one of interstate commerce, a1 
according to the spirit of the bill, as clearly set fori 
Senator from Florida, there ought to be Federal cont: 

Mr. SCOTT. Will the Senator from Georgia allo 
ask him a question’ 

Mr. BACON. If I am able to hear the Senator in 
of the noise, I will be very happy to answer the qu 
can. 

Mr. SCOTS’. In what condition, if this amendment 
will it leave the great steel and iron and pottery 
and others in Pennsylvania and Ohio who own their 
lines, control their own wells, and carry their own g 
the State of West Virgina, for the sole purpose of m 
ing in their own factories? 

Mr. BACON. I do not think they would be common 
| and the bill would not apply to them. 

Mr. SCOTT. They use the gas for manufacturing | 
Mr. BACON. It for their own manufacturing | 
as I understand. If the purpose is to get a supply of ¢ 
West Virginia, carried through pipe lines to Penns) 
and to sell it to other manufacturing enterprises, that 
Mr. SCOTT. But it is for their own use. Bear 

|mind. The company owns its own pipe lines. 
Mr. BACON. I am endeavoring to bear it In mind, 


tl 


gas 


gas 


cast 


is 


j 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


nd I 
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endeavoring to answer the question the Senator asked me. 
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say that if the pipe line is exclusively the property of the | 


nufactory using the gas, and if they only use the gas which 
y themselves produce in West Virginia, they can in no sense 
‘called a common carrier. They are not serving the public 
any particular. But if they are buying gas in West Virginia 


nd transporting it to Pennsylvania and selling it to others, 


Now, that 


i 1 and after May 1, 


If it is entirely a private enterprise, in which 
production and the transportation and the use in manufac- 


re are solely the act of one industry or enterprise, it does 


t fall under the provisions of this bill. 
ha case at all. 
\ir. CULBERSON. 
of the interruption I made a while ago of the Senator from 
. my construction of this statute as it appears now. 


It does not reach 


ey are common carriers, and we have to frame the bill so as | 
to meet all cases. 


Mr. President, I simply want to state, in | 


rhe first section of the bill as it has been amended provides | 


ffect that the provisions of this act shall apply, among others, 
ny corporation or any person or persons engaged in the 


sportation of oil or other commodity by means of pipe | 


es, and that they shall be considered as common 
iin the meaning of this act. Nothing is left to the courts 
construction, but the statute itself declares that any cor- 
tion, or any person or persons engaged in transporting oil 
lines—of course, as interstate commerce—are common 
ers. and are declared to be such in this act of Congress, 
ect to the authority of this act, by the Interstate Commerce 


1ISSION. 


‘ipe 


is the first section. When we turn to the bottom 
ige 5 of the print of the bill of this morning we have this 


e: 


1908, it shall be unlawful for any common 
r to transport from any State, Territory, or district of the United 
; to any other State, Territory, or district of the United States or 
foreign country any article or commodity manufactured, mined, 

i diuced by it. * s s 
We have the first section declaring these corporations com- 
carriers. We have the amendment at the bottom of page 


and continuing on page 6, providing that it shall be unlawful 


iny common carrier subject to this act, after 1908, to carry 
commodity produced by it or owned by it, except what 
be necessary for the conduct of its business as a common 
eT. 
There seems to be no question about that construction, Mr. 
sident, and it is for the Senate to say whether it desires 
declare a corporation is a common carrier which does not 
for the public, but solely for itself, and whether, after 


(8, no corporation or person shall transport any oil or other 


odity produced by itself. These 
isions of this law, as I see it. 
nw, you take the oil companies in Texas, for instance. They 
not common carriers in the sense that that term has been 
| by the law writers and the decisions, because they do not 
for the publie for hire. But they transport their own oil, 
nustanee, from the town of Humble or the town of Saratoga 
other places to the Gulf of Mexico, and load it on ships for 


are the contradictory 


sportation to foreign countries and ports in the Tnited 
es. That may be an interstate shipment. But the pipe 


es which some of the companies use to conduct the oil from 


place of its production to the Gulf are not used for the pub- | 
nd for the carrying of oil for the public, and yet this statute | 


we have it now declares that they are common carriers, and 
after 1908 they shall not carry oil which they have pro- 
ed or purchased. 
ir. SPOONER. Except for the public. 
Mr. CULBERSON. They can not carry any more of it than 
ecessary for their business as common carriers, and, as a 
tter of fact, the companies to which I have referred are not 
le business of common carriers. 
FORAKER. I want to ask the Senator a question, and 
s this: As the effect of leaving these two provisions stand 
vould have absolute confiscation, would we not, of that class 
operty ? 
CULBERSON. I do not know that it would go to that 
it. They might go out of the business of producing oil and 
uto the exclusive business of carrying oil for the public and 
their pipe lines in that way. 
r. FORAKER. But if they did not have a supply from the 
e sufficient to occupy them, they would be practically out of 
business? 
ir. CULBERSON. Surely. That is the construction I put 
i this law. It is for the Senate to say whether it desires that 
t law shall stand, if that is the proper construction of it. 
[r, LODGE. 
‘stion before he takes his seat, 


earriers | 


I should like to ask the Senator from Texas a | 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
yield to the Senator from Massachusetts? 

Mr. CULBERSON. I yield the floor. 

Mr. LODGE. 


lexas 








I want to ask the Senator a question before he 
takes his seat, if he will permit me. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Certainly. 

Mr. LODGE. Is it not true that, according to the provision 
on page 5, to which the Senator has referred, if a railroad 
owns coal lands, it has got to get rid of those coal |] is o 
cease to carry the coal from the mines which it owns—that is 
as a part of interstate commerce. 

Mr. CULBERSON. I think so, but the difference is this 
The prime business of the railroad is the carrying of fr 
but the prime business of the oil companies is producing o 
That is the difference between the two cases. It is prope oO 
drive a transportation company out of the producing bus 
ness; but does it necessarily follow that it is right to d 
the producing company out of the carrying business for it 

Mr. LODGE. I confess I do not see very broad 
tinction. 

Mr. FULTON. Mr. President, I agree very largely with 1 
position taken by the Senator from Minnesota [Mr. Ni 
that this provision as it stands is quite satisfactory Cel 
tainly we ought not to go further, and I submit to the Si 
this proposition: We are committing to a railroad comm 
an enormous amount of work, if they shall take care of and 
properly look after and regulate the legitimate transp 
business of the country. We have included in that work t 
matter of pipe lines, so far as they shall be carriers 
That was done in response to a very evident public «de 
The public temper requires that character of legislation 

But, Mr. President, I have yet to hear that there is any pul 
lic demand for bringing within the operations of th | 
pipe lines that are engaged in the business of conducting 
| natural gas from the field to the market. It has been ed 
that simply because some of these corporations are pul 
corporations in the sense that they have been endowed by their 
charters with the right of eminent domain, they are necessai 
| common carriers. I submit that that is not necessari true 
| If a corporation, for instance, is engaged in carrying natural 
gas or artificial gas for the purpose of lighting a city, it woul 
be perfectly proper to empower such a corporation to e} 
| the right of eminent domain. It would probably be necessa 
for it to establish pipe lines to the gas fields in order to g 
the product to the city and distribute it. Its princip 
ness, the main purpose of the corporation, would be the fur 
nishing of gas to manufacturing institutions or for the ] 
pose of lighting, and it would be necessary and incidental to the 
main purpose of the corporation that it should establish gas 
lines and employ the power of eminent domain. That would 
not make it a common carrier. That would not be the pur; 
for which it was organized, and it ought not necessarily ( 
made or declared to be a common carrier, even assuming that 
we can do that. I do not undertake to say we can. 

But the main thought that influences me in taking the 
tion against any enlargement of the provisions of the bill as s 
is this: This Commission will have sufficient work to d 
shall properly carry out and discharge the duties th 
| already been imposed upon it, and there seems to be no ] 
lar demand for including these gas pipe. lines 1d theref 
ought not to broaden the operation of this bill beyond 
seems to be a public necessity and a demand at th s 
| time. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, the prin 
pose of the pending bill is to correct certain « Is which |! 
grown up in connection with the po nm of S 
commerce. It is barely possible that abuses in conne 
the oil industry have attained such proportion as to be proj 
grouped in that class. But my information about the ex 
the gas fields is not sufficiently accurate to justify m« 
lieving that we ought to include the piping of natural g 
this bill, for the reason that there has been no such 
complaint about abuses in connection with interstate « 
tion thereof as there has been in the case of the 
tion of ordinary freight by railway carriers. The nat 
business is a peculiar one. It is highly specu 
Senator from Ohio has well said, no one can tell het 
certain field will produce for one year or ten It is 
commodity whose extent and supply are capable of visibl 1 
| definite measurement; it is not like the forests or 
where tonnage is perpetually to be obt ed And 
of a gas field, unless a pipe line is constructed by the gas 
pany itself the gas will not be transported at all. 

The amemlment would be bad enough if the intention 
regulate the cost of carrying gas where there were gas we 
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offering gas for transportation other than the ones owned by 
the company able to build and operate the pipe line. But there 
is no justice at all, in my judgment, in providing that after 
the Ist of May, 1908, the gas company shall go out of the busi- 
ness of transporting its own oil and sell out its pipe lines to 
independent It might possibly be that the 
owned the corporation that originally constructed 
the pipe line would be the only interest in the field. The gas 
company would be put in a condition in conforming to what is 
now known as the “ Elkins amendment,” where it would have to 
dispose of either wells or its pipe line, if it could find 
anybody to puri or to adopt some plan 
of evading the law, which is the most probable course. 
I think d better confine this bill to the correction of the 
i as to challenge the attention 


is that have been so ¢ 
country and to demand emedy at the hands of Con- 


an 
1} 


Wells 


corporation. 


| y 


its gas 


hase either separately, 
we h 


onspicuous 
a Ss 


as the provision remains in the bill depriving the 

- of the right to haui its own products as inter- 

after May 1, 1908, I think we ought to be careful 

pipe lines. In our State we have some little 

gas. What they will amount to can not now 

here reason why in the outset the gas 

hould be penalized, and these people notified that 

i908, they will not be allowed to transport their 

icts through their own pipes. I do not think that is 
| disposition of the matter. 

water, I am 

be stricken out. 


term is popularly 


is ho 


doubtful. I believe 
Outside of the transportation 
understood, I think the 
y that ought to be included in the bill is that of oil. 
RIDGE. I ask that the amendment proposed by 
‘from Florida may be stated. 

RY. On page 2, line 1, it 
and insert in lieu thereof 


respect to likewise 


ught 


to 


+1 ; 
aus tliat 


is proposed to strike 
‘ artificial gas ”’ ““ gas 
r) ipal purpose s.”’ 

ALIAFERRO. “ 
FORAKER., 


SECRETARY. 


al gas.” 

Vhere does that 
After the word “ natural,” 
words “or artificial 

‘gas for municipal purposes.” 

That is what I hope will be voted down. 
IAFERRO. I accepted the amendment proposed by 
r fr ‘except water and except natural 


Natur 
come in? 

in line 1, page 
and insert in lieu 


af 
LLe gas,” 


> wor 


FORAKER 
I 


TAL 
rate om Wyoming 
inicipal purposes.” 
IRIDGE. Mr. President, my sole and only interest 
r is that the principle of equality shall be applied 
We include coal within the provisions of 

is used for fuel and that is right. We include 
t, which is a product of coal and which is 
Why should we not also in- 

ich is a product of oil and is also used 


hio [Mr. ForRAKER] says that he is speak- 
interested in oil. The Sena- 
is speaking about 
ted in gas. But ought not the 
within the provi- 


fore is not 
[ Mr. ] 


LiLOLre 


sODGI i 1e 


S 
1 include both 


an 


ne reason has been here adduced why, as 
1, gas should not be included within the pro- 
11 as oil, the specific instance 
from Ohio. ut much as we would all 
ific i are made for general 

to discriminate in favor 


vv 


should we discriminate | 


instances. 
lly to the reign of 
also apply the same 
ld we include oil and 


laws and not of 
subject equi 
one and 


Why shi u 


eae whiel 
t fas, Woici 


ses f 


+} 


» pur 


r day rich men should 
the poor. That is 

which is the heart of liberty. 
before the law. TI! 


‘ther a company be littl 


tthe 
l 


ghts 
is all that either 
> or big, 
rting gas or 

ought to apply. 
rich and 


» general 


men, 


All 
all 


has been suggested that 
tain properties, <« 
ated 


g Mr. President — 


AL 


iness io¢ 


it would very inju- 
ertain manufactures, and cer- | 
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The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from |; 
ana yield to the Senator from Wisconsin? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes. 

Mr. SPOONER. If the Senator’s proposition is correct, 
should not water companies be included? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Water companies should not be inc] 
for the excellent reasons given 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Pardon me. Wait until I answer 
Senator from Wisconsin first. I said there had not been 
one public reason, generally applicable, why gas should 
be included. If one reason, which is sufficient, which is 
ally applicable, could be adduced by the Senator why gas 
not be included, I would not support the amendment 
Senator from Florida. But in the case of water such a 
and general reason has been given. It is used extensiv: 
irrigation purposes. ‘That is a public reason and not a 
reason, not a personal reason. It is a thing which affects 
masses of people and not one or two companies. That 
answer to the Senator from Wisconsin. 

Mr. FORAKER. Let me ask the Senator why, if we 
to take individual interests into consideration, we do not 
common carriers by water in this bill and make this bil! 
cable to them? 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
included. 

Mr. FORAKER. The Senator might have made a 
amend. He would have had the support of at least o 
Senator if he had seen fit to do so. But they were left 
cause, by common consent, there is really no complain 
them, though I think there ought to be complaint, bec 
do more discriminating in freight charges than any ot! 
of carriers. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. I want to call the particular atte: 
the Senator from New Hampshire [Mr. GALLINGER] to | 
question arose. I think I can show to the Senator from 
and to every other Senator that there was not any mana; 
by the Senator from Ohio or anyone else, skillful or ot! 
in this thing. It is one of the incidents that occurs d 
legislation. 

The Senator from Massachusetts offered an amendn« 
every part of which he was equally enthusiastic, whic! 
Later on, by some process, I do not know what, ¢ 
out, and I rose and asked the question why gas should 
included as well as oil. And the answer was that there \ 
reason in the world. Therefore, the Senate voted to 
gas. Thereafter it was thought that gas for muni: 
poses should be excepted and the words “ except for 1 
purposes ” were added. So the Senate twice voted to 
under the operation of this bill, except for municipal | 
Thereafter, though I am sure not by any management, 


Perhaps carriers by water 


| a moment of confusion, a motion was made by some Se! 





is a product of oil | 
destructive | 
Let 


whether | 
of trans- | 


| strike cut the words “except for municipal purposes. 


many Senators voted for that, under the impression 
struck out all exceptions. But afterwards we found it 4 

Now, as to what the Senator from New Hampshire 
Senator from Ohio said about those votes, if the Ser 
right in its first two votes upon this question, whic! 
adopted without division, then it was wrong on its 
upon this question. It was not wrong because it h: 
* managed.” It was wrong because the Senate had chang 
mind, 

Mr. GALLINGER. It got new light. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. No; on the contrary, there was 
single word of debate upon the last motion which put 
in the position in which it stands in this respect. 

Mr. GALLINGER. The Senator thinks; he does not 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. It may be; but the confusion 
time was so great that it did not indicate that the Ser 
particularly thinking about this question. If it was, I \ 
the Senator how it happened that the Senate so quickly 
ut a word of debate, without a reason being given, i 
minutes changed its mind from two deliberate votes whi 

been taken after full debate. 

So, Mr. President, that is the way this matter arose. 
the reason why - i 

Mr. GALLINGER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fr 


| diana yield to the Senator from New Hampshire? 


poor, should have | 


| 


| 


Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the Senator will permit me, I 
if he goes to the Recorp (and it includes, I believe, a gre 
more than I suggested this morning) he will find that the 
tion made by the Senator from Ohio was once yoted down 
the Senator asked for the yeas and nays and we did not 
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to him. That is the record. Subsequently at the sugges- 
the Senator from Illinois [Mr. Hopkins], the words 
_pt water and except natural or artificial gas for munici- 
irposes ” were inserted. 
BEVERIDGE. Were voted in? 
GALLINGER. Were voted in. 
BEVERIDGE. Without a division. 
GALLINGER. Without a division. Subsequently the 
‘except water and except natural or artificial gas for 
pal purposes ”’ were again voted in. 
BEVERIDGE. That correct. 
GALLINGER. Again, the Senator 
ArpricH] moved to strike out 
was agreed to. 
BEVERIDGE. 
s the vote to which I refer. 
GAULINGER. Then a vote was taken on the amendment 
led, and seventy-five Senators, who, I knew 
“y were voting on, voted for it. 
tory of this very important question, 
adopted in confusion when 


were doing. 


is 
from Rhode Island 
‘for municipal purposes,” 


Fs 


suppose, 


which the 
did not 


senator 


Senators know 


BEVERIDGE. The Senator confirms precisely what I 
ept that he adds one more count to the indictment. 
Senator has shown, and as I said; the subject of gas 


e voted in without limitation as to municipal 


pur 


1 the Senator from Ohio called for the yeas and nays; 

, on the question of voting out gas, which is the third 

FORAKER. There was no third time about it. On 

taken without a division. I called for the yeas and 
the Senate did not give me a second. 


VERIDGE. Very well, then, let it stand as I origi 


ited it and as the Senator from New Hampshire con- 
That is, the Senate, after full debate, voted gas in 


a division. 
ORAKER. Will the Senator let me interrupt him? 
BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
FORAKER. The Senator sits near me, and he must know 
h of what I stated a while ago, that after the last vote 
Senator after Senator came to me and said they 
* a misapprehension, and there was a general regret 
had been settled. Thereupon the amendment was 
which was adopted without a division. 
-EVERIDGE. Of course that is true if the Senator says 
suut let me tell the Senator what my experience w 
final vote, which reversed the first two votes of the 
was had without debate, whereas the 
es were had with debate, several Senators came to me, 
her, we engaged in talk, and we all agreed that we had 


oTe 


is. 


nd which first 


ler a misapprehension and did not know that we were 
) strike out natural gas. But the fact remains that 


» Senate voted this matter in without 


te 


a division, after 
, and then théy voted it out without debate and with- 
Sion. 
President, as I said at the beginning, I now close by say- 
I have no interest at all in supporting the amendment 
Senator from Florida, except only the interest of seeing 
» of equality applied to this law. When I see a Senator 
| give a general public reason why any subject should be 
i from a law, I should be then willing to vote for the 
but until I do hear such a reason I shall be com- 
support a proposition which includes gas which is used 
as well as oil which is used for fuel, as well as coal 
used for fuel. Why should coal, why should oil, be 
and why should gas, which is merely a form of oil, 
ided? I have yet to hear one public and gen 
exclusion should be made. 
LODGE. If the Senator will excuse me a moment, I 
to ask him a question. 
BEVERIDGE. Certainly. 
LODGE. The Senator referred to me as equally et 
{ I favored his amendment and do now, and I shall 
it because I think it is just, but when he said I was 
enthusiastic I think he must have forgotten the day 
sate occurred. I will merely quote one sentence, and | 
1 it many times. In answer to the Senator himself, I 


eral reason 


la 
ae 


the Senator from Indiana that I agree 
soundness of his proposition, but I do 
i sndment with any unimportant points. 
BEVERIDGE. Very well. I am willing to agree 
tor was and is unequally enthusiastic. That 


with him en 


not desire 





this an 


is 


eason why I made that remark was merely because I felt 
in the Senator’s flaming indignation against the Standard ! 
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That was agreed to without debate, and | 


That is the chronolog- | 
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Oil Company transporting its products, he w ew! 
ing toward the transportation of natural gas, w! Lis 
of oil. 

Mr. GALLINGER. If the words “for municipal 
were used, would the Senator vote for it 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Certainly. That tl 
the Senator from Florida, and I withdr 
cause I thought the amendment « Ss ] 
was much better. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. 1! 
from Indiana that every objection to the ar 
cured if he put at the end of the p: 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

| sas speaking in this own time or in » time of 
Indiana? 
Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. I am -¢ ( 
| the fact that every objection to the end 
moved by making an additio to 
at the end of the matter t t ! 
on page 6, “provided that tl 
carriage by pipe lil 
would relieve from the conden 
of section 1 these gas id Vv I 
mitted to carry on their own bus u 
to regulation as to price f 

Mr. FORAKER. Will the Sena 
me? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore 
is not in order. He has already ad 
amendment. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, I 
to the suggestion made by the S« ) 
to the decision he referred to 
case that came up from t mt 
Colorado. 

Mr. FORAKER. I iS going ‘ 

I sent to the Library and got 1 S I 
instead of Colorado. 

Mr. TELLER. It is one involving 
tablished, as asserted by the Se ‘ 
country. In the arid regions we |! l 
from that in the eastern country 
belt.” The Supreme Court of the 1 S 
cases have recognized the dif 
fact that the law is different ( 
from what it is in ~w =Y¥« 
there no doctrine suc s exis 
Yo rf oO ( or 

The constitution of Colorado, ¢ f I 
of all the Western States, provi 
of the streams belongs to the States 
for public use. So we have a diffe t 
of eminent domain from what they 
water is sought, perhaps, to be tal 
thing of that kind. When the west 


found a law there which probably had existed 


years in the settled portior 


iim ~ AA 
had been a settlement and where } gy 
use for untold ages We found 
written law, with ré ence ) 
applied that in the western country 
tained that rule 

The constitution of California | 
eminent domain may be exercise 
various other things, vl 
United States Supreme Cou! 
an individual case. If a man X 
water on and his neighbor 
he can cross that land, itl zh l 3 
except himself. They have decl 

‘rigatiohn purposes 18 @ public usé I 

isions of the Supreme Court (1 ! y 
the few moments I have) recog g 
which the court says distinct terms 
ferent in the arid region from what it 

The Senator from Indiana says, I 
1 es should be luded l he S« > 

ll f , } — } 4 

that statement 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Mr. P 

The PRESIDENT pro t 
rado yield to the Senator f ] 

Mr. TELLER. Cert 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. The Sen 
I said that a general and publ 
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water shoul] be excluded from the operation of this act, and I 
said that if a reason equally strong, equally public, and equally 
general could be given for gas I would also vote to exclude that. 
The Senator misunderstood me. 

Mr. TELLER. I certainly misunderstood the Senator. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Yes, indeed. 

Mr. TELLER. I supposed he said that water ought to be 
included. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Not at all, but the exact reverse. I said 
that a general and public reason had been given why it should 
be excluded from the operations of this act. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. Mr. President 

Mr. TELLER. The junior Senator from Montana [Mr. Car- 
TER] objected the other day to the terms used here, and we ex- 
cepted water because he thought it might interfere with the 
irrigation of our arid region. I agreed with him in that. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Colo- 
rado yield to the Senator from Florida? 

Mr. TELLER. Certainly. 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I presume 
that water is excepted under the bill? 

Mr. TELLER. I understand that; but I did understand the 
Senatex from Indiana to say that he thought it ought to be in- 
cluded, and therefore I wanted to say a few words on that 
subject. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Oh, no; not at all. 

Mr. TELLER. Now, Mr. President, I want to say merely a 
word about these private companies. If I build a railroad to a 
forest and haul the logs to a mill and have them converted into 
lumber, and that is the only use I put it to, I do not believe 
that I can be made by an act of Congress a public carrier. 

We have, I will venture to say, in the State of Colorado, the 

me in Utah and the same in Montana, several hundred rail- 
roads and tramways and bucket lines, sometimes 3 or 4 miles 
long and even less. In the State of Washington, 
going up the Snake River, you will see these bucket lines bring- 
ing wheat from the high table-lands down to the river. The 
people who produce the wheat own the lines. The people who 
produce the ore that is transported over the lines own the lines. 
Even if they have the right of eminent domain given to them by 
the constitution of their States, as we do have, they can not be 
made public carriers. You can only make a public carrier when 
in fact it becomes a publie carrier. If the city of Cincinnati 
vants to build a pipe line fer her own use to bring gas or to 
bring water, it does not make any difference which, there is 
no reason on the face of the é¢arth why we should declare it a 
public carrier, and, in my judgment, it would be a futile act if 
we attempted it. We can not do it. 

I have heard it stated around here in the last hour that there 
are two things which must be determined: First, does the con- 
cern, whatever it be, whether individual or corporate, do inter- 
If it does, and does it for the public, then it is 
1 common carrier. 

I have heard it stated that they would become common car- 
riers if they had exercised the right of eminent domain. That 
I deny, Mr. President, for the right to exercise eminent domain 
depends not upon our authority, but upon the authority of the 
State that gives them their existence. As I said, our Constitu- 
tion and our statutes confer upon individuals, when engaged in 
mining or in irrigating or in farming, the right to condemn land, 
because the country could not be habitable unless that right were 
riven. 

The case the Senator from Ohio called attention to arose upon 

conflict between a farmer who wanted to carry water across 
nother man’s land to his own, where the whole question in- 
olved was only $40. This shows that at times it is impossible 
to secure the right of way by any fair method. Recognizing 
that fact the Supreme Court of the United States declared in 
three cases I have on my table, and I could produce half a dozen 
inder those conditions the State had a right to de- 
clare that it was a publie use, and the right of eminent domain 
could be exercised by the individual for his individual use and 
his individual benefit and nobody else’s. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like the attention of the Senator from 
Florida [Mr. TALIAFERRO], who proposed this amendment. I 
the Senator from Florida if his amendment confines the ex- 
ception to gas for municipal purposes? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. It does. 

Mr. ELKINS. What do you mean by the words “for mu- 
nicipal purposes? ” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. I will let the Senator define that. 

Mr. ELKINS. I should like to ask the Senator if that means 
the cities themselves having the gas or allowing a company 
that brings the gas there to light the cities and to furnish gas 





the Senator understands 


I 
}: 


Si 


sometimes 


state business? 


nore, that 


ask 


as fuel for domestic purposes—that is, to the people—for 
and fuel, but not for manufacturing purposes? 


light 


Mr. TALIAFERRO. I take it “ municipal purposes” y)...,),. 
the material that is paid for by moneys arising from the +... 
tion of the people of the municipality. 

Mr. ELKINS. Would not the Senator be willing to 
the use of gas, under his amendment, for domestic purp 
that is, for furnishing heat and light to the people? 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. The object of the amendment is { 
gas to the people for their domestic consumption at reas: 
rates. 

Mr. ELKINS. Will the Senator accept as an amendme 
words “domestic and municipal purposes?” 

Mr. TALIAFERRO. No, I can not, because it would ve 
the monopoly in thewhands of the carriers of the gas: L | 
desire that the demands of the public shall be served }\ 
petitors who will deliver the goods at reasonable rates. ~ 

Mr. ELKINS. In connection with the selling of gas f, 
mestic consumption, the words “domestic consumption 
a definite meaning—they mean for lighting and heating 
poses, but not for manufacturing purposes. By using the tom 
“for municipal purposes” it might be construed that ‘il 
apply only to cities and towns; that they could buy gas f. 
own use and for public use, but could not allow domes 
sumers to have it for purposes of lighting and heating. 

Now, ~Mr. President, on this point of gas for manuf wing 
purposes, it is a very close question in my State. \W, = 
large gas-producing State. The people of West Virgi 
apprehensive and much concerned beeause States adjoin 
taking gas out of the State and using it for manufactu 
poses, for the reason that this helps build up manufact 
Pittsburg, Toledo, and Cleveland and discourages mai 
ing interests in the State of West Virginia, where the 
produced. The legislature has tried, but in vain, as it | 
Indiana, to find some way to prevent the exhaustion o! 
West Virginia by pumping it out of the State into these 
ing States. 

To the extent that this amendment might be a help to 
Virginia, I would favor it, but I do not want to do anyth 
will build up the manufacturing interests of Pennsylvania and 
Ohio with gas taken from West Virginia, if I can help it 

Mr. KNOX. May I ask the Senator a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. KNOX. Is it the desire of the Senator to cut off all 
commercial relations between West Virginia and the other 
States of the Union? 

Mr. ELKINS. Not at all; and the Senator knows it is not. 
I am glad to have his State a purchaser of our commodities, all 


get 


hl 
iavie 


the 


are 
are 


\W 


things being even; but I would rather use our gas to build up 
our manufactures than to allow his State to build up manufa 
tures with West Virginia gas. 

Mr. KNOX. I presume the great desideratum would be to 


move Pittsburg into West Virginia. 

Mr. ELKINS. If we could it would be the greatest blessi1 
that ever fell in the pathway of West Virginia. We enn 1 
very well extend the line of West Virginia to take in Pitts 
burg. If we can conserve the gas of West Virginia for the use 
of our own people, it will be helpful in building up plants and 
factories in our State, and in the interests of West \ 
this is what I desire. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. 
ginia a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. BEVERIDGE. Does the Senator see any reason why 
this law should apply to oil taken from West Virginia to litts 
burg and should not apply to gas taken from West Vir 
Pittsburg? 

Mr. ELLKINS. I do not see any. I suppose it ought to 
equally to both commodities, because they are of gener ( 
and gas is quite as important and essential in manuf: g 
as oil. It is more so, perhaps, in the manufacturing of steel 
and iron products. 

Mr. SCOTT. May I ask my colleague a question? 

Mr. ELKINS. Certainly. 

Mr. SCOTT. What would he do with the companies 
that own their own pipe lines, their own oil drills, th: 
wells, and carry the gas to Pittsburg for manufacturing 
poses? Does he propose to make them common carriers? 

Mr. ELKINS. I do not believe you can legislate a fact. 1 do 
not believe you can legislate the Shoreham Hotel a « 
carrier. If pipe lines are owned by private individuals fo 
own use and for transporting their own gas and oil, they are not 
and ean not be made common carriers. 

Mr. SCOTT. My colleague has made a provision that 
coal is owned by a railroad company and the railroad is owued 


May I ask the Senator from West Vir 
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e sime party they must be separate. Now, would he 
the pipe lines from the manufacturer, from the man who 
the product? 


ELKINS. 


sepa 


If a man or corporation owns its own pipe 


did not condemn the right of way, but acquired it by 
and is transmitting gas through his or its own pipe 


ress can 


lt with his or its money, I do not believe Co1 
» man or corporation a common carrier. 
le I do not wish to do injustice to any pipe 


line in West 






or elsewhere, yet I do not wish in any way to aid or 
the taking of gas from West Virginia to build up 


‘turing interests in other States. I want to preserve 
gas of West Virginia to build up factories in West 
1. As I understand it, the pipe lines of West Virginia, 
transporting and oil, are owned by corporations 
‘ansport only their own products and not those of pro 
Che Standard Oil Company purchases the gas of all other 
and then transports it to the market through pip 
people of West Virginia receive every day in the 
».000 from the sale of oil. None of our oil pro 
rt their oil, as I understand it 
Mr. President, I wish to say a 


ve the 


fas 


; 
its 


ut > 


Tretisin 


CLAY. word. I know 





anxious to get a vote, and I am going to say but a few 
} my opinion, the argument made by the senior Senato1 
[ex | Mr. CULBERSON] has not yet been answered. The 
S tor from Texas stated the case in such a way that 
t able to get over it. 
t does the senior Senator from Texas say and what 
ill say? This bill makes every corporation engaged 
ismission of oil a common carrier. Every private 
1 transmitting its own oil or transmitting its own 
le a common carrier by the amendment of the S« 
Massachusetts [Mr. Loner] 
vou take the amendment offered by the Senator from 
ginia |Mr. ELKINS], which has been adopted, that 
ent provides that no common carrier engaged ‘in inter 
erce shall transport its own products. Now, taking 
o together, what do they mean? ‘Taking the two to 
Mr. President, they mean that every corporation en 
n transporting oil or gas from one State to another, 
for itself and not for the public, under a strict con 
is closed down. 
BEVERIDGE. Mr. President— 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from 
( . yield to the Senator from Indiana? 
CLAY. Certainly. 
EVERIDGE. That applies as well to oil as to gas, 
not? 
CLAY. I concede that. I am not arguing against the 
nt. 
BEVERIDGE. Therefore, no matter what the point of 
or Senator from Texas may have been, this amendment 
principle of equality, should go in. The argument of 
senator from Texas does not militate against the amend- 


f the Senator from Florida. 
CLAY. I ean understand well why a railroad, a common 
* engaged in the carrying of all classes of freight, ought 
be permitted to haul its own products in competition with 
ier shipper. A corporation organized for the purpose of 
business exclusively for the public and not for the pur 
* going into a private business should not be permitted to 
rt its own products in competition with the 
yw you have these pipe lines, constructed for the purpose 
sporting gas and oil, placed under the provisions of this 
They were organized and constructed for the purpose of 
gas and oil for the respective companies and not for 
ublie. 
do not believe that the amendment of the Senator fron 
Virginia, which prevents the common carrier from hauling 
wn product, should apply to a private company engaged 
ively in hauling its own oil or gas. 
LODGE. Mr. President— 
CLAY. In one moment. After thousands and millions 
ars have been invested in private concerns, and the money 
ted at a time when no such law was in existence, you come 
now and pass a law practically confiscating their property. 
I will yield to the Senator from Massachusetts. 
Ir. LODGE. I understand the Senator’s proposition to be 
a carrier, a railroad, ought not to be a producer. 
Ir. CLAY. Yes. 
ir. LODGE. And that a producer, as the 
iS tersely put it, may properly be a carrier. 





shipper 


Senator fron 
What I want 


iggest to the Senator is that this amendment makes the 


XL 
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pipe lines and the oil « pa t t 
the bill. If the Sena tl 

to remedy it is on ] e 5. at tl 

one lo « nge this on \ ik 


vether 
ge r 


Mr. CLAY. I agree with 








t! . 
that proposition. 
Mr. LODGE. The exception 
Mr. CLAY I was coming t 
to the proposition that 
Senator from West \ a) 
interstate commerce { 
competition with shipper 
structed for private us 
the public. 
| believe a proviso of t f nd ht 
perfectly willing to se 
ut clearly to my ! 1 ¥ 
he private « } 
gas through pipe | ns 
not be « ived of 1 
g Phe lime t | 
not be used for this I } 
rule should be differ t 
right « l 
the pul rhe ) Ss 1 
ning id sé gS I 
distril on of Ss. ft ll « 
ers. 
PRESIDENT 
to j m tment 
TALIAFERR( Pu e 1 ‘ ‘ 
; Lhe es hay — tl 
Mr. TALIAFERRO I 
The yi nd 
The PRESIDI 
fused, and the lend 
curring in the amendment as a 
Mr. BACON. I |! t} 
read, so that ( eX 
Mr. GALLINGER t S 
Mr. BACON I underst L the 
and for that reason | 
l ] ESIDENI 
t tl ‘ ad ‘ 
on the otion of t . 
Mr. LODGI 
nt m ( I 
Mr. GALLINGER \ 
The PRESIDEN’) 


out the words moved yest 
[Mr. HopxINns 
Mr. TELLER 
Mr. LODGE ck o1 
The PRESIDENT pro tempo! 


ring in the amendment made as in ¢ 


s 
amended. 

The amendment mi ed ¥ 

The PRESIDENT pro tempo! I 
next amenament ! cle nm 

The SEeEcRI ARY () 
Com ittee of 1 VW o ! 

The PRESIDED ) 
have r dt ne 
Whole on page 4 8: 
day? 

Several SENATORS. Oh, no 

Mr. GALLINGER L unde BB . 
[Mr. CuLBERSON] had a mod 
he propose » offer i he is n 

Mr. SIMMONS I am sure the & 


modification of that amendment 
as has just been stated, : 
Mr. GALLINGER. I am 
Texas has prepared a ! 
hope he has done so. I 
amendment as it now stands 
Mr. SIMMONS. The Senator f! r d res 
the amendment, I am 
Mr. GALLINGER. I ask that the amendment may b sed 


over, 








































Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, in order that this amendment 
may be passed over until my colleague [Mr. CULBERSON] returns 
to the Chamber, [I will occupy the floor upon a matter apart 
from this. 

Yesterday I called the attention of the Senate to an attack 
upon me which had appeared in certain newspapers. That 


attack was based upon an allegation that ex-Senator Chandler | 
had addressed to the President of the United States, or to some | 


member of his official family, a communication impeaching my 
fidelity to the cause of railroad regulation. Immediately after 
I had concluded what I then said to the Senate I addressed to 
ex-Senator Chandler a letter, a copy of which I will ask the 
Secretary to read from the desk. 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the letter 
ill be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
UNITED STATES SENATE, 

Washington, D. C., May 16, 1906. 

Hion. WILLIAM E. CHANDLE! 





Washington, D. C. 

My Dear Sir: Partisan Republican newspapers are charging that you 

} » at some time written a communication to the President, or to some 

member of his Administration, impugning my good faith with reference 

to the pending railroad rate bill. 1 would thank you to send to me a 

copy o ny communication which you have made to the President, or to 

any member of his Administration, and which could possibly have been 
made the basis of any such charge. 

Very respectfully, yours, J. W. BAILey. 


Mr. BAILEY. I will now ask the Secretary to read the mat- 
ter which I send to the desk. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the Sec- 
retary will read as requested. 

The Secretary read as follows: 

The game of the railroad Senators is to support BAILEY’s amendment 
and induce him to agree to a broad right of review. What that is to 
be is not certain, but the prinicpal object is to *‘ beat him ’’—meaning 
the Vresident. Mr. TiLttMAN, however, considers himself as acting 
with the President to pass the review clause with the minimum amount 
of court power and will not enter into any such game. 





APRIL 11, 1906. 


Mr. Lorn: Please hand this to the President privately. I am hearing 
an important case all day to-day, but could see him if he wished to see 
me at 1 o'clock 


WILLIAM E. CHANDLER. 
Mr. BAILEY. Now, Mr. President, I ask the Secretary to 
read the letter of Mr. Chandler, which I send to the desk. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. In the absence of objection, 
the Secretary will read as requested. 
The Secretary read as follows: 
SPANISH TREATY CLAIMS COMMISSION, 
Washington, D. C., May 16, 1906. 
Hon. J. W. BAILEY, 
United States Senator. 


DEAR g have your letter of to-day, and I inclose to you a copy 
of a m randum sent by me to the White House on the morning of 
Wednesday, April 11 I think the memorandum was not dated, but 
my retained copy is dated April 11. I did not therein give the Presi- 
dent any assurances as to your attitude relative to the so-called “* game,” 
because I had not seen you and did not feel authorized by anything 
Mr. TrLLMAN had then said to give any assurance in your name. At 
9.15 p. m. I saw Mr. TILLMAN and talked with him fully, and he then 
told me that neither he nor yourself were entering into games with the 
railroad Senators, and at 9.30 I saw the President and told him what 
Mr. TILLMAN had said and that he need have no apprehensions on the 
subject I inek 
Moody, und again on the 14th, and arrar i with him to see Mr. 
TILLMAN and yourself on the next day, Sunday, the 15th. 
Yours, truly, 








Wa. E. CHANDLER. 


Mr. BAILEY. Now I ask the Secretary to read the extract 
which I send to the desk from the diary of Mr. Chandler. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Without objection, the paper 


will be read. 
The Secretary read as follows: 


[The diary.] 








April 11, at 9.15 p. m., saw Senator TILLMAN at Colonial about rail- 
rr te legislation. At 9.30, at White House, saw President Roose- 
ve tairs Talked of railroad rates and many other things 
f i than hou! He was very gracious. At about 10.30 to 
Cc l w TILLMAN until 11.45. 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I now wish to eall the atten- 
tion of the Senate for a moment to the genesis of this slander. 
In the New York Tribune of yesterday there appears this state- 
: a 

oO of the disquieting rumors which found circulation on the 
Democrati side of the Chamber to-day was that Senator TILLMAN 
had w n ex-Senator Chand sorely mistrusted the sin 

it he suspected the Texan of 





t ) he, TILLMAN, was keeping a 
‘ l rex frie d not give him any oppor 
t ‘ to the conspirs rs.’ It was even rumored that Mr. 
‘ i] this n i 1 f the President, and that it 
I be forthe hagrin of the Senator from 
s Carolir nd the discomfiture of the Senator from Texas. 


When the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TiL~tMAN] very 


se to you copies from my diary April 13 I saw Mr. 
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promptly and very properly branded that, the New York 'T a 
of this morning modified its lie in some small particuly Tt 
declares now that— 

It is a further fact that a copy of the memorandum alleged 
been signed by Mr. Chandler— 

Nothing about one signed by Senator TILLMAN now, } 
signed by Mr. Chandler, which is printed above, has been . 
among Democrats in the Senate, and it was on this copy 
Tribune correspondent’s assertions were based. Democratie 
who exhibited the memorandum maintain that the original, 
Mr. Chandler, is in the possession of the President. 

Mr. President, I have made diligent inquiry of Sen; 
this side to find, not if one of them had been cireula: 
statement—because not one of them would be base 
to circulate behind the back of an associate a paper 
to reflect upon his honor or his good faith, No matt 
may be my relations, personal or political, I believe 
I know—that every Senator on this side is an honora 
and would scorn to circulate in secret a document 
lated to reflect upon one of his associates; but I ha 
inquiry and, so far as I have been able to learn, no D: 
Senator had ever seen a copy of this paper until to-day 
not know until this morning that Senators on that side | 
it, but I say now that the President showed it to a M: 
the House of Representatives in the presence of a Sen 
that side yesterday. If it is desired, I can call the nam: 
Senator on that side in whose presence the President 
read it. 

Now, Mr. President, if there had never been anotly 
written or spoken by ex-Senator Chandler except t! ( 
orandum, there is not a syllable in it that justifies the st 
ment that he impugns my good faith. He says: 


The game of the railroad Senators is to support BarLry 
ment and induce him to agree to a broad right of review. 


He does not say that I was playing that game; but I wil! s 
that the railroad Senators, as he calls them, played it very sy 


cessfully with some other folks. They played it so success 
that they secured their broad review without having to 
an anti-injunction amendment. 

More than that, Mr. President, the ex-Senator, in this 
ment, does not impeach the honesty of even those whom eall 
“the railroad Senators.” He does not say they were trying to 
serve the great corporate and special interests concerned. He 
says their “principal object is ‘to beat him,’” meaning t! 
President. That is an object with which I ought to have keen! 
sympathized; but I did not at that time. I repeat t 
document imputes no unpatriotic purpose to even the men w!} 
he describes as “ railroad Senators;” and he says their “ 
cipal object ” was to beat the President. 

But, Mr. President, suppose that this document had ch 
that Senator BaiLey was playing the game with the 
Senators and that Senator Barney intended to give them t¢! 
right of a broad review even without his anti-injunctio: 
ment, would it lie in the mouths of these people to ass 
with a statement like that? Does not the Senate know, and do 
not the country know, that on last Saturday the Presic 
nounced one statement of ex-Senator Chandler as an 
fied and deliberate falsehood, and yet on Monday the Dre 
friends were circulating a slander against me, based 
grossly distorted statement made by him. 

Suppose Senator Chandler had charged me with dis! 
to this cause, could men of decency and of honor hav 
him in support of that charge after they had denounced 


| bearing false witness? I leave the country to pass ju 


on the conduct of men who denounce a witness when he 
contrary to their recollection and in forty-eight hours 
the statement of that same witness to assail the good 
an honorable gentleman. 

Mr. President, I also leave it to the country to say 
the President of the United States treated that mem: 
as an impeachment of my good faith. It was dated on 1 
day of April, and on the 14th day of April, only three da 
wards, I was urged to attend a conference arranged by) 
ident of the United States with the Attorney-Gener 
Cabinet. Does it seem possible that a President, 4d 
the good faith of any man, would invite that man to 
with his law officer respecting the very measure upon 
his good faith was questioned? It passes my belief. | 
vite a Senator to a conference while distrusting him 
ceal from him that distrust is an act of hypocrisy w! 
not be fitly described. The President did not consid 
memorandum as any impeachment of my good faith; 
proof that he did not is that, with it before him, and 
the very man who sent it to him, and within three d 
asked me to confer with his Attorney-General upon 
legal question. It is inconceivable that a President, w 











1906. 


oof before him or with what he regarded as proof before | 


or even with a suspicion in his mind, would permit his 
orney-General to transmit to me the form of an amendment 
n which his friends and our friends were expected to unite. 
no words to express my contempt of a man who treats 
th others whom he suspects of treachery. Only traitors do 


i have 


| 


rhe morning paper contains a statement from the correspond- 
whose story I denounced on yesterday. It does not seem to 
e disturbed him much, because he says that I denounced 
President and practically overlooked him. I suppose he 
rds it as being overlooked to be denounced as an unquali- 
|. deliberate, and malicious liar. In this statement he says: 
ovtset of the negotiations he was 
left at the White House a written 
he President. I have not the text 
it, quoting from memory, it says. 
ting from memory.” 
see it Let the answer 


the ver 
d and 


he 


y conducting Chandler 


memorandum for the 
of that memorandum be 


‘Qu Iie must have seen it. Where did 
come from others. He did not 
1 my hands, because I had not seen it until within the last 
He did not get it from Chandler. Who else had it? 
s addressed to Loeb, with a request that it be submitted to 
President. 


\gain, he says: 


i 
? see 


» days. 


I 


am correct in the statement that during the course of the 
William E. Chandler, who since has accused the President 
d, made an oral report either to the President himself or to 
representing him, which was much more specific. 
does he know it? Where did he learn it? 
he receive the information? Was it from the man to whom 
said Chandler communicated it? I leave the country and 
» Senate to say. 
\Mr.. President, I know the fortunes of war. I know that 
ienever circumstances happen to place any man in the fore- 
nut of the battle he must bear its brunt; and I make no com- 
iint that I was compelled to bear my part in this controversy. 
| know that war means killing, and I cheerfully accept the 
chances of it. 
ipe my lips; but in this century of civilization and progress, 
yhen the gospel of a “square deal” is upon the tongues if not 





ion 
seloo 
ne 


Low 


the hearts of men, our political adversaries ought at least 
to fight with the common fairness of the prize fighter—they 
ought not to strike below the belt. 


| have in my time made many mistakes. I have in my time 


been accused of many things. My enemies delight in de 
scribing me as rash, headstrong, intemperate in speech and ac- 


on, and, unfortunately, they too often have good reason for 
that description. My friends complain that sometimes I am 
arbitrary and dictatorial ; and many times I concede the justice 
of their criticism. I have made many mistakes of judgment. 
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From whom 


for me to claim as much credit or discredit 








vhiche 
turn out to be—for the idea involved in this pr tion as any 
other Senator. 
While it is known as the “Elkins amendment l rh 
the language is not that of Mr. Er Ns, it Lv | 
pared by the Senator from Mississippi [Mr. McLa 
Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLnerson|]—I recall tl 
attention of Senators that on the 24th of February 
after the majority of the Interstate Commerce ¢ had 
intrusted this bill to my keeping, to be reported w 
ment, in an interview given out to the newspapers, I d | 
that it was not my purpose to be made a clown o f 
to cast ridicule upon this proposed legislation; that 
who had charged me with this duty had any such 
would not lend myself to it, and that I would « 
every way possible, to secure a practical I 
rate law. I further stated that t we two 
amendments which I wished to s¢ rporated 
One of these was the idea embraced mend 
the divorce of the business of transportation 1 
of production—to make a public carrier a publi er l 
nothing else. 
The other was a provision to compel 
roads to give connections by mean f switches or « ' 
ances, so these little branch lines could gail cess to 
kets. That idea had been discussed and pressed w 
| earnestness by the Senator from West Virg L ¢ 
and I am perfectly willing that he should claim the p 
of it. But, so far as this other proposition is conce io 
it never would have received the attention it has in the « 
the people of the country and that the Senator f! \ \ 
ginia himself never gave it the serious consideration which he 
afterwards did until I presented to this body the memorial o! 
the Red Rock Fuel Company, pointing out the in 3 1 
outrages perpetrated on that corporation by the DB: ind 
Ohio, and also followed, as it was, by the letter from t 


If it be civilized warfare, no murmur shall ever | 


I have done some men wrong, but when I became convinced of | 
thank God, I have always had the manliness to acknowledge | 


and to tender my apology. 
it have been made against me, no man ever before imputed 
me a lack of eandor, or charged me with duplicity; and no 
in ever shall and escape my denunciation. When a man 
me, it matters not where I am or who he is, I will 
te the “liar” across his forehead, so that in after years all 
en may know him and all honest men may shun him. 


ors) 
iga 


sO 
uses 


But amongst all the accusations | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
nendment known as “the pass amendment.” Is the Senate 
idy for the question? 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. The senior Senator from Texas [Mr. 
CuLperson], I think, has not offered his substitute. It was, I 
nk, agreed that that might be passed over, Mr. President. 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 
ed over. The next amendment will be stated by the Sec- 
The SEcRETARY. On page 5, beginning with line 25, the fol- | 
ng paragraph was inserted as in Committee of the Whole: 


from and after May 1, 1908, it shall be unlawfu! for any common 

* to transport from any State, Territory, or district of t! United 

to any other State, Territory, or district of the United Stat 

ny foreign country any article or commodity manufactured, 

dneed by it or under its authority or which it may own in ‘ 

part, or in which it may have any interest, direct or indirect, 

such articles or commodities as may be necessary or used in the 
f its business as a common carrier. 





t 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I regard this as one of the 
st far-reaching and important amendments that it is pro 
sed to incorporate in the bill now under consideration. Th 


) 


rds in the bill that have just been read are a substitute for 
original amendment proposed by the Senator from West 
rginia [Mr. Exkins]. I have not bothered myself, Mr. Pres 
nt, about coupling my name with any provision of this pill. 


ere is not in it any so-called “ Tillman amendment ;” but J 


nk that a brief recital of the facts would make it permissible | needs twice as ma 





ernor of West Virginia, Mr. Dawson, proclaiming the fact that 
the State of West Virginia was absolutely 
three railroad systems entering it, so far as 
was concerned, 

Then will reeall that 
more every morning I presented in 
letter after letter from various coal producers, poin y 
absolute helplessness of the independent operators | 
fact that the Pennsylvania road and 
read and the Chesapeake and Ohio road and 
Western road absolutely dominated 
anthracite coal fields of the two States 
Virginia, and that their property wa 
much for the genesis of this proposition 

But my attention has been called to tl 
ment that is incorporated in the bill 
proposed to concur in. does not the 

I have here a communicati from a gentleman engaged it 
coal production, and he points out that 
not prevent the ownership of coal prop 
of stock in coal compani 
trol of coal by 
it weuld not touch the ownership of railroads by 
nies the 


companies. 


Senators d 


iv aiter 


this Chamber 


the 
} 
the 


S 


cure 


that it 


Ss: 


companies officials o 


or common 
llere 
operator, in which 
evaded is elaborated 
to read it, but I 

The PRESIDE 
tion. 

The let 


ownership of r I ad compa! ‘Ss | 
letter 


prepared by an lependent coal 
the sel 


neme vy \ h 


Ss a 


and pointed out in detail. I 
x to have it incorporate 


INT pro tempore. The Chair |! 


ter 


mines, but the prir ipal owne 
ne illustrate in 
Cas 


ppose 
























































































‘ ( Ss however, that the railroad company owned by Cassatt, 
Mur ees to fu cars in proportion to the capacity of 
pal ‘ 1 th: ars have been sent to the 
t : a this, and as he is covet 
: ‘ ! e money than C, who has limited 
I some switchmen (as is constantly done) to run 
( ‘ ‘ rack and does so. The railroad company can 
) k wiedge; that it ordered cars sent C as 
Oy { t should be done, so it seems to me, is to so 
f i ecuit e prorating of cars and com 
J ‘ t the railroads to keep a separate set of 
] ld at all tim be open to the insp« 
ft e number of coal cars owned by the rail 
I 1 o1 where tt are at any and all times, and 
ke Vi ] if me switchmen should make a 
I tent or ot WV and run ¢ ars onto A’s tracks. | 
4 Re lic whe ly s votes the Republican ticket, let me sug 
t t ¥ CO t Pe ¢ ert railroad or ceal man, when you will 
t is tl y r: perate coal lands; not | 
« r { ow! railroads, own the lands and prax 
S 4 I mention < ve, 
‘ ly, D. J. ROBERT 
f ( yuntant for making a false entry of coal cars 
TILLMAN Mr. President, there are differences of opin- 
y le lawyers whom I ha consulted, and I have be 
{ « in the Senate that this question is so perplexing 
and h y ramifications and thet re so many complex 
condit many methods of evasion, that it is difficult, with 
cut a g 1 well-guarded enactment, to accomplish what we 
t g do without overdoing it and perpetrating great 
i, l g in certain instances. I have prepared what ap 
1 ) e a much stronger and more efficacious provision, 
I to the desk and ask to have read as a substitute 
Ss TARY In lieu of the amendment agreed to as in | 
( 1 Whole it is proposed to insert the following: | 
| 
1 3 ‘ wful f common cal to | 
< ) int i ich ¢ j 
‘ ‘ ireetly. by , 
t h i 
i 
if at the v of , 
on « . or 
‘ v l 
| 
| ’ ij 
‘ ‘ I the t | 
Y ( { “a ' t } ] 
} ‘ e , direct or indirectly, in 
ticle or property which is the | 
f or in the mines or factories producing | 
L cc from g coal ¢ 
f i V s fi se of its 
Phy ! pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
ered by the Senator from South Carolina. 
Py the sound t ‘noes ” have it. 
| | ‘ ’ +1 
} i i il} ve = 
I \ the § tor a uestion. Does he 
. oi amendment in lieu of the amend 
rihM " 
l I that the : t of the Senator 
f s I 1a 1 ag be i 
ESIDI pro tempore. The amendment will again 
} 
yy 1 tl r ‘ 
ST] te re. Tl Senator from South 
( s and nays on the question of agreeing | 
‘TI 1A} For the present I will withdraw that re 
] ) ' word in reg d to the amendment. 
riginal amendment, I now wish to men 
ns why I want to substitute this. 
‘ to that the provision which is now in the bill, 
( y loose; and while it is a step, and 
1, in the right direction, and will undoubtedly do 
t f i, the amendment which I have now offered 
l dras I had hoped, bowever, that we could in 
he bill, knowing that in conference an iin 
r this, far-reaching in its consequences, 
) carefully <« every right and in 
t ed and guarde sible to protect. Bat! 
to any man at if the officers of a 
I e permitted to own a mine, or if the railroad itself is 
] rough ownership or joint ownership or some other 
trickery, to have an interest in a coal mine, there 
\ be favoritism in dealing with that coal mine | 
t ng its product, and that it will be impossible, | 
‘ ) drastic provision like this, to prevent the evils 
which evs erson recognizes. 
Now, the feeling that possibly this may be too strong, 
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but expecting that it weuld be modified in conference if 
found to be dangerous, I offered it. It shows what I am 
ing to do. As I said, we have taken a long step forwa) 
may be wiser to wait a while and let the courts inter] 
provision already in the bill. But, recognizing that the 
will not vote this measure in, I withdraw the dema: 
the yeas and nays; I do not withdraw the amendme 
leave it as it is, already voted down. I want to ask th: 
ate to incorporate in this provisica, in line 7, page 6 
the word “ indirect,” the words “ by partnership, stock « 
ship, or by any arrangement whatsoever.” Thus the 
provision in regard to the public carrier being prohibited 
transporting anything which it produces, will be bro: 
and more particularized by the words I have used. I \ 
peat them. After the word “indirect,” in line 7, on 
insert the words “‘by partnership, stock ownership, or 
rangement whatsoever.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on 
to the amendment proposed by the Senator from South C 
[Putting the question.] By the sound, the “ noes” hay 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will have to ask for the yeas and 
that, because if the Senate is unwilling te put that in, 
just as well strike cut the whole provision. I honestly 

u cin not only run a freight train through this prov 
ir as the law goes, but there are holes in it through w] 
light drep the Washington Monument. ’ 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. On this amendment 
ator from South Carolina demands the yeas and nays. I 
a second? 

Mr. CULBERSON. May we have the amendment 
stated? 

The Secretary. On page 6, line 7, after the word 
it is proposed to insert “ by partnership, stock ownership 
arrangement whatsoever ;” so that, if amended, it will r 





fi 
n 








Or prod d by it or under its authority, or which it n 
y or il t which it may have any interest, dire: 
re by | ‘ tock ownership, or any arrangement vy 
e ts commodities as may be necessary or 





conduct of its business as a common carrier. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Is there a second to 
mand of the Senator from South Carolina for the 


Mr. TILLMAN. If the Senate could vote on it again, 
adopt the amendment. I ask for a division. 

Mr. PILES. Mr. President, if it is in order, I should 
make a few remarks in reference to this amendment, as 
destroy practically every industry in the State of Washii 
it should be adopted. I reserved the right to offer to t! 
graph of the section when the bill reached the Se 

mendment providing that it shall not have application 
ber or the manufactured products thereof. i might just 
present the amendment now, and my remarks with 1 
thereto, if it is proper. I move to amend the section, 
page 6, after the word “ commodity,” by inserting “ 
timber and the manufactured products thereof.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator can n 
the amendment now. 

Mr. PILES. I will discuss the question anyway. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I will say to the Senator from W 
that, so far as I am personally concerned, I am perfe 
ing and anxious to except any industry. I mentioned 1 
day that there were lumber roads that had been built 


otl 


| owners of the trees, and unless they had been allowed to 


their own railroads, the lumber would never have g¢g 
market. I am perfectly willing to except lumber an 
products. 

Mr. PILES. That is all right. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am after coal and coke, two of the 
saries of life. 

Mr. PILES. A few words on the question of coal 
not know what the conditions are in West Virginia th 
call for drastic legislation of this character, but the S 
Washington is one of the great coal-producing States 
Union. We are engaged in producing coal largely by 


| railroads. It is true that the great transcontinental r: 


own coal mines in our State, and have owned them for 
many years, for the simple reason, I suppose, that privat 
viduals did not see fit to engage in the coal-mining busines 
very large extent in the early history of the State of Wa: 
ton. The railroads acquired coal-mining properties and 
oped those properties to a very large extent. But, on the 
hand, there are private persons and companies engag 
mining and transporting coal in the State of Washington. 
Mr. President, I know, for instance, in my own home 
in the early history of that country the people turned out 
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for the purpose of constructing, or aiding in the con- 
of a little line of railroad—which is now some 38 

in length—to the coal mines, in order that they might 
ome product to send to cet and get ready money into 
ntry. That road exists to-day, 


hk 








and to my personal 

s stock is, or was, owned by another transport: 

ynpany. It is run in connection with a steamship line, 

‘ies freight and passengers for hire for the peopl 

ilong the line of the road. But the transportation of out 
reight is a mere incident to its 

of that road is to carry the coal mined by its stock 

i up in the mountains down to the city of Seattle, and 

is » it is transported by steamers to California and other do 

ports, where it is sold. That steamship line is indi- 

y, at least, interested in that railroad. Is it the intention 

Congress to put that railroad out of business? Is it the in 


on of Congress to put that steamship line out ef business? 


business. The principal 


ir. President, that is but one incident. Many more might 
eited. That road is doing nobody any injury. It and th 
ee 


‘h it reaches employ hundreds of men in a great and 
il in lustry. The steamship line ope ted j 





I perat i co 

it <i in building a great commerce. Shall 

J this steamship company, and other co 
condu t industries on similar lines be put out 
:$? That is exactly what will be done if the amend 
the Senator from South Carolina is adopted, because 
in effect, that the steamship line shall not own 
k in the railroad company, and the railroad company 
no stock in the steamship line, and if such ownershij 
exist it will be unlawful for the steamship company to 


mm the State of Washington to the State of Cali 
or instance, the coal carried by the railroad company 
ty of Seattle for transshipment. 

let me go one step further, Mr. President. 


f the great Pa have 


up the most magnificent forests in the world. We h 





In the devel 
Northwestern country we 








by at logging railroads into the forest 
net logging in that country with horses and wagons 
We are loggir y means of railroads. Those railroad 
i¢ from 5 50 miles back into the forests, me 
penetrate llevs. People to a certain extent have 
1 in those and have builded for themselves hoi 
ttle frei; matter of accommodation more th 
ng else passengers, are carried by the logging 
Phose roads own sawmills on tide water, « 
| companies own the logging roads. The roads ( 
to the sawmills, where it is sawed into lumbe I 
companies own their own schooners, both steam d 
the timber is sawed into lumber it is tran rted on these 


ers to all parts of the maritime world. 


these little logging roads can not own stock 








in ti 
is, or the mill companies can not own stock in the logging 
or own such roads outright, the great lumber industry, 
employs in the woods 30,000 men alone, and whi 


in the woods and in the mills and in the various industries 


ted with the manufacture of lumber in the State « 
shington alone upward of a hundred thousand men, { 
nnual pay roll of something like $60,000,000, will be s¢ 


retarded if not wholly destroyed. 


\ President, I think it is time for Congress to call a halt 
é me here to enact legislation upon this great question \ 
beneficial to the people. The people of th countt 
had one object in view, if 1 understand them aright, a1 
to create some tribunal before which they can ( 
t their grievances. Every man in this country lh: 
¢ , int 


to go into court and complain of any man who doe 
ry, or with respect to whom he assumes that 


t 
ce. The shippers of this country came to the con 
that they were entitled to have some forum | 
ld present their grievances with ref mce to the !1 
es in this country. And finding they had none, « 
orded by the common law, which was wors noi 
ted Congress to enact a rate law, and tf! a | 
1 in this bill, in my judgment. They did 1 wa ( 
to indict the great industries of this country They d 
ant Congress to stifle the energies and th 
: and I protest in the name of the great P 
st the injustice that is about to be inflicted 1 
. , and I hope the Senate will not permit the amend 


revail. 
Mr. McLAURIN. Before the Senator from Washin 
seat, I should like to ask him a question. 
Mr. PILES. Certainly. 
Mr. McLAURIN. If the 


words I shall read were inserted 
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ing and shipping coal, when they are organized and incorporated | 
transport freight and passengers. If railroads can | 
engage in the coal, coke, lumber, and iron-ore business, it will | 
be only a question of time when they will drive out of business | 


to only 


all other shippers of these commodities. The fact is the people 


do not want and will not permit railroads to engage in business 


in competition with their own shippers. 
This is the main question. 


or to large ones, like those alluded to in California, Washington, 
and Oregon, the great principle contended for should not be 
prevented from becoming law because it might injure some 
smaller interest. 


Mr. President, I insist that this amendment has due regard, | 


so far as it can, to the rights and interests of all railroads and 
all producers. The question is, Will Congress permit the coal 
interests in the States of Pennsylvania, Ohio, West Virginia, and 
other States to be turned over to the railroad interests? Un- 
less we provide some remedy of his kind, that will be the 
result. 

I do not agree with the suggestions made by the Senator 
from California and the Senator from Oregon or the Senator 
from Mississippi. I think the Senate acted wisely when it 


passed this amendment, and I hope that it will remain a part | 


of the law and be adopted by the Senate. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The yeas and nays have 
been demanded on the amendment proposed by the Senator from | 


South Carolina [Mr. TrrtMan], and the Secretary will call the 
roll. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. FLINT. I understand that the amendment offered by 


South Carolina? 

Mr. TILLMAN. I have no right to accept. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is to an entirely different 
part of the section from that to which the amendment of the 
Senator from South Carolina is offered. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I ask that my amendment may be read. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. ‘The amendment will be read. 
The SecreTary. On page 6 of the bill, line 7, after the word 
indirect,” insert 
arrangement whatsoever.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will call the 
roll on agreeing to the amendment proposed by the Senator 
from South Carolina. 

The Secretary proceeded to call the roll. 

Mr. MALLORY (when his name was called). 

ral pair with the Senator from Vermont [ Mr. Proctor]. 


iy 


“ 


withhold my vote. 


Mr. McLAURIN (when Mr. Money’s name was called). My | 


colleague |[Mr. Monry] has a general pair with the Senator from 
Wyoming |Mr. WARREN]. I will let this announcement answer 
for the day 


Mr. MORGAN (when his name was called). I am paired | 


with the Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLIson]. 


Mr. SMOOT (when Mr. SUTHERLAND’s name was called). My | 


colleague [Mr. SUTHERLAND] 

Senate to-day. 
Che roll eall 

nounced 


is unavoidably absent from the 
If he were here, he would vote “ nay.” 
having been concluded, the result was an- 
yeas 23, nays 42, as follows: 
YEAS—23. 
Hansbrougl 
La Follette 
Latime: 
Frazier McLaurin 
Gamble Newlands 
Gearin Overman 
NAYS $2. 
Kean 
Kittredge Piles 
Knox Platt 
Lodge Scott 
Long Smoot 
MeCum! Spooner 
Millard Teller 
Né m Warner 
Nixon Wetmore 
P< 


Culberson 
Dolliver 


Foster 


tayner 
Simmons 
Stone 
Taliaferro 
Tillman 


Pettus 


B Money 
hs : Morgan 
Depew eCreary Patterson 
}) is MckEnery Proctor 
( man Mallory Sutherland 
H Warren 


fale Martin 


So Mr. Ti 


LLMAN’S amendment was rejected. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Chair calls the atten- | 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


| done. 


by partnership, stock ownership, or by any | 





| words “ ministers of religion,’ 


May 17. 


tion of the Senator from Texas [Mr. CuLBERSON] to the p 
amendment, which was laid over in his absence. It is ; 
before the Senate. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, it is not my desire 
provoke any additional discussion on this subject—— 

Mr. STONE. The amendment offered by the Senator f 


| South Carolina to the amendment was just voted on, and 
If incidentally during produc- | 
tion and transportation it works injustice to small enterprises | 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 

Mr. STONE. 
to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It has not been concurre: 
That question will be taken up after this amendment is 
posed of. 


Mr. CULBERSON. 


That has been disposed « 
But the amendment itself has not been ag 


I was proceeding to say that I have 


| desire to provoke additional discussion on the subject of a 


pass, and I do not believe the Senate would be glad to ha 
I have, however, redrafted the amendment as p 
by the Senate, including every subject which was acted o 
the Senate, but I think it is in better form, avoiding repeti' 


| ete. If I may submit it in this form now, I ask leave to d 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from 1 
offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary. In lieu of the matter inserted as in Co) 
tee of the Whole, beginning on line 9, page 4, insert: 

No carrier subject to the provisions of this act shall hereaft: 
rectly or indirectly issue or give any interstate free ticket, free 
or free transportation for passengers except to its officers, agenis 

loyees, surgeons, physicians, actual and bona fide attorneys, and 


| bers of their immediate families; to ministers of religion, inmat 


hospitals and charitable and eleemosynary institutions; to ind 
destitute, and homeless persons, and to such persons when trans 
by charitable societies or hospitals, and the necessary agents em, 


, , : ‘ . | in such transportation; to inmates of the National Homes or 
the Senator from Washington is accepted by the Senator from | 


Homes for Disabled Volunteer Soldiers, and of Soldiers’ and §S 
Homes, including those about to enter and those returning hom: 


| discharge under arrangements with boards of managers, and 


nurses that served during the civil war; to ex-Union soldiers and 
ors and ex-Confederate soldiers; and to owners and care takers 


| stock when traveling with such stock or when going to point of 
|} ment or returning from point of delivery : Provided, That this p: 


shall not be construed to prohibit the interchange of passes f 


| officers, agents, and employees of carriers, and members of their j 


diate families, nor to prohibit any carrier from carrying pas 
free with the object of providing relief in cases of general ep 
pestilence, or other calamitous visitations, nor prevent such carri 
giving free or reduced re to laborers transported 
place for the purpose of supplying any demand for labor at such 
Any carrier violating this provision shall be deemed guilty of a 1 


| meanor and shall for each offense pay to the United States a px 


of not less than one hundred nor more than two thousand d 


| Jurisdiction of offenses under this provision shall be the same 


provided for offenses in an act entitled “An act to further rx 


| commerce with foreign nations and among the States,” approved | 

I have a gen- | 
I do | 
it know how he would vote on this question, and therefore I | 
| 


ary 19, 1903, and any amendment thereof. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreei: 
to the amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH, 
ment? 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. It is not. The question is on 
agreeing to the amendment to the amendment. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment is now 
to amendment. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. I offer an amendment to come in after 
the word “ dollars,” line 4, page 5. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North Da 
kota offers an amendment to the amendment just agreed to. 

Mr. HANSBROUGH. It comes in immediately after the }. 
alty clause in the amendment agreed to. It extends it tv 
person accepting the pass. That is the purport of my a: 
ment. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be 1 

The Secretary. After the words “two thousand dollars 
the end of the penalty clause, insert: 

And any person, other than the persons excepted in this pro 
who uses, or who solicits or accepts for himself or other person 
such interstate free ticket, free pass, or free transportation s 
subject to a like penalty and fine. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 


Is the amendment open to an a: 


The question is on agre 


i to the amendment. 


The amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I desire to offer an amendment. After 
’ where it occurs, I move to a! 
by adding “local and traveling railroad secretaries of 
Young Men’s Christian Association.” 

Mr. HALE. I move, in addition to the words to be ins 
on the motion of the Senator from Iowa, to insert “all 
ball and baseball players.” 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

Mr. HALE. I do not seek to antagonize the amendment 
the Senator from Iowa. I shall vote for that, because | 
it ought to be in, and in addition to that I want these othe! 
serving and popular persons to have the benefit of passes 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, there may be hidden in the} The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question i ( , 
cestion of the Senator from Maine a very fine form of humor, | to the amendment proposed by the S« or from In Min 
veh I do not think it lies upon the surface of it. There | Bevertrpce}. 
in the United States 300 Railway Young Men’s Christian The amendment was rejected. 
‘jiations. The secretaries of those associations are giving The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The quest 
‘time practically without reward to help to serve the great | ring in the amendment as amended. 
of railway employees of the United States. The amendment as amended was concurred in. 
\ir. DANIEL. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a| The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next e 
stion? as in Committee of the Whole is at the bottom of | e 5, h 
Mir. DOLLIVER. Certainly. the Secretary will read. 
Mr. DANIEL. I have understood that those secretaries are The Secretary read as follows: 
loyees of the railroad companies. The members of the recs amd After May 2, 1008, it shall be unlawful £ ‘ 
ciation are, and they are, too, as I have been informed, So | carrier to transport from any State, Territory, or d t i 
F they are already embraced in the term “agents and em- States to any other State, ‘Territory, o t of the | 
; ” o any foreign country any article or dit I ‘ 
ees. uae 7 re or produced by it or under its authority i nm it 
(r. DOLLIVER. The members of the associations are em-| or in part, or in which it may } ~ t ; 
ees of the railroad. The traveling secretaries are not em- poste oN such articles or commodities as n 
. . : ‘ . . . ‘ondu¢c ) ts business as a ¢o rt r r 
ees of the railway, but give their entire time to serving SaaS Se ee ee ee 
fellow-employees in matters of very great importance, not Mr. PILES. Mr. President, I move that the amend 
4 ‘ as to their physical, but to their intellectual and moral life. | amended by inserting after the word “ commod ” in le 4, 
1 regard the provision as more important and more practical | on page 6, the words “ other than timber and the manuf: d 
than the exception made in favor of clergymen, who are | products thereof.” 
eling oftentimes not upon the business of their parish. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment pri sed by 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | the Senator from Washington will be stated. 
the amendment offered by the Senator from Iowa [Mr. The Secrerary. On page 6, in line 4, after the word “ 
IVER]. modity,” it is proposed to insert “other than timber d 
| imendment to the amendment was agreed to. manufactured products thereof.” 
\ IIALE. Now, Mr. President, I move my amendment. fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is ‘ 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Maine | amendment proposed by the Senator from Washington 
( an amendment, which will be stated. amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. Putting tl 
e Secrerary. Insert after the amendment just agreed to} question.] The ayes have it; and the amendme! to the 
the words “ football and baseball players.” amendment is agreed to. 
e amendment to the amendment was rejected. | Mr. PILES. I move to further amend the amendment by 
ir. McLAURIN. I move to insert after the amendment | inserting, on page 6, line 1, after the word “ carrier,” the words 
ed by the Senator from Iowa what I send to the desk. ‘whose principal business is that of a common carrier 
he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will be The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on tl 
s “dl. | amendment proposed by the Senatcr from Washington to the 
SecreTaRY. Following the amendment agreed to on | 4mendment made as in Committee of the Whole. Putting the 
tion of the Senator from Iowa [Mr. DoLitver], it is proposed | question. | 
. inecue Mr. GALLINGER. Let us understand that, Mr. President. 
lows and orphans. | Mr. LODGE. Mr. President 
INT N j j ; T ? "RES S T "( » ore , ] Soun ha “a 7? 
I PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing | ! rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. By th und the — 
t e amendment proposed by the Senator from Mississippi. a om ODGE. Mr. Presi 
ir. McLAURIN. I will have to ask for the yeas and nays | Mar. 7E. Mr. President, . »bject to having amendments 
hat run through in that way. 
oe . Mr. G IGER. Si 
rhe yeas and nays were not ordered. | aa I on ran aw do I. : 
: . P ‘ is is ¢ erv norta amendme nd 
The amendment to the amendment was rejected. thit - a — his 1s a very Important amendment ; i] 
“Iw . ‘ a ” s . ; ‘ _ ie Teasol Se =S ‘ not ‘VeT Vv 
Mr. GALLINGER. After the words “ civil war,” almost in a _ * ang ae reason to discuss it. I do not even know 
the middle of the amendment, I move to add “or war with } it t ~ : 1S Se a a: it in the bill, owing to the w 
a oate s . as PET "T1e*¢ P oh 
Spain rhere is no reason why that should not be included. : - ee ne Se 
‘a in goed faith | Mr. ELKINS. The amendment was proposed to be inserted 
; an aor r oP age 6, line 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment offered by | ie pon . 1 t think tl ' ’ 
the Senator from New Hampshire will be stated. ie ain ne ad “ - — ca = = aa the amend 
< 6“ dt 9 (fs ) nator ‘oO ashingto | r my S I é ad 1 
10 Secretary. After the words “civil war” insert the | PY "Ue Senator from ington [Mr. Pires] in 1 i 
timber was carried. 
ne ; The PRESIDENT pro tempore. That amendment was 4d 
Or war with Spain. : | clared to be carried. 
Thea « 1 » ras > ’ ‘Ep. . . 
The ame ndm¢ nt was rejected. a , s ; Mr. LODGE. I should like to have it pointed out wl he 
rhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing last amendment is to come in 
t ie amendment as amended. : The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Th nendment will 
Mr. BEVERIDGE. In view of the fact that the amendment | geain stated. 
again being loaded down with cumbersome provisions which The SECRETARY. On page 6. ] ‘ 
} 7 7 = SECR RY. 1 page 6, |] i; t] s 1 
‘re added yesterday, and which the Senator from Texas to-| carrier,” jt is proposed to insert “ whose pi 
y tried to change and reduce, I offer an amendment which that of a common carrier: so tha S proposed be l 
ve as a Substitute, and which contains the simple limita- | the amendment will read 
ns which were first had without all these conditions. I offer ‘ 
° S . ron { ( after iv ) S ‘ 
a substitute for the entire amendment. game sae . ae ™ , 2, 2908, it : 
co arr ry ‘ , : — . £056 PEC pal SEMCSS 15 . . 
lhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from Indiana | port from any State, Territory, listri if U1 i 
ers an ame >» rhie rj ve Stated, , - re > : 1 
rs an ame ndment, which will be stated Mr. ELKINS. Mr. President. 1 stand (] ‘ 
rhe SecreTARY. In lieu of the amendment intended to be pro- was rejected 
ed inser ~¢f ing : a gets —_ 
| insert the following _._ | ‘The PRESIDEN’ pro tempore. It was d& : 
no carrier engaged in interstate commerce shall hereafter, d jected by the Chair 
r indirectly, or by any device, give free transportation, except to | * ve ST EKING Se ‘ 
‘rs, agents, and employees, attorneys, physicians, and surgeons Mr. ELKINS. Yes; it was declared 
carrier issuing the same, and members of their immediate | Chair. 
to ministers of religion and inmates of hospitals and elee The PRESIDENT pr — bas 4 
iry and charitable institutions and indigent sick persons. an mee [IDENT pro tempore. By t 
ed, That said carrier of interstate commerce may, by ar of the senate. 
with other carriers of interstate commerce, provide for Mr. CLAY. I am Se 1 \\ 
portation of its bona fide employees, officers, agents, attorn ecept the amendm I : ] 
ns, and surgeons, and their families, over the lines of such | | : ; tee S . 
carriers in connection with said free transportation over the | Pose were In . : ! 
the carrier providing said free transportation. ] S, on page 6, a | 
led further, That nothing herein « ntained shall prevent suc out the words “or used in j 
r from giving free or reduced transportation to laborers trans ; mie Ferry , . 
i to any place for the purpose of supplying any demand for 1 wh use 
ch place, M ELKINS I pt t 
\ carrier violating this provision shall be deemed guilty of a mis The PRESIDENT ro t ’ I Si f West 
eanor, and shall for each offense pay to the United States a penalty Pe ae : : : ; : ; rin 
‘ »t less than one hundred nor more than two thousand dollars. | Virginia can not accept the amendment Ph ent st 
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1d to 


5, it 


insert 


and intended for 


iment was agreed to. 
to call the attention of 
lia [Mr. ELKins] particularly 
ms to be 
work 
I know very little about pipe lines, but 
‘owing to a large business. 


1 agreed to provides that: 


ser 


s engaged in the transporta- 
- be considered and 
g and purpose of this act. 
efore the Senate forbids any com- 
I li of its own manufac- 
for its own use in the 
itor from South Carolina 
iit Will inelude coal. To be sure, 

that may be very well. I have voted 

lude railroad companies from engaging 

where a company is engaged in the 

, is ible to forbid that company te trans- 
n though it be not for the purpose of using it in 
of transportation, but to forbid it transporting its 
irs for sale or for refinement or for whatever 


r person 
S s shall 


The Sen 


is it de 


IXKINS. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques- 
but I have asked the Senator a question. 
the Senator an amendment prepared to 

prepared an amendment as a tentative 
not sure whether or not it ought to go in. 

ld, at the end of this provision, after the 

» 9, on page 6, this proviso: 

i hall ay to any corporation, 
ition of oil or other com- 
President, if I understand the amendment, 
pipe lines from the operation of this amend- 
sir; that is all. That is the purpose of 
them from the operation of the 

, which would forbid them from transport- 

vn pipes their own production. 

lo not believe excepting them, but I do 

me of the Senate scussing the matter. 

Senator from Mis- 


to except 


in 


t in di 
‘Ee, Does the 


ffor 
TT 


amendment to the 


pore. rhe 
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line 9, 


after the word “ carrier,” 


to any corporation, 
of oil or other com 


Mr. President, I should like to inquire of 


if, in his judgment 
ipe-line company, 

porting its pi 
simply transp 


by Congress that 


, it is in the power 
conducting a busi- 
if it does not 
its own product? 
such parties shall be 
when, in fact, 


oduct 
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rs 


’resident, that the 

an individual, for use 

* the transmission of his 
would be subje ‘ct to 
t] first i 
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companies 


SeCLIOR of 
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m one State or district to 
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“1 to inquire of the Senator 
to that effect make them 
not common carriers; 
own products at their own 
in transporting oil for hire? 
ose they mmon carriers? 
would alter the case. 
they are common carriers—that is to 


were 1 
STONE. Bi 
MALLORY. 


STONE. 


( 10t eng 
It Sup] 
That 


Suppose 


are ct 


raised by the section as it | 
‘ious injury to those who are | 


The first section | 


it | 


| misconstrues it. 


say, they construct a line of pipes and may carry for hire y 


| the provisions of this law—they having exercised the ri 
is proposed to strike | 


eminent domain, become common carriers; is it the pur; 


the law to forbid them transporting their own products t! 
| their own pipes? 
The question is on the amend- | 


Mr. BACON. I want to call the attention of the Sen; 
the fact that I think he misreads this sentence and alto 
I do not understand the first part of 1) 
section to declare that all corporations so engaged are « 
carriers. The words are words of limitation, not of a 4 
tory character at all. The reading of it is this: 

That the provisions of this act shall apply to any corporatio 
person or persons 

Leaving out new the intervening words— 
who shall be considered and held to be common carriers. 

What corporation and what person? Such corporatio: 
such persons as shall be decided to be common carri 
does not say that all persons and all corporations so « 


| shall be common carriers; but it says they shall be dd 


be within the provisions of this act if they are held to | 
mon carriers—such of them as are held to be common « 
I repeat, the words are words of limitation, and not w 
declaration. 

Mr. STONE. Mr. President, I care nothing whatever 
the amendment; and as there seems to be a dispusition 
gree to it, I will withdraw it. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of 
ator from Missouri [Mr. Srone] to the amendment 
drawn; and the question is on concurring in the anx 
made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 

Mr. DICK. Mr. President, I desire to offer an anm« 
I move to amend, on line 25, page 5, by striking out tl! 
“eight” and inserting “ten,” so as to make the da 
* May 1, 1910.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment pro 
the Senator from Ohio to the amendment made as in Co 
of the Whole will be stated. 

The Secretary. On page 5, line 25, it is proposed to 
the date from “ 1908 ” to “1910; ” so as to read: 

From and after May 1, 1910, it shall be unlawful for ar 
carrier, etc. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
ment to the amendment. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That has been voted down once b: 
and-nay vote. 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is 
ring in the amendment as amended. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I move to strike out the word 

insert “nine.” It will be remembered that on a 
Senate “1911” was once placed in the bill, and 


19,” 


The question is on th 


ol 


‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
ndment will be stated. 

The Secrerary. On page 5, line 25, it is proposed t 
the date “1908” to “* 1909.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is 
amendment the amendment made as in Committee 
Whole. [Putting the question.] By the sound the 
have it. 

Mr. GALLINGER. I ask for the yeas and nays on th 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The amendment to the amendment made as in Comn 
the Whole was rejected. 

Mr. PILES. I now move to amend, on page 6, line 0 
the word “ carrier,” by inserting the following: 

That the 

t from the 

siness, in the 
non carrier. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is 
amendment of the Senator from Washington | Mr. PILes 
amendment made as in Committee of the Whole, which 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 6, line 9, after the word 
it is proposed to insert: 

Provided, That the Interstate Comm Commission may 
ccept from the provisions of this section any carrier wh 
usiness, in the opinion of the Commission, may not be that 


mon carrier. 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I want to ask the 
how the Commission is to determine what is the princi] 
Is it to be determined by the quantity of business: 
it to be determined by the net profits of any particular « 
ter of business? What basis would the Senator lay dow 


amendment 
am 


r 


to 


Interstate Commerce Commission may 
provisions of this section any carrier whose 
opinion of the Commission, may net be that 


e 


ree 


ness? 


| the purpose of determining whether one business is the p! 
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| 
nal and the other merely collateral to it? Sometimes they may 
! “tt One may be greater one year and another v he 
the next year; and so it may be in any part I l 
is to me that the Senator is trying to get something in 
i e that would be so vague that 


it would destroy itself. 
ir. PILES. Mr. President, I admit that there may be cases 
, ses 





it” would be diffice for the Commission to determine 
s 
\ uracy t | pal bu ‘ the compa b l 
t justice is going to be done to some of the great indus 





s of this country if this provision of the bill carries as it 
stands. fake, for instance, the company L mentioned 
which will give a perfect answer to the Senator's 


M McCUMBER. May I make a suggestion to the Senator 
richt 1 re? 


| 
Mr. PILES. C 


ie ‘rtainly. 

Mr. AicCUMBER. I listened to the argument of the Senator 

| I confess that it did not appeal to me, because in the 
h he gave if the railway is owned by anyone, it is owned by 


hil i* 





<holders, while if the stockholders own the railroad, the 


holders also own the lumber or the timber in just the same 


ion that they own the railroad, and it would be tl 
lest thing in the world 
Mir. PILES. Suppose the carrier owns the stock 
Mr. McCUMBER. It would be the simplest tl ry in tl 
1 if it were among ten persons, each holding a tenth, 1 
‘ of those ten persons would own one-tenth of the lu 
try, and form another corporation. Therefore, it is really 





ssary to make any exception to this rule. 


Mir. PILES. Will the Senator allow me to ask him a ques 


Ir. McCUMBER. Certainly. 
ir. PILES. Suppose the stock of one company be controlled 
! nother carrier? 
‘ir. McCUMBER. Then this does not touch it if it is owned 
| nother carrier. 
‘ PILES. But the amendment of the Se 











ator from South 








Carolina, to which I was addressing myself a few moments ago, 
fr. LODGE. Mr. President, as the Senator from North 
D ta [Mr. McCumser] has pointed out, it would be impos 
to find a basis for such decisions as this. I think the is 
another very fundamental objection. I do not think we 
ought to put it in the power of the Interstate Commerce C 


+ 


ssion to exempt one company from the law if it ch 
that its principal business is r>t in its opinion that of a « 
m carrier. 
‘fhe PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on th 
Iment to the amendment. 
he amendment to the amendment was rejected 
‘he PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question recurs 01 
oy amendment made as in Committee of the Whole as amended. 
The amendment as amended was concurred in. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will state the 
next amendment made as in Committee of the Wh 
The Secrerary. Beginning in line 10, page 6, the Senat 


in Committee of the Whole, adopted the following amendms« 











Al common carrier subject to the provisiot of this 
pl ly, upon application of any shipper tendering inte: 
transportation, construct, maintain, and operat 1] 
terms a switch connection with any private side track whi I 
‘ tru d to connect with its railroad, where l m1 
i y practicable and can put in with safety and l i 
suflicient isiness to justify tbe construction and maintenance 
s shall furnish cars for the movement of 
of ability without discrimination in favor of 
bhipper 


rT 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on @ 
curring in the amendment. 

Mr. LA FOLLETTE. I offer an amendment to that ame 
ment, 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment t 
amendment will be stated. 

The Secretary. In section 1, page 6, after line 20, th 

nendment already read, it is proposed to add ihe follow 


iny common carrier shall fail to install and ope 
r connection as aforesaid, on applicatior f y 
_ y shipper, such shipper may make mplaitr to tl 


vided in section 15 of this 
investigate the same and sh 





bility thereof and justifica n 
f and the Commission may make ded 
tion 15 of this act, directing th 0 to ¢ 
| ons of this section in accor ‘ cde 


all be enforced as hereinafter } ‘ i 
‘ | other orders by the Commission other than orders 
ment of money 


Mr. LA FOLLETTE. Mr. President, the amendment to whicl 
I propose the amendment read by the Secretary is, I thi 
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iO1S 
amendment 


The next 
was, on page # 


down 


: ; 
and to insert: 


Committee of the 
word “transportation,” to 
including the word “ route,” in line 9, 


in 
the 


made as 
line 7, after 


strike out to and 


Between differer 


: it points 
its ow route nd 


points o 


ils 


own 
of 


route and between points on 
any other carrier by railroad 
oO y water when a through route and-joint rate have been established. 

Mr. LODGE. In order to make that amendment conform to 
the rest of the bill, I move to insert after the word “ railroad,” 
in line 11, the words “ by pipe line.” 
PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
will be stated 

The SECRETARY. On page 7, line 11, after 
it is proposed to amend the amendment by 
“by pipe line.” 

The PRESIDENT 
amendment of the 
nent. 

Mr. FORAKER. What is that amendment? 

Mr. LODGE. I will say to the Senator from Ohio it is 
simply to make applicable to pipe lines on joint routes the same 
requirement for schedules of rates, etc., to be kept open to in- 
spection, that is made in regard to other carriers. 

Mr. FORAKER. At what point in the bill is the amendment 
to come in? 

Mr. LODGE. In 
sert “ by pipe line.” 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
after the word “railroad.” 

Insert a 


route 


The The amendment to 


amendment 
the word “ railroad,” 
inserting the words 


pro 
senator 


tempore. 
from 


The question is on the 
Massachusetts to the amend- 


line 11, after the word “railroad,” to in- 


There should be a comma 


Mr. LODGE. comma after the 
and then after that the words “ by pipe line.” 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
the amendment of the Senator from Massachusetts to the 
Iment. 
amendment 


word “ railroad,” 


was agreed to. 
Committee of the 


to the amendment 
made in 


amendment Whole 
nded was concurred 
The PRESIDENT 
the next amendment 
SECRETARY. 


as 
in. 
pro tempore. The Secretary will 
made as in Committee of the Whole. 
On page 7, line 16, after the word “ sepa- 
out the word “the” and insert “ all.” 
amendment was concurred in. 
next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, 
7, line 17, before the word “icing,” to insert “ storage 


as 


state 


The 


strike 


rately,” 
1. 
r 


he 
he 
The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was, 
18, after the word “require,” to insert “all special 
lities granted or allowed.” 
was concurred in. 
ent made as in Committee of the Whole was, 
after the word “ p: strike out “of” 


's or faci 
i:mendment 
amend 


+ 7? 4 


ine 20, rt wd 
s concurred in. 
made as in Committee of the Whole was, 
‘r the word to insert “or the 
to the passenger, shipper, or con- 


wi 


“ charges,” 
sndered 
was concurred in. 
in Committee of the Whole, 
the word “ be,” to insert “ kept.” 
neurred in. 
made as in ¢ 
* the word 


} . 
ide ads 


‘ommittee of the Whole, 
‘inspected,’ to insert: 


traffic, transporta- 


nmittee of the Whole, 
and,” to strike out 


nmittee of the Whole, 
lays’,” to strike out 


and to 


Commission 


of the Whole. 
eginning with the 
yr the word “ force,” 


Whole, 


of the 


ies to any 
ies theret 


yn such 


joint 
o, other 


evyi- 


imIssit 
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dence of concurrence therein or acceptance thereof as may be required 
or approved by the Commission, and where such evidence of cone 
rence or acceptance is filed it shall not be necessary for the carri 
filing the same to also file copies of the tariffs in which they are nai 


as parties. 


the | 


| was, on page 10, line 11, after the word “ carrier,” 


| beginning with the word “And,” 


The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment, made as in Committee of the Who! 
was, on page 10, beginning with the word “ Every,” in line 
to strike out dewn to and including the word “ same,” in line 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment, made as in Committee of the Who! 
was, on page 10, line 10, after the word “ Every,” to strike « 
* such.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next ameudment, made as in Committee of the Who! 
to ins 
“ subjeet to this act.” 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment, made as in Committee of the Who 
was, on page 10, line 14, after the word “ party,” to strike o 
down to and including line 
on page 11. 

The amendment was concurred in. 

The next amendment, made as in Committee of the Wl 
was, on page 12, beginning with the word “If,” in line 38, 


| Strike out down to and including line 4 on page 13. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole w 
on page 13, after line 4, to insert: 


No carrier shall, unless otherwise provided by this act, engage or 
ticipate in the transportation of passengers or property, as defin 
the first section of this act, unless the rates, fares, and charges 
which the same are transported by said carrier have been filed and | 
lished in accordance with the provisions of this section; nor shal! 
carrier charge or demand or collect or receive a greater or less 
ferent compensation for such transportation of passengers or pro 
or for any service in connection therewith, between the points 1 
in such tariffs than the rates, fares, and charges which are specifi 
the tariff filed and in effect at the time; nor shall any carrier 1 
or remit in any manner or by any device any portion of the rates, { 
and charges so specified, nor extend to any shipper or person any 
ileges or facilities in the transportation of passengers or propert 
cept such as are specified in such tariffs. 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole 


| on page 13, after line 21, to insert: 


That in time of war or threatened war preference and preced 
shall, upon the representation of the President of the United Stat 
the need therefor, be given, over all other traffic, to the transport 
of troops and material of war, and carriers shall adopt every 
within their control to facilitate and expedite the military traf 


The amendment was concurred in. 
The next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole was 
on page 14, after line 2, to insert: 


-—» 

That section 1 of the act entitled “An act to further regulate 
merce with foreign nations and among the States,” approved F: 
19, 1903, be amended so us to read as follows: 

“That anything done or omitted to be done by a corporation 
mon carrier subject to the act to regulate commerce and the 
amendatory thereof, which, if done or omitted to be done by 
rector or officer thereof, or any receiver, trustee, lessee, agent, 

mn acting for or employed by such corporation, would constit 
misdemeanor under said acts or under this act, shall also be held t 
misdemeanor committed by such corporation, and upon cony 
thereof it shall be subject to like penalties as are prescribed in 
acts or by this act with reference to such pests, except as su 
alties are herein changed. The willful failure upon the part « 
carrier subject to said acts to file and publish the tariffs or rates 
charges as required by said acts, or strictly to observe such 
until changed according to law, shall be a misdemeanor, and 
conviction thereof the corporation offending shall be subject to 

* not less than $1,000 nor more than $20,000 for each 

shall be unlawful for any person, persons, or corporation to 
grant, or give, or to solicit, accept, or receive any revate, conces 
discrimination in respect to the transportation of any propert 
interstate or foreign commerce by any common carrier subject 
act to regulate commerce and the acts amendatory thereto where 

perty shall by any device whatever be transported at 
n that named in the tariffs published and filed by such « 

; is required by said act to regulate commerce and the acts I 
thereto, or whereby any other advantage is given or discri 

racticed. Every person or corporation who shall offer, 

solicit, accept, or receive any such rebates, concession, 

mn shall be deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on 
thereof shall be punished by a fine of not less than $1,0' 
than $20,000: Provided, That any person, or any 
tor of any corporation subject to the provisions of t 
to regulate commerce and the acts amendatory thereof, 

. trustee, lessee, agent, or person acting for or 

corporation, who shall be convicted aforesaid, 

the fine herein provided for, be liable to imprison 
: term of not exceeding two years, or ho 
in the discretion of the court. Every viol 
e prosecuted in any court of the United St 
crimes within the district in which such \ 
through which the transportation may hav 
ucted; and never the offense is begun in one jurisdicti 
eted in a rr it may be dealt with, inquired of, tried, 
nined, and punished in either jurisdiction in the same manner 
the offense had been actually and wholly committed therein. 
‘In construing and enforcir; the provisions of this section, the 


’ 


offense 


or 


gt 
or 


unati¢ 


ie 
OUCe 
8 ; 
ibis ‘ . 
employ 


as sha 


tion ll 1 


sdiction 
mitted, 
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or 
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noth 
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‘ 
' 
é ission, or failure of any officer, agent, or other person acting for or 
ved any common carrier or shipper, acting within the scope of 
employment, shall in every case be also deemed to be the act, 
ion, or failure of such carrier or shi . aS well as that of the 
Whenever any carrier files with the Interstate Commerce 
1ission or publishes a particular rate under the provisions of the 
) rulate commerce or acts amendatory thereto. or participates 
v itt so filed or publis ed, that rate as against such rri 
rs or agents, in any prosecution begun unde i l 
ively deemed to be the legal rate, and any departure from such 
or any offer to depart therefrom, shall be deemed to be an of 
under this section of this act.” 
Mr. LODGE. I desire to offer an amendment to the para- | 
iph which has just been read. In line 11, page 15, after, 
word “shall,” I move to insert the words “ knowingly and | 


fully.” 
Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I have had very little expe 
ice in the law, but what little I have had, in one 
id to do with those very words. 
dificulty of proving that it was willfully done destroyed 
opportunity to inflict punishment. I think the Senator will 
and practically take all the backbone out of our 
rt to stop this vicious and infamous business of giving re 
es if he undertakes to put those words in. I hope he will 
not insist upon the amendment. 
Mr. LODGE. Mr. President, it seems to me merely just to 
t in those words. On page 14, where it is a mere question 
a fine for not publishing tariffs and rates, it is required to 
a willful failure, and on page 15 we propose to inflict 
y properly, as I regard it—the punishment of imprisonment. 
provide that the officers controlling a railroad shall be held 
| put in prison for, perhaps, the mere error of a subordinate 
thousand miles away—a mere mistake—would be an 
e that nobody would wish to embody into law. This 
ial provision. 
Mr. WARNER. Will the Senator from Massachusetts 
call his attention to the fact that on page 17, line 8, 


instance 


ascuiate 


injus 
is the 


let 
where 


is only a fine, the act is required to be knowingly and will- | 


ly done? 

Mr. LODGE. I was going to call attention to that. 
we come to deal with that portion which applies to the carrier, 
to the other party to the transaction we want to end, in the 

ndment as introduced by the Senator from North Dakota 

| carried, the words “ knowingly and willfully ” are put in. 
Now we require that, and require it properly, where it is pro- 
posed to impose a fine alone upon the shipper, and yet, as it 
stands, we would impose imprisonment upon the officer of any 
railroad whether it was through intention or whether it was 

mere accident. It seems to me that it would be grossly un- 
just to leave out those words. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I wish to call the Senator’s attention to 
one other feature in this matter, and that is that these penalties 

ply to all kinds of discriminations. The law specifies simply 

unlawful or unjust discrimination. That presupposes that 
re may be some character of discrimination which is not 
unjust, and the line of demarcation between the just and the 
ust is one which will have to be determined by the court in 
rly every instance. Therefore a person might act in the 
very best of faith, supposing that he is conforming entirely to 
our requirements, and yet, being unable to know what the court 

y hold in the matter of an unjust discrimination as against a 

st discrimination, he would be held guilty and punished, 

ough he did it unknowingly and not willfully. For this 
son alone, it seems to me, the words should be put in. 

The Senator from South Carolina will understand, of course, 

every man is presumed to intend that which naturally 

vs from his acts, but when the act itself is not of a criminal 

ture, “ willfully ” or “ maliciously ” or “ intentionally ” ought 
e included. 

Mr. FULTON. I should like to suggest to the Senator that the 
‘ds “ knowingly and willfully,” if inserted, should be inserted 
r the word “ solicit,” so as to qualify the words 
‘ive” and also qualify the word “ discrimination.” 

n I suggest that is this: It is impossible, it seems to me, 
earrier should offer or grant rebates without knowing 


re accept or 


The 


should offer or grant terms other than those named in its 
dules without knowing it. It might be possible that one 


l accept or receive a rebate, it might be possible that a dis 
nation would be made, without it being done knowingly. 
LODGE. I think it is perfectly possible that a clerk at 
distant point might give a mistaken rate; but a man can 
well solicit a discriminatory rate without knowing it. 
ply it to the whole. I do not see why we should be so 
ender to the shipper, and then take this exceptional course 
lished or published in the schedules without knowing it. 
yard the officers of the roads. 
Ir. FOLTON., Here i> the distinction. The shipper may 
pt or receive a rebate or a rate other than that which is 
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When they were inserted, | 


When | 


TOD 








established or published in the schedules 
That might be possiblk But that ! 
portation company could offer or 

ing it, it seems to me is 

The clerk r the agent t the distant to 
ator refers, has the schedules bef » J vl 
published and established schedules ite 
not be any reason or any cha i him 
1 think, however, the words “ knowing! dy 
properly be inserted after the word 
‘aeccept,” so as to read, “ knowing 
receive any such rebates, concess 

Mr. LODGE. It covers not only reb BB 4 

| discriminations, and every sort of infracti of 
1 the Commission. I prefer te have the qu i oO 
amendment at the point I offered it. , 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The S tor fror M 
chusetts offers an amendmeni, which ll be s ( 

The SEcRETARY. On page 15, line 11, after the word 
insert “knowingly and willfully;” so that if amended 
read: 

Every person or corporation who shall knowingly and 
grant, or give or solicit, accept « ¢ 

Mr. FORAKER. Mr. Presi: , | favor the adoption « 
amendment that the Senator from Massachusetts |Mr. Le 
lias offered. I do not rise, however, to speak to that, b 
to put in the Recorp something I did not have at n i 
when I was speaking upon this amendment a fe . 
There was a good deal of diseussion as to V ‘ 
that in the enactment of the Fi.ins law the provis 
prisonment for violations of the interstate-commercs : 
eliminated from the statute I said in that connect I 
understood that the Interstate Commerce Com mers had 
recommended in their official reports that we abolish the V 
sion for imprisonment, and I said, in addition th t! t 

| the time of the hearing before the Interstate Commerce ¢ 
mittee members of the Interstate Commerce Commission w 
appeared before the committee recommended that pl 
be abolished. . 

There having been some dispute of that proposition, I have 
taken the trouble to look it up, and I now have here, wl I 
send to the desk, the report of the Committee ~n Interstate and 
Foreign Commerce, of the House of Representatiy \ 
the Elkins bill—Senate bill 7053—a report ma Febri 2 
1903. It is a report which embodies in part the tes 
both Mr. Knapp, Chairman of the Interstate Commerce ‘ 

| mission, and Mr. Fifer, who was at that time a member 
Interstate Commerce Commission, and who appeared 


capacity. I ask the Secretary to read first what is mar 











page 3, an extract from the testimony of Mr. Knapp, and 
to read from the following page the extract that is marked ' 
the testimony of Mr. Fifer. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secret ead 
requested, if there is no objection. 
The Secretary read as follows 
Hon. Martin A. Knapp, Chairman of t Interstate ¢ ‘ 
mission, said 
* > * - + + . 
‘It is to se that } iy 
state of rim iw for tl rl 
not happe will r hap] I I 
could be indi 3 offi S 
itors, or their p itatives, 
transaction could mined “ 
to disclose the facts on which tl rp 
poration could e if d 1 ted 
be ad yne, nd ' 4 } ry c 1 
losses as a result of these off not 
them in the way of crimir 
“Mr. STEWART Do % 
fine would have good eff 
M KNAPP. No, Mr. Stew I 5 I 
fens S lit ving ly j 
tude, and I think tl e1 : 
i : } f itiz } 9 
t 1 facts as ire i 
t it agu 
i ng l a 
st getting f r 
M ST! ArT. DL think 
urge co! ns 
M K Y 4 
Now. | 
@ | a 
» off 
l 
Tt } ¥ + @ 
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of the Interstate Commerce Com | a committee of Congress, as I was aware, that in their 
. « ; ment it was not desirable to retain that clause in th 
you going 00 etan. I voted against inserting it in the present bill. It is ¢ 
1? You have been | Minority that voted against it was not very large, tl 
"e zainst the | guished Senator from Alabama and I constituting the 
ee I have not changed my mind about it. I beli 
same moral | Somewhat common phrase, “a water haul” 
to a crime, | will not result in the better enforcement of the law 
larceny, crimes in the : 


i 


1ate has decided otherwise, and ef course the Sen 
i, what a great difficulty con- | Alabama and I bow gracefully to the decision of the 
S eee oe criminal The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Kean in the chai 
aes 9 aan ses at all, | duestion is on agreeing to the amendment proposed 
le a penal offense, | ator from Massachusetts. 
in the peniten- | Mr. PETTUS. I ask that the amendment be stated. 
| The Secretary. On page 15, line 11, after the word 
insert the words “ knowingly and willfuliy,” so that 
it will read: 
Every person or corporation who shall knowingly and wi 
grant, or give, or solicit, accept, or receive any such rebate 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, I am afraid we are 
make a serious mistake when we make it a crime 
demeanor for a shipper to accept a rebate, because if th 
which gives a rebate commits a crime and the shippe 
ceives a rebate commits a crime, the Government is | 
a witness against either, except under the hn 
put that in 1e rp. | circumstances. The shipper can never rece 
the purpose of showing | after the carrier has paid os and if we ex 
e about that the In- | from criminal prosecution, then the Governme al 
bill favoring the abo arrier and summon every ai er to court to testify 
has been stated in this ransaction. But when you summon a shipper and pu 
lebate, at the request of | the witness stand, if, in accepting the rebate he has « 
quest of that nature. | a crime, he has a right to seal his lips; and I do not 
ade in their reports. as the fine which this bill imposes upon him is a sufficient 
and understar em | to compensate the Government for the loss of the 
and before the com testimony. 
read at the e desk of My own opinion is that it would be better to strik 
‘ommerce Commission that part of this oer which penalizes the act of the shipp 
not until after we were | the Government may have the right to summon him t 
the duty of enforcing the of an indicted carrier and compel him to bear witn 
tical impo ili to en- | transaction. We have agreed that a mere fine is n 
; to the correction of the evil, and we are restoring the 
imprisonment. Yet while we are strengthening aga 
| against the carrier we are defeating convictions u 
closing the mouth of the very men upon whose test 
( conviction could be secured. 
it was bad policy | Mr. KNOX. Mr. President—— 
ubt what they said The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator fr 
ve knowledge, and | yield to the Senator from Pennsylvania? 
had the ex Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
the opin Mr. KNOX. Under the law now, as I understand 
however, | call the shipper. The fact that it is a misdemean 
it is here | participated in it is no reason why he can not be « 
should | to give his testimony. The only thing he does is t 
“aio the S l - j i 
the amendment | BAILEY. The Supreme Court has said you ca 
result of practical but. ‘the Senator from Pennsylvania will agree with 
it those Commis- | that is a very doubtful decision. Assume that the 
before. It will be, to | makes the law; I do not believe that it meets the pw 
a hindrance instead | intention of the constitutional protection. The Const 
not say that a man shall not be compelled to bear witn 
nt, whatever controversy | himself unless the Government grants him il 
Ohio [Mr. Foraker] and | the court, with the help of Congress, has added t 
¢ to the position taken | tion which our fathers did not make 
Congress, I asserted | ‘The Senator from Pennsylvania knows bett 
the reports of the | cause his experience in the courts was longer 
of imprisonment for | than mine, that it frequently happens that 
I maintain that is so. | action and the knowledge procured by the 
azo submitted to me the docu- | upon that trial comes a knowledge upen which other 
ed to be read. It has been | tions may be based, not a prosecution relating to t 
‘s, in the many times the | transaction under judicial examination, but other trat 
ommittees of Congress | and the immunity does not go as far as the Const 
‘rs, under examination | tended the protection to reach. 
been read. The shipper owes the public really no obligation. 
f the Commission made | rier’s obligation is to transport every man and to t 
ition, as a body, that | every man’s property for a fair compensation, and to 
abolished. It is a | every man and every man’s property for the same com 
I y cite the persistency | as he charges everybody else for a like service. But 
urging befo the committees of Con- | per is under no such obligation to the public. I do not 
imprisonment as a penalty. the power of Congress to denounce as a crime the cond 
Mr. President, as I remember the mat- | shipper who accepts rebates, but I do believe that th 
me that the imprisonment clause was in | against the shipper will interfere with the Governme 
ne conviction, and that of a subordinate, cessful prosecution of the carriers . 
to have been punished with any great se- Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Will the Senator from 
that fact, and in view of the further fact that | yield for a question? 
merce Commissioners had testified before Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 
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Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Could not both purposes be ac- 
plished by converting the proceeding against the shipper 
, wrongfully receives a rebate into a civil action? 

Mr. BAILEY. That is true; and I should very well like to 
that. I was going to suggest that we make it a erime to 
it a rebate from a railroad. Then when one of these over- 
wn combinations tells a railroad traffic manager that unless 

civen a rebate it will give its shipments to some other rail- 

|. the railroad manager would have some inducement to tell 
district attorney that he was satisfied that this corpora- 
is securing rebates. The district attorney will ask: “ Why 
vou so satisfied?” and the answer will be: “ Because they 
that if I did not give them rebates they would ship | 


me 

the ¢ ther line.”’ 

t is not conclusive, but it is sufficient to put the dis- 
ttorney upon inguiry. I would like to follow the sugges- 
of the Senator from Arkansas, which is, in some measure, 


‘yy an amendment proposed the other afternoon by the 
from North Dakota, and couple with that a provision 
g the solicitation a rebate an offense. Then you can 
rrier’s testimony against the soliciting shipper and you 
e the shipper’s testimony against the rebating carrier. 
uld, in my opinion, do more practical good in that way 
| the accomplishment of the end which I assume we all 
than by this provision. 


ed | 


of 


McCUMBER. Mr. President, I think the Senator is a 
ahead of the time, possibly, in the argument upon this 
sition, as we have not quite reached it, but inasmuch as he 


“1 the question, I wish to say to the Senator that I 
the object is not so much to punish some one as to secure 
in result, the absolute elimination of the rebate business 
other special discrimination. 

ivite the Senator’s attention to the fact that where one 
» dollar has been obtained in rebates by the solicitation of 
ilroad companies one thousand dollars have been extorted 
the railway companies by the great corporations or trusts. 
. therefore, are the principal criminals in this transaction. 
do not wholly agree with the Senator from Texas in the an- 
tion of the doctrine that the shipper owes no public duty 


’ 


ir. BAILEY. Will the Senator permit me to ask him a ques- 


McCUMBER. Certainly. 

BAILEY. A rebate could not be obtained without solicit 
and therefore the mere solicitation of it would 
a crime 


. McCUMBER. 


be as 
But it might be offered without any solici- 
* BAILEY. I have never known anybody to hunt some- 


else to give them something unless the other people were 
for it. There may be such philanthropists as that en- 


in the railroad business, but I am not aware of it. I 
they never part with any of their earnings except for 
pose of increasing the earning in time to come. So it 


me that if you punish the solicitation rather than the 
you enable the Government to use both witnesses, 
eas otherwise you can use neither of them without violat- 
what, in my opinion, is a sound view of the Constitution. 
Ir. McCUMBER. I think the Senator will agree with me 
statement that the usual method by which rebates are 
red is that a great corporation, having an immense amount 
nents, goes to a railway and says to that railway, “ We 
suflicient amount of business which, if taken ay en- 
y from your company, would cripple you to a great extent. 
wish to get some advantage over our adversaries, and 
3; you can give us a rebate sufficient to make it an object 
to ship over your lines we can immediately ship over 
other line between the great fields of production and the 
of consumption.” The railway company, through 
t, its traffic manager, desiring to protect the railway against 
s of this business, is practically compelled to accept th 


ntance 


aw 


its 


; position or solicitation, or, in better words, the extortion, 
: he part of the great trust. I taink I could name five of the 


trusts in this country which to-day are receiving in re 
s yearly more than two and a half million dollars. 
v, if we strike directly at the root of this evil, at the guilty 
vy, by any process, we then will accomplish a great deal 
than we will to strike at the party from whom the extor- 
is made. If we were to excuse either, I would far rather 
the railway company and get after the great corpora- 
ns that enforce the rebate; and I am certain that the result 
uld be far better. 
Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President—— 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from North 


Dakota yield to the Senator from Texas? 
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Mr. McCUMBER. Certainly 
Mr. BAILEY. The 
tended next to suggest. 
thus deprive the 


Senator h: re hed 
if we 
Government of 


let us put them in the penitentiary ist like | l 
officers. 
Mr. McCUMBER. It is ver ich eas M 
collect a sum of n ones tha it to se! 
tentiary. Sometime the colle of 
by a great corporation is mor { 
sentence of some one who is s ply the u 
that company. You are str ng ed 
the company when you comy« t to pay back th 
sum that it has received 


Mr. 


has 


BAILEY. That is precisely tl me 
been made against restor li 
against the carr 
be good as against the carr 

Mr. McCUMBI 
good points. 

Mr. BAILEY. My beli: s that if 
panies have been collecting two and 


the fine of a few tl i 


rebates, 


to them. 


Mr. McCUMBER. Cert 
Mr. BAILEY. Th l 
penitentiary, and we will at least reli 1 
depredations for a t . 
Mr. McCUMBER But if tl have col 
are compelled at ti end of the year to SQ OO 
that will be the last of rebates, so f 
ure concerned. 


Mr. BAILEY. But if we are to jud by the siz 


that have he » heret 








i ’ : 

bill will, 1 hardly think, compel any five porat 
corporations t “pay $9.000.000. if 1 S 
ereign remed let us t to b 

Mr. McCUMBER. The Senator directed } ¢ 
understood it, to the proposition wl ‘ 
amendment I offered and was adopt 

I agree with 1 se I t 
to make a eivil acti out of it, and it f 
Government: and then j a ¢ | { et ( 
recover three times the amount 
SIX years 

l have dri wn an ay end! el t t+, +1 4 te 
it when we reach that ] it. It Ss 
to the extent of m ng it a civil tion, mal 
inure to the benefit of the Gove ‘ 
proper party to tion i ding 
Attorney-General has reason to | eve t 
being accepted he may bring 
recover three times the amou 

A similar bill has already passed tl Ho ] 
it is as good, be ise it diy i sul 
four different characters of a ) 
done, one where it is done t eC! 
another division which I | é l 
But I think the reports of t ess 
some extent I be ve I es S 
will justify the ert ! g 
directly tov this 
ment, bi l I I 
pre erably it 

The PRESIDENT ) I 
amendment offered by the § tor from M 
amendment, which will be read 

The SECRETARY. On page 1] ] 

ert “knowingly and willft 

The a 1iment to the al ‘ S 

The SECRETARY. On pag 16, also ins 
line & 

Mr. GALLINGER. Throughout the 
where it says “An act t 
atory thereof,” is the ust s 
two instances line 5 and ne 9, it s 
thereto.” I move to insert the ] 
word “thereto ” in those two « I 
uniformity. 

The PRESIDENT pro ten 
stated. 

The Secretary. On page 15, line 5, strike 
insert “thereof,” and in line 9 s e out 5 


‘ thereof.” 
The amendment to the an 
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The PRESIDENT is 
curring in the amendment 
Mr. STONE. 
had the from [Mr. Battery] and the 
Senator from North Dakota |Mr. McCumMsBer], which seems not 
to have resulted in direct proposition as the amendment 
stands. It clearly intended to reach shippers as well 
earriers and I concur in the view that it ought to reach shippers 
well carriers. has some doubt expressed, 
however, both in and f the , as to whether the 
phraseology here does include the shipper. With a view of 
putting that beyond doubt, I offer an amendment. After the 
page 15, I move to insert a 


word “corporation” in line 11, 
and the words “whether c or shipper” and a 


pro tempore. The 


as amended. 


question on con- 


between Senator Texas 
any 
is AS 


as There been 


as 


out ¢ senate 


arrier ’ 
arrier 


comma 
cohiina. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The 
offers an amendment, which will be read. 

The Secretary. On page 15, line 11, 
poration,” insert a comma and the words 
shipper” and a comma. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on agreeing 
to the amendment of the Senater from Missouri to the amend- 
ment, 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. GALLINGER. On line 17, page 16, let the werd “ there- 
to” be stricken out and the word “ thereof” be inserted. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment will 
stated. 

The SecrRETARY. On page 16, line 17, after the worc 
tory,” strike out “thereto” and insert “ thereof.” 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. CULBERSON. Mr. President, I desire to take ad 
vantage of the situation just for a moment to make a statement. 

On the 21st of March I proposed, expecting to offer it later, 
an amendment to the pending bill in the shape of a separate 
section prohibiting corporations engaged in interstate commerce 
from contributing to campaign committees. Since that paper 
was prepared the Committee on Privileges and Elections, April 
1906, repected favorably a bill unanimously, which accom- 
Cc passes, what was designed by the amendment to 
whie’ ive referred. I therefore desire to state at this time 
that I will not offer the amendment as I had otherwise in- 
tended to do, and will ask that the bill reported favorably from 
the Committee on Privileges and Elections may be printed in 
the RrEecorp. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. 
and the order is made. 

The bill referred to is as follows: 


Senator from Missouri 


“ 


after the word cor- 
“whether carrier or 


be 


** amenda- 


a 


ats 


plishes, if 


The Chair hears no objection, 


m making money contribu- 
‘al elections. 


prohibit corporations fro 
in connection with politi 
i , That it shail be unlawful for any national bank, 
oration organized by authority of any laws of Congress, to 
contribution in connection with any election to any 

e. It shall also be unlawful for any corporation whatever 
e a money contribution in connection with any election at 
residential and Vice-Presidential electors or a Representative in 
» voted for or any election by any State legislature of a 
st Senator. Every corporation which shall make any con 
1 in violation of the foregoing provisions shall be subject to a 
ne not exceeding $5,000, and every officer or director of any corpo- 

who shall con t to any contribution by the corporation in 


ing provisions shall be subject to a five of not 


A (S. 4563) to 
tions 


cted, ete 


n 


money 


‘ss is to ] 


“d States 


ributior 
tion of the toregol 
qadine . ooo 
McCU MBER. 
le as in Committee of the Whole by 
: 9, on page 16, the words 
3 to re 


ad : 
and 


I move to amend the pending amendment 
inserting, 
“willful and inten- 
enforcing the provisions of this section, the willful 
i i 4 , omission, er failure, ete. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Senator from North 
Dakota to the amendment, which will be 
read. 

The SECRETARY. 
insert “ willf and 

McCUMBER. 


that 


an amendment 


orers 
On page 16, line 9, 
intentional.” 

This simply 
W accepted 
ily call the attention to the fact 
the act or of an officer or agent 

employee of the company to do any certain act 
pany itself absolutely liable. In other 
t, not even an intentional omission, but the 
1, on the part of one of the officers would hold 
the liable, because all officers having 
‘terwards are made a party to any of these of- 
ms to me that in constructing a criminal statute 
t to convict person upon the unintentional 
least of another person. 


‘RESIDENT pro tempore. 


7] 


in conformity with the 


of li 


Senate’s 


Is 
as 
inn 


section omission 


officers 


one 


The question is on agreeing 


Mr. President, I listened to the discussion just 


after the word | 


before the word “ act,” | 


ke words on the pre- 


] 








to the amendment to the amendment made as in Committe 
the Whole. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, that is a most dange) 
amendment. Under it it will be almost impossible to co) 
any corporation. Unless you can show that an employee 
corporation has done any of these acts willfully and j; 
tionally you can not make the corporation guilty. It is ent 
different from the other case, where the question was as to 
victing an employee of the corporation. In that case it was p) 
enough to require that the act should be willful and intent 
but to inject this qualification here practically renders it 
sible to convict any corporation, because it will always 
the excuse that the employee did it unintentionally and 
knowingly. 


Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I wish to call the att: 


of the Senator from North Dakota to line 11, on page 16 


‘ 


clause “acting within the scope of his employment.” 
shows that in this case an employee would necessarily | 
ing willfully and maliciously and knowingly, and, the) 
I hope the amendment to the amendment will not be ad 

The amendment to the amendment was rejected. 

The amendment as amended was concurred in. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The Secretary will re: 
next amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The SEcRETARY. On page 16, after line 23, the Senate, 
Committee of the Whole, inserted the following: 


That section 10 of said act entitled “An act to regulate com 
approved February 4, 1887, be amended by adding thereto 
lowing: 

“Any person, corporation, or company who shall deliver | 
for interstate transportation to any common carrier, subject to t 
visions of this act, or for whom, as consignor or consignee, 
carrier shall transport property from one State, Territory, or 
of the United States to any other State, Territory, or District 
United States or foreign country, who shall knowingly and w 
by employee, agent, oflicer, or otherwise, directly or indirectly 
through any means or device whatsoever, receive or accept f: 
common carrier any sum of uwioney, or any other valuable co: 
tion, as a rebate or offset against the regular charges for tra 
tion of such property, as fixed by the schedules of rates provid 
in this act, shall be deemed guilty of a fraud, which is her 
clared to be a misdemeanor, and shall, upon cenviction the 
any court of the United States of competent jurisdiction wit 
district where such offense was committed, in addition to an, 
penalties provided by this act, be subjected to a fine equal t 
times the sum of money so received or accepted, and three times t 
value of any ether consideration so received or accepted, to | 
tained by the trial court; and in the trial for such offense, al! 
rebates or other considerations so received or accepted for a 
of six years prior to the commencement of the action may 
sidered, and the said fine shall be three times the total amou 
money or three times the total value of such consideration 
ceived or accepted, as the case may be: Provided, That the for 
penalties shalt not apply to rebates or considerations received 
to the passage and approval of this act.” 


Mr. McCUMBER. I offer what I send to the desk as a sub- 
stitute for that amendment. 
The PRESIDENT pro 
amendment will be stated. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is from line 24, on page 16, to line 6 
page 18. 

The Secretary. It is proposed to substitute for the re- 
mainder of section 2, beginning in line 24, on page 16, and end- 
ing in line 6, on page 18, the following: 


Any person, corporation, or company who shall deliver propert 
interstate transportation to any common carrier, subject to [ 
visions of this act, or for whom, as consignor or consignee, a 
earrier shall transport property from one State, Territory, 
trict of the United States to any other State, Territory, or dist 
the United States, or foreign country, who shall knowingly anid 
fully, by employee, agent, officer, or otherwise, directly or i 
by or through any means or device whatsoever, receive or acct 
such common carrier any sum of money or any other valua 
sideration as a rebate or offset against the regular charges fol 
portation of such property, as fixed by the schedules of rates 
for in this act, shall, in addition to any penalty provided by 1 
forfeit to the United States a sum of money three times the 
of money so received or accepted and three times the value 
other consideration so received or accepted, to be ascertained 
trial court: and the Attorney-General of the United States i 
ized and directed, whenever he has reasonable grounds to belie, 
any such person, cerporation, or company has knowingly or 
received or accepted 1>0m any such common carrier any sum of 
or other valuable consideration as a rebate or offset as afor 
institute in any court of the United States of competent juris 
a civil action to collect the said sum or sums so forfeited 
said; and in the trial of said action all such rebates or other 


tempore. The amendment to 


on 


| erations so received or accepted for a period of six years prior 
| commencement of the action may be included therein, and the 


words, | 


| 


recovered shall be three times the total amount of money or thre 
the total value of such consideration so received or accepted « 
as the case may be: Provided, That the foregoing penalties s! 
apply to rebates or considerations received prior to the pass: 
approval of this act. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr, President, I think thi 
would be very materially improved if that amendment s! 
be adopted. It goes about the business of punishing the sh 
who solicits and accepts rebates in the same businesslike 
that he goes about the matter of getting the rebate. It 
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making civil action the remedy by which the penalty is to be | 


recovered, instead of a criminal prosecution. 
f the troublesome question of venue. 
it is necessary to establish the fact that the rebate was received 
within a limited territorial jurisdiction. 

Then, again, we escape a rule of law that is frequently re- 
sorted to for the purpose of defeating justice, and that is that 
in the prosecution of a criminal action the guilt of the defend- 
ant must be established by proof that shows this to the jury be- 
yond a reasonable doubt, while in a civil action, such 
} ‘ovided for in the pending amendment, the case of the United 
States can be made out by a preponderance of the testimony 
offered. 

We also escape another rule of law; and that is that persons 
who are indicted for an offense can not be compelled to testify 
against themselves, whereas in a civil action either the plaintiff 
or the defendant may be called as a witness at the option of the 
other. 

It presents a remedy more effective, and therefore a more 
desirable way of doing what we are seeking to do. I express 
the hope that there will be no opposition to the amendment on 
the part of those who believe that the shipper who solicits and 
receives a rebate should himself be punished. It is only a mat- 
ter of method, and I think it so far preferable to a criminal 
prosecution that the mere statement of the difference between 
the two is all that it is necessary to say about it. 

Mr. NELSON. Mr. President, this proposed substitute intro- 
duced by the Senator from North Dakota, as well as the amend- 
inent reported from the Committee of the Whole, ought not to 
be in the bill. If Senators will examine the bill, commencing on 
line 2, page 17, and extending down to the end of line 6, on page 
18, they will find that it is substantially covered by the reen- 
actment of the so-called “ Elkins law,” so far as the penalty is 
concerned. I eall the attention of Senators to the fact that the 
penalty provided is much stronger and greater. On page 15 you 
will find this prevision : 


We thus get rid 


Oo 


as 


Every person or corporation who shall offer, grant, or give, or solicit, 

ept, or receive any such rebates, concession, or discrimination shall 

deemed guilty of a misdemeanor, and on conviction thereof shall be 
punished by a fine of not less than $1,000 nor more than $20,000. 


What is the penalty provided in the amendment offered by the 
Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBEr], and also in the 
substitute offered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]? 
It is just three times the amount of the rebate given in a single 
That rebate may be only fifty or sixty dollars in a single 
case and you fine the man three times that amount; whereas in 
the preceding paragraph the fine is from $1,000 to $20,000. The 
preceding paragraph covers the whole case, and the penal pro- 
visions are much stronger and better. Therefore, Mr. President, 
that entire amendment should be rejected. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. May I ask the Senator from Min- 
nesota a question? 

Mr. NELSON. Certainly. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. The substitute offered by the 
Senator from North Dakota, and not by myself, provides that 
all rebates received within six years may be included in a single 
civil action. 

Mr. NELSON. 
ment. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. We are not going to do so. 
not proposed to indict anybody. 
means of a civil action. 

Mr. McCUMBER. It is evident that the Senator from Minne- 
sota [Mr. NELSON] was not in the Chamber or that he did not 
hear the reading of the substitute. The substitute provides for 
a civil action instead of a criminal action, and fixes the statute 
of limitations at six years. It provides for three times the 


case. 


You can not include them all in one indict- 


It is 
The remedy prescribed is by 


amount of any money received and three times the value of any | 


discrimination in favor of the shipper for a period of that many 
years. It is not at all inconsistent with any other provision 
1 the bill. 


Mr. NELSON. Then it is an entire substitute for the amend- 
ment beginning on page 17, commencing with line 2? 


Mr. McCUMBER. It is. 
Mr. NELSON. Does it only relate to civil actions? 


Mr. McCUMBER. That is all. 
Mr. NELSON. Then I have no objection to it. 
Mr. KEAN. I will say to the Senator from Minnesota 


that it follows very much the line of a bill already passed by 
the House of Representatives and now before the Judiciary 
Committee of the Senate. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
amendment of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCum- 
BER] to the amendment made as in Committee of the Whole. 

The amendment to the amendment was agreed to. 


In criminal prosecutions | 


is. 
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The amendment made 
amended was concurred in. 

The next amendment 
was, on page 19, line 20, after the 
out the words “ and fairly remunerati 

The amendment was concurred in. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I am glad the Senator from Iov Mr 
ALLISON | in his seat, because he cat Vy giv 
light on a question that is causing me a good deal 
It has been suggested to me 
ment,” in lines 19 and 20, on page 19, m 
bill unconstitutional, involving the delegation 
power to Commission. I should lik 
tell us what his opinion is about those w: 
not, in his judgment, they ought 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I 
ciently familiar with the law 
Senator a complete answer; but I will 
ment, those are essential words to be retained in th 
constitute a part of the judicial-review 
in the next section, and it the 
lawyers with whom I have co 
ought to be retained. I think 
strike them out, and I hope the 
will not insist upon doing so. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Mr. President, I 
ing them out; I have not even 
I want to get some good advice from 
this bill shall fail and the Supreme Court 
those words destroy its constitutionality, I 
bility to rest on those who put them in the bill and who wish to 
keep them in it. The bill had W in it when it cm 
from the other House, and I understand there is a very strong 
and urgent desire on the part of those who have agreed to th 
recent compromise arrangement that has obtained on the other 


as in Committee of tl 


made as in Committee of tl) 


is 
hess, 


as 
the e to have tl 
to stay in i 
do not feel that I 

upon this subject to give th 


say that, 


provision which 
is opinion of many of tl 
1 I Col 

it would be 
Senator fron 
am 


moved 


not 
that they go out 
Some 


want 


those ords 


side of the Chamber, that they shall stay in. But there must hb 
some good reason for their staying in; and if the constitutio 
ality of the bill shall be destroyed by their remaining in, I want 
the responsibility to rest where it will belong. I want to move 
to strike them out simply on the ground of lack of constit 
tionality. 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I am quite sure that tho 
words are of value in this bill. If we are to have the Comm 


sion do what we intend by this bill 
maximum rate which shall have the and 
statute, I think those words are essential; and I fear very 
much that to strike them out would simply put the Commi 
in a position where it could only establish or recommend a rate 
which would be reviewed in all its details by the court. There 
fore I hope that the words will not be stricken out, and that th: 
Senator will not move to strike them out. 

Mr. TELLER. Mr. President, those 
when it came from the other House 


it shall do, namely, to fix a 
force power of 


SSLO! 


words were in 


about three months ago 


Mr. ALLISON. They were. 

Mr. TELLER. I have interviewed a large number of S« 
tors who are friends of this bill, and I have never sueceed: ! 
getting anybody to tell me in what respect the words vl 
the Senator from South Carolina [Mr. TitiMan S 
desirable. They have all given me the sa 
Senator from Iowa [Mr. ALLISON] now makes, ft] in 
judgment those words are desirable, but they fail to say wl 
Will the Senator from Iowa now tell us why |! ! t] 
ought to be there, and what their office is? 

Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, I believe their office is to 
the Commission the power to establish just and 3 
rates—the power to say what a just and reasonable 3 

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fr low 
yield to the Senator from North Dakota? 

Mr. ALLISON. Certainly. 

Mr. McCUMBER. I merely want to ask the Senator a « 
tion. I raised the point the other day when I stated t I 
sidered we were very close to the danger li oO 
tion. I wish to say to the Senator that it seems 
have fixed a standard. That standard which C } 
fixed, and up to which the Commission 1 5 
ideas, is the requirement that the rate fixed I 
| reasonable. That is our standard It is ( | 
standard, if I may use those words 

Mr. ALLISON. It is our standard. 

Mr. McCUMBER. All the Commiss ( S ‘ 
its judgment in accordance with this stan l. Is ‘ 
danger, if, in another section fixing the ord you say t 
the Commission shall exercise its judgment, instead of tl 


ment of Congress, that you have conferred the rate-n 





7024 


CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE. 


May 17, 





! 
power upon the Commission instead of that power being exer- | 
cised by Congress itself? 

I do not believe, if I may interrupt the Senator, that the | 

will give any meaning to the words “in its judgment; ” 
‘y do give any meaning to them at all, if they say they | 
at they say, then, according to my judgment, this bill 
would be absolutely unconstitucional because it would transfer | 
the rate-making power from Congress to the Commission; and 
if they do not any meaning whatever, then what is the | 
use of those words being there? 
Mr. ALLISON. Mr. President, it seems to me that the Com- 
ssion must exerices its judgment whether those words are in 
out of the bill. 
Mr. McCUMBER. But must it not exercise the judgment of 
Congress, and not its judgment? 

Mr. ALLISON. When the Commission has exercised its 
judgment, or its will, or its opinion, or whatever you may please | 
call it, as respects the particular case before it, it becomes 
then the judgment of Congress. 

PRESIDENT pro tempore. The next amendment | 
adopted as in Committee of the Whole will be stated. 

Mr. CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, before we pass 
from section 3, I desire to offer the amendment which I send to | 
the will not undertake to debate it, but I will call the | 
ion to its character and the purpose I have in | 


mean wl 


vive it 


nil 


or 


7 
LO 


The 


ae sk. I 
Senate’s 
presenting it. 
The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The amendment of the Sen- | 
from Arkansas will be stated. 
On page 19, after line 4, it is proposed to in- 
yh the following: 


» SECRETARY. 
independent paragra 
letermine, from investigation and hearing 
the proportions of the entire traffic of any 
ias been challenged in the manner provided | 
to intersta and intrastate traflic, 
itive proport said traffic 
consid fixing a just and reasonable 
revenue derived from intra- 
said carrier and make due 
r ribing said just 


respec- 


ns ol are so ascer- | 


> of 
basis pres 
CLARKE of Arkansas. Mr. President, this amendment | 
nded to give to the Commission the power to correct a de- 
int has been disclosed by a decision of the Supreme Court 
United States. In the case of Smythe v. Ames, a 
involved the validity of the action of the railway commis- | 
f the State of Nebraska, the court said that, in fixing a 
ipetent for the commission to take any 
fact that the carrier was also engaged in interstate 
1 that the State rate must be fixed with reference to 
for granted the same rule will apply 
Commission to fix a 
It is obviously unjust to leave out 
are engaged in carrying both 
is no reason why there should not 
the relative proportions in volume of the 
that when the Interstate Com- 
is to fix a fair rate for that part car- 
it shall know the entire income 
’ the carrier. The valuation and the 
the two principal factors in the problem 
r hy there should exist 
Commission ought to 
of the preliminary subjects | 
yunt of interstate business done by 
State business done by it, so that 
may be taken of that circumstance and 
’ n such weight as it is legally entitled to have. 
IDENT pro tempore. The question is on the 
ffered by the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CLARKE]. 
was rejected. 
in page 19, lines 19 


s judgment.” 

protempore. The amendment will be stated. 
page 19, in lines 19 and 20, it is pro- | 

ie words “in its judgment.” 
President, a few moments 
[Mr. ALLIson] a question in regard to 
at I might get some light on the sub- 
aid, I have been for some time trying 
to be presumed that these words are in the 
and we ought to have somebody tell us what | 
is not enough for the Senator from Iowa 
tor to tell us that s the words are 
y are they important? What influence are they | 
common language of the country, “ What figure 

: Do they mean anything? If they do not mean 
good legislation requires us to strike them out. I 


case | 


e, if was not con 


th 


I take 


Commerce proceeds 
isiness, 
rriers 

4} y 
ere 

nt of 
carrier, so 
proceet 
commerce and 
SS done by 
~~ are 
is 


no reason Ww 


I bel 


‘lieve the 
as one 


» ame 


notce 


and 20, I move to strike 


ago I asked 


ave 


he think 


|; words mean. 


| Do the Senate of the United States want to say that? 


| the other day, that that was a thing to be left in. 


| and in the fixing of the new rate, the theory of the House 


think I know what some Senators on the other side think th, 
Some of them contend that they will take 
question whether or not the rate is a proper rate out of 
hands of the courts. 

Now, I do not know whether that is what they mean, }; 


| it is, then it is equivalent to saying that the rate shall be 


and complete and that the court shall not interfere wit}, 
If 


do, let us say it affirmatively. It will be just as safe to 


| that the court shall not interfere with the rate as to p 


something that may be construed by the court into saying ; 
If the court should believe that that is a declaration that 
court can not consider the question, I have not much 
what will become of the rate bill. I know we hear it si 


| it is in the air—that in the great compromise which took | 


the other day the words “and fairly remunerative” sho 
out and the words “ in its judgment” should not go out. It 
I heard something stated on the other side equivalent t 
Iam vy 
to leave it in if anybody can show that it will be be 
to this bill. TE am willing to leave it in if anybody can 
me that it is not dangerous to leave it in the bill. | 
it to be dangerous, and until I can hear from somebody, 
all these constitutional lawyers we have here, cornfield Ja 
and all kinds of lawyers—until somebody can suggest 
reason why it is there, it seems to me we ought to 
out. I will wait. 

Mr. DOLLIVER rose. 

Mr. TELLER. The junior Senator from Iowa is on his 
Perhaps he can tell me what it means. If he will not t 
much time, I will be glad to have him do so. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. I will not undertake to do it on te 
that sort. 

Mr. TELLER. I will give him all the time I have if | 
just tell us what the purpose of it is. 

I do not want him to say “I think it is important.” 
know why it is important. I want to know what is th: 
I want to know its office—what its effect is, or wh 
Senator thinks it will be. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, taking the floor, 
my own right, I will state, in a brief way, what are the 
and significance of these words. I feel a little delicac 
all that has happened, to intrude into the domain of 
tional law. At the same time I think I will be pardo: 
point out briefly the line that separates two schools of 
tutional thought in respect to this matter. One is repr 
in a bill introduced in the Senate some time ago by the ho 
Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Evxrns]. It will | 
ceived that this question arises twice in section 4 
House bill—first, in connection with the condemnation of 
rate complained of and, second, in connection with the 
of the rate that to be observed in the future. |] 
these cases the House bill confides a discretion to the ( 
sion. As to the rate complained of, it says if it shall 
opinion of the Commissioners that the rate uureas 
they shall condemn it; and as to the rate fixed by the ( 
sion, it says they shall determine and prescribe what w 
in their judgment, a reasonable rate. 

Now, the opposite school of opinion is illustrated in the | 
introduced by the Senator from West Virginia. It say 

That whenever any rate, fare, charge, or rerulation esta 
any yn carrier carriers for any transportation or ot 
ice subject to the act approved February 4, 1887, entitled 
regulate commerce,” or any act amendatory thereof, shall 
and unreasonable or otherwise contrary to law, the Interst: 
merce Commission shall have power, after granting a full 
the earrier or carriers affected, to make an order directing t 
or carriers to modify such rate, fare, charge, or regulation, « 

And as to fixing the rate the bill says: 

But the Commission shall not haye power to modify any 


Iw 


t]} 


is 


is 


omm¢ or 


| charge, or regulation established by the carrier or carriers t 
} extent 


than shall be necessary in order to remove the 
unreasonableness or unlawfulness thereof. 

It will be perceived, therefore, that if the court hold tl 
Commission made an error in fixing the rate or in cond 
the existing rate, the power of review carries with 
control of the very questions that the Commission has exa 
into. 

The opposite notion is embodied in this bill; that the 
demnation of the existing rate shall be in the discretion « 


Commission, the words “in their opinion” carrying that 


injust 


is that the Commission shall determine as well as pres 
and the words “in its judgment” carry out that idea 
idea similar to that—— 

Mr. SPOONER. Will the Senator from Iowa allow me 
ask him a question? 
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Mr. DOLLIVER. Certainly. 
\ir. SPOONER. Is there not a distinction between 
n” and “in its judg 7 



































fr. DOLLIVER. I think there is no difference. The honor 
Senater from Texas [Mr. BarLey], introducting an amend 
to this bill, evidently was of opinion that the power of 
over the rate only : horizes the Com sien to fix 
e just and rea thle in fact, for on March 21 he ! 
1 tl ndme beginning after the w l “ what 1] 
! e 10, to st out all down to d ineludii ‘ a 
< bed,” in lit D nh page 1] nd ert the fol 
‘ el shall 1 
r the > Ol y to ! a la r 
wi hn { | 
I ! al i 
not cle 1 < ‘ 
I ut pra 
the from Tex Mr. Barley] sul 
i the fe i 
i 1 wi 
I ol tior to such com t ’ 
i he rate or cha wm I r rcthe » € 
1 prescribed, may file a bill again the Commi n 
ef the United States for the district i hich a! por 
Li of the carrier or carriers may be rted. alleg 
. te or ch e will not afford a just com ition 1 
to be performed, or that the regu:at 1 or pl 
onable ; and if upon the hearing the court sl t 
l arge will not afford a just com] f U 
es to be performed, or that the regulation pr 
reasonable, it shall enjoin the enfor nent of t 
howevel Chat no rate or charge, regulation or practice 
t ( umission shail be set aside or suspended by any] 
ecutory decree or order of the court Said pro 
ve | edence over all other cases on the docket of a different 
- and the court shall have power to make orders to secure 
of persons from any part of the United States, and the 
laws relative to evidence and proceedings under the act to 





commerce shall be app 
ve the right to appeal 
States, and such appeal 
over all other cases of a diffe art I 
. therefore, it will be perceived that the authority of the 
( ssion granted in these amendments is to fix a rate which 
be a just compensation to the carrier for the service per 
i and reasonable, and whether they have done it or not 

le a question for the eourts. 
wing that idea, the amendment of the honorable Senator 
rexas as to review confides in the court the exact juris 


( nm that his amendment had already confided to the C 
I will not discuss the question whether the review 
vided for in his amendment is broad or narrow, but I 
at it dees not take a very great lawyer to perceive 
e jurisdietion which ms amendment gives to the court is 
the same jurisdiction that he gives to the Commission 
conveyed in exactly the same language. 
ing this bill the framers of it, I will say, were 
‘ly by the speech delivered at Pittsburg by the 
ble Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Knox] on the 3d of 
\ er, a speech which reads almost like a judgment from 
Supreme Bench. His notion evidently was that the Com- 
1 ought to have the discretion to prescribe the rate, for 


licat 


irty to said proceed ng 
Supreme Court of the 
e in said Supreme 


ending therein 

















sion should have the power, if it finds the complaint 





nded, to declare what shall be a ist, f y remunerative, and 
e rate or practice to be charged or followed in pl » of the 
ired tt unre: nave 


le does not say the Commission shall have authority to f 


ind reasonable rate, but to declare what shall be a just 





sonable rate to be followed in the future; and adopting 


ciple laid down in that speech, the honorable S« 
Pennsylvania, who, without disparagement to anybody els 
Chamber, is looked upon as one of the most careful and 
“l of our lawyers, introduced a bill, section 4 of which 





I t ve after full hearing upon such com; t i 
imy ex ate ¢ 
\ ‘ Or ar n i 
3 i 
stion s 
1 of ti 
f ’ 
WW 
\ r ’ 
a 
i I ‘ nt I ( 
. 5 : 1! i s 
1 the urrik umd y e Cor Ss 


» changed its order si I be « rved 


} 





ie House bill was not probably drawn after the language of 


Senator from Pennsylvania, but it was drawn after a statut 
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tion whether they have doie so or not—if this bill is found 
unconstitutional upon thet ground, it will simply indicate that 


} 


the whole scheme of undertaking to manage this business by a 


commission is impracticable, and will drive every one of us to | 


the position which has been so ably defended by the Senator 
from Ohio [Mr. Foraker], that we ought to go directly to the 
courts without the intervention of the Commission at all. 


Mr. KNOX. Mr. President, it has not been my intention to | 
make any observation upon this proposed amendment to strike | 


out of the bill the words “in its judgment,” but it seems to me 
that I am constrained by the references that have been made 
by the junior Senator from Iowa [Mr. DOLLIVER] to some of my 
public utterances upon the subject, to at least explain that 
they have no relation whatever and were not intended to have 
any relation to the proposition whether these words should 
remain in the bill. It was perfectly obvious, from the reading 
of an extract from the short remarks I made in Pittsburg— 
which, by the way, were confined te fifteen minutes, and were 
at the tail end of a Pittsburg banquet, and, of course, are not 
to be regarded as a man’s most solemn utterances—that they 
indicate no predilection for the use of those words. 

However, it gets pretty close home when the Senator reads 
from a bill which I prepared and submitted to the Senate in 
which those words are found, and which, without explanation, 
would indicate that in my judgment they should remain in 
the bill. But I think I have a sufficiently adequate explana- 
tion for their appearance in the bill which I proposed. 

The Senate will remember that when that bill was pre- 
sented on the 22d day of February, I stated to the Senate the 
purposes which I entertained, and as it is all contained within 
a few lines I will read: 

Mr. President, it has been very generally reported, and it is the fact, 
that I 1 recently, upon request of different persons interested in 
the 
I 






he rate-regulation measures now pending before the Senate, submitted 
vy views as to a provision which I deem essential to the certain con- 


stitutionality of the bill passed by the House of Representatives. I 
presented my views by taking out of the bill which I now offer section 
5, and that section can not be thoroughly understood independent of 
its context. It is not my expectation that the bill which I now intro- 
duce will receive any further consideration from the committee than 
they may choose to give it as throwing light upon a provision for 
review in the courts of the action of the Commission, and if it is of 
any assistance in that direction I shall be more than satisfied. 

The sole purpose that I entertained and expressed at that 
time in submitting the bill at all was to throw some light upon 
the proposition of a court review and not with any idea of in- 
diecating my views as to the power of the Commission. 

The circumstances under which that bill was put together 
the night before its presentation were these: I had been in- 
vited to express my notions of a court review, and I had done 
so by taking out of the loose leaves of some notes I had made 
in the nature of a bill this fifth section and had submitted 
them to the gentleman who had made the inquiry of me. It 
was not twenty-four hours until I read in various newspapers 
that I entertained certain views in relation to court review 


which were not the ones I really entertained, and not the ones | 


which were indicated upon the paper I had submitted. 

[ therefore felt that it was just to myself that I should 
let the public know, through the presentation of a bill, exactly 
what my views were upon that subject; and having been 
gratuitously arraigned as a railroad Senator I thought it was 
also just to myself that I should submit my entire work in con- 
nection with this bill, so that it might be obvious that I had 
been laboring upon the side of the public as well as laboring 
upon the side of the great carriers that are to be affected by 
this measure, in respect to providing what I regarded as an 
essential provision—the insertion of a court review. 

I instructed one of my clerks to put the manuscript together. 





He had a short time before been in consultation with the sec- 
retary of the Interstate Commerce Commission upon some little 
details of this bill, and from the secretary of the Interstate | 
Commerce Commission he had received the suggestion that the 
words “in its judgment” ought to go into the section of the } 
bill which I was preparing. That never came under my eye 
until this bill was printed and read in the Senate, and I would 
have corrected it then, except that I had limited the purpose 
for which I had presented the bill, as I have already explained 
to the Senate, to throwing light solely upon the question of 


urt review. So, without saying whether I believe they should | 


or should not be inserted in the bill, I want it emphatically un- 


derstood that if any harm comes to this bill by reason of their 
pre ice I’must not be held accountable because of anything | 
[ have said heretofore. 

Mr. President, that seems to make it essential for me to say 
what I think about the insertion of those words in the bill. I 
could not stop at this point and be entirely frank with the Senate 


nor fair to myself. I do not see that they perform any useful 





\ 











function at all. If they mean anything at all, they end 
and jeopardize the bill. If this legislation is going to | 

tained in the Supreme Court, in my opinion it is going 
sustained upon the proposition that this is not a delega{ 
legislative power to the Commission, but that it is the , 
ment of a rule, with power conferred upon the Commis 

apply it to particular cases as they arise. 

The Supreme Court has stated time and time again, a: 
stated very recently, that when you undertake to delegat; 
lative power to an administrative body you undertake 
that which you have no power under the Constitution 


| and it seems to me it would be flying in the face of t! 


cision and inviting disaster to write into this bill the ver 
the Supreme Court has indicated we can not lawfully 
in it. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Before the Senator from Pennsyly: 
sumes his seat, I will ask him whether he does not recog: 
fact that such a criticism as he has just made is not ren 


| the elimination of the words “in its judgment,” but that 


heres in the whole sentence, “shall determine and }: 
what will be a just rate.” 

Mr. KNOX. In reply I will state that I do not thin) 
broad question of power is free from doubt. I have i: 
to the Senate that, in my judgment, Congress possesses 
power to enact a rule and delegate the application of t] 
to an administrative body. But it is a close question, : 


are treading too close to the other side when you weigh t!)is 


down with words which would seem to me to indicate that 
lative discretion is intended to go with the conference 
power. 

Mr. TILLMAN. Will the Senator from Pennsylvania ; 


that if these words are left in, the breadth of the court 
is at all narrowed? Has not the court the same power, : 
it not exercise the same power without them as it would 
them? 

Mr. KNOX. I do not see how it affects the court revi 
vision at all. 

Mr. TILLMAN. That is what I wanted to know. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa 
DoLLiveR], referring to an amendment which I offered 
bill, tells the Senate, I understand, that the amendment w) 
offered was as broad as it could be made. Did I underst 
Senator correctly? 


Mr. DOLLIVER. I said that the jurisdiction conferred ypo: 
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ao: 


W 


the court was conferred in exactly the same language as 


jurisdiction conferred upon the Commission, and without 
ing whether it was broad or narrow I said that the court « 


exercise over the order of the Commission exactly the s; 


jurisdiction that the Commission exercised over the r: 
rate. 


ro 


iswer 
me a question before he sits down? Does the Senator considey 


l 


Mr. BAILEY. Mr. President, the Senator from Iowa; loses 


sight of the fact that under no form of language which ca 


devised will it ever be possible to prevent the courts from 


termining whether a given rate affords the carrier a just 
pensation for its service. 

The Senator from Iowa also overlooks the fact that my : 
ment imposed upon the carrier the necessity of proving a 


( 


tive in the court—a negative, it is true, which was susce)) 


of proof; and yet a negative is always difficult to prove. | 
the amendment which I offered no order of the Com) 

establishing a rate could ever be set aside until the carri 
established to the satisfaction of the court that the 
afforded less than a just compensation for the service. 

I would like for the Senator from Iowa to tell the Se 
he thinks that under the language of this bill the court « 
prevented from condemning a rate which affords the « 
less than a just compensation for its service. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I think that under t! 
the court will deal only with the order of the Commiss 
believe that to be the intention. 

Mr. BAILEY. Sut what is the order? The order estal 
a rate. Does the Senator mean that the court can not 
into the justice and reasonableness of the rate? 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President, I think that the court 
inquire into the whole question, but will not disturb the 
of the Commission unless it finds that the rate fixed is 
just and so unreasonable as to be a violation of property 


| in a constitutional sense. 


Mr. BAILEY. That is very general, and everybody will 


| to it. Certainly I would not disagree with it. But wh 


the property rights guaranteed by the Constitution? Let 


a little more definite. The one property right guaranteed | 


Constitution which relates to this question is that the « 


shall not be compelled to render a service without the sh'| 


} 
de- 


i- 











i 


pays a just compensation. I provided that the carrier might go 
into the court, might allege that the rate was not a just com- 
pensation, and when the carrier had demonstrated to the satis- 
ction of the court that the rate was not a just compensation 
x the service, then the court could enjoin it. Neither the 
Senator from lowa nor any Senator in this body will contend 
that under such a state of facts it is within the power of Con- 
«ress to prevent the court from condemning such a rate. 
~ Mr. DOLLIVER. Mr. President—— 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator from Texas 
vield to the Senator from Iowa? 
“ Mr. BAILEY. Certainly. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. Does the honorable Senator from Texas 
contend that he gave any other jurisdiction than that to the 
Commission? 

Mr. BAILEY. Absolutely none as to the rate. The only 
other jurisdiction which I gave to the court was over practices 

nd regulations—and, mark you, that in a large degree was 
copied word for word from this bill itself-—-the only difference 
between the regulations and practices for which I provided was 
that they should be “ just and reasonable,” whereas the Hepburn 
pill provided that they should be “ just, fair, and reasonable.” 

Mr. DOLLIVER. But, Mr. President, the honorable Senator 
omitted from the word “ what,” in line 19, on page 10, everything 
down to and including the word “ prescribed.” 

Mr. BAILEY. Yes. 

Mr. DOLLIVER. So that the authority which he gave the 
Commission was to prescribe a rate or charge which shail af- 
ford a just compensation to the carrier. Then in his next 
amendment, as I understand it, he provided that the carrier 
complaining of the order could go into the court alleging that such 
a rate or charge will not afford just compensation for the sery- 
ice or services to be performed, and that the court should hear 
that question; and my notion was that he passed over to the 
court the exact question which had been within the jurisdiction 
of the Commission. I got at that solely because it seemed 
to be in the same language. 

Mr. BAILEY. Mr.‘ President, the Senator forgets that the 
Commission establishes the rates with the best lights before it. 
When those rates are once established by the Commission, un- 
der my amendment the carrier had to affirmatively show to the 
court that they denied to it a just compensation for the service. 
Not only so, but while the Commission was not limited by the 
ordinary rules of evidence, when you reached the court it was 
limited; and therefore it required an incomparably stronger 
case in the court to condemn an order of the Commission than it 
could ever have required in the Commission to establish the 
order. Now, what the Senator has in his mind is that I 
omitted the words “ in its judgment.” 

Mr. DOLLIVER. And the words “shall determine and pre- 
Ss ril a” 

Mr. BAILEY. I think I used the words “shall determine 
and prescribe,” but whether I did or not, the Senator forgets 
that in addition to the authority to the Commission I sought 
to avoid the very doubtful question which the Senator from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. KNox] says exists—the question as to the 
power of Congress to delegate to the Commission the right to 
fix the rate; and I went further, after charging the Commis- 
sion, an administrative body, with the power to establish and 
prescribe the rate, I provided that the rate when so established 
and prescribed should thereafter be the only lawful rate. So 
that the carrier, coming into the court to attack the rate which 
they were required to charge, attacked not the Commission's 
rate, but the rate established by Congress upon the ascertain- 
ment of the Commission. I am by no means sure that I escape 
the difficulty, if difficulty there be, even in that way, but it is 
certain if that difficulty can be escaped I thus escaped it. 

My own opinion is that the words “in its judgment” either 
mean nothing or they are fatal to this bill. It is my opinion 
that the very purpose for which they are inserted here, if con- 
sidered by the court to be their object, will invalidate this sec- 
tion of the act. The purpose for which they were inserted was 
to prevent the court from saying whether this was a just and 
reasonable rate. If the Supreme Court of the United States 
hall determine that these words were inserted in the bill for 
the purpose of denying to the judiciary the right and power 
) examine into the justice of the rate, they will hold this sec 
on unconstitutional, precisely as they held the Minnesota law 
constitutional. 

In that case the supreme court of Minnesota declared that 
ie purpose of the legislature, plainly manifested in the act 
tself, was to make the rates established by the commission con 
usive and final and to prevent a judicial inquiry into their 
justice or reasonableness, The Supreme Court of the United 
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States, accepting the construction placed upon the Minnesota 
act by the supreme court of that State, said that a law wh 
denied the carrier the right to inquire into thé justice and the 


reasonableness of the rate deprived it of its property without 
the due process of law, and therefore was null and void; and 
they will hold this law to be null and void if they are compelled 


to hold that it was the purpose of Congress to place the ler 
of the Commission beyond judicial investigation. 
I omitted those words for the additional reason that they 


A y 
seemed to me plainly and expressly to import a delegation of 
legislative power. ‘The Senator from Iowa knows as well as I 
do that there are numerous cases in the States where the en 
ments of State legislatures have been held void because they 
tained these very words in one case and very similar words in 
other cases. With a grave doubt, and that doubt made g 

by recent intimation of the Supreme Court in the N ern 
Securities case, | thought it wise to guard against every dange1 
Until the decision in the Northern Securities case in which the 
court expressly declared that it had never decided the question 
as to the power of Congress to fix railroad rates, I had been in 


the habit of accepting it as reasonably well established that we 
could create a commission and through it regulate railroad rates. 

In case after case coming up from the various States tf 
court had employed language that seemed to place that power of 
Congress beyond the realm of doubt, and yet, when in the Nort 
ern Securities Company’s case it was urged that if the Fed 
eral Government saw fit it could protect the public against such 
combinations for prescribing railroad charges, the learned 
justice who delivered the opinion, answered that argument by 
saying that the court had never yet decided that Congress 
possesses the power to prescribe railroad rates and fares. 

In a still more recent case it seems to me there was a direct 
and distinct intimation that legislative power could not be dele 
gated in this way, and we are thus admonished that every safe- 
guard should be thrown around this law and every dangerous 
word and phrase should be eliminated from it. 

I feared that if the words “in their judgment” mean anything 
they are full of danger, and if they are not dangerous then they 
are meaningless, and for that reason I left them out of the 
amendment which I drew. 

Mr. President, I regret that the court did not adhere to the 
old doctrine first laid down in Munn v. The State of Illinois, that 
the fixing of a rate was a legislative function, and that the ap 
peal was to the ballot box and not to the court, because I be- 
lieve as firmly as I do in my own existence that the right kind 
of a commission is better qualified to establish a just and rea 
sonable rate than any court ever yet organized or any court 
which ever will be organized in the history of this Republic 


I therefore do not feel that it would either be dangerous or w 


aii 

just to the railroads to commit that question to the Commission 
without judicial review. 

But in case after case the court has kept receding from the 


doctrine of Munn v. The State of Illinois until 
latest cases, reported in 176, the justice who delivered that 


opinion said the idea that these rates can be fixed and judicial 
examination excluded can not be tolerated. Every time the 

have spoken on the subject in the last twenty years they have 
increased the emphasis with which they have asserted the right 
and duty of the courts to inquire into the justice and the 1 


ableness of the rates. 
If it should happen that we put useless and fatal words 


the body of this act and thus destroy it, no man can foresee 1 

result. What are called the “ conservative ” Senators e st as 
anxious to pass a constitutional bill as we are. I believe that 
even the railroads themselves want to make this b constitu 
tional, because they realize that this is probably the mildest 
bill that any Congress will ever pass again; and th end 
that if this act should be declared invalid and eal 
taken to the country upon this question a more dras I 


be the consequence. Therefore, the railroads themselves wa 


this law made valid. 
As for my part, I want it made valid not only b 


our duty to make it so, but also because I ft ha 
Supreme Court should hold it unconstitutienal the peo} ' ld 
lose hope and interest, and all effort at r 

of the common carriers would be abandoned I 

it happened with the income tax. If I had beer é 
Supreme Court condemned that law that the pe . ld accept 
that decision patiently and woul nake no effor I 

way of a constitutional amend t or otherwise, to escape from 
it. L.would have told the man who said it that h ttle under 
stood the temper of the American people. Yet Ca 


platform, we ventured to complain in res tful e as t 
that decision the country condemned us for criticising it instead 
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of the court for making it, and the demand for an income tax, | man here wants, and I particularly want, to get this 
just and wise as I know it to be, has passed from our political | through. I want to get to a vote; and I think we ean 
i issions., get to the point when we can dispose of all the amend: 
that if a similar fate should overtake this law in the | and order a reprint of the bill, and to-morrow we can vote ; 
imilar fate would overtake it in the great forum of finally. So I hope the Senator from Minnesota will wit! 
and therefore I beseech its friends to take no chance | his motion. 
it invalid. Mr. CLAPP. I withdraw it; but in a matter of this 
Mr. President, I had nothing to do with | tance, which we have been considering for months and mo) 
[in its judgment”’] in this bill, but I have | and upon which we want, above everything else, to be 
, ‘ir presence here. There were two | if we can be right in the settlement of this question, it 
her one of them good, in my opin- | seem to me wise, in the closing hours of a long day’s ses 
spoken of by the Senator | the Senate, that we should not try to settle the pending 
LLIVER], whi ie said the purpose was to | tion. 
m not trying to quote his exact language—that | Mr. FORAKER. I can say all I want to say in thr 
was to determine, according to its discretion, | utes, if I may be permitted to do so. I was almost thror 
ite should be that they would prescribe to take the Mr. CLAPP. I withdraw the motion. 
the rate that was condemned. The other reason the | Mr. FORAKER. Mr. President, I had reached the 
from Iowa did not mention, but it was given to me as | where I wanted to say that it does not, in my judgment, 
on, aside from that which he did mention, for the pres- | any difference in legal effect whether these words remai: 
in the bill of these words. It was in the minds of the | out of the bill, except only in this sense: With the wor 
en who put these words in the bill, as I was told, that they | maining in the bill it will be as though we had written 
‘e trving to follow the rule laid down in the case of Field | the face of it: “ This bill is unconstitutional and we ex; 
“Clar | so to be held.” 'rhat is what they mean in legal effect 
this is to that case will oceur to every | stay there. I have pointed this out very frequently and | 
I cite it. In that case the President was | dwelt on it so elaborately on so many different occasio: 
tain a certain state of facts, and when he ascertained | do not want to go into the argument again. 
tain state of facts to exist, he was. to issue his proclama- |. It means that, Mr. President, for the reason that all « 
which the Supreme Court held was merely an adminis- | we can not delegate iegislative power. Now, what is 
ve act, and when he had performed that administrative | tive power except only for us to give to somebody else 1 
the legislation of Congress, conditioned upon the perform- | ercise of a discretion that we ourselves are charged w 
that admistrative act by the President, was to go into | duty of exercising? Who is it that is to determine \ 
. just and reasonable? The Commission, according to th 
said by gentlemen who explained this provision | but what, Mr. President, is the power that Congress has 
t they were not giving to the Commission the power | Making of rates, assuming now, for the sake of the arg 
ites in the absolute sense in which the Senator from | that it has power to fix rates, which I do not admit: 
ied in his bill. but they were giving to the Commis- | 2SSuming that Congress has the power to make rates, 
i 1 to examine into the matter, | the power of Congress? It is the power to fix a rate 
onclusio1 make an announcement, to pnt it in| just and reasonable. We can not make any other rat 
an order, and then. by operation of law now | if we confer upon the Commission the power to make 
the Congress was to ad pt that administrative | and reasonable rate, we not only confer a legislative 
mission, and the law was then to go into effect, | but we divest ourselves in favor of the Commisison oi 
discretion so named by the Commission, as a! particle of legislative power we have with respect to the 
ngress and not by the Commission. ject. For the Commission to make a just and reasonal 
ne of these reasons seemed to me to be sound. | is for the Commission to do all that Congress can do. 
last one first, it does not make any difference Mr. FULTON. Mr. President—— 
is expressed in the form in which I find it. The PRESIDENT pro tempore. Does the Senator fro) 
point on a previous oc- | yield to the Senator from Oregon? 
re juggle of words, and the Supreme Court Mr. FORAKER. I do. 
ming to interpret this language will look Mr. FULTON. I ask the Senator if he does not conc 
to see what it is in fact that the Commis- | if Congress has the power to prescribe rates and may 
to do. in the Commission, or effect it through the Commission 
find that, i e first place, whether these | the retention of these words would not affect the validit 
» out of this sta ommission is to exer- | the bill? 
is to exercise judgment, is to name a rate, and | Mr. FORAKER. My attention was diverted for a 1 
named by the Commission, as the result of its | I did not catch what the Senator szid. 
rej ‘ its judgment and discretion, Mr. FULTON. Does the Senator think that the ret 
is to control as the maxi- | of these words in the bill will affect its validity, if it s! 
‘esident, the purpose of this | held that Congress has the power to prescribe rates t 
ords stay in or go out, the Commission? 
maximum rate. Mr. FORAKER. That is just what I am saying. It 
er you say | not make a bit of difference, except only that the couris 
effect is eon- |} not need to go beyond the language of the bill if the 
the Commission not | stay in. 
» exercise of its judg What *s it to delegate legislative power? It is to 
somebody else the exercise of legislative ‘discretion. T] 
e a moment, I | lative discretion in question is to fix a just and reasonab| 
‘ older Senator | If we say we will not do that, but we will create an 
to do that very thing and invest it with power to exer 
‘ternoon when we | judgment and discretion, we have delegated the very pow: 
it is impossible | we ourselves have. 
‘ing the discussio I will say with these words in the bill it is a perfect] 
» me that it would | case. No court in this country, in my judgment, will lh 
» us, to take an ad- | to say that those words make this law unconstitutional w 
going beyond it to reason about it: but if you strike the 
' the Senator does | the court will of necessity, in my judgment, reach p. 
the same conclusion, because then the court will say “ W! 
zo on in the | it the Commission is to do? It is to prescribe a rate.” 
of Senators to | seribe” is a legislative word; it indicates legislative 
What kind of a legislative rate is it to make? One th 
but I want to be considered as | just and reasonable. How can it make a just and reaso 
rate, except only by exercising precisely the discretio1 
R (to Mr. Crapp). Move to adjourn. judgment that Congress itself would have to exercise if it un 
I move that the Senate do now adjourn until | took to make a just and reasonable rate? 
to-morrow morning. | So I say, Mr. President, in my opinion it does not make 
r. TILLMAN. I hope the Senator will not do that. Every | difference, as to the validity of this bill, whether we strike th 
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words out or leave them in; but I am in favor of striking them 
out. because to leave them in is, as I said a while ago, as though | 
we were to write across the face of the act, “ This act is uncon- | 


| 
| 


stitutional.” 

Mr. CULLOM. Does the Senator regard it as unconstitu- | 
tional? | 

Mr. FORAKER. Ido. I regard this proposed law as uncon- 
stitutional, and I do not believe you can help it. Mr. President, | 
vou can not now “make a silk purse out of a sow’s ear” any 
more than you could when that utterance was first made. 

The trouble with this bill is that it is fundamentally wrong, 

my opinion. The Government has no power, in my opinion, | 
acting through Congress, to make these rates. I have dwelt | 

on that heretofore, and the Senator from Texas has called | 
attention in a most impressive way to what was said by the 
Supreme Court in one of its latest utterances, in the Northern 
Securities case. 

In the second place, conceding that we have the power, it is 

creed upon all sides that we can not delegate that power. 
What is the power that we have? It is the power to make just 
and reasonable rates. If we say we will not make them, but we 

|] appoint somebody else to do it, we are abdicating our authority 
thot respect and undertaking to give that somebody else that 
thority ; and that, I think, is fatal to this bill, because it is not 
the case that has been supposed where a definite standard 
has been created. To say you shall make a just and reasonable 
rate is not a definite standard, for whoever undertakes to make a 
just and reasonable rate can not make it by a mathematical cal 
culation. You have got to do it by the exercise of discretion, and it 
rislative discretion; and that is what I think will kill this 
bill, if nothing else does. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I move that when the Senate adjourns to- 
day it be to meet at 11 o’clock to-morrow morning. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from South Carolina. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. TILLMAN. I now ask that the bill be reprinted with 
the amendments which have been incorporated into it up to the 

ce we have reached. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore. The question is on the mo- 
tion of the Senator from South Carolina that the bill be ordered 
to be reprinted with the amendments which have been incor- 
porated into it. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. HALE. Mr. President, I should like very much to see 
the Senate come to a vote on the the amendments; but it is evi- 
dently impossible to do so to-night, and therefore I move that 
the Senate do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; and (at 5 o’clock and 30 min- 
utes p. m.) the Senate adjourned until to-morrow, Friday, May 
18, 1906, at 11 o’clock a. m. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Tuurspay, May 17, 1906. 


The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 

Prayer by the Chaplain, Rev. Henry N. Coupen, D. D. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the Journal be ap 
proved. 

The motion was agreed to. 

FOREIGN-BUILT DREDGES. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I call up the conference 
report on the bill H. R. 395, concerning foreign-built dredges. 

The Clerk read the report and statement, as follows: 


CONFERENCE REPORT. 

The committee on conference on the disagreeing votes of the 
two Houses on the amendment of the Senate to the bill H. R. 
805, concerning foreign-built dredges, having met, after full 

nd free conference have agreed to recommend and do recom 
mend to their respective Houses as follows: 

That the House recede from its disagreement to the amend- 
ment of the Senate and agree to the same. 

C. H. Grosvenor, 

E. S. Minor, 

THos. SpmcHutT, 
Conferces on the part of the House. 

Wma. P. FRYEs, 

J. H. GALLINGER, 

JAMES H. Berry, 
Conferees on the part of the Senate. 


STATI 


The difference between 


the bill as it passed the Senate is : 
Senate exempting from the operati« 


bill certain dredges now engaged 
Harbor. 
The Senate added to the list o 
Lion,” and the House disagreed 1 
Vanag 
Mr. SULZER. Mr. Spe: m2 
planation of this conference re} 
Mr. GROSVENOR. The I 
harbor at Galveston was made 
into the United States fou 
somewhat upon the line of t 
to build in Europe and bring 
named th: Son [s, I 
special size, intended f i 
material far up into the city in 
it was desired. The 
the Sea Lion was contracted for 
Now, this bill proposes tl 
shall come under the regular 
regard to foreign-built ships 
the work in Galveston was mad 
committee is of the opinion tl 
to be exempt, and then comes t 
which is not yet com] leted and is 
There is no existing dredg is 
ean do the particul k tha 
and the committee of the « 
the committee that if that dre 
here, it would suspend the wo 
Harbor perhaps a year and 
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the 


bil 


that these particular dredges m 


States, and that hereafter a 


foreign ships are treated. 


l 


MENT. 


as 


h amend! 


Mr. SULZER. Then I unde 
law these dredges can be used 
any other port in the United § 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Such ar 
rects that they may be docume! 

register. 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. As 
the Sea Lion was built espec ‘ 
Mr. GROSVENOR. Built es 
| representation to us is that unl 
can not do the work, and they ws 
tion of another one perhaps a yt 

Mr. STEPHENS of Texas. Id 
rect, and I hope that there will 
ference report. 

Mr. GROSVENOR Strong 
tee would oppose, ordinarily, tl 
sels into the country to be docu 
and conditions at Galveston se¢ 
case, 

Mr. SULZER. Where were tl 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not k 

Mr. SULZER. How h ar 

Mr. GROSVENOR. I do not 

Mr. SULZER. This bill would 
come in and receive American re 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Four ar 
worn out It will only permit o 


Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. 


not apply to any 


waters of the United States. 





Wha 

the future bringing in of other di 

Mr. GROSVENOR. The \ 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. WI! 

Mr. GROSVENOR. And 
dredge to the United States. 

Mr. MUDD. Has this bill 
future contracts? 

Mr. GROSVENOR None wv 
tion of the bill, which t 
| under a penalty of forfeiture, « 
| States unless document s 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER Wi 
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ing that there might be other foreign-built dredges somewhere 
at work, named these dredges so as to confine the operation of 
the law to the particular dredges named. 

Mr. LOUDENSLAGER. And the Senate amendment author- 
izes the documenting of these foreign-built dredges by the 
Commissioner of Navigation? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Yes. 

Mr. PERKINS. Let me ask the gentleman if this provision 
is a reenactment of the present law or a new provision? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. A new provision. The law did not cover 
dredges. The gentleman will understand that these dredges 
had already been at work and that the law at that time per- 
mitted them to bring such dredges here, so that there seemed 
to be a great injustice in striking a blow at them after they 
had made this contract and were at work under the contract. 

Mr. OTJEN. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman 
a question. Why should not those dredges be then confined 
to the work at Galveston? 

Mr. SULZER. That is the point. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. They are not confined to the work at 
Galveston. 

Mr. OTJEN. According to this bill that the gentleman pro- 
poses to pass they will be permitted to work anywhere in the 
United States. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
down there. 

Mr. OTJEN. Would it 
contract at Galveston? 


Mr. GROSVENOR. 


After they are through with the work 


not be right to confine them to the 
Oh, it would be a rather hard provi- 
sion. The Senate concluded not to do that, and the House 
concluded to concur. It would be a rather hard provision. 
They are being worn out and will probably be about destroyed 
by the time the work is done. Mr. Speaker, if no other ques- 
tion is asked, I shall ask for a vote. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I wish to call attention—— 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I would like to 
minutes. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. 
oppose this, does he? 

Mr. SULZER. Yes; I am going to oppose this kind of a 
conference report, and point out some inconsistencies in this 
special kind of peculiar legislation. 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Very well. 

The SPEAKER. Does the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GROSVENOR. Mr. Speaker, I demand the previous ques- 
tion on the conference report. 
SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I 
will be voted down. 

The SPEAKER. The question 
juestion on the conference report. 

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by Mr. 
SuLzER) there were—ayes 161, noes 32. 

Mr. SULZER. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and nays. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman demands the yeas and nays. 
As many as favor ordering the and nays will rise and 
stand until counted. [After counting.| Two gentlemen 
not a sufficient number- 


have a few 


Why, the gentleman does not want to 


Mr. hope the previous question 


is on ordering the previous 


yeas 


voted 
fused. 

So the previous question was ordered. 

The SPEAKER. The question now is on agreeing to the con- 
ference report. 

The question was 
agreed to 


taken; and the conference report was 


MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT OF THE UNIT2D STATES. 


writing, from the President of the 
States was communicated to the House of Representatives, by 
Mr. Bat of his secretaries, who also informed the House 
of Representatives that the President had approved and signed 
bills and joint resolution of the following titles: 

On May 16, 1906: 

Ht. R.6101. An act 
Demarest, deceased ; 
H. J. Res. 154. Joint 


“rn ince of 


A message, in 


NES, one 


4 ne ae 
for the relief of 


resolution 


whary es, 


authorizing the construction 
mainter piers, and other structures in 
ke Michigan, adjoining certain lands in Lake County, Ind.; 
E33 An act for the relief of Charles L. Allen; 
95. An act authorizing the condemnation of lands or 
eded in connection with works of river and harbor 
at the ex] companies, or corpo- 


SMHEO. 


mse of perons, 

An act to authorize the Northampton and Hali- 
Company to construct a_ bridze Roanoke 
Weldon, N. Cc, 


across 
* near 
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| convenience to the House, and if no separate vote is dein 
| then a vote in gross is usually taken. 





United | 


May Bt, 


CORPS OF DENTAL SURGEONS. 

Mr. HULL. Mr. Speaker, the Committee on Military Afi 
reported the bill (S. 2355) to reorganize the corps of «& 
surgeons attached to the Medical Department of the Army, \ 
certain amendments. The Clerk in having it printed mac, 
error in section 4, and printed that section as though it wer 
an amendment. I ask unanimous consent for a reprint of 
bill in accordance with the report of the committee. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the request of 
gentleman from Iowa? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, this is merely the corre 
of a clerical error, and I shall make no objection. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair hears no objection, and it 
ordered. 

NAVAL APPROPRIATION BILL. 

The SPEAKER. The previous question has been order 
the naval appropriation bill. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, on yesterday I demand 
separate vote upon each amendment. I wish this morni: 
withdraw that demand, except upon the amendment offer 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Hayes] to give a pref; 
of 4 per cent to the Pacific slope ship building. 

‘Fhe SPEAKER. Is a separate vote demanded on any 
amendment? 

Mr. NEEDHAM. 
that the gentleman 


Mr. Speaker, I make the point of 
from Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMs] 


| late with his demand for a separate vote on the amendment 


ferred to, inasmuch as the record shows that a motion to ad- 
journ intervened after the demand for a separate vote. 

The SPEAKER. The motion to adjourn is in order at 
time. In the opinion of the Chair the point of order is not we] 
taken. The taking of a vote on amendments in gross must he 
by unanimous consent. It is an irregular procedure. Ori 
narily, in fact, without unanimous consent, a vote would have to 
be taken upon all amendments separately, but the practice has 
grown up and has resulted in much saving of time and great 
led 
But as consent never 
was given to take the vote in gross in this case, it seems to the 
Chair that the demand is in time and the Chair 
overrules the point of order. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, I desire to know if it is un- 
derstood that there is to be a separate vote on the amendment on 
page 15? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair understands that separate yotes 
have been demanded on two amendments by the gentleman from 
Mississippi and by the gentleman from Massachusetts. Is there 


therefore, 


| objection to taking the vote upon the remaining amendments in 
| gross? 


{After a pause.] The Chair hears none. 
is on agreeing to the amendments indicated. 
The question was taken; and the amendments were agreed to. 
Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, the amendment I have in mind, 
upon which I demand a separate vote, is the amendment which 


The question 


| provides for the purchase of anchors, cables, chains, and so 
| forth, in the open market, which I think was offered by the gen- 
| tleman from Ohio [Mr. GrRosvENorR] in the name of the e 
have | man from Michigan [|Mr. Loup]. 
and the yeas and nays are re- 


Mr. GROSVENOR. It was presented by the gentleman from 


| Michigan in the name of the gentleman from Ohio. 


The SPEAKER. No separate vote has been reserved, 
as the Chair recollects, upon this subject, except upon the so- 
ealled Grosvenor amendment. 

Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, that is what I have in mind 

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 16, line 6, after the word “dollars,” insert: “ Provided, 1 
after January 1, 1907, no part of said sum shall be expended i: 
manufacturing in any Government navy-yard of any chains, anc! 
cordage which can be obtained in the free markets of the coun 
less cost than manufacture of the same article will cost in the 1 


st ! 


| yards, by bids at the solicitation of the Department or in suc! 


ner as the Department may choose: And provided further, T! 
such articles shall be of standard and quality to be fixed by the 


the estate of Charles M. | pepattae 


Mr. ROBERTS. Mr. Speaker, to save time I demand the 
and nays on the amendment. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 119, nays 129, 
answered “ present ” 19, not voting 114, as follows: 

YEAS—119. 

Burke, Pa. 
Burton, Ohio 
Butler, Pa. 
Calderhead 
Campbell, Kans. 
Campbell, Ohio 
Chaney 
Cole 


Rates 

Bede 
Sennett, Ky. 
Birdsall 
Bishop 
Boutell 
Brick 
Buckman 


Acheson 
Adams, Pa. 
Adams, Wis. 
Alexander 
Allen, Me. 
sannon 
Barchfeld 
Bartholdt 


Cooper, Da. 
Cromer 
Crumpacker 
Curtis 

Dale 

Dalzell 
Darragh 
Daviz, Minn. 
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Dawes flepburn McCreary, Pa, 
Deemer Hermann McGavin 
Denby Higgins McKinlay, Cal, 
1yickson, Ill. Hill, Conn. McKinley, Lil, 
Iyixon, Mont. Hinshaw | Mann 
Draper Howell, N. J. Marshall 
Dwight Howell, Utah Miller 
Edwards Ilughes Moon, Pa, 
| h Hull Mouser 
ter, Ind. Kahn Murdock 
Gardner, Mich, Keifer Needham 
Gardner, N. J. Kennedy, Nebr. Nevin 
Gilbert, Ind. Kinkaid Norris 
Gilbert. Ky. Lacey Olmsted 
( tt, Cal. Landis, Chas. B. Vayne 
( ft Le Fevre Perkins 
Graham Lilley, Pa. Pollard 
‘ venor Littauer Rives 
e Longworth Samuel 
milton Loud Scott 
Hayes Loudenslager Sherman 
ledge McCleary, Minn. Smith, Cal. 
NAYS—129. 
\damson Floyd Knowland 
en French Lamb 
Ames Fulkerson Landis, Frederick 
Pankhead Gardner, Mass. Law 
Rartlett Garner Lawrence 
BR |. Tex. Garrett Lee 
‘ Bennet, N. ¥. Gill Lester 
B -onvnge Gillespie Lever 
F Bowers Gillett, Mass, Lewis 
B e Glass Lindsay 
Bran Goldfogle Littlefield 
1 Granger Livingston 
LB Greene Lloyd 
B Gregg McCarthy 
B ss Griggs McKinney 
Burleson Hardwick McLachlan 
Burnett Haskins McNary 
Calder Heflin Macon 
Candler Henry, Conn, Maynard 
Capron Henry, Tex. Moon, Tenn, 
( k, Fla. Hoar Mudd 
Clark, Mo. Holliday Murphy 
Clayton liouston age 
Cocks Howard Parker 
a Cooper, Wis. Hubbard Patterson, N. C. 
; Currier Humphrey, Wash. Patterson, S. C. 
; Cushman Hunt Pujo 
; Dawson Johnson Randell, Tex. 
De Armond Jones, Va. Reeder 
Dixon, Ind. Jones, Wash. Rhinock 
P Dunwell Keliher Rhodes 
llerbe Kitchin, Wm. W. Richardson, Ala. 
Fitzgerald Kline Rixey 
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—19. 
Bell, Ga. Davey, La. Goulden 
Burton, Del. Flood Hay 
Chapman Foster, Vt. Humphreys, Miss. 
Conner Fuller Jenkins 
Cousins Gaines, W. Va. Meyer 
NOT VOTING—114. 
Allen, N. J. Toss McDermott 
Andrus Fowler McLain 
F Babcock Gaines, Tenn. Mc Morran 
B Beidler Garber Madden 
Bingham Goebel Mahon 
a Blackburn Gronna Martin 
5 Bowersock Gudger Michalek 
Bradley Haugen Minor 
Brooks, Colo, Hearst Mondell 
P Broussard Hill, Miss. Moore 
Be Brown Hitt Morrell 
Burke, S. Dak. Hogg Olcott 
Burleigh Hopkins Overstreet 
Butler, Tenn. Huff Padgett 
5 vrd James Palmer 
yf Cassel Kennedy, Ohio Parsons 
Cockran Ketcham l’atterson, Tenn, 
Davidson Kitchin, Claude Pearre 
Davis, W. Va. Klepper Pou 
a Dovener Knapp lowers 
P lbresser Knopf Drince 
od lbriscoll Lafean Rainey 
Py is Lamar Raasdell, La. 
a l’assett Legare Reynolds 
be Field Lilley, Conn, Richardson, Ky. 
re Finley Little Rodenberg 
F lack Lorimer Ruppert 
; up] 
By Fletcher Lovering Schneebeli 
Ve lordney McCall Scroggy 
i So the amendment was rejected. 
The Clerk announced the following pairs: 
ee For the yote: 
i Mr. Brooks of Colorado with Mr. Byrp. 
es Mr. CONNER with Mr. SuLLIVAN of New York. 
ee. Mr. Minor with Mr. Loverine. 








Mr. PEARRE with Mr. Hay. 
For the day: 

Mr. ANDRUS with Mr. Ruppert. 

Mr. Cousins with Mr. Wirey of Alabama. 
Mr. Davipson with Mr. FLoop. 

Mr. Bascock with Mr. Cockran. 

Mr. BincHam with Mr. Hearst. 
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EEE 


Smith, Iowa 
Smith, Samuel W. 
Smith, Pa. 
Smyser 
Snapp 
Southwick 
Sperry 
Stafford 
Stevens, Minn, 
Tawney 
Taylor, Ohio 
Thomas, Ohio 
Townsend 
Tyndall 
Volstead 
Vreeland 
Wanger 
Wilson 

Wood, N. J. 
Woodyard 
Young 


Roberts 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark. 
Rucker 
Russell 

Ryan 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Slayden 
Smith, Md. 
Smith, Tex, 
Spight 
Stanley 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sterling 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Sulloway 
Sulzer 
Talbott 
Taylor, Ala. 
Thomas, N. C, 
Tirrell 

Towne 
Underwood 
Waldo 
Wallace 

Webb 

Weeks 
Williams 
Zenor 


Otjen 
Reid 
Watkins 
Wood, Mo, 


Shartel 
Sheppard 
Sibiey 

Sims 

Slemp 
Small 
Smith, Il. 
Smith, Ky. 
Smith, Wm. Alden 
Southall 
Southard 
Sparkman 
Steenerson 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Trimble 
Van Duzer 
Van Winkle 
Wachter 
Wadsworth 
Watson 
Webber 
Weems 
Weisse 
Welborn 
Wharton 
Wiley, Ala. 
Wiley, N. J. 
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Mr. BLACKBURN with Mr. SMALL. 
Mr. Burton of Delaware with Mr. Betr of Georgia. 
Mr. CASSEL with Mr. Butler of Tennessee, 


Mr. Fassett with Mr. Srms. 

Mr. KetcHamM with Mr. RAINEY. 

Mr. KEeENNEpDy of Ohio with Mr. Frexp. 

Mr. Knapp with Mr. LAMAR. 

Mr. LAFEAN with Mr. FINLEY. 

Mr. LorIMER with Mr. HuMPpuHREYs of Mississippl. 
Mr. Ovcorr with Mr. McLaIn. 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


OVERSTREET with Mr. TRIMBLE. 

RODENBERG With Mr. Davis of West Virginia 
PARSONS with Mr. Moore. 

PRINCE with Mr. SouTHALL. 

SIBLEY with Mr. WATKINS. 

SOUTHARD With Mr. JAMEs. 

Mr. WACHTER With Mr. Hitt of Mississippi. 

Mr. Wapswortn with Mr. VAN Dt 
Until further notice: 


Mr. Burke of South Dakota with Mr. Davey of Louisiana. 
Mr. DovENER with Mr. SPARKMAN. 
Mr. Driscotn with Mr. RANspeLL of Louisiana, 


Mr. Foss with Mr. Meyer. 
Mr. Foster of Vermont with Mr. Pov. 
Mr. Brown with Mr. CLaupe KITCHIN. 


Mr. 
Mr. 


Hitt with Mr. LEGARE. 
Hurr with Mr. Woop of Missouri. 


Mr. JENKINS with Mr. SmirH of Kentucky. 
Mr. KNopr with Mr. WEISSE. 

Mr. McCati with Mr. Broussarp. 

Mr. LILLeEy of Connecticut with Mr. Retr. 
Mr. MApDEN with Mr. GARBER. 


Mr. OTJEN with Mr. PApcGerr. 

Mr. Powers of Maine with Mr. GAtnes of Tennessee. 
Mr. REYNOLDS with Mr. McDeErmMort. 

Mr. SCHNEEBELI with Mr. PAaTTerson of Tennessee. 
Mr. WM. ALDEN SMITH with Mr. SHEPPARD. 


Mr. WATSON with Mr. LITTLE. 
Mr. WELBORN with Mr. GUDGER. 
Until May 18, 1906: 
Mr. CHAPMAN with 
Until May 24, 1906: 
Mr. Futter with Mr. RicHarpson of Kentucky. 

For the session: 

Mr. BrapLey with Mr. GouLpEn. 

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded. 
The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the next amendment. 
The Clerk read as follows: 


Mr. HopxKINs. 


On page 72, line 21, after the words “expeditious delivery,” insert 
the following: “ Provided, That any bid for the construction of any 
of said vessels upon the Pacific coast shall have a_ differen | of 4 
per cent in its favor, which shall be considered by the S etary of the 
Navy in awarding contracts for the construction of said vessels 

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the end- 
ment. 

Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, I demand the yeas and s. 

The SPEAKER. As many as are in favor of ordering the 


yeas and nays will rise and stand until counted. 


Mr. NEEDHAM. Mr. Speaker, the demand for the yeas and 





nays was a mistake; 1 meant division 
The House divided; and there were—ayes 102 s 100. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the veas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. 
The question was taken; and there were—yeas 121 s 118 
answered “ present’ 17, not voting 125, as follows 
YEAS—121 
Adams, Wis. Cooper, Wis. Grosvenor I l 
Alexander Cromer Ital Met 
Allen, Me. Crumpacker HH 1 M M 
Bannon Curriet Hlaug M | 
Barchfeld Curtis Hlayes M 
Bartholdt Cushman lleds Mck ( 
Bates Da lle NI | 
Bede Darragh I 1 M 
Bennet, N. Y. Davis, Minn, Hi M 
| Bishop Dawes i M 
Bonynge Dawson I M 
Boutell Denby H Utah \ 
Drooks, Colo. Dixon, Mont. li \ 
Brownlow Draper HH Wash. 1} ! 
} Buckman Dunwell Wa M 
Burke, Pa. Esch i l 
Butler, Pa I ler Ine e N 
} Caldet Foster, Ind, IN Td 
Caiderhead re ! IK ad 
) Cc pbell, Kans.  ¢ 1 . Mi I ‘ 
‘ mpbell Ohio ty iner, N. J I l ] K 
Capron ‘ t . Ind I ] 
Chaney (; ett, C l } S 
Cocks ( ff l Ss t 
Cole im ] d = 
Conner Gree! Long tl Ss ( 
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ith, Samuel W. Stevens, Minn. 


thwick 


The 


For 


Mr. 
Mr. 
Mr. 


For 


Mr 
Mr. 
Mr. 


Wilson 
Young 


Thomas, Ohio 

Towne 

Tyndall 

Tawney Volstead 

Taylor, Ohio Waldo 
NAYS—118. 

Kennedy, Nebr. 

Kitchin, Wm, W. 

Kline 

J acey 

Lamb 

Lawrence 

Lee 

Lester 

Lewis 

Lindsay 

Livingston 

Lloyd 

Loudensl: 

M 


Sulloway 
Sulser 


Richardson, Ala 
Rixey 

Roberts 
Robertson, La. 
Robinson, Ark. 
Rucker 
Russell 

Ryan 
Shackleford 
Sherley 
Sherman 
Slayden 
Smith, Md, 
Smith, Tex. 
Spicht 
Stafford 
Stanley 
Sullivan, Mass. 
Talbott 
Thomas, N.C, 
Underwood 
Wallace 
Wanger 

We ) 

Weeks 

Wil Ala. 


ius 


‘ “1 
Nary 


PRESENT —17. 
i ; Reid 
reys, Miss. Watkins 

Jenkins 
Lever 
Otjen 

NOT VOTING 
Mahon 
Martin 
Michalek 
Me 
Morrell 
Murdock 
Olcott 
Overstres 


ett 


125. 

Smith, Ky. 

Smith, Wm, Alden 
Smith, Pa. 
Snapp 
Southall 
Southard 
Sparkman 
Steenerson 
Stephens, Tex. 
Sullivan, N. Y. 
Taylor, Ala. 
rrell 
Townsend 
Trimble 

Van Duzer 
Van Winkle 
Vreeland 
Wachter 
Wadsworth 
Watson 
Webber 
Weems 
Weisse 

born 
Wharton 
Wiley, N. J. 
Wood, Mo. 
Wood, N, J. 
Woodyard 


adg 
arker 
arsons ‘T 
atterson, Tenn, 
earre 

ou 

Prince 

Rainey 
Ransdell, La. 


Re eder 


dy, Ohio 


I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
i 
I 


Pe > 
cham 


1in, Claude 


Reynolds 
Richardson, Ky. 
Rodenberg 
Ruppert 
Schneebell 
scroggy 
Shartel 


Shp 


‘onn, 


1” 
Ve 


Mc Dermott 
\feLain I 
McMorran Smith, ILL. 

Madden Smith, lowa 
endment was agreed to. 
additional pairs were announced: 


follow 


the 


ing 
vote 
URLEK 
»RADLEY 
MITH ol 


i@ balance of 


H with Mr. Gatnes of Tennessee, 
with Mr. GouLDEN. 
lowa with Mr. Byrp. 
the day: 
Mr. Griaés. 
BURNETT. 
with Mr. SuLLttIvan of New York, 
th Mr. SrerpHeNS of Texas. 
This vote is so close that the Chair will 
of it. 
‘apitulated. 
a. then announced as above recorded. 

the engrossment 


I 
S 


} 
with 


ith Mr 


t 
he ENDBER( 
MAHON W 
MORRELI 


i 


on 


n: and the bill was ordered to be en 


third time, 


sylvania. Mr. 
that motion I] 


Speaker, I move to re- 


on 


The 
recommit 
on that 


gentleman from 
the bill 


motion 


Pennsylvania [Mr. 
Committee on 
the previous 


to 
and 


the 
demands 


to 


and | 
| th 


ind it was accordingly read the | 
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The question was taken; and the previous question wxs 


dered. 


th 


a 
di 


The SPEAKER. The question is on the recommitment 
e bill to the Committee on Naval Affairs. 


or- 


May 17, 


The question was taken; and the Speaker announced th 
the noes seemed to have it. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. Division, Mr. Speaker. 

The House divided; and there were—ayes 53, noes 157. 
So the motion was rejected. 

The SPEAKER. The question is 
The question was taken; and the bill was passed. 

Mr. FOSS. Mr. Speiker, I ask that the Clerk may 
ithority to change the total. It is simply a matter of 
ton. 


The 


on the passage of the | 


SPEAKER. The gentleman asks unanimous cor 


that the Clerk may change the total in a certain particu 


Ww 


se ™ 


| J 


qi 


hou 


@?T 


ey 


hich the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

On page 33, line 16, change the first word in the line from “ 
seven;”’ so it will read: 

“Total public works, navy-yards and stations, $2,748,450.” 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to o! 
wish to state that I would dislike very much t 
iest of that sort, but a bill which carries with it the ne 


) object 1 


inced principle of protection within the Union in givi 


rnment contracts I think ought to be met with an obje 


erything requiring unanimous consent. I shall, therefor 


ject. 


The SPEAKER. 


Mr. FOSS. 


The gentleman from Mississippi obje 
Mr. Speaker, I ask that I may have permiss 


extend my remarks in the REcorp. 


Cc} 


fr 
fe 
al 


To the 


res 
th 
oil 


The SPEAKER. 
mir hears none. 
On motion of Mr. Foss, a motion to reconsider the y 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


| which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


TRANSPORTATION AND FREIGHT RATES IN THE OIL INDUSTR 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following 

om the President of the United States; which was re 
rred to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign Comm 
ul ordered to be printed: 

Senate and House of Representatives: 


transmit herewith the full report of the Commissioner of ft! 


I 
uu of Corporations in the Department of Commerce and I 


e subject of transportation and freight rates in connection y 


industry referred to in my message of the 4th instant, it 


been delayed in printing. 


bi 


Me 


co 


LO 


19 


ex 


al 


co 


for 


THEODORE ROOSEY 
Wuite Hovsez, May 17, 1906. 


BRIDGE ACROSS PEND D'OREILLE RIVER, WASHINGTON. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the following Se: 
ll, a similar House bill being on the Calendar. 
The Clerk read as follows: 

(S. 6128) to authorize the construction of a bridge acr 


Pend d’Oreille River, in Stevens County, Wash., by the Pend do 
Development Company. 


Be it enacted, etc., That the Pend d’Oreille Development Com 
corporation organized under the laws of the State of Washin 


| its successors or assigns, be, and they are hereby, authorized to 
struct, 
cross 


maintain, and operate a wagon bridge and 
the Pend d’Oreille River at or near Big Falls 
taline Falls). 


approaches t 
; (sometimes 
in Stevens County, in the State of Washington, 


in 


rdance with the provisions of the act entitled “An act to regulate t 


nstruction of bridges 


OG. 
Sec. That the right to alter, amend, or 
pressly reserved. 


Mr. JONES of Washington. 
nendment, which I have submitted to the chairman of 
minittee, and it is entirely satisfactory to him. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

In line G, after the word “ wagon, 
Tt. 

The amendment was agreed to. 
The bill as amended was ordered to a third reading: 


over navigable waters,” approved March 


» 


repeal this act is 


” 


insert the words “ railroad 


was accordingly read the third time, and passed. 
On motion of Mr. Jones of Washington, a motion to reconsid 


| the 
House bill 19108, on the same subject, was ordered to lie 


| PE 
demand the previous | 


yote by which the bill was passed was laid on the table 


e table. 

ENTRY OF AGRICULTURAL LANDS IN FOREST RESERVES. 
The SPEAKER laid before the House the bill (H. R. 
oviding for the entry of agricultural lands in forest reser 


with a Senate amendment, which was read. 


Mr. SMITH of California. Mr. Speaker,. I move that 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to offer 


T 


] 


and 


17576) 


Ve 


t | 


House nonconcur in the amendment, and ask for a conference. 


The motion was agreed to. 


a 


The SPEAKER announced the appointment of Mr. Lacey, Mr. 
SmirH of California, and Mr. Burnett as conferees. 
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LEAVE TO EXTEND REMARKS. 

Mr. HILL of Connecticut. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous 
consent to extend my remarks in the Recorp on the naval appro- 
priation bill. 

The SPEAKER. 
Chair hears none. | 


Is there objection? [After a pause.] 


OSWEGO, N. Y. 


Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the 
Union for the consideration of the bill (H. R. 13938) to extend 


The | 


the privileges of the seventh section of the act approved June | 


10, 1880, to the port of Oswego, N. Y. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The House accordingly resolved itself into Committee of the 
Whole House on the state of the Union, Mr. ALEXANDER in the 


] 
( 


hair. 

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole 
Ilouse on the state of the Union for the consideration of the 
bill H. R. 13938, which the Clerk will report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 
A bill (H. R. 13938) to extend the privileges of the seventh section of 

the act approved June 10, 1880, to the port of Oswego, N. Y. 

Be it enacted, etc., That the privileges of the seventh section of the 

approved June 10, 1880, entitled “An act to amend the statutes in 


ition to immediate transportation of dutiable goods, and for other 
joses,”” be, and the same are hereby, extended to the port 
+» in the State of New York. 

Mr. PAYNE. Mr. Chairman, as the House knows, the port of 
Oswego is an old port of entry, situated on Lake Ontario. The 
ct of this bill is simply to extend the privileges of the act 
of 1880, so that goods destined for the port of Oswego that 
come through any other port of entry in the United States may 
go there in bond and be examined and appraised at the port of 
Oswego and the duties there paid. There are a whole set of offi- 
cers at Oswego, and it will not cost the Treasury a dollar to 
extend that privilege. 

Mr. SULZER. I would like to ask the gentleman from New 
York if this bill has been unanimously reported by the Commit- 
tee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. PAYNE. It has been unanimously reported by the Com- 
mittee on Ways and Means. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, may I ask the gentleman from 
New York a question? Is this one of those collection districts 
he is creating like some of those other districts to which the 
gentleman is opposed? 

Mr. PAYNE. This is a district that pays the Government a 





opie 


of Os- | 


good deal more than it costs to collect the revenues that come | 


there. 
officers necessary to carry out the provisions of this bill without 
a single penny of tax to the Government. 


It has a full set of clerks and appraisers and all the | 


Now, Mr. Chairman, if there are no more questions, and no | 


further debate and no amendments, I move that the committee 
rise and report the bill with a favorable recommendation. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The committee accordingly rose; and the Speaker having re- 
sumed the chair, Mr. ALEXANDER, Chairman of the Committee 
of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that 
hat committee had had under consideration the bill H. R. 
13988, and had directed him to report the same back to the 
House with the recommendation that it do pass. 

The bill was ordered to be engrossed for a third reading; and 
being engrossed, it was accordingly read the third time and 
passed. 

On motion of Mr. Payne, a motion to reconsider the vote by 
which the bill was passed was laid on the table. 


NATURALIZATION BILL. 


Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House re- 
solve itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of 
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Mr. HEPBURN. 
of consideration. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I raise the point of order that the ques 
of consideration is not now in order, for the 
way it can be determined is by voting down the mo to go 
into Committee of the Whole House. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair is prepared to rule 
tion of consideration would come 
not be raised pending the motion 
shall run. Is there objection to closing 
hour? [After a pause.] The Chair 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Speaker, hoy 

The SPEAKER. Under the rule and by the C! 

Mr. MANN. That means that 
titled to the floor for an hour. 

The SPEAKDR. In the op 
go to whoever got the floor. 

Mr. MANN. Well, unless some 


Mr. Speaker, I desire to raise th 


reason th 


; indicated if 

to fix the time 1 
reneral de ft; 

hears none. 

is that time to be controll 


whoever gets the 


nion of the Chair the | 


arrangement is made 
object. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman is too late. 

Mr. HEPBURN. Mr. Speaker, I desire to say 
motion should be yoted down I wish to eall f 
order—— 

Mr. BONYNGE. I call for the regular order. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Speaker, a parliamental 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will st 


Mr. GOLDFOGLE. When the naturalization bill 
Committee of the Whole House me t 


twenty-four minutes remaining on this side when t 
was under general debate. I would like to as 
twenty-four minutes is still reserved? 

The SPEAKER. No; general debate by unan 


is to close in one hour after the 
the Whole. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. I should like to a 
committee to consent to an additional 
which was resec.;ved at that time 


Liouse goes into ¢ ! 


Mr. PAYNE. Regular order, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York ealls 
the regular order. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Speaker, I ask for a modifi 


the unanimous consent that was given a moment 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman can present another pro 
sition, but general debate after going into Committee of 


Whole is limited to one hour. The on! 
it is by unanimous consent. 

Mr. HEPBURN. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Speaker. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it. 

Mr. HEPBURN. If this motion should be yoted down, wi { 
it not then be competent to moye to go into Committee of 
Whole House on the state of the Union for the purpose of 
sidering the bill which was made a special order for 
the pure-food bill? 


vy way he can get rid « 


this time 


The SPEAKER. The Chair presumes that if this moti 
fails another privileged motion would be in order | 1 
| tion is on the motion of the gentleman from Colorado, 1 t 
| House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole Hou 
the state of the Union for the further considerati of the bill 
H. R. 15442—the naturalization bill 

The question was taken; and the Chair being doubt, 


the Union for the further consideration of the bill H. R. 15442, | 


the naturalization bill, and pending that motion I ask that gen- 
eral debate on the bill be closed in one hour. 

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Colorado moves that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the Whole House on 
the state of the Union for the further consideration of the 
naturalization bill, and pending that motion he asks unanimous 
consent that general debate be closed in one hour. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I object. 

Mr. BONYNGE. 
be closed in one hour. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I objected for the purpose of finding out 
what the request was. 

Mr. BONYNGE. That general debate on the naturalization 


bill should close in an hour and it be then considered under the | 


five-minute rule. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


I have no objection to that. 


Mr. Speaker, I move that general debate | 


a division there were—ayes 114, noes 60. 

So the motion was agreed to. 

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of 
the Whole 


House on the state of the Un with Mr. La 
RENCE in the chair. 
Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
have read from the Clerk’s desk certain amendments which 
the committee propose to offer at the proper time. I ask to 


have the amendments read now for 
mittee before general debate is had 


information of the « 


The CHAIRMAN. Without objection, the Clerk w read 
the proposed amendments for the information of the « 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amendment No. 1: Line 20, page 4, aft 
the following words: “ Provided, howe | no 
formity with the law in force at the date of his d 
declared his intention to become a citizen of the U1 il Stat s l 
be required to renew such declaratior 

Amendment No. 2: Line 21, page 4, strike out the word I 
insert in lieu thereof the word “ sever 

Amendment No. 3: Line 12, page 5, after t 
sert the following words: “ Provided, That if ‘ 
tion before the passage of this act he s 
petition in his own handwriting.” 

Amendment No. 4: Line 3, page 10, after the w 1 Stat add 
the following words: ind provided furth« Phat the requirem 3 
of this section shall not apply to any alien who has, | r t 
passage of this act, declared his intention to become a citizen of the 
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United States in conformity with the law in force at the date of mak- | tion from others, it is natural for him to go to those who are 
ing aeciaration 


Amendment No. 5: Line 23. page 13. strike out the words’ “cer-| his race. He can make them understand him, and he 
ate therefor’ and insert in lieu thereof the words “dupl ate | understand them; he has more confider -e in his ability to 
of.” ee ; s s » +... | press himself intelligently and to understand accurately 

‘ndment No. 6 sine 7, page 20, after the word “ court,” insert | *. > > i daa , ‘ : : . 

vords “or his authori: puty or assistant ;” and in line 8, page | With less fear of mistake among those who speak his langu 

trike out the word any other person.” | than in any other. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that Mr. BARTHOLDT. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask 
the hour’s time may be equally divided, one-half to be controlled gentleman a question. Does this amendment provide that 
by myself and one-half by the gentleman from New York [Mr. | “ust be able ” read and write his own language? 
GoLpFoGLe}. F Mr. WHARTON, Yes; he can not be naturalized or admit 

The CHAIRMAN, Is there objection to the request made by | 28 4 citizen of the United States if he cain not read, write, ; 
the gentleman from Colorado? [After a pause.] The Chair | speak, and understand his own or the English language 
hears none, and it is so ordered. The gentleman from Colorado | _ Mt. BARTHOLDT. Suppose he is not able to write his « 
is recognized for thirty minutes. language, and suppose he has no opportunity in this counn 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I do not desire to take up | learn how to read and write his own language, or how to 
any time at the present time. I occupied the floor for some- and write the English language, what will then be done 
thing like two hours when we were in Committee of the Whole a ee a to be barred fer all time from the boon of An 
efore. : will now aak the centieman fr S eear Tenet . | ean citizenship? 

Gouurocte] to consume some of le time, s New York (Mr. ) "Mr. WHARTON. If he can not read or write some 
Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the | SU8ge, I do not see that there is very much chance for hii 
gentleman from Illinois [Mr. WHARTON]. believe there should be some provision, some qualification, f 

Mr. WHARTON. Mr. Chairman, I propose when this bill is | ™4 who becomes a citizen and who is clothed with the pow: 
taken up for consideration by sections, to offer the following | °f citizenship in this country; and I believe if he be able to r 
amendment to section 9: ; | and write in his own language so that he can understand it 

Strike ont in lines 22 and 28 the words “ write in: * ta tee 28. atte 1 that anybody else can understand it, that is sufficient 
the word “or,” strike out the word “in:” in lines 23 and 24 strike | educational qualifications proposed by section 9 are req 
out the words * and who can not read, speak, and understand the | you simply build up a class of citizenship based upon what 
English language ;” and insert in line 22, after the word “not,” the | call the classes, and not the masses. It puts a test upon 
words read, write, speak, and understand ; so that the same as; .,. . ee 
ainiuhed wnat wena which is not fair. 

That no alien shall hereafter be naturalized, or admitted as aj} Can you say that this man will not make a good citizen? 
itizen of the United States who can not read, write, speak, and | the man’s heart and intentions toward our principles, our ( 
understand his own or the English language: Provided, THat this re a ‘ 
uirement shall not apply to aliens who are physically unable to comply | Crument, and our country that should, that must count. Ii 
therewith, if they are otherwise qualified to become citizens of the | be able to understand our institutions and has a desire to ly 
United States.’ |; accord with them, it does not make him any the less desi: 

Upon this section of the bill under consideration, providing | as a citizen because he doesn’t know how to describe them 
that hereafter no alien shall be naturalized or admitted as a | paper or express them in the English language. 
citizen unless he can write in his own language or the English If our country were in need of soldiers to defend it against 
language, and who can not read, speak, and understand the | attack, this man could and would fight and stop the bullets 
English language, is a provision that is un-American, unpa- | steel projectiles of the enemy as well as any other man in 
triotic, and ill-advised for many reasons. It is not the true test | same ranks who occupies the proud distinction of membership 
of citizenship in any material sense. As I view the subject, | in this honorable body, and we would not reject him because he 
i man may make just as good a citizen, though ignorant and un- |} didn’t happen to know how to write in his own or our language 
able to parse a sentence in English as many of those who can do | or because he couldn’t speak our tongue. 
so, and sometimes better. It isn’t his ability to master a cer- The foreigners who come to us have to work and labor «1 
tain language, or to drill his mind in grammatical construction, | toil, so that their children may receive the benefit of an edu 
that determines his desirability for citizenship. | tion, and they can’t stop to undo the education they themse! 

Many aliens come to our shores who have the aspiration | received and learn it all over again in our tongue. The dif! 
present in the breast of all men to better their conditions in | culties in the way are apparent at a glance. The mind is 
life. These immigrants are not familiar with our language; | tured, formed, and set, so that thought works in natural and 
they are poor, uneducated, and downtrodden; they have suf- } prescribed processes. It is not the supple, pliable, and impres- 
fered the tortures of poverty and are struggling to overcome | sionable thing which is given to the young. A tree can be m 
them, and often make superhuman efforts to get to our country— | to grow in any direction or angle when a sapling, but whe 
the promised land—in order to get rid of the sore-creating | gets its growth it is firmly rooted and the fibers securely forny 

‘lens they have borne at home. We claim equality of all | Try and change its course and failure follows; yet, though 

not by reason of birth, breeding, or favor—but the | tree grows in a certain direction, it may still bear fruit, 1 
equality which comes from individual effort, which says to every- | same as one trained in a different bent. So it is with the m: 
body, “ Get out and hustle, strive, and fight the battle of ex- |} he may be as heartily and earnestly interested in our Gov 
istence, and our country will place no stumbling block in your | ment and our country and may strive to fulfill the duties of 
path, place no burden on your shoulders to keep you down be- | citizenship just as loyally as if he had a thorough knowledge of 
cause you were of lowly birth, or because you were not lucky | our tongue. 
enough to be born with a silver spoon in your mouth.” I have many thousands of foreigners in the district which | 

The average alien when he gets here takes his personal be- | have the honor to represent on the floor of this House; and 

zings on his shoulder and cheerfully turns his face toward the | though normally it is about 10,000 Democratic, and though 
West, the South, or the North, willing to encounter hardships, | many foreigners can not read or write or even speak Eng! 
endure sufferings, and meet privation after privation for his yet they were able to think and decide and change from 

‘e to compete with the millions already there. He hasn't | Democratic party and vote the Republican ticket, and tl! 
anything to fall back on except two brawny hands. He must | help to swell the majority of President Roosevelt by mai 
work to keep himself provided with the necessities of life; work | thousands of votes. While, in the main, many of them are u 
to provide the hungry mouths of the little flock and the faith- |} tutored and unskilled in the science of our language or th 
ful, hard-working spouse he has brought with him and who/} own, they are a shrewd and common-sense people, and tli 
share his lot, good or bad as it may be. He can’t go to an office | quickly saw it was to their interest and the country’s interest 
at 9 o'clock in the morning and home at 5 in the afternoon. | to change their votes, and it is pretty generally agreed that 
\lis toil starts early with the blast of a whistle, with the sound | that respect they were not far from wrong. Now, I don’t p. 
of a gong, or with the rise of the sun; hard, laborious, physical | pose that these people, or those who come to us hereafter 
toil in the shop, the factory, the mill, or the field. There he | are like them, shall be deprived of citizenship because they are 
labors hour after hour till the day’s work is done, and then | unfortunate enough to be unable to write in our tongue, or | 
home to seek rest and shelter. Shall this man—can this man— |} cause they are unfortunate enough to be unable to read, spe: 
‘ ip half the night trying to learn to read and write and speak | or understand the English language as we do. They are t! 
ik in English? If he be unusually energetic and thirsts | right sort if they have our interest and our welfare at heart and 
led he will get it after he has had his supper by | make that interest and welfare their interest and welfare; if 
book, o* magazine printed in the tongue he has | they can understand and appreciate the duties required and ex 
zht from infancy; printed in the tongue he has always | pected of them as citizens of this United States; if they 
printed in the only tongue in which he can read and |} earnestly striving to uplift themselves and their families, and 
r ’ His thoughts seek expression in his lan- | if they are of good moral character and can understand in any 
use he thinks in his language. If he seeks informa- way or any tongue, whether theirs or ours, concerning the rights, 


\ 








1906. 


CONGRESSIONAL RECO 








ORD—HOUSE. 


7035 


duties, obligations, and necessities devolving upon them by | Mr. STAFFORD. The general law covers all instance of 


reason of their acquisition of the inestimable privilege of citi- 
yenship. They should be granted the right which, in all justice 
to them and to ourselves, should be showered upon them as one 
of the great blessings of our free American institutions and 
force the world to acknowledge the truth of our boast of the 
equality of all within the confines of our own progressive coun- 
trv. | Applause. ] 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, just a moment or two 
state another amendment. In the amendments that were read 
from the desk two amendments that the committee intends to 
offer were omitted, and I desire to call the attention of 
Committee of the Whole to those amendments. On page 3, line 
» after the word “ State,” an amendment will be offered to in- 


sert the words “or Territory,” so that the Territorial courts 
having a seal and clerk and jurisdiction in actions in law in 


which the amount in controversy is unlimited, will be entitled 
to naturalize aliens. Another amendment that will be offered 


by the committee will be to lines 1 and 3, on page 14, which | 


relate to the fees to be charged for naturalization. The fees 
prescribed by the bill at the present time are $1 when the 
declaration of intention is made. That will remain the same 


Then, in line 1, of page 14, the word “ three” 
in lieu of the word “ five;” and in line 3 
“three” will also be inserted in lieu 


will be inserted 
of page 14 the word 
of the word “ five,” 


sO 


that the total fees for naturalization under the amendment that | 


will be offered by the committee will be $7 instead of $11. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Wiil the gentleman permit a question to 
be put right here regarding the fees? 

Mr, BONYNGE. Yes. 

Mr. STAFFORD. I would like to ask the gentleman what 
are the fees now provided by statute? 

Mr. BONYNGE. No statute of the United States regulates 
specifically the fees in naturalization proceedings. The fees are 
now regulated by the different States of the Union, and vary in 
every State, so we have about as many different fees charged 
for naturalization as we have States of the Union—pretty 
nearly as many. 

Mr. STAFFORD. 
for the filing and docketing of the petition and the $3 for the 
issuance of the certificate, what rule has the gentleman 
lowed in determining the proposed fees? 

Mr. BONYNGE. We endeavored, Mr. Chairman, to ascer- 
tain as near as we could, and it was largely a matter of con- 
jecture, what the expenses of the national supervision of natu- 
ralization would be. We were at first inclined to think that it 
would take at least $11, which we provided in the bill. Upon 
further consideration we have concluded that the fees provided 


for by the amendment which we will offer will be sufficient to | 


pay the expenses, and it is our desire to charge only a sufficient 
amount to cover the expenses of naturalization. 

Mr. STAFFORD. As I understand, one half of these fees 
is to be retained by the various clerks and the other half is to 
be sent to the Department of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Yes; for the purpose of maintaining the 
national bureau. 

Mr. STAFFORD. Is the gentleman acquainted with the law 
of 1898, which compels the clerks of the United States courts 
when they receive fees in naturalization cases to turn them over 


in toto into the Treasury of the United States rather than re- | 


tain them as they had been doing theretofore? 
Mr. BONYNGE. There was some reference to that statute 


during our hearings. The member of the committee who has 


this particular section especially in charge [Mr. BENNeET] will | 


undertake to take care of that provision when we reach the sec- 
tion. Now, Mr. Chairman, I did not take the fioor to consume 
the half hour which is allotted to this side. I answered a great 
many of these questions when the bill was under consideration 
before. I simply desired to have these amendments before the 
committee during the general discussion, and unless the gentle- 
man from New York desires to take the floor, I will yield ten 
minutes—— 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. 
tion of the gentleman. 

Mr. BONYNGE. A very short question I will answer. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What are the fees now in Federal courts 
for naturalization? 

Mr. BONYNGE. I think they vary in the different States. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. What is the minimum? 

Mr. BONYNGE. I can not answer the question; there is no 
general statute regulating fees in the Federal courts. 

Mr. STAFFORD. If the gentleman will pardon me, there is 


I rose for the purpose of asking a ques- 


a statute which regulates the fees of clerks for all services. 
Mr. BONYNGE. But no fees for naturalization are regulated. | earn a living is a very different ] 


to | 
| page G, line 11, I want to 


the | 


| 
' 
| 
| and 
In arriving at the revised figures of $3 | 
| 


fol- | 


| yield further. 
| 


naturalization, and they are not allowed to charge any mort 
naturalization than for like services in 
Mr. BONYNGE. No; probably 
Mr. SMITH of California. May 
tion? 
Mr. BONYNGE. You must 
half hour will be consumed. 
Mr. SMITH of California. 


other cases. 
not. 
l ask the 


rent itl nm GQues 


make the question 
I am going to make it short On 
the gentleman 
the word “ district; whether it means 
district court, or Congressional district? 
Mr. BONYNGE. What page and lin 
Mr. SMITH of California. ; 
the word “ district.” which 
Mr. BONY NGE. Why, it means 
the district of Alaska. 
Mr. SMITH of California. 
district or judicial district or 
Mr. BONYNGE. No: we ive 
nental America: We have the States, t! 
| of Columbia, and the district of Al 
| Which that word used I « not 
' misunderstand it. 
|} Mr. SMITH of California. 


1 
cS 


by ms quit 


the District of Columbia and 





} 


lerritories 
ska, and in the conne 


is aun conceive how an rmody 
It refers there i 
the jurisdiction of Federal courts. 
Mr. BONYNGE. I must ask the 
an argument that section. 


The gentleman 


n certain cas 


gentleman not to enter into 
now upon 
The CHAIRMAN. from Colorado declines to 

Mr. BONYNGE. I yield five 1 
Pennsylvania [Mr. ADAMS]. 

The CHAIRMAN. The 
recognized for five minutes. 


ninutes to the gentleman 


gentleman from Pennsylvania 


Mr. ADAMS of Pennsylvania. 


Mr. Chairman, I rise to ex 

press my interest in this bill, being a member of th mmitt 
having sat through all of the hearings, not only in this 
session of Congress, but in previous ones; and those li ngs 


being fortified by the commission which was appointed to 
vestigate and report on this subject, 1 think this legis! 





on ( 

serves almost if not the unanimous support of this House 
I am particularly interested and would call the attention 

| the House to the second provision of importance in this bill, 
which is that those who are about to become naturalized 

| citizens of the Republic should be made to establish the fact 
that they propose to live in this country. Having had to do 

|} somewhat with the foreign relations of our country, I have 

| had brought to my attention the great abuse in this regard. 

| People from the Far East come here and make their declara 

tions of becoming citizens and then take out their papers and 
return to the East, where they claim the citizenship of 1 
country in order to protect themselves against many of the 
annoyances which are imposed upon them by their native 
country. It has been carried to such an extent that we hay 
had several annoying cases where we have been obliged to 
step in and protect these quasi citizens against difficulties in 
which they have become involved through business reasons 1 

| others in the country in which they reside. 

I have no desire, Mr. Chairman, to put any restrictions ex 

| proper ones upon those who wish to enjoy the er rivil 

| of citizenship of the United States, but I have a very strong pro 
test to make against anyone who wishes to secure tl great priv 

| lege, a privilege that should be prized by the applicant, for the 
purpose of simply using it as a matter for his business C1 

|} ests and to seek the protection of this country when he n 

|} become involved in any difficulty abroad. So much has th 

| been abused that we have, in the case of Jerusalem, nearly 1,000 
people who have secured our citizenship and who seek protection 
| in this country whenever they may get involved 1 any diffi 

| culties there. The provisions of this bill throw a sat 


around this abuse. In my judgment it is one of the 
tant features of this proposed legislation. It will tend to 


vent this imposition on the libs 


rality with which we « 





right to foreigners to become citizens of the ted ul I 
| trust that that provision will receive the hearty suppor 
| House. 
The provision, also, which insists that they s l be ( 
read and understand the English language is ce) 
|} one. I am one of those, Mr. Chairman, who bel t ! 
| to admit immigrants to this country without t edu 
test, although when that bill comes, as it stands, I 1 ‘ 
| for it, because we had better have that rest tion tl n 
all. But, sir, the admission of a man to this co 


proposition 
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ecome a citizen to participate in the making of laws and the | 
i Members to this House and to participate in our 


ing to know how and why these men made a plant of their own 
supply these certificates of naturalization. 

We now have a charge pending against the clerk of the court + 
the southern district of New York for issuing improperly certifi: 
of naturalization. He would, according to the evidence that we 
obtain a certificate bearing the proper seal of the court and the 
ture of the clerk, but with the name of the applicant not filled i; 
would then dispose of that certificate, in blank, without the nan, 
the applicant. The applicant would take it outside and would {i! 
the name of the party desiring it; and for doing this the clerk rec 
a certain sum of money. After a while he began to increase his pr 

that these Italians who we found were carrying on this | 
thought it would be cheaper to make naturalization certificates { 
selves, which they did. 
Now, in the city of New York—I must speak of that, because 
K s been there—we find this naturalization fraud in almost 

ilar that you can think of. Not only, as I say, have these p; 
in blank, that have the seal of the court and the signature of th: 
upon them, filled in, but papers already filled in are taken 
name is erased from them, and they are sold to other Italians 
speaking particularly of Italians, because our work has been 
in that line The name has been filled in. Then they get what 
call certified copies, or duplicate certificates, from the court 
issued them. Those certificates are obtained and are sold to other 
ties, or the name is erased therefrom and other names inserted. 
alien who can not answer the questions that 
e clerk of the court and by the judge of the co 
his to come in, and he will substitute for the 
e paper; the paper will be issued in the name of t 

or I it, but it will be passed by the substit 


e substitute. 


¢ 
il OI 


Mr Chairman 

Does the gentleman 
gentieman fre New York [ Mr. 
Mis ‘ennsylvania. I would 


DFOGLE. 
CHAIRMAN, 


ADA 


. GO 
The from Pennsylvania 
GOLDFOGLE ] ? 
like to do so, but I 


oO! 


ate 
Pea Le 


the of our Govern- | so 
a very serious re 
and thinking man will 
nan who is to partici- 
and other officers 
to understand the 
ean he inform him- 

Liow ‘an he 


may be involved in 


i] in freedom 
Representatives is 
any reasoning 
that the 
of C 
should be 

Liow 


Covern 


osition 


wol 
part 


hers ongress 


1] 
able 
else 


dire 


? 
else « 


Then, again, an 
it to 


mI 

i 
et a 

nl 


) J ield. 
issues involved 


; him by th 
in friend 
un- anding th 


requiring it 
h > f 


of 
ly informed 


him 


or , 
ASKING 


inform on t of tl 


lin, gentlemen, we have this: Aliens who 
to the final papers (which I here designate 
naturalization), even though they have been coa 
questions that are propounded to them, will go into tl} 
that they are 18 or under the age of 18, so that they 
al papers without the necessity of having a first pap 
‘men, they acquire these papers in any manner tl! 
An alien will go into court; he will obtain a pa 
for instance, his witness will come in and swe 
the age of 18 when he arrived in this country, 
crroborate that by swearing that he was wnder t 


will take that paper. He may stay here 
and then he will go abroad and sell it to another alien 
of ; or if he has an alien friend in Italy whom he wants to 
over to this country, he will send that paper over to Burop« 
friend will take that paper and represent himself as a citizen w 
passes through the immigration department. Not only that, but 
here have finished with their papers, they send them 
them. So that, gentlemen, it necessary, in this te 
|, to provide against certain abuses that we have found out 
» prosecution of these cases. 

There one other thing of which I 


are not e1 


of age 


leman has expired. ; 
id five minutes to the > 
during the month of March 
‘Tennessee [ Mr. Hovus- 
made by Marcus 


= Sse 
it a . 


he 

himse 

of 18. 
He 


country, 


under 


inspector of immigration r 
° . : Wil 


the matter fully, have inter- 
and Labor, and 
ade that 


‘sommerce desire at 


a few years 


on occasion 


y, House bill No. 15442 
m and Naturalization, is of 
establishment bu 
and for a uniform rule 
liens throughout the United States. 


ion for years, watched the operation | farther, that is the matter of first 
| introduced bills the and present | laws « city of New York, in order to allow an alien to p 
ha : eneatian te ae i - must ei show the first paper—the declaration of intentio: 
the prevalent ler our pres- ; ‘ane ccna ’ ae maaan” thoes 
how his certificate of naturalization. Consequently the 
in, and they will obtain a first paper; they will go up 
* bureau and secure their license; then they will go and dis 
this first paper or declaration of intention to a friend and he 
ro and get a license, and they will send that from friend to friend 

Mr. BonynGr. Substituting different names? 

Mr. Hoventon. The same name. 

Mr. BonynGs. The same name? 

appalling. Mr. Hoventon. The same name, and, unfortunately, there 
account of techni- | law now on the statute books of the United States prohibiting 
and Federal law. | img of this declaration of intention; so that you will find that 

e “"“* | paragraph here is practically the same as in the Revised Statut 
they exist to-day. 

y BONYNGE. Pardon me just a moment, Mr. Houghton 

to getting these licenses under the same name—then does 
license run to half a dozen people of the same name? 

Mr. Horvenron. It will run to a dozen; but you see 

Mr. BonynGe. And does each man continue his business und 
license under a different name than his own, then? 

Mr. Hovucuron. Under a different name than his own. 

Mr. Marx. Perhaps the gentleman does not understand the nec 
for a license These are licenses which are issued to push-cart 
diers to go through the streets. 

Mr. Bonynce. Yes; I understand that. Then 
carry on their business under the same name? 

Mr. Marx. Half a dozen people under one name, just 
were half a dozen different people of the same name? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Yes. 

Mr. Marx. The license clerk, of course, could not 


aliens 


of a is m 


sell 


want to befor: 


is 
and 
the 


speak 
quest papers. Under the mi 
in last 
glaring evils un 
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y for the southern district of 
ad so many cases of false natu- 
ind ‘arriage of the 
1903 investigat- 


ites, a general mise 
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were 


they spent il 


months 


coveries made truly 

‘ial were set aside on 
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me early in the os 
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se occurred March 

the testimony of 

farx, esq., assistant 

the bill referred to 


mentioned : 
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of the committee, half a dozen | 
district 

he assistance 

district attorney, 
naturalization cases, I 


iry measul 


at 
attorney 
of Mr. 
who was 
drafted 


if t 


as 


tell the diff 
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as this is—that is, 
al of consideration, 
of making aliens 
that in drafting 
already have and 
t they are to-day. 
in the city of 
*ve should 
tain of t] 


So 


ling 


uralization, I will 
time i short, 
Ci kuow 


ipon t 
stigation 
ints were 
We 
which 
coun 
nearly 
interest 


; work 
ple t by 

having a 
to copy, 


rather 


as 


is 


because there is nothing in the paper to ine 
indicate that they are the same people. 


Mr. GOuLDEN. Will Mr. Houghton explain before he goes any furt 
important 


why naturalization papers 
ployment in the city bureaus? 
Mr. Hovewron. Oh, yes; I 
‘jally the Italians 
! }, in becoming naturalized citizens. 
w York no alien can i 
naturalized citizen; and as the pay is 
of evel Italian who comes over to 
ment under the city. So he goes and 
led or not, 
elve or fifteen dollars for it, 
obtains employment. 
( w to this bill, gentlemen. 
a case which I tried 
One minute, Mr. Houghton. 
ge in the time? 
No; that is the same. 
2 is slightly different, because tl 


these are 80 
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object 
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course 
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difference, 
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+} 
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goes to the civil service, is 
That is the objec tT. 


paragraph was inse 


wil 


juired or authorized in this act may be taken before a j 
named 


ty 


in 


clerk, or special 
paragraph 1,” that 


deputy clerk « 
paragraph gi 


if 
ving 


the 


courts 
the 


ihe same $ 
id act, before whom naturalization proceedings may be institut 


The object of this paragraph, gentlemen, is this (I cite cases | 


our experience comes from cases which we 


have 


tried) : 


I 


tried 


case of a man who appeared as a witness in a naturalization case. 


Lie 
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was a man who had appeared many times as a witness in order to obtain | 
turali — papers for his fr iends. In that case, appearing as a wit- 





| 
ness, he 1k the oath before the deputy clerk of the court issuing the 

: Sear ‘of naturalization. In it he swore that he had known the 
ant for five years, which he must do under the statute. It was | 

d that he had not known him for five years; he had only known 

m for a month or two. The paper was held up; the certificate was 

issued because of certain other facts that the judge found out. But 

; nuch as the law of the State of New York allows an oath to be 

1 before the clerk or deputy clerk of a court, we contended that 

m¢ he had made a false os ima naturalization proceeding 

s ‘et to indictment in the Federal courts. | 

at t st trial there was a disagreement by the jury. At the 


i trial he was convicted. Before 


sentence was passed counsel 
» defendant 


raised the point that, inasmuch as the oath had been 
ken before a deputy clerk, and there was no statute of the United 
tes permitting that oath to be taken before a deputy clerk of the 

notwithstanding the State court allows it, the Federal court had 














risdiction. The judge wrote an elaborate opinion sustaining the 
ention of counsel, and the defendant was discharged. Now, it has 
held by the court of appeals of the State of New York that the 
courts do not have cognizance of offenses of this character. 
Consequently —— 
Mr ‘ROBB: Will you allow me to interrupt you? 
r, HovuGHTon. Yes. 
Ropes. Was your attention called to the prosecution of those 
Y ralization frauds in St. Louis? 
F HovuGHTON. Yes. 
R ;. Before Judge Adams? 
Marx. There is a higher decision than that of Judge Adams, and 
the decision of the circuit court of appeals of the United States, 


( in two Federal cases; and the decision of the court of a7 
s of the State of New York may not have been called to his atte 




























3 \ir. HovucuTon. So that we stand in this predicament, so far as our 
iction is concerned—that in the great city of New York, where we 
») many cases, we can not prosecute these people in the State 
ts. and, under the learned decision of Judge Thomas, we can not 
ute them in the Federal courts. 
ir. R The change that you make is putting in the words “ dep- 
ie cler] and * special depu ty 7" 
Mr. HovuGcHtTon. 1 am specifying the officers before whom they may 
executed, and putting the words “any oath” in this act. 
Mr. MArx. You see, paragraph 2 of the old act simply says “ the 
s required in paragraph 1.” That refers to a declaration of inten- 
This covers every oath. 
{r. HouGHTon. Every oath. 
Mr. Marx. Because it has been held that the oath of a witness 
h is taken upon a final examination is extra judicial and can not 
nished; and consequently this makes it apply to every oath. 
Mr. HOUGHTON. Yes. Now, I will hurry along. There is so much 
iis, gentlemen, that I do not know just what to say and what not 
l aph 3 is entirely new. 
ie object of that paragraph is that we may have some description 
lich we can go at the time an alien gets his first papers, as we 
‘ m, or makes his declaration of intention. An alien will apply 
{ papers, and he will give incorrectly the date of his arrival, 
i give his age as eighteen or seventeen—for what purpose? So 
t he ean sooner obtain his final papers. So that, gentlemen, this 
atter of great importance. If he produces, before the clerk who 
s this declaration of intention, a certificate from the port of entry 
ng his age, the date of his arrival, and some description of him, 
the clerk of the court, looking at that, the minute he asks these 
( tions, can tell whether he is answering falsely or correctly. Then 
gentlemen, it will save substitution, because we will have a 
cription. When these aliens come in, as they do every day, and 
“T have lost my declaration of intention, will you give me another 
the clerk will at once refer to this certificate. He can refer to 
that, and from the description and from the answers to the questions 
that are put to him he can see whether the man who originally obtained 
declaration of intention has really lost it, or whether the man | 
/ fore him is somebody else coming in and trying to get a declaration 
ih 


. ntic yn under the name of another person, which is done every day. 
i So that provision is for identification, and to enable the clerk of the 
a court to see whether the applicant, 
pose of issuing to him his first papers, 


is telling the truth or Py 
Mr. MARX. 


If the gentlemen of the committee have no objection, I 





















reak in wherever a suggestion has been omitted. i 
Mr. GoutpEN. This is Mr. Marx, gentlemen, special assistant United 
x . es attorney, who had charge of these cases. 
Marx. As the time is so short, it might perhaps be better if I 
i break in wherever Mr. Houghton forgets any particular point, 
i that will save a subsequent statement on the subject. 
Vith regard to this question of identification by means of a certifi- 
cate from the Commissioner of Immigration, that certificate will abso- 
y and correctly give the age of the immigrant, because in all for- 
eign countries —— England, in such countries as Italy, the country 
a that we have mainly in view, no man can leave without o btaining a 
passport, and of course the passport is issued on the certificate of his 
, th, and certain other papers; so that when he comes to the port of 
E vy York he has in his possession a passport which correctly gives 
t date of his birth. 
Consequently, at the first step in his process of becoming a citizen, 
we have the correct date of his birth; so that when we ask the Com- 
! ner of Immigration to take the date from his records (we prac 
E 1 y do that by compelling the man, before he can file his declaratior 
ke. ntentions, to produce this certificate of the Commissioner of Immi- 
a n), we have on record the correct date, not from the man’s mem 
Rt, not as he and his friends would wish us to have it, but as it actu 
bs y appears from the certificate of his birth at the place where he was 
re 1 in Italy. In that way, by means of this certificate, we know ex 
‘ tly the date on which the man was born; and no man can then say 
that he arrived in the United States under the age of 18 if such was 


the case. That is the object of the certificate, in addition to fur 


Fe nishing the description of the alien, which prevents any possibility of 
B any mistake being made as to his age at the time of arrival. 
Bs _ You will note that there is a further qualification there in regard to 


e counter signature of the final paper. That really comes in later, 
it it might, perhaps, have a place here, and might be an additional 
, security against the possibility of these declarations of intention being 

improperly issued to two or three people using the same piece of 
, paper. While that would, perhaps, be something 


of a hardship if a 





when he is being examined for the | 
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man has only been a 
















his residence 
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thus making it a l l oath. ¢ 


in the oath, 


Then, in to that, an aff 
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conjunction - Dp Ss pt 
in that affi lishable a I 


whi ‘ 
decision in 
the page of i ase 
you will find it annotated 
really the foundation of tl 
that the United States cor 
having none, the culprit 

I might say right here 
















































we have not yet reached 

ored i t these witnesses 

of cer es of citizenship by 
think rt in that I will l l 
posed to the indictment 

point the circuit court of Ww 
we are amending th iay g 
required to go to the courts and 
to help us out. 

Another thing followit y that v 
slipped Mr. Houghton’s mind f t 
it marked, is this 

The CHAIRMAN. Gentlemen, I 
but we have not the permission of t 

Mr. Marx. Can I have just x 

The CHAIRMAN. Yes: we will ex 

Mr. Marx. Because this is the ¢g 

The CHAIRMAN. W » right 

Mr. Hovcuron (to Mr. Marx 
you have in nd. 

Mr. Marx. This is t t 

Mr. H ) Yes; 1 t here 

r. MARX reading . 4 
I ed in this « lition t 
co by the clerk it 
in ap] ‘ 
te lade | t of t I 
t collect of t I t ’ 
com! sioner <¢ I grat of 
his a dat v t 
r y des 
count red y t id 
issues the san s l at 

Now, gent this 
the old law ~ ‘ vit 
def s W ve f d he 
t ne rer ic N ; 

I evi u t 
Of « se that l Is 1 
we wis t { t \ 

] ived r 
I est t lat stea 
us ncort tiv the I 
¢ ther 3 no ind 1 

\ : air 
on * ’ 
hic « . ; oe f 
f for Vv h is p 
1¢ havir n addit x t 
vide 1 t id k 
tl xa t ‘ 1 ’ 7 

That is in ‘ hay 

Y i f < n t 3 
when I m 
er howing |! f 
1 subsequently stati 


year or six months in the country, it . r 
protection, through the commissioner's tificate 
misrepresenting his age, because f de I 
followed right through to his final 

Mr. HouGuTon. Paragraph 5 is 1 upon the 
ception that in the old law, in additi to the 
residence must be proved by one witt i cit I 
I have put in here “ two citizens ‘ 

Of course when an applicant apps 
witness is subject to examination 
second paper. The judge, by exar two 
will obtain the truth I ; n 
with one. One witns be pri 
as to what he will say he is j l 
can readily see that > al 

j} and two witnesses—when they ‘ 
the examination by the court as 1 t 
} paper, the danger « swearing fa 
not probable that t » pers the 
could so r f hy 
made would not det: it It iss I 
I have put that i = 
mouths of three perso! is, t 
| 
‘ r P I 
ht Manne 4 

Mr LARX t n that | H 
forgotten. The i chang 1 t 
cant shall in all cas e requ I 
is in line 6, | e4 The old act 
that the old act says that “ the 
not be proof of the facts ré i 
held that those caths were ext 
efficient under the statute Const 
tain decisir t! b¢ i 
changed the | uag I 

But the oatl t pi 
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he 


‘event 


than in order 
to pl 
getting 


That 
alien fr 
dupli 
friend 


accomplishes one thing. Then, 
taking his declaration of intention, 
and using those duplicates to get 
s, we have this qualification that he shall 

intersign in the presence of the officer issuing the certificate; and 
hat countersign goes through the entire bill up to the date. of his 
naturalization; and it is provided in the bill that he shall countersign 
his final papers in the presence of the officer of the court granting the 
certificate of naturalization. So that by that means we have the coun- 
ter signature, we have the signature of the applicant from the very min- 
ute he takes his first step in his process of becoming a citizen of the 
United States, and then we have the clerk of the court having each 
preceding paper before him before another paper is issued; and in that 
manner there can be no impersonation and no fraud. 

That is the point of this provision. 

That brings us back to the argument which I heard while I was 
sitting here, as to the educational qualifications of immigrants; and of 
course that is an open question, I admit. But in the United States, 
where citizenship rapidiy increasing in value, I think our citizen- 
ship should be worth something. 

Mr. BoNyNGE. You provide that the applicants must be able to write 
their names? 

Mr. Marx. Well, if the man has any 
will do is to learn to write his name, and if he has no intelligence he 


actually did. 
that same 

or three 
for his various 


two ates, 


is 


can be taught to write his name, if he has enough brains to be willing | 
Consequently, we do not go as far as this | 


month 
was discussed before we arose. 

We do not compel the immigrant to have an educational qualifica- 
tion, but we compel him to have enough intelligence to be able 
learn to write his name before he declares his first intention to become 
a citizen. And if citizenship in the United States is to be held so 
cheap that to attain it a man will not take the trouble to 


to study for, say, a 
bill that 


g 
48) 


as a 


to 


safeguard to prevent fraud, then I 
become a citizen. 

Mr. Apams. I know they are so kept now; but are the records of 
the Immigration Bureau in such shape that this man can get his data 
easily ? 

Mr. HovGnton. Yes. 

Mr. Marx. Why, if this bill passes, I suppose it can only apply to 
future immigrants. The bill provides for certain fees. Of course 
the immigration is so large that they will amount to a hundred times 
more than will be ry to pay for the clerk. 
Commissioner would be in duty bound, in order to be able to comply 
with the law, to have a clerk, and to keep these things in tabulated 
form, or, 
first, 
hundreds 
absolutely 


say 


necess 


names, for we have so many 
every year that it would 
to tabulate the names and arrange them alpha 
betically up to the third or fourth letter of the names before they 
can referred to readily. Then the Government will have a vast 
amount of money on hand from this source. 
Mr. Hoveutron. I just want to say this: 
the issuing of duplicates or certified copies; because, let me tell you, 
rentlemen, that every single day in our courts there is a line of men 
t rea from here to the street, three-fourths of whom are not 
ing in there to get their final papers, but to get duplicates ; 
no way on earth for the clerk of the court, or any man connected 
the cour to tell whether the person who applies for the dupli- 
is a per who originally applied or not. They issue 
licates, and these aliens take these duplicates and not only use 
for their friends in the city, but send them over to Europe and 
nto the country; that persons who are not entitled to 
them do they and their sons, if they have sons. They do 
i gentlemen; and this is to prevent that 
Mr. Powe! Why should they issue these duplicates? 
Mr. HOUGHTON 
uur investigation in 


of the 
of immigrants 


and third letters 


thousands 


second, 
of 
necessary 


he 


‘hes 


son 
so 
SbO 
ASS 


these 
to 


that when 
they have 


found 


boards, 


New York City we 
would appear bef the civil-service 
the examination so that they 
irtment, sometimes out of 25 papers 12 would be fraudulent; out 
20 would be fraudulent; and that is the way it has been 
They would be fraudulent in one way or another, as I have 
d: and there would be a great many of those duplicates, 
duplicates 


MARx Mr. Douglass 


re as 


pass 
} 
) 


rs 


pap 


asked why they issue those duplicates. 
and if the clerk refuses to issue you a 
naturalization paper on record, not your 
an get a mandamus and compel him to 

is because a duplicate is simply a certified 
rd, and anybody in the world entitled to a cer- 
irt record which is not sealed, as is done in divorce 


» to the clerk's office, 
duplicates any 
any l*« ‘ise's, you ¢ 


is 


equently this will be the only exception upon the statute books, 
lerk authorized by law not to give a duplicate to anybody 
similarly to the iture upon his records. 
absolute saf iard. Of course, we will admit that this law, 
is not perfect We working naturalization 
ve expect to take, perhaps, a before we halfway clean 
hip of the United States and get rid of these fraudu- 

It will take perhaps, about a year. 
live and learn, and by the time we get 
up we will know more isely what is needed 
we convicted two me¢ ind sent one of them 
two years: t day bef we sent about seven 
County Penitentiary and we have about fifty 
orrow and the next day and Friday. We hope 
for varying terms, in that way we 
fteen hundred people in the city of 
and so inflict the punishment upon 
will not forget it time to 
when they will fors the 


is 
countersign Sig 
are on these 
vear 
tizens 


i us, 


will 


} 
ne 


l New York 
the general 
come. But 
unless law is safe- 
these abuses prevail elsewher 

yes; 1 over the country 

case referred to me for 

it having been sent 
ment of State, where it w 
ir of 
judge 
he was 


al 
investigation by the 
to the Department of Jus- 

‘up to” a judge in the 
the upper countie After my investi- 
that he was careless; and I 
criminally careless, but under 
the cancellation of the 
was satisfied to have 


one 
admitted 
ain 
t t 


to consen to 


The Department 


ost 
3 WwW ng 
and let it go at th 


urse taken, because th 
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intelligence, the first thing he | 


to } 


to aj} 
school for a few weeks and learn to write his name, which we require 
that man is not entitled | 


Consequently the | 


rather, indexed according to names, or even according to the | 


be | 


This is a safeguard against | 


and there | 
those | 


vote | 


They do it; and I want to tell you, gentlemen, that | 


can obtain positions in the | 


expec t to | 


re was a possible element of doubt as to | matters. 


May 17. 


good faith on the part of the judge, and it was thought that a eo; 
tion would not lie. We, therefore, did not think we ought to smi; 
man’s character under such circumstances, especially as the man 
been highly vouched for, and had only been on the bench about a 
But that is the situation all through the State of New York. : 

Mr. GOULDEN, Were many of these certificates sold? 

. _ HOUGHTON. Oh, a great many; and they have paid up to 
or them. 

Mr. MArRx. Every man that has been arrested has admitted 
amounting to a hundred; and when a culprit admits that he xs 
hundred the probabilities: are that he sold a thousand. They 
sold them from $12 as the minimum price up to——— 

Mr. Hoventron. Sixty-five. 

Mr. Marx. I have had a bunch of them at $50. 

Now, it does not stop at the State of New York. The Arme 
do it up in Rhode Island. They have been prosecuted. The ay: 
ties there have endeavored to stop it. The trouble is that some 
— of the courts are in collusion with these people; I will 
that. 

Some of the county clerks in the State of New York are will 
close one eye in these cases, because in that manner they are 
sell these papers; they sell these poor devils “red, white, and 
papers,” as they call them, with a little ornamentation, a red, 
and blue American flag on them, and charge them $2.50 instead 
dollar. That extra dollar and a half goes into the county clerk's | 
All that is stopped by this provision; and it prevents the poss 
of these fellows walking up like a bunch of sheep and simply h: 
in their two dollars and a half and getting a paper whether th: 
entitled to it or not. 

_ Mr. HovugutTon. Now, gentlemen, General Burnett's letter 
Goulden, which I dictated, explains the rest of these paragraphs. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I am going to submit that. 

Mr. HouGuron,. The one in reference to giving power to the d 
attorney to summon witnesses is especially important. 

Mr. Marx. If the gentleman will wait fer just a moment on that 
point——— 

Mr. BonyNGE, What is the point? 

Mr. Marx. This is a new paragraph, which gives the district att 
power to subpoena all citizens of the United States for examinat 
the event of suspicion as to the genuineness of their papers. 

Mr. ADAMS. What page is it on? 

Mr. Marx. Page 7, paragraph 11. In the State of New Yo 
do not need that law, because we have a superintendent of el 
who is authorized by statute to subpena all witnesses. This pa: 
is copied from the State law, I believe, and is practically the s: 
the State law. We simply go to the superintendent of electior 
so long as he is in sympathy with this movement he subpena 
voters whom we ask; and under the stress of that subpena t 
examined, and we can ascertain from their admissions wheth: 
papers are genuine or not. 

tut outside of the State of New York, there is not any such 
and as this prosecution is going to continue, starting from New )\ 
as the center we are going to work westward; we are going up to 
then out to Buffalo; then we are going to work our way to Chicag 
St. Louis, and go right to the coast and back, and clean up the ci 
ship throughout the United States. We need some such provisio: 
side of the State of New York. We do not care for it for the Sta 
New York, because we have that power there as long as we hay 
superintendent of elections who is willing; but outside of the State 
need it very badly. 

‘There is no law now in the United States permitting us to us 
testimony of a person convicted of a crime. In the case that I re 
to in the beginning, against the clerk of the court, we were 
because we had no law permitting us to use the testimony of a jx 
convicted of a crime, to pardon five of these parties who had 
implicated in naturalization frauds. 

Mr. Ross. You say that a man who is convicted of a crime can 
testify ? 

Mr. HoventTon. He can not testify—not in the United States « 

Mr. Ross. Then there was a very grievous error in the pros‘: 
of those cases in St. Louis. 

Mr. MArx. That was under a State law, was it not? 

Mr. Ross. They were prosecuted in the Federal courts. 

Mr. HouGHTon. You can not do it in the Federal courts. 

Mr. Ross. These men were taken out of the penitentiary and 
down there to testify, and they were afterwards pardoned on 
testimony given. 

Mr. Marx. Counsel for the defense did not raise the objection 

Mr. Ross. A very able judge tried the case I know. 

Mr. Marx. Well, he did not raise the objection; he may not 
understood the point. 

Mr. HoucHTon. But it can not be done under the United States 

Mr. BonynGe. They pardoned them afterwards, you say? 

Mr. Ross. Yes; they pardoned them afterwards. 

Mr. Hovucuron. They can not do it under the United States 
and in the State of New York there is a provision to that effe 
as I say, that point was raised on us. 

Mr. BonyNnGe. Which is your section, please? 

Mr. HovenTon. Section 8, page 13. I have therefore put a s 
in there which so provides that we will not have to pardon p 
convicted of a crime when we wish to use them to give evidenc 
trace out the line of a crime. Many a time we have to use a ) 
convicted of a crime; and, as I say, in this case where we hay 
the clerk of the court on trial, we had to pardon five persons, 
each one was a necessary link in proving our case and corrobo! 
others. So that that is a very important section to be passed. 

Mr. Marx. I would like to say just one word in conclusion 

The CHAIRMAN. I think we will have to adjourn here, gentleme: 

Mr. Marx. Just one minute, Mr. Chairman; it will not tal 
one minute. I want to say this—that during this year we w 
learning more about this naturalization law; and if the bill 
present state is passed, and a commission, say of lawyers, is 
pointed to revise the naturalization laws between this session and 
next session of Congress. we will then be in a position to get u| 
absolutely perfect naturalization bill. 

After consultation with the President, Attorney-General, 
the Secretary of Commerce and Labor, I introduced a joint 
| olution in lieu of the bills named, providing for the appointu 
| of a commission of three to investigate the whole matte 
| to report a measure that would remedy the eyils and simp 
This resolution was reported from the committee, 











1906. 





carrying with it an appropriation of $5,000 for the actual 


necessary expenses, but met with the opposition of the Speaker ; 
hence failed being enacted into law. 

The President, realizing the importance of the matter, how- 
ever, named a commission consisting of three, one from the 
Attorney-General’s office, one from the Department of Com- 
merce and Labor, and one from the United States Treasury. 
This commission made a thorough examination, and two re- 
ports have been made, from which the committee, in the wis- 
dom of its members and with some additions, have brought in 
bv a unanimous vote bill No. 15442, now under discussion. It 
is a comprehensive measure, embodying the salient points of 
House bill No. 12762, introduced in 1903, and reintroduced in 
the present Congress in December, 1905, by myself, and known 
as No. $424. [Applause.] 

It is made up of thirty-two sections and, taken as a whole, 
seems satisfactory, except that portion of section 9 requiring an 
alien to be able to read, speak, and understand the English 
language. I would favor an amendment to strike that out, as 
the other portion of this section is sufficient to afford the proper 
protection to the sanctity of the ballot. I shall offer an amend- 
ment later striking out this clause, or at least these words, on 
page 9, section 9, line 24, “read” and “ understand.” The fees 
having been reduced by the committee, I have no objections to 
that section. 
that the bill is not drastic enough in its punishment of the 
crimes against the laws entitling aliens to the great boon of 
American citizenship. No one not familiar with the subject 
could possibly realize the extent of the evils and the dangers 
attending this matter of assimilating the alien into our body 
politic and making citizens that are to help us guard and :ad- 
vance our glorious free institutions. This bill will do much 
to stop fraud and to help purify the atmosphere in the matter 
of naturalization. It is therefore entitled to our favorable con- 
sideration. [Applause.] 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield ten minutes’ time to 
the gentleman from Indiana [Mr. CRUMPACKER]}. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, the dominant purpose 
of the bill under consideration is to protect American citizen- 
ship against the fraudulent naturalization of aliens, and inci- 
dentally to impose additional qualifications on the right to 
become a citizen. The bill, in the main, is a good one. It 


contains a number of wholesome safeguards against fraudu- | 
lent naturalization, and it provides for the cancellation of | 


certificates of citizenship that have been procured through 
fraud and perjury. 

In my opinion naturalization laws should be rigidly pro- 
tected against fraud and imposition, and, on the other hand, 
they should be fairly liberal, so that practically all of the people 
who come from foreign countries to permanently identify 
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| 
| 


| Texas, Oregon, and Wisconsin an alien may vote upon 
If I had any other criticism to make, it would be | 





F039 


he shall finally be unable to secure citizenship, he 











will be al 
gether without a sovereign to look to for protection in exi 
cies that might possibly arise. He will be a man without 
sovereign. Of course an alien who lives in this country wit 
the permission of this Government is bound to yield a tem) 
rary and qualified allegiance to the Government, and, on tl 
other hand, the Government is obliged to secure to him a < 
respondingly qualified protection, but he is not a citizen. Many 


of the rights and privileges of citizenship, such as the owners 
of land and the inheriting of property, denied in man) 
States to aliens, do not belong to him. In my judgment, Mr 
Chairman, it would be better to have no preliminary 
tion of intention at all. The commission appointed by Pres 
dent Roosevelt a short time ago to investigate the subject of 
naturalization, in its report submitted to Congress last Decem 
ber, recommended the abolition of the 


1 ; 
aeciara 


declaration of inten 
tion. This country and Mexico are the only countries th 
require a preliminary declaration as a condition precedent to 
citizenship. The bill provides adequate means to ascert: 
the identity of an applicant for citizenship; so the prelimina 


declaration can subserve no useful purpose, and it may in son 
instances work an irreparable hardship. In the States 
Arkansas, Indiana, Kansas, Michigan, 





Missouri, Nebraskn, 


COTDDLY 
ing with the State laws, after having made his preliminary decla 
ration to become a citizen of the United States. Under possib 

exigencies of American politics the election of a President and 
Vice-President and the determination of the 


policies ot ti 


Government might be determined by the votes of aliens. In all 
| the other States no person is allowed to vote who is not a cit 

zen of the United States. If the preliminary declaration of 
intention should be dispensed with, no alien could vote in the 
nine States I have mentioned. Sir, I believe the election laws 


ought to prevent anyone from participating in elections in this 
country until he has become a citizen of the United States 
There have been numerous frauds committed agai 
naturalization laws, chiefly in the large cities of the 
These frauds have been induced in the main by the desire to 
vote, to secure protection abroad, and to secure rights and priv 
leges under the labor laws of some of the States and municipal! 
ties, which prevent anyone who is not a citizen of the Unite 
States from being employed in any public work. An alien who 
has declared his intention to become a citizen and yet 
comply with the requirement that he shall read and understand 
the English language in order to consummate his citizenship 
denied employment in any kind of public work in a number of 
the States and cities. I have been informed that the State 
Department has considered 


count 


possible modification of treaties 


| with foreign countries in order that immigrants from those 


themselves with us may be enabled to become citizens and share | 


the privileges and immunities of citizenship and be required 
to assist in bearing the burdens of government and contribut- 
ing toward its defense. I conceive it to be a very unwise pol- 
icy for this or any other country to permit a substantial num- 
ber of aliens to live permanently within its borders without 
enjoying the rights and bearing the responsibilities of citizen- 
ship. Our serutiny and care ought to be directed, in the main, 


to the admission of aliens at our ports, in the first place. | 
Our policy should be to admit no alien into this country for | 
permanent residence whom we do not believe at the time of his 


admission will become fitted for ultimate citizenship, and I 
express the hope that at an early day Congress will enact 

law imposing more rigid restrictions upon immigration. I 
do not mean to be understood as favoring such restrictions as 
will keep from our shores men of foreign birth who will thor- 
oughly identify themselves with our civilization and our sys- 
tem of Government. This country owes much of the splendid 
condition it enjoys to-day to the contributions made toward its 
general advancement by men of foreign birth, and it has always 
been the policy of the Government to be liberal in admitting 
those from foreign countries whose presence here will tend 
to promote the general upbuilding of our civilization. 

Some criticism might justly be made against the provision 
in the bill requiring a preliminary declaration of intention be- 
fore ultimate citizenship can be granted. The bill provides 
hat the preliminary declaration must be made not less than 
wo hor more than five years before the final application for 
citizenship. In order to secure citizenship the applicant must 
be free from certain objectionable qualities described in the 
ill, and he must be able to read and understand the English 
language. In his preliminary declaration he is not required 
to possess the educational qualifications. By his declaration of 
intention an alien severs his allegiance to his foreign sovereign, 
and still he does not become a citizen of the United States. 


countries may be entitled during their sojourn here to 


alil 
privileges and immunities of citizenship in so far as indust 
rights are concerned. It would, in my judgment, be 
doubtful propriety for the Government to-enter into treaties of 
that character. It would most likely excite deep feeling and 
hostility on the part of States and municipalities. 
I desire to call the attention of the House especial tl] 
| abuses that grow out of the right of protection of naturalized 
citizens in foreign countries. A great many aliens come to this 
country, remain long enough to comply with the natura 
laws and secure certificates of citizenship, then retu 
country of their nativity, take up permanent residence 
and claim protection of the United States as Amer 
Many fraudulent certificates of citizenship have bee ssued to 
this class of aliens. Many certificates that are pure geries 
have been sold and claim has been made thereunder for the } 
tection of this country in foreign lands. Abuses have be 
such that it is a constant source of embarrassment-and ir 
tion between the United States and certain foreign governments 
It is the policy of our laws to issue passports to all « 
who desire to travel abroat? auc to protect natur | 
in foreign countries to ihe same extent as ni: e 
protected. The laws of the country and the 
ernment have made absolutely no dist mn be 
naturalized citizens either at home o1 ro 
make no distinction. When an alien beco 
United States in good faith he is entitled 
and immunities of citizenship wherever he may vlitt v | 
whether at home or abroad, but 
intention of remaining only long enough to 
and then to go to a foreign « rj I 
claim the protection of this Govern t : frafid 
against the United States, but it would be ‘ y 
country to which he went t 
In all of the non-Christian « tries, excepting Japan, and 


If i in some semibarbarous countries t! United States, under 
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cial trea 
tries the 
laws and 
sular 


citizens living in those coun- 
right to be tried upon criminal charges, not under the | 
in the courts of those countries, but in American con- 
courts in accordance with American law and usages. 
is what is called “ the policy of extraterritoriality.” It is 
boast of this Government that it adequately safeguards the | 
rights of cit who are on trial for life or liberty, and the | 
fact that these safeguards may be carried by 
into fore 
dividual 
mable vs 


ties, secures to Americar 


This 
the 


IZens 


‘ign coul 
are not 
but it 
number of 


So sacre lly 


considered, is a privilege of inesti- 
ned only for real 
i our foreign-born population secure 
passports to fore.gn countries within a few months after they 
| n itizens, and many of them never return to the United 
St and never expect to return when they leave this country 
of American citizenship. <A great 
ited, particularly in parts of Tur- 
Empire who have come to America and 
ion, returned there as permanent 
on of the American Government. 
Serious international troubles may possibly arise from this situ- 
ation, and it is highly important that the Government protect 
itself as far as possible against this e of fraud and danger. 
It is said that there are over a thousand natives of Turkey who 
permanently residing in the city of Jerusalem at this time 
who hold ‘ates and passports as American citizens and 
who claim the rights of American citizens in the country of their 
under the provisions of existing treaties. The Commis- 
Naturalization, king of this class of men, said: 
It appears from the records of the passport bureau of the State 
) t approximately 16 per cent of the naturalized citizens 
ssports are naturalized within six months of the date 
that is to say, they are naturalized, it is fair to 
ive determined to go a i Living in this coun- 
avoid the responsibility and duties of citizens; go- 
re one of the highest privileges of citizenship - 
ase of need while in a foreign state. Some of 
the United States for no other purpose than to 
parent state and remain here 
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American citizens | 
itries where the rights and privileges of the in- | 


American citizens. | 


May 17, 


emnly swear that it is his intention to become a permanent r 
dent of the United States if citizenship shall be granted to } 
Section 17 of the pending bill contains provisions for 

eancellation of fraudulent certificates of citizenship. If 
alien shall impose upon the court by perjured testimony, or 
a certificate has been issued in violation of law, the bill ma 

| the certificate invalid and authorizes proceedings in any 
of competent jurisdiction to cancel the certificate of citi; 

and notice of cancellation shall be sent to the abartmen it 
Commerce and Labor and duly recorded. Naturalization 
privilege of great value, and proceedings to establish it oy 
to be solemnly and rigidly observed. ‘The boon of An 


the 


| citizenship must not be cheapened by lax and unconventi 


become naturalized as American citizens, when they | 


in 1869, in his first annual to 
g this class of people, said: 
rmanently away from the United States; they con- 
its venues; they avoid the duties of citizenship, 
themselves known by a claim for protection. 
has been repeatedly recommended by various Pres- 
would authorize the State Department to relieve the 
nent from the embarrassment of dealing with 
lividuals. The trouble is not confined to aliens 
the country of their nativity, but many aliens 
zation under our laws, obtain American pass- 
countries in the West Indies to carry 
rmanently, and claim protection as American 


message 


ake 


hts of citize 
trouble 


nship came to be so grievous and 
to the t that some years 
ent, with ‘authority of law, 
Americ: and consular repre 

ign countries that where one born abroad had 
tion under our laws and 

i > to any other . reign country and taken 
ile and eontinued to remain therein for 

, with no ent intention of returning 
that the protection accorded to American 
ithdrawn from him. 

: “l upon aliens 
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TY) 
with the implied under- 
‘rmanent residents of the 
or the rights and privileges they receive by 
“ed citiz ip the ‘y are in duty 
Government, to contribute 
in its brace The 
erred vo expatri iate themselves, 
‘rs. They put them- 
ute absolutely nothing 
vernment. They can not be 
By virtue of every prin- 
ave forfeited the right to 


fens! 
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tarily 

nee contril 

F our Gt 
defense. 

ng they h 

] (,overnment. 

exists at this time 

juired to state or prove 

anent resident of the U 
‘I court gr anting 


an applica 
that it is his intention 
nited States if he shall 
zenship may be ap- 
tmanently absent 
must be granted. 
under considera- 
naturalization to sol- 


4 ++ 
ile cil 
that it is his intenti 
country and yet 
salutary features o 


an applicant 


on to Dp 
the richt 
f the bill 


requires for 


|} as a judgment in personam, 


on busi- | 


methods of courts and public 
but once granted it should endure for 
by the Federal Constitution and by laws authorized by 
Constitution. When citizenship is once legally granted, 
course it can not be invalidated, and it ought not to be, bu 
one questions that it is within the power of the Goverm 
to provide for the cancellation of certificates of citizens 
have been fraudulently obtained. <A certificate tainted y 
fraud is in the sense of the law no certificate at all. 

When the time comes for proposing amendments to the 
I intend to offer an amendment providing in effect that w) 
an applicant secures a certificate of citizenship under 
present bill, if it should become a law, and within five y 
after securing his certificate returns to the country of 
nativity or goes to any other foreign country and take 
a permanent domicile therein, it shall be regarded 
facie evidence of a lack of intention on his part to bec 
permanent resident of the United States at the time he ap; 
for and obtained his certificate of citizenship, and in 
absence of other evidence it will be sufficient to justif) 
court in a proper proceeding to cancel his certificate as fr 
lent. The bill provides for cancellation of certificates of 
zenship upon constructive notice where the holder of such 
tificate is out of the United States. I have no doubt of 
power of Congress to make such provision. Citizenship 
status, and the cancellation of the certificate does not 
but as a judgment in rem. 
decree canceling a certificate simply operates upon a stat 
that the holder of the certificate has obtained in this country 
under its laws upon fraudulent representation; for insta 
upon the representation that he intended to become a perma- 
nent resident of this country, when, in fact, he did not. 

If this amendment should be adopted, it would afford 
great deal of relief to the Government against the troubles 
claims of holders of spurious certificates abroad. It will 
altogether cure the evil, for an alien might reside in this coun- 
try for five years to secure citizenship and might continue to 


officers who administer the | 
all time. It is confer 


as 


| reside here for five years after having secured it and then go 


had returned to the | 


/ of 


bound to | 
its | 
class of individuals | 
and | 


nt for citi- | 


abroad and permanently expatriate himself from this « y 
and claim protection from this Government; but if it was un- 
derstood that it required a residence in this country of at le: 
ten years—five years before citizenship and five years 
wards—to enable the holder to secure the protection of Amer 
ean citizen in his permanent residence abroad, there w 
be little inducement for such people to attempt frauds 

the naturalization laws of this country for such purpose. 
course citizens of the United States, whether native or natur: 
ized, who are in foreign lands, on business or for pleasure or 
health, for any length of time do not and should not fort 
protection as citizens. The amendment I propose 
chiefly at the class of aliens who come here for the sole pui 
securing citizenship to be used abroad to protect | 
against the impositions and exactions of foreign 
where they intend to permanently live. 

The effect of the amendment will not be to decitizenize 
American citizen nor to take from a citizen any of his ri 
as such. It simply provides a rule of evidence by which courts 
may, in the absence of contrary proof, infer a fraudulent 
sign on the part of the holder of the certificate in the firs! 
instance to secure citizenship for improper purposes. Fr 
vitiates all proceedings and can be the basis of no righ 
law. It is in line with the theory of section 17 of the bill, a 
I am sure that its adoption would afford much relief to 
country in a direction where some specific remedy is ba 
needed. 

I will print in the Recorp as an appendix to my rema 
circular letter by the State Department to the diplomati 
consular officers of the United States on March 27, 18!) 
specting the rights of holders of American passports in fore! 
countries. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 
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Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that 


the gentleman’s amendment may be read now for the informa- 
tion of the committee. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the amendment of 
the gentleman from Indiana being read at this time for the 
information of the committee? 

There was no objection. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Insert after line 25 on page 16 the following: 

‘If any alien who shall have secured a certificate of citizenship 
under the provisions of this act shall, within five years after the 
issuance of such certificate, return to the country of his nativity, or go | 
to any other foreign country, and take permanent residence therein, it | 
shall be considered prima facie evidence of a lack of intention on the 
part of s ich alien to become a permanent citizen of the United States 
at the time of filing his application for citizenship, and, in the absence | 
of countervailing evidence, it shall be sufficient in the proper proceed 
ing to authorize the cancellation of his certificate of citizenship as 
fraudulent, and the diplomatic and consular officers of the United 
state in foreign countries shall from time to time, through the De 
partment of State, furnish the Department of Justice with the names 
of those within their respective jurisdictions who have such certifi 
ates of citizenship and who have taken permanent residence in the 
eountry of their nativity, or in any other foreign country, and such 
tatel rents, duly certified, shall be admissible in evidence in all courts 








{ 
in pl ceedings to cancel certificates of citizenship.” | 


PASSPORTS FOR PERSONS RESIDING OR SOJOURNING ABROAD. 
DEPARTMENT OF STATE, 
Washington, March 27, 1899. | 
the diplomatic and consular officers of the United States. 
~ It has been represented to the Department that a | 
rmity than now prevails is desirable in the treatment of 
for passports from persons who allege American citizen 
have been absent from the United States for a prolonged 
unable or refuse to give a definite promise of return. 
atic ers and consular officers having authority to issue pass 
ports will, therefore, follow the general principles of this instruction ; 
wherever a doubt arises as to the propriety of issuing or with 
holding a passport, they will communicate all the facts of the case to 
Department and await its instructions. 
sovernment does not discriminate between native-born and 
citizens in according them protection while they are abroad, 
treatment being required by the laws of the United States 
999 and 2000, R. 8.) But in determining the question of con 
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of American citizenship and the right to receive a passport 
mly reasonable to take into account the purpose for which the | 
enship is obtained. A naturalized citizen who returns to the coun- | 
f his 


origin and there resides without any tangible manifestation 
n intention to return to the United States may therefore generally 
be assumed to have lost the right to receive the protection 
nite t His naturalization in the United States can not be 
i ak to protect him from obligations to the country of his 
igin while he performs none of the duties of citizenship to the coun 













try 
v naturalized him. The statements of loyalty to this Government 
W 1 he may make are contradicted by the circumstance of his resi 
‘ ». and are open to the suspicion of being influenced by the advan 
tages he derives by avoiding the performance of the duties of ZEN) 
ship to any country. It is not to be understood by this that natural- 





American citizens returning to the country of their origin 
be refused the protection of a passport. On the contrary, full prot 
tion should be accorded to them until they manifest an effectual 
donment of their residence and domicile in the United States. 






A |} rt is in its terms a statement that the person it names and 
describes is a citizen of the United States, and it is forbidden by law 
t sue one to any other than a citizen of the United States. (Sec. 4076, 


R. 8.) The Secretary of State, and under him our diplomatic and con 

ilar officers, with certain restrictions, may grant and issue passports 
under such rules as the President prescribes. (Sec. 4075, R. S$.) Asa 
general statement, passports are issued to all law-abiding American 
citizens who apply for on and comply with the rules prescribed, but 
it is not obligatory to issue one to every citizen who desires it, and th 
rejection of an application is not to be construed as per se a d I 


t 
lenial by 
this Department or its agents of the American citizenship of a person 














W se application is so rejected. 

A condition precedent to the granting of a passport is, under the law 
and the rules prescribed by authority of the law, that the citizenship 
of the applicant and his domicile in the United States and intention 
to return to it with the purpose of residing and performing the duties 
of tizenship shall be satisfactorily established. One who has ex 
patriated himself can not, therefore, receive a passport. 

Expatriation has been defined by Mr. Hamilton Fish as “the quit 
ting of one’s country with an abandonment of allegiance and with the 
view of becoming permanently a resident and citizen of som r 


country, resulting in the loss of the party’s preexisting cha ter 
of citizenship.” Thus, a person ‘“‘may reside abroad for purposes of 


health, of education, of amusement, of business for an inde e 
period; he may acquire a commercial or civil domicile there, but if 
] 1 


he do so sincerely and bona fide animo revertendi, and do n 
inconsistent with his preexisting allegiance, he will not thereby hay 
taken any step toward self-expatriation. But if, instead of thi 
1anently withdraws himself and his property and places both \ 
‘rr can be made to contribute to the national necessities, acquir 
political domicile in a foreign country, and avows his purpose n 
to return, he has placed himself in the position where his « ntry 
] the right to presume that he has made his election of expat: 
tion.” There being no legislative definition of what constitutes exp 
triation, it is a fact to be determined by the circumstances surrounding 
each case that arises. 
But even where expatriation may not be established, a person who 
is permanently resident and domiciled outside of the United States | 
can not receive a passport. ‘“*‘ When a person who has attained | 









Lis 
ijority removes to another country and settles himself there. he is 
stamped with the national character of his new domicile: and this is | 


so, notwithstanding he may entertain a floating intention of returning 
to his original residence or citizenship at some future period, and the 
presumption of law with respect to residence in a foreign cour 

especially if it be protracted, is that the party is there animo manendi, 
and it lies upon him to explain it.” (Mr. Fish to the President, For 


Rels. 1873, 1186 et seq.) If, in making application for a passport. 
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he swears that he intends to return to the United Sta 
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1 
given period, and afterwards, in vir for a re f 3 
port, it appears that he did not f | his intenti« t ( 8 
awakens a doubt as to his real purposes, which 
Rels. 1890, 11.) 
The treatment of the individual cases as the e I 
largely upon attendant circumstances When ar 
pletely severed his relations wit the United §& 
kindred nor property here; has irried | L 
foreign land; has engaged in t 1 rj y 
in foreign countries; has so shaped his plans 
ble or improbable that they will evér ir le 
try—these and similar circum es 
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issue. On the other hand, a i ! 
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i 
raining citizenship, having in mind a man who is not an at- | 
orhey or one not accustomed to drawing papers: 

l'irst, be must make and fill in duplicate a petition in writing 
and duly verified, in which he states his name, residence, occu- | 
pation, date and place of birth, the place from which he emi- 
grated, date and place of arrival in the United States, and the | 
name of the vessel on which he arrived; the time and place of | 
declaring his intentions to become a citizen; if married, the 
eS, ages, and birthplace of each member of his family. A 
at lengthy statement as to his views and citizenship, 
imy, and his intentions as to remaining domiciled in the | 
States. Whether he has ever been denied naturaliza- | 
tion, and if so, the cause, and sh that that cause is now re- 
moved, “and every fact material to his naturalization, and re- 
quired to be proved upon the final hearing of his application.” 
This long and nica ition shall be verified by two wit- | 
ses and who shall in addition that they have personal 
wledge that the alien has resided in the country five years, 
1 in the State or Territory one year. 
ceding all this, the alien must have applied to the De- 
ent of Commerce and Labor and obtained a certificate | 
time, place, and manner of his arrival in this country, 
copy of his “ first papers,” both of which must be filed 
the foregoing verified petition. If he can not prove con- 
us residence by present witnesses, he may file deposi- | 
showing residence for part of the time, “upon notice | 
he Bureau f Immigration and Naturalization and the | 
ed States attorney for the district in which said witnesses | 
reside.” 
ch and all of these provisions appear to be jurisdictional. 
heel can turn until they have been complied with, and 
bill does not seem to give the court any leeway in the 
r of exercising the nonperformance of these multitudi- 
Certainly, here is a great deal of painstaking 
ork. How many aliens, remembering dates and 
cities and courts but imperfectly, could comply 
nds? And what good purpose results from 
ustantiality? It will require the services of a | 
torney to get all of these papers in shape, so 
ourt jurisdiction to hear the cause. And it 
rotten that the question of jurisdiction will 





l citizen through all his vocations in life. | 
to serve as a juror, grand or trial, or be | 


the country in any civil or military capacity, 

tection of the flag which he thinks he has! 
ality of his naturalization will turn primarily 
tness of this apparently useless, but complex 





s—and sets the case for a “stated date” 
by the rules of the court. If the alien is | 
1e day fixed—and in large counties and among | 
ill very often be impossible for him to attend 
es on a day fixed three months in advance— 
‘ovision for having the hearings continued, and, 
hole proceeding would have to be begun over | 


I lad 
May ] - 
bill but cursorily, yet it seems to me that it does some thi, 
that are entirely uncalled for. I shall favor the amend 
offered by the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Wuarron] in 
erence to the reading and writing of some language, for I 


| lieve that there may be people who emigrate to this count 


after they are, say, 40 or 50 years of age and who h 
lived among their own people all the time—people spe} 
their language—who may not be able to read and write 


speak the English language though they have resided in 


| country five years, and who yet would make good cit 


This bill requires that there should be furnished all the 
denee, it seems to me, that is necessary, and more too, wit! 
the paragraph to which I wish to call attention. I find on 


| 9 a provision in the bill that, it seems to me, is entirely unn 
| sary and which will in many cases work a great hardshi) 


many who may desire to become naturalized. 
Commencing on line 17 there is the provision that at th: 


| of filing his petition there shall be filed with the clerk 


court a certificate from the Department of Commerce and | 


| if the petitioner arrived in the United States since Jannat 


1900, stating the date, place, and manner of his arrival i: 
United States, and the declaration or intention of such 
tioner, which certificate and declaration shall be att: 


|} and made a part of said petition. The previous sections . 


bill make it necessary for him not only to declare, but to 
by two witnesses who have known him intimately, that h 
been here at least five years and will make a good citizen, | 
and well affected to the Government. I do not know, th 
there may be some such, of any statute by which every 
grant coming to this country is reported to the Bureau of 


| merce and Labor and has been since 1890. Certainly | 
| know that there are many who would make excellent cii 


that have come across the border from Canada, of which 1 
is no record. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will 
to me for a moment, I will call his attention to the fact 
that has been the practice since 1900, and by section 1 oi 
bill it is provided for by statute. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expi! 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield one more m 
to the gentleman from Maine. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I call the attention of the gentleman 
section 1 of the bill, which provides that he shall be given su 
certificate. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I wish to reiterate in 
what I have perhaps already stated, that there are a larg 
number of immigrants coming to this country from the Dom 


|ion of Canada and from Mexico, and who have come |! 
made and filed, the clerk gives ninety days’ | 
re of no practical value outside of half a | 


since 1890, of whom, I believe, there can not possibly be 
record. Many of them would make the best citizens, and 


| think this section as it stands should be either amended 


stricken from the bill. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, im the limited time 
maining for general debate I will not have the opportunity 
discuss as fully as I would wish the questions involved in 


| bill now before us. Whatever legislation may be necessary 


safeguard our country against the commission of fraud in 


| naturalization of aliens ought to be enacted. To legislat 


my mind, Mr. Chairman, that this procedure 
mmplicated, that men who would make en- 
citizens will be deprived of the blessing 


ith no corresponding good in any other direc- | 
0 go a long way toward keeping unde- | 


out of this country, but substantially every 
permitted to come in should be permitted | 
lessings, privileges, and burdens of citizen- | 
not fit to be citizens, let them be stopped 
ion. But having admitted them to our 
come from making naturalization com 
provisions of this bill would work a 
y miners, stockmen, and ranch men in 
not support i [ Applause. ] 
Mr. Chairman, I yield three minutes to | 
aine [Mr. Powers] 
Chairman, I fully concur in what has | 
the gentleman from California [Mr. Smuirny}. 
n in my desire that we should have no one 
izenship but those who are capable of it and 
good citizens. I believe that the first place 
» should exercise the greatest care is in the admission 
rs or immigrants, for I am a believer in the doctrine | 
r continent of North America should belong to 
that we should permit none to come here and | 
in process of time become worthy to share 
blessings of this Republic. I have read this | 


that will tend to improve our naturalization laws, wi 


| within reason and fairness improvement can be made, ti 


will be no objection. Every American citizen, whether na 
or foreign born, who desires to preserve in all their stre 
and greatness our American institutions would, of course, s 
to keep up the excellent grade and quality of our citizenshi| 
bring within its folds those who, being of good moral char: 
come to our shores with a bona fide intent to permane 
dwell amongst us and to assimilate with the American pe 
While I congratulate the able and distinguished chairm 
the committee, the gentleman from Colorado, who reports 
bill, upon the arduous labor he has done and the able eff 
and earnestness he has displayed in formulating the bi 
want to say that in my judgment there are several provisi 
in the pending measure that ought to be very much amended. 
Looking at section 9 we find a provision that no alien sh 
hereafter be naturalized or admitted as a citizen of the Uni 
States who can not write in his own language or in the Eng 
language, and who can not read, speak, and understand 
Pnglish language. In other words, it is proposed by the g 
tleman from Colorado that not only must the applicant be 
telligent enough to read and write in some of the recogni 
languages, but he must be able to read, to speak, and 
understand the English language too. The distinguished chai 
man of the committee is always guided by such a sense of fa 
ness and impartiality that were he upon the bench of a cou 
having power to naturalize he probably would give to the pr 
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sed educational-test clause a liberal interpretation. 
indges are not alike—they do not think alike—and 
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struction of laws and in the administration of them their views 
freque ntly differ w idely. 

N Mr. Chairman, there is no standard provided in the bill 
by \ h the judge who may be called upon to naturalize may de 
termine the extentof the understanding of the English required 


of the applicant or of the applicant’s English speaking and read- | 
ility or capacity. As this bill is now framed, we are asked | 

mfer, in connection with the proposed educational qualifica- 
tion, a power that the judge may exerci 
» of this House who have amor 
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reign born can, I am sure, readily conceive o ise 
nts for naturalization can speak the j 
uflicient to having his meaning comprehe led 
speaking neighbors ; yet in such a case, though the hi 
ever so learned in his own language, the judge could 
» him: 
do not speak the English as well; you do not read it as readily) 
| tand it as fully and clearly as I judge the law requires yo 


stricts 


l where foreigners are not looked on with favor; 
; of the 


yuntry where the spirit of true and fair liber- 
ard the born has not found an abidin 
I 1 readily conceive of just such decisions being mad 
1dges however honestly inclined. There might be as many 
views upon the questions I have mooted as there 
tribunals for naturalization. 
the difficulty that can arise upo 
en called the educational qualification « 
andard do you say the judge shall be contro! ? 
yplic ,required to speak the En y itica 
he speak and understand it, and read it too, as well an 
the judicial officer in a particular jurisciction may re 
, though his views as regards the test differ ever so widely 
that ‘r jurisdictions? 
Mr. Chairman, for all the purposes of an efucati 
nn, if one is to be imposed, it seems to me th: 
if the applicant.can write in his own langua 
language. What we want, after all, in our citi 
, quality, moral worth, and a loyal attachment to the 
ples of our American Government. [Applaus 
» of our very good patriotic American citizens of 
are men who can not speak the English tongue or 
and read it so poorly that had they to apply for cit 
under such a clause as the Committee on Naturalizati 
ses they would risk rejection. Yet these men have intel 
y read the newspapers, the books, the publications printed 
foreign language. I can call to mind very many good citi 
in different cities and towns this country who have 
ned their knowledge of current events from the reading of 
spapers published in the German, in the French, or some 
foreign language. They have read with intelligence, with 
and with deep comprehension perioc 
in the German, the French, -or other fi 
yet many of these men, for some reason or another, 
1ot acquired the use of the English. 
Chairman, I assert without fear of successful contradic 
tion that in New York City—yes, in many of the cities of this 
Union—there are thousands and thousands of good 
German, Russian, Polish, Hungarian, Roumanian, 
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ustrian, Italian, and other foreign birth who have intelli 
y read the newspapers, books, and publications printed in 
eir mother tongue, and are fairly conversant with our syste 


of government and of their duty generally as - 


They are loyal 


merican citizet 


S 


y are loyal to the flag, they are devoted to this country, and 
nd respect our institutions. They are morally good; tl 
law-abiding; they have been good husbands, fathers, | é 
. They have, in their own way, through toil and thrif 
1 industry, contributed to the welfare of -the country, and 
have raised children who have been and are some of th 
zhtest pupils of our public schools and colleges. 


Many of these men came to our country after their school 
days had passed—they became part of the hard-toiling classes 
of the land—and though versed in the language of their oy 
have not had an opportunity to acqui use of 

lish language so as to read it, speak it, understand it as this 
ll requires they should. Would you exclude such men as | 


» described from citizenship? 


untry, re the the 





i My time*is running on and I can not discuss this matter mor 
in detail. This bill fixes the fees for naturalization at entirely 
too high a figure. The bill fixes the total fees in each case 
S11. While the committee is willing to reduce that by about 
half, as I understand, even that figure would be rather big! 
You can not improve quality of citizenship by an increase 

*y 
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perjuries and crimes in connection with the naturalization of 
aliens have been committed in that city. In San Francisco, 
too, within the last few months the United States district atttor- 
ney has instituted investigations which demonstrated that fraud- 
ulent certificates by the hundred have been issued in that city, 
and he has prosecuted and sent to the penitentiary several men 
for offenses committed in connection with these fraudulent cer- 
tificates. 

These prosecutions and disclosures have brought home to us 
in California, as similar disclosures and prosecutions in all parts 
of the country have brought to the attention of the people ev- 
erywhere, the necessity for amendments and additions to the nat- 
uralization laws that will, so far as possible, put a stop to these 
practices which are constantly bringing disgrace upon the coun- 
try and trouble and labor to its officials. Even a superficial 
study of the subject will, I think, convince anyone that many 
of these frauds and crimes could have been prevented by ade- 
quate laws and regulations on the subject of naturalization. 

From the report of Marcus Braun, an official detailed by the 
Department of Commerce and Labor for work in Europe, it 
appeers that he discovered that thousands of fraudulent natural- 
izati certificates were held by 
hee, eta to be naturalized American citizens. Many of 
these certificates have been purchased outright. Many more 
have been procured by false impersonations, and still others by 
aliens coming to this country and residing long enough to procure 
them and returning to their native land on the first boat that 
departs after they are clothed with the dignity of American 
citizenship. These certificates are considered in certain quarters 
of Europe and Asia as very valuable, as when armed with them 
the citizens of Turkey, for example, can conduct themselves in 
an unlawful manner, 
the =" in which they live, 
citizenship to protect them. 

I am advised by the State Department that in a very larg 

rcentage of the cases where naturalized American citizens 

upon our foreign representatives for protection, iny — za- 
loses the fact that their citizenship papers are fraud- 
olutely void, and that they are not entitled to the 
otection of the United St: ites. Doubtless many others who 
» not entitled to it, but whose naturalization papers can not 
» demonstrated to be illegal, receive the protection of our flag. 
early all students of the subject have for many 
ed that two very essential considerations should be kept 
view in any legislation on this subject, viz., uniformity 
ederal supervision of all naturalization proceedings. 
m that no argument is necessary 
peerage in the 
izenship is very desirable, if not imperatively necessary. At 
sent there is no uniformity, the methods of 
I ela g as various as the several courts that conduct these 
ceedings. The importance of uniformity more ap- 
nt when we consider that the 
nent makes it impossible for any 
‘able persons who may be citizens of the United 
nan from Ohio [Mr. GorEBeEt], 





and rely upon their American 
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of the qualifications for citizenship should be 


subject, 


on, enters 


» seyeral States, and in support of his contention quotes | 
ength from the opinion of the court in the Slaughter- | 
mis- | 


Wal.) The gentleman seems to have 

ed in respects the scope of that decision. 

that ci expressly states that no State has any 
the passage of the fourteenth amendment to fix 

cations which its citizens who are citizens of the 

tes must have. One of the learned counsel in that 
states the law thus: 


‘Ss (16 
some The 


ise 


State igs made by residence, and without reference 


Mr. Justic e Miller, delivering the 
speaking of privileges of citizens of the 
by the fours an amendment to the: Constitution, says: 

A citizen of the United States can of his own volition become a citi- 
zen of any State in the Union by a bona fide residence therein, with the 
same rights her citizens of that State. 

It therefore follows that if a court of the State of Massachu- 
setts chooses to admit to citizenship a criminal or an anarchist, 
the State of New York must admit such citizen when he takes 
his nce in the latter State, to all the rights and privi- 
leges incident to citizenship in the State of New York, and since 
the adoption of the fourteenth amendment the State of New 
York has no way of preventing this result. 

Before the adoption of the fourteenth amendment the argu- 


opinion of the court, in 
United States conferred 
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ment of the gentleman from Ohio would have been very pert 
nent and, no doubt, sound, but at the present time his argument 
upon this point has no application. 

The gentleman also argues that Federal citizenship confers 
no political rights. It is true that per se the naturalization of 
an alien does not confer the right of suffrage, though it does 
other political rights. Suffrage has been repeatedly held to je 
not a right, but a privilege, which a State could extend or den 
to any class of its citizens, but, as a matter of fact, the resy|; 
of naturalization to-day in three-fourths of the States is to ¢ 
fer all political rights, including suffrage, upon the naturaliz; 
alien as soon as he gains the necessary residence within the 
State where he takes up his abode. This will continue to be 
until the constitution of thirty-three of the States of the U 
are amended. 

From these considerations, and there are many others th 
might be suggested did I have the time, I submit to the comn 
tee that uniformity in the requirements for naturalization 
in the methods employed in admitting aliens to citizen 
comes of the highest importance. 

That Federal supervision and control of naturalization 
absolutely necessary to prevent the frauds and crimes that 
fifty years have been perpetrated in admitting aliens to citiz 

all students of the subject admit. In his annual 1 
of 1884 President Arthur states: 


It might be wise 
should be filed aut! 


hip 


ness 


to provide for a central bureau of registry, wt 
1enticated transcripts of every record of na 
tion in the several Fede - and State courts, and to make provi 
for the vacation and cancellation of such record in cases whe 
had been practiced upon the court by the applicant himself or y 
had renounced or forfeited his ac quired citizenship. 


In 1885 President Cleveland, in his first annual message, use: 
these words: 

I regard with favor the suggestion, put forth by one of my p 
cessors, that provision be made for a central bureau of record of 
decrees of naturalization granted by the various courts throughout 
United States now invested with that power. 


In 1904, in his annual message, President Roosevelt bac! 


| these recommendations in the following language: 


required to make returns to the Secret 


-d periods of all naturalizations Conferred. 


The courts should be 
State at stat 

A thorough Federal supervision was also recommende: 
Van Deusen, special examiner of the Department 
Justice, in his report to that Department on June 14, 1; 
Later in 1905 the Commission on Naturalization appointed 
the President at the close of the last Congress made the sam 
recommendation. The Committee on Immigration and N 
uralization, recognizing the wisdom and necessity for this 
pervision and having that in view as one of the purposes to 
attained by the present bill, have nevertheless carefully e¢] 
nated all provisions that, in their judgment, were not necessary 
to adequately secure such supervision. 

My colleague the gentleman from California [Mr. Saurm), i: 
his remarks a few moments ago, declared that— 

The procedure required by this bill is eativety too complicated, 
that men who would make entirely satisfactory citizens will bé 
prived of citizenship, with no corresponding good in any other 4d 
tion. 

I beg to take issue with my colleague upon this subject 
venture to suggest that if he will consider this bill in conn 
tion with the necessity for uniformity and Federal supervi 
I am satisfied that he will conelude with me that only such p 
visions are incorporated therein as are necessary to secure su 
desired uniformity and Federal supervision. 

My colleague objects to the technical character of the na 
required by the bill. I believe he will admit that this obj 
tion fails to the ground when he understands that the Govern 
ment is to furnish all the blanks for these proceedings, and all 
that remains is for the applicant or the clerk of the court, « 
any person, to fill in the names, dates, etc. No legal knowled: 
is necessary to perform this small act. I fail to see where a 
hardship is imposed on the alien desiring naturalization ot) 
than those imposed upon him by the present law, except in t! 
matter of fees, which it is proposed by this bill to somewhat 
crease, and in the matter of waiting ninety days after the filing 
of his petition before his final certificate can be issue But 
this delay is necessary in order that the Government can ex 
ine the case to see whether there is any legal cause to deny his 
petition. Although in some cases this may work a little hard 
ship, since the very purpose of the law would be defeated unless 
time were allowed the Bureau to investigate, it seamed to the 
committee that a few incidental inconveniences or hardships 
should have no weight as against the imperative necessity 
providing for careful investigation, and, if necessary, resist- 
ance of the application for naturalization of aliens, 
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If the fees provided for in this bill are deemed by some gen- | 
tlemen too high, I believe all will agree that they should be | 
high enough to prevent the wholesale political naturalizations | 
that for many years have been so common just prior to an } 
election. 

Mr. Chairman, I shall reserve the discussion of the various 
provisions of the bill in detail until those provisions are 
reached under the five-minute rule. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent 
to extend my remarks in the REcorp. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
CGoLpDrOGLE] asks unanimous consent to extend his remarks in 
the Recorp. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield a minute to the gen- 
tleman from New York [Mr. BENNET]. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I rise to say 
something that I assume my colleague on the committee from 
California [Mr. Hayes] would have said had he had the time, 
and that is this: That fraudulent naturalizations in the city 
of New York are not entirely, or not in the majority of in- 
stances even, the result of any bad action on the part of the 
court. But they were made possible by the loose system. They 
were counterfeits; they were duplicated; they were every kind 
of a bad certificate that could be gotten up under a loose sys 
tem: but in the investigation they found that the Federal 
court there was under suspicion of collusion in only two cases 
out of the thousands. But the bad certificates are there, and 
they ought to be wiped out. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, how much time have I 
remaining? 

The CHAIR*AN. The gentleman has four minutes remain- 
ing. 

Mr. BONYNGE. How much time has the gentleman on the 
other side? 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. 
GoLpDFOGLE] has three minutes remaining. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I yield such time to the gen- 

tleman from California [Mr. Hayes] as he may desire of the 
time remaining to this side. 
Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, I just rise to state, in reply to 
the suggestion of the gentleman from New York, that he is 
quite correct that the great bulk of these fraudulent certificates 
have never seen the court at all, but there are no means pro- 
vided for determining which are illegal and which are not, and 
this bill provides such a method. 

Mr. GOLDFOGLE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the balance of my 
time to my colleague from New York [Mr. GouLpEN]. 

Mr. GOULDEN. Mr. Chairman, replying to the gentleman 
from California [Mr. Hayes] in regard to the large number of 
fraudulent naturalization papers, I want to say that the evi- 
dence before the United States district attorney and the in- 
vestigations of the United States Federal grand jury in New 
York covering months will show there was a large number of 
fraudulent naturalization papers, but that these officials united 
in saying that it was not confined to the city or State of New 
York, but extended all over the United States. 

Mr. HAYES. Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman will permit 
me, I will say that recently two men have been sent to the 


penitentiary—less than two months ago, in the city of San | 


Francisco—for naturalization frauds, and the United States 
district attorney gave published notice that all holders of fraud 
ulent naturalization certificates who should within the next 
sixty days deliver them up to be canceled would not be pros« 
cuted. In the first thirty days 204 fraudulent certificates were 
delivered and canceled. 

Mr. GOULDEN. I want to say that I simply desire to cor 
rect any impression that might prevail here and in the country 
at large that in New York perhaps more are guilty of these 
violations than any other section of the United States. New 
York, the great metropolis of the nation, is in fact less guilty 
in proportion to our number than other cities of the country. 

Mr. WACHTER. Mr. Chairman, I want to corroborate what 
the gentleman said, because my friends in my own district sent 
seven men to the Maryland penitentiary for illegal naturali 
zation, 

Mr. GOULDEN. And I think the gentleman will bear me 
out that only a few were caught in his city, though Baltimore is 
as good and patriotic as. any other section of the country. 
| Laughter. ] 

Mr. WACHTER. We are always second to New York in all 
good things. 

Mr. NORRIS. Mr. Chairman, I would like to know if there 
are any other gentlemen that have confessions to make? 










Mr. GOULDEN. I have no doubt that the gent! 


NoRRIS] who has just taken his seat could make : 
strong confession and plausible excuse if he were 


time in which to do so and felt so inclined. [Lau; 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I ask for the 
bill, if the time has been consumed. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will proceed. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Sec. 2. That the Secretary of Commerce and Labor s 
said Bureau with such additional irnished offices wit! 
Washington, such books of record and facilities, and 
assistants, clerks, stenographers, typewriters, an 
may be necessary for the proper discharge of the dut 
act upon such Bureau, fixing the co ‘I " 
ployees within the appropriations made from 
purpose, 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Cha 
the following amendment 





SULLIVAN] offers an amendment, which the Clerk vy 
The Clerk read as follows: 
Page 2, line 14, after the word “ employe 
the civil-service list.’’ 


like to inquire of the gentleman in charge of the bi 
employed in the new Bureau drawn from t 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Ch 


ing employees under the Commissioner of Immi 





civil-service list. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, I will 
tleman if it follows from that as a necessary con 


civil-service list? 


the same Bureau with simply a change in the nam 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Then, Mr 
withdraw the amendment upon the gentleman's st 
I offer another amendment to the same section. 
The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mass 


report. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Strike out all after the word “ Bureau,” in line 16 
therefor the words “ at such compensation as 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chait 


we seek to ] iss, i 1d it is } -cesSa;ry th l Col gres 
upon the question of salaries to be paid to the 
employees. I think it is contrary to sound po 
head of this Department to fix the salaries and 


sation of the employees shall be fixe 


Mr. BONYNGE. If th 


that might do very well, 
sachusetts 


rag 
| 

l 
betwee! hyi » na a xt 
etween This time and e hex 


Mr. SULLIVA 
th, 


no law fixing the salaries of these spe l em] 
fore some such gt ral provi 


committee for the first year In the next year, w 


to ] e no supervision of them. N ai e ¥ 
this scheme it seems to me to be proper have 
upon the salaries that are to be paid to these } 
fore this amendment is offered, which provides th 
law. 


appropriation bill, their salaries will be fixed 
= 


the law will begin to operate, if it passes at this st 


tion bill. 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, Ik 


Mr. BONYNGE. In ninety days after the pass: 
| The law would go into effect ninety days after 1 
passage according to section 52, but s on 2 


immediately, in order that the Bureau may or 
get its force of clerks. F 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The ques 
ask the gentleman is this: Whether it would not 
have the Secretary of Commerce and Labor 


now of the number of employees required and the 


paid to them and submit that to Congress 


matter provided for in the general deficiency bil 


Congress adjourns? 


Mr. BONYNGE. I do not think that would be p 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairm 


have any objection to having this large force wh 
vides that all the employees of his office must be tal 


the employees provided for in this act will be tak 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Unquestionably, be 


SULLIVAN] offers a further amendment, which tl 


e 
I ¢ 
Nl. after the force is o 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusett 


creating a new bureau here for the enforcement of the 


Chairman. I do not think it is hardly necessary 


provision which will only be in existence for not 
months. 








Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The trouble with it is, 
as I am informed, that the salaries paid now in that Depart- 
ment average higher than the salaries paid in any other De- 


partment of the Government, and that they were made higher, 


} 


in the first place, in order that transfers would be made of em- 
ployees fr other and more poorly paid Departments to the 
Departm of Commerce and Labor. 

Mr. MANN. Is the gentleman’s information certain in regard 
to that Department? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. It has been stated by 
the Department in the hearings before the committee. 

Mr. MANN. The Department was not consulted when the 
bill was passed, and certainly that was not the intention in 
fixing the salaries in that bill. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I will state it is my recol- 
lection that the Secretary of the Department himself at the 
time the Bureau created came before the committee and 


stated that he purposely wanted the salaries made high so that 
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rks would get transfers from other Departments to his, 
and that he would have the best class of employees of all the 
Departments in Washington; and he is on record as saying it. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is referring to the action of 
the Committee on Appropriations? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I am. 

Mr. MANN. Not to the action of the committee creating the 
Department that the gentleman referred to? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I am speaking of .the 
committee and the salaries submitted to it by the Department. 

‘Ir. MANN. The Committee on Appropriations, not the com- 
D e that reported and passed the bill? 

ir. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I stand corrected in that | 
particular. It was a statement to the Committee on Appropri- 

ns by the Secretary. Now, then, it seems to me that the 
S ry of 1 Department, if he has the power, will fix these 
salaries on the same high plane, and I think it will be better 

he power to decide the number of employees and fix 
salaries to the House. There is sufficient time to enable 
Secretary to make an estimate of the number of employees 
e will require and the proper salaries to be paid to them 
and furnish it to this Congress in time for it to act. 

Mr. MANN. Is there an amendment to this section which 
g s the Secretary the power to fix the salaries? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. The section itself gives the | 
Se powe It reads 

the « isation of such additional employees within the ap- 
time to time for that purpose. 

Vi Sin seet a 2. 

e CUAIRMA The time of the gentleman has expired. 

i question is on the amendment offered by the gentleman 
f \T« sSAeCH etts. 

\ TAWNEY. I would like to have the amendment read. 

1e : ndment was again read. 
CTAWNEY Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gen- | 
1 n from Massachusetts, in the event of the adoption of 
t end the salaries of the clerks employed under | 
il will be provided for just as the salaries of all the 
clerks ii e Department of Commerce and Labor are | 
ed for, namely, by the Secretary submitting estimates to 
( ess and ¢ gress fixing the salaries? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes. That is what I 
] ill } ed by the amendment. That is what I am 
to s ? It is my opinion that there is ample time 
f Se to ascertain the number of employees neces- 

for 1 se of enforcing the law. He can make an 

© send it to the Committee on Appropriations and 

have it carried he general deficiency bill, and that seems to 

me the prope ne of action and much safer than to allow 
the heads of Departments to fix the salaries. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I would have no objection to that amend- 
ment if it were possible to carry it into effect, so that the sec- 
tion could be operative as provided for by the bill. It must be 
re inbered that after we pass this bill, if we do, in the House, | 

ist go to the Senate, and it may there be passed, if it be 


passed during this session of 


possibly, when it 


t 
just before we adjourn, 
will be beyond the power of the Secretary of 


Congress, 








Commerce and Labor to make any estimate and provide for any | 


} 


clerks or in his Bureau until the 
Congress, when we have an appropriation bill. 


assistants of 


session 


S 


next 


Mr. MANN. How would his clerks get paid, if an appropria- 
tion is not made by Congress? 

Mr. BONYNGE. We bave an appropriation in the bill itself. 

Mr. TAWNEY. I do not think the gentleman’s objection to 


the amendment is valid. If the bill passes, certainly the general 


deficiency bill will be the last thing that Congress will enact 















into law during the session, and the Secretary of Commerce 
Labor, if the bill passes the House, on the theory of becom); 
law, can make an estimate of the number of clerks, and sub 
that estimate to Congress, which car put the items on the }) 
and when the bill becomes a law the force will be provided { 
That is done every session of Congress. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Let me say to the gentleman that the s 


retary will not make any estimate until the bill has }y 
finally passed. 
Mr. TAWNEY. He may make an estimate informally. 
they do every day. : 
Mr. BONYNGE. He would hardly make it until after 


bill is passed, so that he may know what the provisions of 
bill are and what clerical force will be required. If this 
does finally pass, how would there be time for the Secretar 
make an estimate as to the amount of money that would 


required for the clerical assistance and have it put in an 
propriation bill? 
Mr. TAWNEY. If the bill were to become a law the 


week of the session, I do not think it would require over tw 
four hours’ time for the Secretary to make that estimate. 

Mr. BONYNGE. I submit that if the gentleman will r 
the provisions of the bill and examine it closely he will ch 
his opinion about that. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Will the gentleman yj 

Mr. BONYNGE. I will yield to the gentleman. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, thi 
only a question of how the additional clerical force shall | 
paid in the current year. As a matter of fact, the Secretar 
of Commerce and Labor already fixes the compensation fo: 
the immigration officials, the officials in the Bureau of I 
gration and Naturalization, except these additional clerks. 
is just as familiar as is the Committee on Appropriations 
the necessity required for the payment of these additi 
clerks in the coming year. He is doing it all the time, h« 
under existing law all employees of the Immigration Bu 
outside of the city of Washington do have their salaries 
by the Secretary of Commerce and Labor and not by the < 
mittee on Appropriations. 

For one year, I think, at least, it is safe to intrust to 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, who is doing it every 
the duty of saying what these salaries shall be. 

Mr. MANN. If the gentleman from Massachusetts wer 


| rect in stating that this provision only applies to one year | 


see a good reason for it, but I think that is not the case. ‘I 
provision which the gentlemen have put in the bill will giv 
Secretary of Commerce and Labor, so long as it rema 


Dy 


law, the power to fix the salaries in this particular Bur 


fix them at whatever he may please, and give him a lever \ 
he will use, as we all know, to increase salaries, not only i! 
Bureau of Immigration, but throughout the Department of ( 
merece and Labor, a power which will extend, because e 
Member of Congress will be constantly told that such and 
an official in the Bureau of Immigration receives such 
and “I have work of equal value and I want my 
creased.” 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
ing a wonderful picture. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman is painting a true picture 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. The gentleman is painti! 
a picture as it exists to-day. 

Mr. MANN. I beg the gentleman’s pardon; it does not ex 
to-day in the District of Columbia, in the city of \/ashington 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. No; but in every 
office of the immigration service in the United States. 

Mr. MANN. The gentleman from Massachusetts is c 
when he says we make a lump-sum appropriation for the 
trol of this service.outside of the city of Washington, outs 
of the departmental service, and it is a very serious qu 
whether it is not a gross extravagance on the part of the G 
ernment. We all know the lump-sum appropriations const: 
lead to great extravagance, and whether that be so or not, 
gives power to the House in this particular section of the 
to increase salaries, in making appropriations, for one p: 
ticular bureau of the Government, when no other bureau of 1 
Government has that opportunity. I do not think the 
man himself has any desire to do that. He wishes to conti. 
the scope of this provision to one year, but this does not conti 
it to a year. This makes it in order at any time in the Hou 
to move to increase the amount of money appropriated for t! 
Bureau and then let the Secretary fix the additional salary. 1 
makes no limitation of salaries in this Bureau. 

Mr. TAWNEY. If the gentleman will permit me, if this 
amendment is not adopted and the Secretary of Commerce and 


The gentleman is p: 


ot 


Bani 


cent; 
ae 
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Labor is authorized to fix the salaries in this particular bureau 
at such a figure as he may see fit, it will never be possible for 
Congress to provide for these salaries specifically unless there is 


legislation hereafter giving Congress that power. In other | 
words. if the appropriation bill should carry specific authoriza- | 


tion for these particular salaries, it would go out on a point of 
order. 

Mr. MANN. It would be subject to a point of order because 
not authorized by law. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Therefore it means that if is 


authority 


lnries now, that that authority will exist forever. 


riven to the Secretary of Commerce and Labor to fix these | 


| 


The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. | 
Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I moye to 
strike out the last word. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to pro- | 
ceed for five minutes. 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani 
mous consent to proceed for five minutes. Is there objection? 
There was no objection. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
moved to strike out the last word. 

MANN. Oh, Mr. Chairman, if the gentleman wishes to 

t, I am perfectly willing. 
GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
tleman’s request. 

Mr. MANN. 
bjects or not. The gentleman is perfectly able to take care 
himself on the floor. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 

ntary inquiry. I ask now whether the gentieman’s time 
other time has not expired on this amendment? 

The CHAIRMAN. Debate on the amendment has « 
the gentleman from Ililinois [Mr. MANN] is recognize 
k for five minutes by unanimous consent. 

Mr. MANN. Now, Mr. Chairman, I will be willing to yield 
» gentleman a part of the time if he requires it. The re- 


Mr. Chairman, I have 


Mr. 


Mr. 


I will not object to the 


to Ul 


t of the original proposition would be that, under the rules | 


Ilouse, it will not be competent for the House to appro 

ite for the specific salaries, but they must appropriate a lump 

of money out of which the Secreatry shal! fix the salari 

[ say, is a wrong policy. It was not the 

ent, of the Committee on Immigration 

, but that is the result of the language in the 

that Congress is endeavoring to get away from instead 

leavoring to go toward, doing away, as far 

the policy of lump-sum appropriations for salaries, and 

uld be, in my judgment, 
rovision in the bill. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, 

n is perhaps correct in thinking that C 

et away from that Such part 

as is comprised in the Committee on 

ralization not. 

bill retained the provision by which the Secretary of Com 

» and Labor can fix the salaries out of the fund appropri 

Now, so far as this particular section is 

rsonally should not object to it if it were 


intention, in my 
to adopt that 


ill, If 


as possible, 


the 
ongress is trying 
of how- 


Iminigration and 


gzen- 


system. Congress, 


is 


ted. concerned, I 


limited that 


SO 


It is quite immaterial to the gentleman whether | 


Mr. Chairman, a parlia- | 
and | 
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the first year the right to organize his Bureau tl 
| to be organized, and after that first year the I 
ing this bill has no objection to the whole 
the jurisdiction of the Committee on Appropri 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, will the 
Mr. BENNET of New Yorl Ye 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Under thi iwuag 
the employment of all necessa1 é 
has not the Secretary the right to pay the it t 
appropriated in the bill wit u 
language which would mal le f ( 
| ordinary conduct of business to ch those salar 
Mr. BENNET of New Yor! Cc 
| late it by the amount of the lump sum tl 
Mr. FITZGERALD. B 
additional assistants, clerks, st yh . 
the Secretary would have the power to fix tli 
without that clause which ! given rise to the 
this time. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentleman 1 ns u 
existing law? 
Mr. FITZGERALD. Under the law right f 
given authority to employ help, he has e 
to pay them out of the fund appropriated 
Mr. BENNET of New York. ‘That is to | | 
in line 16, fixing the compensation. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. That is the par 2 
objection is made, and he ld hav 
without that. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. The gentl 
about that 
Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I und 
from Illinois [Mr. MANN] has framed an an 
think will cover the objection mad: 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I wanted 
meaning of the gentleman from New jy M | 


is 


a serious mistake to leave such a | 


We have deliberately in the immigra- | 


ter one year the Appropriation Committee, which is so anx- | 


ious to have this additional duty, 


should have the privilege of 
ng those salaries ; 


but unless the amendment of the gentle- 
man from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLiivan] is so amended as to 
leave the present section operative for a year I hope that the 
committee will vote it down. 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I would like to 
k the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SuLtiurvan] if he 
not be willing to modify his amendment so as to make it 
ly to the fiscal year commencing July 1, 1907? 
Mir. BONYNGE. 


te 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Well, I do not quite un- | 
derstand the meaning of the gentleman from New York. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike 
out the last word. If this bill becomes a law at all this 
session of Congress it will become a law very late in the session. 
The gentleman from Minnesota [Mr. TAWNrEyY] says that esti- 


but of what 
earthly good would estimates be which are sent in in the last 
twenty-four hours of a session or the last three days of a 
session? They would amount to nothing. Here is a new bu- 
reau, a new work created for the first time in the history of the 
country, with no precedents by which to guide it, nothing to 


indicate how much money will be necessary, and here is a bill | line 


that will bring into the Treasury probably $250,000 a year. It 
costs the country nothing, and this provision gives the Secretary 


PER 


ood 


| 
i 


it his desire that the Secretary shall determine 1 


fix the amount of salaries until July T 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Yi 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusett Al 


gress shall fix the salaries? 

















Mr. BENNET of New Yorl Yes 
Mr. BONYNGE rhat is the amend I 
gentleman from Illinois will 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Mass I h 
sonally to that. I would be 
Mr. MANN. Mr. Chai I f 
as a substitute, which 1 s ) kx 
The Clerk read as follows 
Page 2, line 17, after the word 
July 1, 1907;” and after the w 
i ) until July 1, 1907, 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Mass 3 N 
think that is the best suggestion t ~ 
| desire to ask unanimous consent t hdr: 
|} so the vote may be taken upon the substitute 
Mr. BONYNGE. And the commit 
The CHAIRMAN. T! gentiema M 
unanimous consent to witl . 
jection? [After a pause : 
The question s ti l 
agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follow 
Sec. 3. That exclusive juri 
of the United States is here 
courts : 
United States circuit and 4d s 
may hereafter be « i ed y ( 
di ( ; fo the Ter es N Mf 
Hi district of A 
Cc 1d » | S i 
all I d Ss w 
ve Hay St 
in which the amount i ) s 
That S es 
when act in ization 
and agents of the United States | 
of all courts herein specified S 
to aliens resident wit 1 the re { 
The courts herein sy j 
f ch courts, be fi i } 
ation and Natt I s 
quired in the naturs ion of : 
zation shall be consecutively numbe l 
furnished by id B l. 
Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Ch 1, I offer 
page 3, after the word “State ’ 
Territory.” 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendm 
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The Clerk 

Page 3, line 
tory.” 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts and Mr. HEPBURN rose. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. 
from lowa 


read as follows: 
2, after the word “ State,” 


For what purpose does the gentleman 


rise? 


Mr. HEPBURN. I desire to make an inquiry of the gentle- 
man in charge of the bill. 
The CHAIRMAN. ‘The Chair has just recognized the gentle | 


man from Massachusetts to offer an amendment. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I am willing to yield to 
the gentleman. 

Mr, HEPBURN. Later on. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, section 3, add after the word “ unlimited,” in line 5, 
State courts of record having a seal and a clerk 
in rank below the nisi prius courts of such State.” 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
familiar with the constitution of the courts in all the States and 


Territories, but my amendment seeks to retain jurisdiction in a 


and which are next 


insert the words “or Terri- | 


Mr. Chairman, I offer an | 





“and all } 


Mr. Chairman, I am not | 


class of courts in the State of Massachusetts which now exercise | 


jurisdiction over the subject of naturalization and which exer- 
cise it well; in fact, to the satisfaction of everybody. 


State the municipal courts of the city of Boston and the dis- 
trict and police courts throughout the Commonwealth now 


naturalize aliens, and for the last few years they have done the 
bulk of that work. It has been found extremely inconvenient 
in practice to have men come from the western part of the State, 
perhaps a hundred and fifty miles, to a district court of the 
United States sitting in the city of Boston for the purpose of 
being naturalized. Therefore the district and police courts 
throu the State have exercised that jurisdiction to the 
great convenience of those desiring to be naturalized and to the 


eae 
hou 


entire satisfaction of everybody concerned. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Will the gentleman permit a question? 
Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Certainly. 
Mr. TAWNEY. Are these courts which you have just now 


mentioned courts of record? 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. They are all courts of 
record. 

Mr. TAWNEY. Then they would be included in the lan- 
guage 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. No; because of the last 
few words; they are not courts of unlimited jurisdiction, and 

xr that reason they would be excluded under the provisions of 
this bill. Now, I apprehend that there would be some difficulty 


1 enforcing the law as I seek to amend it, and yet I believe that 





the hardships which will follow in enforcing the law will be 
greater than those which would follow if the law is amended. 
I vy that there are courts in other States in the Union of the 
e class of which I speak which aré perhaps not so com- 

etent to discharge the duties of naturalization courts as the 
‘ ts in the State of Massachusetts, but I believe we ought 
not to take jurisdiction out of a class of courts that now exer- 
cise tl jurisdiction properly to the satisfaction of all the citi- 
zens of the State and all of the political parties of the State 
and to the great convenience of the men who seek naturaliza- 
tion. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Will the gentleman allow me? Under 
1 imendment offered by the gentleman from Massachusetts 
the justice of the peace courts of Indiana would be included. 
Our supreme court has decided that they are courts of record, 
and the last legislature required them to keep a seal, so they are 
courts of record. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Are they courts next in 
grade below the nisi prius courts? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They are. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, I want to be en- 
tirely fair in the matter. I will state that such courts under 


this amendment would exercise jurisdiction. Now, I will ask 
for information: Is it your opinion that these justice of the 
peace courts in the State of Indiana are not competent to natu- 
ralize aliens? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Decidedly. I do not think they ought 
to have any voice in the question of citizenship at all. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. That is the difficulty, and 
I expected that. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. They are elected without any regard 
to their question of competency or qualification, as a rule. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] has expired. 


| court, ~which is our nisi prius court, 


| naturalize 
In our | 





Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. 
unanimous consent for five minutes more. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Massachusetts asks 
unanimous consent to continue his remarks for five minutes. 
Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. STAFFORD. ‘Would the gentleman from Indiana haye 
any objection to vesting jurisdiction in these matters in cour 
above the grade of justices’ courts, and not having unlimited 
jurisdiction? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; I do not believe jurisdiction ty» 
confer citizenship upon aliens ought to be vested in any court 
except those of general original jurisdiction. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Now, Mr. Chairman, the 
courts in the State of Massachusetts that I have spoken of wil] 
be excluded under the terms of this bill unless this amendny 
be adopted, and I fancy that there are. many other States 
which courts of the same class now exercising jurisdiction yw 
be excluded also under the terms of this act. Under this act 
the only courts competent to naturalize aliens will be the su- 
preme court of the State, the superior courts, which is our n 
prius court, and the courts of the United States. Now, the 
people from the western part of the State can not come to 
soston conveniently, and I state positively that neither our 
supreme court, which is our highest court, nor the superior 
will ever take the time to 
aliens. The district, police, and municipal courts 
will be excluded by the provisions of the act, and the result 
will be that we will not have a sufficient number of courts 
under this act to properly transact the business of naturaliza- 
tion in the State of Massachusetts. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. Is it not true that the su- 
perior court sits in each county in the State of Massachusetts 
from time to time? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Yes. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. And taking the count 
outside of Suffolk, is it not true they would have plenty of 
time—in my county, for instance, which is Essex—to atiend to 
naturalizations? 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
sure they would not, Mr. Chairman. 
least. 

Mr. GARDNER of Massachusetts. 
yer and I am not. 
that question. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. I know that there 
questions now over which the superior court has jurisdict 
which it never exercises. The probate courts in our State hav 
the entire business of committing lunatics, and no attorney can 
get the justices of the superior court to exercise that functior 
and I apprehend that the same result will follow in the matter 
of naturalizations. 

Now, while it may work some hardship somewhere else, I sol- 
emnly protest in the name of my State against stripping this 
class of courts of that jurisdiction which it has so well 
cised in the past. 

Mr. GARRETT. Relative to the suggestion of the gentleman 
from Indiana [Mr. CrumpackKER], if the amendment of the g: 
tleman from Massachusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] is adopted it would 
confer jurisdiction upon justices of the peace of his State, has 
the gen ian from Indiana observed that the provisions state 
that the amount in controversy must be limited? And would 
that save the case in your State of Indiana? 


Chairman, I 


ask 


I think not. I am quite 
That is my judgment, at 


The gentleman is a law- 
His judgment would be better than mine on 


are 





lan 
tien 
9 


Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does the gentleman’s amendment pro 
vide that the amount in controversy shall not be unlimited? 


Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. No. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Under his amendment I 
that Indiana would have the authority-—— 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Let me ask the gentleman 
from Indiana, suppose the limitation of $2,000 was put upon 
these courts, would that exclude the justices’ courts of Indiana? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Massa 
chusetts [Mr. SULLIVAN] has expired. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 
minute 
tleman 


do not 


see 


Mr. Chairman, I ask one 
more for the purpose of asking a question of the gen 
who has charge of the bill. Following out the sugges 
tion of the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GarRretr], suppose 
we put a limitation to the amount of $2,000 upon the class of 
courts that are included in my amendment, would the gentle- 
man then oppose my amendment? 

Mr. BONYNGE. I would oppose the amendment, and I de- 
sire to be heard in opposition to the amendment. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to occupy the time of 
the committee but a few minutes. 


Mr. BONYNGE. I desire to be heard in opposition. Under 


1906. 





the five-minute rule I think one side is entitled to be heard in 
favor of the amendment for five minutes and the other side 
gainst the amendment for five minutes. 

Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I rise to say something in 
opposition to the amendment, but I will give way to the gen- 
tleman if he wishes. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Very well. I can be heard later. 

Mr. POWERS. I am very desirous that naturalization 
should be conducted in courts that will give proper considera- 


al 


' 


tion. In my own State naturalization can only be obtained | 
in the United States court, in the supreme court, and in the 


superior court. This bill allows naturalization in those courts. | 
I do not believe it should be extended any further. I 
that perhaps one reason why there have been spurious or false 
naturalization papers which gentlemen complain of is the fact 
that courts under these have been allowed to exercise that right. 

Mr. MANN. Will the distinguished gentleman from Maine 

ld for a question? 

Mr. POWERS. Certainly, sir. 

Mr. MANN. He is undoubtedly in favor of giving a reason 
able opportunity to a man to be naturalized if he wishes? 
The provision in this bill would prevent twenty-eight different 

yurts in the city of Chicago from issuing naturalization papers, 
any one of which probably entertains a great deal more legisla- 
tion than the ordinary court does. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Will the gentleman just yield for a mo 
ment? In answer to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Mann], 
1 desire to call the committee’s attention to the fact that pos 
sibly for the same reason, namely, that there are twenty-eight 
courts in Chicago naturalizing aliens, it became necessary for 
this House only a few days ago—upon a bill introduced by the 


S 


gentleman from Illinois, known as the “ bill H. R. 18713 ”—to 
validate some thousands upon thousands of certificates of nat 


uralization that had been improperly issued in the courts of 
the city of Chicago. 
Mr. MANN. It showed how necessary it was to let the court 
have jurisdiction. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, I decline to yield further. 
ir. MANN. Twenty-eight thousand; and you have proved it. 
Mr. POWERS. Mr. Chairman, it to me that all of 


seems 


this large number of spurious naturalization papers enumerated 
by the gentleman are to be found—or nearly all of them—in 
our great cities, and it is there that the remedies must be ap 


have no 


doubt this may result very 
the fact that 


it is in those cities where so many 


largely from 


courts and so 
; 
i 


ny different courts of unlike jurisdiction exercise the right 
of naturalization. Now, I live in a border State. I live in a 
district where there are a good many naturalizations. I live 


district and State where, as I stated to you, no courts but 
those that I have mentioned, namely, the United States court 


ind the supreme and superior courts of the State, exercise the 


power and the right of naturalization, and I never yet have 
heard an intimation e* a spurious naturalization paper ever 
having been granted either in my district or my State. Cer 
tainly there has never been any criminal prosecution or in 
dictment of any person on any such charge. 

There are a great many safeguards in this bill in reference 
to the declaration and all the preliminary proceedings, some 
of which, I think, are unnecessary and unealled for. But I 
do believe that if we are to have naturalization that shall be 


ly, legally, and wisely administered, which shall not be 
vicious, or granted without due and proper care an 
that we must have this naturalization 
11 granted in courts of such jurisdiction and such standing 


that there can be no question about them and the judicial care 


. An : ‘ 
aeration, con 








that will be taken in every case. Therefore I am opposed to 
the amendment of the gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 


SuLLIVAN]. As I have not the faith in the high standing and 
‘ial learning of municipal and police courts as would lead 
to deem it wise and safe to grant to them this power 
though I do not desire to be understood as in any way reflect 
ng upon these courts—they perform importent functions, yet 
naturalization, in my judgment, is not a proper subject for 
their consideration. 

Mr. GARRETT. The bill seems to limit the jurisdiction to 
those courts that have jurisdiction in cases at law. 

Mr. POWERS. Yes. 

Mr. GARRETT. Now, I think a few States, among which is 
my own, have separate chancery courts, so-called equity courts, 
that are of as high rank as courts of law. I do not know that 
this question is of so great importance in my State it 
may be in some others where there are many immigrants. 

Mr. POWERS. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him : 
question right here? 


as 


- 
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Mr. GARRETT. Certainly 

Mr. POWERS. Do not the same judges sit on l 
judges of ourt of equity and the 
court of law, or are the t 
law and equity 


a ¢ 


judges. 


Mr. GARRETT. They are separate and dist 
separate and distinct record 
Mr. POWERS. Then the law l equity jud ré 
| persons? 
Mr. GARRETT. They liff t judges 
Mr. POWERS. You ve ¢ rs‘ 
Mr. GARRETT. We have ‘ a 
Mr. POWERS. Perhaps t few Stat 
chancellors, as the gentle: 1 has 1 they hi: 
in nearly every State 1 the Union the s e judges | 
law and equity ju t : 1 
that they sit one day in equit ind tl e | 
next day or the! hour § 1d ; i th 
from the law to the equity side, and vic rsa, as of 


causes bef ! ras! y ‘ ry 
Mr. GARRETT. There are four other States be 1 
nessee that 


Mr. 


re tl 1 require 


have « incellor 


HEPBURN 


make a mistake The amend ent of the gentle f} M 
chusetts, in my judgment, « t to I 

ask the gentleman having tl matter in charge what 
there would be to stri g out : f that } t of the } 
after the word “territory ” s to t » away fr 

courts entirely jurisdiction over the bject of na 


Mr. BONYNGE. I will say, Mr. Chairm: that that r 











was presented to the « / . 1 
that it would be just, for the r n that in many State 
Federal courts only sit in one y I e t \ 
States the cities where the Federal urt y \ 
is sometimes i ire iS ry f m the 
id would re¢ e th lien t to that é 
in order to be turalized i we fe t t we ght 
provision we | which ( f 
orig 1 jurisdiction of every §S | ed 
power, so that th 1 be t Vv 
State of the Unit es tl could 1 ZA 
as liberal as we « Y id we ought e that 
was the object of 1 
Mr. HEPBURN. I 1 t 1 be t 
yet to my mind it is not a good one. I had hoped 
would be regarded as a new departure ( 
7 Her the f 
farce in this t I y r f 
ol vation of | eT al w ) 1 for 
1 1 1 nk - ‘ ( } 
! of the 1 be ' l of al 
, ed to tu en s tl ] { fore | 
find that in s¢ a 25 ~ led 
7 nai aoe 
nunis 1 ete Llow « ( , 1 @ 
} t ‘ the ] ew tT!) t } 
Ss. W , T _ s v t 
t ; ji g 
t t t} roy . ‘ , } - ‘ 
OI nd hap of \ ! f 
ar ] fo iy £ \ i 
cipk [ ou ( i 
order of s ( H ir nd f 
are natural 1 wl t st g t ¢ 1 
law The court matt 
pplications tl e | ‘ the f 
das a joke rather thar - s 
zation of a citizen of the 1 ed St 
am hopeful that this 1ugu es a new e! 
upon these men who seek natur 
being conferred upon them, that there is s 
ation here that they ought to be suitors for, that 
be willing to make sacrifices for 1 tl [ 
an imposition upon the alien the considerat 
to travel 10, 15, or 100 miles in ler s 
and citizenship in this country is to my mind far 
extreme. There are Federal courts everywhere 
ble limits and within re mable tin 
They have ample opportunity for attending to this duty 
will attend to it if they are required to. Let é | 
that the frauds whenever they occur, the hundreds « ‘ , 


are fraudulently and unjustly admitted to participation 
citizenship, are perpetrated in the State cou 
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Federal courts, and therefore I think if we are to make any 
change at all, we should go in the other direction and not loosen 
up the methods of naturalization. 

Mr. McNARY. Mr. Chairman, everyone is agreed that we 
Should do all possible to prevent frauds in naturalization, and if 
a bill can be drafted to bring al that result and make the 
process more secure it will receive ultimately the almost unani- 
mous vote of House. But it seems to me that the bill 
should not be s 
naturali 


Ty 1) 
irolw 


out 
this 


zation ; 
a desire to 
if he possesses the character and capacity to fulfill the require- 
ments. 

Let me say to the gent 
has been adduced on this floor, to my knowledge or in my hear- 
ing, where any fraud has taken place in the State courts, but 
men bh 
in the United States courts. [Applause.] 

Mr. BENNET of New York. Will-the gentleman yield for an 
experience? 

Mr. Me 

Mr. BE 


lar 


t 
NARY. Certainly. 
NNET of New York. In my own cit 
I live and represent in part, one judge in one day natural- 

“1 2,500 aliens, and he could not have done it honestly. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. No; judge of a State court. 

Mr. McNARY. That seems to settle that argument so far as 
the State of New York is concerned. [Laughter.] 

Mr. BONYNGE. If the gentleman will yield 


Mr. McNARY. I will yield if the gentleman will extend my 


Mr. BONYNGE. I 
“Mr. M 
Mr Bt 


will extend it as far as the time I oc- 
NARY. Very well. 

INYNGE. I want to call the gentleman’s attention to 
that Judge B. C. Elliot, of Lafayette, La., was im- 


7 


sed from the bench for fraudulent naturaliza- 
Well, that makes two cases in the State courts 
iave been dozens in the United States courts. I 

y that in the State of Massachusetts no accusation 
been brought against the State courts, and I doubt 
uch inde« though two cases have been mentioned, that 
* the | cities like New York—imany such ac- 
ought against the State c And for this 
I iat the State court is limited in its district, 
n the number of the population which it serves, and 
to the bench is apt to be acquainted with 
and also with the witnesses who come 
a personal acquaintance with the most of 

position to know personally whether or not 

made by the applicant and the witnesses are 
And from my of view a court of that 

the most competent court to give naturalization, 
is acquainted with the men and the witnesses who 


iore if, 


rge cities 
n be bi urts. 


rimariy, t 


snnointed 
appo iLé 


aistrict 
point 


y the gentleman from 

SULLIVAN] that the superior court of Suf- 
’ crowded with business that originates not 
hat county, but in all counties around, that it is a safe 
m that naturaliz will ever take place in that 
and if we can have the jurisdiction conferred upon the 
which have seals, under the limitation suggested 
gentleman, the judges of these courts will deal with a 
ion with whom they are familiar and with witnesses 
m they are familiar, and the hardships otherwise im- 
in that county who seek naturalization will be 


n to back 
husetts [ Mr. 


MINEY 18 ) 
ition 


ourts ! 


y to you, gentlemen, it is not a fair thing to an 
who honestly desires to become a citizen that he shall be 
large sum of money for that purpose; that 
he shall be compelled to travel a great distance for that pur- 

or that he shall be compelled to wait an undue length of 

Let us make the requirements strict in many respects, 

lo not make provisions so burdensome and onerous that it 

unt practically to the prohibition of an honest man 
ks honorable citizenship in this Republi [ Applause. ] 
GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 


compelled to p 


» words. 
ir. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I move that all debate upon 
nding amendment be closed in five minutes. 
SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, pending 
tion, I would ask the gentleman if he will agree that I 
ibstit amendment 


{ an 
‘isdiction to $1,000? 
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drafted as to be oppressive to the men who seek | 
that the man who seeks it honestly, earnestly, | 
become an American citizen should be welcome | 





1an who has just spoken that no case | 


ive arisen on the other side who have testified to fraud | 
| make the time a little longer 


A United States judge? | 


| me at the end of two minutes. 


| courts. 


exactly similar except that it | 
| course, under the circumstances, the proper examinations could 
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Mr. BONYNGE. Yes; I have no objection to that. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I as 
unanimous consent to substitute for the amendment now pend 
ing the following amendment, which I send to the desk and a: 
to have read. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, section 3, add, after the word “ unlimited,” in line 5, “4 
all such courts of record having the seal and a clerk with jurisdictj 
to the extent of $1,000 and next in rank below the nisi prius court 
such State.” 


The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection to the request of t] 


| gentleman from Massaehusetts that he substitute the amendn 


just read? [After a pause.J] The Chair hears no objectio 
and it is so ordered. The question now is on the motion of | 
gentleman from Colorado that all debate on the pending amen 
ment close in five minutes. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I would ask the gentleman 
han that. 
Well, Mr. Chairman, we have aiready had 
but I will extend t) 


Mr. BONYNGE. 
half-hour debate on this amendment; 


| time five minutes longer, and ask in connection with it that 
y, in the city in | 


time be equally divided between those in favor of the amen 
ment and those opposed. 

The CHAIRMAN. ‘The question is on the motion of the g 
tleman from Colorado that all debate on the pending amendm 


| be closed in ten minutes, five minutes of which shall be in ¢t! 


control of those in favor of the amendment and five minutes in 
the contre] of those opposed to it. 

The question was taken; and the motion was agreed to. 

Mr. MANN. Mr. Chairman, I hope the Chairman will notif 
I fully sympathize with w!) 
actuated the gentleman in proposing the provision in the | 
We have a population of more than 2,000,000 people in 
city, the city of Chicago, and we are just now creating twent 
seven new courts. Those courts may have and do have in s 
particulars jurisdiction over millions of dollars’ worth of pr 
erty in certain cases, but they are not courts which have 
limited jurisdiction at law or which have jurisdiction over 
unlimited amount in controversy. Those will be barred. | 
gentleman refers to the fact that we just passed a bill validat 
naturalization in the criminal courts. The criminal court 
our county has jurisdiction to try a man for his life and 
order that he be hanged, but you say it is not a court of su 
cient importance to naturalize a citizen. It will be a very gr 
hardship, I say, gentlemen, in the city of Chicago upon th 
sands of people if this bill passes in the way that it reads noy 

Mr. NORRIS. Will this amendment let in the courts refer 
to? 

Mr. MANN. I think this amendment will let in those cor 
except the criminal court. If we have the other courts, 
well. It is often a matter of great difficulty now in the cit 
Chicago to obtain the consent of a judge in an ordinary court 
bear a naturalization case at all. I have known men seeking 1 
be naturalized who went to court several times before they c 
obtain a hearing by the court for that purpose. 

[Here the hammer fell.] 

Mr. GRAHAM. Mr. Chairman, I favor the amendment rr 
stricting the naturalization to the United States courts for tl 
reason that they are able, in my estimation, to take in all 
business offered. The courts in the city of Pittsburg hav 
great deal of naturalization, and the United States court to-da 
is taking care of all the naturalization cases. The « 
courts have turned the business over voluntarily to the U 
States court, and the United States court hears all of the c 
and I want to say, for the benefit of my friend from Io 
{Mr. Hepsurn], who stated he believed he knew of no 
having been turned down by the United States courts, th 
there are hundreds of cases refused by the United States co 
in Pittsburg. Judge Buffington, of the United States distr 
court, has a school established for the examination of ca 
dates for naturalization, and the clerk, William T. Lindse 
prescribes certain days during each month when the applican 
appear for examination. They are interrogated not only 
their knowledge of the English language, but their acquainta! 
with the salient features of American history. They are | 
through a catechism that is searching and rigid, and a num 
of them are excluded. I think that the United States court 
are able to handle this matter and do it better than the count) 
I want to state that the naturalization in Alleghen) 
County frequently numbers from one to two hundred cases 
a month. In former years, when our county courts natural 
ized, as the time approached for State and national elections 
the Republican and Democratic committees paid the fees f 
final papers, and the rush upon the courts was terrific, and, « 
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cants slipped through. Now, neither party advances the fees, 
and all applicants are referred to the United States courts, 
where, as I said before, the most rigid examinations are re- 
quired, and, notwithstanding, an immense foreign population 
is attracted to our great manufacturing center, our new citi- 
venus will compare favorably with any section of the Union. 
Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, in 1903 the Department of 
Justice appointed a special examiner to examine into naturaliza- 
tion frauds. He made a report, and in that report is found the | 
following language, to which I desire to call the attention of the | 
committee. The special examiner was Mr. Van Deusen. He | 
said: 
The evidence is overwhelming that the general administration of the 
naturalization laws has been contemptuous, perfunctory, indifferent, 
lax, and unintelligent, and in many cases, especially in inferior State | 
courts, corrupt. I find that it is and has been the practice of judges 
of State courts to hold evening sessions of court at the behest of polit- 
ical leaders for the sole purpose of naturalizing hundreds of aliens for 
political purposes, with a full knowledge on the part of the judges that 
the aliens have been bribed to become citizens and voters by the pay- 
ment of their naturalization fees by the political organizations. These 
evils and frauds have existed for years, exist to-day, and will continue 
to exist and multiply until radical and stringent changes are made in 


not be made, and numbers of ignorant and unworthy anti. | 
| 
| 


,aturalization laws and a strict supervision of the administration 

nnosed 

Nearly everyone, Mr. Chairman, who has spoken upon this 
floor to-day in reference to this bill has admitted that in the 
main these charges are correct; that we have had a very loose 
and lax system of naturalization in vogue in this country; that 
many have been naturalized improperly and improvidently and 
contrary to the provisions of the law. From such investigation 
as we have been able to give to this question we have concluded 
that the primary reason for the lax and loose administration of 
the naturalization laws has been because of the large number of 
courts of different characters of jurisdiction throughout the 
United States. 

there are to-day some 5,000 different courts in the United 
States naturalizing aliens. So long, Mr. Chairman, as there 
re that number of courts engaged in this business we can not 

pe to have a uniform system of naturalization, and there 
was never a better demonstration and illustration of that fact 
than which I called to the committee’s attention a few mo- | 
ments ago of what occurred in the city of Chicago. Now, it 
has not been the aim of the committee to make it difficult or 
impossible for worthy aliens to become naturalized, so we did 

go.to the extremes, as many urged us to do, and limit 

naturalization to the Federal courts. The naturalization of 
aliens is a Federal matter, and so there were some strong 
arguments that might be urged now, and were urged upon the 
committee in favor of limiting naturalization to the Federal 
courts alone, but the committee did not go to that extreme. On 
the contrary, we have provided that not only the Federal courts, 
but that the State courts of the highest original jurisdiction in 
every State might be authorized to naturalize aliens, and in 
é y county in every State and in every Territory of the Union 
there is some court of highest original jurisdiction that will 
at different times throughout the year than can naturalize 

under the provisions of this bill, and therefore I hope, 
Chairman, that the amendment that has been offered, and 
other amendments seeking to add to the courts that may engage 

this business, may be voted down and the report of the com 
ttee approved by the Committee of the Whole House. I as! 
for a vote, Mr. Chairman. 

rhe CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment of- 
fered by the gentleman from Massachusetts. 

lhe question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. SULLIVAN of Massachusetts. Mr. Chairman, I offer 
the following amendment. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk wil] report the amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


Tn 


Aly 


] 


On page 3, line 5, strike out “ unlimited” and insert in lieu thereof 
the following: ** $1,000 or over.” 

Che question was taken; and the amendment was rejected. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment: 

On page 2, line 25, strike out the words “ the district of” and insert 
the word “and; so that it may read “for the Territories of Arizona, 
New Mexico, Oklahoma, Hawaii, and Alaska.” 

Mr. BONYNGE. Is Alaska now an organized Territory? 

Mr. CUSHMAN. Alaska is an organized Territory, and the 
Supreme Court of the United States has so decided. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Then I have no objection. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report the amendment. 

Che Clerk read as follows: 


Un page 2, line 25, strike out the words “ district of” and insert, | 
aiter the word “ Hawaii,” the word ‘“‘and;” so that it will read: 
Yerritories of Arizona, New Mexico, Oklahoma, Hawaii, and Alaska.” 
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Mr. CLARK of Missouri. I would like to ask if you a 
to naturalize out in the Hawaiian Islands? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Certainly. 

Mr. CUSHMAN. That question is not | ular 
but in this bill the designation of Alaska should 
legal designation, and it should be designated as the “J 

| of Alaska” and not designated as the “district of Al: 
Supreme Court having decided in two 4d rent 
Alaska is an organized Territory. 

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. There was sor 
I believe in Oregon, who naturalized a Ch ‘ 
long ago, and if there are any more such 

there anywhere I am opposed to the amend 

The question was taken; and the 

Mr. GARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I offer 

| ment, and I ask the attention of the gen 
to the amendment, as I believe he will hi: 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Page 3, line 4, after the word “ law,” insert 
equity. 

Mr. BONYNGE. The « 
amendment, 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on agreeing 
ment. 

The question was taken; and the amendment 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 

The Clerk proceeded to read 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the Cler! 
tion 4. I have not heard all of sect 3 read 

Mr. BONYNGE. It has been read. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then I have an ‘ t 
section 3. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Mis 
WILiIAMS] offers an amendment 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairm: I 
guage on lines 6, 7, and &, do, ) 

“ States,” all on page 3. 
The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will report 
The Clerk read as follows: 
1 } and &, strik t 
jr nd off s > sy 
na shal ‘ i 3 
1 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Now, Mr. Chai i. if 
permitted to remain in the bill, we are g St 
State clerks elected or appointed Ss : 
or the people thereof “ officers and ag vf 
confusing two things which the ¢ titut 
fathers were very careful, indeed a 
from the other. This bill will then 1 
Under our peculiar s}) 1 of g 
governmental agencies is supreme w 
In the one case powers delegated 
reserved, d to pass a b upon 
appointed or elected in a State as § 
cers and agents of the United St 
cers—seems to be too plainly s 
at all. I reserve the bala 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr I 
in answer to the gentleman from Ss I \ 

rhe naturalization of aliens 

Mr. WILLIAMS. One word, if the ¢ 
I want to say this, too; in some ¢ t S 
judge, clerks, etc., couid n 
ing their positions. In Virginia, f ex 
other States, State officers are forbidd 


by the laws to ! ld anv office of em 
United States Government. 


Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, under the ¢ 





subject of naturalization is delegat » gress i | 
eral procedure, and so we 1 t have reported, as ] 

ment ago, a provision limiting the courts that could 
jurisdiction in these matters to Federal courts \ 

be more liberal and to extend t l 

to act in such matters. It is ssary whe 

that they act as officers and as s of't | : 


has been held by the Supreme Court, in tl 
Moore, 5 Wheaton, page 1, that the declar 
States Statutes that has reference to this 1 













Chat certain State courts may hear and d i 
plications for naturalization is ‘ 
without power to i rfere wit! ‘ St 
far as the Federal courts h DI i 

Now, of course, no State courts can be “i ) 
Congress. It is simply permi They may or they 
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as they see fit, but when they do undertake to act in naturaliza- 
tion proceedings they must act in accordance with the statutes 
passed by Congress 

Mr. PERKINS. What is it intended exactly to accomplish 
by the use of this phrase: 

They shall be deemed to be officers and agents of the United States? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Because we are providing, Mr. Chairman, 
in other sections of the bill that returns shall be made by the 
clerks of these courts to the Bureau of Immigration and Nat- 
uralization at Washington, and that that Bureau shall have 
supervisory control over the naturalization proceedings, whether 
in State courts or in Federal courts. 

Mr. PERKINS. And still, of course, if the courts 

Mr. BONYNGE. That they shall receive fees which shall be 
paid under the provisions of this act. 

Mr. PERKINS. That is, the officers of the State courts will 

ive fees? 

BONYNGE. Certainly; in order that they may be paid 

services they may render in performing this function 
» National Government. 
PERKINS. You do not intend to give the judges any 


BONYNGE. No; not the judges, but the judges will be 
to the’ National Government for the proper admin- 
‘ation of its laws in reference to naturalization. 

Mr. PERKINS. Syppose a man who is judge of the State 


rt 


msible 


indicted or i 
Mr 
Mr 


mpeached under a Federal law? 
BONYNGE. Certainly I do; unquestionably. 
MANN. Does the gentleman think he could be impeached 
ler the Federal law? 
BONYNGE. I do not think he could be impeached. I 
l notice the word “ impeached ” in the question. 
Mr. MANN. May I ask if this is in the naturalization law? 
Mr. BONYNGE. Not that exact language. Under the exist- 
ing law there is no general bureau for supervising contro] over 
tl subject. 
Mr. MANN. 


1 


did not 


Now, as I understand, there certain fees 
cted by the clerks of the courts. 


be 


are 
re will very large amount of fees to be collected. 
‘ I’ 
you declare them to be Federal officials do they keep the 
they turn them into the treasury of the county, as 
ite law requires? 
BONYNGE. 
that as it fit. So far as the Federal Government 
rned, we authorize them to keep a portion of the fees. 

MANN. If they are made Federal officers and you pro- 

it they shall have tain money, can the State law 
ge the law that we pass here? 

BONYNGE 
from it, I so. 

MANN an not quite see myself the point of having 
that may arise. ‘he gen- 
e oficials will re required to 


se" 


it if 


rr do 
» St 
Vr 


Saw is 


think 


nbarrassme! 
ion that the 
vent, 
not think 
f them, 


its 


I supp : 
they would have any con- 
they w acting our 
ts, and we want to keep that control or 
we can never haye 
ughout the United States. 
The time of the gentleman has expired. 
Mr. Chairman, I ask that the 
five minutes. I want to ask 


ao 


unless ere as 

or else 
ral thr 
‘HAIRMAN. 
FITZGERALD 


1 ie be extended 


him a 
r. MANN. Iam not through with him myself. 
FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I that the gentle- 
s time be extended five minutes. 
the CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from New York [Mr. Fitz- 
sks that the time of the gentleman from Colorado be 
Is there objection? 


ask 


inutes. 


for five 1 
here was no objection. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. ‘The gentleman is familiar with the laws 

the State of New York. Does he not believe that if this 
‘ular provision be enacted it will prevent every State 
urt in New York from exercising powers to naturalize under 


hill 


) 


ti¢ 


Mr. BONYNGE. I know of no reason why it should. 
Mr. FITZGERALD. 
York prohibited from accepting or filling any position in the 
Iederal service to which compensation is attached? 
Mr. PERKINS. I will state to the gentleman 
Mr. BONYNGE. I do not recall that law 
There may be such a one, 
Mr. PERKINS. Under the jurisdiction of this act, which is 


in New York. 
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now confined to the judges of the Supreme Court, the only 
courts which have unlimited jurisdiction, I very much doubt 
that they would act under the law by which they were pre tento 
made officers of the Government. I think they would decline 
the jurisdiction. 

Mr. FITZGERALD. Mr. Chairman, I wish to call my col- 
league’s attention to the fact that the clerks of those courts 
under this bill would be entitled to certain fees, and that in 
itself would prevent these clerks from acting in the naturaliza- 
tion cases as provided in the bill. 

Mr. HINSHAW. They are entitled to fees new. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Under some State laws they are. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman allow me to ask him q 
question? 

Mr. BONYNGE. I have no further time, but I wil! answer 
the gentleman a question. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Will the gentleman tell the House what 
control, in his judgment, the Federal authorities have over 
clerks and judges in the State courts when they have taken 
jurisdiction in naturalization matters? 

Mr. BONYNGE. Under section 4 of the bill it provides that 
there shall be an agent of the bureau who shall be authorized 
to examine the various forms used by these different clerks 
and officers acting in naturalization proceedings, to examine the 


| records that are kept by them; and, then, under that super- 
| visory control, to see that they are complying with the statute. 


't should misbehave in this capacity, do you think he could 


I suppose the next question the gentleman would ask would be 
this: Then, presuming that they had violated any of the sec- 


| tions of the bill, what power would the National Government 


have in the premises? I will answer that question by saying, 


| that if any officer of a State court violates any of the provisions 


of any section of the bill providing for criminal prosecution, we 
would ascertain the fact through the examination and we could 
punish such officer accordingly in the Federal court for such 
violation. 


Mr. SHERLEY. Then you are going to make, by the terms 


| of your bill, a judge of a State court amenable and tryable in 
| the Federal courts, so as to be removed from office by provision 


In the city of Chi- | 


| need not take upon himself unless he saw fit to do so. 


I suppose the State legislature could regu- | 


| under existing statute. 


As to the disposition of what money they | 


uniform system | 


gentle- | 


Are not the officials of the State of New | 


al : : bi 
s are selected under a law fixing their compensation,,| vill, 


of this bill? 

Mr. BONYNGE. 
should 
Federal 


Why, if the State court acts under this 
it become law, he is certainly amenable to the 
statute. He would be performing a duty which he 
It is only 
permissible; but if he takes the responsibility, if he assumes 
the responsibility, he will be amenable to the Federal Govern- 
ment. I will call attention to the fact that this is not 
procedure. It has existed heretofore. 


a nove 
I think he is amenabk 
I know, in many instances, or at least I 
recall one at the present time where the Federal Gorernment 
made the officers of eiections in the States officers of the Na- 
tional Government, and if they violated the State laws regulat- 
ing the election, the supreme court held——— 

Mr. FITZGERALD. They receive no compensation from t! 
Federal Government for those services? 

Mr. BONYNGE. No; they receive no compensation from 
Federal Government; neither do they under this bill. They re- 
ceive it from the applicants who apply for naturalization. 

Mr. SHERLEY. The whole illustration the. gentlen 
using is one of the reasons why some of us are not disp 
mix State and Federal courts together. 

Mr. BRONYNGE. The gentleman must admit that he is not 
in accord with the Supreme Court of the United States 
as authority is concerned. He may doubt the wisdom of it, 
but, so far as the legality is concerned, the Supreme Court of 
the United States has settled, in my judgment, that proposition. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I move to strike out the last word. 

I desire to say to the gentleman from Colorado that when he 
has heard me speak as to the constitutionality of the provi- 
sion it will be time for him to argue the law point. I wanted 
the committee to know what was being undertaken, because, 
in my judgment, if it be possible to eliminate this mixing of 
State and Federal jurisdiction it is a wise thing to do. We 
have never had the Federal courts interfering with the State 
courts without the creation of friction, without creating scan 
dal and a creation of evils greater than those they undertook 
to cure. For my part, I would rather see the provision as to 
the courts that could grant naturalization limited to Federal 
courts. I would rather have that than to have the Federal 
courts interfering with the State courts. Under the fourth sec- 


l 


Ys) 


+} 
LUC 


ian is 
sed to 


so far 


| tion of this bill a judge of a State court would be subject to 


| 
| 


examination by a Department clerk of the Bureau of Commerce 
and Labor. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 
Mr. SHERLEY. 


And under section 17 to imprisonment, — 
If the officers of a court of unlimited juris- 





rie 
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diction of a State are to be subject to inquisitorial examination 
py elerks in the Department of Commerce and Labor, it is 
high time we abolish the State courts and simply make the 
whole thing a national government, without any State lines 
whatever. 

Mr. BONYNGE. 
time, I desire to say in reply that I think the only remedy that 
could be applied for the condition which the gentleman has 
argued against is that which he has suggested himself; that 
either you will have to retain the provision that we have put 
in this bill, or else you will have to take the other horn of the 
dilemma and limit the naturalization proceedings to the Fed 
eral courts. As between these two propositions, I was in favor 


of the one that ‘ts contained in this bill, and I trust that the | 


comunittee will be in favor of it. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says the 
only alternative to the provision I have moved to strike out 
would be to confer exclusive jurisdiction in matters of nat- 
uralization upon the Federal courts. I submit that that is 
not the only remedy, that there is a remedy much more at hand, 
nd that is simply to adopt the pending amendment and strike 
out the obnoxious language. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, the gentleman says he might have pro- 
ided in this bill, or Congress might provide, that the Federal 
courts exclusively should have jurisdiction. There is no doubt 

ut that proposition, and if it be a wise thing to do, why, 

n, go ahead and do it. That is something that we can do; 

¢t is something that Congress can do; but this thing that is 
pted in this bill to be done is something that Congress 
ought not to attempt to do. I doubt if it is a thing that Con- 
, ; can do. Let us take the language and consider it just a 
minute. What an anomaly it would be. Down in Virginia, for 
example, or in New York, a State officer acting under this bill, 
accepting the authority and power conferred upon him by this 
provision, would by the situation itself, in Virginia under the 
State constitution and also, as I understand it, in New York 
under their law, vacate the State office. So much if he doesn’t. 
Then, if he does accept it, he becomes, under provision 17 in 

s bill, subject to be arrested—the State judge, the clerk of a 
State court—and thrown into jail by a Federal marshal, and 


If the gentleman has not used all of his | 
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the oftice to which he has been elected by the people of the | 


State, or appointed by the governor of the State, becomes for 
» time being vacated by his imprisonment. Thus the ma- 
chinery of one government, the Federal, can stop the ma- 
iery of the other, the State. In the one case the State 
officer acting vacates the State office by the constitution or 
law of the State, and in the other case he is torn from the 
bench and confined in prison by Federal authority. 

Mr. WALDO. I would like to ask the gentleman a ques- 
tion 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I will yield. 

Mr. WALDO. I want to ask the gentleman if under the pres- 
ent law a State judge or a State clerk could not be prosecuted 
n any United States court and sent to jail or State prison for 

violation of the present naturalization law? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. No; he could not as a Federal officer or 
agent, that I know of. 
rrested as John Smith or Tom Jones like anybody else, carried 


A State court or a State clerk can be | 


a Federal court and tried for a crime, wherever he is | 


charged with one, and the Federal court has jurisdiction, but 
‘could not be arrested for performance or nonperformance of 
y official duty and carried into a Federal court for that, ex- 
it where in some cases Federal jurisdiction attaches as when 
has violated an injunction or refused to obey a mandamus 


i 


ssuing out of a Federal court having jurisdiction of a sub- | 


matter or something of that sort. But here you confer 


nm a man judicial power, a State judge, and then upon some- | 


ly else—a Federal officer—the right to imprison him in con- 


tion with the exercise of that judicial power. 
Mr. WALDO. Is there any difference—— 
Mr. WILLIAMS. You ean not arrest a Federal judge for a 
iult in the exercise of his judicial power, even by the provisions 
this bill - 
Mr. WALDO. I think that is a mistake if that is true. 
Mr. WILLIAMS. AL want to say this further, as a Democrat; 


| do not see how any man who understands even the A B Cs of | 
Democracy can vote for this bill with that clause left in it. It | 


s as absolutely impossible as for a Mohommedan to believe in 
polytheism. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. 
State authorities could prosecute a State judge or the clerk of a 
State court for violating a Federal law; and if his theory is 


right, is it not true that it would necessarily deprive the State | 


courts of the power that the bill seeks to confer upon them to 
naturalize aliens? 


Does the gentleman believe that the | 


j 


| 








.Mr. WILLIAMS. They could, if as a part of his conduct 
connection with it he had committed forgery or perjury, 
suborned it, or had accepted a bribe, or committed any other 











act which was a crime under the laws of the State. That is 
what I say—they can not serve, they would not serve, if I un 
derstand the gentleman’s question. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Mis 
sippi has expired. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Mr. Chairman, I move t trike it 

| the last two words I confess, Mr. Chairman, that the qu on 
discussed by the gentleman from Mississippi is an 
one, a serious one, one that I have thought about a g 
times {In connection with the present system of I 
It provides a commingling of the Federal and State pows one 
ailnecer, 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman will pardon me, 1 
no language like this which I propose to strike out in the 
present law. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I admit there is perhaps n 
language like that in the present law, but I do not tl | 
guage designating the State officers as Federal officers and 

| agents for the enforcement of the naturalization law is 
significance whatever. 

When a State court or the officers of a State court ‘ 
to administer a Federal naturalization law, by the v 
of the undertaking they become [ederal officers or ag 
that particular work, and it does not ma ny d 
whether the court shall be specifically designated a Fed 
court or the clerk a Federal clerk while so engaged 
They are such whether this law says so or not. «Ws 
add to or take from the fact that an officer who exercises Fed 
eral power is a Federal officer or agent in the execution of t 
power. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Then if that be true, why not str 
the language? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. I do not believe it is of y g 
cance. The whole question resolves itself down tothis: W 
Congress shall confer on the State courts the power to natu e 
citizens of the United States, with the consent of the Stat lt 
can not be done over the objection of the States. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. At present what is done under the n 
zation laws is this: Congress, without making 1 | 
who are State court officials officers or agent of the F* 
Government, simply agrees to allow State cou 
a¢cepts without question, in accordance with the cor , 
invariably prev: ils between the two systems of gover! 
the result of the deliberations—the judgment the s l 
of the State courts. This language changes that ] 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. If the gentleman is righ 
had as well abandon all attempts to prevent fraudulent 
zations of aliens. Unless the Govern Et] ( ‘ 
ship can control the agencies of natural { 
prevent fraud will be futile. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. It has never thus far even attemy 
do it. On the contrary, in comity, it has accepted tl ‘ 
sions of the State courts, and neither “ examined their met! 
nor made them Federal “ officers and agents. 

Mr. GARRETT. Now, the powers to be performed 1} 
State judges and by the Federal judges under the | 
this act are precisely the same, are they n 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Precisely the same 

Mr. GARRETT. If a Federal judge is guilty of n 
in office in connection with this act, how would he be 
He can only be punished 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Allow me to answer the 1est 
gentleman should not ask and answer the question | 
general laws for the punishment of Federal judges rg 
malfeasance in office. We can not make get 
State courts and officers. Our power to } 
necessarily confined to their action in the 
eral laws, and that is the reason for limite 
| this bill. 

Mr. GARRETT. Is it not true that the Federal g 
be punished only by impeachment? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Not always. There are st 
thorizing the indictment and trial of Federal judges 

Mr. GARRETT. For malfeasance in office? 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Yes; for malfeasance in ofl M 
feasance in office covers a great many things 

Mr. WILLIAMS. If the gentleman has the time, right a gf 
that line, the Federal Government can impeach a Federal j 


That is its way of getting at him. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. Impeachment is the way to remoy: 


from office, but it is not a punishment for crime It is a 
political proceeding to remove a judge from office and is in no 
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i. bar to his prosecution in the criminal courts for the 
which he is impeached. 

WILLIAMS. 
I 1 

can. 
Mr. CRUMPACKER. 

judge he can be ] 
Mr. WILLIAMS. 


if he has received a bribe as a 


And 
“dl f bribery. 


rrosecute or 


m talking about his official 
“an get at 

two things would follow if 

j the place of United States judges. 

vould either have to impeach a State judge in the United 
h is out of all question 


t or else, if 


1OW 


Senate, whit of course you could 

ou are going to deal with him at all, you 

have to imprison him or fine hi 

TMPACKER. The gentl an is 

mpeachment is not a punishment, it 
is simply a 


fes are ; 


entirely mistaken. 
not a criminal proceed- 
ing a man from 
ninal laws of the coun- 
" mes and malfeasances in office just 

» as any other officer i 
WILLIAMS. Removal from office 
be, aft removal, additional punishment. And so 
tate without this which I want 
menable to the criminal laws both of the State 
states. He can not commit forgery or bribery 

nt. He is punished, 

or agent of the United States.” 
NET of New York. Mr. Chairman, there are at 
ple in jail to-day who would like to have heard 
h proves that they can not be put in jail for 
how i sentence. 
Lavine and the other Saverino. 
» this very question came up. 
States (128 Fed. Rep., 826), 
i in the city of St. 


RY 
process for remo} 
is a punishment. 
language 


Jjuage 


Mr. BEN 


ne 


FG r 
UMiICEel 


nent whi 
ling which they are serving 
icted in cases where 

Lavine United 
naturalized in a criminal court 
He was tried in the Federal court 
LITTLEFIELD. That yurt 


is a ce of criminal jurisdic- 


fr. WILLIAMS. He was not a judge or a clerk. 


ae 
BENNET of New York. 

VILLIAMS. Oh, no. 
BENNET of New York. If Congress can make one stat- 
ver a State court, it can make another. The par- 
in this case was the statute in relation to per- 
United States Statutes, and the court held 
is an original proposition it might be good law 
rnimnent 
it had done so and that that jurisdiction had 
; dred years precluded the court at this 

ich question. 

in the southern dis- 
Savarino, where the same thing was 
can not impose any jurisdiction upon 
not make the State court naturalize one 
m any judge, with the permission of a 
of his court, with the permission of his 


jurisdicti 


Mobody is 


The principle is the same. 


the courts of 


Se 


ainst 


es under the jurisdiction of the United 
nd is subject to pu 


I am informed that 
the marshal, 

both convicted 
iitentiary for 


is, and 


the clerk 
1 also their names 
fraudulent naturali- 
hat they were convicted 


officers, Garrett and 


1} ple of St. Louis. 


elected by 


leman state 


eo rye 
per 


rant 
& Call 


- New York. That was Mr. Bonyrnos, of the 


ere was that’officer « 


York. I have 


-“onvicted ? 


New no personal knowledge 


My recollection was he was impeached, 


islature 


1 like to ask the gentleman from New 
her, make an observation. "Within the 


le 
ral 
rat 
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I understand that a Federal judge who has | 
murder can be indicted just the same as John Jones | 


And if he has committed forgery he can be | 
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past two months, in San Francisco, Cal., the United States qd 
trict attorney, has prosecuted and sent to the penitentiary 
deputy clerk of the court of the county of San Francisco. 
State court, for fraudulently naturalizing aliens. He pr 
cuted him and convicted him and sent him to the penitent 
within the last two months. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Nobody is denying—— 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield to the gentleman f; 


| Colorado. 


him for that alone is | 


office. | 


| or anything to the responsibility of judges, just 


Mr. BONYNGE. And, Mr. Chairman, I would state anot 
instance where clerks of State courts are exercising juri 
tion in Federal matters. In the matter of making proof i: 
homestead laws, the clerks of the various State courts 
Vest are authorized, under certain emergencies, to act 
take the proof, and one of the clerks of one of the county 
in my State within the past two months has been con 
and sent to the penitentiary for fraud in the exercise of 
jurisdiction. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. 
Michigan. 

Mr. YOUNG. I wish to ask the gentleman from New 
this question: Does the gentleman think that this 
about which we are now disputing adds anything to the 
ud « 


I yield to the gentleman 


| in offices of State courts if they consent to act in natural 


| if the 


words were stricken out? In other words, would 
they have the same power, would not they act under the 
responsibility, would not they be amenable in the same 


| to Federal law as if the words were in? 


however, as a citizen and | 


Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, 


my < 


| vidual judgment is they would, but to save the questi 
| language ought to be left in the bill. 


One of | 
30th of them 
| derstood the 


Mr. LITTLEFIELD. Allow me to say— 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I yield to the gentleman 
Mississippi [Mr. WILLIAMS]. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. The gentleman does not seem to h 
contention. That John Smith Savar 
the clerk of the court could be arrested, indicted, tri 
found guilty of forgery or perjury in a Federal court or 
court nobody has ever disputed. The proposition that w 
making here is this: He was punished for a crime and 1 
cause he was an officer or agent of the Federal Gover 
He was punished because he committed perjury; he was 
ished because he committed forgery; the individual was 
ished for the crime and he was punished in a Tederal 
in one case and in the State courts in many cases. Now, 
the man could be punished whenever he commits a « 


or 


| whether he is a Federal court clerk or a State court clerk, 


ould not confer power on a State 


it is unnecessary to withdraw the line of demarcation bet 
our two governmental systems in order to punish hin 
crime. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex) 
and time for debate has expired. 
Mr. YOUNG. Will the gentleman yield for a question‘ 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has ex; 
Mr. BENNET of New York. Mr. Chairman, I ask unan 
consent that my time be extended long enough to answe! 


| question. 


m which the Government tenders | 
| man 
nishment for violating | 


| tried 
| tried, 
and are both to- | 


The CHAIRMAN. The gentieman asks that the time | 
vended for two minutes. Is there objection? 

There was no objection. 

Mr. BENNET of New York. As far as he went, the g: 
from Mississippi [Mr. Wrr11Aams] is absolutely cor 
What the man would be arrested and tried and convicted 
would be crime. That is everything that a man is ordi 
and arrested and convicted for. He could be arr 
and convicted whether this language was in the 
not. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. 


I beg the gentleman's pardon. A F\ 


| officer can be dealt with by the Federal Government s 
| for malfeasance in office. 


| of appeals of St. Louis held that the line of demarcati 
while ago there was a | 


| 
| 
| 


Mr. BENNET of New York. I have quoted two deci 
and as far as the line of demarcation. goes, the circui 
been extinguished a hundred years. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Would the gentleman mind putting 
language of that decision in the Rrcorp? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. I have no objection. 

The language referred to is as follows, taken from 128 
eral Reporter, at page 827 et seq.: 

Counsel for the plaintiff in error, however, contends with 1 
ecogency and ingenuity that a court of a State has no jurisdicti 
admit aliens to citizenship (1) because Congress had no power ur 
the Constitution to grant this authority to such a court; and 
because, if it had that power, a court of common-law jurisdiction 
ated by a State has no authority to accept or to exercise this powe! 


in 
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to admit aliens to citizenship upon their nee with the 


( the law, but gave no such authority to y court of the 
States. (1 Stat., 103.) Many of the statesmen who sat in the 
mn which framed the Constitution were Members of the Con- 
lich passed this law. This act of Congress is therefore a 
rary interpretation—a practical exposition of the meaning 
of the grant to Congress of the power to establish a uni 
of naturalization by the very men who, as the representati 
people of the United States, gave this authority to the 
cepartment of the National Government. From the day 
ive the courts of the States the power to 
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I ken now. i 
the devolution of this au 
u r their jurisdiction to exer 
Th rye been settled by prescription and practi 

are no longer open to debate or question 


YOUNG. Mr. Chairman, I would like to ask the gentle 

rom Mississippi this question. 

WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last 
words for the purpose of answering a question. 

Ir. YOUNG. I wish to ask the gentleman from Mississippi 

question: I agree with him fully in*thinking that these 

is should be stricken out. But now I wish to ask him this: 
provided they are struck out and some judge acts cor- 

ly under the naturalization laws, then has the gentleman 

doubt that he has been prosecuted under Federal law for 

S corrupt act? 

Mr. WILLIAMS. I have no doubt but that he could be 
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The CHAIRMAN. The 
Manon] has the floor 
Mr. BENNETT of New York 
so specific that a suprem: 
office except a judicial offi 
powers other than those 
on the supreme court judg: 
have exercised those powel! 
court, and they have not bh 
Mr. PERKINS. Is it n 


these different parts of jurisd 


as State officers? The troubl 


act in naturalization, you 
| State officers, but as United St 








os = Ze 
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Mr. BENNET of New York. I think the answer to that is 
very plain. You can not compel a State court to naturalize an 
alien, but when a State judge acts under Federal statute he 
acts with the expressed or implied consent of his own State. 


Mr. MAHON. Now answer my question. When you make 
them officers of the General Government of the United States, 
they are not acting as State officers? 

Mr. BENNET of New York. We do not make them that. 

Mr. MATION. You do. 

BENNET of New York. We say that while performing 


this function they shall be deemed for this purpose to be Fed- 


eral ‘ fTice rs 

Mr. MAHON. You better strike that out if you want your 
bill. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment. 

The question was taken; and the Chairman announced that 
the noes appeared to have it. 


Mr. WILLIAMS. 


Division. 
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Mr. MANN. 
question? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Certainly. 

Mr. MANN. Would the chief of a bureau have the authority 
to call a judge before him and require him to answer a series 
of questions now without this law giving him that autherity? 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. No; and he ought not to have; 
but a subpena of the United States district court would un- 
doubtedly bring a judge or his clerk to court in a proper pro- 
ceeding just the same as it would bring any other citizen, which 
would answer every purpose this section could serve, and the 
whole section ought to go out. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired. 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I offer the 
following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 

Amend by inserting after the word “ bureau,” line 20, page 3, 
following words: “ within the usual business hours.” 

Mr. RICHARDSON of Alabama. Mr. Chairman, I have lis- 
tened to the remarks of the xentleman as to the extensive power 
given in this paragraph. It certainly seems to me that there 
ought to be a reasonable limitation put upon the agents of the 
Bureau of Immigration and Naturalization, and I believe it is 
but fair and just to put in the words that I have offered in this 


Will the gentleman allow me to ask him a 


the 


} amendment. 


The committee divided; and there were—ayes 82, noes 35. 
So the amendment was agreed to. 
The Clerk read as follows: 
4. That ireau of Immigrati Naturalization is au- 
1 from time to make cause to be made by an agent 
2 s of sureau ex nati of the methods employed in 
{ on | lings by any court or courts, to copy any records 
to n ion in said court « ‘ourts, and to examine 
r in ce ith this part of the business of such Bure 
r ¢ person ¢ nnected with said court or courts, and to 
make f the records of said court or courts lists of persons who 
have been or all be naturalized. 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman—— 











that is conferred here. 


is | 


Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, as far as the committee is 
concerned, we are ready to accept the amendment. 

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Chairman, I insist on my 
motion to strike out the paragraph. 

The CHAIRMAN. Any amendment to perfect the section is 
in order before the motion of the gentleman from Kansas to 
strike out the whole section. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend- 
ment, which I send to the desk. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will first put the motion on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Alabama. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I now offer the following amendment. 

The Clerk read as follows: 


On line 23, 


page 3, strike out the words “and to examine under oath 
in connection with this part of the business of such bureau any clerk 
or other person connected with said court or courts.” 

Mr. OLMSTED. Mr. Chairman, I offer an amendment to the 
part proposed to be stricken out. 

Mr. SHERLEY. I believe, Mr. Chairman, I have the floor. 

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has the 
floor, and the Chair will recognize the gentleman from Penn- 
sylvania afterwards. 

Mr. SHERLEY. Mr. Chairman, the purpose of this amend- 
ment is to accomplish what is desired by the amendment of 
the gentleman from Kansas striking out the section, with this 
distinction: That I do believe it is important that you should 
have a proper examination made by some Government official 
looking to the gathering of statistics and information, to see 
that the courts are properly performing their functions. 

Mr. LITTLEFIELD. And looking toward a uniform proce- 
dure. 

Mr. CRUMPACKER. Does not the gentleman believe that 
the courts of the United States may now send an officer into 
the several courts of the States to gather information? 

Mr. SHERLEY. I know of no law now existing that au- 
thorizes an officer of the United States courts to go in quest 
of any such information; but it is desired by the proposers of 
this legislation, as I understand it, to bring about a uniformity 
in procedure, and in order to accomplish that it is proper that an 
official of the Department should gather information. The 
improper point lay in giving that officer the power to put under 


|} oath an officer of the State court, and make the clerk and the 


The CHAIRMAN. For what purpose does the gentleman | 
rise? 
Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. I rise for the purpose of moy- 
ing to strike out section 4 of the Dill. 
Mr. Chairman, I would not place the whole responsibility 
of good citizenship upon courts or officers whose duty it 
e that the eitizenship of the United States is guarded in | 
( y possible manner when naturalizing aliens. I would pre- | 
. high standard of citizenship by closer inspection of 
grants rather than by creating complicated machinery for 
{ alizatic of those who have been admitted to our | 
Now, Mr. Chairman, what a humiliating spectacle it would be 
{ ee a bureau clerk go into the courts of the several States 
( the Union clothed with power to take the judge from his 
! d the clerk from his desk and put them on the carpet 
bring them to book at his will and pleasure. Why, no 
has a higher regard for a bureau clerk or chief than I 
e exercise of proper power in the bureaus of the Govern- | 
but I object to extending their power beyond proper 
| s. The humiliation is complete when a bureau says to a 
t f Congress that a bill ought or ought not to become 
They may exercise a censorship over legislation, but I 
to t r saying to a court that it has or has not admin- 
ed the laws properly or justly. 
Ir. OLMSTED. Where does the gentleman find any such 
er conferred on the Bureau? 
CAMPBELL of Kansas. Section 4 extends the power 
Bureau of Immigration so as to authorize that Bureau 
time to time to make or cause to be made by an agent 
( of such Bureau examinations of the methods em- 
turalization proceedings by any court or courts,” 
1 to « i court officers under oath. 
OLMSTED. That does not authorize him to change it 
( iv ing to the judge. 
CAMPBELL of Kansas. It authorizes them to go out 
ke an examination of the methods and proceedings of 
and to examine all court officers under oath, includ- 
cf Pe the j ¢ 
OLMSTED. What is the objection to that? 
CAMPBELL of Kansas. Why, the objection is that it 
be iating to the cougts to be examined by a bureau 
\ ng their proceedings’ and to be praised or censured 
ior th r action, 
GILBERT of Kentucky. I would like to ask the gentle- | 
if it is not already the privilege of any American citizen | 
the public records of any court? 
CAMPBELL of Kansas. Certainly it is. Any Govern- 
officer h that power to-day. Throughout the whole 
( try the officers of the Government, inspectors of immigra- 
1 officers of the United States courts are arresting and 
] iting those who are charged with violating the immigra- 
t ws or the naturalization laws of the country, and they 
] e access to the courts the same as any other officer or any 
er ¢ en without the additional and unwarranted authority 


judge testify as to their procedure. It was undignified; it was 
humiliating to the State courts and State officials. It ought 
not to be; but with the amendment I propose adopted, you will 
then have simply a section authorizing an employee in the De- 
partment of Commerce and Labor, from time to time, to make 
an investigation and examine the records of the court and 
report back to the Bureau of Commerce and Labor, against 
which I think no one ought to object. 

Mr. BONYNGE. Mr. Chairman, I have consulted with my 
colleagues on the committee, and we are satisfied to accept as 
far as we can the amendment offered by the gentleman from 
Kentucky. 

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered 
by the gentleman from: Kentucky [Mr. SHERLEY]. 

The question was taken; and the amendment was agreed to. 

Mr. WILLIAMS. Mr. Chairman, I desire to address the 


| House for a minute upon the subject of the amendment offered 
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